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THE DISTRIBUTION OF RATIONAL POINTS ON
CONICS

D.R. HEATH-BROWN

ABSTRACT. We examine the counting function for rational points
on conics, and show how the point where the asymptotic behaviour
begins depends on the size of the smallest zero.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let q(z1, 2, 23) = q(X) € Z[1, 2, x3) be a quadratic form, and write

Zgrim ={(z1,...,2,) € 2" — {0} : g.c.d.(xy,...,2,) = 1}.

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the behaviour as B — oo of
the counting function

N(B) = N(B;q) = #{x € L}y, + a(x) =0, max{|z1, |22, |2s]} < B},
and of its weighted form

N(B,w) = N(B,wiq) = »  w(B'x).

x€Z3

o
Here we take w : R®* — R to be infinitely differentiable, with compact
support. With this notation, the conic ¢ = 0 has %N(B) rational points
of height at most B.

Provided ¢ is isotropic over @ (in other words, if ¢(x) = 0 has at
least one non-zero integral solution), one has

N(B) ~ $05,6(q)B as B — oo

where 0., > 0 is the real density of solutions, and &(g) > 0 may be
given explicitly in terms of the usual product of local densities. (The
factor 1 is the “alpha constant” in Peyre’s terminology [4]) Indeed one
has

N(B,w) = £00s(q; w)S(q) B + Oy (B exp{—cy/log B}), (1)

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0. These results follow from work of the
author [3, Corollary 2] We stress that the error term in (1) contains an
unspecified dependence on ¢. Our main aim in this paper is to obtain
a good explicit dependence, so as to show how large B has to be, in
terms of ¢, before one sees the true asymptotics for N(B).
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In order to see the phenomena that N(B) can display we present a
numerical example. Let gy be the form
qo(x) = —61x] — 227123 — 3823 + 997973 + 3973 (2)

Then the following graph shows values of N(B;qy) for B < 10000.
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The graph appears linear from about B = 6000 onwards, but there
is a surprising kink around B = 3500. Indeed for B < 2500 the graph
seems linear, but with a smaller gradient than for the range B > 6000.
It is this strange behaviour that we aim to explain — see the discussion
after theorem 5.

We begin by introducing some notation and terminology. In general
we will want to allow our form ¢ to have odd cross-terms. We therefore
write it in the asymmetric shape

q(x) = E 4ijTiZy,
1<i<j<3
associate with ¢ the matrix

291 Q2 Qi3
Q= Q2 2G22 a3 | - (3)
qi13 Q12 2q33

Moreover, we define the determinant, somewhat unconventionally, by
A =A(q) = 5det(Q).

)
Thus A € Z for any integral form, and
A(g(Mx)) = det(M)*A(q)
for any 3 x 3 matrix M. By changing the sign of ¢ if necessary we can
arrange that A(q) > 0. We recall that ¢ is said to be primitive if the
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coefficients ¢;; have no common factor. With this notation our first
result is the following.

Theorem 1. Let g be a primitive integral isotropic form with A > 0.
Then there is a positive integer K < 7(A), and there are nonsingular
3 x 3 integer matrices My, ..., Mg having the following properties.

(i) If A is square-free then K = 7(A).
(ii) The determinant det(My) is a positive divisor of A.
(iii) For any primitive integral solution x of the equation q(x) = 0,
there is a unique index k such that x € My(Z3).
(iv) For each k there is a corresponding Dy € N such that

q(Myx) = Dy (w125 — 23), (4)

identically in x.
(v) We have

Adet(My)? = D}, (5)

so that Dy | A and det(My,) | Dy. Moreover Dy | det(My)?.
(vi) A prime p can divide A det(My)™" only if v,(A) > 4.
(vil) If A is cube-free then for every index k < 7(A) the set My (Z3)
contains a primitive zero of q.

Here 7(...) is the usual divisor function, and v,(A) is the p-adic
valuation. In addition to this notation we will find it convenient to
write J(x) for the quadratic form ;73 — 23, so that ¢(Mx) = Dy J(x).

The theorem shows that we can partition the primitive integer zeros
of ¢ into K classes Cy,...,Cg, corresponding to the different matrices
M. Specifically, we define

C.=1{xe7, NM/(Z%: q(x) =0}

prim

Moreover, since the primitive integer zeros of J are given exactly twice
each by +(u?, ujus, u3) , the theorem shows that we can produce the
primitive integer solutions of ¢(x) = 0 exactly twice each as

X = :I:Mk(uf, U1U2, ug)

Here (uq,us) must be primitive if x is, but unfortunately it is not true
that x is primitive whenever u; and us are coprime.

Part (vi) of the theorem shows that if A has no fourth-power divisors
then we have det(M) = Dy = A for every index k. In what follows,
it may help the reader if they first restrict attention to this simplified
case.

Part (vii) of the theorem shows that if A is cube-free then each of
the classes Cy is non-empty. For other values of A we may discard any
values of k for which Cj is empty, without affecting the claims in the
theorem. Thus we will suppose in what follows that each class Cy is
non-empty.
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The form ¢p given by (2) has A(qy) = 977861 = py, say, which is
prime. Hence part (i) of the theorem shows that K = 2, and parts (v)
and (vi) yield

det(Ml) = D1 = det(Mg) = D2 = Po-

In fact we may take

1 —45 3426 39 21 -98
M, = 0 100 3339 and M, = 0 —100 -1 ]. (6)
—1 —54 3047 61 122 99

Indeed go(x) = Ly(x)La(x) — poL3(x)? with
Lqi(x) = 100z1 + 9925 + 10023, Lo(x) = 9778z + 9877xs + 977923,
and
L3(x) = x1 + x2 + w3,

and it turns out that the two classes are

Ci={xeZ,, :qx)=0andp| Li(x)}

prim
and

Co={x€Z,, :qx)=0andpy | La(x)}.

prim

In order to use Theorem 1 for quantitative results we will need in-
formation on the size of the entries in M;,. However for each k there
are infinitely many choices for M, since the automorphism group

Aut(J) = Autz(J) ={U € M3(Z) : J(Mx) = J(x)}

is infinite. (Note that det(U) = +1 for every U € Aut(J). Thus U~!
will be automatically be integral.) Our next result shows that we can
always make a good choice for M. We will write ||x|| for the L?-norm
of the vector x, and ||q|| for the L?-norm of the coefficients of the matrix
@ of ¢, as given by (3). Specifically, we have

llall = QI = {44, + 243y + 247 + 443, + 2435 + 445} />.

Theorem 2. In Theorem 1 we may choose M, so that if M,;l has rows
ry,ro,rs, then

[Iel] - Hlesl| < 9D Mgl and [|ra][* < 10D *[|qll. (7)
Moreover if My, has columns ¢y, cs, c3 we will have ||c1|| < ||cs],
[lexl] - [les]| < 90 det(M;,)* Dy *|lq|[* < 90]|q][* (8)

and
|lea| < 9det(My) Dy Hlgl| < 9l|ql]. (9)
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The constants can certainly be improved, but for our purposes it
suffices to know that there is at least one set of numerical values that
is valid. From now on we will assume that the matrices M, are as
described in Theorem 2. For the form (2) we have

ol = V39872 = 199.679 . . .,

and one sees that the columns of the matrices (6) amply fulfil the
conditions above.

Since ¢(c1) = g(c3) = 0, we find that for any isotropic form ¢ and
any index k there are two linearly independent zeros ci,c3 € M (Z3)
with ||ci]| - [|es]| < 90]]g||?; in particular there is at least one vector in
Ci. of length at most 10||¢||. (The reader should note that c¢; and c3
need not be primitive, while C, is defined as the set of primitive zeros
in My(Z?).) Thus Theorem 2 recovers (in the case of ternary forms)
the results of Davenport [2, Theorem 1] and Cassels [1], which were
weaker in as much as they referred only to the complete set of zeros of
¢, rather than individual classes Cy.

Our next result, which is rather easy, explains how c¢; and c3 are
related to the smallest and second smallest zeros of ¢ in Cp. It is
phrased in terms of the quantity

3
p=pla) = %,
which we will refer to as the “aspect ratio” of q. We will see that p > 2
in all cases, and we may expect that p(q) ~ 1 for “typical” forms q. We
therefore think of forms with large aspect ratio as having untypically
small determinant. For the form (2) we have p(qy) = 8.141.. ..

Theorem 3. We have p(q) > 2 for any q.
Let z1 be an element of Ci, of minimal length, and let zy be an element
of Ci. of minimal length subject to the condition that zo # +z,. Then

||Z1l] - [|z2] = D/llql]- (10)
If
lleal| < p~ /2 det (M) Dy Hlall,
then c1 must be a scalar multiple of the shortest vector z,. In general

lleal] < 90pf|z]|  and [les|| < 90p]|z]].

When p < 1, as we usually expect, we may interpret Theorem 3 as
saying that the lengths of ¢; and c3 are within a constant factor of the
shortest possible lengths, namely ||z;|| and ||z2||. Moreover, suppose
we write ¢ for the constant ¢ = (91p)~/2 and

¢ = V90 det(M;) Dy ||ql]

for the maximum length for ¢; permitted by (8). Then whenever ¢,
has length at most ¢/, the vector c¢; must actually be the minimal zero
z1, or a scalar multiple of it. For the form ¢, the first column is a
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minimal zero, so that any other zero in C; must have length at least
2712p0 /||qo|| = 3462.805. .. The third column of M; gives a zero of
length 5671.913. ... In contrast, the first and third columns of M, give
relatively small zeros in C,.

In fact Theorem 2 follows from the following more general result.

Theorem 4. Suppose A is a 3 X 3 integer matriz, and that J(Ax) =
q(x). Then there is a matriz U € Aut(J) such that the rows a, b, c of
UA satisfy

lall - [lell < 9llall  and |[b][* < 10]|q].

We may use the previous theorems to count primitive zeros of ¢(x).
Our eventual aim is to give a sharp explicit version of the asymptotic
formula (1). We begin by estimating the number of zeros in each of
the classes Cy with height at most B, using the counting function

N(B;Cy) = Z w(B'x).
x€ECk
Previously we had said that : R®* — R should be infinitely differentiable,
with compact support. We shall now be more specific and require that
w(x) = 0 whenever ||x|| > 1. Since it is possible that w(x) might
vanish on the zero locus of ¢ we introduce a second weight function
wop(x) defined as

1
wo(x) = 4 P {_W} X[ <1, (11)
0, otherwise.

This has the properties required for w itself, and its support includes
non-trivial points of the conic ¢(x) = 0. We now define the real density
of points on the conic ¢ = 0,relative to the weight w by setting

Ooo(gsw) = lim [ w(y)Kr(q(y))dyrdyzdys, (12)
— 00 R3
with
Kr(t) = Tmax{l —T|t|, 0}. (13)

This coincides with the constant occuring in (1), see Theorem 3 of [3]
which has a mild variant of (12). We shall show in Lemma 10 that the
above limit does indeed exist. The following asymptotic formula for

N(B;Cy) then holds.

Theorem 5. For each class Cy there is a square-free divisor A1As of
A such that p | Ay for every prime for which p||A, and such that

1/2 2 1/4

+ Oy(1),
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with

6 1 1—pt
=3 —1 —10
s z};[l 1+p pl;[Q 1+p
and
B(B) = 4@, T8 00) g
Too(q, W)
Here zy is the second smallest element of Cy, as described precisely in
Theorem 3.

A number of comments should be made here. Firstly, in interpreting
the theorem one should think of the factor ¢(B) as being roughly of
order 1, or more generally as not being too large. We will see in Lemma
11 that 04 (q, w) < 000(q, wy) when sup |w| < 1. However we have no
estimate in the reverse direction since it is possible that the zero locus
of ¢ only just enters the support of w, making o (¢, w) small. None
the less it is reasonable to think that 0. (¢, wy) < (g, w) in most
cases of interest.

Viewing ¢ (B) as being small we may interpret the theorem as giving
a linear asymptotic formula for N(B;C;) which takes effect when B is
not much larger than ||zs||. Indeed one can easily show that the error
term O,,(1) is insignificant when B > p||zs||. Of course when B < ||z,
the function N(B;Cy) counts at most the zeros +z,. Thus N(B;Cy) is
Ou(1) from B =1 to B = ||z2||, and then begins to display its typical
linear growth.

When A is square-free we have Dy, = A for every k, by parts (v) and
(vi) of Theorem 1. Moreover we will have A; = A and Ay = 1, so that

6 1
=3 H 1+ -1
i plA L+p
for each index k. Thus when A is square-free the leading constant in
Theorem 5 is the same for each value of k, but the point at which linear
growth begins is potentially different.

We are now in a position to explain the observed kink in our graph of
N(B) for the quadratic go. The correspondence between N(B) and the
counting functions N(B;Cy) is not precise since the former is defined
using the condition ||x||s < B while the latter use ||x|| = ||x||2. For
the class C; we may take z; = (1,0, —1). The zero of second smallest
sup-norm in C; is (3426, 3339, 3047) whence N(B;C;) =2 for 1 < B <
3426. However as soon as B is somewhat larger than 3500 we will have
N(B;Cy) ~ ¢B, for a certain constant ¢ > 0. For Cy the two zeros of
smallest sup-norm are (39,0,61) and (—98, —1,99) (or (—38, —99, 38),
which has the same sup-norm) so that we will have N(B;Cy) ~ ¢B,
as soon as B is somewhat larger than a few hundred, with the same
constant ¢. Thus the initial section of the graph for N(B,qp), up to
B = 3500 or so, reflects the range in which N(B;C;) =2 but N(B;C,)
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is already growing like ¢B, and the later values of B are in the range
where both N(B;C;) and N(B;C,) are growing like ¢B.

Some remarks on the shape of ¢(B) are also in order. It would be
interesting to know to what extent the various factors involved could
be reduced, or indeed removed. Although this seems possible to some
extent, we hope that the present form of ¢(B) will be sufficient for
applications.

We can produce an asymptotic formula for N (B, w;q) by summing
up the formulae for N(B;Cy). Since ||zq|| < ||cs|| and ||z1]| < ||cy]| for
each index k the inequality (8) yields

12| < llesll < Mlall*/lleall < llqll*/[]zI-

Thus Theorem 5 has the following immediate corollary, in light of part
(i) of Theorem 1.

Theorem 6. Let zy be a non-trivial integer zero of q with ||zo|| mini-
mal. Then

2 1/4
N(B,wiq) = 500(q;w)S(q)B {1 + O, (1/1(8) (%) )}

+0u(7(A)),
with Y(B) as in Theorem 5.

This is the promised improvement of (1), with a good explicit de-
pendence on ¢. It produces a linear asymptotic growth as soon as B is
a little larger than ||q||*/||zo||. Since ||zo]|| is typically of order around
l|lg|| this is essentially best possible. We should also comment on the
quality of the error term, which has a power saving in B. In (1) there
is a saving of order exp{—cy/log B}, which has its origins in the error
term for the Prime Number Theorem. Thus one could replace y/log B
in the exponent by some slightly larger power of log B, but one cannot
hope to establish (1) with a power saving in B by the methods of [3].

The reader may compare our work with that of Sofos [5]. The lat-
ter gives an asymptotic formula for an unweighted counting function,
and has an error term which has a better dependence on B (of order
B'/?log B) and an explicit dependence on ¢, though a much weaker
one.

In future work we plan to apply Theorem 6 to count rational points
on certain varieties that can be fibred into conics. Indeed such appli-
cations provide the natural motivation for the present paper. In work
in preparation (jointly with Dan Loughran) we look at the counting
function for Del Pezzo surfaces of degree 5, in the case where there is
a conic fibration. Another example, which we plan to examine in due
course, is the variety V € P? x P? cut out by the equation

XoYg + X1 + XoY5 =0,
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in which a rational point P represented by a pair of primitive integer
vectors (x,y) has height h(P) = ||x||%||y|lw- Both these examples
require the full strength of Theorem 6.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We begin with a result that will allow us to work with matrices over
Z/mZ, rather than Z.

Lemma 1. Let M be an nxn integer matrix, with determinant coprime
to some positive integer r. Then there is a matric M' = M (mod )
with prime determinant. Moreover, if det(M) =1 (mod r) there is an

M" = M (modr) in SL,(Z).

Proof. We can write M in Smith Normal Form as M = UDV with
U,V € SL,(Z) and D diagonal. One then sees that it suffices to prove
the lemma when M is diagonal, which we do by induction on n. The
case n = 1 is immediate, by Dirichlet’s Theorem. If the result is true
for matrices of size n — 1, and

M = Diag(my,...,my,) = ( My O ),

0 |m,

say, then det(My) will be coprime to r so that My = M/ (mod r) with
det(M]) prime. It follows that we may write M/ in Smith Normal Form
as UyDyVy, with Dy = Diag(1,...,1,p) say. Thus M = M; (mod r)
with

My| 0 :

(U0
U1_<O 1)7

and similarly for V;. To complete the induction step it remains to show
that the lemma holds for the matrix Diag(p, m,,). However

Ding(pm) = (£ ) (mod )

r omy, +1ir
and the matrix on the right has determinant pm,, + tpr — sr?. Since
pm,, will be coprime to r we can make this determinant prime by taking
t = 0 and choosing s suitably. Moreover, if pm,, = 1+ kr, we can make
the determinant equal to 1 by choosing s and ¢ so that sr — tp = k.
This completes the induction argument. O

where

Our next result describes the reduction of ternary forms modulo a
prime p and its powers. We do not assume that p is odd.

Lemma 2. Let p be prime and let ¢(x) be an integral ternary quadratic
form, not divisible by p but with p°||A(q) for some exponent e > 1.
Then there is a matric M € SL3(Z) such that one of the following
holds.
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(i) ¢(Mx) = ka2 (modp), with pt K;
i Mx) = zyx9 + kp°22 (mod p¢th) for some integer k coprime
q p-I3 p g P
to p;
i) q(Mx) = q1(r1,22) + /{pe:p2 mod pele or some integer K co-
3
prime to p, with q; irreducible modulo p.

Proof. In view of Lemma 1 it suffices to find a suitable p-adic matrix
M € SLs(Z,). When p is odd we can diagonalize over Z, to give
Az?+ Bad +Cx3, say. Since q has determinant divisible by p, but does
not vanish modulo p we see that either case (i) of the lemma holds, or
that we may take p t AB and p°||C. We then have case (ii) if —AB is
a quadratic residue of p, and case (iii) otherwise.

For p = 2 we consider the reduction of g over Fy. Since 2 | A we find
that ¢(x) is equivalent to one of a3, or z1xy, or T3 + 2179 + 23 over [y,
via a matrix in SL3(F2). (This can be shown by considering all possible
forms ¢ modulo 2, if necessary.) The first case leads immediately to
case (i) of the lemma. In the remaining cases, Lemma 1 shows that ¢ is
equivalent to G(zy1,xs) + £(x1, T9)T3 + ux3 over Zy, where £(z1,z2) is a
linear form, and ¢(xy,T9) = x179 or T3 + 2179 + 23 (mod 2). Replacing
x1 and o by 11 — &3 and x9 — &3 respectively eliminates the term
l(xy1, x9)x3 provided that

86‘7(1‘1, x2)
8361

86.7(1‘17 $2)

f($1,$2) =& o
2

+ &
Suitable &, & € Z, can always be found, since the linear forms 0G/0x,
and 0G/0xs are congruent modulo 2 to x5 and x; respectively. We then
conclude that ¢ is equivalent to G(z,xs) + p/z3 over Z,. Computing
the determinant of this we find that 2°||x/. When

G(z1, ) = 22 + 2129 + 23 (mod 2)

we obtain case (iii) of the lemma. Finally, if G(x1,x2) = z122 (mod 2)
we see from Hensel’s Lemma that ¢(z,x2) must factor over Z,, and a
further unimodular change of variables leads to case (ii) of the lemma.

g

We next have the following lemma, which shows how we remove
powers of p from A(q).

Lemma 3. Suppose that q(x) is an integral isotropic ternary quadratic
form, not necessarily primitive, and that p¢||A(q) # 0. Then there is
a positive integer K < e+ 1 such that K = 2 when e = 1, and there
are 3x 3 integer matrices Ry, ..., Rix with determinants det(Ry,) = p*,
such that the following properties hold. Firstly, u, < e is a non-negative
integer with p = e (mod 3) for each k < K. Secondly, the form

p~ B g( Ryx) (14)
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has integer coefficients and has determinant p~¢A(q). Thirdly, if q(x)
vanishes for some primitive x € 73, then there is exactly one index
k < K for which R;lx €73

Proof. Clearly the form (14) has determinant p~¢A(g). The proof of
the lemma will be by induction on e. When e = 0 we have K =1 and
Ry can be taken to be the identity. To handle the induction step we
assume that the lemma holds for exponents strictly less than e. Suppose
firstly that the form ¢ is identically divisible by p, so that e > 3. Write
¢'(x) = p~'q(x), whence p°~3||A(¢'). By the induction assumption we
have matrices R}, ..., R}, with J < (e —3)+ 1 = e — 2, and exponents
pp < e—3 <e. Wenow claim that we can take K = .J < e+ 1 and
Ry, = R, for every index k, so that p;, = pj.. In the first place we have

k= pp = e — 3 =e (mod 3).

Secondly,
p~“Pg(Ryx) = p eI (R x)

which is an integral form. Thirdly, if ¢(x) = 0 for some primitive
x € 73, then ¢/(x) = 0, whence there is exactly one index for which
R;_lx is integral. Thus there is exactly one index for which R;lx is
integral.

When ¢(x) is not identically divisible by p we apply Lemma 2,
and consider separately the three possible cases. Suppose firstly that
q(Mx) = k2% (mod p), with p { k. In this case we must have e > 2.
Then if M" = Diag(1, 1, p) the form ¢'(x) = p~'q(M M'x) will be inte-
gral, with determinant p~*A(q). Moreover it is still isotropic, so that
we may apply the induction hypothesis to ¢/, with p~1||A(¢’). This
produces matrices R, ..., R, with J < e, and exponents p; < e —1
such that det(R}) = p"k. We now claim that we can take K = .J
and R, = MM'R; in the lemma. This will have determinant p** with
e =14+ p, =14 (e —1) = e (mod 3), as required. Moreover

pEIB(Rx) = pm AP (Ryx)
P23 1l )

which is an integral form, by the induction hypothesis. Finally, when
q(x) = 0 with a primitive x € 73, we set y = M ~'x, so that

0 = ¢(My) = ky; (mod p),

with p t k. Then p | ys, whence M'~'y € Z3. It follows that the
vector z = (M M')~1x is integral, and is primitive since x = MM’z
is primitive. Moreover ¢'(z) = p~'q(x) = 0, whence the induction
hypothesis shows that there is exactly one Rj for which R} 'z € 75
Hence there is exactly one index k such that R, 'x € 7. This completes
the proof of Lemma 3 when we are in case (i) of Lemma 2.
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We turn next to case (ii) of Lemma 2, in which

q(Mx) = 2175 + kpfa3 (mod p=)

for some integer x coprime to p. We claim that we may take K = e+ 1
in Lemma 3, and

Ry, = MDiag(p",p*"' 7% 1) for 1<k <K,

so that uy = e for every k. With this choice we have

q(Rpx) = p°(x119 + /-m%) (mod pe+1),

so that p~¢q(Rxx) is integral. Suppose now that ¢(x) = 0 with x
primitive, and write y = M ~!x, so that

0 = q(My) = y1ya + rp°ya (mod p°+h). (15)

It follows that p® | y1y2, whence there is a positive integer k < e + 1
such that p*=1 | y; and p**'=% | 1. We then see that y lies in the
image of Diag(p*~!, p*'1=% 1), so that x € R;(Z?). Finally if we also
have x € R;(Z3) for some j > k then p’~! | y;, whence p* | y;. Since
p“tF |y it would follow firstly that pe*! | 4199, and secondly that
p | ya, sincee+1—k >e+1—75 > 0. However when p*™ | vy,
the congruence (15) shows that p | y3. We then reach a contradiction,
since p cannot divide y when x is primitive. This completes the proof
of Lemma 3 when we are in case (ii) of Lemma 2.
Finally we examine case (iii) of Lemma 2, in which

q(Mx) = q1 (21, 29) + rkp°as (mod p=)

for some integer k coprime to p, with ¢; irreducible modulo p. One
sees that if ¢ is isotropic we must have e > 2. The argument is now
similar to that for case (i). Let M’ = Diag(p,p,1). Then the form
p2q(MM'x) will be integral, with determinant p~2A(q). This will
have corresponding matrices R) with determinant p“, and we may
take R, = MM'R, with corresponding value py, = pj, + 2. We leave
the reader to verify that these fulfil the conditions for Lemma 3. This
completes the argument. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1

Proof. We will use induction on the number of distinct prime divisors
of A. We therefore begin by considering the case in which A = 1.
Here we will have K = 1, and we claim that we may take D; = 1.
Since ¢(x) is isotropic there is a primitive integer vector z such that
q(z) = 0. We may then construct a unimodular integer matrix M
with first column z. This produces a form ¢(Mx) equivalent to ¢ and
taking the shape xq(axs + bx3) + q1(x9,x3). The coefficients a and b
must be coprime, since A = 1. A further unimodular transformation
involving x5 and x3 produces x1x3 + go(22, x3), say. Now we replace x;
by @1+ Axs+ Bxs for suitable integers A, B to obtain a form xyx3+ A3
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Since the determinant is still A(g) = 1 we see that A = —1. Thus ¢ is
transformed into x1z3— 3 by a unimodular integer matrix, as required.

Now suppose that p¢||A. Lemma 3 produces matrices Ry, ..., R
with corresponding exponents py, such that the forms

gi(x) == p~ g (Ryx)

have determinant p~©A. Our induction hypothesis, applied to ¢, now
produces further matrices My, ..., My, with J = J(k) < 7(p~¢A).
Since the index k& runs up to e + 1 at most, there are at most

(e+)7(p~A) =7(A)

matrices in total. Moreover if e = 1 the index k takes exactly the
two values 1 and 2. We now claim that the matrices ;M have the
required properties. Firstly, K is increased by a factor 2 for each prime
factor p||A, so that K = 7(A) if A is square-free. Secondly, det(M; )
divides p~¢A by the induction hypothesis, and since det(Ry) | p© it
follows that det(RyM; ) | A, as required. Thirdly, we observe that

q(RxM; x) = pm20)3q (M, 4x) = Dj 1 J (x)

for a suitable integer D ;.

For part (iv), let g(x) = 0 for some primitive x € Z3. Then, accord-
ing to Lemma 3, there is an index k for which R, 'x € Z%. Moreover,
if we write y = R,;lx then y must be a primitive integer vector, and
qr(y) = 0. Then, by the induction assumption there is a choice of j
such that M]Tkly € 7% Thus (RyM;;) 'x € Z3. Finally, if we also
have (RyM; ) 'x € Z° we may write (RyM;;) 'x = u € Z° and
(RiM,; ;) 'x = v € 73 Then R;'x = M;zu and R;'x = M;,v
are both integral. According to Lemma 3 we must therefore have
k = h. Thus R;lx = R,;lx =y, and both Mz’hly = Mijkly =V
and M ijly = u are integral. Our induction hypothesis then shows that
we must have ¢ = j, so that there is exactly one choice of k£ and j for
which (RpM; ;) 'x lies in Z°.

To handle the remaining claims of the theorem we do not use the
induction argument. Given (4), we obtain the relation

Adet(M)* = D}
by taking determinants. Since det(Mj) | A we have
Adet(M)?* | A* and  det(M;)? | Adet(M})?,
so that D} | A% and det(My)? | Di. Next we write x = Adj(M;)y in
(4) and note that Adj(M,) = det(M,)M, '. This yields
det (My)?q(y) = DiJ (Adj(My)y)

whence Dy, | det(My)?, since the form ¢ was assumed to be primitive.
This establishes part (v). For part (vi) we see that if p | A then
p | Dy, and hence p | det(My). Moreover if p¢||A and p/|| det(M}),
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then 3 | e +2f, since A det(My)? is a cube. We then see that we must
e = f whenever e < 3. Finally, if A is cube-free then so is det(M}),
whence the entries of M} can have no common factor. Any vector
My (u?,uv,v?) will be a zero of ¢, so we need to find integers u,v for
which My (u?, uv,v?) is primitive. If p is a prime not dividing A then
M, is invertible modulo p so that p 4 My (u?, uv, v?) whenever pt (u,v).
Otherwise p can divide at most two columns of M;. If p does not divide
the first column then p 4 My(1,0,0). Similarly if p does not divide the
third column of M then p 1 My (0,0,1). Finally, if p divides the first
and third columns but not the second, then p 1 My(1,1,1). It follows,
via the Chinese Remainder Theorem, that if (u,v) lies in a suitable
residue class modulo A then the vector My, (u?, uv, v?) will be coprime
to A. One can now show via the standard arguments that the set of
integer pairs u, v in such a residue class for which v and v are coprime,
will have positive density, given by

AT -p7).
pIA

We therefore obtain infinitely many pairs u, v for which M (u?, uv, v?)
is primitive.
This completes the proof of the theorem O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 4

We begin with the following informal observation. If the coefficients
of A are very large compared with those of ¢, then J(Ax) = ¢(x) has
coefficients which are much smaller than they might be, so that J(Ax)
“nearly vanishes”. If A has rows a, b, c, then

J(Ax) = (ax)(c.x) — (b.x)?,

so that (a.x)(c.x) is approximately equal to (b.x)2. If in fact they were

identically equal, the linear forms a.x, b.x and c.x would have to be

proportional, and so the vectors a, b and ¢ would also be proportional.
Our next lemma confirms this, in a quantitative way.

Lemma 4. Suppose A has rows a,b,c, and that ||a|| < ||c||. Write
a=JAc+d and b = uc+ e, where d and e are orthogonal to c. Then
if J(Ax) = q(x) we have
(i) [lel] < 27%/2]|q[|/;
(1) |A = w2 < [lql|/2[|c][*);
(iii) ||d — 2uef| < {lql|/llc]|; and
(iv) [N < 1.

The reader should note that the bounds (i), (ii) and (iii) above imply
that

la(x)| = |(a.x)(e.x) — (bx)*| < 2[|ql| - [x][*.
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Thus they ensure that ¢(x) has the expected order of magnitude, irre-
spective of the size of a, b and c.

Proof. We begin by observing that in general one has
|| M| < [[M]] - [|x]]
for any 3 x 3 matrix M, whence
laGa)l < 5lIxI] - llOx]| < FIQI - [1x[1* = 3llall - [[x[]*. (16)

Taking x = e we have |g(e)| < %|q|| - ||e||*. Moreover
q(e) = (a.e)(c.e) — (b.e)? = —(b.e)?,
since e and c are orthogonal. However b.e = ||e||?, again since e and

c are orthogonal. It follows that
llell* = la(e)| < 3llall - llell?,

and hence that ||e||* < 3||q||. The first claim of the lemma then follows.
Alternatively we may take x = ¢ in (16). Here we have

q(c) = (a.c)(c.c) — (b.c)* = Alle||* — p*[[e]|*,
whence (16) yields
A= w2 lell® < 3llall - flel .

This gives us the second assertion of the lemma.
Thirdly we consider cQf?, where f = d — 2ue. Recalling that a etc.
are row vectors, we have

0 01
cQff =cAT [ 0 —2 0 | Af" = (c.c)(a.f)—2(b.c)(b.f)+(a.c)(c.f).
1 00

However b.c = p||c||?, and since f is orthogonal to ¢ we have a.f = d.f,
b.f = e.f and c.f =0, so that

cQf" = {(d.f) — 2u(e.£)}[c[|* = [If]|*||e||*.
On the other hand

Q"] < lel| - NQRETI < [lell - [I£1l - 1Rl = [lell - [I£1] - [lal-
Thus ||f|| < ||¢||/||c|| as in the third claim of the lemma.

The final part is merely a trivial consequence of our initial assump-
tion that ||a|| < ||c]]. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 4. Suppose we have found a
matrix UA with rows a, b and ¢, such that ||a||-||c|| is minimal. Since
J(UAx) = J(Ax) = q(x) we may apply Lemma 4 to UA. Premulti-
plying UA by

Uy = c AUt(J) (17)

—_ o O
o= O
OO =
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if necessary we may assume that ||a|| < ||c||. Similarly, premultiplying

by

1 00
0 -1 0 | € Aut(J)
0 01

if necessary, we may assume that p > 0, in the notation of Lemma 4.
We begin the proof by observing that it suffices to show that we have
llal| - llc|| < 9]|q||.- To see this we note that the choice x = b in (16)
yields
|(a.b)(c.b) — [[b][*] < 3llall - [[bI[*,

whence

|[b|* sllall - [Ib]]* + [(ab)(c.b)|
{3llall+ l1all - [|c[]}]b]]?
10{[q|| - [|b]]?,

VAN VAN VAN

given that ||a|| - ||c|| < 9]|¢||. This gives us the required second bound
|[b]]? < 10]|q]|.
We also note that if ||c|| < 34/]|q|| then

lall - flel] < flel]* < 9llql|.
since we are assuming that ||a|| < ||c||. Thus we may suppose that

llell = 3v/1lal] (18)

for the remainder of the proof.
We now consider U;U A where

=1 -

—
N — O

0
0
-2 1

Then U; € Aut(J) and U;UA has rows a, —a + b,a — 2b + ¢. Since
UA was chosen with ||a]| - ||c|| minimal, we conclude that

llall - [la = 2b +c[[ > [[a]] - [[e]],

and hence that
lla = 2b +cf| > [c]].

We now substitute a = Ac +d and b = uc + e, yielding

|(A =2+ De +d — 2e]| = [[c]].
Thus parts (i) and (iii) of Lemma 4 yield
el < A =2p+ 1] - [[c][ + [|d — 2e]|

<

lall , llall
0 =20+ 1] - fle]| + i T 2l =1 lell.
2[fell  lell



THE DISTRIBUTION OF RATIONAL POINTS ON CONICS 17

However parts (ii) and (iv) of the lemma, along with our assumption
(18), show that
19
it < A [l / CllelP) < 35
Since we are assuming that p > 0 we conclude that 0 < o < 37/36. In
particular |1 — u| < 1 so that (18) yields

3/]qll
lell < (1= p)?|le]| + + 2][e]]
2[c]]
< @-wliell+ 0+ 2l
< (1= plell +2v/1ldll,

by part (i) of Lemma 4. It now follows that

2v/1l4ll
w2 —p) < el (19)
and since 0 < pu < 37/36 we deduce that
35 _ 24/l[4]]
Py S )
36 ||
whence
o< o< 2T
35 ||c|]

From part (ii) of Lemma 4 we now have

ldl /72N el Nl
A < f— <5 .
A= 30elE T\35) Tiellz = JlelP

Moreover, parts (i) and (iii) yield

722 g q
el < Tl lell + V21l /Tl < <1+ 2l )HH <l

We therefore conclude that

llall

[laf] < [A]-Tlef] +[ld]] < Nl

which suffices for the theorem.

4. DEDUCTION OF THEOREM 2

Theorem 2 will follow from Theorem 4. We have

0 01
MEQM, =D, | 0 =2 0
1 00
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In general one has M Adj(M) = det(M)I, so that
0 01
det(M;)?Q = Dy AT | 0 —2 0 | A,
1 00

with A = Adj(My). It follows that
J(Ax) = det(My)* Dy tq(x),
where
We may now apply Theorem 4, which provides a matrix U € Aut(J)
such that the rows a, b, c of UA satisfy

[lall - [le]| < 9det(M)*D; gl (21)

and

[Ibl[* < 10det(M)* Dy |4l (22)
If the columns of M,U~! are cy,cy,c3, and U, is given by (17), then
the columns of M,U~'U; " are c3, —cy, ¢, while the rows of UyUA are
c,—b,a. Thus we are free to replace U by UsU if we wish. We may
therefore suppose without loss of generality that the columns of M, U~*
have ||c1|| < ||cs]|- We may also replace U by —U, which will not affect
the properties (21) and (22) or the lengths ||cq|| and ||cs||. Thus we
may also suppose without loss of generality that det(U) = +1.

Having suitably modified U we still have

J(UAx) = det(My)*D; *q(x),
so that
0 01
AT 0 =2 0 | UA=det(M,)*D;'Q.
1 00

We now claim that we may replace M, by N, = MU' in Theo-
rem 1. Part (i) of the theorem obviously remains true. Since det(Ny) =
det(M}) the second and sixth assertions of Theorem 1 are immediate.
Moreover

q(Nkx) = q(My(U'x)) = D J(U'x) = Dy, J(x),
giving us the fourth assertion, and also the fifth since the value of D,
is the same for N, as it was for M. Finally, U71(Z3?) = Z3 since
det(U) = 1, whence Ni(Z®) = M,;(2?). This suffices for the third
assertion of the theorem.

We proceed to consider the rows of Nk_l. Since N, = MU, we
have

Adj(N,) = Adj(U™ ") Adj(M,,) = UA = B.
Thus
N, ' = det(Ny,) t Adj(Ny) = det(N,,)'B.
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Since det(Ny) = det(My) the first pair of inequalities in Theorem 2
now follow from (21) and (22).
To handle the columns c; of N, we begin with the observation that

Ny = det(Ny) Adj(N;7L).

If the rows of N,;l arer; = u, r, = v and r3 = w, then the first column

of Adj(N, ") will be
T
(U2w3 — U3Wa3, V3Wy — V1W3, VW2 — 02w1) )

and hence will have Euclidean length at most ||v|| - ||w]||. It follows
that
[lea]] < det(Ny)[[ral] - [|rs]], (23)

and similarly that
[leal| < det(Ng)[[ra]] - [[rs]] and  [[es|| < det(Ne)[[raf] - [Jraf[. (24)
Thus (23) and the second part of (24) yield
lleal] - [les|| < det(Ne)*|[ra| - [Ira][*[frs],

so that the first inequality of (8) follows from (7). The second part of
(8) is then a consequence of the fact that det(Ng) | Dy, as noted in
Theorem 1. To establish (9) we merely combine the first part of (24)
with (7), and again use the fact that det(Ny) | Dy. This completes the
proof of Theorem 2.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 3

The matrix (3) has three real eigenvalues, whose product is det(Q) =
2A. For any vector x we have ||Qx]|| < ||Q]| - ||x]], so that if A is an
eigenvalue we must have |A| < [|Q]|. Since ||g|| is defined to be ||Q]]
we conclude that 2A < ||q||?, giving us the required bound p(q) > 2.

If z,, 2y € 73 are linearly independent zeros of ¢ from the same class
class Cy, then ¢(z,+22) cannot vanish, since a non-singular conic cannot
have three collinear zeros. However z; + 2z, will be in Mj,(Z?3) so that we
must have Dy, | ¢(z1+22) by (4). It follows that ¢(z1+22)—q(z1) —q(z2)
is a non-zero multiple of Dy. Recalling the definition (3) of the matrix
Q of q we see that q(z; + z2) — q(z1) — q(z2) = 27 Qz,. We therefore
find that

Dy < la(z1 + 22) — q(z1) — ¢(22)] = |2 Q2| < [lz1]] - [|QI - [|22]],

and hence that ||z1]|||2z2|| > Dx/||¢||- This gives us the second assertion
of the theorem.
Next, if ¢; is not a scalar multiple of z; we will have

el = [[z2f| = [|z1]]-
This would lead to the inequalities

Di/llgll < [lzal] - 1z2l| < [led||* < p~" det(Mi)* Dy *[[q .
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We then have a contradiction, by virtue of (5). This establishes the
third claim of the theorem.
Finally, since ||cs|| > ||2z2|| we have

det(M3) Dy *||q]|*

el <90
||cs]]
2 -2 2
< 9Odet(Mk) D "llql|
||Z2]]
det(M)2D2 g2
Dy/llql|
3
= 90l gy,

by (8), (10) and (5). Similarly, since ||c;|| > ||z1|| we have
det(M)* D, *[lq]?

feall = el
= o det(34)2D7 g
: ]
< det(Mk)2Dk_2||Q||2||Z2||
L
= 00145} gy

This completes our proof of Theorem 3.

6. PRELIMINARIES FOR THE PROOF OF THEOREM 5

If M = M, we see from Theorem 1 that

) 1 —1 2 -1 2
N(B:Cy) = 5 > A{w(B'MW) +w(-B'Mu®)},
uez?
Mu?primitive
where we write
u
Mu? =M | wus when u = (uq, ug),

2
Uy

for notational convenience. It is thus also convenient to set w, (x) =
w(x) + w(—x) so that w, is an even function, supported on the set
||x|| < 1. We then have

1 _
N(B;Cy) = 5 > w(B'MW).
uecz?
Mu?primitive
We begin by considering the condition that M u? should be primitive.
Our goal is the following result.
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Lemma 5. The set of primes may be partitioned into sets Py, P1, Po
with the following properties. Firstly, if p4 A then p € Py. Secondly, if
p € Py then p | Mu? if and only if p | w. Thirdly, if p € P, forn =1
or 2 then there are distinct lattices A;(p) C 7% for 1 < i < n having
determinant p, and such that p | Mu? if and only if u lies in one of
the lattices Ai(p). Finally, if p||A then p € Py.

Proof. If p is a prime not dividing det(M) (and in particular for any
prime not dividing A) the matrix M will be invertible modulo p, so
that p | Mu? if and only if p | u?. In this case the condition that
p | Mu® is equivalent to p | u, and p will be in Py. On the other
hand, if p | det(M) then M is singular modulo p. It cannot vanish
modulo p, since the class C corresponding to M = M, is assumed to
be non-empty, whence M has rank 1 or 2 modulo p. Suppose firstly
that M has rank 1 over [F,, with a non-zero row (A, B, C) say. If the
quadratic form Au?+ Buv + Cv? is irreducible modulo p then p | Mu?
implies p | u. In this case p will be in Py. If the form Au? + Buv + Cv?
splits into distinct factors as Ly (u,v)Lo(u, v) then p | Mu? if and only
if u lies in one or both of the lattices Ay, Ay given by p | L;(u,v). In
this case p will be in P,. On the other hand, if Au? + Buv + Cv?
has a repeated factor L(u,v)?, then one has p | Mu? if and only if u
lies in the lattice A given by p | L(u,v), so that p € P;. A similar
analysis applies when M has rank 2 over [, showing in this case that
the condition p | Mu? is either equivalent to u € A for some lattice
A C 72 of determinant p, or is equivalent to p | u.

Finally, suppose that p||A. Then p|| det(M), by part (iii) of Theorem
1, so that M has rank 2 over [,. Using row operations one sees that
there is a matrix U € GL3(Z,) such that UM = R takes one of the
forms

1 0 a 1 a O p 0 0
Ri=| 015 or Ro=1 0 p O or Rs=( 0 1 0
00 p 0 01 0 0 1

Then if M = My, and D = Dy, we have p||D by (5), and
J(Adj(R)x) = det(M)*J(R 'x)
= det(M)*D 'q(MR 'x)
= det(M)*D 1q(U 'x).
Since U is invertible modulo p we conclude that J(Adj(R)x) vanishes
modulo p. When R = R, we have

p 0 —a
Adj(Ry)=| 0 p —b
00 1

so that
J(Adj(Ry)x) = (pry — aw3)xs — (pry — brs)? = —(a + b*)z3 (mod p).
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In this case we conclude that p | a + % Since U is invertible modulo
p the condition p | Mu? is equivalent to p | Ru?, and for R = R; this
becomes

u? + auj = uyuy + bui = 0 (mod p).

Since @ = —b* (mod p) this holds precisely when p | u; + buy. Thus for
R = R, there is a single lattice condition.
For R = R; we calculate that

J(Adj(Ry)x) = (pr1 — axs)prs — x%,

which cannot vanish identically modulo p. This case is therefore forbid-
den. When R = Rz we see that p | Ru? if and only if p | us, which again
gives us a single lattice condition. Thus whenever p||A the condition
p | Mu? gives us a single lattice condition with determinant p. U

Lemma 5 allows us to handle the primitiveness condition in the def-
inition of the sum N(B;Cy) as follows.

Lemma 6. Suppose that w(x) is supported on the disc ||x|| < 1. Then
there is a square-free divisor ANy of A, and lattices AV, ... AV,
where

J= Qw(A1)3W(A2)’

with the following properties. Firstly if p||A then p | Ay; secondly the
determinant d(AY)) divides A A2 for every index j; thirdly

J 00
1
Z (4) 2 p—1 2
N(B;C) = QZIA d(AD) ; 11(d) ; w (d*B~ Mu?),
J= (d7A122):1 ucAl —{0}

where A\(n) = (=1)" s the Liouville function; and fourthly

LA (AAD) S p(d) 6 1 1—p!
; d(AD)) ; d? z};[l 1+p! 1|_A[2 1+p!
(d,AlAg):l

Proof. For the proof we use the notation 1(A) for the characteristic
function for the property A. We begin by observing that

1ptMu®)=1—1(p|u), pePy,
ﬂ(pJfMUQ) =1—-1(ueA(p), peP,
and finally,
1(pt Mu®) =1—1(u e Ai(p)) —1(u € Ay(p)) +1L(u € Ay (p) N As(p)),

when p € P,. We now take A; to be the product of the primes in P;
and Ay to be the product of the primes in Py, so that A;As | A. Let
AU) (for 1 < j < J) run over all lattices formed by the intersection of
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none, some, or all, of the lattices A;(p) (fori =1 or 2 and p € PyUP,).
Then J = 2¢(A81)3@(A2) and
J
1((A1Ay, Mu®) =1) = > A (A(AD)) 1(u € AD),
j=1
since Ay(p) N Ay(p) will have determinant p*> when p | Ay. The condi-
tions p 4 Mu? for primes p € Py are produced by

> ),

dlu
(d,A1A2)=1
so that
1 M,

uez?
Mu?primitive

1 M
= 5 E w4 <§ u2)
ucz?-{o}
Mu?primitive

J [e.e]
1 ‘ N
= 2 M) D ) Y w <§u2)
j=1 (@A A1 ueA;J")u_{O}
1 J ) 00 2M 2
= 52 AAAD) YT pd) Y we(dPRu
- (dvAszAlg)zl ueAl)—{o}

as required. Here we should note that the d-summation is finite for all
relevant u.
The final part is clear, by multiplicativity. O

In light of Lemma 6 our focus moves to sums of the shape
S(AB,My) = > wy(B'Mx?),
xeA—{0}

where A is an integer lattice, w, is an even weight supported in the
disc ||x|| < 1, and M}, is an integer matrix of the shape described in
Theorems 1 and 2. We first need to understand the range of summation
in S(A, B, Mk)

Lemma 7. Let M be one of the matrices My, as described in Theorem
2. Let Xy = \/B||r1]| and Xy = \/Bl||rs]|, so that
X1X, < 3BD,?||q| |2

Then if w, (B~'Mx?) # 0 with x € R* we have both |z1] < X, and
|za| < X3. Moreover if wy(B™*Mx?) # 0 with x € 7Z? we have B > 1.
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Proof. We set B~'Mx? =y, so that ||y|| < 1if wy (B 'Mx?) # 0. If
M~! has rows r;, Iy, 3, as in Theorem 2, then

(M 7Yy )il = epy | < el - HIyl] < (Il

so that 7 < B||ry||. Similarly 3 < B||r3||, and the first result follows.
If x € 72 — {0} with w, (B~'Mx?) # 0 we have B~!||Mx?|| < 1. Since
x? does not vanish we see that Mx? must be a non-zero integer vector,
since M is nonsingular. It follows that ||[Mx?|| > 1, whence B > 1 as
claimed. U

We now give a crude bound for S(A, B, My).
Lemma 8. We have S(A, B, My) =0 if B < 1, and otherwise

_ B
S(A, B, My) < Dy 2|2 {M ; Bl/?||c3||1/2} -

Proof. The first claim is obvious, given Lemma 7. Generally
S(A, B, Mk) <Ly #{X cA: |.’,U1| S X17 |.’L‘2| S X2}

If we set

AO = {(IL‘l/Xl,ZL‘Q/XQ) . (l‘l,ZL'Q) c A},
then d(Ag) = d(A)/ X1 X5, and

Thus
S(A, B, M) < d(Ao) ™+ A7+ 1 < XiXod(A) 7+ AT + 1,

where A is the length of the shortest non-zero vector in Ag. However
one has ||x|| > 1 for every non-zero vector in A, and hence

)\1 Z maX<X1, Xg)il.
We therefore obtain the bound

S(A, B, My) <o XXy | max (X1, X,) + 1.
d(A)
If max (X7, X5) < 1 and x is an integer vector for which w, (B~*Mx?)
is non-zero, then we must have x = 0, which is excluded from the
sum S(A, B, My). Thus S(A, B, M}) = 0 when max(X;, Xo) < 1. It
therefore follows that

X, X
S(A, B, M) <, 24 max(Xy, Xo)

a0n)
_ B
< Dl g + B maxllel sl 12
We now claim that
el < Mgt and (el < 14iey ) (25)
Dy, Dy,
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Clearly this will suffice for the lemma, since we have chosen M), so that
o] < [[es])

To prove (25) we begin with the observation that the scalar product
r;.c; takes the value 1, since M~'M = I. Similarly we have rs.c5 = 1.
It follows that

[Iea] - fleal] = 1 and [[rs]| - [es| = 1. (26)
Thus
[eo [ < fleo [ - les]] - [les]];
so that the first part of (25) follows from (7). The second part may be
proved entirely analogously. U

7. THEOREM 5 — THE LEADING TERM

To estimate S(A, B, M) we will use the following form of the Poisson
summation formula.

Lemma 9. Let N € GLy(R), so that A = N(Z?) is a two-dimensional
lattice. Then

S(A, B, M) +w,(0) =d(A)™" Y I(a, M, N),

acz?
with
I(a,M,N) = / wy (B Mx?)e(—al N~x)dx,dx,.

R2

Proof. Writing @(x) = w, (B~'Mx?), the Poisson summation formula
yields

S(A, B, M) +w,(0) = Z w(Ny) = Z /R2 w(Nz)e(—a’z)dz dz.

If we substitute x = Nz we have a’z = a’ N~Tx, and the result follows

since |det(N)| = d(A). O
The main term in Theorem 5 will come from the integral with a = 0.

Lemma 10. Define Kr(t) as in (13). Then if q(Mx) = DJ(x) as in
Theorem 1 we have

1/2
w(y)Kr(q(y))dyndyedys — = [ wy(Mx*)dridx,,
- N
as T'— oo, and hence
1 9 A1/2
/ wy (B™ Mx*)dxdzy = aw(q;w)—Dl/QB,
R2

where 0o (q; w) is given by (12).
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Proof. Since
/3 w(y)Kr(q(y))dydyadys = /3 w(—y)Kr(q(y))dy1dyzdys
R R

we have

1 .
Ooo(q;w) = 5 dim w, (y)Kr(q(y))dy1dyzdys.

T—o0 R3
Then, writing @(x) = w, (D~Y?Mx) we have
/3 w4 (y)Kr(q(y))dyidy>dys
R

= det(M) /[RS wy (Mz)Kr(q(Mz))dz1dzodzs

= det(M)/ wi (Mz)Kp(DJ(z))dzdzadzs

S [ K () didnda

= A2 /[R 3 W (x) Kp(J(x))dzydrydas. (27)

The function @ will be even, so that the above becomes

2 [ [
N / / W(x) Kr(J (x))day daadrs.
0 R2

Since w4 (y) is supported on the set ||y|| < 1 we see that w(z) is
supported on a subset of [-C,C]? for some C' = C(M, D) > 0. If we
write zy = x3/z3 and x; = xg + u, then both w(x) and w(xg, z2, x3)
vanish unless |zo| < C and z3 < C. If ¢ is the function

¢(u, T2, v3) = W(To + U, T2, T3) — W(T0, T2, T3)

it follows that

/OOO [RQ{ID(X) — W(xo, T2, r3) } K7 (J(x))dr1dxedrs

/ C / ) / " (1,2, 75) Koy () dudzds

< T/ / / O(u, 2, x3)|dudrodrs. (28)
|u\<1/Tx3

We may assume that @w(zg + u, z2, x3) and w(zg, xe,x3) do not both
vanish, and hence that either |:1:0\ < Cor |zg+u|l < C, (or both). In
this case

O(u, T2, x3) Ky min(1, |ul). (29)
We proceed to consider separately the ranges |x¢| > 2C and |zo| < 2C.
When |zg| > 2C the bound |z + u| < C implies that |u| > z/2, and
since |u| < 1/Tz3 we conclude that 3 < 2/T. The bound |xg| > 2C



THE DISTRIBUTION OF RATIONAL POINTS ON CONICS 27

then shows that x3 < z2/2C < 1/CT. Moreover u is restricted to a
range |zo + u| < C of length Oy/(1). The estimate in (29) is Oy, (1),
so that the corresponding contribution to (28) is

1/cr
<<w,m T/ / d.TQ d.Tg <<w,M T71/2.
0 23<2/T
On the other hand, when |zy| < 2C we have 22 < 2Cx3 and
/ min(1, |u|)du < (Tz3) ' min(1, 1/Tx3),
|u|<1/Tx3
so that the corresponding contribution to (28) is

c
<L, M / xgl/Q min(1l, 1/Txs)drs <y T2,
0
We therefore conclude that

/[R3 wy (y)Kr(q(y))dyidy2dys

2 o ~ )
- A1/2/ / (w0, To, 23) K (J(X))dwydrgdrs + Oy pr(T?).
0o Jre

The function w(xg, T2, x3) is independent of z; and

/KT(xlxg — x3)dr; = 73"
R

Moreover with the substitutions x3 = u3 and xs = ujus we have

/ /w(:pg/:pg,xg,xg)xgldxgd:pg = 2/ /@(u%,ulug,ug)dul dugy
o JR 0o JR
= / W(u3, urty, ul)duy dus
R2
= Dl/Z/ w, (Mu?)duy dus,
R2

and the lemma follows. O

Our next result tells us about the size of 0. (¢; w). Recall that ¢ is
isotropic, and hence indefinite, with A > 0, so that the matrix @ of ¢
has one positive eigenvalue A say, and two negative ones —u and —v
say. We may assume that g > v(> 0). With this notation we have
A= %)\uy. We remind the reader of the notation f < ¢, meaning that
both f < g and g < f hold. in our context the two implied constants
will be absolute. Thus we will have

max (A, p, v) < ||q|,

for example.
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Lemma 11. Ifsup |w(x)| < 1 we have
|00 (g5 w)| < 262005 (g5 w0),
where the weight wy is given by (11). Moreover

min(\, u, v)Y/?
(g wn) = LD (04 )

when A\ > > v,

min(\, p, v)'/?
AL/2

log(2\/v)

Uoo(Qa wO) =
when > X > v, and

min(\, p, v)'/?
AL/2

Uoo(Qv wO) =

when > v > A\
Thus

1 p1/4
T < 0oo(qwo) K T
]| |||

1 every case.

Proof. According to Lemma 10 we have
A1/2
D1/2
A1/2 /
d.Tld.iL’Q
D2 Jinxeia

A1/2
2005 [ {1/ = V4
x2|<1

oo (@ w)| =

/ wy (Mx?)dzdxy
R2

IA

2

IN

INA
[\
™

N
~
w

2
/ wo (2 Mx?)da das
R2

A1/2
D1/2
On the other hand, applying Lemma 10 to the weight wg we find that

= 4¢3 / wo(Mx?)dzdz,.
R2

A1/2
D1/2

The first claim of the lemma then follows.
For the remainder of the proof it will be convenient to write

1T) = | woly)Krlay)ddyade

Ooo(q; wo) = 2 / wo(Mx?)dzdzs.
R2

Now let U be a real orthogonal matrix diagonalising ¢(x), so that
q(Ux) = Diag(\, —u, —v) say. Substituting Uy in place of y, and



THE DISTRIBUTION OF RATIONAL POINTS ON CONICS 29

noting that the weight wy is invariant under rotations, we deduce that

I(T) = / wo(y) K (NyT = iy — vys)dyadyadys,
R
whence
I(T) < /[ , Er(\yi — pys — vy3)dyidyadys
1,1
and
I(T) > / Kr(\yi — nys — vy3)dyidysdys
[—1/2,1/2]
We now consider three cases. Firstly, suppose that A > . Then if
y € [-1,1]® and Kr(Ay? — uys — vy3) # 0 we have
M < T+ gy + vy <T7H 424

It follows that |y;| < 24/p/X as soon as T > (2u)~t. Writing & =
min(1, 24/u/A we then deduce that

I(T) < / / Kr(\yt — pys — vy3)dyidysdys
[—1,1]2

/A 1 )
= Vu (1y® — pys — vy3)dydysdys,
/11]2/@&/ ? ’ o

on substituting y; = /u/A\y. Since £/\/p < 2 we obtain
I(T) < Vu/A . r(uy® — pys — vy3)dydysdys
2,2]3
= 8V / Kp(dpzy — dpzy — 4vzs)dzdzadzs
1,13

= 8\/u/A.(4u)1/[ \ Ky (23 — 25 — vp ' 23)dzydzadzs,
~11

for T" sufficiently large. Similarly when A > p we have

13
[(T) > / / KT()‘Z/% - Myg - I/yg)dyldygdyg
(-1/2,1/2]2

/ /6\/ oy )
r(py® — pys — vy;)dydysdys.
[-1/2,1/212 J =y /M

Since £4/A/u > 1 we obtain

I(T) > Vu/A s Kr(py® — pys — vy )dydysdys
1/2.1/2

= / r(tpat — tpzd — dv23)dzdzadzs
1,13

= 8 u/)\.(iu)_l/[ , Ki (28 — 25 —vp ' 23)dzdzdzs.
—1,1

e
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Hence if we write

J(T;0) = / Kr(28 — 25 — 623)dz1dzydzs
[7171]3

we have
M) 2IGuTvp™t) < I(T) < ()~ 2T (4puT5vp7).
On taking the limsup as T" — oo this yields
Tlgrgo I(T) =< (M)~ Y2 h:,risip J(T;vp™) (30)
when A > pu.

Suppose next that u > X\ > v. Then if Kr(\yf — pys — vy3) # 0
with y € [—1,1]® we have

pys < gy +vys ST+ dyf ST A

It follows that |ys| < 24/A/p as soon as T > A=, We may then replace
the range [—1, 1] for y, by [—¢, £] where £ = min(1, 24/A/p) this time.
Proceeding much as before we find that

I(T) < VA / Kr(Ay; — \y? — vy3)dyrdydys

[_272}3

= 8 )\/u.(4)\)_1/ Kpr (2 — 25 — v\ ' 22)dzdzdzs

[7171}3

and
I(T) > ()\u)l/Q/ Kur (22 — 25 — v '23)dz1dzdzs.
[_171]3
Thus
lim I(7T) =< (Ap)~Y2limsup J(T;vA™1) (31)
T—o0 T—00

when > A > v.

Thirdly we suppose that A < v. In this case if y € [~1,1]® and
Kr(Ayi — pys — vy3) # 0 we have [yo| < 23/A/p and Jys| < 24/A/v
when 7" > A7, We then replace the ranges for y, and ys by by
[—&2,&] and [—&3, &3] respectively, where & = min(1, 24/A/u) and
& =min(1l, 24/A/v). A similar argument to before then shows that

lim [(T) < (uv)~Y?limsup J(T;1) (32)
T—o0 T—c0
when v > A.

It remains to consider J(T';6), where 0 < § < 1. To obtain a lower
bound we restrict the variables z;, 2 to the square given by |21+ 25| < 1
and |21 — 23| < 1, which lies inside the region [—1,1]?. A suitable change
of variable then shows that

1
J(T, 5) Z —/ KT(Ul’UQ — 5Z§)dU1dUQd23
[7171}3
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We now restrict uy, us further, so that uy, us > 0 and 6/4 < ujug < §/2.
For any such u;,us and any T > 46! the inequality

luyug — 62%] < 1/(27)
implies

622 < ugug + (27)71 < 6,
whence one automatically has z € [—1, 1]. Moreover it also implies
82 > uyuy — (2T) 71 > 6/8,

whence |z| > 1, say. It follows that one has

luyug — 823 < 1/(27)

for an admissible set of values for 23 of measure > (6T)~!. We therefore
conclude that

J(T;0) > 6 "Meas{(us,up) € [0,1]*: §/4 < ujuy < 6/2}

Los
> 571 / —du1
2/s 41
> log(2/9). (33)
To obtain an upper bound for J(7; ) we extend the range of 2y, zo
to the square given by |21+ 25| < 2 and |21 — 25| < 2. A suitable change
of variable now shows that

1
J(T, 5) S 5 [ ’ KT(Ul’UQ — 5Z§)dU1dUQd23
—2,2

When |ujus| < 2/T the integrand is only non-zero when z2 < 3/(67),
so that this range contributes

2 1 log T’
< T/ min <1 , ) OT) Yduy, < 6712 —=.
: g ) 1) VT

The range |ujus| < 2/T therefore makes no contribution when we let
T go to infinity. When |ujus| > 2/T the integrand is only non-zero
when +/|ujus|/(20) < |2z3] < 2. Thus the set of values for z3 for which

lugus —5Z§| < T~ consists of at most two intervals, having total length
O(T7Y(|uyuz|6)~Y/2). Moreover the set is empty unless |ujug| < 8.1t
follows that the corresponding contribution to J(7';¢) is

2
< T/ / T (Jura|0) ™ 2dusdus
—2 J|ui|<min(2,86/|uz|)

< 512 /2 min(2, 85/|u2|)1/2du2
2

|u2|1/2

< log(2/9).

In view of the lower bound (33) we therefore have J(7';0) =< log(2/0),
and the second claim of Lemma 11 then follows from (30), (31) and
(32).
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For the third claim of the lemma we note that
Ap) A
max(\, u, )~ lq]|*

min(\, p,v) >

This produces the lower bound for o, (¢, wp). For the upper bound we
observe for example that when A > u > v we have

min(, g, v)'/? log(2u/v) = v'* log(2p/v) < v!/? (pw)*

and that
([U/)l/4 < A1/4>\71/4 < A1/4||q||71/4'
Thus when A > p > v we have
Ooo (@ w0) << AT 4|q||7* = p*[|q|| "

When p > Av or 4 > v > A we may argue similarly. This suffices to
complete the proof of the lemma. O

8. THEOREM 5 — THE ERROR TERM

In Lemma 9 the contribution from a # 0 will produce an error term,
as we now show.

Lemma 12. Let A C 7?2 be a 2-dimensional lattice, and let ny,ny be a
basis for A chosen so that ||ni|| - ||na|| < d(A). Then if N = (n;|ns)
we have A = N(Z?%). Moreover for any integer K > 0 we have

12 Bo\ "
o Mo, N) e 5D, Pl () lall

with
By = pd(A)[es]].

Proof. Let N~'a = (by,by)T and suppose that |by] > |bs|, say. If we
integrate by parts K times with respect to x; we find that
K

K
ox)

I(a, My, N) < [ba] < /

[RQ

w(B~M;x?)| dxyda,.

Since a = N (b1, by)T we have
|la]| < max(|[ny|], |[ne|]) max(|b], [b2]) < d(A)]b1],

whence
K

oz
We will write the components of B™1Mx? as fi(x1), fo(x1), f3(x1),
where the f; are quadratic polynomials which also involve z5. Then
the K-th order partial derivatives of w(B~'M;x?) with respect to z;

will be sums of various terms 7,,. Each T,, will be a product containing
a single partial derivative of w, of order at most K, along with various

I(a, My, N) < ||a]| " %d(A)* / w(B Myx?)| dzydwy.
R2
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first and second derivatives of the f;. If there are r first derivatives and
s second derivatives then r + 2s = K. It therefore follows that

K

wﬂ](Bilex2) <<w7K F{F;

for some exponents with r + 2s = K, where
Py = sup{|fi(z1)| - w(B™'Mx*) # 0},

and F} is the maximum of |f{'],|f5| and |fY].

The leading coefficient of B f; will be the i-th entry in the first column
of My, so that its modulus will be at most ||c;||, in the notation of
Theorem 2. It follows that F, < 2||cy||/B. Similarly the coefficient of
x1 in Bf; will have modulus at most ||cs||, so that

Py < Xilled|/B + Xalleof|/ B
It follows via Lemma 7 that

max F'F; < FK4 Ff?
r+2s=K

<k (Xlled|/B) + (Xalleal|[/B) + (eill/B)*/?
<x BTHIedl[*2lleal [ + sl [leal* + lleal %}
L B_K/QEK/Q,
with
E = |[r]] - [leal|* + [Irs]] - [lea] * + [leal]-
Lemma 7 shows that the support of w(B~*Mx?) is included in a rec-

tangle of area O(BD;1/2||q||1/2), and we therefore conclude that

B 1/2
I(a, My, N) <y Kk % {d(A)2B—1E}K/2 ET (34)
k

We now claim that
E < pllel]] < plles]| (35)

when |by| > |b2|, as we are currently supposing. In the alternative case
the argument is completely analogous, leading to exactly the same
bound. To establish our claim we use (23), (7) and (5) to show that

el - lel? < det(My)|[ed]| - [eal] - [[rs]] - [[ed]]
< 9V10det(My)||gl|>2 Dy |y |

< pledl].
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This is sufficient for the term ||r1|| - ||c1||?, since p > 2 by Theorem 3.
Secondly, the bounds (26), (7), (9) and (5) yield
sl fleal® < el [leal] - [ls]] - leaf
< Dl Heall - [lea?
< det(My)* Dy lg| Plled]|
< plled],
which is sufficient for the term ||rs|| - ||co|[?. Finally, since p > 2 we

have ||ci|| < plleq]|. This give us the required estimate (35) for E,
whence (34) produces the bound

_x Bllgl|*? [d(A)? e
I(a, My, N) <, K .
(aa ks ) < K ||a|| Dli/g B P||C3||

The lemma now follows. O
We can now summarize the results of our analysis of S(A, B, My).

Lemma 13. We have S(A, B, M) =0 if B < 1, and otherwise

_ B
S(A, B, My) <o D7?lgl? {— T Bl/?||c3||1/2} .

d(A)
Moreover
A1/2
S(A,B, M) = o(q;w)——B+ 0,(1

+ Ouw i (Dy, Pllgl[B(Bo/B)E),  (36)
for any integer K > 2, with
By = pd(A)?||es]|.

Proof. The first half is the content of Lemma 8, while the second follows
from Lemma 9, together with Lemma 10 for the term a = 0, and
Lemma 12 for a # 0. Here we replace K by 2K and observe that

S lfall 2 < 1

acz?
a#0

for K > 2. O

9. COMPLETING THE PROOF OF THEOREM b5

To prove Theorem 5 we will apply Lemma 6, using the crude upper
bound from Lemma 13 when d(AY)) or d is large, and the asymptotic
estimate (36) otherwise. We therefore begin by choosing a real pa-
rameter dg > 1, which we will specify later, and noting that we can
restrict attention to the range d < /B, by virtue of the first clause of
Lemma 13.
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The contribution to N(B;Cy) from terms with dy < d < VB,
summed over all the lattices AU, will be

w(A)||q|1|/2 Z {Bd72—|—Bl/2d71||C3H1/2}

kE dy<d<vB

<Ly 3

1/2
< 3‘”<A"‘l‘§'1'/2 {Bdy" + B'*(log B)|es]|'/?}
k

Similarly, the contribution from terms with d(A%)) > dy and d < dj
will be

J
HQ||1/2 Bd? 1/2 -1 1/2
Lo D2 Z Z d(A(j))+B d="||es]|
k j=1 d<
d(A@))>dg
1/2
<y 3W(A)||q|| {Bdal+31/2(10gB)H(:3||1/2}.

We now examine the terms for which both d < dy and d(AY)) < d,.
We have

and

Hence, when we use the asymptotic formula (36) for terms in which
both d and d(A") are at most dy, the main term contributes

1 Al A) 51
§gm(q;w)mB{n+O(3“( Jdgh)},
k
where
! > 6 1 1—p!
— () -2 _ —
YIS SR RS | P e
j=1 @ Aﬁlz):l plA1 p|A2

by Lemma 6. Using the estimate from Lemma 11 we see that the
O-term above contributes

)LMAWB — 3w(4) 71/4||Q||1/2§< W(A)HQHI/QB

< 3w(A g < A =
llgll D}/? do D, do D,/ do
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On the other hand, the error term O, (1) in (36) contributes O,,(d3)
while the second error term contributes

||‘JH1/2 2K 2K —2
<Lw,K W B1/B Z Zd d
k 7=1 d<dgp
d(A(f))gdo
||‘JH1/2 Kauw(A) 4K -1
L, K D1/2 B(B:/B)"3 d, ,
k

with
By = plles|].
Thus, if we assume that B > B; we may take dy = Bl/4Bl_1/4 and

K = 2 so that the total of all the above error terms is

2 | qw(A) ||‘JH1/2 1/2 1/2
<y df + 37 D7 \d D B2(10g B) e

In the notation of Theorem 3 we have

lleal[? > [1za] - (122l > Di/lldll, (37)
whence
Bl/2 Bl/2 Hq||1/2
dy = iz < iz < i B2 e[,
B, |lcs| D,

Thus the error term d3 above is dominated by the final term. Moreover

o B¥* B/ > B2 max{|[cy]|, [|cs||}"/2

when B > B;. We therefore deduce that

1/2 TA1/2

Al A||Q|| 1/4
N(B;C) = Lo (qw)k—7%B + O, | 3°®=——B/*B*log B
Dk Dk

for B > B;.
When p~!||cs|| < B < By we argue as above with dy = 1, showing
that

1/2
N(B:Cy) < 1439 '“};‘1‘/2 {B + B"*(10g B)|[cs|""?} .
k

However for B < B; we have

A1/2
Ooe(q, W)k —75 B < 3 ||‘-’|1|/2 BB
Dk Dk
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by Lemma 11, and B < B;/*B%*. Moreover B'/2||cs|['/? < B}/* B3/*
when B > p~!||c3]|. Tt follows that
. Al/Z
N(B;Cy) = 5%&%“0“@3 + Oy (1)

1/2
+ O, <3W<A>MB}/4B3/4 log B) (38)

D/?
in the range p~!||cs||] < B < Bj. On the other hand, if we have
B < (90p)7Y|cs|| then ||x|| < B implies ||x|| < ||z2||, in the notation
of Theorem 3, so that N(B;Cy) counts at most the points +z;. In
this case we will have N(B;Cy) <, 1, and hence (38) holds for B <
(90p) " |cs|| too. To complete the proof of Theorem 5 it remains to
observe that x > (3/4)“®) that o (q,w) > ||¢||~!, by Lemma 11,
and that ||cs|| < p||z2||, by Theorems3.
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