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Abstract

Let K be a totally real number field of degree n over Q, with discriminant and
regulator ∆K , RK respectively. In this paper, using a similar method to van Woerden,
we prove that the number of classes of perfect unary forms, up to equivalence and
scaling, can be bounded above by O(∆K exp(2n log(n)+f(n,RK))), where f(n,RK) is

a finite value, satisfying f(n,RK) =
√
n−1
2 R

1

n−1

K + 4
n−1 log(

√

|∆K |)2 if n ≤ 11. Moreover,
if K is a unit reducible field, the number of classes of perfect unary forms is bound
above by O(∆K exp(2n log(n))).

1 Introduction

Let K be a totally real algebraic number field of degree n over Q, with ring of integers OK .
We associate to K the embeddings σ1, σ2, . . . , σn into R, that necessarily fix Q. A quadratic
form f : Km → K is defined by

f(x1, . . . , xm) =
m
∑

k,l=1

fklxkxl.

We say that f is positive-definite if

σi(f)(x1, . . . , xm) =
m
∑

k,l=1

σi(fk,l)xkxl

is positive definite for each i = 1, . . . , n.
Quadratic forms of the form ax2, where a ∈ K, are called unary forms. We say that a is

a totally positive element of K if the form ax2 is positive definite, and we denote K>>0 the
set of totally positive elements of K. Note that for all a ∈ K>>0, TrK/Q(ax

2) corresponds to
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a positive-definite quadratic form in n variables with rational coefficients. This is known as
the trace-form of the unary form ax2. For each a ∈ K>>0, we will use the notation

µ(a) = min
x∈OK\{0}

TrK/Q(ax
2)

and

M(a) = {x ∈ OK : TrK/Q(ax
2) = µ(a)}.

If a′ = au2 for some u ∈ O×
K , we say that the unary form a′x2 is equivalent to the form

ax2, and we denote this relation by a ∼ a′. Note that since the action of O×
K fixes OK , we

have µ(a) = µ(a′), |M(a)| = |M(a′)| and each element of M(a) is equivalent to an element
of M(a′), and vice versa. Finally, we say that K is a A-reducible if for every a ∈ K>>0, if
x ∈ M(a) then |NmK/Q(x)| ≤ A. In particular, if A = 1 we say that K is a unit reducible
field.

A unary form ax2 is said to be perfect if it is uniquely determined by µ(a) and M(a).
It is immediately clear that if ax2 is a perfect unary form, then any unary form of the type
λa′x2 is a perfect unary form, where λ ∈ Q+ and a′ ∼ a. In this way, we may classify perfect
unary forms up to scaling and equivalence, or in other words, by their homothety classes. It
is known that for number fields of fixed dimension, the number of classes of perfect forms
can grow arbitrarily large (see e.g. [7], in which it is shown that the number of classes of
perfect unary forms for real quadratic fields can become arbitrarily large).

In this paper, we follow a similar argument to van Woerden in [6] in order to determine
an upper bound on the number of homothety classes of perfect unary forms for an arbitrary
totally real number field. Our result is stated as follows.

Theorem 1. Let K be a totally real number field with field discriminant ∆K , regulator RK

and degree n over Q. Let nK denote the number of homothety classes of perfect unary forms

in K. Then

nK ≤ e
√

η2
K
+θK |∆K |

(

2

π

)2n

Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)4

,

where

• ηK = 0 if K is a unit reducible field,

• ηK =
√
n−1
2

R
1

n

K if K is not unit reducible and 2 ≤ n ≤ 11,

• ηK =
√
n−1
2

(

2
π

)n−1
Γ
(

2 + n−1
2

)2
(

√

2
n

(

1
1000

(

log logn
logn

)3
))2−n

RK otherwise,

and

• θK = 4 log(A)2

n−1
, if K is A-reducible.

We will also prove that any totally real field K is A-reducible, where

A ≤ n−n
2

√

|∆K |
(

2

π

)
n
2

Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)

.

This leads us to the following more general theorem.
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Theorem 2. Let K be a totally real number field with field discriminant ∆K , regulator RK

and degree n over Q. Let nK denote the number of homothety classes of perfect unary forms

in K. Then

nK ≤ e
√

η2
K
+ρK |∆K |

(

2

π

)2n

Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)4

,

where ηK is as defined before, and

• ρK = 0 if K is unit reducible,

• ρK = 4
n−1

log
(

n−n
2

√

|∆K |
(

2
π

)
n
2 Γ
(

2 + n
2

)

)2

≈ 4
n−1

log(
√

|∆K |)2 otherwise.

2 Proof of Theorem 1

We will define the set K1
>>0 as the subset of elements in K>>0 such that µ(a) = 1. Moreover,

denote FK the fundamental region of K>>0, that is, the set of elements such that for all
a ∈ K>>0, there exists an a′ ∈ FK such that a ∼ a′. For any perfect unary form ax2, we will
use the notation

V(a) =







∑

x∈M(a)

λix
2
i : λi ∈ Q+







,

which is called the Voronoi cone of a. Denote PK the set of a ∈ K>>0 such that ax2

determine all the distinct homothety classes of perfect unary forms. It was proven by the
work of Koecher [4] that

FK =
⋃

a∈PK

V(a),

From now on, we will use the notation V1(a) = V(a)∩K1
>>0 for any perfect unary form ax2.

First, we want to prove the following useful lemma.

Lemma 3. Suppose that ax2 and bx2 are perfect unary forms in K, and a, b belong to distinct

homothety classes. Then Int(V1(a)) ∩ Int(V1(b)) = φ, where Int means the interior of the

cone generated by V(a) or V(b).

Proof. Suppose that c ∈ Int(V1(a)) ∩ Int(V1(b)), and c 6= 0. We want to show that if this
holds, then a = b, which is a contradiction. Since c ∈ Int(V1(a)), there exist λx ∈ Q+ such
that

c =
∑

x∈M(a)

λxx
2,

so

TrK/Q(bc) =
∑

x∈M(a)

λxTrK/Q(bx
2) ≥

∑

x∈M(a)

λx =
∑

x∈M(a)

λxTrK/Q(ax
2) = TrK/Q(ac).
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Similarly, since c ∈ Int(V(b)) we can deduce that TrK/Q(bc) ≤ TrK/Q(ac), so it must hold
that TrK/Q(ac) = TrK/Q(bc). Then

TrK/Q((a− b)c) =
∑

x∈M(b)

λx(TrK/Q(ax
2)− 1) = 0.

Given that λx > 0 for all x ∈ M(b), it holds that M(b) ⊆ M(a). By a similar argument,
we deduce that M(a) ⊆ M(b), and so M(a) = M(b). Since µ(a) = µ(b), by the perfectness
of ax2, it must hold that a = b, which is a contradiction.

Denote F1
K = FK ∩K1

>>0. Then by the lemma above,

Vol(F1
K) = Vol

(

⋃

a∈PK

V1(a)

)

=
∑

a∈PK

Vol(V1(a)) ≥ nK min
a∈PK

Vol(V1(a)),

(here by volume, we mean the volume of the geometric object attained after canonically
embedding into the space Rn). First, we will determine an upper bound for Vol(F1

K). Let
Tn denote the set of elements x in R+n

such that |x|1 ≤ 1. Then

Vol(F1
K) ≤ Vol(K1

>>0) ≤ Vol(Tn) =
1

n!
,

(since every element a ∈ K>>0 will be mapped to R+n
under the canonical embedding, by

the definition of totally positive elements).
Before finding a lower bound for Vol(V1(a)), we will prove the following lemmas.

Lemma 4. For all totally real, A-reducible fields K with ring of integers OK and unit group

O×
K respectively,

max
a∈K>>0

(

minu∈O×

K
TrK/Q(au

2)

µ(a)

)

≤ e
√

η2
K
+θK ,

where ηK and θK are defined as in Theorem 1.

Proof. When K is unit reducible, ηK = 0 follows by definition. For non-unit reducible fields,
suppose that b ∈ K>>0 is such that

max
a∈K>>0

(

minu∈O×

K
TrK/Q(au

2)

µ(a)

)

=
minu∈O×

K
TrK/Q(bu

2)

µ(b)
.

Suppose that x ∈ M(b), and associate to K the embeddings σ1, . . . , σn that send K to R.
Then

minu∈O×

K
TrK/Q(bu

2)

µ(b)
=

minu∈O×

K
TrK/Q

(

u2

x2 bx
2
)

µ(b)
≤

minu∈O×

K
maxi σi

(

u2

x2

)

TrK/Q(bx
2)

µ(b)

= min
u∈O×

K

max
i

σi

(

u2

x2

)

= min
u∈OK

max
i

e| log(σi(u
2/x2))| ≤ min

u∈OK

e
√∑n

i=1
(log(|σi(u2)|)−log(|σi(x2)|))2 .
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Consider the embedding Log : K → Rn, Log(y) = (log(|σ1(y)|), log(|σ2(y)|), . . . , log(|σn(y)|).
Then Log(O×

K) , ΛK generates a lattice of rank n− 1 in Rn (which is known as the log-unit
lattice), such that, for any (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ ΛK , we have

∑n
i=1 xi = 0. Hence, any element of

ΛK lies in the plane
∑n

i=1 xi = 0.
Given that K is A-reducible by assumption, Log(x2) lies in the plane

∑n
i=1 xi = C, where

0 ≤ C ≤ 2 log(A). Let m denote the plane
∑n

i=1 xi = 0 that lies closest to Log(x2). Then

the maximum possible distance between m and Log(x2) is 2 log(A)√
n−1

, in terms of the l2 norm in
the space Rn.

The distance between m and any point of ΛK , in terms of the l2 norm in Rn, cannot
be greater than the covering radius of ΛK in Rn−1, which we denote µ(ΛK). Then, using
Pythagoras’s theorem, we get

e
√∑n

i=1
(log(|σi(u2)|)−log(|σi(x2)|))2 ≤ e

√
µ(ΛK)2+θK .

It remains to find a bound on µ(ΛK). In [2], it was proven that for any lattice Λ of rank d,

µ(Λ) ≤
√
d
2
| det(Λ)| 1d for d ≤ 10. Since | det(ΛK)| = RK , this yields the result stated in the

lemma for n ≤ 11.
Finally, we need to consider the case d > 11. Denote λi the ith successive minima of ΛK ,

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. It is easily shown that

µ(ΛK) ≤
√
n− 1

2
λn−1. (1)

In [3], it was proven that

λi ≥ λ1 ≥
√

2

n

1

1000

(

log logn

log n

)3

. (2)

By Minkowski’s theorem, we have

n−1
∏

i=1

λi ≤ γn−1
n−1RK ,

where γn denotes Hemite’s constant of rank n. By Blichfeldt [1], it is known that for any
n ≥ 2,

γn ≤ 2

π
Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)
2

n

,

so combined with 2,

λn−1

(

√

2

n

1

1000

(

log logn

log n

)3
)n−2

≤
(

2

π

)n−1

Γ

(

2 +
n− 1

2

)2

RK ,

which yields the required result after rearranging the inequality above and using inequality
1.
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Lemma 5. Suppose that a ∈ K>>0 Then there exists an a′ ∈ K>>0 such that a ∼ a′ and for

all x ∈ M(a),

TrK/Q(x
2) ≤ e

√
η2
K
+θK

4

π2
Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)
4

n |∆K |
2

n ,

where ηK , θK are defined identically as in theorem 1.

Proof. By theorem 6 in [5], and by definition of the algebraic Hermite’s constant γK , for any
a ∈ K>>0 it holds that

µ(a) ≤ γKNmK/Q(a)
1

n ≤ γn|∆K |
1

nNmK/Q(a)
1

n ≤ 2

π
Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)
2

n |∆K |
1

nNmK/Q(a)
1

n .

Given that a is totally positive, clearly a−1 is also totally positive, and so repeating this
argument, we get

µ(a)µ(a−1) ≤ 4

π2
Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)
4

n |∆K |
2

n .

Assume without loss of generality that µ(a) = 1, so

µ(a−1) ≤ 4

π2
Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)
4

n |∆K |
2

n .

We may also assume without loss of generality that a is such that

TrK/Q(a
−1) ≤ e

√
η2
k
+θKµ(a−1),

as otherwise, by Lemma 4, there exists an a′ such that this inequality holds and a ∼ a′.
Hence,

TrK/Q(a
−1) ≤ e

√
η2
k
+θK

4

π2
Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)
4

n |∆K |
2

n .

Let A denote the diagonal n-dimensional matrix with entries σ1(a), σ2(a), . . . , σn(a), and
denote e1, e2, . . . , en the eigenvalues of A. Then

min
i

ei = min
y∈Rn

yTAy

yTy
≤ xTAx

xTx
,

where x = (σ1(x), σ2(x), . . . , σn(x)), and x ∈ M(a). Note that TrK/Q(x
2) = xTx and

TrK/Q(ax
2) = xTAx, so

TrK/Q(x
2) ≤ TrK/Q(ax

2)max
i

1

ei
≤ TrK/Q(ax

2)
n
∑

i=1

1

ei
= µ(a)TrK/Q(a

−1)

= TrK/Q(a
−1) ≤ e

√
η2
k
+θK

4

π2
Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)
4

n |∆K |
2

n ,

as required.
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We are now ready to find a lower bound for V(a). Note that we can pick n elements in
M(a) (call this set Ma) such that their Q-span is equal to K, and so the determinant of the
polytope with edges (σ1(x

2), . . . , σn(x
2)) is greater than or equal to |∆K |, where x ∈ Ma.

Say Ma = {x1, . . . , xn}. We may assume without loss of generality that a is such that

TrK/Q(x
2) ≤ e

√
η2
K
+θK 4

π2Γ
(

2 + n
2

)
4

n |∆K |
2

n , for all x ∈ M(a), by Lemma 5. Then

Vol(V1(a)) ≥ Vol

(

conv

(

{0} ∪
{

σ(x2
i )

TrK/Q(x
2
i )

}n

i=1

))

=
1

n!
| det(U)|,

where

U =

{

σ(x2
i )

TrK/Q(x
2
i )

}n

i=1

,

so

| det(U)| =
n
∏

i=1

1

TrK/Q(x
2
i )

· | det(σ(x2
i ))|ni=1 ≥

∆K

en
√

η2
k
+θK

(

2
π

)2n
Γ
(

2 + n
2

)4 |∆K |2

=
1

en
√

η2
k
+θK

(

2
π

)2n
Γ
(

2 + n
2

)4 |∆K |
.

Finally, this yields

nK ≤ Vol(F1
K

mina∈PK
Vol(V1(a))

≤
1
n!
1

n!e
n

√
η2
k
+θK ( 2

π )
2n

Γ(2+n
2 )

4|∆K |

= en
√

η2
K
+θK |∆K |

(

2

π

)2n

Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)4

,

which proves Theorem 1.

3 Proof of Theorem 2

The only result we need to prove Theorem 2 is the following lemma.

Lemma 6. Let K be a totally real field and suppose that a ∈ K>>0. Then

NmK/Q(x) ≤ n−n
2

√

|∆K |
(

2

π

)
n
2

Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)

.

Proof. Suppose that x ∈ M(a). Then, using the arithmetic-geometric inequality, the defini-
tion of the algebraic Hermite’s constant and Leibak/Blichfeldt’s bounds,

NmK/Q(a)NmK/Q(x
2) = NmK/Q(ax

2) ≤
(

1

n
TrK/Q(ax

2)

)n

≤ 1

nn

(

γKNmK/Q(a)
1

n

)n

≤ n−nγn
n |∆K |NmK/Q(a) ≤ n−n

2

√

|∆K |
(

2

π

)
n
2

Γ
(

2 +
n

2

)

NmK/Q(a).

The result follows by dividing through by NmK/Q(a).

Theorem 2 follows immediately, as we now have an upper bound for θK .
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