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CORRELATIONS OF VALUES OF RANDOM DIAGONAL FORMS

VALENTIN BLOMER AND JUNXIAN LI

ABsTRACT. We study the value distribution of diagonal forms in k variables and degree
d with random real coefficients and positive integer variables, normalized so that mean
spacing is one. We show that the /-correlation of almost all such forms is Poissonian when
k is large enough depending on ¢ and d.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let 2 < d < k be positive integers. For “randomly chosen” o € RI;O we consider the
values at integer arguments of the diagonal form

k
(1.1) fal@) = azf
i=1

of degree d in k variables. If we order the non-negative values of qa(m)k/ d x e ZI;O, in
increasing size, then the average spacing is a non-zero constant depending on k,d, . Let
¢(d,k,a) be chosen such that the mean spacing of c(d,k, a)gq(x)*/? is one. Then one
would expect that “typically” the distribution of gaps is Poissonian, i.e. the probability that
a randomly chosen interval [X, X + r] of fixed length r contains exactly v of the numbers in
the multiset

{A1 < Ap <. = {e(d by @)ga ()| 2 € 75 )

is (V) ~1rYe™". It’s easy to construct counterexamples. For instance if o € ZF and k > d,
then there are high multiplicities, so that the formula becomes wrong for » — 0, and if we
remove the multiplicities, then the sequence is a subset of {n*/¢ | n € Z<} and again the
formula becomes wrong since all the gaps are greater than one. However, for typical a (i.e.
almost all in a Lebesgue sense, and as seen above this the best we can hope for), there is
no reason to expect that this formula should fail. Unfortunately this seems to be far out
of reach for any choice of parameters 2 < d < k, but one can test it quite accurately by
considering the ¢-correlation function for various values of £ > 2: for a fixed £—1-dimensional
box I = I x ...x I; CRL we try to establish

Te(M; Iy e, k, d)
1
(1.2) = M#{(z'l, ..., ig) pairwise distinct | A;; — Ay, € I}, 2 <j </, i; <M}
~ vol([)
as M — oo, for almost all a. (Note that the A; depend on «, k and d.) When d = 2,

this has an interpretation in the language of spectral geometry. In this case, the numbers
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A; are (rescaled) Laplace eigenvalues of a k-dimensional rectangular torus, and the above
is precisely the celebrated Berry-Tabor conjecture [BT]: for integrable systems, the local
statistics of eigenvalues should come from a Poisson process, at least in generic cases.

The first to study this type of problem was Sarnak [Sa] who considered the case of pair
correlation (i.e. £ = 2) of random binary quadratic forms (i.e. d = k = 2), not necessarily
diagonal. A deterministic version was obtained in the breakthrough paper [EMM]| where
pair correlation was obtained specificially for all “diophantine” 2-dimensional tori — up until
now this is only deterministic result of this kind. The triple correlation (i.e. £ = 3) for binary
quadratic forms in a weak average sense was obtained only recently in [ABR].

VanderKam [VdK1, VdK2, VdK3| generalized Sarnak’s analysis to higher correlations,
higher dimensions and higher degree forms (not necessarily diagonal), but not all at the
same time. The paper [VdK2| deals with the pair correlation for higher degree forms, the
paper [VAK3] deals with higher correlations for quadratic forms.! As an aside we remark
that the investigation of small gaps in the (normalized) value distribution of (ternary) forms
of arbitrary degree has been initiated by Schindler [Sch].

In this paper we investigate higher correlations and restrict our attention to the natural
subset of diagonal d-ary forms as in (1.1). While superficially similar, this makes the problem
substantially harder for two reasons: on the one hand we have fewer coefficients to average
over (namely k instead of (g)), and on a more technical level the mixed terms can often
be used to linearize the problem to some extent. Having only d-th powers available, the
problem boils down to counting matrices with given ranks and/or subdeterminants whose
entries are d-th powers (or differences of d-th powers). Unlike in previous works there is
no simple transformation to understand such matrices using geometry of numbers directly.
Before we talk about the methods in more detail, we state our main results.

Theorem 1. Let d,? > 2 and
k> max (20(d + 1) — 1, min G(CH 2~ 1%, (2~ 1)(d +2)).

Let D C R';O, I C R be fived bozes. Then

(1.3) lim / | To(M; I; @, k, d) — vol(I)|*dex = 0.
D

M—o0

That is to say, for almost all o the (-correlation of the sequence c(k,d, a)qe(x)*/? is Pois-
sonian.

With more work, the number of variables can be reduced. We demonstrate this in the
case of pair correlation where we show:

Theorem 2. Let { =2, k > d+2. Then (1.3) holds and for almost all o, and the sequence
c(k,d, a)qe(x)*/¢ has Poissonian pair correlation.

A slightly simpler problem is to consider only weak convergence rather than L?-convergence.
This has the benefit of having fewer variables.

Theorem 3. Let d, ¢ > 2 and

k> max (£(d + 1) — 1, min G(d+€ S (- ) +2)).

INote that the problem considered in [Mu| and related papers for d = 2 looks superficially similar, but
due to a completely different scaling it has little to do with the questions considered here (unless d = k).
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Let D C RI;O, I C R be fized boxes. Then

(1.4) lim (Te(M; I; 00k, d) — vol(1))da = 0.
M—oo D
Again one can tighten the screws at several places and we demonstrate this for the triple
correlation:

Theorem 4. Let £ =3,d > 2, and k > §(d+ %). Then (1.4) holds.

This has a nice application as observed in [ABR]: if a sequence with mean spacing one
satisfies triple correlation in the weak sense as in Theorem 4, then it has infinitely many gaps
of size at least 2.006. The significance in this number lies in the fact that there are sequences
with mean spacing one and Poissonian pair correlation with maximal gap bounded by 2.
The fact that we can obtain longer gaps shows that such sequences must be genuinely closer
to a Poisson process than just Poissonian pair correlation.

Returning to the classical case d = 2 in which case the considered values are rescaled
eigenvalues of k-dimensional rectangular tori, we can further reduce the number of variables
and deal with random ternary diagonal forms

oq:z:% + 042$% + ozgxg.

Theorem 5. Let d =2, k > 3. Then (1.3) and (1.4) hold.
For comparison, the main result in [VdK1] establishes (1.3) for the forms
oq:z:% + ...+ oz4x421 + a5x1T9 + ... + Q10T3T4.

While the investigation of forms with “random” real coefficients looks like a problem in
classical real analysis at first sight, as soon as we consider almost-all-results and integrate
over ¢ it becomes a purely arithmetic problem that needs to be tackled by tools from
various branches of number theory. Roughly speaking, we would like to replace a sum over
the integer arguments x € Z’;O by an integral. This is precisely what (1.2) suggests. In
“typical” regions we can do this by the Euler McLaurin formula or Poisson summation or a
similar tool. For instance, in the situation of Theorem 3 where we have £ copies of the form
(1.1), this depends on the matrix

Ixk
€ 22,

d d
Lo1 0 Tyg

If this matrix has an £ x £ submatrix with sufficiently large determinant, we are in good
shape to apply the Euler MacLaurin formula. Thus we need to show that such a matrix has
“rarely” only small £ x £ subdeterminants, including the cases where it has rank strictly less
than £. This is an interesting problem in its own right, but we are not aware of a systematic
study of such questions. In particular, in contrast to [VAK1, VdK2| such matrix counting
problems do not seem amenable to a direct application of the geometry of numbers.

We close this introduction with the remark that (1.1) can also be studied with random
integral coefficients. This is a very different, but equally interesting problem, and we refer
the interested reader to [BD].
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2. THE ARITHMETIC OF DIAGONAL FORMS

In this section we compile a number of results on diophantine equations and inequalities
for future reference. We start with an investigation of the diophantine equation

(2.1) ard 4.+ apad = 0.
with k,d > 2 and ay,...,a; € Z\ {0}.

Lemma 1. a) Suppose that k > 3. Then number of integral solutions to (2.1) with |z;| < M

is Ogx(M*=22) for any € > 0, uniformly in ay, ..., a.
b) Suppose that k = 3. Then the number of primitive integral solutions to (2.1) with
|2j] < M is O¢ q(M?/%+2) for any € > 0, uniformly in the coefficients as, ..., as.

c) Suppose that d = 2, k = 3. Then the number of primitive integral solutions to (2.1)
with |xj] < M s

1/2
M (ayag, aiaz, azaz)"’

< <1 + >|a1a2a3|€

|arazaz|'/?
for any e > 0.

Proof. Part a) is [BHB2, Corollary|, which covers the last remaining cases in long series
of papers. Part b) is [HB, Theorem 3|. Part c) is [BHB1, Corollary 2].

Next we study for H,M > 1, k,d > 2 and a = (a1, ...,a;) € Z* the number N, (M, H)
of integral solutions to the diophantine inequality

|a1x‘11 —+ ... +ak$g| <H
with x; < M by which we mean M < x; < 2M.

Lemma 2. a) Suppose that (ai,...,a;) # 0. Then

H

M, H M1 (—
Na( ’ )<< ]Wd_1 maxi|ai|

+1>.

b) If 0 <lai1| < |ag|, then

H M2 H/2p1—-d/2
+ +1)
|a1a2|1/2 |(11|1/2

for all e > 0. In the special case d = 2, we have

N(ah—al,az,—az) (M,H) < M?te <

M?H MH
N(ah—al,az,—m)(M’ H) < M€<— +t—t M2>
lag|  as
for all e > 0.
C) If0 < |a1| < |a2| < |a3|, then
M3—4H M3—d/2 f1/2 MB/2—d/2 fr1/2
€ 3/2)
Mo as (M H) < M <|<11<13|1/2 |as|/2 |ag [/ M

for all e > 0. In the special case d = 2, we have

M?H HM 1/2 H \1/2
N anas (M, H) < M (S + =+ M%) (M + —)
|az| |ax| |as|

for all e > 0. Here all the implied constants depend on & and d.
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Proof. a) Suppose without loss of generality that a; = max; |a;| and write Y = |agzd +
. akazg]. For fixed xa,. ..,z we have

(22)  |n|= <LO(H)>1/[1: (L)l/d_‘_O(min((ﬂ)l/d’§<i>l/d> +1>

|ai| |ax] |a] |ai|

where the implied constant depends only on d. If H > |a;|M?, then (2.2) gives

H

1/d
Na(M, H) < M*= 1( ) Y e
( ) < o] < RN

If H < |ai|M¢ with a sufficiently small implied constant, then whenever we have a solution
we must have Y < |a1|M¢?, and (2.2) yields

Na(M, H) < M*~ 1(H(m)l/d+1> <<M’f—1(|al|%+1>,

which completes the proof.

b) For h € Z let n, (M, h) be the number of solutions to a(x§ — 2$) + b(zd — 2$) = h
with x,y, z,w < M. Using the Féjer kernel and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

Niasr—aras—an) (M H) <23 QHTQVMMQ(M, h)
\h|<2H
2 3 HI S e o b -t - s
|h|<2H z,y,z,w=M
L | sin(m2H ) 2
:2/0 2H( sin(7f3) >‘Z ala; HZ e(azB ‘
< (2 3 #nm(M,h)) /2(2 S #m,lw,h))m
IhI<2H/|a | [t1<2H] |as|

1/2 1/2
< (2N 10,0 (M, 2H/Jar ) (2V(0 -1.1,1) (M, 2H] |as)))
The lemma follows from [RS, Theorem 2|, which says
(2.3) Na,—1,1-1) (M, 6M?) <o MP¥e 4 M

for any § > 0 and any € > 0.
When d = 2, the result follows from a divisor argument. More precisely, we can fix z1, xo
with 1 # 2 to obtain O(M®H/|az|) choices for x3,z4 with x5 # x4. If 1 # x2 and

r3 = x4, then we have O(M¢H/|a;|) choices for z1, 2. Finally we have O(M?) choices with
r1 = 29 and x3 = 24.

¢) By the same argument as in part b) with Holder’s inequality, we have
N(al,ag,ag)(M H) < Nal —a1,a1, —al)(M 2H)1/4Ma2,—a2,a2 —ag)(M 2H)1/4Na3 —as3) (Mv 2H)1/2
< N(1,—1,1,—1)(M7 2H/]a1])1/2N(1’_1)(M, 2H/]a3])1/2.
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Clearly
(2.4) Na—y(M,H) < #{z,y =< M : |z —y| < M'™"H} < M + HM*™,

and the first claim then follows again from [RS, Theorem 2] (see (2.3)).
If d = 2, we can use the bound in part b) after an application of the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality. More precisely, we have

N(alva%aB)(M’ H) < Nal —al 027—112)(M 2H)1/2Ma3 —a3 (M 2H)1/2
€ N —ar az,—a) (M, 2H) 2Ny 1) (M, 2H | ag|)"/?,
and we can apply the case d = 2 in part b) and (2.4) to obtain the second claim.

3. REDUCTION OF THE PROBLEM

As mentioned in the introduction, at the heart of the problem is a number theoretic
question on the behaviour of integral matrices with d-th power entries. In this section we
reduce (1.3) and (1.4) to such arithmetic problems. This reduction is fairly standard (see
e.g. [Sa, VAK1, VdK2, VdK3]), and we can be brief. For the Fourier and diophantine analysis
to come we need to smooth out and slightly simplify the expression T;(M; [; o, k,d). We
replace the conditions

Ao — Ay = c(d, k,a)(qa(wj)k/d — qa(azl)k/d) el;, 2<j<¢

5

by smooth and slightly rescaled versions

Wj((qa(wj) - Qa(ml))Mk_d)

where the W;’s are fixed smooth, compactly supported weight functions. We also smooth
out the summation over the variables x1,...,xy € Z’;O using smooth weight functions ¥,
1 < j < ¢, that in addition have compact support in [1,2], so that all the variables are
localized. With this in mind we define the quantity

l 4
T (Miokd) = > []Wi((galz)) - galz))) Mde ( )

ml,...,mgeZ’;O Jj=2

where the asterisk indicates that the sum is over pairwise distinct vectors x; = (x;;) € Z’;O.
This should then be compared with the (“Hardy-Littlewood”) expectation

Mk< W 0)) (e

where Wj denotes the Fourier transform and

cla) = /R“ /[W e(éfj(qa(wj) )

This constant can also be interpreted as the surface 1ntegral

¢
/ [T vj(z))de
Q) j=1

=B
=

j(xj)dx dE.

sz\
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where Q(a) is the surface given by ga(x;) — ga(x1) =0, 2 < j < 4. Finally we also smooth
out the region D over which we integrate a using a smooth test function F' with compact
support? on R’;O.

By standard analytic methods (see [Sa, Section 3] or [VAK2, Section 2.3| and also [VdK1,
VdK3|) one shows the following.

Proposition 1. Let V;, W;, F as described above, M > 1, and fix a triple (d, £, k) with
2<d,l<k.
a) Suppose there exists some § > 0 such that

(3.1) /Rk ()[n(Makd (f[ ) ]da<<M2“.

Then (1.3) holds.
b) Suppose there exists some § > 0 such that

(3.2) /R  Fla) [77(1\4; ok, d) — M’“(ﬁ Wj(O))c(a)} dow < M*9.
>0 =2

Then (1.4) holds.

To analyze (3.2) we write

C(M) == C(M: k, ¢, d) ::/ Fla)T7 (M: o, k, d)dex

RY,
. ¢
(3.3) = Z / H qa () — ga(z1)) Mk d H ( )
w1y €Ty " B0 =2 j=1
= 3 I(x,M),
x, ,mgGZ’;O

say (where of course also Z depends on k,¢,d). We will usually drop the dependence on
k, ¢, d from the notation. We define for z = (x;) € Z2¢* the matrix

d d
d%Jd‘” d%kd
Lol —2L11 ° Top L1k

(3.4) T="T(x)= : T yAdel
d d d d
Tor— P11 0 Lo — Ty

and write T = (T} Tz) € 78 (E=0) g6 that Ty is a square matrix. We split the sum over
the x; into pieces according to r = rank(7") and call the corresponding piece

C(M)=C(Mik,b,d)= Y I(x,M).

:121,...,:125621;0
rank T=r

2We think of a as a column vector, so F' takes column vectors as arguments. Sometimes we write
a = (a5 ) with two column vectors of lengths ¢ and k — £ respectively, in which case we write F(a1, o2)

with the obvious meaning.
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When T is of full rank, C;(M) is the contribution of those @1, ...,z where 77 is invertible
(over Q). In this case we write a = (&) € R0 and we introduce new variables
a=Toa=Toao +Thas=(ay,...,a)" €R and obtain

::]N

I(m’ M) | det T1

l
$] / F(T (a — T2a2 a2 H a]Mk d da2 da.
R JRE—L j=2

Note that we may have some choice to decompose the matrix T and extract an £ x £ invertible
submatrix 77. In practice it will often be convenient to relabel the columns such that | det 77|
is maximal among all £ x £ minors. Let Dy = M%7 for some 1 > 0 and cut off smoothly
the portion | det 77| < Dy from the sum, i.e. we insert a weight function ¢(det 71 /Dg) where
¢ is a smooth weight function with support on (—oo, 1] U [1,00) and define

* det T}
Cor (M, Do) = D" Tl M)o(=5),
(3.5) @1,k ’
rank T'=¢

Ce,— (M, Do) = Co(M) — Cy.+ (M, D).

The key observation is that for |det 71| > Dy the integral Z(x, M) is a “flat” function
in each variable x;;, and hence by the Euler-MacLaurin summation formula (or a similar
device) we can replace the sum by an integral, up to a small error term. Note that for
rank(7") = ¢ the extra summation conditions imposed by the asterisk are void. More pre-
cisely, as the integral over a is O(1), the integral over as, ..., ay is O(M@=F)=1)) and the
integral over a; is O(M?), we have

L (0—1)(d—k)+d . M1 - ME—1+(d—k)+n
| det 77| [det Ty| = [det T1]

VI(zx,M)<

The L'-norm of this expression over the region xji =< Mis M k=1+n+te g5 that
Co (M, Do) = G (M, Do) + O(M*~17te)

where G, (M, Dy) is given by replacing the sum by an integral:

~

)4
- T M d dad
RE det Ty H R¢ JRE— Z (@ 2az), H a] X2 dadr.

The manipulation of G, (M, Dy) is now standard. By Cramer’s rule we have

Mae=1) 1
det T1 ' Mk_d

F(T7 (a — Thay), o) — F(T7 H((a1,0,...,0)" — Thaw), az) < < Mk
on the support of Wa--- W, so that up to a total error of O(M?7) after integration over
ao and a we may replace the first term on the left hand side of the previous display by the
second in the definition of G4 (M, Dy). We can now integrate over ag, ..., ay and rescale the
x;i-variables and the aq-variable to obtain that

G, (M, Do) = (H W;(0)) G+ (n) + O(M)
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where

4

$(M det Ty) // .
= —T: dag day dx.
G+(n) e detT H j(; - ((a1,0,...,0) —Tra), az)das day dz

Correspondingly we also define G_(n) where the factor ¢(M"detTy) is replaced with 1 —
¢(M"det Ty). By Fourier inversion (see [Sa, p. 191] or [VAK2, p. 389]) one shows that

|, Pler@yda=G.n +6-(),
and we conclude the following.

Proposition 2. Let k > (. Suppose that there exist 0 < §',n < 1 and some choice of Ty
such that for Dy = M= we have with the above notation

(3.6) > Co(M) +C— (M, Do) + M*G_(n) < M*¥7,
r<f-—1

then (3.2) holds for some 6 > 0.

The treatment of (3.1) is very similar. After expanding the square, we will need for the
mixed terms an asymptotic formula for C(M; k, ¢, d) with F(a) replaced by F(a)c(ex), which
can be studied with Proposition 2. It remains to consider the critical quantity

A
0(2)(M) ;:C(2)(M;I<:,€,d) = Z* H < ) <Jz\l}>
k Rk :
———
A
(3.7) < TT Wi (g (®5) — ga (@) ME ) W; (g () — da(yn)) M) dex
j=2

wl,...,weEZ];O
Y1, Ye€ZE

say, where the asterisk indicates that vectors x; = (x;;) € ZI;O are pairwise distinct and
the vectors y; = (y;,i) € ZI;O are pairwise distinct. We treat this quantity analogously. We
define the matrix

(3.8) T= <T(y)> € 72tk

with 7" as in (3.4), and decompose T = (TyTy) with Ty € Z2*?¢ a square matrix (again
we have the option to relabel the rows and columns). For r < 2¢ we define as above

C7§2)(M) to be the contribution of those values of x1,...xg, y1,...,yr where rank(T) = r
for 1 < r < 20. For Dy = M?*¥*=" we define C§§7)+(M, Dy) to be the term (3.7) with
an additional smooth weight ¢(detT;/Dg) (then automatically rank(T;) = 2¢) and write
02(2)_ (M, Dy) = Cé?)(M) - C’é??+(M) From this term we can extract the expected main
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term by replacing the sum over x1,...xg, y1,...,yr by an integral featuring the constant

4
1
0 = [, [ qarm; Tt wstw)
RF JR L=t

/ / F(T7((a1,0,...,0,a0,0,...,0)" = Toaws), a2))daxa d(ay, ay) de dy.
R2 JRE—2¢

As before we define gf) (n) by inserting a smooth weight ¢(M" detT;) and g? (n) by in-
serting a smooth weight 1 — ¢(M" det T1). We also have

|, Pletapda = g2m) = 62 ) + 6 ).

Thus we obtain:

Proposition 3. Let k > 2(. Suppose that there exist 0 < §',n < 1 and some choice of Ty
such that for Dy = M?¥="

S CP(M) + (M, Do) + MG () < M
r<2(—1

and in addition (3.6) holds with Dy = M~ then (3.1) holds for some & > 0.

In order to prove Theorems 1 — 5, we will verify the relevant bounds in Propositions 2
and 3. To this end we need to bound the integrals Z(ax, M) resp. Z(3)(z,y, M) (this is fairly
simple) and then count the number of matrices T resp. T satisfying certain determinant and
rank conditions. This is the main arithmetic work and essentially occupies the rest of the

paper.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Before we start with the proof, we define the auxiliary matrix

d d
x}l’l “e e xcll,k
':U o« e ':U
2,1 2,k
(4.1) T =T ()= | ezl
d d
Lo 0 Tyg

which clearly satisfies rank 77 = rankT = r with T" as in (3.4). Note that we must have
r > 2. In fact, more strongly we can state that any x;, ¢; with j # j' cannot be linearly
dependent: they cannot be identical, and if they are different, but linearly dependent, then
Go(T;) — gal(zj) > M1 > M for o > 1 and so they are not in the support of W; when
k> 2.

4.1. Small ranks. We begin by studying the case when r = rank(7") < ¢ and give an upper
bound for C,.(M) = C,(M;k,¢,d) which we recall is the sum of Z(x, M) in (3.3) over x
satisfying rank(7T') = r = rankT".

Lemma 3. Letk > d, 0 > 2. If2<r </, then
O, (M b, £,d) < M™nCAHER (01 (E42)) e
for any e > 0.
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Proof. Exchanging rows of T” if necessary, we can assume that each of the £ — r bottom
rows of T” is a linear combination of the first r rows, i.e.

T
(4.2) 2= piul, rH1<i<l 1<i<k
v=1
for suitable p;, € Q (which are independent of ¢), and the first r rows of 7" (and hence of
T') have rank r. We note already at this point that

(4.3) at most two of the p;,, 1 < v < r, are nonzero,

for otherwise x; would be a multiple of some x,, 1 < v <r, which is impossible.
We write

(T T3 (r+(0—1)) X (r+(k—1))
(4.4) T—<E ﬂ>eR ,

where T € R"*" is invertible (since the upper left r x r block of T” is invertible).

We write a = (%) € R™*=7) in (3.3), and we introduce new variables by writing
Tia1+To0 = a € R", so that ay = Tl_l(a—Tgag). We re-write Z(x, M) as an integral over
(&) € R™+(+:=7) The integral over a is O(1), the integral over as, . . ., a, is O(MT=1(d=k))

and the remaining integral over a; = gqo (1) is O(M?). We conclude that
(4.5) I(x, M) < MT—A=k)+d| qet 7|7

if rank(7T) = 7. At this point we use the trivial bound |det T;|™' < 1 and summarize our
previous discussion by stating that

(4.6) Cr(M) < M—D=k)+dexpr)

where C (M) is the number of possible entries x;; < M such that there exist p;, satisfying
(4.2). We proceed to estimate C;(M).

Suppose that the first 7 columns of 7" have already been fixed. We use this in combination
with (4.2) to determine the numbers p;,. Indeed, for each r +1 < j < ¢ we must have

d
Pj1 Lj1

NT . . .
(17) =
d
pjﬂ“ xj,’f‘

Since T in invertible, this determines each p;, € Q. Now we return to (4.2) and recall
(4.3). Thus we see that (4.2) is a non-degenerate form of degree d in at least 3 variables.

By Lemma la, it follows that the number of choices for the (r+ 1)-tuple x1;,..., 2, ;; is
at most
(4.7) O(M1+),

uniformly in the coefficients p;,. Once these are chosen for some fixed j, e.g. j = r + 1,
then by (4.2) the remaining x;;’s are determined. We conclude that

C;E(M) < MZr-i-(r—l)(k—r)-i-a’

so that
CT(M) < M(r—1)(d—k)+d+€r+(r—1)(k—r)+a _ MZT’-FdT-i-T’—TZ—‘,—a'

The worst case is r = min(3(¢ +d + 1),£ — 1), and we obtain the lemma.
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4.2. Full rank. We proceed to estimate Cp (M, Dy) (which also depends on k and d) as
defined in (3.5).

We start by arranging the columns of 7" defined in (4.1) as follows. For any two subsets
¢ C{1,...,k} and v C {1,...,¢} of cardinality n we denote by 7 the determinant of the
submatrix of T” consisting of the columns in ¢ and rows in t. We may then assume that
T' is “optimally arranged” (this phrase was coined by VanderKam [VAK3]) in the following
sense: for each 1 < n < ¢ we have

(4.8) T 2 T

for all n < m < k. (Then the left hand side is automatlcally non-zero since rank(7") = £.)
Indeed, this can be arranged by permuting columns as follows: first we move the largest
entry of the first row into the upper left corner. Then we permute the columns 2,3,...,k
so that (4.8) holds for n = 2,3 etc.

We return to the estimation of (3.3). As in (4.4), we write T = (T} Ty) € RO (H(E=0)
with rank(T}) = £. Again we write a = (%) € R“* =0 and we introduce new variables
a =Tia; + Thos € R, so that

(4.9) I(x, M) < MUEDER)Fd) got 7y |71
as before. Thus for Dy = M~ we obtain after dyadic decomposition

Co_(M,Dp) < sup D 'MUE=DU=Ri+dtectyr p)
D<K Dy

where CE(M , D) is the number of possible entries x;; < M in the matrix 7" such that
|det T1| < D and T’ is optimally arranged in the sense of (4.8).

Lemma 4. Let k> d,{ > 2. We have

Dy
Co._ (M, Do) < Mk+5<

4 pAd)=1- k)
M

for any e > 0.

Proof. The quantity Cy_ (M, Dy) does not change if we replace T' with 7" (since it
depends only on det 7). For notational simplicity let us assume that ¢ is even, the case ¢
odd is analogous. We introduce one more piece of notation: we write

1,...,n
s e
max(\ o \ ]’7'{ T 1n+1}\), n odd.

We now have
C,_(M,Dg) < sup DyiMU=Dd=Rtdrectyr p, .. Dy)

where Cg (M, Ds,...,Dy) is the number of possible entries x;; =< M in the matrix 7" € R¢*k
such that 7" is optimally arranged and A, < D, for 1 < n < /. Since T” is optimally
arranged and rank T = ¢, we have A,, > 0 for all n > 1.

We distinguish two cases when estimating C;r (M, Dy,...,Dy):

1) Suppose D,, > D, 1M1 for all 1 < n < ¢. We choose the entries of T’ as follows. We
choose 11,221 in O(M?) ways. Next we choose 19,222 in O(M?~Dy/D;) ways using
Lemma 2a with k = 2 and H = D,. In the same way we choose x1 3,723 keeping in mind
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the condition (4.8) with n = 2. Next we choose x3 1,232,733 in O(M?3~¢D3/Ds) ways using
Lemma 2a with & = 3. In the same way we choose 241,242, 74,3. Next we see that we can
choose 14, ...,744 in O(M*1Dy/D3) ways using Lemma 2a together with the fact that

D3 < max |7

le|=[v[=3

«C{1,2,3,4}

vC{1,2,3}
and the same bound applies to x15,...,245 (also using (4.8) with n = 4). We continue
until we have chosen x14,...,2¢¢ and 21 ¢41,...,2¢¢+1. The remaining k — ¢ — 1 columns

can be chosen randomly. Thus the total count for Cg (M, Dy,...,Dy) is

< M2 (Mz—d%)2(M3—dg_2>2 o (Me—d%)zMZ(k—Z—l) _ p2pgke-2t,

and hence

(4.10) nax DMV ERdt Gl (0 Dy Dy) < DyMBE
14 0
D7L>Dn71Md71
for all 1<n</{

2) Now we assume that D,, < D,,_1 M1 for some 1 < n < ¢. Here we choose the upper
left n x (n — 1)-block randomly. Next we apply Lemma 2a with k& = n to pick the first n

elements in the m-th column ¢, . ... ,xfl’m forn <m <k in

D
n +1) < M

< M1 <7
A;wd—an_1

ways, keeping in mind (4.8). Finally we choose the £ — n bottom rows randomly. Thus the
total count for Cg(M, Dy, ...,Dy) can be bounded by

< Mn(n—l) . M(k—n+1)(n—1) X Mk‘(f—n) — Mk(é—l)-i—n—l S M(k-ﬁ-l)((—l)

and hence

(4.11) nax. DZ—IM(Z—l)(d—k)—i-d-i-ECg(M’ Di,...,Dy) < MUD-1+e,
DnSDn—lMd71
for some 1<n<¢

Combining (4.10) and (4.11), we obtain the lemma.

4.3. Completion of the proof. In order to prove Theorem 2, we apply Proposition 2 using
Lemmas 3 and 4. The continuous contribution M*G_(n) can be bounded as in Lemma 4,
but the analysis is much easier. The contribution det T} = 0 is a Lebesgue null set, and
so we are left with bounding the volume of (real) matrices satisfying the conditions in the
definition of Cg(M ,Dp). This can be done as in Lemma 4, except that we can drop the
+1-term in Lemma 2a when estimating integrals as opposed to sums. This principle applies
in general, and in the following sections we will not discuss the continuous contribution in
Propositions 2 and 3.
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5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

The proof is very similar to that of Theorem 2. To begin with, let £,d > 2, k > max(2¢, d).
We remark that C)(M:; k, ¢, d) as defined in (3.7) is very similar to C(M; k,2¢,d) as defined
n (3.3), but with two important differences: the asterisk means something slightly different,
and we have only 2¢ — 2 conditions u(Z;) — ¢a(®1), 4a(Y;) — ¢a(y1) < MI* rather than
2¢ — 1 conditions as in C(M;k,2¢,d).

We apply Proposition 3, and from the proof of Theorem 2 we know already (3.6). We
bound C,@) (M),2<r<2(—1, and Céi) (M, Dy) exactly as in Lemmas 3 and 4. The only

,—

difference is that for rank(T;) = r we have
(5.1) I3 (@, y, M) < MT—2A=k)+2d) get T,

since two of the a;’s can be size M?. Compared to (4.5) this loses a factor of M* (which
is admissible since our target in Proposition 3 differs by a factor M* from Proposition 2).
It only remains to take care of the new meaning of the asterisk in (3.7). In (3.3) we could
assume up front that @, ...,z are pairwise linearly independent. Suppose now that some
x; equal some multiples of some y;. In this case we lose a factor M k=1 and we win a factor
MP*, as we explain now. The loss comes from the fact that in the linear combination (4.2) we
may not have the condition (4.3), so that we cannot apply Lemma la. Instead, we apply the
trivial bound to the equation (4.2) and replace (4.7) with O(M"). Since we apply this for
k — 1 columns, we lose a factor M*~1. On the other hand, if y; (without loss of generality,
after relabeling the indices and accordingly the definition of T) and x; are linearly dependent
for some ¢, then in the decomposition

_(T1 T2 (r+(20—7))x (r+(k—7))
(5.2) T= <T3 T4> eR
corresponding to (4.4) , the matrix T; does not contain the row (yfl, ... ,yfk), so we in fact

the better bound
I3 (,y, M) < MT=DE=k)+d] qet 1|71

which saves a factor M* compared to (5.1). The omission of the row (yfl, e ,yf’k) does

T'(x)

T'(y)

linearly dependent on some x;, so by row operations we can still transform a row (y;i1 —

not cause any problems when we pass to T = ( > € R2XF a5 in (4.1), since y; is

yfl, . ,y}ik — yf &) to pure d-th powers (y}i’l, . ,y;ik) The rest of the argument is identical.

6. THE CASE ¢/ =3

In this section we prove Theorem 4 and one half of Theorem 5 by improving Lemmas 3
and 4 in the special case £ = 3 which we assume throughout this section. We recall the
definitions (3.4) and (4.1) of the matrices T,T’. The proof of Theorem 4 will follow from
Lemmas 5 and 6 together with Propositions 1 and 2. The proof for (1.4) in Theorem 5
follows from Lemmas 7 and 8 together with Propositions 1 and 2.

6.1. Small ranks. We start by considering the case rank(7") < 3 in which case necessarily
we have rank(7") = 2 as observed in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 3.

Lemma 5. Let d > 2, k > max(d,3). We have Co(M;k,3,d) < M*(M? +M1+%+2d_k) for
every € > 0.
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Proof. Since rank(7") = rankT = 2, we can write the last row of 7" as a linear combi-
nation of the first two rows, i.e.

(6.1) $g,i = plxtli,i + Pﬂg,ia 1<i<k,

and by exchanging rows is necessary we may assume that 0 < |p1],|p2| < 1. This is the
analogue of (4.2). Since M¢ < qo(3) = p1ga(x1) + p2ga(x2) for any a in the support of
F', we conclude

(6.2) P14+ pr=1+ O(M_k)7
which implies
‘/Eg,i - l'il,i = pz(:l?g,i — x‘fﬂ.) + O(Md_k)‘

We call a column typical if all three elements are distinct. And we observe that a column of
T is either typical or has identical entries. Indeed, if two of them are equal, say x9,; = 1,
then (6.1) and (6.2) imply z3; = (1 + O(M~%))xy;, and since x5, v3; € N we must have
equality. If z3; = xo; for some 7, then we must have o ; = x3; for all 7, which is impossible.

We argue now that we can always arrange that at least two columns of T”, say the
first two, must be typical and in addition the upper left 2 x 2-block 7% of 7" must be non-
singular. The first claim is clear: if only the first column was typical, then gq (1) —ga(x2) =
oq(xil — xgl,l) > M9! for a; > 1, a contradiction. And if the first two components of all
typical columns were linearly dependent, then 1 ; = x2; when the ¢-th column is non-typical
and x1,; = fxa; with 8 # 1 when the i-th column is typical, and again

Ga(T1) — ga(z2) = Z ai(mil,i — a:%l) > M1
i typical

for o; > 1 by the same argument, a contradiction.
Let us in addition order the first two columns such that

(6.3) |z22 — x12| <|z2n — 1] <X X

for some parameter 1 < X < M. Let g = (222, 212) and fix it. For i = 1,2 we can define

d _ .d 1-k 1—k
L3~ P M M
6.4 =3 Tl +0< >= +0( )
( ) ql ng _ ,’L’[liJ- /02 |,:U2’i _ $1’i| QI X

We choose the first column in O(M?2X) ways. This determines gy, which in turn de-
termines go as a reduced fraction with denominator of size O(XM?!/g?) in at most
< 14 MR X MI1)2g724 « 1 + M?@Fg=2d ways. Since the second column is
typical, we have go # 0,1. Then we can apply Lemma 1b to the first equation in (6.4) with
i = 2 to determine the second column in < (M/g)?/%+% ways. We conclude that the first
two columns can be chosen in

2d—k
< M¢ Z M2X<%)2/d (1 n MT) < M2+2/d+eX(M(d—2)/d + M2d—k)
gM 9 9
ways.
At this point we can compute p1, p2 (both different from 0, 1) from the non-singular matrix

equation
(Th)T P1 _ xg,l )
P2 5
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Hence for each remaining column, we can apply Lemma la to (6.1) to get at most O(M1+¢)
solutions for each remaining column. While still restricting our count to elements satisfying
|zg1 — x1,1] < X, we obtain at most

(65) MeX(M3 + M2+%+2d_k)Mk_2.

choices for all columns. Before we substitute this into (4.6), we also improve (4.5) a bit.
Namely, by Cramer’s rule applied to the function F(a) = F(T;*(a — Thaw), a2) we may
bound the integral over a; by < |det T} ]/]azgl — a:fl\ < |det Ty| /(M1 X) rather than M¢9,
and hence Z(x, M) < M=% /(M1 X). Putting this together with (6.5), we obtain

d—k

Co(M) < M*®  sup X(M? + M2+%+2d_k)Mk_2,

1<x<m MA—1X
and hence the lemma.
6.2. Full rank. Next we consider the situation when rank(7") = 3 and tighten the argument
of Lemma 4. We assume that T is “optimally arranged” in the following way. Among all
differences |z;; — x4, 1 <@ < k, j # j' € {1,2,3}, we choose the largest and assume

without loss of generality that i = 1 (by re-ordering columns). Next we relabel the rows if
necessary and assume that

(6.6) |zo1 —x31| < |11 — @3] < |z — 221
Now we choose the second and third column appropriately to ensure

|zoq — x11| = |22, — 14|, 121,

{1,2 ~{1,i .
(6.7) T = TEal iz,

+{1,2,3} ~{1,2,i} )

Taosy |2 Tassl 023

where 7 is the determinant of the submatrix of 7' consisting of the columns in ¢ and rows
in © (the first condition is automatic for our choice of the first column and (6.6)).
We decompose T' = (T T5), where

d d d
T1,1 ) T13

d d d d d d
Tl - ‘T?[l - ‘T}[l x§72 - x}la "1;?[3 - x[lig
L31—T11 P32~ Tio T33— I3
is regular by the third condition in (6.7) and rank T = 3. We have x5, # 1, by the first
condition in (6.9) and rank7 = 3. We also have |7Eglé2;t}| # 0 by the second condition in

(6.7) and rankT = 3. As in the previous proof, we can can use Cramer’s rule to slightly
improve the bound for Z(x, M) in (4.9) to
k) 5{1,2} -
I(w, M) < MR 7D

and correspondingly we have

M2(d—k)
Cs_(M,Dy) = sup ——CI(M,D,A;X,Z)
D<K Dg A
Z<XLM
A<<M2d
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where Cg(M, D, A; X, Z) is the number of matrices with
{1,2
‘detTﬂ <D, ‘7-{23}}’ =A#0, ‘1’271—1'171’ =X #0, \x271—x3,1] = Z

Lemma 6. Ford > 2,k > 4 we have
1/5
ke 2d+2 -3k —2/3
Cs (M, Do) < M <<Nﬂd> +M + M%)

for every € > 0.

Proof. We estimate C;:(M, D, A; X, Z) in various ways.
A first count is very simple: We pick the first two columns randomly in O(M®) ways. For
the i-column we obtain an inequality from the third condition in (6.7) which reads

d d d d d
|Azf; + B(xy,; —27;) + C(25, — 27,;)| < D

for certain numbers A, B, C with A = | {{2132}}| = A. Since max(|A—B—C|,|B|,|C]) > |A] <

A > 0, we can apply Lemma 2a with k = 3 to see that there are at most < M3~4D /A + M?
choices for the i-th column. Alternatively, we can bound this number by O(M?3) trivially.
Thus we obtain

Np2d—k) MA=R) oo MBAD 2\ k2
= Cl(M.D, A X, 2) < —Z—M(mq A,M)+M)
M2(d—k) M3—4D
6.8 6 3(k—3) 2(k—2)
(6.8) < AJW(A M=) 4 )
Md+kD M2+2d
K—Fz—+—F5x—

This is useful if A is big.
When A is smaller we can study the expression of ’7'{2 3} using Lemma 2c. We have

T2 = (24

(6.9) 7o

d d d d d
—x3 q)af 2T (331 1= T51)T9 9 + (751 — 27 1)T5 5]
We first dispense the case when Z = 0. In this case, we see that (6.9) becomes

d d d d -
‘(331,1 - 333,1)(352,2 - 333,2)\ = A
Since X > 0, we must have 0 < |z1; — 231 < Y < X. Since A > 0, we see that the

number of choices for the second column can be bounded by O(M A/ (M 2d_2Y)). Using

O(MY) for the number of choices for the first column and the trivial bound O(M?3) for all
other columns we have

2(d—k) 2(d—k) 2
MA Cg(MDAXO) M sup MYJMA

- = M3(k—2) Mk—l
A ocveM M?2=2y < ’

(6.10)

which is admissible.

From now we assume Z > 0. By (6.6) we have O(M X Z) choices for the first column, and

from (6.9) we see that the number of 21 2, x2 2, x3 2 such that |7, {2131}| < A is, by Lemma 2c,
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bounded by

e( M3—4A N M3—d/2A1/2 N M5/2_d/2A1/2 N 3/2>
(Xz)1/2Md—1 (XMd—1)1/2 (ZMd—1)1/2
B a<M4_2dA . MT/2=dA1/2 . M3—dAL/2
B (XZ)1/2 X1/2 71/2
By the second condition in (6.7), we can apply this reasoning for every i-th column with

i > 2. Alternatively, we can choose the i-th column trivially in O(M?3) ways. In this way
we obtain for k > 4 that
M2(d—k)
A
Mr2(d—k)+e
L ———MXZ < min <
A
M2(d—k)+e

< TMXZ((

+M3/2).

CL(M,D,A; X, Z)

MA=2dA  pNfEAAL2 pp3-dAl/2 5 N
(XZ)1/2 + X1/2 + 71/2 ’ ) )
MA—2d AN 2 MT/2—dA1/2 3
AN B-3) (7) 2 30k—4)
(XZ)1/2) X
6—2d
MTA A33) M3<k—1)/2)

A AL/2 1 M (B+4d—3k)/2
MM (L S ),
< M2d * M * M * A
This would suffice for k > %(4d + 3) and we improve this by a third argument under the
general assumption

(6.12) 0< A< M2

with a sufficiently small implied constant. We write the second condition in (6.7) for the

determinant |’7~f{{21£,f}} | with i > 2 as

(6.11)

d d d d d d d d
(6.13) |($2,1 - 331,1)(333,1' - 5131,2') - (5173,1 - 5131,1)(5172,2‘ - $11)| =:D; < Dy < A.

As before we call the i-th column typical if the set C; = {z1;, 22, x3,} has cardinality
3. We first observe that as long as D; # 0, the case #C; < 3 or #C7 < 3 cannot occur,
since otherwise (6.12) would be violated. This applies in particular for i = 2 and so the first
two columns are typical. On the other hand, if D; = 0 for some i > 2, then either the i-th
column is typical or we must have zo; = x1; = x3; since we know that the first column is
typical and D; < A satisfies (6.12).

We first choose the first column in < MX? < M? ways. Let us now consider the i-th
column for some ¢ > 2. If this column is not typical, then we can choose it in O(M) ways.
Suppose now that it is typical, then we can assume |z, — 21| <Y with 0 <Y < X by the
first condition in (6.7). Now we can re-write (6.13) as

d d

A T3, — L1,
(6.14) |(J1 — qi| L ——~55 CG=—F 7 <4 {0, 1}.
M2A-DXY $§l,i - $Cll,i

Let g; = (14, 2,4, x3,) and fix it. Since ¢ is already fixed by the first column, the number
of choices for ¢; as a fraction with denominator < Y M1 9; 4 is at most
A d-1,—d\2 Y A
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Once g;, ¢; are fixed with ¢; ¢ {0,1}, we can apply Lemma 1b to (6.14) to see that the i-th
column can be chosen in O((M/g;)?/%t%) ways. Summing over g; < M we sce that the
number of choices for the i-th column can be bounded by

M+ ) (1 + %) (g)z/dﬁ < MY 4 AMP/FE,

Thus we obtain altogether

M2(d—k)
(6.16) —Z—4Mmamxzy<

M2(d—k)+e
A
& ME(MPRF2 | AR=2p2043-2k42(k=1)/d)

M3 (M + AMP/4k

under the assumption (6.12).
We now combine (6.10), (6.11) and (6.16) as follows: if A > M3/2=2/4 we apply (6.10)
and (6.11), otherwise we can use (6.16) since (6.12) is satisfied. In this way we obtain
MPAD) kte (3 r2(d+1-k sd-skjarea , L AP A
TCg(M,D,A,X,Z)(M €(]\4( )—l-M /12+2/ +M+W+W).
We can drop the first term for £ > 4 and combine the rest with (6.8). Using appropriate
geometric means, we have

M4ED M2H2d—k A Al/2 DL/3

D1/5
. 1-k/2 2—k)/3
mln( A2 + A ’M2d+Md)<< Md +M / +M3d/5+M( /
DL/5 DL/5

= (2—-k)/3 -2/3

< M3d/5 +M S M3d/5 +M

for k > 4 and D < M3, In this way we obtain
M2(d—k) DL/5
T k+ 2d—3k/2+2/d —-2/3
~—CIM. DA X, Z) < MM (M M ).

This completes the proof.

Lemmas 5 and 6 suffice as soon as k > %d + % in which case we need k > 4 when d = 2.
In the following we improve Lemma 5 and Lemma 6 to allow k = 3 when d = 2.

6.3. Small ranks: the case d = 2. We start with a variation of Lemma 5 for d = 2.
Lemma 7. We have Co(M;3,3,2) < M7/3%¢ for any e > 0.

Proof. We assume throughout this proof (k, ¢,d) = (3,3,2). As in the proof of Lemma 5
we can assume that the first two columns are typical and define (6.4) for i = 1,2. We write
o (anb) =1 bi>0. g ¢ {01}, i=12

(2
We recall the definition of X in (6.3), which gives O(M?2X) choices for the first column.
Once the first column is chosen, we have ¢; is determined and then we decompose by into
dyadic ranges with by < B < M X.

Next we consider the second column. Let g = (z12,%22,232) and fix it. Let us first
assume that go # ¢1. In this case we observe that |ga — g1 = 1/(b1b2), so (6.4) implies by >
M?X/B. We also have by < M X/g? from (6.3) and thus we must have ¢> < B/M < X
whenever by exists. We determine go from (6.4) in < 1+ M 72X 1(XM/g*)? =1+ X/g* <
X/g? ways (using g?> < X). Now (6.4) yields a non-degenerate ternary quadratic form in

q; =
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zj2/g,1 < j < 3 with determinant |asbe (b2 — az)| > [b2|?. Since (az,b2) = 1, Lemma lc
shows that the triple 2;2/g, 1 < j < 3, can be chosen in at most

M
glba|?/3

ways. Thus the second column (with fixed g) can be chosen in

X MB?/3
<g M (1 g(M2X)2/3)

<<M€(1+ ><<ME(1+9M32/3 )

(MzX)2/3

ways if go # ¢1. On the other hand, if ¢o = ¢1, then simply by Lemma la we can choose the
triple x;2/g, 1 < j <3, in O(M'*¢/g) ways.

Finally, once the first and second columns are determined, as in the proof of Lemma 5
the last column is determined in O(M*+¢) ways. For d = 2,/ = k = 3 we conclude that

M N X <1 N M B2/3
g 92 g(MzX)2/3

1
Co(M) <« M* Z sup 5
san S M

M2X< ))M < M3+,

This completes the proof.

6.4. Full rank: the case d = 2. We proceed with a variation of Lemma 6 for d = 2,{ =
k= 3.

Lemma 8. Ifd=2,{=k =3, then

1/3
D
Cs_ (M, Do) < M3+5<# n M—%>

for every € > 0.

Proof. We want to improve (6.16) if d = 2. Again we see that the assumption (6.12)
implies that the first two columns are typical and the third column is typical unless D3 =0
(with the notation as in (6.13)), in which case x13 = x93 = x33. Therefore we see that
(6.14) is well defined for i = 1,2 and we can write

a=3 (@b)=1 b>0 gg{01} i=12
i
Recall Y =< |z99 — 212 < |x21 — 211 < X. Define g = (21,2, 22,2, 232) < M and fix it.
From (6.13) we have g | Dy =< A and thus g < A'/2. We fix the first column in O(MX?)
ways and this determines ¢;. Next we consider the second column. Since Dy < A > 0, we
have g2 # q1. Then from |g2 — q1| > (b1b2) ™! and (6.14) with 7 = 2, d = 2 we must have

M2XY
Aby

whenever ¢y exists. Since go # 0,1, we see that z19,222,232 satisfy a non-degenerate
ternary quadratic equation with determinant |agbe(by — a2)| > b3. Since (ag,bs) = 1,
Lemma Ic shows that we can choose the triple z;2/¢,1 < j < 3, in at most

M M|Ab; [2/3 MBAPS
€ | € el et NN - =
(617) <M (1+ g|b2|2/3> < Me(1+ SAPXYF el )

by >

) < M€<1+
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ways for fixed g2 # ¢1 and fixed g (using |b1| < M X). As in (6.15), the number of ¢, can
be bounded by
A Y M\2 AY
LA (VA AY
+ M2XY \ ¢2 < g*X <

which together with (6.17) gives a total contribution

AY MY3A2/3
(6.18) MY (1+g4X)<1 p:

M1/3A5/3)
g<<A1/2

2/3as51/3
) < M (MMM A =

for the number of choices for the second column. We can use the (6.18) for the number of
choices for the third column when D3 # 0 and O(M) when D3 = 0. Therefore we have

1
TPACYM. D AKX, Z)

(6.19) ME N 2/3 1 r1/3 M1/3A5/3 M1/3A5/3
<<M2AMX (A M7+ A+ X2/3 )( + X2/3 )

< ME(A7/3M1/3 +A4/3M+M2 —|—A2/3M5/3) < Me(A7/3M1/3 +M11/5).

We also need to improve (6.11) for d = 2,¢ = k = 3, which was based on Lemma 2c. Here
we can use the special case d = 2 of Lemma 2c in (6.9) together with (6.6) for the second
and third columns and obtain

1
M2Ac§(M,D,A;X, Z)
€ M2A  MA A
— MYZ o M) (M —
(6:20) © MR oopvex <YM v )( + XM)
A M4
el — 2
<M <M+ M )

We now finish the argument exactly as before, but by replacing (6.16) with (6.19) and (6.11)
by (6.20). Combining (6.19) and (6.20) using suitable geometric means gives

1
M?2A
Combining this with (6.8) and (6.10) completes the proof of the lemma.

CH(M, D, A, X, Z) < M*(AM ™" + M1 + M"/5) « M*(AM ™" + M%),

7. THE CASE ¢ =2

In this final section we consider L?-convergence for the pair correlation function and prove
Theorem 2 and the other half of Theorem 5. Throughout this section we assume £ = 2.
As in the proof of Theorem 1, we consider the matrix

d d
$1,1 e 33‘17,{
d d d
- L1 — X171 - Lo — L1k
= d d
yLl e yl,k)

d d d d
Yo1— Y11 - Yor — Yk
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For the proof of Theorem 2 we assume k > 4. We can arrange the columns so that

|9 — x| = |@os —@14l, 12> 1,  |ron — x| = |y20 — Y1l

FL2Y S L
) | {24}| | {24}| i =2,
: FL23Y S 2
| {124}‘ | {124}’ 023,
1.23.4) (1,234} -
| {1234}’/‘7-{1234}’ >4,

where TF is the determinant of the submatrix of T consisting of the columns in ¢ and rows
in t. We partition the count into

1,2 1,2,3 1,2,3,4
(72) Jaoq =21l < X, [yon — il <Y [TE0 1= Doy [T = sy (T 5y | = Da.

for parameters X > 0 and Y, Do, D3, D4 > 0.

7.1. Small ranks. We start with an upper bound for
COM) =P Mk fd) = > 0@y, M)

x1,..., e ENF

Y1,y ENF
rank T=r

for r = 2,3 with Z) (a,y, M) as in (3.7).
Lemma 9. Let d > 2, k > max(d,4). We have

C§2)(M; k,2,d) < MF+2 4 Npo+e
for any € > 0.

Proof. The only way rank(T) = 2 can happen is if y; and yo are linearly dependent on
x1, To. So we can write

d d d d d d
(7.3) Y1 = P1T1; T P2Xo;, Yo, = O1T1; + 02T9 ;.

for some p;,0; € R. In the notation of (5.2) the change of variable matrix is the upper left

2-by-2 block
d d
T1=<dxl’1d dwl’2d>
Lo1 — L1 Lo — T2,

of T, and we introduce variables (&) = Tioy + Tooy € R? with (L) € R*(k=2), The
integral over ap is O(1), the integral over as = go(2) — qo (1) < M % is O(M?=*), and
by Cramer’s rule the integral over ay is < |det Ty|/[z§, — 2{ | < |det T1|/M**X. Thus
we have in total Z®) (x,y, M) < M'"%/X.

Suppose first that py = o9 = 0. Then we determine the first column trivally in O(M?3X)
ways which determines p; and o9 so that every other column can be chosen in O(M?) ways.
This gives a contribution

Ml—k

M3XM2(k—1) — Mk+2.

Suppose from now on without loss of generality pi1ps # 0. Choose the first two columns
in M"X ways. This determines p1, p2, 01,02 since the upper 2-by-2 block is invertible. For
every other column we apply Lemma la with k& = 3 to the first equation in (7.3) to determine
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Z14, %24, Y14, and then yo; is determined from the second equation in (7.3). This gives a
contribution

ﬂM7XM(1+€)(k_2) — M6te
and completes the proof. *
Lemma 10. For d > 2,k > max(d,4) we have
) (M;k,2,d) < ME(MP-1 4 p2+2)
for any e > 0.
Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that
(7.4) Yl = pat; + paal; + psys;

for some p; € R. As a change of variable matrix we can take the submatrix with entries in
the first three columns and 1,2, 4-th rows of T, i.e.

d d
d x171 d LR d x173 d
Y21~ Y11 -+ Y23 Y13

whose determinant is of size D3 by (7.2). Since rankT = 3, we have Dy, D3 > 0. As before
we see (using Cramer’s rule) that

I3 (x,y, M) < M*2k /D,

Let us first deal with the case Y = 0. The first column has M?2X choices since Y2,1 = Y1,1-
In the second column we pick 212,222, y1,1 randomly. The second condition in (7.1) now
reads

d d d d -
’(952,1 - 951,1)@2,2 - y1,2)\ = Ds.

Thus 0 # |y2.2 — y1.2| < Do/ X M?I=2. Treating all other columns trivially by O(M?), we
obtain a contribution

M2k 5 D A(k—2) 2k—1
7.6 MEX M ——— - M) = MR
( ) D2 X M2d-2
(This argument could be improved in the present case, but we will reuse it in the next
lemma.)

From now on assume Y > 0. We first consider the case when ps = p3 = 0 (or similarly
p1 = p3 = 0). Choose the first column in O(M?XY') ways using (7.2). This determines
p1 # 0 and so that we have trivially O(M?3) choices for all other columns. Alternatively, we
can forget about p; and use the second condition in (7.1) in the form

d d N\(,d d d d \(.d d
(7.7) (51 — 27 1) (Y2, — yi4) — (a1 — yia) (@5, — 21;)] < Da.

Using Lemma 2b together with the trivial bound, the number of choices for the i-th column
can be bounded by

D2M4—d D;/2M3—d/2
MI-1./XY M(d-1)/2y1/2

M?® min ( n M2,M3).
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This gives a contribution towards C§2)(M ) when k£ >3

M2d—2k+a

Dy
M2d—2k+a

7.8 - M*XY
(7.8) <=5 <

D2M4—d N D;/2M3_d/2
MI-1/XY M(d-1)/2y1/2’
D2M4—d
Mi-1/XY M-y
M2d+2
o)

MQXY(min ( M3) + M2>k_1

< M* <Mk+2 +

From now on we can assume that (7.4) is at least a ternary form (i.e. at least two p;’s are
non-zero). We fix the first column randomly in O(M?XY) ways. For the next two columns
we apply Lemma 2b to the determinant equation (7.7). Then p1, p2, p3 are determined since
the relevant 3 x 3 block Ty of T in (7.5) is invertible. For the rest of the columns we can
apply Lemma la using (7.4) with k£ = 3,4 depending on whether p;pap3 = 0 or not. This
gives a total contribution

M€M2d_2kM2XY Doy MA—d . D§/2M3‘d/2 e 2M2(’“‘3)
(7.9) 2 <Md—1«/XY M(d=1)/2y1/2 )

M2d
< ME(MO1Dy + XMP + XY ) < M2,
2
Combining (7.8) and (7.9) together with (7.6) completes the proof.

7.2. Full rank. Now we consider the case rank T = 4 and so we can assume Ds, D3, Dy > 0
in (7.2) from assumptions in (7.1).

Lemma 11. For d > 2,k > max(4,d) we have
o DT
k k— k d
i (M, Dy) < M€<M2 g M MO +2>
for any e > 0.

Proof. In the case rank(T) = 4, the usual change of variables in (3.7) is

(01,02,a3,a4)T =Ta = (¢a(®1), ¢a(®2) — ¢a(®1), 92 (Y1), 4o (y2) — Qa(’yl))T

and @ = Tja; + Taag with the notation as in (3.8) and the subsequent line. For the integral
over ai,as we use that the support F' implies that Tl_l(al, %, a3, *)T lies in a box of length
O(1) (depending on ag,a4), and by a (generalized version of) Cramer’s rule, this volume is at
most < |det Ty|/Dy. The integral over g is O(1) and the integral over ag, aq is O(M?3=2F).
so that in total

M2
I (x,y, M) < — M2k
Dy

The case Y = 0 yields verbatim as in (7.6) a contribution O(M?*~1), and from now on
we assume Y > 0. We have various bounds depending on the size of Ds.
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For the i-th column we consider (7.7) as an inequality in 1, 22, Y1,i, Y2,;. We can apply
Lemma 2b for the i-th column or alternatively the trivial bound O(M?*) getting

M2d—2k Dy MA—d 1/2M3 d/2 k—1
€ 2 : 4 2
M= MXY(mm< iy TR 1/2Y1/2,M>+M)
M2d—2k D2 pp2(4—d) Do M6—d
7.10 € 2 (( 2 2 ) 4(k—3) %k—ﬂ)
(7.10) <M 7o MEXY ((panyy ey )M M
]\421@1)2 M2d+2
€ 2k—2
<<M<M2d R )

This is useful when Dy < M?24=9 for some ¢ > 0.

When Ds is large, we use information from 3 x 3 determinants as described in the third
condition in (7.1). Here we choose the first two columns randomly in O(M?®) ways. Then
for any other column we apply Lemma 2a with k = 4 getting O(M*~%Ds3 /Dy + M?) choices

using the third condition in (7.1). Indeed, the coefficient of :Eill is {{2142}} 71{11 42}} and the
(1,2}

coefficient of xgl is — (1.4} » SO the maximum of the absolute values of the coefficients is

> Dy. Alternatively we can chose the i-th column trivially in M* ways. When k > 3 this
gives a contribution

M 2d—2k WERCD)) k—9
o (L ) )
2 2

Nj2d—2k MA=dp, A2k k2
e ( MAk=3) M3(k—2)) 3
< D2 D2 T < D% + D2
Combining this with (7.10), we obtain for k > 3 that
(711) ]\4a (M2k—dD§/3 + M1+3k‘/2 + M2k‘—2 + M2d+2).

This is useful when D3 < M3?=9 When Djs is large, we use instead the fourth condition in
(7.1), in the exact same way we also have the bound (observing that D3 < Dy M? by (7.1))

M 2d—2k+d M4—dD4 k—3
M12< . ( M4) M3>
Ds min Dy +
M2d—2k+d 1 M4—dD4 Akt 3(k—3 M2k+2dD4 Mk+3d+3
«—p—M (T;),M( )+ M )><< 2 =5
Combining this with (7.11) gives the final bound
P
ME (M%Mjlld/? 1 NTEE3)/4 g g2k 2+M2d+2)

Recalling (7.6) for the case Y = 0, we complete the proof of the lemma.

7.3. The linear case. In order to complete the proof of Theorem 2 based on Proposition
3, we also need to verify (3.6) for £ = 2,k > d and some 0 < 7,6’ < 1. This is much simpler

than the analysis in Lemmas 9 — 11 and can be dealt with quickly.
Lemma 12. For k> d > 2=/, we have
D
Co,~(M. Do) < M*** =2

for any e > 0.
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Proof. Here we define T" as in (3.4) with ¢ = 2. Since we must have rankT = 2, we
can rearrange columns of 7" so that X < |ro1 — z11| = |22, — x1,] for all i > 2. Using the
change of variable matrix 77 defined by

d d
T1=<dx1’1d dm1’2d>
To1 — 211 To2 —Ti2

we see that
1 M¥F|det T 1
I(z, M) < - .
(@ M) < G 31X MF1X
Note that | det 71| < Dy implies
Dy
=z > |t — z1pz2] = |11 (22,2 — 212) — @12(221 — 21

We fix |22 — 212| < X and |z11| < M and any integer < Do/M??=2, then by a divisor
argument x12 # 0 and w21 — x1,1 # 0 are fixed up to a factor M*. Hence the first two
columns can be chosen in < MM X Dy/M??~2 ways. All other columns can be bounded
trivially in O(M?) ways, so that

Me Dy —2) Dy

627_(M, Do) < Mk_lXMX = —M2d

as desired.

7.4. The case d = 2. Finally we prove the second half of Theorem 5, so we assume d =
£ = 2. The results in the previous sections, in particular Lemmas 9 — 11 suffice for the case
k > 4, so from now on we assume k = 3. This case is notationally different from the general
set-up in Section 3 in that the definition of T in (3.8) requires k > 2¢ = 4 for the change of
variable matrix to exists. Here we consider instead the matrix

2 2 2 2 2 2
T — To1 — 211 T22 ~Ti2 T23T13
=\1,2 2 27 2 27 2.
Ya1— Y11 Y22~ Yiz2 Y23~ Vi3
We can arrange the columns so that

|zo1 — z11| = |22, — 14,

(7.12) X =< |xo1 —x11] 2 ly21 —v11| XY,
- (1,2 (14}, .
Dy = T2 1T i =2

where 7, is the determinant of the submatrix T with entries in columns in ¢ and rows in t.
Let us first assume that rank(T) = 2 so that Dy > 0. After the change of variables

a= (al,ag)T = (qa(l?) - Qa(ml),Qa(?H) - Qa(yl))—ry

the integration over ap, ap in T (x,y, M) defined in (3.7) is O(M?3(=*)) so that the entire
integral is bounded by

I3 (x,y, M) < M24F) D7t — (M2 Dy) L.

Let us quickly deal with the case Y = 0 as in (7.6). Here we choose the first column
in O(M?2X) ways and we choose the remaining four z-variables in O(M2X?) ways by the
first condition in (7.12). The third condition in (7.12) now implies that |y2; — y1,| <
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D2/M2X for i = 2,3. Note that y22 — y12 # 0 since otherwise the conditions ¥ = 0 and
4a(Y2) — qa(y1) € M¥* imply y; = yo. Thus we get a total contribution of

1
M?X - M%2X?%. M

7.13
(7.13) M?2D, M2X

D D
2 12 2 2 32 4
1 —> =M"X"+ Dy X < M* + Dy M.
(1+3p% A S A
From now on we assume Y # 0. The first column can be chosen in O(M?XY) ways.
Applying Lemma 2b with d = 2 to the third condition in (7.12), we can bound the number

of choices for the second and third column by

M?Dy;  MD,
14 e ( M2).
(7.14) MX + MY + )
Therefore a bound towards C§2)(M ) satisfying (7.12) is given by
M¢ M?Dy;  MD, 2 M6
MAXY (S 4 =2 4 M?) < ME(M2Dy + Dy + - ).
M?2D, MX My < 2T,
which together with (7.13) gives (using Dy < M*)
M6
(7.15) M?#(M?*Dqy + M* + 5o
2

We complement this with the following alternative bound under the assumption Dy < M?
with a sufficiently small constant. This plays the same role as the condition (6.12), and as
in that discussion we see that in this case none of the entries in the first two columns of T
can vanish as Dy # 0. Fix g = (JE%J - xil,yil — y%l) < MY . Then the first column of T
can be chosen in O(M?XY/g?) ways. For the second column we consider the determinant
equation

|a(y§,2 - y%z) - b(m%z - $%2)| = D;, a= (33%1 - 513%,1)/9, b= (ygl - y%,l)/g'

Since (a,b) = 1, by a divisor argument we find at most 75 M?*¢/|a| solutions for the second
column. Using (7.14) for the third column we obtain a contribution in total

M= Z M2XY <T2M2)(M2D2 MD,

_|_
2 2
M2D; 22 ¢ \MX/g/\MX = MY

+ M2> < M° (M2D2 + M4>.

We choose this bound if Dy <« M (in which case it is applicable) and (7.15) otherwise,
obtaining in total

) (M, Do) < M6+5<% + %)
which is admissible.

It remains to deal with the case rank(T) = 1. The integral in (3.7) can be bounded by the
same argument by < 1/M?X. Now we simply choose the first column in O(M3X) ways.
Since the two rows of T are linearly dependent, this determines the factor of proportionality.
Note that if y2 1 = y1,1, then we will have yo = y; which is forbidden. Thus we can apply
Lemma la to see every other column can then be chosen in O(M?*¢) ways, and we obtain
a total contribution
M3X . M4+e

— M5+€
M?2X

e <«

which is admissible.
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