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COUNTING IMAGINARY QUADRATIC POINTS VIA
UNIVERSAL TORSORS, II

ULRICH DERENTHAL AND CHRISTOPHER FREI

ABSTRACT. We prove Manin’s conjecture for four singular quartic del Pezzo
surfaces over imaginary quadratic number fields, using the universal torsor
method.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let K be a number field, S a del Pezzo surface defined over K with only
ADE-singularities, U the open subset obtained by removing the lines from S,
and H a height function on S coming from an anticanonical embedding. If S(K)
is Zariski dense in S then generalizations (e.g. [BT98Db]) of Manin’s conjecture
[EMT89, [BM9(] predict an asymptotic formula, as B — oo, for the quantity

Nu,u(B) = [{x € U(K) | H(x) < B},

namely
Nu,u(B) = cs,uB(log B)p71(1 + o(1)),

where p is the rank of the Picard group of a minimal desingularization of S and
¢s,H is a positive real number.

Much progress was made in recent years in proving Manin’s conjecture for specific
del Pezzo surfaces over Q via the universal torsor method. In [DF13], the authors
extended this method to imaginary quadratic fields in case of a quartic del Pezzo
surface of type Az with five lines.

In the present article, we continue this investigation by proving Manin’s conjec-
ture over imaginary quadratic fields for quartic del Pezzo surfaces of types As+ Aj,
A4, D4, and D5.

For more information about Manin’s conjecture and the universal torsor method,
we refer to the introductory section of and the references mentioned there.
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1.1. Results. Let K be an imaginary quadratic field. We define the anticanonically
embedded quartic del Pezzo surfaces S; C P% over K by the following equations:

So : ToT1 — Toxs = Toxs + r1x3 + xoxg =0  of type Ag (5 lines) (1.1)
Sy TOT3 — TaTs = ToT1 + T1T3 + x% =0 oftype Az + Ay, (1.2)
So : TOT1 — Toals = ToTg + T1T2 + x% =0 of type Ay, (1.3)
S3 : Toxs — T124 = Tox1 + 2103 + 25 =0  of type Dy, (1.4)
Sy Tox1 — x% = x% + 2ox4 +x122 =0  of type Ds. (1.5)

All of them are split over K, hence rational over K, and therefore, their rational
points over K are Zariski dense. The Weil height on P% (K) is defined by

max{||Zo|l o » - - s [%allo }
H(xg: - :xy) = = - 1.6
(w0 V= RaoOx + -+ 220x) (16)
where Ok is the ring of integers in K, [|-||, := | - |? is the square of the usual

complex absolute, and Da is the absolute norm of a fractional ideal a.

For Sy, Manin’s conjecture was proved over Q and imaginary quadratic fields
n [DF13]. For Sp, Sa, S3, S4, Manin’s conjecture was proved over Q in [Der09],
[BDQ9], [DTO07], [BBO7], respectively. In this article, we prove Manin’s conjecture
for S1, ..., S4 over imaginary quadratic fields:

Theorem 1.1. Let K be an imaginary quadratic field, A its discriminant, hg
its class number, wx the number of units in O . For i € {1,...,4}, let U; be the
complement of the lines in the del Pezzo surface S; C P}, defined by (L2)—(LH).
For B > 3, we have

Ny, u(B) = cSi’HB(logB)5 + O(B(log B)4 loglog B),

ith
v 5)- Lot .
cs,.m = aS;) - LS. 0 - weo(Si).
KW
Here,
~ 1 ~ 1 ~ 1 ~ 1
§1) = —— R S SN SN A P
a(5)= g @)= gigepr @)= 300 @)= gaEg000
6
1 6 1
B = 1—— ) (14 =+ ), 1.7
’ 1;[( ‘ﬁp) (+‘ﬁp+‘ﬁp?) 4o
and
~ 12
wOO(Sl) = — dZo d21 dZQ,
T Slzoz1(zo+22)ll s || 23 || o || 23 (zo+22) || llz122(20+22) | oo s 2022 (20422) [ <1
~ 12
Woo(S2) := — dzg dzy dzag,
T 28| o lzoz2zall oo s]| 2322 o] |23 28| o] |28 (28+202a) || <1
~ 12
wOO(S3) = — dZo d21 ng,
T 2022 128 o123 22 [l o[22 o420 || s [l 20 (021230 <1
~ 12
Woo(Sy) := dzg dzy dzs.
[128]] o l[z022 | o ll28 20 | ool 2822 s [ 2023+22 | <1

We note that Manin’s conjecture for Sy is implied by [CLT02] over arbitrary
number fields, since S, is an equivariant compactification of G2. On the other
hand, Sp, ..., S3 are neither toric nor equivariant compactifications of G2 [DLI10],
so that [BT98al [CLT02] do not apply. Finally, S; and S3 (but not Sy, Sa2, Si)
are equivariant compactifications of some semidirect products G, x G,, [DL12],
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so similar methods as in [BT98al [CLT02] may apply to them, but this has been
worked out only over Q and with further restrictions in [T'T12].

1.2. Methods. The general strategy in our proofs of Theorem [LL1] for Sy, ..., Sy
is the one proposed in [DF13]:

In a first step, the rational points S;(K) are parameterized by integral points
on universal torsors over S;, satisfying certain height conditions and coprimality
conditions, following the strategy from [DF13l Section 4]. Since the Cox rings of all
minimal desingularizations S; have only one relation [Der(6], the universal torsors
are open subsets of hypersurfaces in A%, with coordinates (m1,...,m9) and one
relation, the torsor equation.

In the second step, we approximate the number of these integral points on univer-
sal torsors subject to height and coprimality conditions by an integral. In all cases
19 appears linearly in the torsor equation, so it is uniquely defined by 71,...,ns.
We first count pairs (ns,n9) for given (n1,...,n7) using the method from [DF13]
Section 5] and then sum the result over another variable using the results from
IDFT3| Section 6]. The summations over the remaining variables are handled in all
cases by a direct application of the results of [DF13] Section 7].

In a third and final step, we show that the integrals from the second step satisfy
the asymptotic formulas from Theorem [Tl Here, the shape of the effective cone of
§Z- is crucial; after all, the volume of its dual intersected with a certain hyperplane
appears as a(gi) in Peyre’s refinement [Pey95] of Manin’s conjecture.

Though the proofs for Sy, ..., Sy have many features in common, each case has
its own difficulties.

In the case of Sy, the first step is mostly covered by our general results from
[DF13], whereas the second step requires dichotomies with different orders of sum-
mation according to the relative size of the variables.

The first step in the case of S is mostly covered by the general results as well,
but the second summation in the second step requires additional effort in order to
obtain sufficiently good error terms.

In the case of S, parts of the first step need to be treated individually, and
the second summation in the second step is more complicated, since ng does not
appear linearly in the torsor equation. Additionally, the second summation requires
a dichotomy similarly as in the case of Sy, in order to handle the error terms.

The case of S5 is probably the most simple one. Parts of the first step need to
be treated individually, but the summations in the second step go through without
additional tricks, so it just remains to bound the error terms.

Finally, in the case of Sy, parts of the first step need to be treated individually,
and the second summation in the second step is slightly more complicated, since
ng does not appear linearly in the torsor equation.

1.3. Notation. Throughout this article, we use the notation introduced in [DF13]
Section 1.4]. In particular, C denotes a fixed system of integral representatives for
the ideal classes of the ring of integers Ok. Moreover, p always denotes a nonzero
prime ideal of Ok, and products indexed by p are understood to run over all such
prime ideals. We say that © € K is defined (resp. invertible) modulo an ideal a
of Ok, if vp(z) > 0 (resp. vp(x) = 0) for all p | a, where v, is the usual p-adic
valuation. For z,y defined modulo a, we write z =, y if vp(z — y) > vp(a) for all

p|a.
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2. THE QUARTIC DEL PEZZO SURFACE OF TYPE A3+ A

2.1. Passage to a universal torsor. Up to a permutation of the indices, we use
the notation of [Der(6].

FiGure 1. Configuration of curves on §1

For any given C = (Cy, . ..,C5) € C%, we define uc := N(CFC - Cy') and

0, :=Cs 0y :=Cy 05 := o0y eyt eyt
Oy :=C105" Os = Cj3 Op 1= 0205
O7 == CoO7 eyt et Og := CoC; Og := CyC5 .

Let

70 5o
0, = o7, ].E{,...,'?},
Oj, ]6{8,9}.

For n; € Oj, let

Ij = 77]0;1
For B > 0, let R(B) be the set of all (ny,...,ns) € C8 with 1, # 0 and
n2nsnansnenmmsll < B (2.1)
[nEnan3nine| . < B (2.2)
|lmnenzniningnz|| , < B, (2.3)
\|n3nansnenz (nan3ngnz + nems)|| . < B, (2.4)
2 3,2 2
21778+ MaT5 617 s <B. (2.5)
m oo
We observe for future reference that (Z1I) and (24) imply the condition
|msmansmenz ||, < 4B. (2.6)
Let Mc(B) be the set of all
(M1, .--ym9) € Ore X -+ x O,
that satisfy the height conditions
(771) s 7778) € R(UCB),
the torsor equation
ManEeNT + M2ts + M = 0, (2.7)

and the coprimality conditions
I; + I, = Ok for all distinct nonadjacent vertices E;, Ej in Figure [l (2.8)
Lemma 2.1. We have

1
Nv, 1 (B) = — > [Mc(B)].
K cecs
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Proof. We observe that the statement of our lemma is a specialization of [DF13]
Claim 4.1]. We prove it using the strategy from [DF13] Section 4] based on the

construction of the minimal desingularization 7 : S; — S; by the following sequence
of blow-ups: Starting with the curves Eéo) = {yo = 0}, E?()o) = {y1 = 0}, Esgo) =
{y2 =0}, E§O) = {—yo — y2 = 0} in P%, we
(1) blow up Eéo) N E§O), giving Eil),
(2) blow up EY N EY, giving ES,
(3) blow up EéQ) N E§2), giving Eég),
(4) blow up EY N EY), giving ESY,
(5) blow up E§4) N Eé4), giving E;E’).
t

1

With the inverse mo p=1 : P2 --» Sy of the projection ¢ = pon=t: Sy --» PZ

(o :- - :xq) > (xo: z2: x3) given by

D((yo = y1 2 y2)) = (Yoyr(yo +y2) + —y3 47 (o +y2) = y1y2(yo +y2) : Yoy2(yo + 223)

and the map ¥ from [DF13, Claim 4.2] sending (11,...,79) to %)
(172314105 106107 18 M3 306, T2 DA 31T 117, 34506777709, T177)8)9 )

we can proceed exactly as in the proof of [DF13, Lemma 9.1]. O

2.2. Summations.

2.2.1. The first summation over ng with dependent ny.
Lemma 2.2. Write ' := (m1,...,n7) and I := (I1,...,1I7). For B >0, C € CS,

we have
2
|Mc(B)| = Yo M)V, ..., NU7; B) + Oc(B(log B)?),
|AK| N €O XX Oy
where
1
‘/S(tla"'at7;B> ::_/ dnSa
by Jn(Vir Ve s B)<1
with a complex variable ng, and where
Os(I') := Hes,p(Jp(Il)%
P
with J,(X'):={j e{1,...,7} : p| L} and
Os.p(J) := 1= fﬂLp if J = {4};{5};{6};{1a 3}7{27 3},{3,4},{4, 6};{55 6}7{55 7}7
* 1— g if J={3},
0 otherwise.

Proof. By [DF13| Lemma 3.2], the set R(n’,ucB) of all ng € C with (n1,...,71s8) €
R(ucB) has class m, with an absolute constant m. Moreover, by [DF13| Lemma
3.4, (1)] applied to (23, this set is contained in the union of at most 2 balls of
radius

R(n';ucB) := (ucB ||mny 'n7 || )Y <o (B T

We apply [DF13, Proposition 5.3] with (A1, A, As, Ag) := (4,6,5,7), (B1,Bo) :=
(2,8), (C1,Ch) :=(1,9), D := 3, and ucB instead of B. (Moreover, we choose II;
and IIy as in [DF13, Remark 5.2].)
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Similarly as in [DF13| Lemma 9.2], we see that the resulting main term is the
one given in the lemma. The error term from [DET3| Proposition 5.3] is

‘ , 5 (R(n';ucB)
2WK(IJ)+WK(IJI4ISIG) ) 1
RN w7 )

where, using (23] and the definitions of uc and the O;, the sum runs over all 7/
with

WL ILIZTIIZIGT;) < B. (2.10)
Since |O%| < oo, we can sum over the I; instead of the 7, which then run over all
nonzero ideals of O with (ZI0), so the error term is bounded by

Z 2WK(IS)+WK(ISI4ISIG) ( 1/4 Bll/;: 1/4 + 1)
v, @m NI NL NI,
owk (Is)+wk (IslalsIe) B qwi (Is)+wi (Is 1115 16) B
<mhm&m@”mﬁ”mﬁ”m@” * 9?11‘5112‘3115‘31139?1?9?13)

< B(log B)? + B(log B)*> < B(log B)%. O
2.2.2. The second summation over 1z.

Lemma 2.3. Write n” := (n1,...,n6). For B >3, C € C%, we have

2

2

|Mc(B)| = <7> > A(0s(T), I) Vo (M, . .., NIs; B)
\Z |AK| N €014 XX Ogx

+ Oc(B(log B)*loglog B).
Here, for ty,...,t¢ > 1,

V7(t1,.. tS,B . dt7d778,

t1 /\/_1 \/_7,773)673(3)

with a real variable t7 and a complex variable ng.

Proof. Following the strategy described in [DF13] Section 6] in the case by = 1, we
write

2
|Mc(B)| = —== Z S 0(Ir)g(MEy) + Oc(B(log B)?), (2.11)
|AK| N €014 XX Opsx N7EOT4

where 9(a) := 0s(I1,...,Is,a) and g(t) := Vs(NI1,..., M, ¢; B). The conditions
22) and ([26) imply that g(¢t) = 0 unless

2 2 3 2 4B 1z
NENEZNEBNIENT < B and ¢ <ty := L (212)

(‘)Ug‘ﬁ]f‘ﬁ]é‘ﬁlg
Moreover, applying [DF13] Lemma 3.4, (2)] to (2.35]), we see that

<« L. (3B /
g M, \ Nyt

B B o B o
NIy - Nlgt \ NEPNLENBRI N NLNIGNLENIGE '

In particular, we always have g(t) < B/(9; - - - Dgt).
By [DF13| Lemma 5.4, Lemma 2.2], ¢ satisfies the condition [DF13] (6.1)] with
C =0 and ¢y = 29Ur1als)
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Let t; := (log B)'*. A straightforward application of [DFI3, Proposition 6.1]
would not yield sufficiently good error terms, so, using a strategy as in the proof of
IDF13| Proposition 7.2], we split the sum over 77 into the two cases MI; < t; and
N7 > ty.

Let us start with the second case. We may assume that t3 > t;. Using [DF13]
Proposition 6.1] with the upper bound g(t) < B/(MI; - - - Nlst), we see that

2w
> 0(In)g(Nn) =~ A0(@),0,0x) [ glt) s
n7€O07« |AK| >t
N7 >t =t
2wK(11»~I4IG)B _1/2
*O(iwl.-.m [ )

When summing the error term over the remaining variables, we may sum over all
I” with 9MI; < B, so the error term is

—-1/2 -7 11 4
< 1 mllmlﬁ <<(Og ) (Og ) (Og )

Now let us consider the sum over all 77 with 91I; < ¢;. Since 0 < J(I7) < 1, we
obtain an upper bound

Z Z I(I7)g(NI7)

N €014 XX Opx N7EO74

NI <ty
S B B —q B —q
2 NNy \ RPREREREN, NLRENIENIPNE
@I with t=m1
NIz <ty

=

S B B -
= NIy - N7 \ NIsNIZNIENIZNI2
2,517

Z12) with t=NI;

Ni7<t1

< > B
NI, NN NN,

I2,13,14,16,17
NI;<B, MI;<t;

< B(log B)*logt; < B(log B)*loglog B.

Our proof is finished once we see that

> A(9(a), a) /tl g(t) dt < B(log B)*loglog B.

N €014 X+ X Ogx

This follows from an analogous computation as above with the integral over ¢ instead

of the sum over I, and using that 0 < A(JY(a),a) < 1. O
Lemma 2.4. If1” runs over all siz-tuples (I1, ..., Is) of nonzero ideals of Ok then
we have

NUl,H(B) = <L> ZA(@g(I”,h),b)%(iﬁh,...,DTIG;B)

V |AK | 1

+ O(B(log B)*loglog B).

Proof. This is entirely analogous to [DF13| Lemma 9.4]. O
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2.2.3. The remaining summations.

Lemma 2.5. We have

8 6
Now st (B) = (L> (h—K) 6uVo(B) + O(B(log B)* loglog B),

VIAK| WK

where Oy is as in (7)) and

1
WE= [ e dme dns
il

(m,-..,ns)ER(B)
71l oo s M7l o 21

with complex variables 1y, ...,1ns.
Proof. By |[DF13, Lemma 3.4, (6)], applied to the (2.1), we have

32/3 B ( B )—1/3

V7(t1,...,t6'B> < =
’ (333 213t te \ 13t L

We apply [DF13| Proposition 7.3] with » = 5 and use polar coordinates, similarly
to [DF13, Lemma 9.5, Lemma 9.9]. O

2.3. Proof of Theorem [I.1] for S;. We will use the conditions

|nin3nine|, < B and (2.13)
|mim3mine| . < B and ||ny 'ny 'ningnd|| < B. (2.14)

Lemma 2.6. Let o(S1), wso(S1) be as in Theorem I, let R(B) be as in 1)~
23), and define
1

Vo(B) ::/ (11,-..18) ER(B) de -+ dng,
Il o 2 s lmall oo lims 1 oo ime ll oo 21 11T oo
(oY)

with complex variables n1, ..., ng. Then
70a(S1 )woo (51)B(log B)® = 4V{(B). (2.15)

Proof. We use the following substitutions on we, (§1): Let 01, 2, N4, N5, 6 € C{0}

and B > 0. Let 73, 7, ns be complex variables. With [ := (B ||77177277477g77§Hoo)1/2’

we apply the coordinate transformation zq = 1=Y/31n, -1, 21 = I~/ 3n1manansne - 03,
29 = 1713 (=my - g — naning - n7), of Jacobi determinant

[mnenansnell 1 (2.16)
B Il
and obtain
woo(S1) = 12 Imetareristisloo / L dns dn7 dns (2.17)
00 = : :
@ B sy er(B) 1M1 s
The negative curves [E1], ..., [E7] generate the effective cone of S;. We have

[-K5] = 2By + 2B» + 3B + 2By + Eg| and [Ey] = [Ey + Es + By — 2B — Eg).
Hence, [DET13| Lemma 8.1] (with the roles of 13 and ng exchanged) gives
1 dn dmp dng dns dne

35 Imm2m4m576 || o
1 F P 2 PO 78 R =3 P | 3 =

a(S1)(log B)® = (2.18)

The lemma follows by substituting (ZI7) and 2.I]) in 2I5). O
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To finish our proof, we compare V(B) from Lemma with Vy(B) defined in
Lemma Let

Do(B) = {(m,---,18) € R(B) | [Imllog s+ lIm7ll oo = 1},

Di(B) = {(m,--,m8) € R(B) | [Imlloc -+ Il = 1, @RI},

Dy(B) = {(m,--»m8) € R(B) | Imlloe - Il = 1, RIA},

D3(B) :=A{(m;--,m8) € R(B) [ mllo -5 Imslloe = 1, @ID)},

Dy(B) = {(m, -, 18) € RAB) | Im o sIm2ll s -]l oo 51751 o 5 [176 ]l oo = 1, @I}

Moreover, let
Vi(B) = / M
D;(B) ||771||oo

Then Vy(B) is as in Lemma 2.5 and V4 (B) = Vj(B). We show that, for 1 <i < 4,
V;(B)—Vi—1(B) = O(B(log B)*). This holds for i = 1, since, by [Z2) and ||ns| ., >
1, we have D;(B) = Do(B).

Moreover, using [DF13| Lemma 3.4, (2)] and (X)) to bound the integral over 7s,
we have

B1/2

Va(B) = Vi(B) < fi<|imlleollnsll . <B dny --- dny < B(log B)*.
-1 —1_2 4

oy
o7 s znnd || > B Imnznellog

Moreover,
B 1/2

”1/2 dny --- dny < B(log B)*.

V3(B) — Vo(B) <«

1710l e 55 lIm6 1o 21
71l <1, @2,

Finally, using [DF13|, Lemma 3.4, (4)] and [Z35) to bound the integral over 77,
1g, we have

||771772777

B2/3
Va(B)-V3(B) < ————dn - dig < B(log B)*.
I mananng||
1711l oo o112 | o s 174 o 15 1l o 176 [l oo =1 576 loo
Il oo <1,

Using Lemma and Lemma 26 this shows Theorem [[] for S;.
3. THE QUARTIC DEL PEZZO SURFACE OF TYPE A4

3.1. Passage to a universal torsor. We use the notation of [Der(6], except that
we swap g and 7g.

Fi1GURE 2. Configuration of curves on S,

For any given C = (Cy, . ..,C5) € C%, we define uc := N(CFC - Cy') and
0, = 50! Oy := C,C5 " O3 := CoCr ey ot
O, = 010{1 O5 .= Cf Og := (s
O :=CoCy'Cy Os=CoCy! 0y=CRC OO
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Let
o7 je{1,..., 1},
Oj* = J i
Oj VS {8,9}
For n; € Oj, let
Ij = 77]0;1
For B > 0, let R(B) be the set of all (1y,...,n8) € C® with 15 # 0 and
|nimamsnindne|| ., < B,
[ mensnanenmms | o < B
2.3 2 92 <B
|lminsmnanins||, < B,
2.2 2 9
lmmsmsninsngn|| ., < B,

MN7NE + N3N3eN5
Ub]

<B, (3.5)

o0

and let Mc(B) be the set of all
(M., m9) € Ore X -+ x Oy,
that satisfy the height conditions

(m,...,m8) € R(ucB),
the torsor equation
3T + Mg + sty = 0, (3.6)
and the coprimality conditions

I; + I}, = Ok for all distinct nonadjacent vertices Fj, £y in Figure (3.7)

Lemma 3.1. We have

1
Nva.n(B) = — > IMc(B)|.
K cecs

Proof. This is a specialization of [DF13, Claim 4.1] and we prove it using the
strategy from [DF13| Section 4] with the data supplied in [Der06]. Starting with
the curves Eéo) = {yo = 0}, Eéo) = {y1 = 0}, E§O) = {y2 = 0}, Esgo) =
{=yoy2 — y? = 0} in P%, we prove [DF13| Claim 4.2] for the following sequence of
blow-ups:
(1) blow up Eg(,o) N Eéo) N Eéo), giving E§1),

) blow up EXY 0 EN nEY | giving B,
) blow up ESQ) N EéQ), giving Eég),
) blow up E§3) N ES’), giving E£4),
) blow up Ef) N E§4), giving Eé5).

The inverse o p~! : P4 --» Sy of the projection ¢ = por=1 : Sy —-» P%,
(xo:- - :xq) > (xo: z2: x3) given by

(2
(3
(4
(5

(o s y1 :y2) = (U5 < yowrya : Yoy« Yoz« —y2(Ui + Yoy2)), (3.8)
and the map ¥ appearing in [DF13] Claim 4.2] sends (71,...,79) to

(My3m3mE N3G, MM2N3NANGTTTIS s T3 Mo M3 TATIE IS s LN N3N3s G117, N7

As in the proof of [DF13], Lemma 9.1], we see that the hypotheses of [DF13] Lemma
4.3] are satisfied, so [DF13], Claim 4.2] holds in our situation for ¢ = 0.

Note that [DEF13l Lemma 4.4] applies in steps (3), (4), (5) of the above chain of
blow-ups. In steps (1), (2), we are in the situation of [DF13| Remark 4.5], so that
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we must derive some coprimality conditions using the torsor equation. We use the
notation of [DF13| Lemma 4.4, Remark 4.5].

For (1), we start with the parameterization provided by [DF13| Lemma 4.3],
consisting of (95, %, n%, nf) satisfying certain coprimality conditions and other con-
ditions. Since 1} # 0, there is a unique C; € C such that [I5 + I} + Ij] = [CT']. We
choose n{ € Cy such that I} = I} + I; + I}; this is unique up to multiplication by
O . We define 0§ :=n4/ni, n§ = ns/n{, n§ == ng/n{ and n¥ := . To show that
(i, m%,m% ,mg, ) lies in the set described in [DF13], Claim 4.2] for ¢ = 1, everything
is provided by the proof of [DF13| Lemma 4.4] except the coprimality conditions in-
volving nY,n4,n¢,ny. Considering the configuration of Eil), Eél), Eél), Eél), these
are I{ + I = Ok (which holds because I§ + I} + I§ = Ok by construction and
because of the relation nynY + ni{n{* +ny = 0) and Iy + I} + I{ = Ok (which
holds because otherwise the relation would give non-triviality of Iy + I + I + I3 I/
contradicting the previous condition or the condition I + I¥ = Ok provided by
the proof of [DF13l Lemma 4.4]).

For (2), we replace ” by ' in the result of the previous step. We choose C5 € C such
that [I] + I3+ 15] = [C5 '] and 0y € Cy = OY such that I = I} + I} +I}. Tt remains
to check the pairwise coprimality of I}, I, I§. By construction, I +I§ + I = Ok;
considering the torsor equation n§n% +n{n4?+n§ = 0 shows I}’ + I} = O directly,
IV + I = O using I} + I = O, and I{ + I}/ = Ok using I} + I/ = Ok.

Since steps (3), (4), (5) are covered by [DF13l Lemma 4.4], this shows [DF13]
Claim 4.2]. We deduce [DF13| Claim 4.1] in the same way as in [DF13| Lemma
9.1]. O

3.2. Summations.

3.2.1. The first summation over ng with dependent ng. Let n' := (n1,...,m7) and
I':=(I1,...,Ir). Let 0o(I') := [, 00,p(Jp(I')), where Jy(I') := {j € {1,...,7} :
p| I} and

1 it J =0, {1}, {2}, {3}, {4}, {5}, {6}. {7},
Oo,p(J) == or J ={1,2},{2,3},{2,5}, {3, 4}, {4,6},{6, 7},
0 otherwise.

Then 6p(I') = 1 if and only if Iy, ..., I7 satisfy the coprimality conditions from
BI0), and 6p(I") = 0 otherwise.

We apply [DF13| Proposition 5.3] with (A1, A2, A3, Ag) :=(3,4,6,7), (B1, By) :=
(1,8), (C1,Ch) := (5,9), and D := 2. For given 19, 15, we write

nsmananr = 0% 1(n 4) = IL113,

where I3, IT; are chosen as follows: Let 20 = 2((n2,75) be a prime ideal not dividing
I, 15 such that A0; 'Og = AC,C; 'C5 ! is a principal fractional ideal Ok, for a
suitable ¢ = ¢(n2,7n5) € K*. Then we define Iy = Iy(n2,n5) := net and II; =
IT (192, 75) = maminenet 2.

Lemma 3.2. We have

Mo (B)| = —— ST Oy, CVe(R .., NUy; B) + Oc(Bllog BY),

VIAK] N'EOL XX Or.

where

1
‘/é(tl,...,f7;B) =

/ dng
t5 J(VEr,. B ms) ER(B)
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Moreover,
98("7/3 C) — Z MK(Ec)éS(I/’EC) Z 1}
Ne.
e\l p mod €. I5
t+1113=0x PO+t I5s=0k
P259515776777A

with

7 ¢ic (L2131, 15)

G(T, ) i= O (1) 2 12737476)

s te) = o) G  + tls)
Here, A := —n3n?/(t(n2,m5)?m), and nenrA is invertible modulo €.I5 whenever
6o(T') # 0.

Proof. Tt is clear that fs(n’, C) = 61(n’) from [DF13], Proposition 5.3], and a simple
argument as in the proof of [DF13, Lemma 9.2] shows that Vg(MNIy,...,Ni7; B) =
Vi(n',ucB). Hence, the main term is correct and it remains to bound the error
term arising from [DF13], Proposition 5.3].

Similarly as in [DF13| Lemma 9.2], we see that the set R(n’, B) of all ng with
(m,...,m8) € R(ucB) is of bounded class and (using [DF13l Lemma 3.5, (1)] on
B3)) contained in two balls of radius R(n'; ucB) <c (B‘ﬁ]g,‘ﬁ[fl‘ﬁl;l)l/4.

The error term is

oLuls R(n'; ucB)
2wK(Ig)+wK(121314Ie)+wK(1215) ’ 1
e e )

where, using ([B4]), the sum runs over all n’ € Op, x - -+ x Or, with
NWLIGEEIIET) < B. (3.9)

Since |O%| < oo, we can sum over the I; instead of the n;, which then run over all
nonzero ideals of O with (B3], and obtain

Bl/4
<c Z 2wK(Iz)+wK(I213]4I6)+wK(I2I5) ( " 1 1 + 1)
v & nn/*m*mry/

< owk (I2)+twk (I2Is1sle)+wk (I215) B QwK(12)+wK(12131416)+wK(1215)B)

R R e YAy (A VARV D Ve VA
< B(log B)® + B(log B)® < B(log B)?. O

For the further summations, we define

wry= Y Mg
te| I ¢

t+1113=0k

and distinguish between two cases: Similarly to [BD09], let Mg 6)(B) be the main
term in Lemma with the additional condition 9Mlg > 9117 on the 7', and let
Mé87)(B) be the main term with the additional condition 91l < 91I7;. Moreover,

we define
1
Nes(B > Z M86
YK Geeo

and Ng7(B) analogously, so

Nu,.m(B) = Ngg(B) + Ng7(B) + O(B(log B)?). (3.10)
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3.2.2. The second summation over ng in MégG)(B).

Lemma 3.3. Write n” := (n1,...,15,77) and O” := O1, X -+ X Ops X Opi. We
have

VIAK]

2
2
M8 (B) = <7> > ALY, I6)Vag(N4, ..., N5, N7 B)
,n//eoll

+Oc(B(log B)Y),
where, forty,... ts,t7 > 1,
T
Vae(t1, .- ts,t7; B) := . / dte dns,
(Vs \F ns)ER(B)

te>t7
with a real variable tg and a complex variable ng.

Proof. We follow the strategy described in [DEFT3| Section 6] in the case by > 2.
We write

e =DV

n"’eo” eIz
e+ I3=0xk
where
D= Y 9(Is) > 9(MN),
16 €6 p mod €. I5
NiIg>NI7 pOKg+E.Is=0k

P =t 15m6M7 A
with 9(Ig) := 0s(I', &) and g(t) := Va(NI1, ..., N5, t, NI7; B).
By [DF13, Lemma 5.5, Lemma 2.2], the function o satisfies [DF13 (6.1)] with
C =0, ¢y := 2vx(il2lsls) - By ([FF), we have g(t) = 0 whenever ¢ > ty :=
BY2 )N} P*RERINLNIL*NIL?), and, by Lemma [DF13, Lemma 3.5, (2)] ap-
plied to (FX), we have g(t) < BY/2/(MI;/ 29111/ 2012/?). Using [DET3, Proposition
6.1], we obtain

S =2 (e T) AW(a), o b ];) / glt) dt

V |AK| t>MNIr

Y il BYioe *mry + 0N(eI5) log B
5 .
w2 P2 \ A 2ot 2o 2/ ‘

Using [DF13, Lemma 6.3] we see that the main term in the lemma is correct.

For the error term, we may sum over £ and over the ideals I; instead of the 7;,
since |0} ] < co. By @BI) and our condition NIl > N7 it sufﬁces to sum over &
and all (Iy,...,Is, I7) satisfying

NIENRIGRISNIINIENT; < B. (3.11)
Thus, the total error is bounded by
gwi (Is)+wi (I1 I I3 Is) g3/4 oui () tw (I 21315) B1/2 o9 B
Iz,: I <‘ﬁ13/ B9 A 19 AR 1Y U 19 A 1V 2 " I,/ *mr; Pl )

owk (I2)+wk (I1121315) B 2wK(12)+wK(I1121315)BIOgB
< Z 54y 13/ 200y 75/4 + 3/2 3/2
NPl s v PuEnr P

< B(log B)? + B(log B)* < B(log B)*. O
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Lemma 3.4. If 1" runs over all siz-tuples (I1,...,Is, I7) of nonzero ideals of Ok
then we have

Ngo(B) = <L> ZA(%(I/)J@VSSG(WH,---,mfs,m17;3)+0(3(10g3)4)-

V |AK| 1
Proof. This is analogous to [DF13| Lemma 9.4]. O
3.2.3. The remaining summations for Nge(B).

Lemma 3.5. We have

8 6
Ngg(B) = 7° (L> (h—K) 60 Vsso(B) + O(B(log B)* loglog B),

VIAK| WK

where Oy is as in (LT) and
Vaeo(B) 5:/ Vao(t1, .. ts, b7y B) dty - dts di,
t1,.ts,tr>1

with real variables t1,..., t5,t7.

Proof. By |[DF13| Lemma 3.5, (5)], applied to (35, we have, for ¢t > 1,

B B ~1/6
Veg(ti, ..., t5,t7; B .
s6(t1,. .. 5,173 B) < P— (t?tgtétﬁtg)

Furthermore, using B.)) to bound tg and (B3] to bound ||ns||.,, we see that

Vi (¢ b5, tr: B) < — b B - b B
SOy B0 T ts \ 203630243 ) \ 24312412 ) ~ 1y tst; \ 315631363 )

We apply [DF13|, Proposition 7.3] with r = 5. O

3.2.4. The second summation over ny in M((jgn(B).

Lemma 3.6. Write n” := (m,...,n6). We have

Mé87)(B) _ ( 2 ) Z ,4(9’8(1’),]7)1/87(53111,...,‘)?IG;B)

V |AK| N"€O01 XX Opx

+Oc(B(log B)"),
where, forti,...,tg > 1,
T
Ver(te, ... te; B) := T / dtz dns,
(Vt1,--,v/t7,m8) ER(B)
t7>te

with a real variable t7 and a complex variable ng.

Proof. Again, we apply the strategy described in [DF13, Section 6] in the case
bo > 2. However, this time we must examine the arithmetic function more carefully,
since a straightforward application as in Lemma 3.3l would not yield sufficiently good
error terms. We write

(87) 2 ,UK(EC)
W - Ay ey
|AK| N €01 XX Opx ec| 12 Nt
L +1113=0k
where
L= ) 0 ). (M), (3.13)
n7€O7, p mod & I5
NI >N pOk+t Is=0xk

pP=e, 15M6M7 A
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with 9(I7) := 0s(I', &) and g(t) := Va(NI,, ..., N, t; B).
The key observation is that, as in [BD09], we can replace ¥(I7) by the function
@t (121314 15)
5 (I + tcI5)’
where 6, encodes all coprimality conditions that are encoded by 6, except for

allowing I5 + I7 # Ok. For the representation 6 = [], 65 ,(Jp(I')) as a product of
local factors, this amounts to

L) e {1 if o5 (J) = 1 or J = {5,7},

V'(I7) := 6p(T')

0P 0 otherwise.

Replacing ¢ by ¢ in BI3) does not change ¥ for any n” € O, X - -+ X Og, and ¢,
as in (B12), since the sum over p is zero whenever I5 + I7 # Ok. Indeed, we know
from Lemma that ngnrA is invertible modulo €.I5 whenever ¢, is as in (B12)
and 0y(I') # 0. This implies that v, (s AO7) = 0 for any fixed n”, €. as in (BI12)
with ¥ # 0 and any p | €.I5. Therefore, if p | I5 + I7 then the second and third
condition under the sum over p in (BI3) contradict each other.

Since ¥'(I7) = J(I7) whenever Is + Iy = Ok, we have A(9'(a),a,€.15) =
A(W(a),a,t15)).

Moreover, we obtain immediately from the definition that ¢/ € ©([;Io1514,1,1,1)
(see [DE13] Definition 2.1]). Hence, by [DF13| Lemma 2.2], the function ¢’ satisfies
[DF13, (6.1)] with cq := 2@x1l2lsl) .= 0,

By B4), g(t) = 0 whenever t > ty := B/(NMLNIZNIZNIEZNI;NIZ), and, by
[DF13, Lemma 3.5, (2)] applied to @&3), g(t) < BY2/(NI}*NI2/?) - t-1/2. With
[DE13] Proposition 6.1], we obtain

S \/%gb}(({%clg,)A(ﬂ(a), o tels) / [ o0

owk (I1I2I314) g1/2 RIS
+O< \/ 815 lOgB+m11/2 (ml6+2)

ni,/*m/?

As in Lemma B3] the main term in the lemma is correct, and for the error term
we may sum over the ideals ¢ and I; instead of the ;. By 1), 34), and our
condition N7 > NI, it suffices to sum over ¢ and the (I1,..., Is) satisfying (B)
and

MIENRISRIZNRIFNIZNIG < B2 (3.14)
Thus, the total error is bounded by

2wK(Iz)+wK(11]21314)B1/2 logB 20.)[((Iz)JrUJK(11[213[4)m151/2B1/2 log B
Z 1/2 + 1/2 1/2
NI niPmi,

owk (I2)+wk (I1121s14) B log B

< +
,1215 n P mnmr, z; 1 NLPNBNGPNLM

.....

owk (I2)+wk (I1121s14) B log B

< B(log B)* + B(log B)* < B(log B)*. O

Lemma 3.7. If1"” runs over all siz-tuples (I, ..
we have

., Is) of nonzero ideals of Ok then

NS?(B):< = ) ZA(%(I’),I7)X/'87(UI11,...,fﬁlﬁ;B)+O(B(logB)4).

\V/ |AK| 1

Proof. This is analogous to [DF13| Lemma 9.4]. O
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3.2.5. The remaining summations for Ng7(B).

Lemma 3.8. We have

8 6
Ng7(B) = «° <L> <h—K> 00Vsro(B) + O(B(log B)* loglog B),

VIAK| WK

where 0y is given in (L) and
Vero(B) ;:/ Ver(ta, ... te; B)dty -~ dts,
t1yente>1

with real variables tq,...,tg.
Proof. By [DF13, Lemma 3.5, (6)], applied to (3.5]), we have

B3/43/4 B < B )1/4

t25t31243¢6

V87t1...,t6‘B L —- -
( ) ) ) ts t}/zté/4ti/2t2/4 t1---tg

Furthermore, using (3.3)) and (3.4]) to bound ||ns]| ., and t7, respectively, we see that

Vir(th, ... 16 B) < — B b - b v
ST 70 ts \B3t3130412 ) \1t3t3t34512 ) t1--te  \3tat3t3tdts )

We apply [DF13|, Proposition 7.3] with r = 5. O

3.2.6. Combining the summations.

Lemma 3.9. We have

8 6
Nu,.u(B) = <L> (h—K) 00Vo(B) + O(B(log B)* loglog B),

VIAK| WK

where 0y is given in (L) and

1
WE= [ o dmedns
sl

(n15---,m8)ER(B)
71l oo s M7l o 21

with complex variables n1,...,7ns.

Proof. This follows from (BI0), Lemma B35 and Lemma B.8 using polar coordi-
nates, similarly to [DF13l Lemma 9.9]. O

3.3. Proof of Theorem [I.1] for S5. We use the conditions

|ntnsninine| ., < B and (3.15)
[n3nsninine|| . < B and ||ny 'ny *ninsne||, < B (3.16)

Lemma 3.10. Let a(S), weo(S2) be as in Theorem I and R(B) as in 1) ~3H).
Define

1
‘H(B)::‘Aa (... ER(B) ———dn - dns,

oill 2 el s oo 21 175

where 1y, ..., ng are complex variables. Then

700(92)weo (92) B(log B)® = 4V{(B). (3.17)
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Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 2.6l Let 71, 72,74, 75,16 € C,
B > 0, and let | := (B "77177%77477277(23||00)1/2- Let n3,m7,m8 be complex variables.
Applying the coordinate transformation zy = [='/31, NINaNENG N3, 22 = 1= 301 mams-
N8, 23 = I7/3um2 - 17 t0 wao(S2), e obtain

Woo (S2) = E—"771772774775776H"O/ 1 dns dnz dng (3.18)
@ B n1sems)er(B) 175 s

The negative curves [Ey], ..., [E;] generate the effective cone of Sy. Because of
[-Kg ]| =[2E1 +4E2+3E3+2E4+3E5+ Eg| and [E7| = [Ey +2E>+ E3+2E5 — Eg),
IDF13| Lemma 8.1] implies

= dny dne dng dns d
o(S2)(10g B)” = 225 Aml\ 2l a5 1 o 21 7|7|17712§n477277:ﬁ -,
E15) >
(3.19)
The lemma follows by substituting (8.18) and BI19) in GIT). O

To finish our proof, we compare V;(B) from Lemma with V{j(B) defined in
Lemma 310 Let

Do(B) = {(m,--,18) €R(B) | [mllog s+ lIm7lloe = 13,

Di(B) = {(m,--»m8) € R(B) | [Imllc -+ Il = 1, BIF},

Dy(B) :=A{(m;--»m8) € R(B) [ [mllo -+ Imrlloe = 1, BI)},

D3(B) :={(m;--,m8) € R(B) [ [mllsg -+ Inslloe = 1, BIG)},

Dy(B) = {(m,--,18) € RAB) | Imlle slm2ll o sl1mall oo 5151 o0 5176 ]l o = 1, BTG}

Moreover, let

%(B)::/ d771"'d778.
D;(B) ||775||oo
Then clearly Vo(B) is as in Lemma and Vi(B) = Vj(B). We show that, for
1 <i<4,Vi(B)~-V;_1(B) = O(B(log B)*). This holds for i = 1, since Ry = Ry.
Moreover, using [DF13, Lemma 3.5, (4)] and 3X) to bound the integral over 77
and ng, we have
B3/4
Va(B) =Vi(B) < [ fmiflgrlimll o2t —5 5
||77177§77§77277577(25”0ch ||771773774775776
[y 0z 2ning *ng|| >B

3 dm -+ dns < B(log B)*.

Using [DF13| Lemma 3.5, (2)] and the (83) to bound the integral over ns, we obtain

Bl/2
V3(B) = Va(B) <

Il oo+ l1m6 |l oo =1
7]l <1,

7 dny - -+ dnr < B(log B)*.
Immsn7 o

Finally, using using [DF13| Lemma 3.5, (4)] and (&3] to bound the integral over
77 and ng, we have

B3/4
Vi(B)-V3(B) <

1711 o172 | oo s M [l o 175 1| o0 511776 | o0 =
lm3l o <1,

Using Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 310 this implies Theorem [I] for So.

||1/4 dny --- dne < B(log B)*.

. Iminsninsn
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F1cUrE 3. Configuration of curves on §3

4. THE QUARTIC DEL PEZZO SURFACE OF TYPE Dy

4.1. Passage to a universal torsor. We use the notation from [Der(6].
For any given C = (Cy, . ..,C5) € C%, we define uc := N(CFC - C5') and

O, = CrC3? Oy := 1051 03 := CoOy ey ot
04 = CgC;l 05 = 05 06 = 04
O7 = CoC;? Os = CoC5 Oy :=Cior ey testert

Let
0 .
0. .- 07" qefl...6
! 0;, j€{7,8,9}.
For n; € O;, let

Ij = 77](9;1
For B > 0, let R(B) be the set of all (n1,...,n3) € C® with n4ns # 0 and
[nEnenznangns ||, < B (4.1)
[min3n3nining| ., < B, (4.2)
|min3maninsnen|| ., < B, (4.3)
|mimen3nanins + ningnsmanz || < B, (4.4)
2,2 2
‘ N375 78 +2772777778 < B, (4.5)
774776 (e
and let Mc(B) be the set of all
(M. -,m9) € Ore X -+ x Oy,
that satisfy the height conditions
(7715 R 7778) € R(UCB)a
the torsor equation
12177 + M358 + Mgy = 0, (4.6)

and the coprimality conditions

I; + I, = Ok for all distinct nonadjacent vertices E;, Ej in FigureBl  (4.7)

Lemma 4.1. We have
1

Nuyu(B)=— Y [Mc(B)].
YK Geco
Proof. Again, the lemma is a specialization of [DF13, Claim 6.1], and we prove it
in an analogous way as Lemma[3.Il Starting with the curves Let Eéo) = {y1 =0},
E§O) = {y2 = 0}, Eéo) = {yo = 0}, Eéo) := {—yoy1 — y5 = 0} in P%, we prove
[DF13] Claim 6.2] for the following sequence of blow-ups:
(1) blow up Eg(,o) N E§O) N Eéo), giving Eél),
(2) blow up EY nESY N E(Y, giving B,
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(3) blow up E;Q) N EéQ), giving Ef),
(4) blow up Ef) N Eég), giving Eé4),
(5) blow up EY N EY, giving B
The inverse mo p~1 : P2 --» S3 of the projection pon=: S5 --» P2, (mg :---:
x4) — (2o : @1 : 22) is given by
(o :y1:y2) = (youi = 03 < yiya - —va(yoyr +43) : —yo(yoyr + 13))-
With the map ¥ from [DFI13| Claim 4.2] sending (n1,...,79) to

(MEn2m3nanE s, MLmaNaNaNEG , M NSN3 NATsT6TT, ML T2T3T2 g N9, 8T ),

we see that the assumptions of [DF13, Lemma 4.3] are satisfied, so [DF13, Claim
4.2] holds for i = 0.

In the first two steps of the above chain of blow-ups, we are in the situation of
IDF13] Remark 4.5], so certain coprimality conditions need to be checked by hand.
However, up to changing some indices, our situation in steps (1) and (2) is exactly
the same as in Lemma Bl so the arguments given there apply to our lemma as
well. Steps (3), (4), (5) are again covered by [DFI13, Lemma 4.4], which proves
IDF13| Claim 6.2]. From this, we deduce [DF13] Claim 6.1] as in [DF13, Lemma
9.1]. O

4.2. Summations.

4.2.1. The first summation over ng with dependent ng.
Lemma 4.2. Letn' := (y1,...,n7) and I := (I1,...,I7). Then

2
\Mo(B)| = S ()., NUr; B) + Oc(B(log B)?),
Ak 7' €01 XX Ors
where 1
Vs(ti,... tr; B) iim/ dns
als J (V... v/T7,ms) ER(B)
and
Os(I') := Hel,p(Jp(Il))-
p
Here, J,(I') :={j € {1,...,7} : p|I;} and
1 Zf J = (Z)a {5}a {6}5 {7}7
0o ()= 4 s T = {2}, {3}, {4}, {1,2},{1,3}, {1,4},{2,7}, {3,5},{4,6},
* 1—g  if J={1},
0 otherwise.

Proof. We apply [DF13, Proposition 5.3] with (A;, Ag) := (2,7), (B1, B2, By) :=
(3,5,8), (C1,C2,Cy) := (4,6,9), D := 1, ucB instead of B, and IIy, Il as suggested
in [DF13| Remark 5.2].

As in Lemma [22] we see that the main arising from [DFI13|, Proposition 5.3] is
the main term in the lemma, so it remains to deal with the error term.

For given i’ and B, the set of all ng € C with (11,...,7s) € R(ucB) is contained
in the union of two balls of radius

(BULLGI;  IZ4)Y2 i e # 0,
(B/MN(IZ,I21,12))Y?  if n; = 0.

Indeed, this follows from [DF13, Lemma 3.4, (1)], applied to (X)), if 7 # 0 and
from ([@IJ) if n7 = 0.

R(n';ucB) <c¢ {
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Hence, the error term is

< Z gwi (I 1a)+wi (I11213) (% + 1) 5
w, @5, @) o

where, using ([@2]), (£3), the sum runs over all ' with
NI IZI2IE) < B, and (4.8)
WP IZIZ17151617) < B. (4.9)

Let us first estimate the sum over all ' with 77 # 0. We may sum over the I;
instead of the n; and obtain

gor iyt (B2
<Lc 1/2Jr

v, @D, @I MLL2)
2wK(hI4)+UJK(11]213)B 2WK(III4)+UJK(I1I2I3)B
< +
o \ RGP P Py, RENRENRIENIENIN
NI;<B

Now we assume that 77 = 0 and sum over the remaining variables. We obtain
the upper bound

B1/2
<o Z 2wK(1114)+wK(11[213) +1

o NI NI *NINI NN g

<2WK(III4)+WK(IIIB)B3/4 log B 2wK(11]4)+wK(11]3)B1/2 log B)
Ig

NN I RPN MR PRI PRI,
< B**log B + BY?(log B)® <« B%*log B. 0
4.2.2. The second summation over nz.

Lemma 4.3. Write n” := (m,...,n6). We have

2

2

|Mc(B)| = (*) A(0s('), I7) V7 (Ny, . .., Ns; B)
\% |AK| n”Eolg“Xos*

+ Oc(B(log B)?),
where, forty,...,tg > 1,
T
Va(ts, ... te; B) := _2/ dt dige.
tats J (Vi ...V eR(B)

with a positive variable t7 and a complex variable ng.

Proof. We apply [DF13, Proposition 6.1] as suggested in [DF13] Section 6] in the
case by = 1. We have

2 S S )0y + Oc(Bllog B, (4.10)

\% |AK| N"€O01. XX Ogx N7€O7

where 9(I7) := 0s(I') and g(t) := Vs(NI4,..., N, t; B).
By [DF13, Lemma 5.4, Lemma 2.2], the function ¢ satisfies [DF13] (6.1)] with
C:=0and ¢y := 29x(nlsTs)

|Mc(B)| =
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By ([&3), we have g(t) = 0 whenever t > ty := B/(NIFNIZNIZNIZNIN6),
and by [DF13, Lemma 3.4, (2 ] applied to ([@.3]), we obtain
(

1 NILNIZB)Y? B'/?
. =:!Cgqg.
NLNIE MLNE)V2 w2 P, 7

9(t) <

By [DF13l Proposition 6.1], the sum over n; in ([@I0) is just

2w
9((0)g(0) + = AW(@),0.0) [ gty
VIAK] t>1
qwic (I1Is+Is) g1/2 B1/2
NI NI *NINT, N *NRLNINLNIT NI

Due to [@.2), 9((0))g(0) and fo t)dt are dominated by the error term, so the
main term in the 1emma is correct.

Let us consider the error term. Both the sum and the integral are zero whenever
1’ violates ([L2). We may sum over the (I1,...,Is) satisfying (L8] instead of the
7", so the error term is

< 3 g ( B )

v, ST <n NI PNILNIS * NI 1S *mrs/?
< Blog B. (I

Lemma 4.4. If1"” runs over all siz-tuples (I1, ..., Is) of nonzero ideals of Ok then

we have
NU&H(B) = <\/—> Z.A 98 17 V7(m11, e, Nl B) + O(B(lOgB)Q)
I//
Proof. This is analogous to [DF13| Lemma 9.4]. O

4.2.3. The remaining summations.
Lemma 4.5. We have
8 6
2 hi 4
Ny, u(B) = | —— — | 6oVo(B) + O(B(log B)* loglog B),
VIAKk] Wi

where Oy is as in (1) and

1
Vo(B) = / Ty A dig,

17473 | oo
(m,-.-,m8) ER(B)
1711l s---sl1m6l o =1

with complex variables n1,...,7ns.

Proof. By |[DF13, Lemma 3.4, (5)] applied to (@3], we have

B3/4 B B —1/4
V7(t1,...,t6;B) < = ( ) .
O e S T PR TN 2 1717

We apply [DF13| Proposition 7.3] with » = 5 and use polar coordinates. ([
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4.3. Proof of Theorem [I.1] for Ss.

Lemma 4.6. Let a(S3), woo(Ss) be as in Theorem Il and R(B) as in 1) ~ZH).
Define

1
VOI(B) = / (m1,...,ms)ER(B) W d771 te d?’]g,
||771HwallnzIIWHMHWIIUQIIWH%H >1 IM476 ll oo

||ninsnining||  <B

where N1, ...,ns are complex variables. Then
a(S5)weo (S3)B(log B)® = 4V{(B). (4.11)
Proof. Let n1,m2,n4,75,m6 € C, B >0, and define [ := (B ||ninaninsn|| )2 Let
13,77, Ns be complex variables. After the coordinate transformation zg = [~ 1/ 3775 .

ns, 21 = 1" Y3n¢non3nsng - ns, zo = 173 mimenane - 7, we have

Sy 12 lmim2nansne | o 1
Woo(S3) = 12 fInananists oo ——— dns dn7 dns. (4.12)
@ B (nseome)eR(B) M7 | o
Since the negative curves [E1], ..., [Es] generate the effective cone of Ss, and

[—Kgd] = [4E1 + 2E2 + 3E3 + 3E4 + 2E5 + 2E6], [DF13, Lemma 81] giVGS

1 dny dnz dng dns de
o(Ss)(log B)’ = 3= Amnw,||nz||w,nn4nw,||n5||w,|\n6|\mzl E—
||ninsnining||  <B o0
(4.13)
The lemma follows by substituting (£12)) and (@I3) in (@II]). O

To finish our proof, we compare Vy(B) from Lemma with Vi (B) defined
in Lemma [ We show that, starting from Vy(B), we can add the condition
||77‘1177§77277§77§H < B and remove |13, > 1 with negligible error. First, we note
that ([@.2)), together with |n3||,, > 1 implies the condition ||77‘1177§77277§77§||00 < B, so
we can add it to the domain of integration for V5 (B) without changing the result.

Using [DF13| Lemma 3.4, (3)] applied to (£5) to bound the integral over 17, ns,
we see that an upper bound for Vjj(B) — Vo(B) is given by

B3/4

< nmnw,||n2||wnn4nw,||m||wnnanw_

i dny - -+ dng < B(log B)*.
31l oo <1, || n3ninZn2]| [n3m3nanZngll o

Using Lemma and Lemma [£6] this implies Theorem [L.T] for Ss.

5. THE QUARTIC DEL PEZZO SURFACE OF TYPE Dj

5.1. Passage to a universal torsor. We use the notation of [Der(6], except that
we switch 77 with ng.

E7@

: ﬁ./'

FI1GURE 4. Configuration of curves on §4
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For any given C = (Cy, . ..,C5) € C%, we define uc := N(CFC - C5') and
O, =030, Oy 1= C4C5 05 := o0yt eyt eyt
Oy 1= 005" Os = C1C5 Og = Cs
Or := CoOy Oz :=Cp Oy :=Cacrtoyteste ot
Let
0,0 = {ofo, i€ {L....6}
0;, i€{7,8,9}.
For n; € O;, let
I; = njO;l.
For B > 0, let R(B) be the set of all (n,...,n3) € C® with 1216 # 0 and

|nim3mininng|| . < B,

(

| minensmininz ||, < B, (
|minsnaminngnz ||, < B, (
IS mamaninsnens|| ., < B, (

‘m%+mﬁﬁ

M2
and let Mc(B) be the set of all
(771)"';779) € O14 X -+ - X Oy,

< B, (5.5)

o0

that satisfy the height conditions
(771) v 3778) € R(UCB),

the torsor equation
2 2 2.3 _
1375 + 12mgne + nanzi; = 0, (5.6)

and the coprimality conditions

I; + I, = Ok for all distinct nonadjacent vertices E;, Ej in Figure@  (5.7)

Lemma 5.1. We have
Nowa(B) = ¢ 3 IMo(B)|
YK Geco

Proof. The lemma is a special case of [DF13, Claim 4.1}, which, as before, we prove
by proving first [DF13] Claim 4.2], starting from the curves Eéo) = {yo = 0},
E§O) = {y1 = 0}, Eéo) = {y2 = 0}, Eéo) = {—yoy3 — ¥} = 0} in P%, for the
sequence of blow-ups

(1) blow up E N EY 0 EY) | giving BV,

(2) blow up Eg(,l) N Eél) N Eél), giving Ef),

(3) blow up E N E® N EP, giving B,

(4) blow up E%B) N Eég), giving Egl),

(5) blow up EY N EY | giving ES.
With the inverse mo p~! : P4 --» Sy of the projection pon=t : Sy --» P2,
(o :- - :xq4) > (xo: 22 : x3) given by

(Yo y1 = y2) = (Yo You? : Yayr : Yoye : —(yous + 1)),

and the map ¥ from [DF13, Claim 4.2] sending (11,...,79) to

(MSm3m3NenEnG , i nensmanE N, i3 MEMAMETE T, My M METE N5 6 s, Mo )



24 ULRICH DERENTHAL AND CHRISTOPHER FREI

we see that the requirements of [DF13] Lemma 4.3] are satisfied, so [DF13, Claim
6.2] holds for ¢ = 0.

As in the proof of Lemma[3] we apply [DF13|, Remark 4.5] for steps (1), (2), (3).
For (1), we define n € Cy with [I4+I5+1}] = [C; '] such that I = I4+ I+ 1}, We

must use the relation nyn&? + 0y + n¥%n3 = 0 to check the coprimality conditions

for ng,nf,n%,ny, namely I§ + I = Ok (this holds because of the relation and
I + IV + Il = Ok by construction) and I + I7 4+ I = O (this holds because of
the relation and I§ 4+ I/ + I§ = Ok by construction and the coprimality condition
I + I = Ok provided by the proof of [DF13| Lemma 4.4]).

For (2), we define 1} € Co with [I}+ 1% +1}] = [C5 '] such that I} = I} + I +1}.
The relation is n§n§? + 04 + nin??n%> = 0. We check the coprimality conditions
I§ + I = Ok (this holds because of the relation and I§ + I + I = Ok by
construction) and I/ +I} = O (this holds because of the relation and I +I = Ok
as just shown and I + I = Ok by the proof of [DF13| Lemma 4.4]).

For (3), we define 0 € Cy with [I} + I} + 1] = [C3 '] such that I} = I+ 1, +I).
The relation is n¥n4? + nf + n{n¥*ni3 = 0. We check the coprimality conditions
are I + I = Ok (this holds because of the relation and I} + I} + I = Ok by
construction), I{ + I = Ok (this holds because of the relation and I§ + I} = Ok as
just shown I§ + I = Ok as before and I3 + I = Ok as before) and I} + 1§ = Ok
(this holds because of the relation and I +1§ = Ok as just shown and I/ +I{ = Ok
as before).

For (4) and (5), we can apply [DF13l Lemma 4.4]. This proves [DF13, Claim

6.2], and we deduce [DF13| Claim 6.1] as in [DF13| Lemma 9.1]. O

5.2. Summations.

5.2.1. The first summation over ng with dependent ng. Let n' := (n1,...,m7) and
I':= (L,...,Ir). Let 6o(I') := [[, 6o,p(Jp(I')), where Jo(I') := {j € {1,...,7} :
p | I} and

1if J=0,{1},{2}, {3}, {4}, {5}, {6}. {7},
90,p(<]> = or J = {1a2}a {173}5 {174}7{276}7{475}7{577}7
0 otherwise.

We apply [DF13, Proposition 5.3] with (A1, Az, Ag) := (4,5,7), (B1,Bg) =
(3,8), (C1,C4,Ch) :=(2,6,9), and D := 1. For given 11, 12, 1, we write

nanin; = 0 (n ) = IL 113,

where II;, Il are chosen as follows: Let 2 = 2A(n1,m2,7m6) be a prime ideal not
dividing I I21s such that A0~ 1(98 = AC is a principal fractional ideal tOg, for
a suitable t = t(n1,m2,16) € K. Then we define IIy = Ila(1n1,12,76) := 17t and
I o= Iy (1,72, 796) = Tamanrt 2.

Lemma 5.2. We have

2
|Mc(B)| = > 0s(n’, C)Vs(MNIy,...,NIz; B) + Oc(B),

Vv |Ak| 17/ €O0 1. XX Ors

where
1

‘/é(tl,...,f7;B) = —2/
tats J(Var,.... v/ ER(B)

dns,



COUNTING IMAGINARY QUADRATIC POINTS VIA UNIVERSAL TORSORS, II 25

with a complex variable ng. Moreover,

t) ~

Os(n',C):= Y i) g, S 1

8("7’ ) (ﬁkc 8( ) ) ;
Ec[I1 1z p mod t 1213

tc+I1314,=0k POK"F&-IZI?:OK

2_ A
P —Bcfgfgm

with

i o (LI
Ga(1 ) = (1) R
K c

Here, A = —nun?/(t(n1,m2,m6)?n3), and n7 A is invertible modulo € 1513 whenever
o(T') 0.

Proof. As in Lemma [B:2] we see that the main term from [DF13| Proposition 5.3]
is the one given in the lemma. Let us consider the error term. For given ', the
set of all ng with (n1,...,m8) € R(ucB) has bounded class and is contained in two
balls of radius

B3SN(ISI; I 2SI if gy #£0

R(n';ucB) <
i {(B/gt([f[%[g]f[dﬁ))lﬂ if n7 = 0.

If »7 # 0 this follows from taking the geometric mean of both expressions in the
minimum in [DFI3| Lemma 3.5, (1)] applied to (55). If 77 = 0 then it follows from
(E4). Thus, the error term is

< Z gwic(IiI2)Fwie (I Ials)+wic (1112 16) (71;(8/;;;(;162) + 1) )
7, 6B, GEI) 26

where, using (B.)) and (&.3)), the sum runs over all " € Oy, X - -+ x O, with

WIS IITEIE) < B, and (5.8)
NI IZIIIEIZ ;) < B.

The sum over all ’ with 17 # 0 is bounded by

B3/8
QWK(1112)+WK(11[4I5)+WK(11[216) 1
<e I,(Zm (ML NL NIRRT S

wi (I1lz)+wi (I IaIs)+wk (I l21s) B gwr (I12)+wi (I Lals)+wi (I 1216) B
_l’_
1 \ Iz vz *mi? NLNIENIENTENIZNIG

The sum over all ' with n; = 0 is bounded by

Bl/2
2wK(11[2)+wK(111415)+wk(111216) 1
< 2. MERERENERLNE)?

< >

(I I ) 2WK(III415)+WK(111216)B3/4 QWK(III415)+WK(111216)B1/2
2wK 112 +
MENL AR ANEZNIY? NBNL PRI Pnznig

< B¥* 4+ B'/? « B3/4,
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5.2.2. The second summation over ny. We define

t)
O4(T) = it g v g,
LD

E+1314=0k

Lemma 5.3. Write n” := (1,...,n6). We have

2
2
K N €01 XX Og

+ Oc(B(log B)?),
where, forty,... tg > 1,
T
V7(t1,...,t6;B) = —2/ dt7d7787
bals J(Var,.... V75 ER(B)

with a positive variable t7 and a complex variable ng.

Proof. We write

2 ¢
|Mc(B)| = 3 $ ”f;t(e‘)EJrOc(B),
VIAK| €0 X xO6x  t|l1 12 ¢
Ec+I1314=0xk
where
Si= ) 0 Y. g0,
n7€07 p mod EcI212

POk +e LIZ=0F
pZEE¢IZIg,'77A
with ¢(I7) := 9~8(I',{’,£) and g(t) := Ve(MIy,...,91s,t; B). As in Lemma B3] the
function ¥ satisfies [DF13} (6.1)] with C' := 0, ¢y := 2«x(1l2Islils) - Noreover, by
(E2), we have g(t) = 0 whenever ¢ > tg := Bl/2/(9?]191121/2UII§/2WI49?I5), and by
[DF13, Lemma 3.5, (2)] applied to (5.5), we obtain g(t) < BY/2/(NI,/*NIL*N).
By [DF13l Proposition 6.1], we have

% =9((0))g(0) + i¢*K(EcI2162)~A(19(a)7 a, Eclzfg)/ g(t)dt

V |AK| t>1

gux(hBlslalo) g1/2 [ plAyel*mpy*m 2)]
+ 1/2¢771/2 /200 11 /40 71/2003 71/2 + N(t Lo 1Ig) log B ;
NI, NI " Nlg \ NI "N N "N

where the contribution of 9¥((0))g(0) and of fol g(t) dt is dominated by the error
term. Using [DF13, Lemma 6.3], we see that this gives the correct main term in
the lemma.

Summing the error term over I; and &, we obtain an upper bound

>

Iy,...,1s

2wK(11]2)+wK(Il“‘1416)33/4 2wK(IlIg)+wK(11»»»I4IG)Bl/2 10gB
+
w1/ i P2 VARTENTIAah 17

owk (I I2)+wk (I++14) B log B owk (I1I2)+wk (I1 “‘M)B(]Og B)2
+
1 \ MNP P NIFNIZNIZNIZN5

< B(log B)? + B(log B)* < B(log B)®. O
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Lemma 5.4. If1I"” runs over all siz-tuples (I1, ..., Is) of nonzero ideals of Ok then
we have

\V/ |AK | 1

Proof. This is analogous to [DF13| Lemma 9.4]. O

NU4,H(B) = ( 2 ) ZA(%(I’),E)\G(‘I{A,,UIIG,B)+O(B(1ogB)4)

5.2.3. The remaining summations.

Lemma 5.5. We have

8 6

2 hi )
N, B)=|—— — | 60Vo(B) + O(B(log B)" loglog B),
v, 1 (B) ( IAK|> (wK) 0Vo(B) + O(B(log B)" loglog B)

where Oy is as in (LT) and
1
Vo(B) := ————dn; - - dns,
o(B) / a2l m 78

(n1,...,m8)ER(B)
1m0l g s> l1m6 Il oo =1

with complex variables ny,...,1ns.

Proof. By |[DF13, Lemma 3.5, (5)] applied to (5.H), we have

B5/6 B ( B )‘1/6
th/OpL/21/3 203,173 Tty g \ 898343083

Va(te, ... te; B) <

We apply [DF13, Proposition 7.3] with » = 5 and use polar coordinates. O

5.3. Proof of Theorem [I.1] for S;.

Lemma 5.6. Let a(Sy), wao(S4) be as in Theorem [I1, R(B) as in (5.1)-(5H),
and define

1
‘/O/(B) = / (71,-..,m8) ER(B) H 2” dnl to d7787
110l es Im2llac s I1nall s lIms s lImsll oo >1 1712776 1o
||nSnsnining|| _<B
where 1y, ...,ng are complex variables. Then
700(S4)woe (S4)B(log B)® = 4V{(B). (5.10)

PT'OOf. Let M1,M2,M4,M5,M6 € (Ca B > 0) and | := (BH77?77§772775772H00)1/2 Let
73,77, Ms be complex variables. We apply the coordinate transformation 2o =
IYB3mn3ninsmg - ms, 22 = 7Y mmanansne - 7, 23 = 1713 - g t0 wee(S4) and
obtain

3 _ 12 Immanansnsllo

Woo(S4) / ————dnsdnprdys. (5.11)
g B ) er(B) 1M2716 || o

Since the negative curves [E1], ..., [Es] generate the effective cone of Sy, and
[-K5,] = [6E1 + 5E; + 33 + 4By + 2B + 4E], [DF13, Lemma 8.1] gives

_ 1 / dn dng dna dns dne
~ 345 I ‘

Q 5
@(S1)(log B) Mleas 103l Il sl Nl 21 [
||nSnsmining||  <B o0

(5.12)
The lemma follows by substituting (B.11) and (512) in (GI0). O
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To finish our proof, we compare V;(B) defined in Lemma B35 with Vi (B) defined
in Lemma Starting from V(B), we can add the condition Hn?n%nﬁn?,nélﬂoo <
B and remove |[|n3||,, > 1 with negligible error. Indeed, adding the condition
Hn?ngnfmgnéuoo < B to the domain of integration for Vo(B) does not change the
result. Using [DF13| Lemma 3.5, (3)] applied to (&3] to bound the integral over
17, Mg, we see that Vy(B) — Vo(B) is

B5/6 A
< /nm||w,||nznw,|\n4||w,||n5nw,nn6||w21—3 s 5176 dm - dne < B(log B)™.
lInsll o<1 Im2mzmins s |l o
|ninsmining|| _<B

Using Lemma and Lemma [5.6], this implies Theorem [I.T] for Sy.
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