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COUNTING ALGEBRAIC INTEGERS OF FIXED DEGREE AND
BOUNDED HEIGHT

FABRIZIO BARROERO

ABSTRACT. Let k be a number field. For H — oo, we give an asymptotic
formula for the number of algebraic integers of absolute Weil height bounded
by H and fixed degree over k.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be a number field of degree m over Q. We count the number of algebraic
integers [ of degree e over k and bounded height. Here and in the rest of the article,
by height we mean the non-logarithmic absolute Weil height H on the affine space
Q" (see [3], p. 16).

For positive rational integers n and e, and a fixed algebraic closure k of k, let

k(n,e) ={B k" : [k(B): k] = e},

where k() is the field obtained by adjoining all the coordinates of 8 to k. By
Northcott’s Theorem [12] any subset of k(n,e) of uniformly bounded height is
finite. Therefore, for any subset S of k(n,e) and H > 0, we may introduce the
following counting function

N(S,H)=[{B€S:H(B) <H}|

The counting function N (k(n,e),H) has been investigated by various people. The
best known and one of the earliest is a result of Schanuel [15] who gave an as-
ymptotic formula for N(k(n,1),H). The first who dropped the restriction of
the coordinates to lie in a fix number field was Schmidt. In [16], he found up-
per and lower bounds for N(k(n,e),H) and in [17] he gave an asymptotic for-
mula for N(Q(n,2),H). Shortly afterwards, Gao [7] found the asymptotics for
N(Q(n,e),H), provided n > e. Later Masser and Vaaler [10] established an asymp-
totic estimate for N(k(1,e),H). Finally, Widmer [19] proved an asymptotic for-
mula for N(k(n,e), ) for arbitrary number fields k, provided n > 5¢/2+5+2/me.
However, for general n and e even the correct order of magnitude for N(k(n,e), H)
remains unknown.

In this article we are interested in counting integral points, i.e., points 3 € 24
whose coordinates are algebraic integers. Let O and O be, respectively, the ring
of algebraic integers in k and k. We introduce

Ok(n,e) = k(n,e)N Oy ={B € OF : [k(B) : k] = e}.
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Possibly, the first asymptotic result (besides the trivial cases Og(n,1) = Z") can
be found in Lang’s book [8]. Lang states, without proof,

N(OR(1,1),H) = yH™ (log H)? + O (%m (log H)Q‘l) :

where m = [k : Q], ¢ is the rank of the unit group of the ring of integers Oy, and
vk is an unspecified positive constant, depending on k. More recently, Widmer [18]
established the following asymptotic formula

t
(1.1)  N(Ok(n,e),H)=>_ DiH™"(log H™)" + O(H™"*(log H)"),
1=0

provided e = 1 or n > e+C,, ., for some explicit Cy, . < 7. Here t = e(q+1)—1, and
the constants D; = D;(k, n, e) are explicitly given. Widmer’s result is fairly specific
in the sense that he works only with the absolute non-logarithmic Weil height H.
On the other hands the methods used in [18] are quite general and powerful, and
certainly can be applied to handle other heights (such as the heights used by Masser
and Vaaler in [10] to deduce their main result). As mentioned in [18] this might
lead to multiterm expansions as in (1.1) for N(O(1,¢),H).

However, for the moment, such generalizations of (1.1) are not available, and
thus the work [18] of Widmer does not provide any results in the case n = 1 and
e>1.

But Chern and Vaaler in [5], proved an asymptotic formula for the number of
monic polynomials in Z[x] of given degree and bounded Mahler measure. Theorem
6 of [5] immediately implies the following result

(1.2) N(Og(Le).H) = CH™ +0 (),

for some explicitly given positive real constant C,. Theorem 1.1 extends Chern and
Vaaler’s result to arbitrary ground fields k.
For positive rational integers e we define

M e—21
2l eM
__oge—M
Cree =2 (H<2z+1> )M!’

=1

with M = [<51], and

And, finally, let

e2q+l 25¢ma or s
e “R,e~C,e»
q! (\/ IAkI)

where m = [k : Q], r is the number of real embeddings of k, s the number of pairs
of complex conjugate embeddings, ¢ =+ s — 1, and Ay denotes the discriminant
of k.

For nonnegative real functions f(X), g(X),h(X) and Xy € R we write f(X) =
g(X)+0O(h(X)) as X > X tends to infinity if there is Cy such that | f(X)—g(X)| <
Coh(X) for all X Z Xo.

(1.3) cl =
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Theorem 1.1. Let e be a positive integer, and let k be a number field. Then, as
H > 2 tends to infinity, we have

19 (Hme2 (logH)q_l) o ifg>1,
O (Hetme=1 ), if g =0,

where L = logH if (m,e) = (1,2) and 1 otherwise. The implicit constant in the
error term depends only on m and e.

N(Ok(1,e),H) = CLOH™ (log H)? + {

Let us mention two simple examples. The number of algebraic integers a qua-
dratic over Q(v/2) with H(a) < H is
32H%log H + O(H®).
In case e = 3, we have
108V2H ¥ log 1 + O(H'®)

algebraic integers a cubic over Q(v/2) with H(a) < H.

Our proof relies on a new lattice counting theorem for definable sets in an o-
minimal structure [1], which uses recent results in Model theory, such as Pila and
Wilkie’s refinement of the Reparametrization Lemma [13]. Indeed, our proof is
fairly short, and more straightforward than the approach of [18], but to the expense
that we do not get a multiterm expansion.

In [10], Masser and Vaaler observed that the limit for H — oo of

N(k(1,e), H?)
N(k(e, 1),H)

is a rational number. Moreover, they asked if this can be extended to some sort of
reciprocity law, i.e., whether

i Nk, 740)
H—oo N(k(e,n), Hn)

If we consider only the first term in (1.1), and combine it with Theorem 1.1 we see

that )
lim N(Ok(l,e),’l—[z) _ gt Cr,e Ce,e
H—oo N(Og(e,1),H) 2¢ e
is a rational number depending only on e,  and s. As Masser and Vaaler did, one
can ask again whether

€ Q.

) N((’)k(n,e),H%)
lim -
H—roo N(Ok(ea n)vﬂz)

€ Q.

2. COUNTING MONIC POLYNOMIALS

In this section we see how our problem translates to counting monic polynomials
of fixed degree that assume a uniformly bounded value under a certain real valued
function called M*, defined using the Mahler measure.

Recall we fixed a number field k of degree m over Q and Oy, is its ring of integers.
Let 01,...,0, be the real embeddings of k and 7,41, ..., 0., be the strictly complex
ones, indexed in such a way that 0; =74, for j =r+1,...,r+5s. Therefore, r and
s are, respectively, the number of real and pairs of conjugate complex embeddings
ofkand m =r+2s. Weputd;, =1fori=1,...,randd; =2fori=r+1,...,7+s
and fix a positive integer e. Let us recall the definition of the Mahler measure.
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Definition 2.1. If f = 20X% + 21 X% + ... 4 z4 € C[X] is a nonzero polynomial
of degree d with roots ax,...,aq, the Mahler measure of f is defined to be

d
M(f) = ol [ [max {1, o]}

Moreover, we set M(0) = 0.

We see M as a function C[X] — [0, 00) and define
MF: k[X] — [0,00)
I IS M),
where o; acts on the coefficients of f. Note that, for every a € O,

r+s "

(2.1) MFX —a) = Hmax{l, loi(a)[} ™ = H(a).

In fact, if @ € Ok then |a|, < 1 for every non-archimedean place v of k.
Moreover, the Mahler measure is multiplicative by definition, i.e.,

M(fg) = M(f)M(g),
and one can see that
M*(fg) = M*(f)M*(g),
for every f, g € k[X].
We define M¥(e,H) to be the the set of monic f € O[X] of degree e and
M¥(f) < H. Tt is easy to see that M¥(e,H) is finite for all H. The following
theorem gives an estimate for its cardinality.

Theorem 2.1. For every Hg > 1 there exists a Dy such that, for every H > Hy,

e _ [ DoHme (log)™ ifq =1,
et =\ DoHmet, ifg=0.

(22)  [|[M"(e,H)| - H™ (log H)?

where ¢ =r 4+ s — 1. The constant Dy depends only on Ho, m and e.

Note that our constant C,ie) defined in (1.3), is bounded if we fix m and e and
we let k£ vary among all number fields of degree m. This implies that there exists a
real constants C'(™¢) depending only on m and e, such that |./\/lk(e, ’H,)} is bounded
from above by

(2.3) cmeH™e (logH +1)7,

for every H > 1.

We prove Theorem 2.1 later and for the rest of this section we derive Theorem
1.1 from Theorem 2.1. We follow the line of Masser and Vaaler [10)].

Now we want to restrict to monic f irreducible over k. Let M*(e, H) be the set
of polynomials in MF¥(e, 1) that are irreducible over k.

Corollary 2.2. For every Ho > 1 there exists a Fy such that, for every H > Hy,

o <{ FoH™ (logH)"™", if g > 1,

@4 edtt FoH™ 1L, if =0,

‘ﬂk(e,H)} - H™ (log H)!

where L =1logH if (m,e) = (1,2) and 1 otherwise. The constant Fy depends again
only on Ho, m and e.
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Proof. For e =1 there is nothing to prove. Suppose e¢ > 1. We show that, up to a
constant, the number of all monic reducible f € Ox[X] of degree e with M*(f) < H
is not larger than the right hand side of (2.2), except for the case (m,e) = (1, 2).

Consider all f = gh € M¥*(e,H) with g,h € O[X] monic of degree a and b
respectively, with 0 < a < b < e and a + b = e. We have 1 < M*(g), M*(h) < H
because g and h are monic. Thus, there exists a positive integer [ such that 2/=! <
M*(g) < 2'. Note that [ must satisfy

log H
log 2

(2.5) 1<i< +1<2logH +1.

Since M* is multiplicative,

_ MM

— <27y,
M*k(g) —

M*(h)

Using (2.3) and noting that 2! < 2, we can say that there are at most
ctma) (2™ (log 2" + 1) < ™) (2™ (log H + 2)*
possibilities for g and
) (217194)™ (log (2'714) + 1) < €™ (217194)™" (log H + 2)"
possibilities for h. Therefore, we have at most
(2.6) CIH2MH A=) (log H 4 2)%

possibilities for gh with M*(gh) < H and 2!=! < M*(g) < 2!, where C’ is a real
constant. Since there are only finitely many choices for a and b we can take C’ to
depend only on m and e.

If a = b= § then (2.6) is

C'H™3 (logH + 2)*.
Summing over all I, 1 < I < |2logH] + 1 (recall (2.5)), gives an extra factor
2logH + 1. Therefore, when a = b, there are at most
C'H'3 (2logH + 2)*T!
possibilities for f = gh, with M*(f) < H. If (m,e) # (1,2), this has smaller order

than the right hand side of (2.2), since me > 2 implies 5% < me — 1. In the case

(m,e) = (1,2) we get C'"H (2logH + 2) and we need an additional logarithm factor.
In the case a < b, summing 2@~ over all I, 1 <1 < [2logH| + 1 = L, we get

L 1 L
Z (2m(a—b)) < Z 2—l <1.
=1

1=1
Thus, recalling b < e — 1, when a < b, there are at most
CI/Hm(e—l) (logH + 2)2q
possibilities for f = gh, with M*(f) < H, where again C” depends only on m and
e. This is again not larger than the right hand side of (2.2). 0

For the last step of the proof we link such monic irreducible polynomials with
their roots.
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Lemma 2.3. An algebraic integer 5 has degree e over k and H(B) < H if and
only if it is a root of a monic irreducible polynomial f € Ok[X] of degree e with
MM(f) < He

Proof. Suppose f € O[X] is a monic irreducible polynomial of degree e and 3
is one of its roots, i.e., 8 is an algebraic integer with [k(8) : k] = e and minimal
polynomial f over k. We claim that

MH(f) = H(B)".

We first need to show that we can define an absolute M over Q[X] that, restricted
to any k[X], equals M*. Recall that [k : Q] = m. Let k’ be a finite extension of
k with [k' : Q] = m/. We put My, » for the set of infinite places of k. For every
W € My, o0, 0y is the corresponding embedding into C and d,, is the local degree, i.e

dy = 1 or 2 if w corresponds to a real or a strictly complex embedding, respectively.
Recall (see [11], Ch.II, (8.4) Corollary)

/
Yo dy = dulk K] = dy
m
'UeMk’,
v|w

oo

For any f € k[X], we have

MY (= ] M= T JI M. =
’UGMk/Y WGMk,xUEMk/,m
v|w

oo

E S i
v Mk/ Y
’ dw

= I M. v = I M) =" ).

wWEME oo wWEMp oo

Suppose f = (X —aq)--- (X —a.). Since the «; are algebraic integers, by (2.1),
we have

MOX — ;) = MU)(X — o) = H(a),

and the a; have the same height because they are conjugate (see [3], Proposition
1.5.17). Moreover, by the multiplicativity of M* we can see that

MF(f) = MO(f) = [] MUK — i) = Hay)",
i=1
for any «a; root of f. O

Lemma 2.3 implies that N(Og(l,e),H) = e ‘M’“(e,?—[e) because there are e
different 8 with the same minimal polynomial f over k. Therefore, by (2.4), we
have that for every Hy > 1 there exists a Cy, depending only on Hy, m and e, such

that for every H > H,,

CoH™ (logH)T, ifqg>1,

N(Ok(lv 6),7‘[) - Olge)Hme (log H)q’ < { C()He(me_l)»c if g=0

where £ = logH if (m,e) = (1,2) and 1 otherwise. We get Theorem 1.1 by choosing
Ho = 2.
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3. A COUNTING PRINCIPLE

In this section we introduce the counting theorem that will be used to prove
Theorem 2.1. The principle dates back to Davenport [6] and was developed by sev-
eral authors. In a previous work [1] the author and Widmer formulated a counting
theorem that relies on Davenport’s result and uses o-minimal structures. The full
generality of Theorem 1.3 of [1] is not needed here as we are going to count lattice
points in semialgebraic sets.

Definition 3.1. A semialgebraic subset of R™ is a set of the form

N M;
U m{w eR": f@j(ilt) *44 0},

i=1j=1
where f; ; € R[X1,...,X,] and the =, ; are either < or =.

A very important feature of semialgebraic sets is the fact that this collection of
subsets of the Euclidean spaces is closed under projections. This is the well known
Tarski-Seidenberg principle.

Theorem 3.1 ([2], Theorem 1.5). Let A € R*"" be a semialgebraic set, then
7w(A) € R™ is semialgebraic, where m : R" ™t — R™ is the projection map on the
first n coordinates.

Let S C R for a t € R" we call Sy = {® € R" : (x,t) € S} the fiber of S
above t. Clearly, if S is semialgebraic also the fibers Sy are semialgebraic. If so, we
call S a semialgebraic family.

Let A be a lattice of R™, i.e., the Z-span of n linearly independent vectors of R™.
Recall that \; = \;(A) for ¢ = 1,...,n are the successive minima of A with respect
to the zero centered unit ball By(1), i.e., fori=1,...,n

Ai = inf{\: Bo(\) N A contains ¢ linearly independent vectors}.

The following theorem is a special case of Theorem 1.3 of [1].

Theorem 3.2. Let Z C R™ be q semialgebraic family and suppose the fibers Z
are bounded. Then there exists a constant cz € R, depending only on the family,
such that, for every t € R™ |
n—1

Vi(Zy)
< I\
= ZCZ)\l...)\j’

VOl(Zt)
det A

1ZeNA| -

where V;(Zy) is the sum of the j-dimensional volumes of the orthogonal projections
of Zy on every j-dimensional coordinate subspace of R™ and Vo (Z) = 1.

4. A SEMIALGEBRAIC FAMILY

In this section we introduce the family we want to apply Theorem 3.2 to.
We see the Mahler measure as a function of the coefficients of the polynomial.
We fix n > 0 and define M : R"*! or C"* — [0, o) such that
M (20, y2n) = M(20 X" + -+ z),
for z € R"*! or C**!. This two functions satisfy the definition of bounded distance
function in the sense of the geometry of numbers, i.e.,
(1) M is continuous;
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(2) M(z) =0 if and only if z = 0;
(3) M(wz) = |w|M(z), for any scalar w € R or C.
Properties (2) and (3) are obvious from the definition, while continuity was
proved already by Mahler (see [9], Lemma 1).
Let M; be the monic Mahler measure function, i.e., M;(z) = M(1, z) for z € R"
or C™.
In the following we consider the complex monic Mahler measure as a function

M - R?" — R
(l‘l, e ,l‘gn) — M (Xn + (LL'l +i$2)Xn_1 + -+ Top—1 +i$2n) .

We fix positive integers n, m, r, s with m = r+2s and dy, . ..d, s such that d; = 1
fori=1,...,randd; = 2fori =r+1,...,r+s. Moreover, let D = nm = n(r+2s).
We define

r+s
(41) 7 = {(:131, . ,$T+5,t) S (Rn)r X (R2n)s xR : HMl(wl)dl < t} .
i=1

Here x; € R%"™ and M; (x;) is the real or the complex monic Mahler measure
respectively if i =1,...,rori=r—+1,...,7r +s.

We want to count lattice points in the fibers Z, € R” using Theorem 3.2,
therefore we need to show that Z is a semialgebraic set and that the fibers Z; are
bounded.

Lemma 4.1. The set Z defined in (4.1) is semialgebraic.

Proof. Recall the definition of Z. To each x; € R%" corresponds a monic polyno-
mial f; of degree n with real (for ¢ = 1,...7) or complex (for i =r+1,...7 +s)
coefficients. Let S be the set of points

(wlu cee 7$T+Sut7t17 s 7t7‘+57a(1)7ﬁ(1)7 B '7a(r+8)7ﬁ(r+5))

in RO +2s)+14rtstn(rts) with o, 39 € R", such that

e a) and ﬁ(i) are, respectively, the vectors of the real and the imaginary
parts of the n roots of f;, for everyi=1,...,r +s;
N2 N 2

o [], max {1, (ozl(z)) + (Bl(l)) } =tZandt; >0, foreveryi=1,...,r+s;

o [Tt <t
It is clear that the set S is defined by polynomial equalities and inequalities. In
fact, the first condition in enforced by the fact that the coordinates of @; are
the images of a(? and 5(1) under the appropriate symmetric functions, which are
polynomials. The second and the third conditions are also clearly obtained by
polynomial equalities and inequalities. Therefore, S is a semialgebraic set. The
claim follows after noting that Z is nothing but the projection of S on the first
n(r + 2s) + 1 coordinates and applying the Tarski-Seidenberg principle (Theorem
3.1). O

Since M is a bounded distance function, there exists a positive real constant
such that

Y|2]oo < M(2), for every z € R™™! or C"*,
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where, if 2 = (20,...,2n) € R"™ or C"™1 |z|o = max {|20],...,|2n|} is the
usual max norm (see [1], Lemma 2, p. 108). Note that, since [(1,0,...,0)|s =
M(1,0,...,0) = 1, v must be less than or equal to 1. Clearly we have, for x € R”
(42) N(z) :==|(1,@)|e < Mi(x)
in the real case and, for the complex case,
(4.3) N(z) :=7[(1,2)|sc <(1,2)|oc < Mi(z) = Mi(),
where = (21,...,72,) € R?" and z = (21 + iz2,...,Ton_1 + iT2n).

Recall that, by the definition, the monic Mahler measure function assumes values
greater than or equal to 1, therefore, if (x1,...,®,44) € Z; then My (x;)% <t for

gg < 7% and this means that Z; is bounded for every t € R.
Now we can apply Theorem 3.2 to the family Z. If we set Z(T) = Zp, we have

(4.4) 1Z(T) N A| — VOL tA Z c

for every T € R, where A is a lattice in R” and C is a real constant independent
of A and T.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1

We fix a number field k£ of degree m over Q. The ring of integers Oy of k,
embedded into R"*2¢ via o = (01,...,0,44), is a lattice of full rank. We embed
(Op)™ in RP via a — (01(a),...,0.4s(a)), where the o; are extended to k™. We
want to count lattice points of A = (Of)" inside Z(T).

Lemma 5.1. We have "
det A = (2*5\/|Ak|) ,

and its first successive minimum is Ay > 1.
Proof. This is a special case of Lemma 5 of [10]. O

Now we need to calculate the volume of Z(T'). We do something more general.

Suppose we have r+ s continuous functions f; : R — [1,00),7 =1,...,r+s where
1 < n; <d;n for every i. We define

(5.1) Zi(T)={x e R" : fi(x) < T},

for every i = 1,...,r + s. Suppose that, for every i, there exists a polynomial

pi(X) € R[X] of degree n; such that the volume of Z;(T') is p; (T') for every T > 1.
Let C; be the leading coefficient of p;. Moreover, let
r+s

Z(T) = {(:131, @) € REMC T fulma)® < T} .

i=1
Note that, since f;(a;) > 1 for every i, Z(T) is bounded for every T.
Lemma 5.2. Letq=1r+s—1. For every T' > 1 we have
Vol (Z(T)) - ﬁ(T%,logT) :
where p(X,Y) € R[X,Y], degx D < 2n, degy p < q. In the case n; = d;n for every
i=1,...,7+ s, the coefficient of X*"Y? is "q H‘Hl Ci. If n; < d;n for some i

then the monomwl X?"Y does not appear in p
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Proof. We have

V(T) := Vol (Z(T)) - /Z(T) day ... degss.

We proceed by induction on g. If ¢ = 0 there is nothing to prove. Suppose ¢ > 0
and let

q
Z9(T) = {<w1, mg) € RN T fia)® < T} |
i=1
Then

V(T) = / 1 / dx;...dzy | degsa.
Zq+1 (T dg41 ) Z(Q) (qu+1(zq+1)7%+1)

By the inductive hypothesis there exists p,(X,Y) € R[X,Y] such that

_ T T
V(T) = B[ () tog (o) ) dzg,
) /Zq+1(Tdm>p <<fq+1(wq+1)d"“> Og<fq+1(wq+1)d"“>> o

where pg(X,Y) € R[X,Y], degx py < 2n, degy py < ¢—1 and, if n; = d;n for every
i=1,...,q, the coefficient of X2"Y 97! is (Zq_—T)! [T, C;. If not, that monomial
does not appear.

By L£", we indicate the Lebesgue measure on R". Since f,11 is a measurable
function, we get

0 () ) s o,

1
where we consider L"+1 o qurll as a measure on [1,qu+1}. In particular for

[N

(u0) € [1,775],

(Lratto qu11) ((u,v]) = pgr1(v) — pgy1(u),
and (Lmo+! o qull) ({1}) = pg+1(1). Using 1.29 Theorem of [14], we get

V(T) = /(17%1“} 5, <(Xdi+) log <Xdi+>> Pl (X)dLH(X)+

+5q (T4,108T) pysa (1),
where p;; is the derivative of pyi1.

For some integer ¢ > 0 we put L(X,c) = X in case ¢ > 0 and L(X,0) = 1.
Because of the linearity of the integral we are reduced to calculate

1
T %q+1 b
(T \* T
I(a,b, C) = /1 X (m) L (10g m,c) dX =

b [T XL g T g (X41) ) X
1
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for some integers a,b,c, with 0 <a <ng1 —1,0<b<2nand 0 < c < g—1.
Integrating by parts, one can see that Z(a,b,c) is a polynomial in Tz and logT'.
In particular Z(a, b, ¢) = p(T'2,log T), where p(X,Y) € R[X,Y], with degy D < 2n
and degy p < g. Note that in the case a = dgy1n — 1, b = 2n and ¢ = ¢ — 1, the

coefficient of X2"Y? is 7 dlﬂ and 0 for any other choice of a,b and ¢. Therefore, the
q

monomial X?"Y? does not appear in p if either ny41 < dgy1n or X2"Y77! does
not appear in pgy, i.e., if n; < d;n for some i. To conclude, recall that, in the case
n; =d;n for every i =1,...,r + s, p;H has leading coefficient ndq41Cq+1 and the

coefficient of X?"Y =1 in p, is {;i—;l)! [T, C.. O

In [5], Chern and Vaaler calculated the volume of certain sets determined by the
Mahler measure distance function. By (1.16) and (1.17) of [5], for every T' > 1 the
volumes of the sets

(5.2) {(z1,-.-,2n) ER" : M(1,21,...,2,) <T}
and
(5.3) {(z1,...,20) €C" : M(1,21,...,2,)* < T}

are, respectively, polynomials pgr(T) and pc(T) of degree n and leading coefficients

M n—21
2[ nM
C = 2nfM o~ I |
R’ <E<2z+1) ) M1

with M = [251], and
n "’Ln
Cepn=m —(n!)z'
Suppose ¢ = 0 and recall Lemma 5.1. We have
Vol(Z(T')) 25m P(T)

deik m)ncﬂ?nc@ﬂ"*wv

for every T > 1, where P(X) € R[X] of degree n — 1.

(5.4)

Corollary 5.3. Suppose ¢ > 0. We have, for T > 1,
1
VOUZ(T)) w2 o o (ogyt 4 o) (7! toe )
deh g (Visd) (viad)

where P(X,Y) € R[X,Y], degy P < 2n, degy P < g, the coefficient of X*"Y1 is
0.

(5.5)

Proof. By Lemma 5.2 and the result of Chern and Vaaler about the volumes of the
sets defined in (5.2) and (5.3), the volume of Z(T) is p(T%,log T') where p(X,Y) €
R[X,Y], degy p < 2n, degy p < g and the coefficient of X"V is Z—?Cﬂgyn(}'én. O

IThere is a misprint in (1.16) of [5], 2=~ should read 2=
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Therefore, recalling |Ag| and A1, ..., Ap are greater than or equal to 1, by (5.4)
and Corollary 5.3, (4.4) becomes

D—
q9sn
(5.6) ||Z(T)NA| - ——— . Cf ,C&., T" (log T)* Z T))+Q(T),

q' (\/M) =0

for every T' > 1, where Q(T) is the function of T obtained from the polynomial P
of (5.4) or (5.5) substituting the coefficients with their absolute values. Note that
@ depends only on m and n.

Now we want to find a bound for V;(Z(T')). Recall that in (4.2) and (4.3) we
have defined a function N(x) = v|(1, z)| such that N(x) < M;(x). Let

r+s
Z/(T): {(xl,...,wr+s RD HN CEZ S }

Each (z1,...,2,4) with [[/=7 Mj(x;)% < T satisfies [[/_; N(x;)% < T. There-
fore, we have Z(T) CZ'(T) and V;(Z(T)) < V;(Z'(T)).

Suppose g = 0. This means that k is either Q (m = 1) or an imaginary quadratic
field (m = 2). In any case any projection of Z'(T) to a j-dimensional coordinate

J n
subspace has volume (%) T if T >~™, for every j =1,...D — 1. Therefore we

obtain
(5.7) V;(Z(T)) < V; (Z'(T)) < ET"" 7,

for some real constant E depending only on n and m. This holds for every T' > 1
since v < 1.
Now suppose q > 0.

Lemma 5.4. For every j = 1,...,D — 1, there exists a polynomial P;(X,Y) €
R[X,Y] whose coefficients depend only on m and n, with degy P; < 2n, degy P; <
q, and the coefficient of X?"Y9 is 0, such that, for every T > 1, we have

V,(Z2'(T)) = P; (T%,logT) .

Proof. By definition, the projection of Z/(T) on a j-dimensional coordinate sub-
space is just the intersection of Z’'(T) with such subspace. To each such subspace
3 we can associate integers nq, ..., n,+s with 0 < n; < d;n such that ¥ is defined
by setting d;n — n; coordinates of each x; to 0. Therefore we are in the situation
of Lemma 5.2 because, after dividing by v, we have, for every ¢ such that n; > 0, a
continuous function f; : R™ — [1,00), with > n; = j. This gives rise to sets of the
form (5.1), whose volumes are 2™ T™. Since j < D, not all n; can be equal to d;n.
Therefore, by Lemma 5.2, the volume of any such projection equals a polynomial
with the desired property and we have the claim. 0

Recall the definition of M* (e, 1) that was given in Section 2. Clearly |M" (e, )|
is the number of a € Of with [[/= M, (0:(a NE < H™, e, |Z(H™) N O,
By (5.6), (5.7) and Lemma 5.4 we have, for every H > 1,

9ma9se
S __Cp.Ca 1™ (log H)| < E(H),

‘|Mk(e,7-[,)‘ —
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with
2me q i ; .
E(H) = i=0 2j=0 FigH=(log )’ ifg > 1,
Yimo B, if ¢ =0,

where Fope q = 0 and all the coefficients depend on m and e.
Finally, it is clear that for every Hy > 1 one can find a Dy such that, for every
H Z HOv

DoH™ (logH)?™", ifg>1,
<
B(H) < { DoH™e1, if ¢ =0,
and we derive the claim of Theorem 2.1.
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