
ar
X

iv
:2

10
6.

07
42

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 1

4 
Ju

n 
20

21

Gap asymptotics of the directions in an
Ammann–Beenker-like quasicrystal

Gustav Hammarhjelm

June 15, 2021

Abstract

It is known that the limiting gap distribution of the directions to visible points in
planar quasicrystals of cut-and-project type exists as a continuous function F (s).
In this article we study the asymptotic behaviour of said limiting gap distribution
in the particular case of an Ammann–Beenker-like quasicrystal P; more precisely
we show that in this case F (s) = CPs−2 + O(s−17/8) as s → ∞ with an explicit
constant CP > 0.

1 Introduction

To each locally finite point set P ⊂ Rd we associate its subset

P̂ := {x ∈ P | tx /∈ P, ∀t ∈ (0, 1)}

of points visible from the origin. Given T > 0 we let P̂T := P̂ ∩ BT (0), where

BT (0) := {x ∈ Rd : ‖x‖ < T}.

In dimension d = 2, we can reduce each P̂T to a set of real numbers containing the
directions in which points of P within BT (0) can be seen. More precisely: For T ∈ R>0,

let N̂(T ) denote the number of visible points of P within BT (0). Arrange the normalised

arguments of the points of P̂T , which are numbers in (−1
2
, 1
2
], in an increasing list as

−1
2
< ξ̂T,1 < ξ̂T,2 < · · · < ξ̂T,N̂(T ) ≤ 1

2
.

In addition, let ξ̂T,0 := ξ̂T,N̂(T )−1. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ N̂T , we set d̂T,i := N̂(T )(ξ̂T,i− ξ̂T,i−1),

which is the i:th normalised gap (between the angles of visible points) in P.
We will be interested in the complementary distribution function FT of the probability

measure

µT :=
1

N̂T

N̂T∑

i=1

δd̂T,i

comprised of the Dirac measures at the normalised gaps d̂T,i, that is,

FT (s) :=
#{1 ≤ i ≤ N̂T | d̂T,i ≥ s}

N̂T

= µT ([s,∞)).
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We say that the limiting distribution of normalised gaps in P exists if µT converges
weakly to a probability measure µ, that is, if FT (s) converges to F (s) := µ([s,∞)) at
every continuity point of F . In this case, we call F the limiting distribution of normalised
gaps in P, or simply the limiting gap distribution (of P).

The limiting distribution of normalised gaps is known to exist as a continuous function
in several interesting cases. In [3], Boca, Cobeli, and Zaharescu determined the limiting
distribution of normalised gaps explicitly in the case of P = Z2. In [8], Marklof and
Strömbergsson investigated the fine-scale distribution of the directions of points in affine
lattices and described those distributions in terms of probability measures on associated
homogeneous spaces. In [1], Baake, Götze, Huck and Jakobi numerically computed the

distribution of d̂T,i for large T for several prominent examples of quasicrystals, giving in-
dications of what to expect regarding a minimal gap in the distributions as well as asymp-
totic tail behaviour of the distributions. In [11, Corollary 3], Marklof and Strömbergsson
proved that the limiting distribution of normalised gaps exists as a continuous function
for every planar, regular cut-and-project set. Again, these distributions are described
explicitly in terms of a probability measure on an associated homogeneous space of cut-
and-project sets. In this article it was also shown that there are quasicrystals with a
minimal gap, i.e. quasicrystals P such that the limiting distribution function is equal to
0 for all s < mP for some mP > 0.

In [5] the limiting gap distributions of several families of quasicrystals, including the
Ammann–Beenker point set and Penrose quasicrystals, were studied. In particular, the
minimal gap of the corresponding limiting gap distribution functions were determined. In
the present article, we continue the study of the limiting gap distribution of Ammann–
Beenker-like point sets initiated in [5] by determining the asymptotic behaviour of the
limiting gap distribution F (s) as s → ∞ of a particular cut-and-project set. The main
result of the present article is the following; it is proved in Theorem 4.25 below.

Theorem. Let L be the Minkowski embedding of Z[
√
2] in R4. Let W ⊂ R2 be the open,

regular octagon of sidelength
√
2 centered at the origin, and with sides perpendicularly

bisected by the coordinate axes. Let P ⊂ R2 be the cut-and-project set obtained from L
and W and let F (s) be its associated limiting gap distribution function. Then

F (s) = CPs
−2 +O(s−17/8)

as s → ∞, where

CP :=
(
√
2− 1)√

2ζK(2)2

and ζK is the Dedekind zeta function of K := Q(
√
2).

The set P is Ammann–Beenker-like; it is closely related to the Ammann–Beenker
point set. The relation between these two sets will be made precise in Section 2.3 below.
The significant difference is that the Ammann–Beenker point set is a cut-and-project set
with a window that differs from W by an application of an invertible linear map. By
working with W we get a pleasant window exhibiting a high degree of symmetry, which
will simplify some of the calculations in the paper, allowing us to make the asymptotic
decay of the limiting gap distribution completely explicit. The main result of this paper
should be seen as a proof of concept. The novelty is that we are able to explicitly determine
the asymptotic behaviour of the limiting gap distribution of a planar quasicrystal of cut-
and-project type.
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The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we recall some necessary back-
ground, such as the definitions of cut-and-project sets as well as their associated homoge-
neous spaces. In section Section 3 we determine the asymptotics of a function G(s) that
satisfies −G′(s) = F (s). Determining the asymptotics of this function will then help us
to determine the asymptotics of F (s) in Section 4.

2 Background and set-up

We begin by recalling the object of study, the Ammann–Beenker like point set, and the
result of [11] describing the limiting gap distribution of a regular cut-and-project set.

2.1 Cut-and-project sets and associated homogeneous spaces

We briefly recall cut-and-project sets, following the notation of [10, Sec. 1.2].
If Rn = Rd × Rm, let

π : Rn −→ Rd πint : R
n −→ Rm

(x1, . . . , xn) 7−→ (x1, . . . , xd) (x1, . . . , xn) 7−→ (xd+1, . . . , xn)

denote the projections onto the first d and last m coordinates, respectively.

Definition 2.1. Given a lattice L ⊂ Rn = Rd×Rm and a bounded set W ⊂ πint(L) with
W◦ 6= ∅, the set

P(W,L) := {π(y) | y ∈ L, πint(y) ∈ W}
is the cut-and-project obtained from L and W. If the boundary of W has measure 0 with
respect to Haar measure on πint(L) we say that P(W,L) is regular.

With these assumptions on L and W, the resulting cut-and-project set is always
Delone, see [10, Proposition 3.1]. Next, we recall the homogeneous space associated to a
cut-and-project set, from [10].

Let n, d > 0 be given as above and let G := SLn(R), Γ := SLn(Z). Fix a lattice
L ⊂ Rn and δ > 0, g ∈ G so that L = δ1/nZng. Let ϕg : SLd(R) −→ G be the embedding
given by

A 7→ g diag(A, Im)g
−1,

where diag(A, Im) is the block-diagonal matrix with blocks A and Im. By Ratner’s the-
orems, there exists a unique, closed, connected subgroup Hg ⊂ G such that Hg ∩ Γ is a
lattice in Hg, ϕg(SLd(R)) ⊂ Hg and such that the closure of Γ\Γϕg(SLd(R)) in Γ\G is
equal to Γ\ΓHg. Let X denote the homogeneous space (Hg∩Γ)\Hg and µ its unique, right
Hg-invariant probability measure. This space can be identified with Γ\ΓHg; we also let µ
denote the right Hg-invariant probability measure on this space. For a fixed W ⊂ πint(L)
we get, for each x = Γh ∈ X , a cut-and-project set by

Px := P(W, δ1/nZnhg).

The space of cut-and-project sets obtained as x varies in X is the homogeneous space of
cut-and-project sets associated to P(W,L). We note that for random x in (X, µ), the
point process Px is SLd(R)-invariant, in view of ϕg(SLd(R)) ⊂ Hg.
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2.2 The limiting gap distribution of a planar, regular cut-and-

project set

We will now recall the characterisation of the limiting gap distribution of a regular, planar
cut-and-project set from [11]. A point set P ⊂ Rd is said to have asymptotic density if
there is a number θ(P), the density of P, such that

lim
T→∞

T−d#(P ∩ TD) = θ(P)vol(D)

holds for all Jordan measurable D ⊂ Rd. It is well-known that regular cut-and-project
sets have an asymptotic density and in [11, Theorem 1] it was shown that the density of
the subset of visible points of such a set also exists.

We now fix d = 2 and a regular cut-and-project set P = P(W,L). Fix g ∈ G and
δ > 0 so that L = δ1/nZng. Let X be the homogeneous space associated to P(W,L).
Given s > 0, let

C(s) := {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 : 0 < x1 < 1, |x2| < sθ(P̂)−1}

(this is well defined, since 0 < θ(P̂) ≤ θ(P) for regular cut-and-project sets). Combining
Corollary 3, Theorem 4 and Section 11 of [11] we find that the limiting gap distribution
of P exists as a continuous function given by

F (s) := − d

ds
µ({x ∈ X | P̂x ∩ C(s) = ∅}). (1)

In the present article we study the asymptotics of F (s) as s → ∞ in the particular case
of an Ammann–Beenker like point set, which we will now proceed to define.

2.3 The Ammann–Beenker-like point set P
Let K = Q(

√
2) and let OK = Z[

√
2] be its subset of algebraic integers. Let σ be the

non-trivial automorphism of K and let N(α) = ασ(α) denote the norm of α ∈ OK . Given
a vector or matrix A with entries in K, let σ(A) be the object obtained by applying σ
to each entry of A. Let L be the Minkowski embedding of O2

K in R4, i.e. the lattice
L = {(x, σ(x)) | x ∈ O2

K}. With δ = 8 and

g := 8−1/4




1 0 1 0√
2 0 −

√
2 0

0 1 0 1

0
√
2 0 −

√
2


 (2)

we have L = δ1/4Z4g. Let also L′ denote the Minkowski embedding of OK in R2. Let
W ⊂ R2 be the open, regular octagon of side length

√
2 centered at the origin, oriented

so that its sides are perpendicularly bisected by the coordinate axes. The main object of
study in the present article is

P := P(W,L)
which is what we call an Ammann–Beenker-like point set. The Ammann–Beenker point
setA (obtained from the famous substitution tiling, see e.g. [2]) is of the form P(WA,L)B
where

A :=
1√
2

(
1√
2

0
1√
2

1

)
and B :=

(
1 0
1√
2

1√
2

)
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(see e.g. [5, (5)]). The main difference between P and A is that P is a cut-and-project
whose window shows a higher degree of symmetry than that of A.

In [10] it was shown that the Ratner group Hg associated to g is given by gHg−1,
where H := SL2(R)

2 ⊂ G denotes the set of block-diagonal matrices with blocks from
SL2(R). One verifies that Γg := Γ ∩ Hg is equal to gΓKg

−1, where ΓK ⊂ G denotes the
image of the Minkowski embedding SL2(OK) −→ G, A 7→ diag(A, σ(A)). Recall that
X = Γ\ΓHg. Given x = Γghg−1 ∈ X (h ∈ H), we will use the notation L(x) for the
lattice δ1/4Z4(ghg−1)g = Lh. Thus, Px = P(W,L(x)).

3 Asymptotics of µ({x ∈ X | P̂x ∩ C(s) = ∅})
As a first step, we determine the asymptotics of

G(s) := µ({x ∈ X | P̂x ∩ C(s) = ∅})
as s → ∞. In view of (1), our final goal is to understand the derivative of −G(s). Calcu-
lating the asymptotics of G(s) is, as we will see, simpler than calculating the asymptotics
of F (s). In fact, we will be able to give the asymptotics of G(s) in a very explicit form
in Proposition 3.10 below. This in turn allows us to give the asymptotics of F (s) in an
equally explicit form in Theorem 4.25.

Lemma 3.1. Let λ := 1 +
√
2 be the fundamental unit of OK . Given s > 0, let r ∈ Z

be the integer so that λ2r ≤ s1/4 < λ2(r+1). Let also T (s) ⊂ R2 be the open triangle with

vertices (0, 0) and (s/θ(P̂))1/2(1,±1) and set

T (s) := (T (s)×W)diag(λ−2r, λ−2r, λ2r, λ2r).

We then have

G(s) =

∫

X

I(L(x) ∩ T (s) = ∅) dµ(x).

(Here and throughout the article, I(·) denotes the indicator function.)

Proof. As C(s) is star-shaped with respect to the origin, we have

{x ∈ X | P̂x ∩ C(s) = ∅} = {x ∈ X | Px ∩ C(s) = ∅}.
Due to the SL2(R)-invariance of x 7→ Px we have

µ({x ∈ X | Px ∩ C(s) = ∅}) = µ({x ∈ X | Px ∩ C(s)A = ∅})
for each A ∈ SL2(R). Thus, we may freely modify C(s) by multiplying with SL2(R)-
matrices, and since the areas of C(s) and T (s) coincide we have

G(s) = µ({x ∈ X | Px ∩ T (s) = ∅}).
If x = Γghg−1 we have, using the definition of Px, that Px ∩ T (s) = ∅ is equivalent with
L(x) ∩ (T (s) × W) = ∅. Since L(x) = Lh and diag(λ−2r, λ−2r, λ2r, λ2r) commutes with
h ∈ H and fixes L the proof of the lemma is complete.

Note that T (s) contains a ball of radius ≫ s1/4. Thus, in view of Lemma 3.1, the

question about the asymptotics of G(s) = µ({x ∈ X | P̂x ∩ C(s) = ∅}) can be answered
by understanding the probability that a random lattice Lh avoids a large (convex) set.
Similar questions have been studied in [9] and [14]. As is done in [9], we start by describing
a good Siegel domain for our space of lattices (more precise definition at the beginning of
Section 3.1).
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3.1 A Siegel domain for ΓK in H

Let µ′ denote a Haar measure on SL2(R). Then, a Haar measure µH on H is given by
µ′×µ′ and this is (up to conjugation with g) Haar measure on Hg. We wish to determine
an explicit Siegel domain D of ΓK in H , i.e. an explicit set satisfying ΓKD = H and other
convenient properties. The construction presented here is a part of well-known general
theory (cf. e.g. [4]); however we will give detailed, explicit proofs of all the properties we
need in our particular situation.

Now recall the Iwasawa decomposition of SL2(R). Given x ∈ R, y > 0 and θ ∈ R/2πZ
let

n(x) :=

(
1 x
0 1

)
, a(y) :=

(
y 0
0 y−1

)
, k(θ) :=

(
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

)
.

Then every A ∈ SL2(R) can be written uniquely as A = n(x)a(y)k(θ). With respect to
this parametrisation, a Haar measure µ′ is given by y−3dx dy dθ. We will use the notation
h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) to express an arbitrary element of H , where

h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) :=

(
n(x1) 0
0 n(x2)

)(
a(y1) 0
0 a(y2)

)(
k(θ1) 0
0 k(θ2)

)
(3)

for x1, x2 ∈ R, y1, y2 ∈ R>0 and θ1, θ2 ∈ R/2πZ.
Let F ⊂ R2

>0 be a fixed, bounded fundamental domain of L′. Define, for t > 0

Dt := {h ∈ H | (x1, x2) ∈ F, y1y2 ≥ t, y1/y2 ∈ [λ−2, λ2], 0 ≤ θ1, θ2 < π}.

We begin by showing that there is t > 0 such that ΓKDt = H .

Lemma 3.2. There exists t > 0 so that ΓKDt = H.

Proof. Take h ∈ H . We wish to show that there exists t > 0 (which is independent of
h) so that h can be brought into Dt through multiplication by elements of ΓK from the
left. It is clear that there always exists γ ∈ ΓK so that the xi-parameters of γh satisfy
(x1, x2) ∈ F; therefore we focus on the yi- and θi-parameters.

Recall that, given A = (aij) ∈ SL2(R), the y-parameter of its Iwasawa decomposition
is ‖(a21, a22)‖−1. Given r ∈ Z, let Mr = diag(λr, λ−r, σ(λr), σ(λ−r)) ∈ ΓK . It is then seen
that if h has y-parameters y1, y2, the y-parameters of M2rh are λ2ry1 and λ−2ry2, respec-
tively. The product of these parameters remains invariant, while the quotient changes
from y1/y2 to λ4ry1/y2. Thus, it suffices to show that there exists t so that we always can
modify the y-parameters of h through multiplication with γ ∈ ΓK to satisfy y1y2 ≥ t.

To this end, let h = diag(h1, h2), h1 = (aij), h2 = (bij) and A = (αij) ∈ SL2(OK).
Then, the y-parameters y′1, y

′
2 of diag(A, σ(A))h are given by

y′1 = ‖(α21a11 + α22a21, α21a12 + α22a22)‖−1 ,

y′2 = ‖(σ(α21)b11 + σ(α22)b21, σ(α21)b12 + σ(α22)b22))‖−1 .

For (α21, α22) ∈ O2
K , the vector

v(α21, α22) := (α21a11+α22a21, α21a12+α22a22, σ(α21)b11+σ(α22)b21, σ(α21)b12+σ(α22)b22)

is verified to belong to a lattice of covolume 8. By Minkowski’s theorem, there is an ab-
solute constant C so that every such lattice contains a non-zero vector of length bounded
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from above by C. Thus, α21, α22 can be chosen so that 0 < ‖v(α21, α22)‖ ≤ C. Fur-
thermore, α21, α22 can be chosen to be relatively prime at the expense of enlarging C
slightly. Indeed, suppose d is a greatest common divisor of α21 and α22. We may assume
that 1 ≤ d < λ and hence |σ(d)| ≫ 1. Letting α′

21 = α21/d and α′
22 = α22/d there is

an absolute constant C ′ so that 0 < ‖v(α′
21, α

′
22)‖ ≤ C ′. Hence, y′1, y

′
2 ≥ (C ′)−1 and so

y′1y
′
2 ≥ (C ′)−2 =: t.
It now suffices to show that we can modify h with y1y1 ≥ t, y1/y2 ∈ [λ−2, λ2] so that

0 ≤ θ1, θ2 < π. To this end, assume first that y1/y2 ∈ [λ−2, 1]. Then, if

h′ = h(x′
1, x

′
2, y

′
1, y

′
2, θ

′
1, θ

′
2) := M1h

we have y1y2 = y′1y
′
2, y

′
1/y

′
2 = λ2(y1/y2) ∈ [1, λ2], θ′1 = θ1 and θ′2 = θ2+π. If y1/y2 ∈ [1, λ2],

multiply h with M−1 instead. To modify θ1, modify h with σ(M±1) in place of M±1.

3.2 Reduction of Dt for lattices avoiding large balls

Given t > 0 so that ΓKDt = H , we now intend to improve the Siegel domain Dt by
removing some redundance, that is, we study when h, h′ ∈ H give rise to the same lattice,
i.e. when Lh = Lh′. We will use the following notation throughout the article: if f, g
are non-negative functions, we write f ≪ g to indicate that there is an absolute constant
C > 0 so that f ≤ Cg; if f ≪ g and g ≪ f we write f ≍ g .

The following lemma is inspired by [9, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.3. Take
h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) ∈ Dt

and suppose Lh avoids a ball of large radius R. Then y1, y2 ≫ R.

Proof. We can write 81/4gh explicitly as




y1 y−1
1 x1 y2 y−1

2 x2√
2y1

√
2y−1

1 x1 −
√
2y2 −

√
2y−1

2 x2

0 y−1
1 0 y−1

2

0
√
2y−1

1 0 −
√
2y−1

2


 diag(k(θ1), k(θ2)). (4)

Let b1, . . . , b4 denote the row vectors of 81/4gh so that b1, . . . , b4 is a lattice basis of Lh.
We have

‖b1‖ ≤ y1 + y−1
1 |x1|+ y2 + y−1

2 |x2|.
Since h ∈ Dt, we have that y1, y2 ≫ 1. We have y−1

i |xi| ≪ 1 ≪ yi, for i ∈ {1, 2}. Also,
y2 ≤ λ2y1. Hence ‖b1‖ ≪ y1, and similarly, ‖b2‖, ‖b3‖, ‖b4‖ ≪ y1.

Let
∑4

i=1 ribi be the centre of a ball of radius R that has empty intersection with Lh.
Find integers ni with |ni − ri| ≤ 1/2. Note that

∑
i nibi ∈ Lh and

R <

∥∥∥∥∥
4∑

i=1

(ni − ri)bi

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ 1
2

4∑

i=1

‖bi‖ ≪ y1 ≪ y2,

which is the claim of the lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Fix t > 0 so that ΓKDt = H. Take h, h′ ∈ Dt and suppose that Lh = Lh′.
If Lh and Lh′ avoid a sufficiently large ball, then the θ-parameters of h and h′ agree.

7



Furthermore, if y1, y2 and y′1, y
′
2 denote the Iwasawa parameters of h and h′, respectively,

we have y1/y2 = λ4r(y′1/y
′
2) for some r ∈ {−1, 0, 1}. Finally, the set

D′
t := {h ∈ Dt | y1/y2 ∈ (−λ2, λ2)}

gives an irredundant representation of almost all lattices Lh that avoid a sufficiently large
ball; that is, if h, h′ ∈ D′

t and Lh = Lh′, then h = h′.

Proof. In view of Lemma 3.3, the y-parameters of h and h′ are large. As usual, h and h′

have Iwasawa parameters xi, yi, θi and x′
i, y

′
i, θ

′
i, respectively. As in the proof of Lemma 3.3,

let bi and b′i denote the row vectors of 81/4gh and 81/4gh′ respectively. Since the y-
parameters of h and h′ are large, the lengths of b3, b4, b

′
3 and b′4 are large. We first claim

that
Zb3 + Zb4 = Zb′3 + Zb′4.

Indeed, take v =
∑4

i=1 nibi ∈ Lh = Lh′ and consider v · e1k = y1(n1 + n2

√
2) and

v · e3k = y2(n1 − n2

√
2), where k = diag(k(θ1), k(θ2)). Since for a unit vector u we have

|u · v| ≤ ‖v‖ by Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have that the length of v can only be
so small that v = b′3 if n1 = n2 = 0 (recall that ‖b′3‖ is small when y′1, y

′
2 are large).

Therefore, b′3 ∈ Zb3 + Zb4. Similarly, b′4 ∈ Zb3 + Zb4 and conversely, b3, b4 ∈ Zb′3 + Zb′4.
Now, Zb3+Zb4 = Zb′3+Zb′4 implies that |θi−θ′i| ∈ {0, π} for i ∈ 1, 2. To verify this, let

π1, π2 : R
4 −→ R2 be the projections onto the first and last two coordinates, respectively.

We have

π1(Rb3 + Rb4) = R(sin θ1, cos θ1) = R(sin θ′1, cos θ
′
1) = π1(Rb

′
3 + Rb′4)

which gives |θ1 − θ′1| ∈ {0, π}. The other claim is proved similarly using π2. Hence, we
have proved the first statement of the lemma.

Using the first statement of the lemma and Zb3 + Zb4 = Zb′3 + Zb′4 we find that

Z(y−1
1 , y−1

2 ) + Z
√
2(y−1

1 ,−y−1
2 ) = Z((y′1)

−1, (y′2)
−1) + Z

√
2((y′1)

−1,−(y′2)
−1).

We also have y1y2 = y′1y
′
2 by comparing the covolumes of Zb3 + Zb4 = Zb′3 + Zb′4. This

implies
Z(y2, y1) + Z

√
2(y2,−y1) = Z(y′2, y

′
1) + Z

√
2(y′2,−y′1). (5)

Note that (y2, y1) is an element of the left hand side of (5), and that a general element
of the right hand side is of the form (αy′2, σ(α)y

′
1) with α ∈ OK . Thus, there is α ∈ OK

so that y2 = αy′2 and y1 = σ(α)y′1 which implies that y2/y
′
2 = α and y1/y

′
1 = σ(α). From

y1y2 = y′1y
′
2 we see that y2/y

′
2 = y′1/y1 which implies that α−1 = σ(α) so that α ∈ O∗

K .
Since y1, y2, y

′
1, y

′
2 are positive, it follows that both α and σ(α) are positive, hence α = λ2r

for some integer r. Now note that

y1/y2 = (σ(x)y′1)/(xy
′
2) = (σ(x)/x)(y′1/y

′
2) = λ−4r(y′1/y

′
2).

Since y1/y2, y
′
1/y

′
2 ∈ [λ−2, λ2] it follows that r ∈ {−1, 0, 1}.

Note that if r = 0, then y1y2 = y′1y
′
2 and y1/y2 = y′1/y

′
2 implies that y1 = y′1 and

y2 = y′2 and also x1 = x′
1 and x2 = x′

2. If r ∈ {−1, 1} then y1/y2 ∈ {λ−2, λ2}. Since
Dt \ D′

t is of measure 0 with respect to Haar measure of H , it follow that D′
t gives an

irredundant representation of almost all lattices Lh that avoid a large ball.
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3.3 Asymptotics of G(s)

Fix t > 0 so that ΓKDt = H . Fix s > 0 that is so large that so that Lemma 3.4 holds,
i.e. so that D′

t gives an irredundant representation of the lattices Lh, h ∈ H , that avoid
T (s), a set that contains a ball of radius ≍ s1/4. Using Lemma 3.1 we find that

G(s) =

∫

X

I(L(x) ∩ T (s) = ∅) dµ(x) =
∫

D′
t

I(Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅) dµH(h),

where µH is the Haar measure on H which induces a probability measure on ΓK\H . Thus,
with respect to the Iwasawa parametrisation of H used above, there is a constant cH so
that dµH = cHy

−3
1 y−3

2 dx1dx2dy1dy2dθ1dθ2 (see (17) below for an explicit expression for
cH). Thus, we have

G(s) = cH

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

∫

Yt

∫

F

I(Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅)y−3
1 y−3

2 dx1dx2dy1dy2dθ1dθ2

where Yt := {(y1, y2) ∈ R2
>0 | y1y2 ≥ t, y1/y2 ∈ (λ−2, λ2)} and h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2).

For each h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) ∈ H , let L̃h ⊃ Lh denote the set

L̃h := ((Z(y1, 0, y2, 0) + Z
√
2(y1, 0,−y2, 0) + R(0, 1, 0, 0) + R(0, 0, 0, 1))k,

(cf. (4)) where k = diag(k(θ1), k(θ2)). We have

G(s) = cH

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

∫

Yt

∫

F

y−3
1 y−3

2 I(L̃h ∩ T (s) = ∅) dx1dx2dy1dy2dθ1dθ2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:GM (s)

+ cH

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

∫

Yt

∫

F

y−3
1 y−3

2 I(Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅, L̃h ∩ T (s) 6= ∅) dx1dx2dy1dy2dθ1dθ2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:GE(s)

.

(6)

We show in Proposition 3.9 below that there is an explicit constant CP such that GM(s) =
CPs

−1 and then that GE(s) = O(s−9/8) as s → ∞ in Proposition 3.10 from which we
conclude that G(s) decays like GM(s) as s → ∞.

For fixed (θ1, θ2) ∈ [0, π)2, let L1 = L1(θ1) ⊂ R be the projection of λ−2rT (s)k(−θ1)
onto the x-axis and L2 = L2(θ2) ⊂ R be the projection of λ2rWk(−θ2) onto the x-axis.
Given x ∈ R, let R1(θ1, x) be the intersection of the vertical line through (x, 0) and
λ−2rT (s)k(−θ1) and let R2(θ2, x) be the intersection of the same line with λ2rWk(−θ2).

Lemma 3.5. For h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) ∈ Dt and s > 0 we have L̃h ∩ T (s) = ∅ if
and only if L′ ∩ (y−1

1 L1(θ1)× y−1
2 L2(θ2)) = ∅.

Proof. Note that

L̃h = {(αy1, r1, σ(α)y2, r2)k | α ∈ OK , r1, r2 ∈ R}.

where k = diag(k(θ1), k(θ2)). From the definitions of T (s), L1(θ1) and L2(θ2) it follows

that L̃h∩ T (s) 6= ∅ if and only if there exists α ∈ OK such that (αy1, σ(α)y2) ∈ L1(θ1)×
L2(θ2) which gives the claim.
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Lemma 3.6. Let h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) with (x1, x2) ∈ F, (y1, y2) ∈ Yt and (θ1, θ2) ∈
(π
4
, 3π

4
)× [0, π). If s is sufficiently large, then Lh ∩ T (s) 6= ∅.

Proof. From (4) it follows that

(αy1, y
−1
1 (αx1 + β), σ(α)y2, y

−1
2 (σ(α)x2 + σ(β)))k ∈ Lh (7)

for all α, β ∈ OK (here k = diag(k(θ1), k(θ2)) as usual). In particular, with α = 0 we find
that (0, y−1

1 β, 0, y−1
2 σ(β))k ∈ Lh. Since θ1 ∈ (π/4, 3π/4) we have that

|R1(θ1, 0)|, 1 |R2(θ2, 0)| ≫ s1/4

and hence there exists β ∈ OK so that (0, y−1
1 β, 0, y−1

2 σ(β))k ∈ Lh ∩ T (s).

We will need the following fact.

Lemma 3.7. There is a constant C2 > 0 such that for any intervals R1, R2 ⊂ R with
|R1| · |R2| ≥ C2 we have L′ ∩ (R1 ×R2) 6= ∅.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the fact that L′ is invariant under diag(u, σ(u)) for
each u ∈ O∗

K .

In view of Lemma 3.6 we only have to consider

θ1 ∈ J := [0, π) \ (π
4
, 3π

4
)

in the study of GM(s). Define c(s) ∈ (λ−2, 1] by λ2r = s1/4c(s). Now define the intervals
ℓ1 = ℓ1(θ1) and ℓ2 = ℓ2(θ2) through

L1(θ1) =
s1/4

c(s)
ℓ1(θ1) and L2(θ2) = s1/4c(s)ℓ2(θ2).

Note that ℓ1, ℓ2 are independent of s and that ℓ2(θ2) is the horizontal projection of
Wk(−θ2). In the following lemma, we show that GM(s) decays as a constant times
s−1.

Lemma 3.8. For sufficiently large s > 0 we have

GM(s) =
2
√
2cH
s

∫ π

0

∫

J

∫

Y

I
(
L′ ∩

(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)
dy1dy2dθ1dθ2

(y1y2)3
, (8)

where Y := {(y1, y2) | y1, y2 > 0, y2 ∈ (1, λ2)}.

Proof. Take s > 0 so large that Lemma 3.4 holds, i.e. so that D′
t gives an irredundant

representation of the lattices Lh, h ∈ H , that avoid T (s). From (6), Lemma 3.5 and the
definitions of ℓ1(θ1) and ℓ2(θ2) we have

GM(s)

= cH

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

∫

Yt

∫

F

I

(
L′ ∩

(
s1/4

y1c(s)
ℓ1(θ1)×

s1/4c(s)

y2
ℓ2(θ2)

)
= ∅
)
dx1dx2

dy1
y31

dy2
y32

dθ1dθ2.

1Throughout the article, |I| denotes the length of an interval I ⊂ R.
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Since ℓ1(θ1), ℓ2(θ2) ≫ 1, Lemma 3.7 implies that y1y2 ≫ s1/2 if the indicator function in
the above integral is to be non-zero. Hence if s is sufficiently large, with

Y ′ := {(y1, y2) ∈ R2 | y1y2 > 0, y1/y2 ∈ (λ−2, λ2)}

we have

GM(s)

= cH

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

∫

Y ′

∫

F

I

(
L′ ∩

(
s1/4

y1c(s)
ℓ1(θ1)×

s1/4c(s)

y2
ℓ2(θ2)

)
= ∅
)
dx1dx2

dy1
y31

dy2
y32

dθ1dθ2.

Note that the integrand is independent of x1 and x2. Now, with the change of variables
yi = s1/4y′i we find that

GM(s) =
2
√
2cH
s

∫ π

0

∫

J

∫

Y ′

I
(
L′ ∩

(
1

c(s)y′1
ℓ1(θ1)× c(s)

y′2
ℓ2(θ2)

)
= ∅
)

(y′1y
′
2)

3
dy′1dy

′
2dθ1dθ2, (9)

using the fact that area(F) = 2
√
2.

Next, we show that the integrand in the last expression for GM(s) is independent of
s. To this end, let S : R2

>0 −→ R2
>0 be the map (y1, y2) 7→ (λ2y1, λ

−2y2) and note that L′

is invariant under S. Note also that Y ′ differs from a fundamental domain of R2
>0 under

the action of the group generated by S only by a set of measure 0. Another fundamental
domain (up to a set of measure 0) of R2

>0 under this action is

Y ′′ := {(y1, y2) | y1, y2 > 0, y1 ∈ (1, λ2)}.

Using also the fact that the measure y−3
1 y−3

2 dy1dy2 is S-invariant we conclude that we
can replace Y ′ with Y ′′ in the expression (9) for GM(s). With the change of variables
y′2 = c(s)y2 we find that

GM(s) =
2
√
2cH

sc(s)2

∫ π

0

∫

J

∫

Y ′′

I
(
L′ ∩

(
1

c(s)y′1
ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)

(y′1y2)
3

dy′1dy2dθ1dθ2. (10)

Finally, a similar trick with Y instead of Y ′′ and the change of variables y′1 = y1/c(s)
gives the desired result.

In the next proposition we evaluate the triple integral in (8) explicitly.

Proposition 3.9. We have GM(s) = CPs
−1 as for all sufficiently large s, where

CP :=
|σ(λ)|√
2ζK(2)2

where ζK is the Dedekind zeta function of K = Q(
√
2).

Proof. Let R1 := λ/
√
2 denote the inner radius of W and R2 :=

√
2 +

√
2 its outer radius.

With r1 := R1/λ
2 we have

(−r1, r1) ⊂ ℓ2(θ2)/y2 ⊂ (−R2, R2)

for all θ2 ∈ [0, π) and y2 ∈ (1, λ2). Note also that ℓ2(θ2) is symmetric about the origin,
thus 2r1 < |ℓ2(θ2)|/y2 < 2R2 for all θ2 ∈ [0, π) and y2 ∈ (1, λ2).
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Consider now the following figure.

Figure 1: The lattice L′ and the strips of width 2r1 (dashed) and 2R2 (solid). The black
points are, from left to right (1, 1), (λ, σ(λ)) and (λ2, σ(λ2)).

From Figure 1 we conclude that if 2r1 < |ℓ2(θ2)|/y2 ≤ 2|σ(λ)|, then for θ1 ∈ J, y1 > 0
we have

L′ ∩
(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅

if and only if |ℓ1(θ1)|/y1 < λ2. Let

S1 := {(y2, θ2) ∈ (1, λ2)× [0, π) : 2r1 < |ℓ2(θ2)|/y2 ≤ 2|σ(λ)|}.

Similarly, if 2|σ(λ)| < |ℓ2(θ2)|/y2 ≤ 2 then for θ1 ∈ J, y1 > 0 we have

L′ ∩
(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅

if and only if |ℓ1(θ1)|/y1 < λ. Let

S2 := {(y2, θ2) ∈ (1, λ2)× [0, π) : 2|σ(λ)| < |ℓ2(θ2)|/y2 ≤ 2}.

Finally, if 2 < |ℓ2(θ2)|/y2 ≤ 2R2 then for θ1 ∈ J, y1 > 0 we have

L′ ∩
(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅

if and only if |ℓ1(θ1)|/y1 < 1. Let

S3 := {(y2, θ2) ∈ (1, λ2)× [0, π) : 2 < |ℓ2(θ2)|/y2 < 2R2}.

We now write down an explicit expressions for |ℓ1(θ1)| and |ℓ2(θ2)|. For θ1 ∈ [0, π/4] we

have |ℓ1(θ1)| = (cos θ1 + sin θ1)θ(P̂)−1/2, while |ℓ1(θ1)| = | cos θ1 − sin θ1|θ(P̂)−1/2 for θ1 ∈
[3π/4, π) (these are the absolute values of the x-coordinates of θ(P̂)−1/2(1,±1)k(−θ1)).
Note that |ℓ2(θ2)| is periodic with period π/4 (due to the eightfold symmetry of W) and
that for 0 ≤ θ2 ≤ π/4 we have |ℓ2(θ2)| =

√
2(λ cos θ2 + sin θ2) (this is twice the first

coordinate of 1√
2
(λ,−1)k(−θ2)).

We will now calculate the part of the triple integral in (8) corresponding to integration
over S1 and θ1 ∈ [0, π/4]. Note that the defining condition in S1 implies that

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2|σ(λ)| ≤ y2 <

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2r1

.

Now we observe that

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2r1

≤ 2R2

2r1
and

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2|σ(λ)| ≥ λR1 =

λ2

√
2
> 1.
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Note that R2/r1 > λ2 so we cannot use the first inequality above to improve the bound
1 < y2 < λ2. We find that

∫

S1

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

0

I
(
L′ ∩

(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)
dy1dθ1dy2dθ2

(y1y2)3

=

∫ π

0

∫ λ2

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2|σ(λ)|

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

0

I (|ℓ1(θ1)|/λ2 < y1) dy1dθ1dy2dθ2
(y1y2)3

=

∫ π

0

∫ λ2

|ℓ2(θ2)|

2|σ(λ)|

dy2dθ2
y32

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

|ℓ1(θ1)|/λ2

dy1dθ1
y31

=4

∫ π/4

0

(
σ(λ)2

(λ cos θ2 + sin θ2)2
− 1

2λ4

)
dθ2

∫ π/4

0

λ4θ(P̂)dθ1
2(cos θ1 + sin θ1)2

=θ(P̂)λ4

(
1√
2λ4

− π

8λ4

)
= θ(P̂)

(
1√
2
− π

8

)

using
∫ π/4

0

(λ cos θ2 + sin θ2)
−2 dθ2 =

1√
2λ2

and

∫ π/4

0

(cos θ1 + sin θ1)
−2 dθ1 =

1

2
. (11)

Using the fact that ∫ π

3π/4

(cos θ1 − sin θ1)
−2 dθ1 =

1

2

it is seen that
∫

S1

∫ π

3π/4

∫ ∞

0

I
(
L′ ∩

(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)
dy1dθ1dy2dθ2

(y1y2)3

= θ(P̂)

(
1√
2
− π

8

)

as well.
Next, we calculate the part of the triple integral in (8) corresponding to integration

over S2 and θ1 ∈ [0, π/4]. Note that the defining condition in S2 implies that

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2

≤ y2 <
|ℓ2(θ2)|
2|σ(λ)| .

Now we observe that

1 < R1 ≤
|ℓ2(θ2)|

2
and

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2|σ(λ)| ≤ λR2 < λ2.

We find that
∫

S2

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

0

I
(
L′ ∩

(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)
dy1dθ1dy2dθ2

(y1y2)3

=

∫ π

0

∫ |ℓ2(θ2)|
2|σ(λ)|

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

0

I (|ℓ1(θ1)|/λ < y1) dy1dθ1dy2dθ2
(y1y2)3

=

∫ π

0

∫ |ℓ2(θ2)|

2|σ(λ)|

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2

dy2dθ2
y32

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

|ℓ1(θ1)|/λ

dy1dθ1
y31

=4

∫ π/4

0

(1− |σ(λ)|2)
(λ cos θ2 + sin θ2)2

dθ2

∫ π/4

0

λ2θ(P̂)dθ1
2(cos θ1 + sin θ1)2

= θ(P̂)

(
1√
2
− 1√

2λ2

)
,
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again using the integrals in (11). As before, it is seen that

∫

S2

∫ π

3π/4

∫ ∞

0

I
(
L′ ∩

(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)
dy1dθ1dy2dθ2

(y1y2)3
= θ(P̂)

(
1√
2
− 1√

2λ2

)

as well.
Finally, we calculate the part of the triple integral in (8) corresponding to integration

over S3 and θ1 ∈ [0, π/4]. The defining condition in S3 gives

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2R2

≤ y2 <
|ℓ2(θ2)|

2
.

Now we note that
R1

R2
≤ |ℓ2(θ2)|

2R2
and

|ℓ2(θ2)|
2

≤ R2 < λ2.

The first bound cannot be used to improve the bound 1 < y2 < λ2. We find that

∫

S3

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

0

I
(
L′ ∩

(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)
dy1dθ1dy2dθ2

(y1y2)3

=

∫ π

0

∫ |ℓ2(θ2)|
2

1

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

0

I (|ℓ1(θ1)| < y1) dy1dθ1dy2dθ2
(y1y2)3

=

∫ π

0

∫ |ℓ2(θ2)|

2

1

dy2dθ2
y32

∫ π/4

0

∫ ∞

|ℓ1(θ1)|

dy1dθ1
y31

=4

∫ π/4

0

(
1

2
− 1

(λ cos θ2 + sin θ2)2

)
dθ2

∫ π/4

0

θ(P̂)dθ1
2(cos θ1 + sin θ1)2

=θ(P̂)

(
π

8
− 1√

2λ2

)

using (11). As before, we have

∫

S3

∫ π

3π/4

∫ ∞

0

I
(
L′ ∩

(
y−1
1 ℓ1(θ1)× y−1

2 ℓ2(θ2)
)
= ∅
)
dy1dθ1dy2dθ2

(y1y2)3
= θ(P̂)

(
π

8
− 1√

2λ2

)

as well.
Hence we conclude that

GM(s) =s−14
√
2cHθ(P̂)

(
1√
2
− π

8
+

1√
2
− 1√

2λ2
+

π

8
− 1√

2λ2

)

=s−18cHθ(P̂)

(
1− 1

λ2

)
= s−116cHθ(P̂)|σ(λ)|.

By [5, Theorem 4.9] we have θ(P̂) = 1
ζK(2)

= 48
√
2

π4 , where ζK is the Dedekind zeta function

of K. In (17) below we will show that cH = 1
83/2ζK(2)

. Thus, the claim of the lemma

follows.

Proposition 3.10. For large s > 0 we have GE(s) ≪ s−9/8, hence G(s) = CPs
−1 +

O(s−9/8) as s → ∞, where CP is the constant given in the statement of Proposition 3.9.
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Proof. For x1, x2 ∈ F and θ1, θ2 ∈ [0, π), define

V = V (x1, x2, θ1, θ2) := {(y1, y2) ∈ R2
>0 | h ∈ Dt,Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅, L̃h ∩ T (s) 6= ∅},

where we recall that h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2). We now study V for fixed (θ1, θ2) ∈
[0, π/4]× [0, π) and fixed (x1, x2) ∈ F.

If (y1, y2) ∈ V , then the fact that h belongs to Dt implies that y1/y2 ∈ (λ−2, λ2) which
further implies that (y1, y2) belongs to a sector of points with arguments in [v, π/2 − v]
for some absolute constant v > 0. In view of Lemma 3.3 we have y1, y2 ≫ s1/4 if s is
sufficiently large. If we are to have L̃h ∩ T (s) 6= ∅, then in view of Lemma 3.5, we need
y1, y2 ≪ s1/4. Hence, y1, y2 ≍ s1/4 if (y1, y2) ∈ V (we emphasise that the implied constants
are independent of θ1, θ2). For w ∈ [v, π/2− v], define

r0(w) = r0(w, θ1, θ2)

:= inf{r > 0 | L̃h ∩ T (s) = ∅ for all (y1, y2) = r′(cosw, sinw) with r′ > r}

(recall that L̃h is independent of x1, x2).
Note that r0 is a continuous function of w and that r0(w) ≍ s1/4, where the implied

constants can be chosen to be independent of w. Note that if r < r0(w) then (y1, y2) =

r(cosw, sinw) gives L̃h∩T (s) 6= ∅ by Lemma 3.5. We will now show that V is contained
in a thin strip around the curve defined by r0.

Assume that r < r0(w) and that (y1, y2) := r(cosw, sinw) ∈ V . Then, by Lemma 3.5,
there is α ∈ OK ∩ R>0 such that (αy1, σ(α)y2) ∈ L1(θ1) × L2(θ2), that is, the inter-
vals R1(θ1, αy1) and R2(θ2, σ(α)y2) (recall the definitions of these intervals just before
Lemma 3.5) are non-empty which implies that |αy1|, |σ(α)y2| ≪ s1/4. Since y1, y2 ≍ s1/4

it follows that 0 < |α|, |σ(α)| ≪ 1, i.e. there are only finitely many possibilites for α.
Recall the points of the form (7) that belong to Lh. Such a point belongs to T (s) if

and only if

(β, σ(β)) ∈ (y1R1(θ1, αy1)− αx1)× (y2R2(θ2, σ(α)y2)− σ(α)x2).

Let now t := 1 − s−1/8. Fix C > 0 so that |R1(θ1, Cs1/4)|, |R2(θ2, Cs1/4)| ≫ s1/4 for all
(θ1, θ2) ∈ [0, π/4]× [0, π). We may assume that C is so small that for every (y1, y2) ∈ V
and every possible α we have tαy1, t|σ(α)|y2 ≥ Cs1/4. Let

a(θ1) ≍ s1/4

be the right end point of L1(θ1) (recall that L1(θ1) is the projection of λ−2rT (s)k(−θ1)
onto the x-axis). We have that |R1(θ1, ta(θ1))| is a decreasing function of θ1 and

|R1(π/4, ta(π/4))| = |a(π/4)− ta(π/4)| = (1− t)|a(π/4)| = s−1/8|a(π/4)| ≫ s1/8.

Thus, |R1(θ1, tαy1)| ≫ s1/8 since

|R1(θ1, tαy1)| ≥ min{|R1(θ1, Cs1/4)|, |R1(π/4, ta(π/4))|}.

A bound |R2(θ2, tσ(α)y2)| ≫ s1/8 is straightforward to establish. Hence, if (y1, y2) ∈ V
then t(y1, y2) does not belong to V (and neither does t′(y1, y2) for any t′ < t), as there for
large s certainly exists β ∈ OK such that

(β, σ(β)) ∈ (ty1R1(θ1, αty1)− αx1, ty2R2(θ2, σ(α)ty2)− σ(α)x2),
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so that Lh(x1, x2, ty1, ty2, θ1, θ2) ∩ T (s) 6= ∅. Thus, V is contained in the set whose polar
coordinates (r, w) satisfy v ≤ w ≤ π/2− v, and tr0(w) ≤ r ≤ r0(w). Hence we find that

∫

F

∫ π

0

∫ π/4

0

∫

(y1,y2)∈V

dy1dy2dθ1dθ2dx1dx2

y31y
3
2

≪
∫ π

0

∫ π/4

0

∫ π/2−v

v

∫ r0(w)

tr0(w)

r drdwdθ1dθ2
r6 cos3w sin3w

≪
∫ π/2−v

v

∫ r0(w)

r=tr0(w)

r−5drdw ≪
∫ π/2−v

v

r0(w)
−4
(
1− t−4

)
dw ≪ s−1

(
1− t−4

)
≪ s−9/8.

We bound the analogous integral with θ1 ∈ [3π/4, π) in a similar way. For θ1 ∈ (π/4, 3π/4)
we note that R1(θ1, 0), R2(θ2, 0) are long intervals, so Lh∩T (s) cannot be empty. Hence
the statement of the lemma follows.

4 Asymptotics of the limiting gap distribution

Next, we turn to the main problem of the present study, which is to determine the asymp-
totic behaviour of the limiting gap distribution F (s), as given in (1), in the particular
case of the Ammann–Beenker like point set P. Since F (s) = −G′(s) and G(s) decays
like CPs

−1, we might heuristically expect that F (s) decays like CPs
−2. The remain-

der of this paper is devoted to proving that this is indeed the case, by showing that
F (s) = C ′

Ps
−2 +O(s−p), as s → ∞, for some p > 2 and C ′

P ∈ R. By integrating F (s), a
general argument then shows that C ′

P = CP .
Let T ′(s) = T (s) ×W. Recall that G(s) = µ({x ∈ X | Px ∩ T (s) = ∅}). We set up

the difference quotient

F (s) = lim
η→0+

1

η
(µ({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(s) = ∅} − µ({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(s+ η) = ∅}))

= lim
η→0+

1

η
µ({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(s) = ∅,L(x) ∩ T ′(s+ η) 6= ∅}).

Thus, intuitively, we are interested in the probability that a random lattice L(x) avoids
T ′(s), given that it contains a point whose last two coordinates belong to W and whose
first two coordinates belong to the vertical part of the boundary of T (s). We will make
this intuition precise by using measures that allow conditioning on a lattice containing a
specific point.

4.1 Conditional measures

In the present section we will present some results from [7], which contains a general
treatment of conditional measures on homogeneous spaces associated to cut-and-project
sets (similar to the contruction of conditional measure on the space of lattices in [8,
Section 7]). With the aim of giving a self-contained presentation, we will reproduce some
proofs of important results from [7] in the particular case we are interested in, namely the
homogeneous space associated to the Ammann–Beenker point set, i.e. when Hg = gHg−1

with H = SL2(R)
2 and g as in (2).

Given z ∈ R4, let
(Hg)z = {h ∈ Hg | zh = z}

be the subgroup ofHg of matrices that fix z. Given z1 ∈ R4 and z2 ∈ z1Hg, let Mz1,z2 ∈ Hg

denote a matrix such that z1Mz1,z2 = z2. One can then identify the quotient space
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(Hg)z\Hg and the set zHg = {zh | h ∈ Hg} ⊂ R4, by the map (Hg)zh 7→ zh with
inverse zHg ∋ z1 7→ (Hg)zMz,z1 . Let Z4

∗ = Z4 \ {0}. For each z ∈ Z4
∗Hg we have

zHg = (R2\{0})2g−1, a set full Lebesgue measure in R4. We also have that the restriction
of Lebesgue measure to zHg is Hg-invariant. We conclude that (Hg)z\Hg admits an Hg-
invariant measure.

Now, given z ∈ Z4
∗Hg, fix the Haar measure µz on (Hg)z

2 so that
∫

Hg

f(h) dµ(h) =

∫

zHg

∫

(Hg)z

f(hMz,z1) dµz(h) dz1 (12)

for every f ∈ L1(Hg, µ) (this is possible by e.g. [6, Theorem 8.36], using the identification
of zHg and (Hg)z\Hg). Since µz is a Haar masure, the integral

∫
(Hg)z

f(hMz,z1) dµz(h) is

independent of the choice of Mz,z1. Here dz1 is the standard Lebesgue measure on R4.
We here note a fact that will be useful later. For z1, z2 ∈ Z4

∗Hg we have

(Hg)z2 = M−1
z1,z2

(Hg)z1Mz1,z2 (13)

and that µz2 is the pushforward of µz1 by the map h 7→ M−1
z1,z2

hMz1,z2 from (Hg)z1 to
(Hg)z2 .

Given z ∈ R4, let

X(z) = {Γh ∈ X | h ∈ Hg, z ∈ Z4h} ⊂ X

and, given k ∈ Z4, let

X(k, z) = {Γh ∈ X | h ∈ Hg, kh = z} ⊂ X(z). (14)

Note that X(z) 6= ∅ if and only if z ∈ Z4Hg and that X(0) = X , therefore we henceforth
assume that z ∈ Z4

∗Hg. Then we have X(0, z) = ∅, while the sets X(k, z), k ∈ Z4
∗, form

a covering of X(z). If R ⊂ Z4 is chosen as a set of representatives of Z4
∗ under the action

of Γg, then X(k, z), k ∈ R, give a disjoint covering of X(z). We fix a convenient choice of
R. First, fix a set of representatives L of (OK \ {0})/O∗

K with 1 ∈ L, where O∗
K denotes

the group of units of OK . Now choose R so that

{δ1/4kg | k ∈ R} = {(0, ℓ, 0, σ(ℓ)) | ℓ ∈ L}.

By noting that for k1, k2 ∈ Z4
∗ one has k1Γg = k2Γg if and only if δ1/4k1gΓK = δ1/4k2gΓK ,

the fact that R has the claimed property follows from the fact that {(0, ℓ) | ℓ ∈ L} gives
a set of representatives of O2

K \ {0} under the action of SL2(OK).
Given k ∈ R, let Γk = Γ ∩ (Hg)k; this is a lattice in (Hg)k, as will be verified in

Section 4.2 below. Given z ∈ kHg, fix Mk,z. Then

X(k, z) = {Γh | h ∈ (Hg)kMk,z}.

The map Γk\(Hg)k −→ X(k, z), Γkh 7→ ΓhMk,z is well-defined and bijective. Thus,
the push-forward of the (Hg)k-invariant measure µk on Γk\(Hg)k under this map gives a
measure νz on X(k, z) which is independent of the choice of Mk,z. We obtain a measure
νz on X(z) by combining the measures νz defined on each X(k, z). We also consider νz
as a measure on X supported on X(z).

We state and reproduce the proof of the following result from [7] in the particular case
of our X .

2One verifies that (Hg)z is isomorphic to the abelian Lie group R2 for each z, hence its left and right
Haar measures coincide.
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Theorem 4.1. [7, Prop. 3.7] If E ⊂ X is any Borel set, then z 7→ νz(E) is a measurable,
almost everywhere defined function on R4, and for any Borel set U ⊂ R4 we have

∫

E
#(Z4

∗h ∩ U) dµ(Γh) =

∫

U

νz(E) dz

where dz denotes standard Lebesgue measure on R4.

Proof. Let π : Hg −→ X denote the projection map and set E0 = π−1(E). For any choice
of a fundamental domain Fk ⊂ (Hg)k of Γk\(Hg)k we have, for every z ∈ Z4

∗Hg,

νz(E) =
∑

k∈R

∫

Fk

χE0(hMk,z) dµk(h). (15)

Let now F be a fundamental domain of Γg\Hg. Fix k ∈ R. We have that FM−1
k,z

is also a fundamental domain of Γg\Hg. Note that Γk is a subgroup of Γg; let S(k) be
a set of representatives so that

⊔
γ∈S(k) Γkγ = Γg (we use

⊔
to denote a disjoint union).

It is verified that F ′
k :=

⊔
γ∈S(k) γFM−1

k,z is a fundamental domain of Γk\Hg and that
Fk = F ′

k∩ (Hg)k is a fundamental domain of Γk\(Hg)k. We now use this particular choice
of Fk.

We have∫

Fk

χE0(hMk,z) dµk(h) =

∫

(Hg)k

χF ′
k∩E0M

−1
k,z
(h) dµk(h)

=
∑

γ∈S(k)

∫

(Hg)k

χγFM−1
k,z∩E0M

−1
k,z
(h) dµk(h) =

∑

γ∈S(k)

∫

(Hg)k

χF∩E0(γ
−1hMk,z) dµk(h)

where we in the last equality used that E0 is left Γg-invariant. Combining with (15) we
find that

νz(E) =
∑

k∈R

∑

γ∈S(k)

∫

(Hg)k

χF∩E0(γ
−1hMk,z) dµk(h).

Now fix any m ∈ Z4
∗ once and for all. Then mHg = Z4

∗Hg = (R2 \ {0})2g−1. It follows
that ∫

U

νz(E) dz =

∫

U∩mHg

∑

k∈R

∑

γ∈S(k)

∫

(Hg)k

χF∩E0(γ
−1hMk,z) dµk(h) dz.

For fixed k, using the fact that (Hg)k = M−1
m,k(Hg)mMm,k, we find that

∫

(Hg)k

χF∩E0(γ
−1hMk,z) dµk(h) =

∫

(Hg)m

χF∩E0((Mm,kγ)
−1hMm,kMk,z) dµm(h).

Note that Mm,kγ ∈ (Hg)mMm,kγ and that Mm,kMk,z ∈ (Hg)mMm,z. Using both the left
and right (Hg)m-invariance of µm we conclude that

∫

U

νz(E) dz =

∫

U∩mHg

∑

k∈R

∑

γ∈S(k)

∫

(Hg)m

χF∩E0(M
−1
m,kγhMm,z) dµm(h) dz.

Now, observe that as k and γ run through the iterated sum above, kγ ranges through
Z4 ∩mHg = Z4

∗, visiting each value exactly once. Thus
∫

U

νz(E) dz =

∫

U∩mHg

∑

k∈Z4
∗

∫

(Hg)m

χF∩E0(M
−1
m,khMm,z) dµm(h) dz.
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Let now Bk = {h′ ∈ F ∩ E0 | kh′ ∈ U}. We have

∫

U

νz(E) dz =
∑

k∈Z4
∗

∫

mHg

∫

(Hg)m

χBk
(M−1

m,khMm,z) dµm(h) dz.

Using (12), we find that

∫

U

νz(E) dz =
∑

k∈Z4
∗

∫

Hg

χBk
(M−1

m,kh) dµ(h)

=
∑

k∈Z4
∗

µ(Mm,kBk) =
∑

k∈Z4
∗

µ(Bk)

by the Hg-invariance of µ. Finally

∑

k∈Z4
∗

µ(Bk) =
∑

k∈Z4
∗

∫

F∩E0
I(kh ∈ U) dµ(h) =

∫

F∩E0

∑

k∈Z4
∗

I(kh ∈ U) dµ(h)

=

∫

F∩E0
#(Z4

∗h ∩ U) dµ(h) =

∫

E
#(Z4

∗h ∩ U) dµ(Γh)

and the proof is complete.

Theorem 4.1 allows us to think of νz as a conditional measure onX , namely, it allows us
to condition on the event that a lattice should contain a given point. Given z ∈ (R2\{0})2,
let z = δ−1/4zg−1 ∈ Z4

∗Hg and define νz = νz. As an immediate corollary of Theorem 4.1
we have:

Corollary 4.2. Given a Borel set E ⊂ X we have that z 7→ νz(E) is a measurable, almost
everywhere defined function on R4 and for each Borel set U ⊂ R4 we have

∫

E
#(δ1/4Z4

∗hg ∩ U) dµ(Γh) = δ−1

∫

U

νz(E) dz.

The next corollary will allow us to determine cH . We reproduce the proof from [7].

Corollary 4.3. For every z ∈ Z4
∗Hg, νz is a probability measure on X.

Proof. Fix a Borel set U ⊂ R4 of positive, finite measure. Apply [10, Theorem 5.1] (see
also [12]) with f = χUg to obtain

∫

X

#(Z4
∗h ∩ U) dµ(Γh) =

∫

X

∑

m∈Z4
∗hg

χUg(m) dµ(Γh) = vol(Ug) = vol(U).

By Theorem 4.1, the left hand side is equal to
∫
U
νz(X) dz. Since this holds for every Borel

set U of finite measure, we have that νz(X) = 1 for almost all z ∈ Z4
∗Hg. In particular,

this must hold for some z ∈ Z4
∗Hg. Now note that zHg = Z4

∗Hg and that νz(X) = νzh(X)
for each h ∈ Hg (since νz(X(k, z)) = νzh(X(k, zh)) for every k ∈ R). Thus the claim of
the corollary follows.
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4.2 Reformulation of the problem using conditional measures

Let us set z0 = 81/4(0, 0, 1, 0) so that z0g = (0, 1, 0, 1). It is then verified that the map

(x1, x2) 7→ g diag(n(x1), n(x2))g
−1

is Lie group isomorphism of R2 and (Hg)z0. With respect to this parametrisation, a
Haar measure on (Hg)z0 is dx1 dx2. Hence µz0 is a constant multiple of dx1 dx2, in fact
one verifies by a computation starting from (12) that µz0 = cHdx1 dx2, where cH is the
constant introduced in the beginning of Section 3.3. Fix k ∈ (R2 \ {0})2. We then have
(Hg)k = M−1

z0,k
(Hg)z0Mz0,k by (13), hence the map

(x1, x2) 7→ M−1
z0,k

g diag(n(x1), n(x2))g
−1Mz0,k

is a Lie group isomorphism of R2 and (Hg)k. In this parametrisation we have µk =
cHdx1 dx2 as well. Now choose ℓ ∈ L so that δ1/4kg = (0, ℓ, 0, σ(ℓ)). Then one can take

Mz0,k = g diag(a(81/4ℓ−1), a(81/4σ(ℓ−1)))g−1.

This turns the above parametrisation of (Hg)k to

(x1, x2) 7→ g diag(n(8−1/2ℓ2x1), n(8
−1/2σ(ℓ)2x2))g

−1.

By making a linear change of variables we can modify this parametrisation to

(x1, x2) 7→ g diag(n(x1), n(x2))g
−1 (16)

and with respect to this parametrisation we have µk = 8N(ℓ)−2cHdx1dx2. We note that
in this parametrisation, the subgroup Γk = Γ ∩ (Hg)k corresponds to the lattice L′ ⊂ R2,
verifying the earlier claim that Γk is a lattice in (Hg)k.

Let us note that Corollary 4.2 allows us to determine cH explicitly. By Corollary 4.2
we know, on one hand, that νz(X) = 1 for every z ∈ Z4

∗Hg. We calculate νz(X) in another
way, using the covering X(k, z), k ∈ R, of X(z). Fix k ∈ R and a corresponding ℓ ∈ L.
By the definition of νz we have

νz(X(k, z)) = µk(Γk\(Hg)k) = 8N(ℓ)−2cH

∫

R2\L′

dx1dx2 = 83/2N(ℓ)−2cH .

It follows that

1 = νz(X) =
∑

k∈R
νz(X(k, z)) = 83/2cH

∑

ℓ∈L
N(ℓ)−2 = 83/2cHζK(2)

where ζK is the Dedekind zeta function of K. We conclude that

cH =
1

83/2ζK(2)
. (17)

The value of cH can also be obtained using results from [13].
Recall that

F (s) = lim
η→0+

1

η
µ({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(s) = ∅,L(x) ∩ T ′(s+ η) 6= ∅})︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:F1(s,η)

. (18)
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For s > 0, let
E(s) := {x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(s) = ∅}.

Let also
c := θ(P̂)1/2.

Given z ∈ R>0 × R×W, with first coordinate z1, note that z ∈ ∂T (z21c
2)×W.

Lemma 4.4. For any z1 > 0, |z2| < z1, k ∈ R, w ∈ W and z = (z1, z2, w), if either
k 6= (0, 0, 1, 0) or w ∈ |σ(λ)|W, then X(k, z) ∩ E(z21c2) = ∅.

Proof. Let s = z21c
2. We have δ1/4(0, 0, 1, 0)g = (0, 1, 0, 1). Thus, if k ∈ R \ {(0, 0, 1, 0)},

then we have δ1/4kg = (0, ℓ, 0, σ(ℓ)), where ℓ is not a unit, i.e. there is a prime π ∈ OK

such that π | ℓ. We may assume that 1 < π < λ, from which it follows that |σ(π)| > 1.
Assume towards a contradiction that there is x ∈ X(k, z) ∩ E(s). Write x = Γghg−1

for some h ∈ H with kghg−1 = z. We have that kghg−1 = z which is equivalent with
(0, ℓ, 0, σ(ℓ))h = z. Furthermore, z ∈ Lh = L(x) and z ∈ (∂T (s) × W). It follows that
(0, ℓ/π, 0, σ(ℓ/π))h ∈ Lh, but this contradicts L(x) ∩ T ′(s) = ∅, since T (s) and W are
star-shaped with respect to 0 and W satisfies −W = W.

Suppose now that w ∈ |σ(λ)|W. Then, given x = Γghg−1 ∈ X(k, z) ∩ E(s) with h
as before, we have (0, ℓ, 0, σ(ℓ))h = z ∈ (∂T (s) × |σ(λ)|W) ∩ L(x) but then the point
(0, ℓ/λ, 0, σ(ℓ/λ))h ∈ L(x) belongs to T ′(s). This is a contradiction.

Lemma 4.5. For s, η > 0 we have

F1(s, η) = δ−1

∫

T ′(s+η)\T ′(s)

νz(E(z21c2)) dz

(recall the definition of F1(s, η) from (18)).

Proof. Fix s, η > 0 and N ∈ Z>0. Let ξj = s+ j
2N

η for j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2N} and

Er
j = {x ∈ X | #(L(x) ∩ T ′(ξj)) ≤ r}

for r ∈ {0, 1}. Let also T ′
j = T ′(ξj) \ T ′(ξj−1) for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 2N}.

Note that we can write the set measured in F1(s, η) as a disjoint union

2N⋃

j=1

{x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(ξj−1) = ∅,L(x) ∩ T ′
j 6= ∅}.

Furthermore, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ 2N we have

µ({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(ξj−1) = ∅,L(x) ∩ Tj 6= ∅})
≥µ({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(ξj−1) = ∅,#(L(x) ∩ Tj) = 1})

=µ({x ∈ X | #(L(x) ∩ T ′(ξj)) ≤ 1,#(L(x) ∩ Tj) = 1}) =
∫

E1
j

#(L(x) ∩ T ′
j ) dµ.

We also have

µ({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(ξj−1) = ∅,L(x) ∩ Tj 6= ∅}) ≤
∫

E0
j−1

#(L(x) ∩ T ′
j ) dµ.
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We conclude that

2N∑

j=1

∫

E1
j

#(L(x) ∩ T ′
j ) dµ ≤ F1(s, η) ≤

2N∑

j=1

∫

E0
j−1

#(L(x) ∩ T ′
j ) dµ.

By Corollary 4.2 we have

2N∑

j=1

∫

E0
j−1

#(L(x) ∩ T ′
j ) dµ = δ−1

2N∑

j=1

∫

T ′
j

νz(E0
j−1) dz

where the right hand side can further be simplified to

δ−1

∫

T ′(s+η)\T ′(s)

νz({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(ξN− (z)) = ∅}) dz

with ξN− (z) := max{ξj | z /∈ T ′(ξj)}. Note that for every z ∈ T ′(s+η)\T ′(s), the sequence
ξN− (z) increases with N . Hence, the sequence of sets {x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(ξN− (z)) = ∅}
decreases with N . Note that ξN− (z) tends to z21c

2 as N → ∞. We then have pointwise
convergence

νz({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(ξN− (z)) = ∅}) → νz({x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(z21c
2) = ∅})

for every z ∈ T ′(s+η)\T ′(s). By Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence we have

δ−1

2N∑

j=1

∫

E0
j−1

#(L(x)∩T ′
j ) dµ −→

∫

T ′(s+η)\T ′(s)

νz({x ∈ X | L(x)∩T ′(z21c
2) = ∅}) dz (19)

as N −→ ∞.
Now, once more applying Corollary 4.2, we find that

2N∑

j=1

∫

E1
j

#(L(x) ∩ T ′
j ) dµ = δ−1

2N∑

j=1

∫

T ′
j

νz(E1
j ) dz

where the right hand side can be written as

δ−1

∫

T ′(s+η)\T ′(s)

νz({x ∈ X | #(L(x) ∩ T ′(ξN+ (z))) ≤ 1}) dz

with ξN+ (z) := min{ξj | z ∈ T ′(ξj)}. Note that ξN+ (z) decreases pointwise with N and
hence that the sets {x ∈ X | #(L(x) ∩ T ′(ξN+ (z))) ≤ 1} increase with N towards

{x ∈ X | #(L(x) ∩ T ′
1 (z

2
1c

2)) ≤ 1}

where T ′
1 (z

2
1c

2) =
⋂

ξ>z21c
2 T ′(ξ) and z21c

2 is the limit of ξN+ (z) as N −→ ∞. By another
application of Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence we conclude that

2N∑

j=1

∫

T ′
j

νz(E1
j ) dz −→ δ−1

∫

T ′(s+η)\T ′(s)

νz({x ∈ X | #(L(x) ∩ T ′
1 (z

2
1c

2)) ≤ 1}) dz (20)

as N → ∞.
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It now remains to show that the right hand sides of equations (19) and (20) are in fact
equal. To this end, it suffices to show that for Lebesgue almost every z ∈ T ′(s+η)\T ′(s)
we have

#(L(x) ∩ T ′
1 (z

2
1c

2)) ≤ 1 ⇐⇒ L(x) ∩ T ′(z21c
2) = ∅

for νz-almost every x ∈ X . Note that the right implication is always true, since z ∈
L(x)∩T ′

1 (z
2
1c

2). Suppose therefore that L(x)∩T ′(z21c
2) = ∅ and #(L(x)∩T ′

1 (z
2
1c

2)) ≥ 2.
By Lemma 4.4 we can assume that x ∈ X(k, z), with k = (0, 0, 1, 0).

Let us therefore fix z = (z1, z2, w) ∈ T ′(s + η) \ T ′(s) and assume that there is
x ∈ X(k, z) such that #(L(x)∩T ′

1 (z
2
1c

2)) ≥ 2. Write x = Γghg−1 where h = diag(h1, h2).
Then L(x) = Lh and there must be two distinct points of Lh whose first coordinates agree.
If h1 = n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1), where y1, θ1 are determined by (z1, z2) = y−1

1 (sin θ1, cos θ1), this
implies that there must exist distinct pairs (α1, β1), (α2, β2) ∈ O2

K such that (αi, βi)h1,
i ∈ {1, 2}, share the same first coordinate.

A straightforward calculation then shows that

y21z2(α1 − α2) + z1(β1 − β2) = x1z1(α2 − α1).

Now, α1 = α2 implies that z1 = 0, so this case is excluded. Hence, as there are only
countably many possibilities for α1, α2, β1, β2 we see that x1 is restricted to a countable
set. This finishes the proof as νz on X(k, z) is dx1 dx2 (where x2 appears as a parameter
in h2).

Now parametrise T ′(s+ η) \ T ′(s) by

{(z1, z2, w) | z1 ∈ [s1/2c−1, (s+ η)1/2c−1), |z2| < z1, w ∈ W}.

Writing z = (z1, z2, w) with z1, z2 ∈ R and w ∈ R2 then Lemma 4.4 gives

F1(s, η) = δ−1

∫ (s+η)1/2c−1

z1=s1/2c−1

∫ z1

z2=−z1

∫

W ′

νz({X(k, z) ∩ E(z21c2) = ∅})dwdz2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:F2(z1)

dz1 (21)

where k := (0, 0, 1, 0) and
W ′ := W \ |σ(λ)|W.

Note that
X(k, z) = {Γghg−1 | h ∈ H : (0, 1, 0, 1)h = z}. (22)

Recall that for each z = (z1, z2, w) ∈ (R2 \ {0})2, the measure νz is the push-forward
of µk on Γk\(Hg)k under the map Γkh 7→ ΓhMk,z. With respect to the parametrisation of
Γk\(Hg)k given in (16), we have µk =

dx1dx2

81/2ζK(2)
. Hence

F2(z1) =
1

81/2ζK(2)

∫ z1

z2=−z1

∫

W ′

∫

F

I(Lh ∩ T ′(z21c
2) = ∅)dx1dx2dwdz2 (23)

where F ⊂ R2
>0 is a fixed fundamental domain of L′ and h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) ∈ H

(cf. (3)) has Iwasawa parameters y1, y2, θ1, θ2 determined by

y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1) = (z1, z2), y−1

2 (sin θ2, cos θ2) = w. (24)

Lemma 4.6. The function F2(z1) is continuous at every z1 ≥ 0.
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Proof. It is clear that F2 is right continuous at 0. Thus, it suffices to prove that for any
C > 1, F2(z1) is continuous on the interval [C−1, C]. To this end, fix C > 1. We observe
that as (z1, z2, w, x1, x2) varies through [C−1, C]× [−C,C]×W ′ × F, the set T ′(z21c

2)h−1

stays within a bounded subset of R4. Let LC be the intersection of L with this bounded
subset. Note that LC is finite. We then have

F2(z1) =
1

81/2ζK(2)

∫ z1

z2=−z1

∫

W ′

∫

F

I(LCh ∩ T ′(z21c
2) = ∅)dx1dx2dwdz2

by (23).
To make our calculations more explicit, we fix

F = {(1, 2) + r1(1, 1) + r2(
√
2,−

√
2) | r1, r2 ∈ [0, 1)}.

Now let JF := (2−
√
2, 3) be the projection of F onto the x2-axis, and, given x2 ∈ JF, let

Fx2 := {x1 > 0 | (x1, x2) ∈ F}.

We then have

F2(z1) =
1

81/2ζK(2)

∫

W ′

∫

JF

f(z1, w, x2)dx2dw

where

f(z1, w, x2) :=

∫ z1

−z1

∫

Fx2

I(LCh ∩ T ′(z21c
2) = ∅)dx1dz2.

We will now show that for every ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if z1, z
′
1 ∈ [C−1, C]

and |z1 − z′1| < δ, we have

|f(z1, w, x2)− f(z′1, w, x2)| < ǫ

for every w ∈ W ′ and x2 ∈ JF. This implies the statement of the lemma.
Without loss of generality, we assume that z1 ≤ z′1. By noting that |Fx2| < 3 for any

x2 we have

|f(z1, w, x2)− f(z′1, w, x2)|

< 6(z′1 − z1) +
∑

v∈LC

∫ z1

−z1

∫

Fx2

∣∣I(vh ∈ T ′(z21c
2))− I(vh′ ∈ T ′((z′1)

2c2))
∣∣ dx1dz2 (25)

where h′ = h′(x1, x2, y
′
1, y2, θ

′
1, θ2) with y′1 and θ′1 determined by

(y′1)
−1(sin θ′1, cos θ

′
1) = (z′1, z2).

In (25), the last two coordinates of vh and vh′ agree. Hence, if v1, v2 are the first two
coordinates of v, we have that the integrand in (25) is bounded everywhere by

∣∣I((v1, v2)n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1) ∈ Tz1)− I((v1, v2)n(x1)a(y
′
1)k(θ

′
1) ∈ Tz′1

)
∣∣ (26)

where, for r > 0, we let Tr ⊂ R2 be the open triangle with vertices at (0, 0) and r(1,±1).
We observe that when v1 = 0, the difference in (26) is zero. Indeed, y−1

1 (sin θ1, cos θ1) =
(z1, z2) implies that (0, v2)n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1) = v2(z1, z2). We are only interested in when
|z2| < z1 and then

(0, v2)n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1) = v2(z1, z2) ∈ Tz1
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if and only if 0 < v2 < 1. Similarly, (v1, v2)n(x1)a(y
′
1)k(θ

′
1) ∈ Tz′1

if and only if 0 < v2 < 1.
It follows that with L′

C = {(v1, v2) ∈ LC | v1 6= 0} we have

|f(z1, w, x2)− f(z′1, w, x2)| < 6(z′1 − z1) +
∑

v∈L′
C

∫ z1

−z1

∫

Fx2

I
(
(v1, v2)n(x1) ∈ T△) dx1dz2

where T△ = T△(z1, z
′
1, z2) = (Tz1k(θ1)

−1a(y1)
−1)△(Tz′1

k(θ′1)
−1a(y′1)

−1) (here △ denotes
symmetric difference).

Using y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1) = (z1, z2), it is verified that the vertices of Tz1k(θ1)

−1a(y1)
−1

are (0, 0) and z1

(
z2 ± z1,

z1∓z2
z21+z22

)
. By continuity and compactness, for every ǫ′ > 0 there

is a δ′ > 0 such for any z1, z
′
1 ∈ [C−1, C] with |z′1− z1| < δ′ and any z2 ∈ [−z1, z1] we have

that ∣∣∣∣z1
(
z2 ± z1,

z1 ∓ z2
z21 + z22

)
− z′1

(
z2 ± z′1,

z′1 ∓ z2
(z′1)

2 + z22

)∣∣∣∣ < ǫ′.

This implies that if |z′1 − z1| < δ′, then T△ ⊂ ∂Tz1k(θ1)
−1a(y1)

−1 +Bǫ′(0). Using the fact
that (v1, v2)n(x1) = (v1, v1x1 + v2) we now focus on bounding the expression

∑

v∈L′
C

∫ z1

−z1

∫

Fx2

I
(
(v1, v1x1 + v2) ∈ ∂Tz1k(θ1)

−1a(y1)
−1 +Bǫ′(0)

)
dx1dz2

for a fixed ǫ′ > 0. This expression clearly is bounded by

∑

v∈L′
C

|v1|−1

∫ z1

−z1

∫

R

I
(
(v1, x1) ∈ ∂Tz1k(θ1)

−1a(y1)
−1 +Bǫ′(0)

)
dx1dz2.

The intersection of the line (v1, 0) + R(0, 1) and ∂Tz1k(θ1)
−1a(y1)

−1 +Bǫ′(0) can only be
large if θ1 is close to π/4, 3π/4 (and v1 is close to 0) or if θ1 is close to 0. However, we have
v1 6= 0 since (v1, v2) ∈ L′

C , and moreover, since sin θ1 = z1y1 = z1√
z21+z22

is bounded away

from 0, we have that |v1|−1
∫ z1
−z1

∫
R
|I((v1, x1) ∈ ∂Tz1k(θ1)

−1a(y1)
−1 +Bǫ′(0))| dx1dz2 < ǫ

for each v ∈ L′
C if ǫ′ is sufficiently small. Choose such ǫ′ and choose δ so that T△ ⊂

∂Tz1k(θ1)
−1a(y1)

−1 + Bǫ′(0) for all z1, z
′
1 ∈ [C−1, C] and z2 ∈ [−z1, z1] with |z′1 − z1| < δ.

Then
|f(z1, w, x2)− f(z′1, w, x2)| < 6δ + ǫ ·#L′

C

and we are done.

Recall that F (s) = limη→0+ η−1F1(s, η) and that F1(s, η) is given in (21). By Lemma 4.6
and the mean value theorem for integrals we get

F (s) =
1

2δcs1/2
F2(c

−1s1/2).

Thus, by (23) we have

F (s) =
1

25/2δcζK(2)s1/2

∫ c−1s1/2

z2=−c−1s1/2

∫

W ′

∫

F

I(Lh ∩ T ′(s) = ∅)dx1dx2dwdz2.

Next, we fix s > 0 and r ∈ Z so that λ2r ≤ s1/4 < λ2(r+1). Recall that T (s) =
T ′(s)diag(λ−2r, λ−2r, λ2r, λ2r) (see p. 5) and note that T (s) contains a ball of radius ≫
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s1/4. Since diag(λ−2r, λ−2r, λ2r, λ2r) commutes with every h ∈ H and fixes L we have
Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅ if and only if Lh ∩ T ′(s) = ∅ for every h ∈ H . It follows that

F (s) =
1

25/2δcζK(2)s1/2

∫ c−1s1/2

z2=−c−1s1/2

∫

W ′

∫

F

I(Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅)dx1dx2dwdz2 (27)

where the y1, y2, θ1, θ2 parameters of h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) are determined by

y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1) = λ−2r(c−1s1/2, z2), y−1

2 (sin θ2, cos θ2) = λ2rw. (28)

Lemma 4.7. If the parameters h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) are determined by (28) from
z(z2, w) with |z2| < c−1s1/2 and w ∈ W ′ then y1, y2 ≍ s−1/4.

Proof. This result is immediate from (28), recalling the definition of W ′ and the fact that
λ2r ≍ s1/4.

Given (z2, w) with |z2| < c−1s1/2 and w ∈ W ′ and corresponding h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2)
we now want to determine for which (x1, x2) ∈ F we have that the Lh∩ T (s) = ∅. In the
following lemma we show that these (x1, x2) are confined to finitely many small boxes.

Lemma 4.8. There is a constant C1 > 0 and finite set A ⊂ O2
K such that for every

(α3, α4) ∈ A we have α3 > 0 and gcd(α3, α4) = 1 and such that, for every sufficiently
large s > 0,

F (s) =
δ−1

25/2cζK(2)

∑

(α3,α4)∈A
F(α3,α4)(s) (29)

where

F(α3,α4)(s) := s−1/2

∫

|z2|<c−1s1/2

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅) dx1 dx2 dw dz2

and
B(α3, α4) := {(x1, x2) : |x1 + α4/α3|, |x2 + σ(α4/α3)| ≤ C1s

−1/2}.

Proof. Fix h corresponding to (z2, w) and (x1, x2) ∈ F for which the integrand in (27)
is non-zero. Fix t > 0 so that ΓKDt = H . There is some γ ∈ ΓK so that h0 := γh ∈
Dt. Since T (s) contains a ball of radius ≫ s1/4, Lemma 3.3 implies that the y-Iwasawa

parameters of h0 are ≫ s1/4. By using the fact that the y-Iwasawa parameter of

(
a b
c d

)

is given by (c2 + d2)−1/2, we find that

((α3y1)
2+(α3x1+α4)

2y−2
1 )−1/2 ≫ s1/4, ((σ(α3)y2)

2+(σ(α3)x2+σ(α4))
2y−2

2 )−1/2 ≫ s1/4,
(30)

where γ = diag

((
α1 α2

α3 α4

)
, σ

(
α1 α2

α3 α4

))
. Note that we may replace γ by −γ so as to

make α3 non-negative while still achieving the bounds above. In particular, |α3|y1 ≪ s−1/4

and |σ(α3)|y2 ≪ s−1/4 which implies that |α3|, |σ(α3)| ≪ 1. Thus, there are only finitely
many possibilities for α3. We note that α3 cannot be 0: Indeed, if α3 = 0 then α4 6= 0.
However, (30) then implies that |α4|−1 ≫ s1/2, |σ(α4)|−1 ≫ s1/2. By taking s sufficiently
large, this is seen to be impossible. Thus, we will henceforth assume that α3 > 0. Now,
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(30) also tells us that |x1 + α4/α3|, |x2 + σ(α4/α3)| ≤ C1s
−1/2 for some C1 > 0. Thus,

(x1, x2) has to live in the box

B(α3, α4) = {(x1, x2) : |x1 + α4/α3|, |x2 + σ(α4/α3)| ≤ C1s
−1/2}.

Next, we verify that there are only finitely many possibilities for α4. Indeed, fix α3.
We are only interested in the cases when the box corresponding to −(α4/α3, σ(α4/α3))
has non-empty intersection with F. It follows that |α4|, |σ(α4)| must be bounded by a
constant (that depends on α3), hence there are only finitely many possibilities for α4. We
may discard some α3, α4 if necessary to obtain a finite set A of pairs (α3, α4) such that
all quotients α4/α3 are distinct and so that for sufficiently large s the boxes B(α3, α4)
are pairwise disjoint. We may also take the constant C1 above to be independent of
α3, α4.

4.3 Asymptotics of F(α3,α4)(s)

LetA′ := A∪{(α3,−α4) | (α3, α4) ∈ A}. The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 4.24,
which states that for each (α3, α4) ∈ A′ we have F(α3,α4)(s) = c(α3,α4)s

−1/2 +O(s−17/8) for
some c(α3,α4) > 0. This implies that F (s) = CPs

−2+O(s−17/8), which is what we conclude
in Theorem 4.25.

Given (α3, α4) ∈ A′ and s > 0, let F+
(α3,α4)

(s) be the part of F(α3,α4)(s) that corresponds

to integrating over z2 > 0 and let F−
(α3,α4)

(s) be the part corresponding to z2 < 0. We first
make the following observation.

Lemma 4.9. For (α3, α4) ∈ A′ and s > 0 we have F−
(α3,α4)

(s) = F+
(α3,−α4)

(s).

Proof. Recall that h = diag(h1, h2) in F(α3,α4)(s) is given by hi = n(xi)a(yi)k(θi) where yi
and θi are determined by

y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1) = λ−2r(c−1s1/2, z2), y−1

2 (sin θ2, cos θ2) = λ2rw

(cf. (28)). Make the change of variables z′2 = −z2 in F−
(α3,α4)

(s) to obtain

F−
(α3,α4)

(s) = s−1/2

∫ c−1s1/2

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅)dx1dx2dwdz
′
2.

Now we note that by setting θ′1 = π−θ1 we have that y
−1
1 (sin θ′1, cos θ

′
1) = λ−2r(c−1s1/2, z′2),

i.e. that y1 and θ′1 are determined by z′2 as y1, θ1 are determined by z2. Note also that
k(θ1) = −k(−θ′1).

Let S := diag(1,−1),D1 := diag(S, S),D2 := diag(S, 1, 1) andD3 := diag(1, 1,−1,−1)
and note that T (s)Di = T (s) for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and LD1 = L. We also note that
a(y1)S = Sa(y1), n(x1)S = Sn(−x1) and k(θ1)S = Sk(−θ1). Hence

n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1)S = Sn(−x1)a(y1)k(−θ1).

By using these facts, the bijection B(α3, α4) −→ B(α3,−α4) given by (x1, x2) 7→ −(x1, x2)
and that −L = L we find

F−
(α3,α4)

(s) = s−1/2

∫ c−1s1/2

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,−α4)

I (Lh′ ∩ T (s) = ∅) dx1dx2dwdz
′
2 = F+

(α3,−α4)
(s),

where h′ = h′(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ
′
1, θ2) = diag(n(x1)a(y1)k(θ

′
1), n(x2)a(y2)k(−θ2)).
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In view of Lemma 4.9 it suffices to show that F+
(α3,α4)

(s) = c+(α3,α4)
s−1/2 +O(s−17/8) as

s → ∞ for some c+(α3,α4)
> 0 in order to conclude that F (s) = CPs

−2+O(s−17/8). To this

end, fix (α3, α4) ∈ A′, s > 0 and let

d(s) := c−1λ−2rs1/2.

Make the change of variables z′2 = d(s)− λ−2rz2. We then have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s1/2

∫ d(s)

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅) dx1 dx2 dw dz′2, (31)

where h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2), but with y1, y2, θ1, θ2 determined by

y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1) = (d(s), d(s)− z′2), y−1

2 (sin θ2, cos θ2) = λ2rw. (32)

Equivalently, we have h = diag(h1, h2) where

h1 = h1(z
′
2, x1) := n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1), h2 = h2(w, x2) := n(x2)a(y2)k(θ2) (33)

and y1, θ1 are determined by z′2 according to the first relation in (32) and y2, θ2 are
determined by w from the second relation in (32). Given z′2 ∈ (0, d(s)) and w ∈ W ′,
let

(z1, z2) = (z1(z′2), z
2(w)) := (d(s), d(s)− z′2, λ

2rw).

It will turn out that it is convenient to write the condition Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅ as a
conjunction of two other conditions and study those separately. To state these conditions,
we introduce some notation.

Let

v1 := (α3, α4, σ(α3), σ(α4)), v2 := (
√
2α3,

√
2α4, σ(

√
2α3), σ(

√
2α4)) ∈ L.

For v ∈ L, define also
Lv := v + Zv1 + Zv2

which is a two dimensional subgrid of L. Note that two subgrids Lv and Lv′ are equal
if and only if v′ ∈ Lv and otherwise they are disjoint. We now express the condition
Lh ∩ T (s) = ∅ as the conjunction of L(0,1,0,1)h ∩ T (s) = ∅ and Lvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ for all
v ∈ L \ L(0,1,0,1). More precisely

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s1/2

∫ d(s)

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I1(h)I2(h) dx1 dx2 dw dz′2, (34)

where
I1(h) := I(L(0,1,0,1)h ∩ T (s) = ∅)

and
I2(h) := I(Lvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ for all v ∈ L \ L(0,1,0,1)).

Note that L ∩ (Rv1 + Rv2) = Zv1 + Zv2 since α3 and α4 are relatively prime in OK .
Now let

b1 := 2−1(v1 + 2−1/2v2) = (α3, α4, 0, 0), b2 := 2−1(v1 − 2−1/2v2) = (0, 0, σ(α3), σ(α4));
(35)

28



these vectors form a basis of Rv1 + Rv2 and we have

Zv1 + Zv2 = Z(b1 + b2) + Z
√
2(b1 − b2) = {αb1 + σ(α)b2 | α ∈ OK}. (36)

Note that b1, b2 have the first two and last two coordinates equal to 0, respectively. There-
fore, we will frequently consider those vectors as vectors in R2. Next we note that the
subgrids Lv are small.

Lemma 4.10. For any z′2 ∈ (0, d(s)), w ∈ W ′ and (x1, x2) ∈ B(α3, α4) we have that
‖v1h‖, ‖v2h‖, ‖b1h‖ and ‖b2h‖ are all ≍ s−1/4.

Proof. It suffices to show that ‖v1h‖ , ‖v2h‖ ≍ s−1/4 as b1h, b2h are well-behaved linear
combinations of these vectors. Note that

v1h = (α3y1, (α3x1 + α4)y
−1
1 , σ(α3)y2, (σ(α3)x2 + σ(α4))y

−1
2 )diag(k(θ1), k(θ2)).

By Lemma 4.7, the definition of B(α3, α4) and the fact that α3 6= 0 it follows that ‖v1h‖ ≍
s−1/4. To show that ‖v2h‖ ≍ s−1/4 is completely analogous.

To study the condition Lh∩T (s) = ∅ we now study the condition Lvh∩T (s) = ∅ for
various v.

4.3.1 The condition L(0,1,0,1)h ∩ T (s) = ∅
We now focus on the condition L(0,1,0,1)h∩T (s) = ∅. Recall that (0, 1, 0, 1)h = (z1, z2). By
(36) we have that L(0,1,0,1)h∩T (s) = ∅ is equivalent with (z1, z2)+αb1h1+σ(α)b2h2 /∈ T (s)
for every α ∈ OK .

Lemma 4.11. For any z′2 ∈ (0, d(s)), w ∈ W ′ and (x1, x2) ∈ B(α3, α4) define

I1 = I1(z
′
2, x1) := {x ∈ R | z1 + xb1h1 ∈ λ−2rT (s)}

and
I2 = I2(w, x2) := {x ∈ R | z2 + xb2h2 ∈ λ2rW}

where h1 = h1(z
′
2, x1) and h2 = h2(w, x2); cf. (33). It then holds that L(0,1,0,1)h∩T (s) = ∅

if and only if L′ ∩ (I1 × I2) = ∅
Proof. By using L(0,1,0,1) = (0, 1, 0, 1) + Zv1 + Zv2, T (s) = λ−2rT (s)× λ2rW and (36) we
have that L(0,1,0,1)h ∩ T (s) = ∅ if and only if there is no α ∈ OK such that

(0, 1)h1 + αb1h1 ∈ λ−2rT (s) and (0, 1)h2 + σ(α)b2h2 ∈ λ2rW.

Now we note that (0, 1)h1 = z1 and (0, 1)h2 = z2 to conclude the desired result.

Recall that we will prove that the order of decay of F (s) as s → ∞ is s−2. Thus,
any contribution which decays faster than this will be considered small, or asymptotically
negligible. The following lemma shows that the error introduced by only integrating over
z′2 ∈ (0, s−5/8) in F+

(α3,α4)
(cf. (31)) is asymptotically negligible.

Lemma 4.12. For all large s we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(L′∩(I1×I2) = ∅)I2(h) dx1 dx2 dw dz′2+O(s−17/8).

(37)
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Proof. We use Lemma 4.11 to replace I1(h) by I(L′ ∩ (I1 × I2) = ∅) in F+
(α3,α4)

(s) in

(34). We note that unless b1h1 is vertical, we have |I1| ≫ z′2s
1/4, since ‖b1h1‖ ≍ s−1/4 by

Lemma 4.10. It is readily verified that b1h1 is vertical for a set (z′2, w, x1, x2) of measure
0; thus we assume that b1h1 is not vertical, and hence that |I1| ≫ z′2s

1/4. Given w ∈ W,
let

δ(w) := inf
ϕ∈R/2πZ

|{t ∈ R : w + t(cosϕ, sinϕ) ∈ W}|. (38)

Since ‖b2h2‖ ≍ s−1/4 by Lemma 4.10, we have |I2| ≫ λ2rs1/4δ(w). Since L′∩ (I1× I2) = ∅
can only hold if |I1| · |I2| < C2 by Lemma 3.7 we need z′2δ(w) ≤ C3λ

−2rs−1/2 for some
C3 > 0. For fixed z′2, let

W(z′2) := {w ∈ W | z′2δ(w) ≤ C3λ
−2rs−1/2}.

We have

λ2r

s1/2

∫ d(s)

s−5/8

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(L′∩(I1×I2) = ∅)I2(h) dx1 dx2 dw dz′2 ≪ s−5/4

∫ d(s)

s−5/8

∫

W ′(z′2)

dw dz′2,

using the fact that area(B(α3, α4)) ≪ s−1. Since z′2 > s−5/8 we see that w ∈ W ′(z′2)
implies δ(w) ≤ C3λ

−2rs−1/2/z′2 ≪ s−1/8, from which it follows that such w has to be close
to a vertex at the boundary of W. It thus follows that area(W ′(z′2)) ≪ (λ−2rs−1/2/z′2)

2 ≪
s−3/2/(z′2)

2 so the above integral is

≪ s−11/4

∫ d(s)

z′2=s−5/8

(z′2)
−2 dz′2 ≪ s−17/8.

Now note that I1 = {x ∈ R | xb1h1 ∈ λ−2rT (s)−z1}, where λ−2rT (s)−z1 is the sector

S(z′2) := {(z1, z2) ∈ R2 | z1 < 0, z2 < z1 + z′2}

intersected with a half plane whose boundary is of distance ≫ s1/4 to the origin.

Lemma 4.13. For all large s we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(L′∩ (I ′1× I2) = ∅)I2(h) dx1 dx2 dw dz′2+O(s−17/8)

where I2 = I2(w, x2) is as in Lemma 4.11 and

I ′1 = I ′1(z
′
2, x2) := {x ∈ R | xb1h1 ∈ S(z′2)}.

Proof. Assume that for a fixed tuple (z′2, w, x1, x2) appearing in the integral (37) we have

I(L′ ∩ (I1 × I2) = ∅) 6= I(L′ ∩ (I ′1 × I2) = ∅).

Since I1 ⊂ I ′1 the only possbility is that L′ ∩ (I1 × I2) = ∅ and L′ ∩ (I ′1 × I2) 6= ∅. Thus,
the intersections of the line Rb1h1 with λ−2rT (s)− z1 and S(z′2) are distinct. This implies
that the intersection of the line Rb1h1 with λ−2rT (s) − z1 has length ≫ s1/4. Recalling
that ‖b1h1‖ ≪ s1/4 (cf. Lemma 4.10) we conclude that |I1| ≫ s1/2. Combining this fact
with L′ ∩ (I1 × I2) = ∅ and Lemma 3.7 we conclude that |I2| ≪ s−1/2.
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Define again, as in the proof of Lemma 4.11,

δ(w) = inf
ϕ∈R/2πZ

|{t ∈ R : w + t(cosϕ, sinϕ) ∈ W}|

and conclude as in said proof that λ2rs1/4δ(w) ≪ |I2| ≪ s−1/2 which gives δ(w) ≪ s−1.
This implies that the set of (z′2, w, x1, x2) such that

I(L′ ∩ (I1 × I2) = ∅) 6= I(L′ ∩ (I ′1 × I2) = ∅)

have w confined to a subset of W of total area ≪ s−2. It follows that the difference of
the integral in the statement of the lemma and the integral appearing in Lemma 4.12 is
≪ λ2r

s1/2
s−5/8s−2s−1 = s−31/8 which gives the desired result.

Define now x′
1, x

′
2 ∈ [−C1, C1] by

x1 = s−1/2x′
1 − α4/α3, x2 = s−1/2x′

2 − σ(α4/α3).

Lemma 4.14. Let I3 = I3(x
′
1) := I

(
x′
1 > − c2λ4r

2s1/2

)
. Then for all large s we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s)

=
λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(L′ ∩ (I ′1 × I2) = ∅)I2(h)I3 dx1 dx2 dw dz′2 +O(s−17/8).

Proof. Note that

b1h1 = (α3(y1 cos θ1 + s−1/2y−1
1 x′

1 sin θ1), α3(−y1 sin θ1 + s−1/2y−1
1 x′

1 cos θ1)).

From this it is seen that b1h1 is parallel with the y-axis if and only if x′
1 = −s1/2y21 cot θ1.

Assume that x′
1 < −s1/2y21 cot θ1. Recalling that α3 > 0 we see that this implies that the

first coordinate of b1h1 is negative. By the definition of I ′1 we find that

I ′1 = {x > 0 | xα3(−y1(sin θ1 + cos θ1) + s−1/2x′
1y

−1
1 (cos θ1 − sin θ1)) < z′2}.

However, from (32), we know that θ1 is close to π/4 for large s and also that y1 ≍ s−1/4.
Thus, −y1(sin θ1+cos θ1)+s−1/2x′

1y
−1
1 (cos θ1− sin θ1) is negative for large s which implies

that I ′1 = R>0. Since I2 = I2(w, x2) contains an open interval for almost all w ∈ W we
have L′ ∩ (I ′1 × I2) 6= ∅ using Lemma 3.7. Thus

F+
(α3,α4)

(s)

=
λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(L′ ∩ (I ′1 × I2) = ∅)I2(h)I ′
3 dx1 dx2 dw dz′2 +O(s−17/8).

where
I ′
3 = I ′

3(z
′
2, x

′
1) = I(x′

1 > −s1/2y21 cot θ1).

Now we note that for 0 < z′2 < s−5/8 we have

y21 cot θ1 =
d(s)− z′2

d(s)(d(s)2 + (d(s)− z′2)
2)

=
c2λ4r

2s
(1 +O(s−7/8)).

in view of (32). It follows that if I3(x
′
1) 6= I ′

3(x
′
1), then x′

1 belongs to an interval of length
≪ s−7/8 around − c2λ4r

2s1/2
. Thus, the claim of the lemma follows.
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Lemma 4.15. For all large s we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s)

=
λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I ′
1(h)I2(h)I3 dx1 dx2 dw dz′2 +O(s−17/8).

where I ′
1(h) := I(L′ ∩ (Ĩ1

′ × Ĩ2) = ∅), Ĩ1
′
= Ĩ1

′
(z′2) :=

(
−λ2rs1/2z′2

cα3
, 0
)
and Ĩ2 := λ−4rI2.

Proof. In view of Lemma 4.14 we may assume that x′
1 > −s1/2y21 cot θ1 so that the first

coordinate of

b1h1 = (α3(y1 cos θ1 + s−1/2y−1
1 x′

1 sin θ1), α3(−y1 sin θ1 + s−1/2y−1
1 x′

1 cos θ1))

is positive. Recalling the definition of I ′1 (cf. Lemma 4.13) one verifies that

I ′1 = {x < 0 | xα3(−y1(sin θ1 + cos θ1) + s−1/2x′
1y

−1
1 (cos θ1 − sin θ1)) < z′2}

that is

I ′1 =

(
z′2

α3(−y1(sin θ1 + cos θ1) + s−1/2x′
1y

−1
1 (cos θ1 − sin θ1))

, 0

)

since −y1(sin θ1 + cos θ1) + s−1/2x′
1y

−1
1 (cos θ1 − sin θ1) < 0 for large s. Since θ1 is close to

π/4 for large s (cf. (32)) we have that I ′1 is approximately equal to
(
− z′2√

2α3y1
, 0
)
which,

by (32), is approximately equal to λ−4rĨ1
′
.

From (32) we find that cot θ1 = 1 + O(s−1/4z′2) and hence θ1 = π
4
+ O(s−1/4z′2). It

follows that sin θ1 − cos θ1 = O(s−1/4z′2) and cos θ1 + sin θ1 =
√
2 +O(s−1/4z′2). Recalling

that y1 ≍ s−1/4 and |x′
1| ≤ C1 we also have

−y1(sin θ1 + cos θ1) + s−1/2y−1
1 x′

1(cos θ1 − sin θ1) = −
√
2y1(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) +O(s−1/2z′2)

= −
√
2y1(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)).

Recall that d(s) = λ−2rs1/2c−1 ≍ s1/4. We have

y−1
1 =

√
2d(s)(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)). (39)

By assuming s to be sufficiently large, we have (1 +O(s−1/4z′2))
−1 = 1 +O(s−1/4z′2).

Thus, the left end point of I ′1 is equal to − s1/2z′2
cα3λ2r (1 + O(s−1/4z′2)). Assume now that

precisely one of L′∩ (I ′1×I2) = ∅ and L′∩ (λ−4rĨ1
′×I2) = ∅ holds. This is equivalent with

the existence of γ ∈ OK such that γ ∈ I ′1△λ−4rĨ1
′
and σ(γ) ∈ I2. Note that 0 ∈ I2 and

that |I2| ≪ s1/2. By using the fact that L′ is invariant under diag(u, σ(u)) for u ∈ O∗
K

we see that this is also equivalent with the existence of γ ∈ OK so that γ ∈ λ4rI ′1△Ĩ1
′

and σ(γ) ∈ Ĩ2, where |Ĩ2| ≪ 1. Note that γ < 0 and that there exists a constant c1 so
that |σ(γ)| ≤ c1. Furthermore, γ must belong to the interval between the left end points

of λ4rI ′1 and Ĩ1
′
, i.e. γ must lie in between −s1/2λ2rz′2

cα3
(1 + O(s−1/4z′2)) and −s1/2λ2rz′2

cα3
. It

follows that |γ| ≍ s3/4z′2, which, in particular, implies that |γ| ≤ c2s
1/8 for some absolute

constant c2 (recall that z′2 < s−5/8). We also have that −s1/2λ2rz′2
cα3

lies in between γ and

γ(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) = γ(1 +O(s−1|γ|)). We conclude that there is an absolute constant c3
so that

z′2 ∈ Iγ := −cα3s
−1/2λ−2rγ(1− c3s

−1|γ|, 1 + c3s
−1|γ|).
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Note that |Iγ| ≍ s−7/4|γ|2. Let now
Ms = {γ ∈ OK | γ < 0, |γ| ≤ c2s

1/8, |σ(γ)| ≤ c1, Iγ ∩ (0, s−5/8) 6= ∅}.
Thus, the difference between the integral in the statement of the lemma and the integral
appearing in the statement of Lemma 4.14 is

≪ s−1s−1/4
∑

γ∈Ms

∫

Iγ

∫

W(z′2)

dw dz′2, (40)

where the factor s−1 comes from the measure of B(α3, α4).
Note that |γ|−1 ≍ s−3/4(z′2)

−1. Recall that W(z′2) = {w ∈ W | z′2δ(w) ≤ C3λ
−2rs−1/2}

hence W(z′2) = {w ∈ W | δ(w) ≪ |γ|−1} and thus area(W(z′2)) ≪ |γ|−2. Therefore, the
expression in (40) is

≪ s−5/4
∑

γ∈Ms

s−7/4|γ|2|γ|−2 = s−3|Ms|.

Finally, note that if γ ∈ Ms, then (γ, σ(γ)) belongs to a rectangle of area ≪ s1/8. Such a
rectangle contains ≪ s1/8 points from L′ and thus |Ms| ≪ s1/8.

4.3.2 The condition Lvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ for all v ∈ L \ L(0,1,0,1)

We continue our study of the expression for F+
(α3,α4)

(s) given in Lemma 4.15 by studying

the condition Lvh∩T (s) = ∅ for all v ∈ L\L(0,1,0,1), which is encoded in the characteristic
function I2(h).

Given v ∈ L, let Πv = v+Rv1+Rv2 = v+Rb1+Rb2 be the filled plane corresponding
to v (recall that Lv = v + Zv1 + Zv2). Given v ∈ L \ L(0,1,0,1) and h ∈ H , we call Lvh an
exceptional subgrid of Lh if Lvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ but Πvh ∩ T (s) 6= ∅.

Note that a general vector in L can be written as

v(β1, β2) := (β1, β2, σ(β1), σ(β2))

for some β1, β2 ∈ OK .

Lemma 4.16. For β1, β2, β
′
1, β

′
2 ∈ OK we have

Lv(β1,β2) = Lv(β′
1,β

′
2)

if and only if −α4β1 + α3β2 = −α4β
′
1 + α3β

′
2. Thus, every v ∈ L corresponds to a unique

δ ∈ OK , namely δ = δ(v) = −α4β1 + α3β2, where (β1, β2) ∈ O2
K is any pair so that

v(β1, β2) ∈ Lv.
In particular, v(β1, β2) ∈ L(0,1,0,1) if and only if (β1, β2) ∈ (0, 1) +OK(α3, α4).

Proof. Suppose Lv(β1,β2) = Lv(β′
1,β

′
2)
so that, in particular, v(β1, β2) = v(β ′

1, β
′
2)+k1v1+k2v2

for some k1, k2 ∈ Z. The pair of the first two coordinates of the right hand side reads
(β ′

1 + (k1 +
√
2k2)α3, β

′
2 + (k1 +

√
2k2)α4) and must be equal to (β1, β2). From this it

follows that −α4β1 + α3β2 = −α4β
′
1 + α3β

′
2.

Suppose that −α4β1 + α3β2 = −α4β
′
1 + α3β

′
2. Then, α4(β

′
1 − β1) = α3(β

′
2 − β2).

Recalling that α3, α4 are relatively prime, it follows that β ′
1 − β1 = α3(k1 +

√
2k2) and

β ′
2 − β2 = α4(k1 +

√
2k2) for some integers k1, k2. It is then verified that v(β1, β2) =

v(β ′
1, β

′
2) + k1v1 + k2v2, from which the other implication follows.

The final claim follows by noting that (0, 1, 0, 1) = v(0, 1). This implies that −α4β1 +
α3β2 = α3 or, equivalently, β1α4 = (β2 − 1)α3. Using again that α3, α4 are relatively
prime, it follows that β2 − 1 = xα4 and β1 = xα3 for some x ∈ OK , which gives the last
claim.
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Lemma 4.17. Fix v ∈ L \L(0,1,0,1) and let δ ∈ OK be the algebraic integer corresponding
to Lv (cf. Lemma 4.16). Given h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) corresponding to parameters
appearing in the integral in Lemma 4.15, set

u1 :=
α3x1 + α4

α3y
2
1

=
x′
1

s1/2y21
and u2 :=

σ(α3)x2 + σ(α4)

σ(α3)y
2
1

=
x′
2

s1/2y22
.

Then |u1|, |u2| ≪ 1.
Let also B = B(x1, y1, θ1, x2, y2, θ2) be defined by

B := α3y1π2(λ
−2rT (s)k(−θ1)n(−u1))× σ(α3)y2π2(λ

2rWk(−θ2)n(−u2)), (41)

where π2 : R2 −→ R denotes projection onto the second coordinate. Then, there is an
absolute constant C4 > 0 such that B ⊂ [−C4, C4]

2. Finally, Πvh∩T (s) = ∅ is equivalent
with (δ, σ(δ)) /∈ B.

Proof. From the definitions of b1, b2 (cf. (35)) we have

Rb1h = (R× {0})n(u1)k(θ1)× {(0, 0)}, Rb2h = {(0, 0)} × (R× {0})n(u2)k(θ2).

We have that Πvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ is equivalent with

(vh diag(k(−θ1)n(−u1), k(−θ2)n(−u2)) + (R× {0})2) ∩B′ = ∅

where

B′ = B′(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) := λ−2rT (s)k(−θ1)n(−u1)× λ2rWk(−θ2)n(−u2).

Suppose now that v = v(β1, β2). It can be verified that

π2((β1, β2)n(x1)a(y1)n(−u1)) =
δ

α3y1
,

where δ = −α4β1 + α3β2 is the algebraic integer corresponding to Lv. Similarly,

π2((σ(β1), σ(β2))n(x2)a(y2)n(−u2)) =
σ(δ)

σ(α3)y2
.

From this it follows that Πvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ is equivalent with (δ, σ(δ)) /∈ B. Recall that
y1, y2 ≍ s−1/4 from Lemma 4.7. This implies that |u1|, |u2| ≪ 1 and hence that B is
contained in a bounded box.

We now note the following consequence of Lemma 4.17. There is a finite set

∆ ⊂ OK

such that for all large s, and any h ∈ H appearing in the integral in Lemma 4.15, every
possible exceptional subgrid Lvh of a lattice Lh corresponds to some δ ∈ ∆. We now fix
such a set ∆ for the remainder of this section. We assume that α3 /∈ ∆ since the lattice
corresponding to δ is equal to L(0,1,0,1) if and only if δ = α3. Let

Iδ(h) := I(Lh contains an exceptional subgrid corresponding to δ).
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Lemma 4.18. Fix v = v(β1, β2) in L\L(0,1,0,1) and h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) = diag(h1, h2).
Let

J1 = J1(β1, β2, h) := {x ∈ R | (β1, β2)h1 + xb1h1 ∈ λ−2rT (s)}
and

J2 = J2(β1, β2, h) := {x ∈ R | (σ(β1), σ(β2))h2 + xb2h2 ∈ λ2rW}.
We have Lvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ if and only if L′ ∩ (J1 × J2) = ∅, in which case |J1| · |J2| ≪ 1.

Proof. Recall from (36) that

Lv = v + {αb1 + σ(α)b2 | α ∈ OK}.

It thus follows from the definitions of v(β1, β2), J1, J2 and T (s) that Lvh ∩ T (s) = ∅ if
and only if L′ ∩ (J1 × J2) = ∅. If L′ ∩ (J1 × J2) = ∅, then we have |J1| · |J2| ≪ 1 by
Lemma 3.7.

In the following lemma we obtain strong restrictions on those h that admit an excep-
tional sublattice and contribute to the integral in Lemma 4.15.

Lemma 4.19. There is an absolute constant C5 > 0 such that for large s and any δ ∈ ∆
we have

λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I ′
1(h)I2(h)I3 ·I(Iδ(h) = 1, |J1| < C5s

1/2) dx1 dx2 dw dz′2 ≪ s−11/4.

Proof. Fix v = v(β1, β2) so that δ = α3β2 − α4β1. Assume h is such that the integrand
of the integral in the formulation of the lemma is equal to 1. As usual, write h =
diag(h1, h2). We study the distance d between the parallel lines y−1

1 (sin θ1, cos θ1)+Rb1h1

and (β1, β2)h1+Rb1h1. Note that y
−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1) = (0, y−1

1 )k(θ1) = (0, 1)a(y1)k(θ1) and
that d is the length of the projection of

y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1)− (β1, β2)h1

on any non-zero v ∈ {Rb1h1}⊥. We have

y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1)− (β1, β2)h1 = (−β1, 1− β2)n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1).

We now note that b1h1 = (α3, α4)n(x1)a(y1)k(θ1) and thus a convenient choice of v is

(−α4, α3)n(−x1)
Ta(1/y1)

Tk(−θ1)
T .

It follows that

(y−1
1 (sin θ1, cos θ1)− (β1, β2)h1) · v = (−β1, 1−β2) · (−α4, α3) = α4β1−α3β2+α3 = α3− δ.

Let x1 = −α4

α3
+ x̃1 so that |x̃1| ≪ s−1/2, since x1 ∈ B(α3, α4). We have

‖v‖ =
∥∥(−α4, α3)n(−x1)

Ta(1/y1)
∥∥ = ‖((−α4 − α3x1)/y1, α3y1)‖

= |α3| ‖(−x̃1/y1, y1)‖ = |α3|
√
(x̃1)2y

−2
1 + y21.

Since y1 ≍ s−1/4, we have (x̃1)
2y−2

1 + y21 ≪ s−1/2 and hence ‖v‖ ≪ s−1/4, which implies
d = |α3 − δ|/ ‖v‖ ≫ s1/4 (recall that α3 /∈ ∆). Similarly, one calculates that the distance
between (β1, β2)h1 + Rb1h1 and the origin is |δ|/ ‖v‖.
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Now, since I2(h) = 1 we have L0h ∩ T (s) = ∅ in particular, since 0 /∈ L(0,1,0,1). As in
Lemma 4.12, we may assume that b1h1 is not vertical. From

L0 = Zv1 + Zv2 = {αb1 + σ(α)b2 | α ∈ OK}

we see that if (x, y) := b1h1, then |y| ≥ |x|. In the proof of Lemma 4.14 it was seen that
y − x < 0 for large s. Combining this with |y| ≥ |x| it follows that y ≤ −|x|.

If x > 0 (recall that we can assume that b1h1 is not vertical, i.e. that x 6= 0), it follows
from d ≫ s1/4 and the fact that the distance from (β1, β2)h1 + Rb1h1 to the origin is
≫ s1/4 that the intersection of the line (β1, β2)h1+Rb1h1 and λ−2rT (s) has length ≫ s1/4

and since ‖b1h1‖ ≪ s−1/4 (cf. Lemma 4.10) it follows that |J1| ≫ s1/2, which contradicts
our assumption that |J1| ≤ C5s

1/2, provided that C5 is chosen sufficiently small.
Hence we can assume that x < 0. As in Lemma 4.14, we see that x < 0 is equivalent

with x′
1 < −s1/2y21 cot θ1. However, we have I3 = 1, and as in the proof of Lemma 4.14

this implies that x′
1 is confined to an interval of length ≪ s−7/8 around − c2λ4r

2s1/2
. This

finishes the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 4.20. Fix δ ∈ ∆. Then for large s > 0 we have

λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I(Iδ(h) = 1, |J1| ≥ C5s
1/2)dx1dx2dwdz

′
2 ≪ s−17/8. (42)

Proof. Consider an arbitrary choice of x1, x2, w, z
′
2 appearing in the integral, and assume

that the corresponding h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2), is such that the integrand is equal
to 1, i.e. assume that Iδ(h) = 1 and |J1| ≥ C5s

1/2. Let h2 = n(x2)a(y2)k(θ2) and let
v = v(β1, β2) be a vector in the subgrid corresponding to δ, and consider the line

L = L(β1, β2, h2) := (σ(β1), σ(β2))h2 + Rb2h2 = ((σ(β1), σ(β2)) + R(σ(α3), σ(α4)))h2.

It follows from |J1| ≥ C5s
1/2 and Lemma 4.18 that |J2| ≪ s−1/2. Thus, the length of

the intersection of L and λ2rW must be ≪ s−3/4 (by the definition of J2 and the fact
that ‖b2h2‖ ≪ s−1/4). Hence, there is an absolute constant c1 > 0 and a vertex of λ2rW
whose distance to L is less than or equal to c1s

−3/4. Let E be the union of the eight
balls of common radius c1s

−3/4 centered at the vertices of λ2rW. Note that we can write
L = L′k(θ2), where L′ = L′(x2, y2) is also a line.

Now we study for which θ′2 close to θ2 the line L′k(θ′2) intersects E. To this end, we
study the length d of the intersection of L and the annulus A traced by E as it is rotated
about the origin. Note that the inner radius rA of A is ≍ s1/4 since the inner radius of
λ2rW is ≍ s1/4. We have that d is maximal when L is tangent to the inner circle forming
A, so we assume this to be the case. We may further assume that the point of tangency
is located at the x-axis.

Let r0 = rA−η and let y0 > 0 be the number such that (r0, y0) is on the outer boundary
of A(w, x2). Let θ0 be the angle at the origin of the triangle with vertices (0, 0), (r0, 0)
and (r0, y0). This triangle is right angled with hypotenuse of length rA + η. We find that
r20 + y20 = (rA + η)2, or equivalently, y0 = 2

√
rAη ≪ s−1/4. Thus, sin θ0 =

y0
rA+η

≪ s−1/2 so

θ0 ≪ s−1/2 for large s.
Thus, we conclude that any line L = L′k(θ2) that intersects the ball E no longer does

so if θ2 is changed to θ′2 with |θ2 − θ′2| ≫ s−1/2 (with the difference still being small, say,
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≪ s−1/2). This means, that for each fixed x2, y2 there is a union of intervals I(x2, y2) of
total length ≪ s−1/2 such that θ2 ∈ I(x2, y2) if |J1| ≥ C5s

−1/2.
Now, recall that λ2rw = y−1

2 (sin θ2, cos θ2). Make the changes of variables θ2 = π/2−θ′2
and y′2 = y−1

2 λ−2r. Then, w = y′2(cos θ
′
2, sin θ

′
2) and hence dw = dw1dw2 = y′2dy

′
2dθ

′
2 or

dw = y−3
2 λ−4rdy2dθ2.

The corresponding contribution to the integral in (42) is

≪ s−1/4

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

|x1|≤C1s−1/2

∫

y2≍s−1/4

∫

|x2|≤C1s−1/2

∫

I(x2,y2)

y−3
2 λ−4rdθ2dx2dy2dx1dz

′
2.

Note that y−3
2 λ−4r ≍ s1/4. Thus, the above expression is≪ s−19/8 ≪ s−17/8 as desired.

Lemma 4.21. For all large s we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I ′
1(h)I ′

2(h)I3 dx1 dx2 dw dz′2 +O(s−17/8).

where
I ′
2(h) := I(L′ ∩ B ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))})

(recall the definition of B in (41)).

Proof. In view of Lemma 4.19 and Lemma 4.20 we may assume that Lh contains no
exceptional subgrid, i.e. that Iδ(h) = 0 for all δ ∈ ∆, since the error introduced by
this assumption is O(s−17/8). Then, by Lemma 4.17 we have I2(h) = 1 if and only
if (δ, σ(δ)) /∈ B for all δ ∈ OK \ {α3}. In other words, I2(h) = 1 is equivalent with
L′ ∩B ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))}.

Let B1 = B1(x1, y1, θ1), B2 = B2(x2, y2, θ2) be the intervals so that B = B1 ×B2. Let
T be the open triangle with vertices at (0, 0), (1, 0) and (0, 1). Let

B′ = B′(x1, x2, y2, θ2) := B′
1 ×B2,

where
B′

1 = B′
1(x1) := α3π2

(
Tn(−2c−2s1/2λ−4rx′

1)
)
.

Lemma 4.22. For all large s we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s1/2

∫ s−5/8

0

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I ′
1(h)I ′′

2 (h)I3dx1dx2dwdz
′
2 +O(s−17/8).

where
I ′′
2 (h) := I(L′ ∩B′ ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))})

Proof. Fix y1, y2, θ1, θ2 and x2. Hence x′
2 is also fixed. For varying x′

1, consider the
corresponding boxes B and B′. We will show that there is an absolute constant c1 > 0
such that if exactly one of L′∩B ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))} and L′∩B′ ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))} holds, then
x′
1 belongs to a union of intervals of total length ≤ c1s

−1/4z′2.
Recall that d(s) = λ−2rs1/2c−1 ≍ s1/4 and that z′2 < s−5/8. Recall from (39) that

y−1
1 =

√
2d(s)(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)). It follows that

y1 =
1√
2d(s)

(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) =
λ2rc

s1/2
√
2
(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)).
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Recall that θ1 is close to π/4; in fact

sin θ1 =
1√
2
(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) and cos θ1 =

1√
2
(1 +O(s−1/4z′2))

(see the proof of Lemma 4.15). This implies that k(−θ1) = k(−π/4)A(θ1) where

A(θ1) =

(
1 + f1(θ1) f2(θ1)
−f2(θ1) 1 + f1(θ1)

)

for some f1, f2 ∈ O(s−1/4z′2).
Recall that T (s) is the triangle with vertices at (0, 0) and s1/2c−1(1,±1). We see that

T (s)k(−θ1) =
√
2s1/2c−1TA(θ1). Thus, using y1 =

λ2rc
s1/2

√
2
(1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) we have

y1λ
−2rT (s)k(−θ1) = (1 +O(s−1/4z′2))TA(θ1).

Set

u′
1 :=

2s1/2x′
1

λ4rc2

and recall that u1 =
x′
1

s1/2y21
. Next, we compare u1 and u′

1. We have

y−2
1 =

2s

λ4rc2
(1 +O(s−1/4z′2))

and hence u1 = u′
1 +O(s−1/4z′2). Thus

y1λ
−2rT (s)k(−θ1)n(−u1) = (1 +O(s−1/4z′2))TA(θ1)n(−u′

1 +O(s−1/4z′2)).

We wish to compare the projection π2 of this figure to π2(Tn(−u′
1)) = α−1

3 B′
1. Now, the

vertices of TA(θ1) are

(0, 0), (1, 0)A(θ1) = (1 + f1(θ1), f2(θ1)) and (0, 1)A(θ1) = (−f2(θ1), 1 + f1(θ1)).

Thus, the vertices of TA(θ1)n(−u′
1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) are (0, 0),

(1 + f1(θ1), (1 + f1(θ1))(−u′
1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) + f2(θ1))

and
(−f2(θ1),−f2(θ1)(−u′

1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) + 1 + f1(θ1)).

Now, recalling that |u′
1| ≪ 1 and f1, f2 ∈ O(s−1/4z′2), we have

(1 + f1(θ1))(−u′
1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) = −u′

1 +O(s−1/4z′2)

and
−f2(θ1)(−u′

1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) + 1 + f1(θ1) = 1 +O(s−1/4z′2).

Similarly, the y-coordinates of points in O(s−1/4z′2)TA(θ1)n(−u′
1 +O(s−1/4z′2)) belong to

an interval of length ≪ s−1/4z′2 centered at the origin. In summary, we conclude that
every point in the symmetric difference B1△B′

1 must have distance ≪ s−1/4z′2 both to an
endpoint of B1 and an endpoint of B′

1.
Now, there is an absolute constant c1 such that B∪B′ ⊂ [−c1, c1]

2. Let F ′ be the finite
set L′∩[−c1, c1]

2. Suppose that L′∩B ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))} and L′∩B′ 6⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))}. Then,
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there is some (γ, σ(γ)) ∈ F ′, with γ 6= α3, such that (γ, σ(γ)) ∈ B′ \ B, i.e. γ ∈ B′
1 \B1.

This means that γ must be within a distance ≪ s−1/4z′2 of an endpoint of B′
1. Now, the

vertices of Tn(−u′
1) are (0, 0), (1,−u′

1) and (0, 1), so B′
1 is the interval

α3(min(0,−u′
1),max(1,−u′

1)).

This means that either γ = 0 or that | − α3u
′
1 − γ| ≪ s−1/4z′2. If γ = 0, then −u′

1 has to
be negative, since it is only then we can have (0, 0) ∈ B′. However, the endpoint −u1 of
B′

1 must have distance ≪ s−1/4z′2 from an endpoint of B1, and B1 cannot contain 0 since
then (0, 0) ∈ B, which contradicts α3 6= 0. Hence, in that case |α3u

′
1| ≪ s−1/4z′2. From

the definition of u′
1 it follows that x

′
1 has to belong to a union of intervals of total measure

≪ s−1/4z′2.
Suppose now that L′ ∩B 6⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))} and L′ ∩B′ ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))}. Then, there is

some (γ, σ(γ)) ∈ F ′, with γ 6= α3, such that (γ, σ(γ)) ∈ B \ B′, i.e. γ ∈ B1 \ B′
1. Recall

that the vertices of the triangle defining B1 have y-coordinates 0, −α3u
′
1+O(s−1/4z′2) and

α3 +O(s−1/4z′2). If γ = 0, then |α3u
′
1| ≪ s−1/4z′2 again, since −α3u1 +O(s−1/4z′2) has to

be negative, while −α3u1 cannot be (since then (0, 0) ∈ B′
1 in view of the above formula

for the endpoints of B′
1). Otherwise, | − α3u

′
1 − γ| ≪ s−1/4z′2. We again conclude that x′

1

has to belong to a finite union of intervals with total length ≪ s−1/4z′2. The claim of the
lemma follows.

4.3.3 Summary and proof of main result

Lemma 4.23. Make the changes of variables

x1 = s−1/2x′
1 − α4/α3 and x2 = s−1/2x′

2 − σ(α4/α3)

in the integral in Lemma 4.22 Then, for all large s we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s3/2

∫ ∞

0

∫

W ′

∫

R

∫

R

I ′
1(h)I ′′

2 (h)I3dx
′
1dx

′
2dwdz

′
2 +O(s−17/8).

Proof. Recall the definitions of I ′
1(h) = I(L′ ∩ (Ĩ1

′ × Ĩ2) = ∅) and its components from
Lemma 4.15 and consider

λ2r

s1/2

∫ ∞

s−5/8

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I ′
1(h)dx1dx2dwdz

′
2.

Recall also that Ĩ1
′
= Ĩ1

′
(z′2) =

(
−λ2rs1/2z′2

cα3
, 0
)
. Define δ(w) as in (38). We have |Ĩ1

′| ≍
s3/4z′2 and |Ĩ2| ≫ λ−2rs1/4δ(w). Hence, there is a constant C6 > 0 such that if I ′

1(h) = 1,
then z′2δ(w) ≤ C6λ

2rs−1. Let now

W(z′2) := {w ∈ W | z′2δ(w) ≤ C6λ
2rs−1}.

Then we have that I ′
1(h) = 1 only if w ∈ W(z′2). From this it follows that

λ2r

s1/2

∫ ∞

s−5/8

∫

W ′

∫

B(α3,α4)

I ′
1(h)dx1dx2dwdz

′
2 ∈ O(s−17/8)

and hence that

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s3/2

∫ ∞

0

∫

W ′

∫ C1

−C1

∫ C1

−C1

I ′
1(h)I ′′

2 (h)I3dx
′
1dx

′
2dwdz

′
2 +O(s−17/8) (43)
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where C1 originates from the definition of B(α3, α4).
Now recall that

I ′′
2 (h) = I(L′ ∩ (B′

1 × B2) ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))})

with

B′
1 = α3π2

(
Tn(−2c−2s1/2λ−4rx′

1)
)
and B2 = σ(α3)π2(y2λ

2rWk(−θ2)n(−x′
2/(s

1/2y22))).

Note that |B′
1| ≫ 1 and |B2| ≫ 1. Indeed, the first claim follows by noting that

B′
1 = α3(min(0,−u′

1),max(1,−u′
1))

where u′
1 = 2c−2s1/2λ−4rx′

1. This also implies that |B′
1| ≍ |x′

1| for large |x′
1|. The second

claim follows by noting that ‖w‖ = (y2λ
2r)−1, so that

B2 = σ(α3)π2(‖w‖−1Wk(−θ2)n(−x′
2 ‖w‖2 λ4r/s1/2)).

As ‖w‖−1Wk(−θ2) always contains a disc of some absolute radius r1 > 0 centered at the
origin, it contains the line segment between (0, r1) and (0,−r1) in particular. It follows
that B2 contains the interval (−|σ(α3)|r1, |σ(α3)|r1), so |B2| ≫ 1. Using the fact that
‖w‖−1Wk(−θ2) also contains the line segment between (r1, 0) and (−r1, 0) we have

|σ(α3)|(−r1|x′
2| ‖w‖2 λ4r/s1/2, r1|x′

2| ‖w‖2 λ4r/s1/2) ⊂ B2,

which implies that |B2| ≫ |x′
2|. We conclude that L′∩B′ ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))} necessarily fails

if either |x′
1| or |x′

2| is larger than some absolute constant C7. Now, we are free to choose
the constant C1 defining B(α3, α4) as being larger than C7. Thus, we may integrate over
all x′

1, x
′
2 ∈ R in (43) without affecting the value of the integral, therefore the claim of the

lemma is established.

We can now prove:

Proposition 4.24. Fix (α3, α4) ∈ A. Then there exists c(α3,α4) ∈ R>0 such that

F(α3,α4)(s) = c(α3,α4)s
−2 +O(s−17/8)

as s → ∞.

Proof. By Lemma 4.9 we have F(α3,α4)(s) = F+
(α3,α4)

(s)+F+
(α3,−α4)

(s). Hence, it suffices to

show that for each (α3, α4) ∈ A′ there exists a constant c+(α3,α4)
> 0 so that F+

(α3,α4)
(s) =

c+(α3,α4)
s−2 +O(s−17/8). By Lemma 4.23 we have

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
λ2r

s3/2

∫ ∞

0

∫

W ′

∫

R

∫

R

I ′
1(h)I ′′

2 (h)I3dx
′
1dx

′
2dwdz

′
2 +O(s−17/8). (44)

Recall that I ′
1(h) = I(L′ ∩ (Ĩ1

′ × Ĩ2) = ∅), where

Ĩ1
′
= Ĩ1

′
(z′2) :=

(
−λ2rs1/2z′2

cα3

, 0

)

and
Ĩ2 = λ−4r{x ∈ R | z2 + xb2h2 ∈ λ2rW}.
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Recall also that
I ′′
2 (h) = I(L′ ∩ B′ ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))})

where B′ = B′
1 ×B2, with

B′
1 = α3π2

(
Tn(−2c−2s1/2λ−4rx′

1)
)
and B2 = σ(α3)π2(y2λ

2rWk(−θ2)n(−x′
2/(s

1/2y22)))

and that I3 = I
(
x′
1 > − c2λ4r

2s1/2

)
.

Now note that we can rewrite Ĩ2 as {x ∈ R | w+xλ2rb2h2 ∈ W}. Since ‖w‖ = λ−2ry−1
2

we have

λ2rb2h2 = λ2r(y2σ(α3), y
−1
2 (σ(α3)x2 + σ(α4)))k(θ2) = λ2rσ(α3)(y2, y

−1
2 s−1/2x′

2)k(θ2)

= σ(α3)(‖w‖−1 , s−1/2λ4rx′
2 ‖w‖)k(θ2).

Then make the changes of variables z2 = s1/2λ2rz′2, x1 = s1/2λ−4rx′
1 and x2 = s−1/2λ4rx′

2

to conclude that (44) is equal to

F+
(α3,α4)

(s) =
1

s2

∫ ∞

0

∫

W ′

∫

R

∫

R

I ′
1(h)I ′′

2 (h)I3dx1dx2dwdz2 +O(s−17/8), (45)

where the integral is independent of s. We now verify that this integral is finite, whence
the claim of the proposition follows.

To this end, let us write I ′
1(h) and I ′′

2 (h) explicitly in terms of the new variables of
integration. Firstly, I ′′

2 (h) = I(L′ ∩B′ ⊂ {(α3, σ(α3))}) where B′ = B′
1 × B2 with

B′
1 = α3(min(0,−2c−2x1),max(1,−2c−2x1))

and B2 = σ(α3)π2(‖w‖−1Wk(−θ2)n(−‖w‖2 x2)). As in the proof of Lemma 4.23, we see
that I ′′

2 (h) is zero if either |x1| or |x2| is larger than some absolute constant (recall that
‖w‖ is bounded away from 0).

Secondly, we have I ′
1(h) = I(L′ ∩ (Ĩ1

′ × Ĩ2) = ∅), where

Ĩ1
′
=

(
− z2
cα3

, 0

)

and
Ĩ2 = {x ∈ R | w + xσ(α3)(‖w‖−1 , x2 ‖w‖)k(θ2) ∈ W}.

Now we note that if λ2n+1 < R < λ2n+3 for some integer n > 0, then

(−λ2n, σ(λ2n)), (−λ2n+1, σ(λ2n+1)) ∈ (−R, 0)× [−λ−2n, λ−2n] ∩ L′

⊂(−R, 0)× λ4(−R−1, R−1) ∩ L′

Thus, if R > 0 is a large number, z2 > R and I ′
1(h) = 1, then |Ĩ2| ≪ R−1 which implies

that w must be within distance ≪ R−1 from some vertex of W, that is, has to belong to
a set of area ≪ R−2. It follows that the integral is indeed finite.
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We are now ready to prove the main result of the present paper.

Theorem 4.25. We have F (s) = CPs
−2 +O(s−17/8) as s → ∞.

Proof. In (29) we saw that F (s) is a finite sum over (α3, α4) ∈ A of terms that according
to Proposition 4.24 decay as c(α3,α4)s

−2 + O(s−17/8) as s → ∞. If follows that F (s) =
Cs−2+O(s−17/8) for some constant C > 0, but Proposition 3.10 implies that C = CP .
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Index of notation

The following table contains descriptions of most of the recurring notation used through-
out the article. The rightmost column contains a reference to the page of the first occur-
rence of each notation, respectively.

≪ if f, g ≥ 0 then f ≪ g if there is C > 0 so that f ≤ Cg 7
≍ f ≍ g if f ≪ g and g ≪ f 7

a(y)

(
y 0
0 y−1

)
6

b1, b2 a particular basis of Rv1 + Rv2 28
b1, b2, b3, b4 a particular basis of R4 7
B B(x′

1, y1, θ1, x
′
2, y2, θ2), a specific box defined in (41) 34

B1, B2 B = B1 ×B2 37
B′, B′

1 B′ = B′
1 × B2 37

B(α3, α4) {(x1, x2) : |x1 + α4/α3|, |x2 + σ(α4/α3)| ≤ C1s
−1/2} 27

c θ(P̂)1/2 21

C(s) {(x1, x2) ∈ R2 : 0 < x1 < 1, |x2| < s/θ(P̂)} 4
Dt 6
D′

t 8
d(s) c−1λ−2rs1/2 28
E(s) {x ∈ X | L(x) ∩ T ′(s) = ∅} 21
F a bounded fundamental domain of L′ which is also a subset of R2

>0 6
F (s) − d

ds
G(s) 4

F1(s, η) 20
F2(z1) 23
g a matrix in SL4(R) such that L = δ1/4Z4g for some δ > 0 4
G SLn(R) 3

G(s) µ({x ∈ X | P̂x ∩ C(s) = ∅}) 5
h h = h(x1, x2, y1, y2, θ1, θ2) ∈ H ; 6

parameters xi, yi, θi from Iwasawa decomposition
h1, h2 h = diag(h1, h2) ∈ H
H SL2(R)

2 ⊂ SL4(R) 5
Hg gHg−1 ⊂ SL4(R) 5
(Hg)z {h ∈ Hg | zh = z} ⊂ Hg 16
I(·) indicator function 5
I1 {x ∈ R | z1 + xb1h1 ∈ λ−2rT (s)} 29
I2 {x ∈ R | z2 + xb2h2 ∈ λ2rW} 29
I1(h) 28
I2(h) 28
I ′
2(h) 37

I ′′
2 (h) 37

I3(h) 31
Iδ(h) I(Lh contains an exceptional subgrid corresponding to δ) 34
J1 {x ∈ R | (β1, β2) + xb1h1 ∈ λ−2rT (s)} 35
J2 {x ∈ R | (σ(β1), σ(β2)) + xb2h2 ∈ λ2rW} 35

K Q(
√
2) 4
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k(θ)

(
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

)
6

L a fixed list of representatives of (OK \ {0})/O∗
K 17

L′,L Minkowski embeddings of OK in R2 and R4, respectively 4
L(x) L(x) = Lh for x = ghg−1 ∈ X 5
Lv v + Zv1 + Zv2 28

n(x)

(
1 x
0 1

)
6

OK Z[
√
2] 4

P(W,L) cut-and-project set from a lattice L and a window W 3

P̂ subset of visible points of a point set P 1
Px P(W,L(x)) 5
R a specific set of representatives of Z4 ∩ zHg under the action of Γg 17
S {(z1, z2) ∈ R2 | z1 < 0, z2 < z1 + z′2} 30
T the open triangle with vertices at (0, 0), (1, 0) and (0, 1) 37

T (s) the open triangle with vertices at (0, 0) and (s/θ(P̂))1/2(1,±1) 5
T (s) 5
T ′(s) T (s)×W 16
v1, v2 vectors depending on α3, α4 28
vβ1,β2 (β1, β2, σ(β1), σ(β2))h 33
W a particular octagon in R2 4
W ′ W \ |σ(λ)|W 23
W(z′2) {w ∈ W | z′2δ(w) ≤ C3λ

−2rs−1/2} 30
X Γ\ΓHg 5
X(z) {Γh ∈ X | h ∈ Hg, z ∈ Z4h} ⊂ X 17
X(k, z) {Γh ∈ X | h ∈ Hg, kh = z} ⊂ X 17
z δ−1/4zg−1 for z ∈ R4 19
zHg {zh | h ∈ Hg} ⊂ R4 17
Z4
∗ Z4 \ {0} 17

Γ SL4(Z) 3
Γg Γ ∩Hg 5
ΓK the set of all matrices of the form diag(A, σ(A)), A ∈ SL2(OK) 5
∆ a finite subset of OK corresponding to exceptional sublattices 34
δ(w) infϕ∈R/2πZ |{t ∈ R : w + t(cosϕ, sinϕ) ∈ W}| 30
θ(P) density of the point set P 4

λ 1 +
√
2, the fundamental unit of OK 5

µ the unique right Hg-invariant probability measure on X 3
µz Haar measure on (Hg)z 17
νz a measure on X(k, z); a measure on X(z) 17
νz νz 19
Πv v + Rb1 + Rb2 33

σ The non-trivial automorphism of Q(
√
2) 4
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