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ABSTRACT. We prove that the von Mangoldt function Ak of a number field K
is well approximated by its Cramér/Siegel models in the Gowers norm sense.
Via the inverse theory of Gowers norms, this is achieved by showing that the
difference of Ak and its model is asymptotically orthogonal to nilsequences. To
prove the asymptotic orthogonality, we use Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem
as the base case and proceed by upgrading Green—Tao’s type I/II computation
to the general number field. As an application, we prove a number field analog
of the Green—Tao—Ziegler theorem on simultaneous prime values of affine-linear
forms of finite complexity. This in turn can be used to prove a Hasse principle
result for certain fibrations X — P! over a number field K extending a result
of Harpaz—Skorobogatov—Wittenberg which was only available over Q.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Schinzel and Sierpinski [27] conjectured that if finitely many irreducible Z-coefficient
polynomials f1,..., fi € Z[X] satisfy the condition that there is no prime p that
divides the product fi(n)--- fi(n) for all n € Z (the so-called Bouniakowsky condi-
tion), then there should be infinitely many n € Z such that the values f1(n),. .., fi(n)
are simultaneously prime (positive or negative). Bateman and Horn [I] give the
conjectural asymptotic frequency of this event: on the interval [1,N] C N it should
happen

Cfl)~~~7ft . N +o ( N )
deg(f1)...deg(f;) (logN)* (log N)t

times, where letting 0 < w(p) < p be the number of elements a € F, such that
[1._, fi(a) = 0 in F,, we define

o) (-8

p

Their conjectures extend the older conjectures by Dickson [4] and by Hardy and
Littlewood [I6] about the case where f; all have degree 1. The twin prime conjecture
is a special case of these conjectures, f1 = X, fo = X + 2. The only known case of
these conjectures is when ¢t = 1 and f1(X) = aX + b where a # 0,b € Z are coprime.

It becomes easier to attain simultaneous prime values when more variables are
allowed. A landmark theorem of Green-Tao—Ziegler [I5] 11l [I4] affirms the multi-
variable version of the Hardy—Littlewood conjecture under a “finite complexity”
assumption: namely, they established an asymptotic formula for how frequently
finitely many degree 1 polynomials v1,...,¢; € Z[Xy,...,X ] attain simultaneous
prime values under the additional condition that their linear parts % (obtained by
discarding the constant term) are pairwise linearly independent, which requires at
least two variables.

In this paper, we establish an analog of the theorem of Green—Tao—Ziegler for
number fields K. To discuss the asymptotic aspect of the problem, fix a linear norm
[I=|l : K = R>¢ in the sense that it satisfies the triangle inquality, non-degeneracy
and |laz|| = |a|-||z|| for all a € Q and = € K, where |a| is the absolute value as a real
number (not any p-adic). For example one can consider the [°°-norm associated
to any chosen Q-linear basis K = Qm", and consider the associated [°°-norm, or
consider the canonical norm |—||.,,, discussed in §3l By adding a subscript

OK,SN C Ok

let us mean the set of elements z satisfying ||z|| < N. Recall that the von Mangoldt
function Ak for K associates to an element z € Ok the value log N(p) if the ideal
(z) is a power of a non-zero prime ideal p with exponent > 1, and 0 if not. As usual,
the contribution from prime powers of exponents > 2 is asymptotically negligible.
In particular, one can consider the usual von Mangoldt function A(N((z))) of the
norm of the principal ideal (z) if they prefer.

A thumbnail version of our main result is the following:
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Theorem 1.1 (Theorem [[21] and Remark [2.8)). Let ¢1,...,¢; € Ok[Xq,. .., X4
be polynomials of degree 1 such that their linear parts 1; are pairwise linearly inde-
pendent over K. Then we have an asymptotic formula as N — +o00:

> <H AK(U%‘(E))) = Cyy, e [0k <n] 4 o(N™),

d
geOK,SN

where Cy, ... 4, 15 a constant depending on 1, ..., 1y, which is positive if the follow-
ing condition is satisfied: for every prime ideal p C Ok, there is a vector z, € O‘Ii(
such that ¢i(£p) gy for all1 < i <t. (Another equivalent condition is that for
every prime number p, there is a vector z, € Of% such that the norms N(¢;(z,))
are prime to p for all 1 <i<t.)

In down-to-earth terms, Theorem [[T] says for example that if we are given a
finite set of degree 1 polynomials in two variables

(11) aiX—FbiY-i-lEOK[X,Y], 1=1,...,t

such that any two vectors (a;,b;), (a;,b;) are linearly independent in K2, then
there are (z,y) € O% such that the values a;z + b;y + 1 are all prime elements,
and the number of such x € O%{)SN is asymptotically positively proportional to
N2 /(logN)t. By taking the norm Ok — Z noting that prime ideals of degree
> 2 are negligibly few, Theorem [[T] gives a family of cases where the multivariate
version of the Bateman—Horn conjecture holds (dn variables (d > 2), degree n,
number of polynomials ¢ > 1).

In our earlier joint work [20], we considered polynomials (IT)) in the case where
a; = 1 for all 2. This previous result is stronger in this particular case in that we
can find prime-attaining pairs (z,y) from a smaller set Og x (Z\ {0}) (though the
asymptotic frequency has been identified only up to a mutiplicative constant), but
our current result allows more general coefficients including the constant terms.

An outline of the proof of Theorem [[.1]is given in §2

1.1. Applications. Harpaz, Skorobogatov and Wittenberg [17] used the Green—
Tao—Ziegler theorem for the case of a;X + b;Y + ¢; € Z[X,Y] to study Q-raional
points on algebraic varieties. Their technique allows one to show that a Q-variety
X fibered over the projective line 7: X — I% satisfies the Hasse principle (in that
the Brauer-Manin obstruction is the only obstruction) if generic fibers are known
to satisfy the honest Hasse principle and one has control over finitely many bad
fibers of w. Their results include:

Theorem 1.2 (Harpaz—Skorobogatov—Wittenberg [I7, Corollary 3.4]). Let X be
a smooth proper geometrically integral variety over Q equipped with a morphism
m: X = P%@' If the generic fiber of m is a Severi-Brauer variety and if all the fibers
that are not geometrically integral are Q-fibers, then the Brauer—Manin obstruction
is the only obstruction for the non-emptiness of X(Q).

This theorem is a somewhat immediate consequence of their main theorem [I7,
Theorem 3.1], which is also limited to (geometrically integral) varieties over Q. In
413l we indicate how to extend it to the general number field K. For this purpose
we need a variant of Theorem [[T] where we can verify under similar assumptions
that a given finite set of affine-linear maps into Ox[S™!] attain values which are
simultaneously prime elements of Ox[S™!] (Theorem [[3.0]).
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In different directions, a Mobius version of the techniques in this paper will likely
help give affirmative answers to some of the questions raised by Sun [28] Question
1.20] concerning specific cases of a generalized form of Sarnak’s conjecture.

The error term in Theorem[I.Tldoes not genuinely depend on the family 91, ...,
but only on the sizes of their coefficients. As in [I5, Examples 1 (p. 1760)], this
allows one e.g. to deduce a positive solution to an appropriately termed ternary
Goldbach problem for “large enough” elements in Ok. The case of Gaussian in-
tegers O = Z[i] has been worked out independently by Giannitsi, Krause, Lacey,
Mousavi and Rahimi [6] by a different method.

Acknowledgments. I thank Joni Terdvéinen for answering numerous questions
about his work [30] with Terence Tao, and Federico Binda, Hiroyasu Miyazaki and
Rin Sugiyama for fruitful discussions. During this work, I was supported by Japan
Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) through JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Young
Scientists (JP18K13382 and JP22K13886) and JSPS Overseas Research Fellowship,
which funded my long-term visit to University of Milan. My colleagues in Milan
have always been immensely helpful both mathematically and non-mathematically.

1.2. Notation and conventions. K is a number field of degree n := [K : Q).
Let s € N be the degree of the Gowers norm we consider, which will be equal to
the degree of nilpotency of the Lie group G and to the complexity of the set of
affine-linear forms in the context of Theorem 1]

1.2.1. General notation. When X is a positive quantity and a,b,c,... are some
parameters, the expression Ogpc,...(X) means a complex number quantity whose
magnitude is bounded by Cg p.c,...- X where Cg p ... > 0 is a positive number which
can be written as a function in a,b,c,.... The expressions Y = Ogp.c,.. . (X) and
Y Kabe,... X mean that Y is an Ogpc,...(X). An assertion of the form

“UY <ape,... X, then Y <o prer, X7
means that there are constants Cgpc... > 0 (typically small) and Cy/ pr ... > 0
(typically large) which make the following true:

“IF Y] < Cape,.. X, then |Y'| < Cyr e, X

For us, N > 0 is the main integer parameter and we will make constant use of

the quantity

(1.2) Q= Q, = ¢VPEN/0.(1)

where O4(1) > 10s is a sufficiently large positive number depending only on s.
If the dependence on s is annoying, one could alternatively choose Q = e(lgN)”
with any 0 < i < 1/2. This change forces one to modify the exponents in some
pseudopolynomial quantities e(°8N)° in this paper, but otherwise our results are
not affected.

Let

O0<cen <1

be the exponent in Theorem on which we keep adding smallness requirements
depending on s,n until its proof will be completed towards the end of §I11 For a

positive number z, let
P(z) := H D

0<p<Lz
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be the product of all positive prime numbers smaller than z. As in this case, the
letter p is reserved for positive prime numbers. In particular, symbols >° ][,
will mean sums and products over positive prime numbers (often obeying some
additional conditions) even when not explicitly so mentioned.

When P(—) is a condition, the indicator function 1p(_) is defined to take value
1 when the condition holds and 0 if not. Sometimes we write it as 1[P(—)] for
legibility.

1.2.2. Cubes in Fuclidean spaces. For a finite-dimensional R-vector space V & R”
with a chosen basis, we write

[a,b]%, (a,b]y, ---CV

for cubes with respect to the basis. For a finite-rank free abelian group a = Z"
with a chosen basis, we write

[a,blg := aN[a,blger

and so on. The subscripts will be omitted when there is not so much risk of
confusion. We use the shorthand symbol [+N] to mean [—N, N].

1.2.3. Ideals. We assume that the reader is familiar with the very basics of algebraic
number theory as in [24, Chapter I]. This includes objets like Ok, CI(K) and the
theory of fractional ideals. We write

Idealsk := {a C Ok | a is a non-zero ideal}

for the multiplicative monoid of non-zero ideals of Oxk.

We will make routine use of norm-length compatible bases of ideals, which are
explaind in §3

Lower case German letters a,b,c,0,n,q are used to denote non-zero fractional
ideals of Ok. The letter p is exclusively used to mean non-zero prime ideals. In
particular, sums and products of the form Zp, Hp are always those over prime
ideals, often with some additional conditions indicated. The adjective “non-zero’
might be omitted from time to time.

An element x € a of a fractional ideal and an ideal q C Ok are said to be coprime
in a if we have 2Ok + qa = a. We say x € a and a € Ok are coprime if z and («)
are.

See §D.3] for some conventions related to Hecke characters such as 9° (the re-
striction of a Hecke character to a fractional ideal) and C(q) (the mod g idele class

group).

)

2. OUTLINE OF PROOF

We broadly follow the overall plan of Green—Tao [I5] and incorporate simplifi-
cations by Tao—Terdvéinen [30], which are powered by more modern combinatorial
machinery. With Ok, additive combinatorics gets a little more complicated because
the geometry of R"™ is richer than R. Algebra gets more complex as well because
unlike in Z, elements and ideals are two very different notions—the multiplicative
structure is cleaner in the framework of ideals, but we have to make sure that they
get along with the additive combinatorics concepts which only see elements and
additive subgroups at best.
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The central combinatorial tool is the Gowers Ust!-norm, where s > 0is an
integer, which will eventually be set to be the complexity of the set 11,...,1; of
linear maps.

Definition 2.1 (Gowers norm). Let A be a finite abelian group and f: A — C be
a function. The Gowers Us*t1-norm [fllgs+1(ay = 0 is defined by

gs+1 s+1
(||fHUs+1(A)> = xIEA H ew1+~~~+ws+1f(x + Zwihi) ,
(h1yehsg1)EAST? (21{’6'1'{?53) =1
where C is the complex conjugate operation. Henceforth, for h = (hy,...,hst1) €
At and w = (w1, .. .,wsy1) € {0,1}5FL] it is convenient to write |w| := w1 + -+ +
wst1 and
s+1

w-h:= Zwihi.
i=1

Also, if A is a finite subset of an abelian group Z and f: A — C is a function,
we deﬁne ||fHUS+1(A) 2 O by

2s+1

(Iflyery) = E [I cera+wn
hezert  |we(o1)er
such that
z+w-he€A

for all we{0,1}°T*

We will use this norm mainly for A = Ok <x C Ok.

See [I5, Appendix B] for a comprehensive introduction to the theory of Gowers
norms.

2.1. The von Neumann theorem. The von Neumann theorem of Gowers norms
(Appendix [F)) says that the sum - Hf-zl Ak (v (x)) will change little if we

K,<N
replace the function Ak by another function which is close in the Ust! (Ok,<n)-
norm, at least if we define Ok <n using the [*°-norm associated with a Z-basis
Ox = Z™. Our choice of the replacement for Ak is its Cramér model Acramer, for
which the sum is computable (§E)E This reduces the problem to showing that
[Ax — Acramér||Us+1(oK’<N) is small (= decays fast enough as N — +00):

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem [[T1). We have

Ak — ACramér||Us+1(oK’SN) LK, ||l (loglog N)~Cm

for some small 0 < c5 ., < 1.

This result alone could be of theoretical importance in its own right.

As an aside, let us mention that the von Neumann theorem is not naively ap-
plicable here because the values of Ak and Acramer are not uniformly bounded for
varying N > 1 (they can be as large as O(logN)). To remedy this, we have to

ITo be precise, the definition of the Cramér model involves the choice of a parameter Q growing
with the scale N, but we ignore it in Introduction. Similarly for the Siegel model which appears
below.
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assure that their absolute values are bounded by a pseudorandom weight function,
which we can prove only after the so-called W-trick. This means that Theorem [I.]
does not literally follow from Theorem 2.2] but rather from its W-tricked variant
(Lemma [T22)). In this Introduction we do not further discuss this issue. That the
W-tricked Ak is bounded by a pseudorandom weight function is a key computa-
tion from our previous joint work [20] with Mimura, Munemasa, Seki and Yoshino,
which is explained in Appendix

2.2. Siegel model. When K = Q, Green—Tao [10] directly compared A and Acramer-
Tao—Teraviinen [30] clarified that it is more efficient to introduce an intermediate
model, the Siegel model Agicger (§8), and try to show separately that

||A - ASicgclHUs+1([N]) and ||ASicgcl - ACramér||Us+1([N])

are small. Green—Tao’s computations can be used to show a faster decay of the
first difference, while the second difference can be bounded by utilizing the Weil
bounds for character sums. This separation allows one to prove much faster decay,
breaking the “sound barrier” so to speak, which makes the remaining procedure
substantially simpler.

The Weil bound argument easily carries over to the number field situation (§1)).
Thus we are left with the question of showing [|[Ax — Agiegel]

U1 (O <n) 18 small.

2.3. Gowers Inverse Theorem. There is a combinatorial tool called Gowers In-
verse Theorem, which gives a sufficient (and in a sense necessary) condition for the
Gowers norm || f||j.+: of a given function f to be small. It roughly states that the
Gowers U*Tlnorm of a function f: [-N,N]® — C is small if its correlation with
s-step nilsequences 0: Z'™ — C is small:

E f(2)0(x) = oNstoo(1) (fast enough)?
z€[—N,N|"
Here s-step nilsequences are sequences of complex numbers that arise as composites
of the form

§=Fog: 2" %L G—G/T 5 C

where G is a connected, simply connected Lie group which is s-step nilpotent, g is
a polynomial map, I' C G is a cocompact discrete subgroup and F is a Lipschitz
function (with respect to an appropriate metric) whose values have absolute value
< 1. The precise definitions of these notions are recalled in §4l

By convention, 1-step nilpotency means G is abelian, in which case G/T is a
real torus isomorphic to R™/Z™. The function F can be well approximated by
waves x — e?™¢(@) of various frequencies & € Homeon (R™/Z™, R/Z) = 7™, If
moreover ¢ is just an additive map, then we are essentially in the realm of classical
Fourier analysis. The general situation, so-called higher order Fourier analysis, is
a relatively new branch of analysis/combinatorics which has only received enough
attention after the turn of the century [7]. Some of the results that we use had been
formulated for nilsequences on Z instead of Z™ in the literature, so in Appendices
[Al [l we give some supplements on how to extend them to Z™.

The Inverse Gowers Theorem (§AJ]) was first proven by Green—Tao—Ziegler [14]
in a qualitative form; the first and fairly useful quantitative version has recently
been established by Manners [21].
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2.4. Factorization theorem. To make the nilsequence look simpler, we have to
rely on the equidistribution theory of polynomial maps, the central tools being the
Leibman theorem and the factorization theorem.

The Quantitative Factorization Theorem [A. 7] of polynomial maps gives a decom-
position of the polynomial map ¢g: Ox = Z™ — G into the pointwise product of
three other polynomial maps:

g(x) = e(x)g' (x)y(x)

where € is smooth (= very slowly varying), ¢’ has values in a closed subgroup G’ and
is totally equidistributed in G’ /G’ NT, and ~ is periodic of period PZ" (with P € N
of controlled size). The smooth part e varies so slowly that by splitting the cube
[£N]™ into not-so-ridiculously small subcubes, it can be regarded as practically
constant on each subcube. Also, by splitting Ok into residue classes mod POk,
we will be reduced to showing the following type of decay for each convex subset
Q2 C [£N]™ and residue class o € Ok /POk:

(2.1) Z (Ak — Asicgel) (2)F(g9(2)) L ON—+oo(N™)  (fast enough),
zeQN(a+PZ")

under the additional assumption that g is totally equidistributed. In fact, since we
always consider finitely many points in G, the only sensible thing we can do with
equidistribution concepts is to consider them with admissible errors. In the current
situation, the map g is actually assumed to be totally e-equidistributed as a map
from [-N,N]™ C Z" = Ok for an € of the form e = exp(—(log N)¢) with ¢ slightly
smaller than 1/2.

2.5. Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem. When F is the constant function 1, the
problem is to approximate the sum Eméﬂﬂ(a-{-PZ") Ak (z) by the more predictable
sum with Agieger replacing Ax. In the case of K = Q this is precisely Prime
Number Theorem in arithmetic progressions. For the general number field, Mitsui
[22] had proven an almost appropriate analog of Prime Number Theorem building
on Landau’s Prime Ideal Theorem. The correction term from a Siegel zero and the
flexibility to choose the convex set 2 were worked out in our preceding work ([19],
see also Proposition [G.4]).

Thus, by subtracting the average from F, we may assume that F has average 0.
Under this assumption, we shall show that the decay (Z1]) is actually true for Ak
and Agicgel separately.

2.6. Vaughan decomposition. To prove the decay (ZI)) for Ak and Agjeger as-
suming F has average 0, we perform a Vaughan decomposition (§8)) of them into
so-caled (twisted) type I/II sums modulo negligible error. This replaces Ak and
Asicgel by functions behaving similarly to the divisor function 7(z) := ) alz 1 or
the double divisor function ajz T(@). Since the von Mangoldt function Ak is the-
oretically well behaved only as a function on the monoid Idealsk of all non-zero
ideals, our Vaughan decomposition inevitably takes place in the context of ideals.
To make the error arising from the decomposition small enough, we use the obser-
vation that Fundamental Lemma of sieve theory can be formulated on the monoid

Idealsk (Appendix [D.2).
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Thus our new goal (pursued in §9)) is to show certain decays similar to the
following, under the assumption that g is totally equidistributed and F has average
Zero:

S Y1 Fle(@)] £ oxowe(D),

z€QN(a+POK) alz

1

! Z Z Z 1-F(g(x)) L ON—oo(1)  (both fast enough).

Nn
z€QN(a+POk) alz bla

We write 6 > 0 for the value of the left hand side of one of the above (assuming it
is not zero).

2.7. Parametrization of ideals. Intricate applications of the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality and meticulous scrutinies of pigeonholes let Green-Tao [10] create a sit-
uation where they have not so few d € [1,N] and a not so short interval Iy C [1,N]
for each d such that

>__ 0

~ (logN)©n ()

(resp. not so few pairs (d,d’) € [1,N]? and an interval I 4 for each (d,d’) such that

S O, (1)
> ;
- <1ogN>

for simplicity, we will not further discuss this latter case in Introduction.)
In retrospect, the following two properties of Z were making Green—Tao’s treat-
ment simple:

E F(g(dx))

z€ly

E F(g(dz))F(g(d'x))

zeld,d/

e 7 is a PID; more specifically the positive integers N parametrize all the
non-zero ideals of Z;

e For every non-zero ideal a C Z, there is a canonical choice of a basis a =2 Z
(isomoprhism of abelian groups).

As alternatives of these features, we use the following consequences of geometry of

numbers (§§3 @ T4),

e If we choose a set {ax}xeci(k) of representing ideals for the ideal class group,

then a suitable subset
|_| Dy C |_| Cl;1
AECI(K) AECI(K)

(inverse (—)~! means the inverse fractional ideal) parametrizes all the non-

zero ideals, where o € D) corresponds to the ideal aay;

e There is a uniform, if not canonical, way of choosing bases a = Z" for all
the ideals a; this is important because some of the notions and results from
combinatorics are coordinate-dependent.

These will bring us to a situation where there are not so few ideals b within a
certain norm bound and not so small cubes Cy, C b with respect to the above bases
b = Z" such that we have

(2.2)

4]
F > .
E P > gt
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As the function F now has average 0, the inequality ([2:2)) shows that g|: b — G/I'is
not too well equidistributed because the average computed on the points (g(z))zec,
is failing to give the correct average.

2.8. Leibman’s theorem. The Quantitative Leibman Theorem [A 4] characterizes
the equidistribution property of g: Z" — G(— G/I') via its composition with group
homomorphisms (horizontal characters) n: G — R sending I' into Z: the failure of
g to be equidistributed to a certain extent implies that there is an 1 within a certain
complexity such that the composite polynomial map nog: Z™ — R has coefficients
close to integers.

In our situation ([222), this gives (after more pigeonholes) a horizontal character
7: G — R such that after the restriction to b, the composite polynomial map H :=
nog: Ok — R has coefficients close to integers for not so few ideals b C Og. We want
to conclude that H itself has coefficients close to integers. Via the parametrization
of ideals, the situation that the coefficients of H|p are close to integers is equivalently
phrased using the two-variable polynomial map

H(—,=): | ] (Daxay) =0k =R,
AeCI(K)

that for some A € CI(K) and not so few o € Dy within some bounded region, the
polynomial map H(c, —) obtained by freezing the first argument has almost integral
coefficients. By the bilinear nature of H(—, —), each coefficient of the polynomial
map H(a, —) is then a polynomial in «, to which we apply equidistribution theory
of polynomial maps again. This gives us some control of its global behavior in the
variable o € a;l and in particular control of the coefficients of H(1, —), namely the
restriction of H to ay. Since a) C Ok is a subgroup of index <k 1, We obtain
control of the coefficients of H itself.

By (the easier implication of) the Leibman theorem, the fact that H has al-
most integral coefficients imply that g fails to be totally g—equidistributed, where
¢ has the form 690 exp(—(logN)¢'). Since g is already assumed to be totally e-
equidistributed at the end of §241 we must conclude that 5 < €, which gives an
upper bound on §. Some careful choices will have been arranged (§I0) so that the
resulting bound of § will achieve the desired kind of decay. This proves that the
correlation (1)) is small.

2.9. Conclusion. As was already explained, from the fact that the correlation
(21) is small, Gowers Inverse Theorem implies that ||Ax — Asiegellyos1 is small.
A Together with the smallness of ||Agjegel = Acramér ||yy-+1 Proven earlier (see §2.2),
we conclude that ||Ax — Acramér||ys+1 is small, and therefore by the von Neumann
theorem the sum

> I Axi(@)

€0k, <N 1=1

is close to the one where Ak is replaced by Acpamer, which is elementarily com-
putable. This is how we will prove Theorem 11

2To be precise, we again need the W-trick to be able to apply Gowers Inverse Theorem.
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3. NORM-LENGTH COMPATIBLE BASES

We sometimes want to choose bases a = Z™ of unboundedly many ideals a in
some uniform manner, in order to get a handle on quantities which depend on the
choice of bases. The notion of norm-length compatible bases and their existence
serve this purpose.

Given a ring homomorphism o: K < C, use the same symbol to denote its R-
linear extension 0: K®gR — C. We define the canonical norm ||— on K®gR
by

llcan

]

can = WAX |o(x)].

It is indeed a norm in the R-linear algebra sense because o’s give rise to an
R-linear (ring) isomorphism K ®g R = R™ x C™ where 7 is the number of ring
homomorphisms K < R and r; is the number of complex conjugate pairs of homo-
morphisms K < C whose image is not contained in R.

Let us recall that a subset D C (K ®g R)* is said to be norm-length compatible
(terminology from [20]) if there is C > 1 such that for all 0: K < C and z € D, we
have

LN@) " < |o(2)] < ON()V/
C
(the existence of an upper bound of this form implies the existence of a lower bound
by the formula []_ |o(x)] = N(z) and vice versa).

It is known that there are Oj-fundamental domains D C (K ®g R)* which are
norm-length compatible (see e.g. [20, §4.3]).

Now we want to introduce the notion of norm-length compatible bases of ideals.

Proposition 3.1. There is a positive number Cx > 1 such that the following holds:
for any non-zero fractional ideal a C K, there is a Z-basis € = (x1,...,2,) of a
such that if we write ||— for the associated [°° norm, then we have the following
relation of norms on a

Iz 00

1 N n
(3.1) C—KN(a)l/ I=llgo0 < I=llean < CN@Y™ =l o0 -

can

Proof. Choose a representative ay for each ideal class A € CI(K). Choose a Z-basis
x7,...,2) of ay and let ||—||, ., be the associated [ norm. Since any two norms
on a finite dimensional real vector space are equivalent, there is a C > 1 such that

for all A and x € ay, we have

1

(3-2) GN@)Y" (2]l oo < [1#]]can < CN(ax)'/™ |12

can A,00 °

Choose also a norm-length compatible Ox-domain D C (K ®g R)*. By the
definition of norm-length comatibility, there is a C’ > 1 such that for all 0: K — C
and y € D, we have

1
(¢

Now let a be an arbitrary non-zero fractional ideal. There are unique A\ € Cl(K)
and y € D NK* such that a = yay. Note that N(a) = N(y)N(ay). Consider the
Z-basis yx7, . ..,yx, of a. The associated [> norm ||—||, . on a is identical to the

(3-3) N(y)'/" < |o(y)] < C'N(y)"/".

norm induced by ||—|| Ao Via the multiplication-by-y isomorphism ax =
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For any = € ay, by multiplying 32)) and B3] we get

1 n n
CC,N(C‘)” 92 ]l 0 < 92/l ean < CON(@)/™ [lyall, . -
Since every element of a has the form yxr with x € a,, the coefficient Ck := CC’
and the bases yx;\ (1 <i<n) do the job. O

Definition 3.2. Choose a Ck > 1 as in Proposition BJ] and fix it throughout the
paper.

A Z-basis x1,...,T, of a non-zero fractional ideal a C K is said to be norm-
length compatible (with coefficient Ck if one wants to be precise) if the condition
@) in Proposition Bl is satisfied.

By Proposition Bl every non-zero fractional ideal admits norm-length compat-
ible bases.

Proposition 3.3. Let a1 C ay be an inclusion of two non-zero fractional ideals.
Let z}, 27 (1 <i < n) be a norm-length compatible basis (with coefficient Ck) on
each. Then the matrix representing the inclusion map with respect to these bases
has entries with absolute value < C%N(aay ')1/™.

In particular, supposing Cx has already been chosen, any two norm-length com-
patible bases of a given fractional ideal are connected by matrices with entries of
absolute value < Ox(1).

Proof. Let |[—||; ., be the I norm associated with the basis @), ..., x) of a;. By
the definition of norm-length compatibility, we have for each 4

il
H:EZ 2,00

< CxN(a2) ™" [l |,

< CxN(ag) V™. CxN(ay)'/" HxllHloo

= CZN(aja; H)Y/m,

as is claimed. -

~

Proposition 3.4. Let a be a non-zero fractional ideal and ¢: Z™ = a be a norm-
length compatible basis. Then the function

7" — 7
x = Nk/g(u())/N(a)

is represented by a homogeneous polynomial of degree n with coefficients of absolute
value < Ok(1) (a bound independent of a).

Proof. Choose D C (K ®g R)* and (ax)xecix) as in the proof of Proposition [3.11
Take the unique y € DNK* and A such that a = yay. Since the matrix representing
the multiplication-by-y isomorphism ay =, « has entries of size < Ok(1), and
since the functions Nk ,g(—)/N(a) and Nk g(—)/N(ax) are compatible via this
isomophism at least up to sign, the problem is reduced to the case a = ay for some
A. But there are only finitely many A € CI(K). (]

Let us take this opportunity to mention a classical result about ideals:
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Proposition 3.5 (density of ideals, see e.g. [2, p. 210]). Let A € CI(K) and N > 3.
We have

>.oo1= %1“ Ox(N'=%),

a€ldealsk
N(a)<N
[a]=X in CI(K)

4. NILSEQUENCES

Nilsequences are sequences of complex numbers obtained in a certain geometric
way. We recall a minimum amount of definitions (and fix conventions thereof) that
are needed to make sense of the discussions that follow. For details and references,
see [12] §§1, 2]. Those who already know this concept should skip this section. See
Appendix [Al for the advanced results we need in this paper.

We start out with the notions of nilmanifolds and polynomial maps into them.

Definition 4.1 (filtered Lie groups and nilmanifolds). Let s > 0 be an integer. An
s-step filtered group (or a filtered group of degree s) is an abstract group G equipped
with a descending sequence of normal subgroups

GDGQDGl:)...:)GSDGS+1:...:{1}

such that [G;, G;] C Giq; for all ¢,5 > 0.

An s-step filtered Lie group (or a filtered Lie group of degree s) is a connected,
simply connected Lie group G equipped with a descending sequence of normal
subgroups as above, where G; are also required to be closed and connected.

An s-step nilmanifold (or a nilmanifold of degree s) is the data of an s-step
filtered Lie group G and a cocompact discrete subgroup I' C G. In the narrower
sense, the quotient from the right G/T" is called the nilmanifold, but usually a choice
of the above data is also assumed.

Definition 4.2 (Mel’cev basis). A Mel’cev basis X1, ..., X, adapted to a nilmani-
fold G/T is a basis of the R-vector space Lie(G) satisfying:

e The map
1/))(1 ,,,,, KXo R™ = G
(t1y.e oy tm) = exp(t1Xy) ... exp(tmXim)

is a bijection mapping Z™ exactly onto I
e For each 0 < j < m, the R-span b; of the vectors X;;1,...,X,, is an ideal
of the Lie algebra Lie(G). (Note that dim(h;) =m — j.)
e For each 0 <i < s, the Lie algebra of G; is b, —dim(c,)-

Mel’cev bases are known to exist for every nilmanifold [12, p. 478].

Definition 4.3 (metric on G/T" associated with a Mel’cev basis). Let G/I" be a
nilmanifold equipped with a Mel’cev basis. Give Lie(G) the positive definite inner
product where the given basis is an orthonormal basis. Translate it to the entire
G by the action from the right, which makes G/T" a Riemannian manifold and in
particular a metric space.

In our main references such as [12, Definition 2.2, also the footnote], they use
a somewhat different metric based on the {*°-norm. Since we have the inequality
lz|| o < llzlly < v/m-||lz], for € R™ and as we will pretty quickly have to deal
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with much larger multiplicative losses than y/m, the choice of the metric here turns
out insignificant.

Definition 4.4 (complexity of a Mel’cev basis and subgroups). Let M > 0 be a
positive number.

A Mel’cev basis Xi, ..., X,, of a nilmanifold G/T is said to have complezity < M
(or to be M-rational) if the structural constants ¢; ;i defined by

Xi, X;] =D eijnXy
k=1

are all rational numbers of height < M. (I.e., written as the quotient of integers
of size < M.) If the choice of a Mel’cev basis is implicitly assumed, we simply say
that the nilmanifold G/I" has complexity < M.

A closed subgroup G’ C G is said to have complezity <M (or to be M-rational)

with respect to a Mel’cev basis X1, ..., X,, if Lie(G’) has a basis where each member
can be written as a linear combination of Xy,...,X,, with rational coefficients of
height < M.

Definition 4.5 (horizontal characters). A horizontal character n on a nilmanifold
G/T is a continuous group homomorphism 7: G — R/Z which annihilates T

If we are also given a Mel’cev basis Xy, ..., X,, adapted to G/T", there is a unique
k= (k1,...,km) € Z™ such that for all (¢1,...,¢,) € R™:

’I](’Q/JXI)”.’Xm (tl, .. ,tm)) =kit1 + -+ knt,, mod Z.
The magnitude (or the modulus) |n| of n is defined by

] = max |kil.
Definition 4.6 (polynomial maps). Let H, G be filtered groups in the sense of
Definition [l For a map of sets g: H — G and h € H, let dpg: H — G be the map
defined by (0rg)(z) = g(xzh)g(z)~! for z € G.
We say ¢ is a polynomial map if for any i1,...,4,m > 0 and h; € H;, ...,
hm € H;, , the map O, ...0h,, g takes values in G; 4.4, .

It is known that the composite of two polynomial maps is a polynomial map [29]
Theorems 1.6.9, 1.6.10]. We usually give abelian groups G the filtration G = Gg =
G1 D G2 = {0}. A map g: H — G between abelian groups with this filtration is
a polynomial map if (and actually only if) it is an affine-linear map (= a group
homomorphism plus a constant term).

Suppose H = Z", equipped with the filtration H = Hy = H; D Hy = {0}, and G
is a filtered, conneced, simply connected Lie group where Lie(G) is equipped with a
basis X4, ..., X,, satisfying the conditions for a Mel’cev basis except the condition
¥X,,...X,, (Z™) = T. In this case there is an explicit description of a polynomial
map in terms of coordinates ¥ = ¥x,,.. x,,: R™ = G. To explain it, for a vector
z=(x1,...,Tn) € Z™ and a multi-index i = (i1,...,4,) € N, let us use the power
notation

We also use the symbol |i| := 41 + - - - + i, It is known [I2] Lemma 6.7] that a map

-1
g: Z™ — G is a polynomial map if and only if the composite "' og: Z" ENYe wT)
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R™ is written as:

v logla) = ) a!

1eN™

for some a; € Lie(G;) = {0} x R4im(G4) - Simply put, polynomial maps are maps
written as polynomials where the coefficients in higher degrees are required to be
in smaller subgroups.

Definition 4.7 (smoothness norm). For a real number o € R, write

ledlg 7 = min o — n}.

Let g: Z™ — R be a real-valued polynomial map of degree s, written as

g(z) = Y at.
ji<s

Let N > 1 be a natural number. Its smoothness norm ||g|qee_n ny» is defined by

(1) ol g 2= maie (N g ) -

In fact, this should be written as [|g]|coc_x nj» (With a star %) if we follow [I3)
p. 4], which is different from the pre-existing C*°[—N, N]”™ norm. However as in [I3]
Lemma 2.1] there is some g = O(s!) such that [¢g]|ce_xnj» < @ |9l oo —n n» and
vice versa, and this makes all the results we use valid regardless of which norm we
choose. As () is more convenient for the computation we will perform, we use it
in this paper and simply write it as [|g| e _y xj» Without a star.

Definition 4.8 (nilsequences). An s-step nilsequence is a chain of maps
7" % G- G/T 5,

where G/T" is an s-step nilmanifold, ¢ is a polynomial map, G — G/T" is the
canonical map and F is a Lipschitz function.

It is said to be 1-bounded if the values of F always have absolute value < 1,
to have Lipschitz constant < L if F does, and to have complezity < M if G/T is
equipped with such a Mel’cev basis.

Nilsequences are used as test functions for the smallness of the Gowers norm.
Namely, the Gowers Inverse Theorem [A 1l roughly says that when one knows that
a (suitably bounded) function f: [N, N]™ — C has small correlation

(4.2) E  f(x)F(g(x))

z€[—N,N|»
with every 1-bounded s-step nilsequences F(g(—)): Z™ — C of controlled Lipschitz
constant and complexity, then it has small Us*!-norm || f||US+1[7N7N]n. Moreover,
there is (quantitative) equidistribution theory of polynomial sequences (such as The-
orem [A4) to the effect that the image of [-N,N]* & G — G/T is equidistributed
on some submanifold within a certain error. This works as one of the main tools
for the analysis of the correlation (£.2)).
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5. THE CRAMER MODEL

Recall from §I2 the symbol Q = Q, = (°sN"*/0:() and P(Q) := [[opeq -
Recall that the von Mangoldt function Ak : Idealsx — R>¢ is defined by

Ax(a) = logN(p) if a =p™ (p a non-zero prime ideal, m > 1)
R if not.

It is convenient to also define Ak ((0)) := 0.
For a non-zero fractional ideal a of K, we define Af: a — R by

AL (z) = Ag(za™?h).

A primitive form of Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem ([22], recalled in the proof
of Proposition [6.4) says that for a convex body 2 C K ®g R, we have

a x .: 1 2T2 0
EEZQ%CLAK( )= res(Ck (s)) N(a)/[Dx| Vol(t)

. 1
BCEORR

z€QNa

This is why we put the coefficient m in the next definition.
s=1

Definition 5.1. We define the Cramér model Acramer,q of the von Mangold func-
tion Ak to be the function Idealsx U{(0)} — R defined by

0 if a4 (P(Q)) # Ok

Acramerq(a) = 1 () -
res (k (5) ok (P(Q)) fa+ (P(Q) = Ok.

For a non-zero fractional ideal a, we define A‘éramér)Q: a — R by

%ramér,Q (JJ) = ACramér,Q (J/'Cl_ 1)

1 PQ)"

= q res(Ck(s)) ex(P(Q))
0 if not.

if x coprime to P(Q) in a

(Recall that x being coprime to P(Q) means zOx + P(Q)a = a.)

The usefulness of the Cramér model is that its statistical behavior is quite pre-
dictable.

In order to make the next proposition useful enough later on, we have to for-
mulate it using subsets of Lipschitz boundary (Appendix [E), a more general notion
than convex subsets. This is mainly because the subset obtained by bounding the
norm <, := {z € K®g R | IN(z)| < a} is not convex unless K is an imaginary
quadratic field or K = Q.

Proposition 5.2. Let ¢, ..., 0 Z% — a be Z-affine-linear maps. Write 1; for
their linear parts. Choose a norm-length compatible basis v: a — Z" and assume:

e all 1/)Z have finite cokernels,

e ker(y);) does not contain ker(v;) for all i # j,
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e the coefficients of ¢ o1);: Z% — Z" have absolute values bounded from above

by some L > 1, which we assume satisfies L <k eclog'/? N for a positive
number 0 < ¢ < 1 small enough depending on t,d,n.

Let N > 1 be an integer and 2 C [:EN]% be a closed set with boundary of Lipschitz
class Lip(d, My, MsN) (Definition[E2]) for some My, My > 1. Assume that N is large

enough depending on Mj, Ms.
(1) Then for any 2 < z < Q, we have

CRVRD DN | R VSK Vo <H By ¢1,...,wt>>

reQNzd i=1 0<p<z

+ Oy, (Nt 021082 N).
where By(11,...,) is the following coefficient depending on the maps ;
mod p:
p"l
wx(p)) ve @y

HHwZ ) # 0 in a/pal

i=1 p|p

Bp(W1,. .. 1) ::(

(2) Suppose M = Z% carries an Ox-module structure and 1p; are affine-Ox-
linear. For each prime ideal p, define

_ (N ‘
Bo(th1y ... ) = (@K(P)) zeM/pM Ll_[ 1[¢;(z) # 0 in a/pa]

Then we have By (1, ..., ) = Hp‘p By (Y1, ..., 0).

Proof. The decomposition of 8,(¢1, ..., ;) is a consequence of Chinese Remainder
Theorem for torsion Og-module.
To prove the main assertion, we shall first estimate the sum

(5.2) > HHH“/% ) & pa

zeQNZ4 i=1p<z p|p

t
. . . 1 ™ .
and then multiply it by the coefficient IOl I <p<z (safz—(m) to make it equal

the left-hand side of (G.1)).
For each m € N, set

Y, = {erﬂZd

[IN@i(@)a™) = m} ;
i=1
= |Em|'

Note that the condition p | []/_, N(¢;(z)a~!) for a prime number p is equivalent
to the condition that v;(z) € pa for some prime ideal p over p and some index i.
Thus a point z € QN Z¢ contributes to the sum (E.2) if and only if x € %,, for
some m € N that is coprime to all p < z.

It follows that the sum (5.2) equals

S

meN
(m,P(z))=1
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We want to evaluate it using Fundamental Lemma [D.2] of Sieve Theory.
For each prime number p, write

(5.3) gp):= E  1[¢i(x) € pa for some ¢ and p over p)
z€(Z/pZ)2
= 1— H [111%:(z) ¢ pa]
Z/pz i=1plp

N
Suppose first that g(p) = 1 for some p < z. Then 8, = (safz—(m) (1-g(p)=0

for this p. Meanwhile, the function Hl 1 Alvamer,. (¥i()) is identically zero under
the current supposition. Therefore Proposition [5.2]is true without the need to use
sieve method.

Next, let us assume g(p) < 1 for all p < z. To invoke Lemma [D2] let us first
verify the hypothesis (0.2)) on the size of the product [],,.,..(1—g(p))~". For an
index ¢ and a prime number p, write

Vip, Yip: (Z/pZ)* — a/pa

for the Fp-affine-linear and linear maps induced by ;. When a prime ideal p over
p is moreover given, write

Vi p, 1/.)i,;a: (Z/pZ)d — a/pa
for the induced IFp-linear and affine-linear maps 1/11

Claim 5.3. There exists a natural number A = OdytﬁK(LO"’f(l)) such that the
following hold for all prime numbers p coprime to A:
(1) i p is surjective for all i;
(2) for two indices i,j and two prime ideals p,q of residue characteristic p,
whenever the pairs (i,p), (4,q) are distinct we have ker(v; ) ¢ ker(v;,q).

Proof of Claim. By undergraduate linear algebra (n x n minors for the ¢ maps 1/11),
there is a natural number

Ay = 0, (LO ()

such that if p+ A; the maps v; mod p: (Z/pZ)* — a/pa ~ (Z/pZ)™ are surjective.
(So any multiple of Ay will do for the first assertion.)

By the assumption that ker(1;)’s do not contain each other, one can find elements
x;; € ker(¢;) \ ker(v);) which moreover can be taken to have coefficients of sizes
04 (LO"M). Their images ;(z;;) € a\ {0} ~ zn \ {0} have entries of sizes
04.,(LO(M). Hence their norms N(t);(z;;)a~!) have sizes Qg x(LO"M). Let Ay
to be the least common multiple of these norms:

Ag = 1em{N(;(zij)a ") [ 1 <id,j <t} = Op g (Lo W),

Let A be the least common multiple of Ay and A;:

A= 1CH1{A1,A2}.

Now let (4, p) and (4, q) be two distinct pairs such that p, q have the same residue
characteristic p { A. We have to show ker(¢; ,) ¢ ker(¢;,q).
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First assume i # j. In this case the residue class of z;; in (Z/pZ)? certainly
belongs to ker(d}iyp). On the other hand, suppose z;; € ker(1/.)j7q), namely wj(xw) €
qa. This would imply N(¢;(z;;)) € N(qa)Z and hence

Ay A,  N(@(@i) N(a) c7z

P N(pj(zi)a~t) N(@N(q) p

contradicting the condition p f As. Thus we have shown ker(¢); ) ¢ ker(¢); q).
Second, assume ¢ = j and hence p # . In this case, by Chinese Remainder

Theorem we have a natural surjection a/pa — a/pa @ a/qa. Since 1; mod p is a

surjection (Z/pZ)* — a/pa when pt A1, we conclude that the map induced by )

(Z/pZ)" — a/pa® a/qa

is surjective. In particular there is an element which maps to zero in a/pa and to
a non-zero element in a/qa. Therefore we conclude ker(e; ;) ¢ ker(v; q).
This completes the proof of Claim [5.3} O

Resuming the proof of Proposition [0.2] now we can estimate g(p) for p f A as
follows. Note that by the inclusion-exclusion principle we have

g)=#| | viy0) | /p*
(2,p)
1<i<t
plp

=1 D0 #,0 | = | DD #@i )0y )]+ | /0
(i,p) (i,0)#(5,9)
1<i<t
plp

where the alternating sum has Oy, (1) members. Since the linear part 1/'11-7,3 is surjec-
tive, we know that the inverse image v, | pl (0) is a translate of ker(¢; ). By Claim

B3] the intersection ker(¢); ) Nker(4); 4) or the intersection of more members has
codimension > 2 in the F,-vector space (Z/pZ)?. We conclude that the above



20 WATARU KAI

expression can be written as

. 1
S #ker(tiy) | /o + Oum <P)
(i,p)

1<i<t

plp

plp
t
(2w ) O ()
1t follows that for p f A we have
(5.4) (=) = 1+ 001/ [T (1 565 }
plp

For p | A we will simply use the crude inequality g(p) < 1— pid, which holds because

the expectation E defining g(p) is over the set (Z/pZ)? of cardinality p? and we are
assuming g(p) < 1 for all p < z; equivalently

(5.5) (1—g) ™" <p”
Rosen’s Mertens’ theorem for number fields (Theorem [D.]) states

(5.6) 1;[ (1 - ﬁ) =e" - ggsl(QK(s)) -log z + Ok(1).
N(p)<z

Formulas (54) (B5) (E4), together with the fact that prime ideals p with norm
> p? are negligibly fewE imply that

II a-gen'= ] a-gon* JI -9

wp<z w<p<z, p|A w<p<z, ptA
logz\’ log 2\’
<K, de' (1 & ) <K, Ad( & ) ,
ogw log w
plA
verifying the hypothesis (D.2)) with
(5.7) M = Ok +(AY) and & := t.

Now we want to establish a relation of type (D.3]) in Lemmal[D:2l Set X := Vol(Q).
For a squre free natural number f, a point z € QNZ? is in [lmen X¢m if and only if

Hzt':1 N(t);(x)a1) is a multiple of p for all prime factors p | f. This latter condition

-1
. 1
3in the sense that the product Hp (1 — W) over such p’s converges, say.
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is equivalent to the condition that for all p | f, there is a prime ideal p | p and an
index 4 such that v;(z) € pa. Thus:

|_| Sim = ﬂ{x e QN 2z | i(z) € pa for some i and p | p}.
meN plf

Note that the condition in the bracket only depends on the mod f class of z € Z.

Consider the complete set of representatives [0, f — 1]¢ C Z< for the quotient
(Z)fZ). Out of the f¢ residue classes in (Z/fZ)%, there are exactly flg(f) classes
(any representatives of) which belong to [ |, cy 2 fm; this is true by the very defi-
nition of g(p) in (E3)) and by Chinese Remainder Theorem for various p | f. Fill
the interior of QN Z? by as many disjoint translates of [0, f — 1]¢ as possible. By
Proposition [El there are <4, v, fN~! points of QN Z? not contained in any
of these translates. Note that there are Vol(€2) + Og.m, M, (N?!) points in Q N Z2.
We conclude:

Z afm = Vol(2)g(f) + Oan, M, (fNO),
meN

which implies that when we take X = Vol(Q2) the remainder r; in (D.3) is an

Oany v, (PN,
Now we can apply Fundamental Lemma of Sieve Theory. This gives

(58 Y am=Vol(Q) (H(l - g(p») (1+OMWe1E2))
meN p<z
(m,P(z))=1

+ Od, My M, Z SNI!
1<7<D
fIP(2)

We choose D := N4, which is larger than e(®+D108"/* N 5 9t+1 5 29t+1 whepever
N is large enough depending on ¢. For this choice the second O(—) term is an

Oam, M, (DPNYY) = Ognr, v, (N9702).

Meanwhile we have llzgglz > (0.41ogN)/(log'/?*N) = 0.41og"/?N. From (5.7) and
Claim B£.3] we know

/2y

M = 0, gk (L0471} = O gk (eCran(@18* Ny — 0, | (elog"*N)

if ¢ is small enough depending on ¢,d,n, (this is the only constraint on how small
¢ should be), the first O(—) term in (8] is an

O¢,q K(e_o'Blogl/2 ).

Combined with the trivial bounds Vol(2) <4 N® and 1 — g(p) < 1, the right-hand
side of (B.8) looks as follows if N is large enough depending on My, Ms:

Vol(©2) (H(l — g(p))> + OtydﬁK(Nde*O,BIOgl/z Ny,

p<z
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t t
" _ 1 N(p)
Lastly we multiply G8) by oy [lp<s (gafi(p)) = re g7 Lp<z Loip (N(pH) )

which is an Ok (log’ z) by Rosen s Mertens’ Theorem [l The right-hand side
becomes (compromising the exponent in the error term a little to absorb this

OK(logt 2))

m Vol(§2) <H ﬂp> + Ot,d,K(Nde*O-Qlogl/Q N)
s=1

p<z

and the left-hand side becomes ) q Hl 1 A&ramer.. (Yi()) as was noted at the
beginning of this proof. This completes the proof of Proposition O

Corollary 5.4. Let 0 < w < 15logN and set W := P(w) = [[oopc, P < N/
Let b€ [0,W —1]" C a be copmme to W in a. Then

(59)|1 = regx () P A i (W)

<<s K ——= 777 -
) 1/25+1

+N]"*—b w

T s+1(uﬂ[ | )

Proof. Write N’ := N/W. Let Q C ([+4N']"_)**? be the convex set

N o — b
Q:={(z,h) |z +w-he % for all w € {0,1}°1}.

By taking the 257 1st power of the left hand side of (5.9) and expanding it, it suffices
to show for all subsets S C {0,1}**! the estimate

5 (e 2T ey Wee 01+

(x,h)€QNa wes

= Vol(Q) + OS,K((N’)"(S”)%).

By Proposition [5.2], the left-hand side is computed as

(5.10) Vol(9) H Bp + Osx ((N’)"(5+2) exp(—%ﬁlogN’)) :

w<p<Q
plp

where by definition

By = (&)#S E 1W(@+w-h)+b+#0in a/paforall w € S)
PN -1) @wea/pe s S

The error term in (5I0) is negligible because it is much smaller than the aimed
decay rate 1/w'/O<(1) > (log N")~1/0:(1),

4An asymptotically weaker bound Hp<z HP\p( N ) = O(log™ 2) suffice here, which

follows from the more naive bound Hp‘p (N(p) 1) < ( )n and Mertens’ theorem for Z.
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Since W and p are coprime by the conditions p | p and p > w, we can estimate
Bp as

N(p) \**
P = (W) (o agpa 7T b7 O i a/pa for all w € 5]

= (- () (- w0 (e
140, (5 )

Thus [Jw<p<q Bp = 1+ Ox s(1/w). It follows that (5.I0) equals
plp

Vol(Q) - (1 + Ok (1/w)) = Vol() + Ok <(N/)n<s+z>$> _

This completes the proof of Corollary 5.4 O

6. THE SIEGEL MODEL

Now we define the Siegel model Agicgel,q,, Which is a closer approximation to Ak
than the Cramér model is. To define it we have to recall the notion of Siegel zeros.

Theorem 6.1 (Siegel zeros). There exists a positive constant 0 < ck < 1 such that
for every N > 1 (and hence for every Qs = emms(l)):
(1) there is at most one Hecke character 1 whose conductor q satisfies N(q) < Q
and such that the L-function L(1), s) has zero in the region (where s = o+it)
CK
 log Q + log(|t| +4)°

o>1

When it exists, let us write it Ygicgel (the Qs-Siegel character) and its con-
ductor qsicgel-

(2) The Siegel character Vsicgel is Teal, namely its values are in {+1}.

(3) The L-function L(vsicgel, $) can have at most one zero Psicige (the Qs-Siegel
zero) in the said region. It is necessarily real and for any 0 < € < 1 there
is a positive constant 0 < ck(€) < 1 satisfying:

1_ CK CK (6>
1og(4Q.) N (qsicge1)€

Consequently, for any A > 1 we have N(gsiegel) >K A, (log N)A.

< BSiegel <1-

Proof. See e.g. [31, Theorem 1.9 (p. 277)], and [I8, Theorem 5.28 (p. 122)] or [23]
Theorem 11.7 (p. 367), Corollary 11.15 (p. 372)]. O

Of course, the existence of a Siegel zero (for any single Q = Q) would contradict
the Grand Riemann Hypothesis, and so we do not believe in it. Nonetheless, being
unable to disprove its existence, we have to take its potential influence into account
to achieve better approximations.

We always adopt the convention that we ignore the term related to 1gicge1 Wwhen
it does not exist.
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Definition 6.2. The Siegel model Agiegel g, : Idealsk U{(0)} — R is defined by:

(6.1)  Asicger,a(a) := Acrameér,q(a) - (1 - wSiegel([a])N(a)ﬁil)

L _PQ" () Useall) ) _
et ey (- Noas) e PlQ) <o
0 if not.

By our convention, when the Siegel character does not exist, we mean Agicgel, :=
. a R a
Acramer,q and ASiegel,Q = ACramér,Q'

Note that the value ¥giegel([a]) € {£1} is well defined in (6.I]) because the ideal
a is coprime to q under the assumption a + (P(Q)) = Ox; to see this, it suffices to
verify that every prime factor p of ¢ is also a prime factor of (P(Q)) in Ox. Suppose
p has residue characteristic p. We have p < N(p) < N(q) < Q. This implies that p
divides (P(Q)), and hence so does p.

For a non-zero fractional ideal a we define AgiegeLQ: a — R by

gicgcl,Q(x) = ASngCLQ(Iail)
1 P(Q)n 1— wgiegel(x)
N(

—{ Tes(& () o (P(Q)) o= 1)1~
0 if not,

) if x coprime to P(Q) in a;

where we used the fact that for any mod q Hecke character ¢ and x € a9 := {x €
a | x generates a/qa as an Og-module }, by subtracting the diagonal image of x

in C(q) we have ¢*(x) = ¥ ([z7 a]) = ¥([za=1]) ! (see §D.3 for notation).

Proposition 6.3 (Pointwise bound). For all N > 3, we have the bound
Ak (a), Acramér,Q(a), Asiegel,q(a) <k logN

for all non-zero ideal a of norm < N.

Proof. For Ak, we have the obvious bound |Ak(a)| < logN(a) < logN.
Since |Asiegel,@(@)] < 2|Acramer,q(a)], it remains to verify the assertion for Acramer,q;
which is equivalent to showing

P(Q)"
ek (P(Q))

By the multiplicativity of ¢k, the left hand side equals

I I0-x6)

0<p<Q plp

<k logN, where we recall Q = e(osN)!/2/0. (1)

Since there are few prime ideals p of degree > 2 in that the product Hp (1 — ﬁ)

over such prime ideals converges absolutely (p having degree > 2 means by definition
N(p) > p? where p is the residue characteristic), Rosen’s Mertens’ Theorem [D.1]
implies that the previous quantity is bounded as

<k logQ < logN,

which completes the proof. O
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Proposition 6.4 (Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem). Let a be a non-zero fractional
ideal, N > 2 a positive number and Q@ C K ®g Ronn(a)i/n a convez body. Let q be

a non-zero ideal with N(q) < e(°8 N)V2/0xk() | gnd a € (a/qa)* be a residue class.
Then we have

(6.2) S AR(E) — Ay o) i N7em VIEN/Ox(h),

z€QNa
r=a in a/qa

Proof. This is essentially Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem with potential Siegel
zero incorporated [I9] Theorem 5.1], but spelling out the full derivation process is
somewhat tedious, as the reader shall now see.

First we consider the case qsiegel | 4. In this case 9giegel can be considered as a
mod ¢ character. Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem [19, Theorem 5.1] reads

(6.3) > Ak | -
z€QNa
r=a in a/qa

1 2m

— s — Vg~ 1)Bsieger—1 g,
N(@)x(a) res Ge(s)/IDx] | 1= s N () B

<K Nnefx/logN/OK(l)'
Here, the symbol 9gjegel(—; @) means the composite

(K ®q R)* M (K ®q R)* x (a/qa)* J_n> C(q) PSiegel gl

where j, is the canonical map induced by the inclusions; see §0.3l For = € a + qa,
via the inclusion a + qa C (K ®g R)* we have ¥gicgel (7 a) = Y§ege1(2)-

The integral \;S—KI fQ is approximated by the sum

N(qﬂ) Z 1- 1/)giegel(:E)l\]-(ZECL71)ﬁSiegel*1
z€QNa
r=a in a/qu

within an error Ox(N™"~z) (see ([BI3) below for some detail), which is negligible
here. Up to this error, the left hand side of ([63) becomes

o 1 N(q) . e
m§a (AK(I) - W (PK(C{) (1 - ¢Sicgcl($)N(xa ) )) )
r=a in a/qa =

On the other hand, the left hand side of ([6.2]) is by definition
> (AR@) ~ A (@)1 = Viega(@)N(wa™!)Tsese 1) ).

z€QNa
r=a in a/qa
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We have to show that the above two quantities are within the claimed error. So we
are reduced to showing the following two bounds:

(64) Z < %ramér,Q(I) - # N(q) )

el res (i (s) ¢x(q)
r=a in a/qa

— OK (Nne—\/logNlogN(a)/OK(l)) ,

which turns out to not require the condition ggjegel | q, and

> 1 N o
o aramér r e (N ] '(/Jaic e\ T N(xza Bsiegel
o9 IG.QQC} < ¢ al?) SrE?CK(S) SOK(Q)) Sicgel (7N )

r=a in a/qa

— Oy (NemVIEN/OKD)

To show ([G.4)), we apply Proposition 5.2 to the (single) affine-linear map qa — a;
y = y+a. By §3 if we equip the source and target with norm-length compatible
bases, the inclusion map Z"™ =2 qa < a = Z" is represented by a matrix with entries
of sizes < N(q)'/" < Q/Ona.n. We conclude

(66) Z g}ramér,Q(‘r) = Z A%ramér,Q(y + a’)

zEQNa yeqa
r=a in a/qa y+a€e
1
=———— | > 1|8+ 0 (Nre02VEEY).
HETCLCDIN Ier I et

r=a in a/qa

Let us evaluate ,’s in this case. If p | q, for every y € qa we know that y +a & pa

because a is taken from (a/qa)*. This implies that 8, = le;(le 1= le,f)"ll-
Next suppose p 1 q. Then since qa and a localized at Ok, are equal, the map

qa/p(qa) — a/pa induced by the inclusion is an isomorphism. Hence E  1[y+

y€a/p(qa)
agpa=1- ﬁ so that f, = % (11— ﬁ) = 1. It follows that
N(p) N(q)
ﬂ = = .
=155 = = o

This together with (6:6) implies (6.4)).

Next we turn to ([G.5]). We will deduce this from (6.4) by an Abel summation-like
argument.

Under the assumption gsiegel | 4, the function = — g ,(z) on {z € a |z =
a in a/qa} can be seen as the restriction to a of a continuous function Ygiegei(—; @)
on (K ®g R)*. Since 9siegei(—;a) is a locally constant function into {£1}, by
splitting the convex body € into O, (1) convex pieces, we may assume that the
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VSieger(z) part is constant. Thus what we have to show is:

1 N(q) —1\Bsiegel —1
(67) uramér (I‘) _—_ . N(xa )551egel
Z/ Comt @ 1o e )
r=a in a/qa

— Ok (Nne—\/mmm)) '

Let us write
N%(z) := N(za™') and Y :=evVieeN

where 0 < cy < 1 is a small enough constant depending on K that we will specify

after (610).
We cover the cube [£Ox(1)N]™ by disjoint translates P; (i € I) of [0,N/Y]™.
Thus #I = Og(Y™). We have

(6.8)

L.H.S. of (M) - Z Z (A%ramér,Q(x) -

i€l zeQNP;Na
r=a in a/qa

1 N(q)
Srgsl Ck(s) wx(q)

) . Na(x)ﬁsicgcl_l'

Let I,eq1 C I be the set of those i’s such that the cube P; contains a point x
with |o(x)| < N/VY for some o: K < C. It is easy to see that #Ineq <k N/VY.

Since |AL . ~(x)— L N1 | < log N and N°(z)8~1 < 1, the contribution
| Cramer,Q( ) res Cic(5) wK(q)| K 108 ( ) >

of Tegl in ([6.8) is bounded as:

(6.9) Z Z (A?Jramér,Q(iE) - # N(a) ) . Na(x)ﬁswgelﬂ

ieInegl xeQNP;Na ‘5281 CK(S) ¢K(q)
z=a in a/qa

<K N” log Ne*Cy\/logN <K Nnefo.QCY\/logN'

Next, for i € I\ Inegl, if we write M; := max,cp, N%(z), we have

(1 — Ok <%>) M; < Na(x) <M; for all x € P;

and hence
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Also noting 0 < Mf < 1, we establish the following bound:

a ) — 1 N(q) N Bsiegel —1
Z Z ( Cramér,Q( ) ggsl CK(S) @K(C{)) N ( )

1€\ g1 | TEQNP;Na
r=a in a/qa

a . # N(q) Bsiegel —1
< Z ( Z ( Cramér,Q(‘r) Srgsl CK(S) ¢K(q)> Mz

i€1\Ihegr | TEQNP;Na
r=a in a/qa

+ Y OK(logN)-OK<O\I;§)>).

xeQNP;Na
r=a in a/qa

Since we can write QNP; Na = Q; Na for another convex open set 2;, we can apply
([64) to bound the first term. For the second term we use #P; = O, (N"/Y™). Let
us also recall #I = Ok (Y™). This implies that the previous quantity is:

(6.10) > (OK (N"e‘“"gN/OK(”) + Ok (N"Y—"(logN)e—%Y\/m))
iGI\Inegl
_ NnOK(e(nCY*ﬁ)\/logN + 670'496‘“/@).

If ¢y is so small that in the above formula we have ncy — ﬁ(l) < —0.49cy, say

cy = m, this last value is an
OK(Nn +e—0.490y\/logN)'

Combining this with (69), we conclude that the estimate (G.5) holds, which
completes the proof of Proposition for the case gsicgel | q-

Now consider the (supposedly) easier case gsiegel { 4. In this case ([G.3) does not
have the Siegel term. Hence what we have to show is:

(611) Z g}ramér,Q(I)wgicgcl(I)Na(I)671 = OK(Nnei logN/OK(l))'
z€QNa
r=a in a/qa
Let giem = gsicgel N q be the least common multiple of gsjeger and q in the monoid
of ideals. We have natural surjections with kernels of sizes < Q

Prgi egel

(0/dSieget) < (a/qema) 5 (a/qa)*.
Any sum of the form > weona  can be partitioned as Zbeprfl(a) > 2€0Na
z=a in a/qa q z=b in a/qiema
By splitting Q2 into its intersections with the connected components of (K®gR)*, we
may again assume that z — wgiegel(x) is constant on each (b+ sicgeld) N §2, whose
value we will write as 9§;,,1(€2,0) (assuming now €2 is contained in a connected
component of (K ®g R)*). Hence the left hand side of (611]) becomes:

Z wlslicgcl((L b) Z A%ramér,Q(x)Na(x)B_l'

b -1 zeQNa
€prq (a) z=b in a/qiema



LINEAR PATTERNS OF PRIME ELEMENTS IN NUMBER FIELDS 29

Since qgiegel | Gicm, we can apply ([6.7) to qiem. The previous value now looks like

1 N(q)

(0:12) res (G (s)) ek ()

Z wgiegel(Qa b) Z Na(x)ﬁfl

b 1 zeQNa
€prq (a) r=b in u/q1cma

+ OK(Nefx/log N/OK(l))'

Choose a norm-length compatible basis e = Z™ and and let I' C a be the
corresponding fundamental paralelogram. The convex body € N a is covered by
Ok (N™/N(qic1)) disjoint translates of I. The contribution from the points z with
lo(z)] < N2 for some o: K < C is Ox((N)"~1/3), and is negligible as before.
Outside this region (where the value of N® is always >k N"71/2) the value of
N¢(—)#=1 varies by at most +Ox(N(qiem)N"1/2) within any translate of T'. Tt
follows that for any b € pry ! (a):

Glcm

uxﬁflz 1 2" a$ﬁ71117

z€QNa
=b in a/qiema

4 Ok < N N(qlcm))

N(diem) ~ NI72

(Yes, we are more or less doing the theory of integration of Lipschitz functions in a
re-scaled environment.) If we substitute this into (6I12)), the problem boilds down
to evaluating

Z wlslicgcl((L b)7
bepry ! (a)
which is zero because 1§;,,, restricted to pr;l (a) is not constant by the assumption

(Siegel 'f q.
This settles the case of qsieger 1 q and completes the proof of Proposition[6.4l O

7. THE CRAMER AND SIEGEL MODELS ARE CLOSE

In this section, we use the Weil bound for character sums to prove that A%, ¢

and Ad;..q1 o are close in the Gowers norms.
Lemma 7.1. Let x: C(q) — {1} be a real primitive Hecke character. By the
natural inclusion (Ok/q)* < C(q) and zero extension, we regard it as a function

on 0k/q.

Then for any positive number 0 < € < 1, we have

__1
||XHUS+1(OK/q) <Le,s,K N(q) Fz e

More concretely,

> [I x@+w b <cox N(g)e+2 -2+
z€0k/q we{0,1}s+1
he(Ok/a)*

forall0 <e< 1.
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Proof. Write q = [], p™». Note that then N(q) = J[, N(p)™». By Chinese Re-
mainder Theorem, the left-hand side of the assertion is [], [[X[lye+1 (0, jpme)- Let
us consider these factors separately.

When the residue characteristic of p is odd, we have m, = 1 because the ker-
nel of (Og/p™*)* — (Ok/p)* =: F(p)* has odd order and hence no non-trivial
homomorphism into {£1}.

We have by the definition of ||—||{;.+: and multiplicativity of x:

: 1
=R N | R a0
N() z€F(p) we{0,1} e+

I

heF(p)°*!
1
= N2 Z X H (z+w-h)
z€F(p) we{0,1}s+1
heF(p)*t!

The 25%!1 values w - h (for various w € {0,1}*%!) are all different except for
O(2°*!)N(p)® values of h € F(p)**'. In particular the polynomial [T, g 1y-+1 (X +
w - h) € F(p)[X] is not a square. Thus for such an h, the Weil bound [18, Theorem

11.23 with n=1] applies to give

S|l I @reb || <sNEv2

z€F(p) we{0,1}s+1

For those O(2571)N(p)* excluded values of h, we bound the same sum by the trivial
bound < N(p). It follows that for every p with odd residue characteristic, we have

s+1 _ s _
(7.1) X0 Ter oy < sN(B) ™2+ 027N (p) 7,

which is < N(p)~/2 and even < N(p)~ 27 for all but finitely many p failing to
satisfy N(p)¢ > O4(1).

When the residue characteristic of p is 2 (there are < n of them), it is no
longer automatically true that the p-part of the conductor of x satisfies m, = 1,
but nonetheless there is an upper bound on m;,. Namely, by the structure of the
completion ng [24, Proposition 5.7] there is an exponent ey, such that 1+p° Ok,

is contained in the set of squares (O p)2. Since any real character x is trivial on
squares, it follows that m, < e,. We conclude

s+1 _ m _
(72) ||X|‘%5+1(F(p)) S 1= N(pmp)l/Q . N(p’mp) 1/2 <K N(p P) 1/2.
Taking the product of (ZI)) (Z.2)) over all p and recalling [T, N(p)™* = N(q), we
conclude that our assertion holds. [l

Proposition 7.2. Let a =2 Z" be a norm-length compatible basis and 2 C [£N]7op
be a convex set. Then

1 _
n <<S,K,e N(qSiegel) 25+2 te <<5,K,A (IOgN) A

H(Agiegel,Q - A%ramér,Q) : 19’ Us+1[£N]

for any 0 < e < 1/25* and A > 1.
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Proof. The latter inequality follows from the last line of Theorem [G.11
Given 0 < a < Og(N™), consider the following subset

Qa) ;= {z € Q| N(za™!) < a},

which we know to have boundary of Lipschitz class Lip(n, O, (1), Ox(N)) (see

Lemma [E.3).

Suppose for the time being that for some 0 < ¢ < 1 we have the following
inequality

(73) "A%ramér,Q(_)djgicgcl(_)lﬂl (_)|

uniformly for all subsets Q1 C [£N]7op with boundary of such Lipschitz class. If
we write M = Og(N™) for the maximum value of norms on [£N]?, we have the
following identity of functions on [+£N]%:

Us+1[£N]» <<S,K N(qSiegel)_c

M
N((—)a™t)fseet " g (=) = MPSest g () + (1 — ﬂSicgcl)/ Yt 1g ) (<)dy.
1

Then we deduce the inequalities below, where the “<” follows from the triangle in-
equality for the Gowers norm and its integral version (noting that ||—|
R is a continuous function with respect to the unique topology on the source) and
“<” follows from the assumption (7.3)):

H(Agicgcl,Q - Ag}ramér,Q) : 19’ Us+1[£N]»

= HA%ramér,Q(_)¢Siegel((_)a_l)N((_)a_l)ﬂsmgd_l19(_)‘ Ust+1[+N]»

< ||A%ramér,QwSi°gdeHU3+1[:|:N]n . M:@Sicgcl—l

M
+ (1 - ﬁSiegel)/l yBSngCI_z HA%ramér,QwsmgellQ(y)‘ Us+1[£N]n dy

M
<5, K N(qSiegel)_c <M,88icgcl—1 + (1 _ ﬁSiegel)/ y,@smgcl—2dy>
1

- N(qSicgcl)_c-

Thus we are reduced to showing an inequality of the form (Z3)) with ¢ = 2= (572 —¢.

To show this, let Q C ([£2N]2p) **2 be the following bounded set:

Q:={(z,h) ca®@R |z +w-h e foral we {0,1}*}.

Us+1[+N]» - CHEN"

M
Ag}ramér,Q(_)¢Sicgcl((_)a_1) [Mﬂsicgcl—llsl(_) + (1 _ ﬂSicgcl)/l yﬂsicgcl—2lﬂ(y)(_)dy‘|

Us+1 [iN] n



32 WATARU KAI

It has boundary of Lipschitz class Lip(n(s+2), O, s(1), Ox(N)). The 25*!st power
of the left-hand side of (7.3), multiplied by the normalization factor =<, N*(**2) is

(74) Z H ‘/\El?lraumér,Q(aj +w- ﬁ)d}Sicgcl((x +w- Q)Clil).

(w,h)€QNas+2 we{0,1}=F1

Let D C a be a complete set of representatives for a/qgiege1d. The above sum can be
written as a sum Z(a@@)s” Z(m,@)eﬁm(a,g)ﬂqs;cgda)3+2(_)' Since 9sjegel is a mod
gsiegel character, it is legitimate to write ¥siegel(z+w-h)a™") = Vgieger((a+w-b)a™t)
for all (z,h) € (a,b) + (qsicger®)* 2. The sum (4) thus equals

(75) Z H "/JSiegel((a + Hb)ail)

(a,b)eDs+2 we{0,1}s+1

Z H A%ramér,Q(x +w- ﬁ)

(2,h) €N (a,b)+(dsiegera)*+2 \wE{0,1}F1

Note that the first product []  in this expression is nonzero only when a, b are such
that a + w - b is coprime to qs_icgcl in a for all w. So we concentrate on such a, b.

For each a,b, the latter factor of the expression has already been computed in
Proposition[5:2] The volume part from the proposition is now Vol((NZ)/N(qSiegel)s+2
(s N"(S+2)/N(qSiegel)s+2) reflecting the fact that we are on the ideal ggjegeia. The
coefficients 3, from the proposition a priori seem to depend on a, b, but they do not.
For when p | qsiegel, all the elements of a + w - b+ gsicgel@t are coprime to p in a for
every w by the assumption that a + w - b is. It follows that 8, = (N(p)/¢x ()2
regardless of (a,b). When p { gsicgel, by the affine-Oxk-linear isomorphisms induced
by the inclusion ggjcge1d — a and the translations by a 4+ w - b:

H qSicgcla/pqSicgcla %’ H a/Pa g H a/Pa

it follows that
2s+1

= (N E 1x w- in for all w
Bp = (N(p)/ex(p)) ooy A0 n B(p) for all

140, (555 )

in which (a, b) does not appear. It also follows that

s+l

H BP <K H ( )) <K 1Ogl\I(qSiegel) < IOgN
pﬁQ p‘qSIegel
p

by Mertens’ theorem [D.1] say. We conclude that the sum >°, ;) in (Z3) has the
following form regardless of (a, b):

(76) VOl( )/N(CISmgel) H ﬁp+0 Nn(s+2 exp(—é\/logN)).

res (G (s)) i
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The contribution of first term of this expression to (ZH) is, by Lemma [71]
Nn(s+2)
N(qSicgcl)S+2

By Theorem [6.1] the log N factor can be absorbed in N(gsiege1) by modifying € a
little, and so we end up with a bound

<<e,s,K l\I(qSiegel)(S—i_2)_%4_6 . . 10g N.

(77) <<e,s,K Nn(S+2)N(qSiegel)7%+E
The contribution of the error term in (Z.6) to (T3) is
1
(7.8) <ok N"CTIN(qgiege) exp(—¢ v/logN)

< Nn(SﬂLQ)N(qSiegel)ilu

where ‘<’ is true by the assumption O(1) > 10s in (L2]).
The inequalities (7.7) (Z.8) give the assertion raised to the 2°*!st power. This
completes the proof of Proposition O

Corollary 7.3. Let a = Z" be a norm-length compatible basis and a = Z™ 46—

G/T L. C be a 1-bounded nilsequence where the Lipschitz constant of F is bounded
from above by a Lip(F) > logN. Assume that the Q-Siegel zero exists (so that
A§iegerq and AZ q are different). Then for any conver set Q@ C [£N]jop and

Cramér,
a € a, we have

(79) Z (Agicgcl,Q - A%ramér,Q)(‘r)F(g(x)) <<57K
zeQN(a+qa)

nT. im Os,n (1) _ im Os,n (1)
N Llp(F)d ¢ N(q)N(qSicgcl) 1/0s x(dim G ).

Proof. The sum > (—)canbewrittenasas Y, lgpqa(z)lo(z)-(—). By
z€QN(a+qa) zE[£N]”
Fourier analysis on finite abelian groups, we can write

lotga = S & wherelegl = | B ligpqn@)é@) 7 < L
¢€Hom(a/qa,Cx) v€a/qa

This reduces the problem of showing (7.9) to showing the following inequality for
all £ € Hom(a/qa, C*):

(710) Z 5(,@)19(,@) (Agicgcl,Q - A%ramér,Q)(x)F(g(x)) <<S>K
z€[£N]?

ny-: im GOs,n(1) _ im GOs,n(1)
N Llp(F)d ¢ N(qSiegel) 1/0sx(dim G )
Take the decomposition from Proposition [A.10]
F(g(z)) = Fi(z) + Fa(x),

where we will specify the parameter 0 < € < 1 from Proposition[A.10shortly. Since
[IF2]l ., Ks,n € the contribution of F to the left-hand side of (Z.10) is

(7.11) <5k eN"logN.
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Meanwhile, by Proposition and the invariance of the Gowers norm by the mul-
tiplication of the phase function £ [15) (B.11), p. 1816], we know

Us+1[£N]» <<S,K N(qSicgcl)_l/OS’K(l)-

||§ 1o - (Agicgcl,Q - A%ramér,Q)‘

It follows by Proposition [A.I0] that the contribution of Fy to the sum (ZI0) is
bounded by

(7.12) <ok N(qsieger) /%D (Lip(F) /e)im &% N,

By comparing (ZII) (CI2) and our assertion (ZI0), it suffices to specify the
value of 0 < € < 1 so that the quantities

— . im Os,n()
clogN,  N(qsicger) /0% (Lip(F) /e)im 7o

are both < x Lip(F)dm Gos’n(l)N(qSngcl)’l/OS’K(dim GO M) This is achieved by

setting for example € := N(qgiegel)_l/wS“(1)(dimG)OS’"(l). O

8. VAUGHAN’S DECOMPOSITION (A.K.A. THE TYPE I/II suMS)

Having established that Af,,ne.q and Ag.q q are close in the Ut norm

(Proposition[T.2]), we move on to the task of showing that HA?( = Aieger,q HUS+1[iN]"

is small. For this it will be convenient to decompose Af; and Agicgel, g into manage-
able chunks in the style of Vaughan.
Recall the definition of the divisor function 7: Idealsx — N for the number field:

T(a) = Z 1.
bla
Lemma 8.1. For any integers N > 3 and m > 1 we have

S (@)™ <xm N(logN)2" !

a_suchthat
N(a)<N

> T e toe N
N(a)

a suchthat

N(a)<N

Proof. See e.g. [10, Appendix C] and [26], p. 288] for the case of Z. The case of Ok
can be treated in the same way, noting > 4 such that <k N (Proposition [B.5)). O
N(a)<N

Now we introduce the notion of (twisted) type I/II sums for K. We will give the
minimum definitions that covers the objects of our interest.

Definition 8.2. Let N > 3 be an integer and A: Idealsx <x — C be a function.
It is said to be log-bounded if we have a bound of the form

|A(a)] < logN
for all a € Idealsk <n.

Definition 8.3. A function S: Idealsk <x — C for some N > 3 is said to be:
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e a type I sum if it is of the form

S(a) = In(a)<n Z A(b)1p)q,
b such that
N(b)<N?/?

where A: Idealsg <n — C is log-bounded and N < N.
e a twisted type I sum if it is of the form

S(a) = In(ay<n Z A(b)Lpjasicger(ab™1),
b such that
N(b)<N?2/3

where A: Idealsk <n — C is log-bounded and N’ < N. Equivalently
S(a) = Inzn' D, A(b)LpjaUsicger(a),

b such that
N(b)<N2/3

because Ysiegel(ab™1) = Ysiegel(a)Usiegel (b) and Ysiege1(b) can be absorbed
in A(b).
e a type II sum if it is of the form

S(a) = Z L(c)T(d)

¢,0 such that
N(¢),N(2)>N'/3
and cd=a

where L, T: Idealsk,<x — C obey the bounds
IL(c)] < logN,
TE)] < 7(0).
o negligible if it is log-bounded and satisfies
1
Z [S(a)] < Nexp(—ﬁ log!/2 N).
a such that
N(a)<N

Proposition 8.4 (Pointwise bound of (twisted) type I, IT sums). For any (twisted)
type I, II sum S: Idealsx <n — C, we have

S(a)] < (log N)7(a)?
fO’I’ all a € IdealsKéN.

Proof. First suppose S is a (twisted) type I sum. In either case, by |A(—)| <logN
and |U)Sicgcl(_)| < 1 we have

S(@)] <logN Y Lgja < (logN)7(a).
b

N(b)<N?/3

Next suppose S is a type II sum. We have

S(a)| = > LOTQ)| <logN > [TE)|| <logN > 7(2)
¢,0 such that ola ola
N(c),N(2)>N1/3
and c0=a

< (logN)7(a)?.
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This completes the proof. (I

Proposition 8.5 (Vaughan’s decomposition). For any N > 3 sufficiently large
depending on K, the functions Ak, Acramér,Q, Asicgel,q Testricted to Idealsk <n can
be written as C-linear combinations of the form

E CiS’i;
i€l
where

e the coefficients c; € C satisfy D, |ci| < 2logN;
e cach S;: Idealsx, <nx — C is either a type I sum, a twisted type I sum, a
type II sum or negligible.

Proof. First, we consider Ak. By the Mdbius inversion formula
AK = AK * U * 1,
for all ideal a we have

Ak (a) = > Ax(®)u(e)l = > Ak(b)u(o).

b,c,0 b,c
such that bcdo=a such that bcla

We partition the sum into four partial sums according to whether N(b), N(c) < N'/3,
Out of these four partial sums, let us treat the following three first.

Claim 8.6. (1) The sum
> Ak(b)p(c)
N(b),N(c)<N1/3

s a type I sum.
(2) The sum

>+ > Ak (b)pu(c)

N(b),N(c)<N!/3  N(b)>N!/3 N(c)<N/3

can be written as a linear combination ),y c;S; where Y . |c;| < 2logN
and all S; are type I sums.
(3) The sum

S 4 3 Ax (B)p(c)

N(b),N(c)<N1/3  N(b)<NL/3,N(c)>N1/3
is negligible.

Proof of Claim. For (1), we rearrange the sum as follows by setting ? := be

oL Y Ak®)u).

0 such that b,c such that
N(d)<N?/3 be=0
N(b),N(c)<N'/?
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By setting N’ = N%/3 in Definition B3] it suffices to show that the sum 3" _in the
parenthesis above is log-bounded in the sense of Definition Name it A:

AR = Y Ak()uo)
b,c such that
be=0
N(b),N(c)<N'/3
By the formula Ak x 1 = logIN(—) we have
A@) < > Ak(b)-1=1ogN(d) <logN.

b,c such that
be=0

This shows Claim B6(1).
We turn to (2). First, note that the sum equals

Y A= Y p@| X A

b,c such that cla blac—?!
N(cb)c<:1\?1/3 N(o)<N'/?

By the formula Ak * 1 = log N(—) again, we can further compute as

= Z U(c)lc\a logN(ac’l) = Z /L(c)lcla (IOgN(a) - IOgN(C)) :
¢ such that ¢ such that
N(c)<N1/3 N(c)<N'/3
The sum arising from logN(c)’s is a type I sum by setting N’ = N and A(c) =
1[N(c) < N'/3]pu(c) log N(c). To treat the sum arising from log(N(a))’s, we use the
identity

N-1
log(N(a)) =logN + > "(logt — log(t + 1)) - In(a)<t
t=1
to write the sum in question as
N-1
Z U(c)lc\a log N + Z(logt_log(t_ 1)) InN(a)<t Z U(c)lc\a
¢ such that t=1 ¢ such that
N(c)<N'/3 N(c)<N1/3

As the function A(c) := 1[N(c) < N'/3]u(c) € {~1,0,1} is log-bounded in the sense
of Definition[82] each sum ) is a type I sum. The coefficients log N, log t—log(t+1)
satisfy the property that the sum of their absolute values is 2logN. This proves

Claim B.6(2).

Lastly we show (3). The sum in question equals

S k@)= > Ax(b) > u(o).

b,c such that b such that ¢ such that
bela bla clab™?t
N(b)<N!/3 N(b)<N'/3

By the identity > ¢ such that £4(¢) = 1[b = a] (the Mdbius inversion formula), this
clab™?
equals

1|N(a) < NY3]Ag(a),
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which is negligible in the sense of Definition because

> [IN(a) S NYIA(a)| < Y logN <k N'/3logN.

a such that a such that

N(a)<N N(a)<N?'/3
This completes the proof of Claim O

To finish the Ak part of Proposition Bl it remains to treat the forth partial
sum

S A

b,c such that
bela
N(b),N(¢)>N*/3

We show that this is a type II sum. By introducing the dummy variable d := ab~1,

rewrite the sum as
Soak) Y ),

b,0 such that ¢ such that
bo=a c|o
N(b)>N'/3 N(c)>N/3

Note that the conditions N(¢) > N'/3 ¢ | 0 imply N(d) > N¥/3. Hence we are
reduced to showing that the functions

L(b) = Ax(b) and T(@)= > 4l

¢ such that
co

N(c)>N/3

obey the bounds |L(b)| < logN and |T(0)| < 7(d). But both of them are obvious.
We next show the assertion for Acramér,q, Asiegel,q- Since the coefficient P(Q)" /¢ (P(Q))
has size <k log N by Mertens’ theorem, it suffices to show that the functions

a— la+(P(Q)) = Ok
a = 1a+ (P(Q)) = Ox] - Ysieger([a]) - N(a)Isiczer =1

are of the asserted form. Set D := N%2 and let ()\g)beldealsK be the associated
upper linear sieve coefficient from Lemma (2). We know
(8.1) Latp@)=1) < Z A3 Loja

2[P(Q)

for all a. The right hand side is a type I sum in the sense of Definition B3] by setting
A®) = )\gla‘p(Q) and noting that A is supported on Idealsk <oz C Idealsyk <N2/s
and has values in {—1,0,1}.

We want to apply Lemma to an = IN(m)<n- The theorem of density of
ideals says

— —1
YNy T Y Inm<NG)

on meldealsk

N N \w
—g_q(@(s))WmK((W) )
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which means that if we set g(0) := 1yp(q)/N(?) and X := ress—1(Ck(s)) - N, we

1—1
have the estimate r, = Ok <(%) " >

By Lemma [D.2] (2), we have, noting (81)) and iggg > 0.2/TogN

> Y Aol | = Lerpi=0)

a.N(@)<N [ \2[P(Q)
=ST(Q) -S(Q)
=0 (Ne™02VIeN | N1=55) = O (Ne™ VIeEN),

This expresses 141p(q)=(1) s the sum of a type I sum and a negligible sum in the
sense of Definition B3
Multiplying by %sicge1, We see that the function

a— 1lla+ (P(Q)) = Ok] '¢Siegel([a])

is the sum of a twisted type I sum a — ZN(b)<D /\g_lb\a1/)8icgcl([a]) and a negligible
sum.
We further multipy it by N(a)?siss=1 The negligible part stays negligible be-
cause N(a)Psies =1 < 1. To handle the twisted type I part, just as before, we use
the identity

N-1

N(a)ﬁSiegelfl — NﬁSiegel*l + Z(tﬁ8i8g8171 _ (t + 1)ﬁsiege171) . 1N(a)§t-

t=1
Note that for any twisted type I sum S(—) and ¢ < N, the product S<¢(a) :=
1[N(a) < ¢]S(a) is also a twisted type I sum. Thus a — N(a)Psies1=1S(qa) is written
as a linear combination of

S(a) =Y A Lpjatsicge([a])
N(b)<D
and the associated S<;(a)’s with coefficients NAsieser =1 (< 1) and (#Fsiesr =1 — (¢ 4
1)PBsieser=1)’s Since the sum of the absolute values of these coefficients is Nfsiese1 =1 4.
(1 — Nfsieser=1) = 1, the proof for the case of Asicgel,@ is now complete. O

9. THE ORTHOGONALITY THEOREM—EQUIDISTRIBUTED, AVERAGE 0 CASE

The following proposition is our key computation. The strategy follows that of
[10, §4], but the treatment necessarily gets considerably more complicated because
unlike in the case of Z, elements and ideals are two very different notions and the
geometry of R™ is richer than that of R.

Proposition 9.1. N > 2 a natural number sufficiently large depending only on
K,s. Let a C Ok be a non-zero ideal and let a = Z" be a norm-length compatible
basts.
For any:
e filtered s-step nilmanifold G/T of dimension dim(G), complexity comp(G/T);
e polynomial map g: a = G — G/T totally e-equidistributed on [£=NI|7 for
some 0 < e <1/2;
o I-bounded function F: G/T" — C with average 0 and whose Lipschitz con-
stant is bounded from above by some Lip(F) > 1;
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o type I, twisted type I or type II sum S: Idealsk <o, (nn)y — C, where the
Ox (1) constant is from Proposition [34):
e convex body Q C [£N]} p;

logN)*/2 /O (

e non-zero ideal ¢ C Ok of norm < el Y and a residue class a €

(a/qa)™;
satisfying the condition Lip(F) comp(G/T)N(qqsiegel)e ! < N1 we have

Y. Sa HF(g())| <sx
z€[EN]TNQ
z=a in a/qa

(log N)O"(l) Llp(F) COmp(G/F)N(quicgcl)El/CXP((2 dim G)Os,n(l))Nn'

Ezxcept in the twisted type I case, the N(qsiegel) factor can be omitted from the
hypothesis and conclusion.

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Proposition @Il The proof is
divided into the case of a (twisted) type I sum and that of a type II sum. In either
case, it is convenient to write

G(z) :=F(g())
because in the preliminary parts of the proofs, it only counts that G(x) is a 1-

bounded function.
Let 6 > 0 be the value defined by

(9.1) > S(za H)G(x)| = oN™.
zE€[£N]TNQ
z=a in a/qa

We may assume § > N~1/%0 hecause otherwise the assertion is already true.
Our task is to show that then g is not totally

(9.2)
(5(10g N)On(l) Lip(F)_l Comp(G/F)_l)eXp((2 dim G) N(quiegel)_Os’"(dim G)O&K(l)_l

-equidistributed, which implies that this quantity is less than e.
The following a priori bound of § will be useful.

Lemma 9.2 (§ is not too large). In the situation of (@), we have § <k (logN)"+3.
Proof. The left-hand side of (@) is bounded from above by
Z IS(za™t)| <k logN Z r(za™h)?,

z€[EN]"NQ r€e[£N]"
r=a in a/qa

Os,n(l))

where we used Proposition B4l For z € [£N]", the ideal b := za~! has norm
<k N™ by Proposition B4l For each given ideal b satisfying such a bound, there
are at most <k (logN)"~! values of 2 € [+N]" associated with it by [20, Lemma
4.14]. Thus we can bound the previous sum as

<k (logN)™ Z 7(6)? <k N™(log N)"*3,

b
N(b)<kN"
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where we used Lemma 811 O

9.1. The case of a (twisted) type I sum. Write our (twisted) type I sum as

S@) =1[N(@) <N > A(b)¢sicgar(a’b )
bla’,N(b)<N2n/3

for some N’ < Og(N™). If we are in the type I case, ignore the ¥gieger factor and
read gsiegel = (1). The definition of § ([@.1)) now reads

N’n
(9.3) > > A(b)Ysicga(za b7 G(x) :(sN(q).
z€[EN]"NQ blza~?!

r=a in a/qa N(b)<N2"/3
N(za™h)<N’ -

9.1.1. Eliminating the coefficient A(b) and the Siegel character pgicgel. As the con-
dition b | za~?! is equivalent to x € ab, any sum of the form

Z Z equals Z Z

z€[£N]"NQ blza~? b z€[EN]"NQNab
e=a in a/qa N(p)<N2n/3 N(b)<N?"/?  2=qin a/qa
N(za™')<N’ - N(za 1)<N’

We also know |A(b)| < logN by the definition [83] of the notion of twisted type I
sums. It follows that the left hand side of (@3] is bounded from above by

1
S\ VNE) Y Wsieg(fea 0T )G(2)]| -
b V/N(b) z€[+N]"NQNab
N(b)<N2n/3 z=a in a/qa
N(za~1)<N’

We want to apply Cauchy-Schwarz to the sum ) . By Lemma BI] we know

> b such that ﬁ <k logN. It follows that the square of the previous value is
N(b)SNQH/S

bounded from above by

(logN)* > N®)| > Usigallra o ])G(x)
b 2 z€[£N]"NQ2Nab
N(b)<N2"/3 z=a in a/qa
N(za 1)<N’

Assumption ([@.3) implies that this value is > §°N?" /N(q)?.
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By the dyadic decomposition [1,2] U [2,4] U [4,8] U--- of the range [1,N?*/3] of
N(b), which has <, log N members, there is a 1 < D < N?"/3 such that

2

94) (ogN)* Y D > Usiega([ra b7 ])G(x)

b z€[E£N]"NQNab
D<N(b)<2D r=a in a/qa

N(za™')<N’
>, 62N?" /N(q)%

We may increase (logN)* to (log N)2("+4) because it only weakens the inequality.
Then we rewrite (@4) using the quantity

§' = 6/(logN)" 4

which has been shown to be < 1/2 for N > Oxk(1) in Lemma 0.2

2

95 > D Y WsiegallzaT 0T )G(x)| >a (8)°N*"/N(q)®.

b z€[EN]"NOQNab
D<N(b)<2D r=a in a/qa
N(za~')<N’

The number of b’s with D < N(b) < 2D is <k D and the inner sum | ¢ +nj"n0nab
r=a in a/qa
N(za 1)<N’
is <, (N"/D)? for each b. It follows that for >, (§’)2D many b’s with D < N(b) <
2D, we have the bound from below

(9.6) Z ’t/JSiegel([CL'a_lb_l])G(;E) >K 6/Nn/D.
r€[£N]"NQNab
r=a in a/qa
N(za 1)<N’

If (0')®D <, 1 then the existence of b satisfying ([@.6]) does not automatically follow
from the previous sentence. Howerver, by a separate pigeonhole argument applied
to ([@4]) one can see that there is at least one such b. Thus the arguments that
follow are not vacuous in either case.

Let us use the symbol [—, —] to mean the least common multiple (i.e., the inter-
section) of two non-zero ideals. By the property ab N ga = [q, b]a, for each b there
is a (unique) residue class ap € ab/[q, bJa such that the condition that z € ab and
x = a in a/qa is equivalent to x = ap in a/[q, b]a.

Also, by dividing this residue class into mod (sicge1[d, b]a residue classes in order
to make siegel constant and applying the pigeonhole principle, there is a residue
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class ay, € ab/(sicgel[q, b]a such that the following holds

9.7) > G(x)| > §'N" /DN (gsicgel)-
c€[+N]"NQNab
z=a}, in ab/qsiege1[q,b]a
N(za~™1)<N’

Thus we have managed to simplify the summand compared with ([@3]), but the
index set of the sum in ([@0.7) is pretty messy. We will perform some maneuver to
replace it by a cube [0,L]™ with some L.

9.1.2. Re-parametrization of x’s. By Proposition B.3] if we give norm-length com-
patible bases to ab, [q, b]a and gsicgel[q, b]a then the inclusion maps
(9.8) (Sicgel[q, b]a — [q, b]a — ab — a
are represented by matrices with entries of absolute values
<K N(gsieger) /™,
<x N([a,b])/"N(b) /" < N(q)'/,
<K Dl/n

respectively.
We know the following inclusion relation by the norm-length compatibility of

our bases ([@.8):

n N "
[:l:N]u NQNab C [iOK(l)m] .

ab

Likewise, we have the following inclusion, if we choose a representative aj close
enough to the origin

N n
[iOK(l)m] N (a/b + qsmgcl[% b]a) C
ab

N n
a/ + |::|:OK(1) :| .
° N(qSngCl[q5 b])l/n qSiegel[qvb]u
Introduce the next shorthand symbol (whose value depends on b)
N

N1 = .
N (dsiegel[q, b])1/™

The sum in ([@7) now looks like
(9.9) > G(z +ap).

zeﬂm[iOK(l)Nl]ZSicgcl[q*[’]“
N(za~1)<N’

Let Cx > 1 be a large enough positive number depending on K soon to be

specified right after ([@I0). Let us cover the cube [iOK(l)Nl]Zs;cgcl[q,b]a by <k
(6")~™C} disjoint translates of the cube [O,d’Nl/CK]ZSngcl[q bja- Here, since =

§/(logN)* is not too small (say > N~1/40) the value §'N;/Ck is reasonably large
(say > N9 /Ck). This allows us to treat this non-integer value as though it were
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an integer within negligible error. By Proposition [El and the fact that G is 1-
bounded, the contribution to (@.9) from those cubes intersecting the boundary of
the region QN {z | N(za~!) <N’} is

5 o' N~ 5 N~

9.10 <g =—N} = — KK &+ "=
( ) K CK ! CK N(qSicgcl)N([q, b]) K CK N(qSicgcl)D

which is negligible compared with the right hand side of (O.7) if Cx is taken large
enough to beat the <k constants involved. Choose such an Ck and incorporate it
in the symbol Ok (1) henceforth.

By pigeonholing among the Ok ((6")~™) cubes, by replacing aj, by another repre-
sentative

(9.11) ay € [+0k(1)N/DY "7,

we obtain

Z G(,T + ag) >K (5/)n+1Nn/DN(qSiegel)a

7 n
z€[0,8 Nl/oK(l)]qSicgcl[wn

which in terms of average means

(9.12) E G@+d)>KyN@ﬁD

x€[0,6'N1/Ox (1)]" D

ASiegel[9:b]a

>k b

Thus we have deduced a seemingly cleaner version of (O.7)) as promised.

9.1.3. Using Leibman’s theorem. Now we recall that G(x) = F(g(z)) is the com-
posite of a polynomial map and a Lipschitz function. The previous inequality
([@.12) shows that glqg,.,.[q.6]a((—) + af) is not & Lip(F)~" comp(G/T') 'Ok (1)~

equidistributed as a map [0,'N1/Ok (1|5, . (q.6a = G/T- By Theorem [Ad] there

is a horizontal character np: G — R/Z with
0 < [no] < (&) Lip(F) comp(G/T) O (1))exp((2dim &)%)
such that

||77b © (9|qSiegel[q,b]a((_) + alf)l))"coo[07§/N1/oK(l)]n

qSiegel[‘lab]ﬂ
< ((8")"'Lip(F) COmp(G/F)OK(l))CXp((2 dim Q)5 (1)
Proposition[A9with parameters N ~ §'N; /Ok(1) and g ~ Ok ((6") "' N(qqsiege1) /™)
can be applied to the affine-linear map
Z" = qsiegel|, bja — ab = Z"
r—z+ay

by the norm-length compatible choice of the bases and [@I1]). It follows that there
isa0<gp €K N(qungcl)O"’S(l) such that

2676 © (91av) |l ooe 0,5, /0 (1)
B . ox im @)Os.n (1)
<xc N(qisieger) > ((8") ™ Lip(F) comp(G/I) O (1)) P2 4m &%),
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The horizontal character gsnp has magnitude

0 < |gom] < N(qqsieger)°"* P ((6") ! Lip(F) comp(G/T) O (1)) e*P((2dim GO ).

There are
ON ) On.s(1) (V! Lip(F G/T)Ow (1 exp((2dim G)©n.s (D) dimG
< |2N(qdsicgel) ((6")~" Lip(F) comp(G/I')Ok (1))

= N(@sioger) ™ D((6") ™ Lip(F) comp(G/T) O (1)) P2 4m 71
horizontal characters satisfying the same magnitude bound. By the pigeonhole
principle, by choosing some

On,s(l))

> N(qqsieger) O™ D (8 Lip(F) ™' comp(G/T) MOk (1)) o»(dim @) D

values of b with D < N(b) < 2D, we may assume ¢p7p iS a common horizontal
character 7. (Even when the displayed quantity might be < 1, by picking any
random b, the arguments that follow are not vacuous.)

Also, by the finiteness of the class number, we may assume that these b’s belong
to the same ideal class. To summarize, we have so far obtained the following
conclusion:

Conclusion 9.3. The s-step nilmanifold G/T, polynomial map g: a - G — G/T°
and the 1-bounded Lipschitz function F: G/T' — C are as in Proposition [0 Also,
1 <D < N?/3 s as in (@.4).

For some
(9.13)

5y = N(quiegel)On’s(dim ) (§ Lip(F) ™! comp(G/T) 10 (1))xp((2dim G)On,s(l))7
where §' = §/(log N)"*4, there is a horizontal character n satisfying
0<|n <d!
such that for > 5D ideals b with D < N(b) < 2D in a common ideal class, we have

HT] ° (g|ab)||C°°[O;5lN1/OK(1)]u[, < 51_1

Now we take advantage of the fact that the above bound is valid for many b’s
by utilizing the theory of polynomial maps and nilsequences on the space of ideals.

In the case of Z, this coming step was handled by the solution of a Waring-type
problem within a few lines [IT] p. 551], but for the general Ok we need to implement
a new perspective, which is the subject of the next paragraph.

9.1.4. Utilizing the parametrization of ideals. Let by C Ok be a chosen representa-
tive of the ideal class mentioned in Conclusion[@3 Let D € (K®gR)* be a chosen
norm-length compatible fundamental domain for the quotient (K®gR)* /0. The
ideals b C O in the class [bo] is parametrized by the inverse fractional ideal by '
via

(9.14) {bC Ok | [b] = [bo] in CUK)} = by' ND
b:=bgz < 2.
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Equip aby with a norm-length compatible basis aby & Z" and assume that the
norm-length compatible bases ab = Z™ that we have been using above were given
by: let z € bal N D be the element corresponding to b and

~ X
":aboéab.

Let H be the following composite map

H: aby x by' 27 ¢ 9 ¢ LR,

For the chosen bases abg = Z™ and bal > 7™ writey € abgasy = (y1,-..,Yn) € Z"™
and z € bgl as z = (21,...,2,) € Z". For multi-indices i = (i1, .. .,4,) € N", write
yt:=T1;_, y;*. The map H can be written as
H(y,z) = Z hi)jyizi, hi;j eR.
ijeNr -
Let |i] := i1 + -+ +i,. Note that h;; # 0 only when [i| = [j| because the map
(y, z) — yz is bilinear.
For each z € by', the map
H(—,2): abp = R

y— H(y, 2)
is a polynomial map of degree < s. Its i*? coefficient is > jenn hz-yjzl. Via the
=l
bijection ([@I4)), Conclusion [0.3] can be phrased as: for
(9.15) > §1D values of z € [iOK(l)Dl/n]Zo—l,

the polynomial map H(—, z) satisfies
HH(—, Z)||C°°{075/N1/OK(1)]Z;,0 <K 5;1

By the definitions of || =|[ce0.n, jog (1> @nd N1 == N/N([q, b]qsiege1) /™, this last
inequality is equivalent to saying that for each multi-degree i # 0, we have

1 N[, b)) /7N (giegen) /"
N :

(9.16) S ohiAl|l <kl 678

jEN™

l71=l R/Z

Let H; be the polynomial map z ~— Y jenn hyj2L. Tts J* coefficient is hy ;.

Since ([@.I6) holds for > 6;D values of z (I%‘H;_,‘ Proposition [A_§] gives an integer
0<g< 6;05’"(1) such that

1t N ([, 6D /"N (ggiegen) /™
NI

_ DI/"N(q)C=n (DN (qsiepe) O D)
<y 670 (q) = (dsicgel) .

Since there are only O ,,(1) indices i at play, by taking the least common multiple
of ¢;’s and compromising the exponent O, (1) a little, we may assume they are a

||q£-H£-\]Cm[iOK(l)DUn]:}1 <xs 670 515y
0
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common value, say qg. Unfolding the definition of the norm ”_HC“’[iOK(l)Dl/"]"?
we conclude

—0s N(quic cl)Os’n(l)
s 5 Oo,n(l) g k
‘]R/Z SKos 01 Nl

(9.17) Hthgi for all j, i # 0

(recall that h; ; = 0 unless |i| = |j]).
This gives some bounds on the coeflicients of the map

quH: aby x by —a L G EL R,

from which we can deduce the following.

Let us specialize to 1 € by ! This corresponds to considering the map gun o
(9]ab, ). Because 1 is represented by a vector with entries of sizes Ok (1) with respect
to the fixed norm-length compatible basis of b ! the bound (@I1) implies that the
. . —0s,n(1 ;
i*? coefficient of gm0 (glap,) has [=llg/z norm <z 6; ( )N(qungcl)Os’"(l)/Nm.

By the definition of the C** norm ||=||qe (1xjn. » We conclude

6o
—O0s,n(1 s,m
llgem o (glabo)HCw[:l:N]:bo <K 0 ( )N(quiegel)O” W,

Since the inclusion map abg < a is represented by a matrix of entries with size
Ox(1) under norm-length compatible bases, Proposition [A.9] implies that up to
enlarging gy by a factor Ok (1)°+»(!) while maintaining a bound of the form

(so that |gin| also obeys the same form of bound), we have

—0.n(1 \ _
(9.18) llaen © gll goo pangn <rs 61 N (Gsieger) 0D = (85) 71

Let Og,(1) > 1 be the constant from Proposition and consider the smaller
cube [:l:#"'(l)N]". The C>-norm on this cube is smaller than ||~y at least

by the factor of % so that we obtain

1

llqun o g”cw[io;f(l) Njp < Osn(1)

Proposition [A.6] can be applied to this situation and implies that ¢ is not

equidistributed on [+ -2 NJ7.
As d2/05,,(1) < 1/21|gun|, we conclude that g is not totally d2 /O, », (1)-equidistributed
on [£N]7. By recalling the definitions of 2 (@I8) and §; [@I3)), for an appropriate

choice of O (1), the map g is not

—1 -
21[qun]

(6(log N)_("+4) Lip(F)_1 cormp(G/l")_l)e"p((2 dim G)OS’"(U)N(quiegel)_OS~"(1)OS7K(1)_1

-equidistributed.
As was noted at ([@.3]), this settles the case of a (twisted) type I sum.
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9.1.5. Before moving on: recycling. We shall reuse the procedure from (@I7) to
the conclusion of the (twisted) type I case in the following form:

Lemma 9.4. Let 0 < e < 1/0, k(1) be a positive number and Let H be the following
composite

H:abgxb;' a5 G LR

where 1 is a monzero horizontal character of magnitude < e~'. Let h;; be the
coefficients of H with respect to some norm-length compatible bases of abg and by
(note h; j = 0 unless |i| = |j|).

Suppose that we have:

1
-1 .o
’ h ‘R/Z <e€ NI for all i, j # 0.

Then {g(x)}ze(xnyn is not totally €/Os; k(1)-equidistributed in G/T.

ij

9.2. The case of type II sums. Recall that a type II sum has the form

S(a') = Z L(c)T(d), where

c,0

N(c),N(2)>O0x (N™)1/3
c0=a’
|L(c)] <logN,
IT@)| < 7(2).

The definition of 6 > 0 (@) now reads

> > L(c)T(0)G(x)| = 6N

x€[£N]TNQ ¢,0
z=a in a/qa  N(c),N(2)>xN"/3
co=gza !

where G(z) := F(g(z)).
First, by eliminating ¢ = za~'0~! from the expression, the left hand side is the
absolute value of

> > L(za 0 H)T(0)G(x).

z€[EN]TNQ [ 5
z=a in a/qa N(0)>xN"/
x€ead
N(z)>kN"/3N(ad)

One can move the sum in 0 ahead so that this quantity equals

Z Z L(za o HT(0)G(x)

. 0 s z€[£N]?NQNad
N"/3 <« kg N(0) <k N2/ r=a in a/qa
N(z)>»xN"/?N(ad)

_ 3 T®) | /~N@ 3 L(za~'0~1)G(x)

\ D s N(0) ¢€[£N]7NQNad
N"/3 i N(2) <K N?"/ z=a in a/qa

N(z)>»xN"/?N(ad)
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By Cauchy-Schwarz for the sum ), we obtain the following, where 0 satisfies
N3 < N(0) <k N?"/3 in both summation

2

1) )2- N(2) L(za~ "0~ 1)G(z)
(; N(0) ; me[ﬂ\%mmaa
r=a in a/qa

N(z)>kN"/3N(ad)

> §2N2",

By the condition |T(9)| < 7(9) and Lemma BTl we know that the first factor of the
left hand side is <k (logN)*. Thus

(log N)* > N(?) > L(za~ 071 G(x)
0 z€[£N]FTNQNad
N"/3 <k N(0) g N2"/3 r=a in a/qa

N(z)>»xN"/?N(ad)
> 52N,

We perform the dyadic decomposition of the range of N(?) to find a N*/3 <k
D <k N?"/3 (out of <k logN possibilities) such that

(9.19) (log N)® Z D Z L(za= ' 1) G(z)

3 2€[£N]"NQNad
D<N(2)<2D z=a in a/qa

N(z)>kN"/3N(ad)
> §2N?",

By the pigeonhole principle among the hx = # CI(K) ideal classes, by compromising
this factor we may assume that the 0’s are in a common ideal class, say that of 0.
As in §9.7.4] the ideals in this class are parametrized by the space 9, 'no.

When a 0 corresponds to d € 99 1D, the bijection

xd
adp — ao

associates to every element x € ad an element a := xd~! € adg. The range of
summation ) in ([@I9) correponds to the set of a’s satisfying:

o € [+0k(1)N/DY/"]7

ado

nd=1q,
ad = a in a/qa,

N(a) >k N"3N(ady).
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In this language, the inequality (@I9) looks as (also recall G(z) = F(g(z))):
(9.20) (log N)®.

> D > L(aa~"05")F(g(ad))

deoy'nD a€[+0x (1)N/DV/"]2, nd~'Q
D<N(ddo)<2D ad=a in a/qa
N(a)>»kN"/?N(ado)

>K §2N?",

We reuse the symbol ¢’ to mean a quantity similar to but slightly different from

@3):

;o ] 1
(9.21) § = T < 2
where we will keep increasing O, (1) > n + 4 so that it absorbs the O, (1) many
log N factors and >k constants that appear below. By the assumption § > N—1/50,
we also know that ¢’ is not too small, say ¢’ > N—1/40,

As we did in (@I0), we pack the cube [:l:OK(l)N/Dl/”]ZDO by translates of
[0'N/DY"Ok (1)]%,, with a large enough Ok(1) in the denominator (there are
Ok ((¢8')~™) translates).

For each d € 9 1'n'D, the number of points in some translate meeting the
boundary of the region defined by

o € d~'Q and N(a) >k N"3N(ado)

is < 6'N"/DOk(1) by Proposition [El Call such o’s negligible. By the bound
|L(—)| < logN and the bound of the number of neglibigle points, one sees that the
contribution from the negligible points to the sum (@.20) is (§")2N?"/Ok(1), which
is indeed negligible if Ok (1) is chosen large enough. Therefore, by the pigeonhole
principle applied to the non-negligible points for each d, we conclude that we can as-
sociate to each d € 95 'ND either I(d) = & or a translate I(d) C [:l:OK(l)N/Dl/"]ZDO
of [§'N/D/"Ok (1)]%, in a way that

> D| Y L(aa o, ")F(g(ad)
de[+0x(1)DY/ ™" _, nD a€l(d)
%9 ad=a in a/qa
D<N(ddo)<2D
> §2nTIN,

By the Fourier-theoretic Proposition [Bl we find some £: adg — Q/Z such that
the following holds (now the cubes I(d) have been removed)
2

(9.22) Z D Z 627”{(0‘)14(0“171061)F(g(ozd))
de[iOK(l)Dl/"]271QD QG[:I:OK(l)N/Dl/n]:DO
DSN(dDO)SQ% ad=a in a/qa

> (5/)271—1-2 N2n
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Now we expand the | — | part as

(923) Z B(Ot, a/)F(g(o‘d))lad:a in u/an(g(o‘/d))la’d:a in a/qas
@,/ €[+0K (1)N/DV/ ™7,

where B(a,a’) := > (aa 1oy )L(a’a" 0, ') is a function of a’s not in-
volving d and obeying the bound |B(a, a’)| < (log N)2.
Now Proposition [B.2] implies

> @.23)| <k

de[+0k (1)D/"]3 ND
D<N(ddg)<2D

(log N)? Z Z F(g(ad))F(g(c/d))F(g(ad))F(g(a’d"))
d,d’ a,a’
1/2

llad=d'd=ad =d'd =ain a/qa]|

where d, d’ are subject to the same condition as in the preceding line and «, o’ are
as in [@23). Together with ([@22]), this implies

>3 Flglad)F(g(a'd)F(glad )F(g(e'd))

d,d" a,a’
lad = o/d = ad' = o/d’ = a in a/qa] > (§')*"T4N?",

We interpret this left-hand side as

2

> 1 Fg(ad)F(g(ed))1ad = ad = a in a/qa]

dd | o

(Note that the roles of o and d has switched somehow in the sense that in (@23
we had the index « doubled, but now we have d doubled.)

Since there are at most Ok (1)D? pairs of (d,d’) and Ox(1)N"/D values of a’s,
one concludes that there are

>k ()" D2 pairs  (d,d)

in the domain of summation such that

(9.24) > Flglad)F(glad))| > (&) *N"/D.
ae[iOK(l)N/Dl/"]uao
ad=ad'=a in a/qa

9.2.1. Analysis of individual pairs (d,d"). Let (d,d’) be one of such pairs that satisfy
(@24). By the pigeonhole principle on the finite set adg/qady of order N(q), there
is a residue class aq,¢ € abg/qabg such that for o = a4 4 in aby/qaby the condition
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ad = ad’ = a in a/qa is automatic and

(9:25) > F(g(ad))F(g(ad))| > (0')*"*N" /(DN(q)).
a€[+0x (1)N/DV/™]7,

a=agq g/ in Cla()/q(la()

We want to delete the congruence condition from the sight. Choose a represen-
tative agq.qa € [£O0x(1)N(q)*/"]?,, and consider the map

ado
(9.26) qady < adg

Q= a+aqqr.
By the norm-length compatible choice of the basis of qadg, the inverse image of
[£O0k (1)N/D/"n, is contained in an [:I:OK(l)N/(DN(q))l/"]gaao. Partition this
latter cube into translates of the small cube
N n

N2n+2
O ON@ 7 oRm

qadg

There are Ok (((6’)?"72)™") relevant translates.

The contribution to ([@25]) of those small cubes whose image along the map (3.20)
is not contained in [+Oxk(1)N/(DN(q))'/"]7,. is <k (6")*"*2N"/(DN(q)Ok(1)).
This contribution is negligible if we choose the Ox(1) in the denominator small
enough. Then by the pigeonhole principle among the non-negligible translates,
there is another representative a; 4 € [+0x (1)N/DY™]2  of a4 4 such that

ado

> F(g((o+ ag ¢)d)F(g(( + ag )d"))

n

"\2n+2 N
ae[ﬂa) 7(DNWWOK(U]M

N’n.

> 5/ 2n2+4n+2 .
T BN

In terms of average, this says (with the same range for «)

EF(g((a + ag¢)d))F (g((a + ag g )d"))| > (8)2"+2.

[e3

If we consider the next sequence of polynomial maps and a Lipschitz function

anO a=atag g ado g((—)d),g((—)d’) Gx G — (G/l—\) % (G/F) F(_)'F(_)} (C7

the previous inequality shows that the polynomial map qady — G x G is not
(9.27) 83 := (8")?" 2 Lip(F) !

-equidistributed on [£(6")2"*2N/(DN(q))"/" Ok (1), - By Theorem Al there is a
non-zero horizontal character (necessarily the sum of horizontal characters G — R)

i Os,n
Mo = Mg + Mg, Gx G =R, [naa| < ((5)7" comp(G/T))=P(Gam& )
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such that
(9.28)
|na,a:(9(((=) + aly g )d)) + 17 4 (9(((=) + aga)d))||

n
Coo | 4 (§7)2n+2 N/Ox (D) }
[ ) (DN(q)1/m a0

< ((3)~ COmp(G/F))exp((Q dim G)s:n ()

Let us pause a little to simplify the expression of (@.28). By the definition of

the norm || —|[gec(_jn, changing the size of the cube in C*°[—]" by a factor X can

change the norm at most by the factor X*. So we may remove the factor (§)2"+2

from C*°[—]" by enlarging the O, (1) exponent in the right-hand side. The same
goes for the Ok (1) in the denominator (recall once again the remark after ([@.21])).
Removing N(q)"/" from the denominator has the effect of multiplying the right-
hand side by N(q)*/".

Proposition A9 with gy = Ok (N(q)'/™) applied to the map (3.26) and the bound
([@28) gives a positive integer g4 <k N(q)0sn1) satisfying

(9.29) [ ga.a .4 (9((=)d)) + qa,amG 0 (9((=)d)) || e o]

avg
< ((83) ™" comp(G/D)) (M@ TIN () 0 (1),
9.2.2. The conspiracy of (d,d’)’s. Now we have to use the fact that is true
piracy of (d,d’) ©.29)
for many pairs (d,d’). For more consistent notation let us write henceforth
(d*,d*) instead of (d,d').

(We didn’t do so before because it would have created messy formulas.)
The horizontal characters qq,an4,a in ([@.29) have magnitudes

< ((85) " comp(G/T))r(24im &) )N (g)Oen (D),

There are < ((03)~" comp(G/T"))exP((2dim G) S"(l))N(q) n(dimG) horizontal char-
acters having such magnitude. By the pigeonhole principle, up to reducing the
number of (d,d’) = (d',d?)’s by this factor, we assume that gg 4144 in (@29) is
common for all (d,d’) = (d*, d?) under consideration.

We conclude that there is a horizontal character

n=n'4+17*:GxG =R

of magnitude < ((63)~* comp(G/I"))exp((2dim O "IN(g)9+» (M) such that for

>k (63 comp(G/T)~1)exp(2dim©) S’n(l))N(C|)_O°“’"”(dim GD?  pairs  (d},d?)
we have the following inequality
(9:30)  [[n' (g((=)d")) +n*(g(()d*)| oo

< ((83) " comp(G/I)) (A @7 EIN ()0 (1),
Now, at least either ' or n? is non-zero. By symmetry, let us assume
n' #0.

Because the number of possible d?’s is Ok (D), there is at least one d? such that for

>k ((83)~F comp(G/T))exp(2dim &) D) N (q)0un(@m D values of d', the pair
(d', d?) satisfies ([@.30). Fix such a d?.

N]n
pl/niadg
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Let H* (k = 1,2) be the polynomial map

_ a,d)—ad k
aaoxaol%aﬂ(}"—)ﬂ%.

If we write « = (o, ..., ay) and d = (dy, . . ., d,) with respect to some norm-length
compatible bases adg = Z", 0y V>~ 77 we can write this map as follows, introducing
the coefficients hi j

- Z hfiaidiv hfl € R zero unless || = |j|

For each (d', d?), the map a — n'(g(ad'))+n*(g(ad?) is a polynomial map adg — R
whose i*! coefficient is

Z hij - (Y2403 ;- (d*)L.
u\zlz\

By the definition of ||—||qec(4n/p1/npn, the relation (.30) says that for all i # 0,

(9:31) || Y hly- (@24 hi;- (@)

1=l .
plil/n
Nl -
For each fixed d* and 4, the map d* — Y- zll(dl)ﬂ—h2 /(d?)? is a polynomial
l71=l
map 0, — R of homogeneous degree |i| plus a constant term. Proposition [A.§]
applied to the situation that (@.31]) holds for

((53) COmp(G/F))eXp((2 dim G)©s n(l))N(q)OS LD

1

Sk (63 Comp(G/F)_l)eXp((2 dim G)Os’n(l))N(q)Os’n(dim 1))
values of d! implies that there is a positive integer
g = O(((83)~" comp(G /T))xP((2dim &)= ) £\ Os, (dim G) )

such that

Lisyg Z h +h2 (dz)
Ig\ I4] C [0k (1)D]”_,
%0

Dlil/n
Nl -’

- ex im G)Os,n (1)
< ((83) ™" comp(G/T))exp((2dim &) IN(q)Q= (D

in concrete terms (by letting Ok (1) absorb in d3)

o < 6 exp((2 dim G)©s; "(1))N(q)05,7l(dim G)/Nm

Jand |,
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This is the same situation as in ([@I7) and so we can use Lemma to the coethi-
_ im @)Os.n (D) .
cients gh; ;. Tt implies that {g(2)}se[+n)y is not totally dg exp((2dim G) IN(q)~Osn(dimG)_

equidistributed in G/I". By recalling the definition of d3 (@.27) and &' (2T, we
conclude that g is not

5(10g N)_O"(l) Lip(F)_l comp(G/F)_ exp((2dim G)OS’"(I))N(q)_OS,n(dim G)

-equidistributed. As was noted in ([@.2]), this completes the proof of the type II case,
thereby proving the whole Proposition

10. THE ORTHOGONALITY THEOREM
Now we are ready to state and prove Theorem [I0.1] below.

Theorem 10.1. Let 0 < € < 1/10 be any positive number and 0 < ¢, Lsn 1 be
the small enough positive number.
For every nilsequence a % G —» G/T 5c satisfying:
o G/T is an s-step filtered nilmanifold of dimension < (loglogN)Osn(cs.n),
complexity < exp((log N)(1/2)=€),
e F: G/T — C al-bounded function with Lipschitz constant < exp((log N)(1/2)=¢),
and the data:

e a conver open subset C C R™,
e an ideal ¢ C Ox of norm < exp((logN)/2=¢) and a residue class a €
(a/qa)”,
we have

—1
Z (A?( - Agiegel,Q)(x) F(g(;v)) <N" (eXp((log N)(1/2)7€))
z€[£N]"NQ

z=a in a/qa

for all N > 1 large enough depending on K, e, s.

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem MOl Of course, when g is
sufficiently equidistributed, the problem has been essentially settled by Proposition
So what remains is the fun part where we use the equidistribution theory of
polynomial maps to reduce the problem to Proposition

First, we apply the Factorization Theorem[A 7lwith parameters m = (loglog N)©sn(¢sn)
(where Og (1) is the constant from the dimension bound in Theorem [AT7] and
Cs.n > 0 is the exponent in the assertion of Theorem [IT.T)), My = exp((log N)(1/2)~¢)
and A = exp((loglog N)'/2). We obtain a value M satisfying
Os,n(1)

My = eXp((log N)(1/2)7e) <M< Mé(2+m)

)

an M-rational closed connected subgroup G’ C G (which we equip with an M-
rational Mel’cev basis for ' G’ obtained as M-rational linear combinations of that
of G) and a decomposition

(10.1) g=c¢g'y
into the pointwise product of polynomial maps €, ¢’, v: a — G such that
o ¢ is (M, [£N]")-smooth;
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e ¢ takes values in G’ and {¢'(z) mod I' N G'},eianyn is totally 1/MA-
equidistributed;
e 7 is M-rational and has period M’'a with 0 < M’ < M.

Let us note in passing that when ¢, , > 0 is small enough depending on K, s and
N is large enough depending on ¢, then we have M < exp((log N)(1/2)=¢/2). This
is because (2 + m)©sn is again a (loglogN)Osn(¢n)  which is < (loglogN)/3
if ¢s is small enough. So AR+ < exp((loglog N)V/2 - (loglog N)1/3) =
exp((loglog N)%/6), and this is way smaller than (log N)¢/? (take log of both and

Osyn
compare) if N is sufficiently large depending on e. This implies that Mé(ﬂ ) <

exp((log N)1/2)=¢ - (log N)*/2) = exp((log N)/2)=</2).

We want to use the factorization (I0]) to reduce the problem to the case where
the polynomial sequence is equidistributed. Let us first dispose of the smooth part
E.

Let Y > 0 be a moderately large real number (which we will take as a power of
M). Split [£N]g N into Y™ smaller convex bodies ©; (i € I) of diameter < 3N/Y
(in the |||, metric). Choose any z; € [+N]" N, for each ¢ € I. The (M, [£N]")-
smoothness of ¢ in particular says that it has Lipschitz constant < nM/N. Thus
for any other x € [£N]" N Q; we have

nM 3N  3nM
) < /0T

By the right-invariance of dg, we also have
d (e(2)g' (2)y(x), e(@:)g' (z)y(w)

It follows that

~
|
QU
@
o
—~
8
~
2
8
~
~
IN

n n n 2
Pe()g’ (@)r(@) ~ Fe(r)g (@h(@)] < Lin(F) 2 < exp((log N2~ 220 < 00

Write &; := e(z;). We conclude

Y Ak Al @F@)| <3| D (Ak — Adiegaq) (@)F(e(@)d (2)7(x)

z€[EN]"NQ i€l |ze[£N]"NQ;
r=a in a/qa r=a in a/qa

a a / n 3nM2
<> Y. (AR~ Adioga@) (@)F (i ()7(2))| + Ok (#([EN]" N ) - (logN) - =—)

i€l z€[£N]"NQ;
r=a in a/qa

a n 3nM?

<] X Ok - Al @FEg (@)y(@)] | + Ox(N" - (logN) - ).
i€l |ze[£N]"NQ;
z=a in a/qa
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If we set Y := M*, the latter Ok (—)-term decays at a rate < N /M? < N" exp(—2(log N)(1/2)=¢),
So it suffices to show that for each i € I we have

N" exp(—(log N) /2 =e)M~4n,

N | =

Y (A - A @F(Eg (@) <

TE[+N]"NQ;

z=a in a/qa
It suffices to bound the left-hand side by an even smaller value like N /M4n+1,

By the (M, [£N]™)-smoothness of €, we know that ¢; € G has distance <
poly,,, (M) from the origin. Hence the left-multiplication by ¢; as a map G/T' — G/T
has Lipschitz constant < poly,,(M) by [12, Lemmas A.5 and A.16]. Therefore
F(ei(-=)): G/T — C has Lipschitz constant < Lip(F) - poly,,(M) < M - poly,,(M).
We are reduced to proving the following claim (set C > 1 in the claim to be large
enough so it exceeds all the absolute constants O(1) in poly,,(M) that have ap-
peared so far. Then declare that 0 < ¢s, < 1 had been chosen small enough that
such a choice is allowed).

Claim 10.2 (orthogonality, smooth part removed). The following variant of Theo-
rem[I0.1] holds, where C > 1 is a given positive number and we assume 0 < ¢s,, < 1
had been chosen so that cs,C does not exceed a certain constant depending s,n
(specified in (I03) ).

The bound exp((log N)1/2)=¢) on the Lipschitz constant is replaced with Mexp(m®)
The polynomial sequence g has the form g(x) = ¢'(x)y(x) where ¢', v are as in
{@I0d). The conclusion is that if N is large enough depending in addition on the
constant C, then

(10.2) S (AL — Afeo) @)F( (2)y(2))| < N /M,
z€[£N]"NQ
r=a in a/qa

Next we want to reduce the proof of Claim to the case where we have no
periodic factor «. Since v has period M'a with 0 < M’ < M, we split the sum in
(I02) into the sum of < M" residue classes @ € a/M'qa over a. Then y becomes
constant on each of these residue classes. It suffices to show that each of these sums
has size < N"/M5"+1L,

If we let {v(z)} € G be the fractional part of vy(z) (meaning that its Mel’cev
coordinates are in [0,1)™), then we know F(g(z)vy(z)) = F(g(z){y(z)}) because F
is a function on G/T', and {y(x)} is a poly,,,(M)-rational point of G whose distance
from the origin is < poly,,,(M). This reduces the problem to showing (let the new
C be the largest of C and O(1)’s in the newly appeared poly,,, (M)):

Claim 10.3 (orthogonality, v now constant). The following variant of Theorem
[I01 holds, where C > 1 is a given positive number and we assume that cs , had
been chosen small enough that cs ,C does not exceed a certain constant depending
s,n (specified in (I03)).

The bounds exp((log N)/2=€) on the Lipschitz constant and the norm N(q) is
extended to M) The polynomial sequence g has the form g(x) = ¢'(x)y where
g isas in [I0I) and y € G is a M) _rational point whose distance from the
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unit element is < MeP(m) - The conclusion is that if N is large enough depending
in addition on C, then

Y (A — Aiogerq) @F (g (2)y)] < N /ML
Tz€[EN]"NQ
r=a in a/qa
To eliminate v completely, we view the function z — F(¢'(x)v) as the following
composition
2@

~ n
a7 5

= fy_lG”yF*W_:)(C.

J{ ////
G, /NG,
Apply Proposition [A.11] with parameters
M ~ 1\/[0><p(mc)7
5~ 1/MA,

we conclude that {y~1¢'(z)v}e[nyn is totally 1/M®/ exp(m M) —exp(m+m ) _
equidistributed in G/, /T N G/, with respect to a poly,,(M)-rational Mel'cev basis
there.

We also know that F(v - (—)) has Lipschitz constant < Mexp(m+m®
~ has distance < MexP(m) from the origin. Note that Gr’V has a Mexp(m®+m
rational Mel’cev basis by [12] Lemmas A.10 and A.13].

To formulate the final intermediate claim, rename (G, 'g"y,F(y - (-))) as
(G,g,F). By setting the new C to be the largest of the old C and O(1)’s that
appeared now (added by 1 for the absolute safety), we are reduced to the following
equidistributed case.

1)
) because
o)

Claim 10.4 (orthogonality, v removed thus equidistributed). The following variant
of Theorem [I01 holds, where C > 1 is a given positive number and we assume cs p,
had been chosen small enough that cs ,C does not exceed a certain constant which
depends on s,n (specified in (I03)).

The bounds exp((logN)(1/2=¢) on the complexity, Lipschitz constant and the
norm N(q) is extended to MexP(m7) - The polynomial sequence g is assumed to be
totally 1/MA/ exp(m®m ) —exp(m) cqidistributed in G/T. The conclusion is that
if N is large enough depending in addition on C, then

Yo Ak = Adiegarq)@)F(g(x))| < N7 /ML
z€[EN]"NQ
Tz=a in a/qa

When F is a constant function, by Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem (Proposition
[64) the claim holds. Therefore by subtracting the average from F (and possibly
dividing by 2 to keep it 1-bounded), we may furthermore assume

F has average 0.
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Now let us simplify the exponent — — exp(m®). By the definitions

A = exp((loglog N)'/2) and m = (loglog N)Osn(¢sm) we have
A
exp(mOsn(1))

=exp ((log log N)*/2 — (log log N)OS’"(CS’")) —exp ((log log N)OS’"(CS’"C)) .

— exp(m©)

We declare that the assumptions on ¢, 5, C had been such that the above quantities
(and a few analogous ones shortly below) satisfy

(10.3) Os.n(csn) < 1/10,
Os.n(csnC) <1/10  say,

so that we conclude g is at least totally 1/ Mexp((loglog N)I/S)-equidistributed.

Now we want to apply Proposition[@.1] but as the factor N(qsiege1) has an adverse
effect for our purpose, we need separate treatments depending on whether N(qsiege1)
is small or large.

First, assume N(qsiege) < Mexp(mT?) Proposition together with Proposi-
tion implies that

Y (A~ Adieag) (@)F(g(2)
z€[EN]"NQ
z=a in a/qa

_ _exp(loglog N)1/3)
! i exp mOs,nlcs,n)
<o N+ (log N)©* ) Lip(F) comp(G/T)N(@)N (qsieger) - M1 )

< NnM3 exp(m©®) . Mcxp(mc+2) M~ cxp((log log N)1/3)7m)

< N"M~ exp((loglog N)1/4),

if N is large enough depending on s, K, C. This is by far a better bound than we

want.
Next let us assume N(qsiegel) > M™“ " Then Corollary [T.3] implies

Z (Agicgcl,Q - A%ramér,Q)(x)F(g(x))
z€[EN]"NQ
r=a in a/qa

<5k N"Lip(F)

mOs,n (1) mos,n(l))

N(q)N(qsieger) /0!
exp(m©t2)

mos,n(l) Mcxp(mc)M_ OS,K(mOS’n(l))

< N7 Mexp(m©)-
< N"M~™ exp(m®th)

< N"TMOT
if N is large enough depending on s, K, C. Thus by the triangle inequality, the prob-
lem reduces to showing that the sum |» . ciznno (A — Adramar.q) (@) F(g(z))]| is

r=a in a/qa
subject to a similar bound. But this follows from Proposition [0.1] and Proposition
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again, because now we can ignore the N(qsiege1) factors in these propositions as
AgiegeLQ is not involvedﬁ
This completes the proof of Claim [[0.4], hence of Theorem [I0.11

11. THE VON MANGOLDT FUNCTION AND ITS MODELS ARE CLOSE

We are finally ready to prove one of our main goals:

Theorem 11.1. For every non-zero fractional ideal a equipped with a norm-length
compatible basis, integer N >k ; 1 and convex subset Q C [£N]7 ., we have

H(A?( - A%ramér,Q) : 1QHUS+1[iN]Z} <<K7S (10g 10g N)icn’s
for some 0 < ¢g, <55 1/100.

Recall that we have established a much better bound on the Gowers distance
between A§; .o g and Ag 16 q IR Proposition[.2l So the remaining problem is to
bound the distance between Ag and Ag;.. -

Having proven Orthogonality Theorem|[I0.1] one might think that Gowers Inverse

. . R a _ Aa .
Theorem [A.J] immediately implies some bound on H (A% = Adiegerq) * 1o HUSH[iN]n'
This is not quite true because we do not have a pseudorandom majorant to Ag —

AgngCLQ required by Gowers Inverse Theorem. That is why we have to make a

detour along the so-called W-trick[d

The W-trick consists in choosing a mildly large integer W > 1 and restricting
functions to each mod W class. To be more precise, we choose a € [0, W — 1]%, and
for a given function f: a — C we consider the function %]‘(W(—) +a). The
next lemma guarantees that for functions of our interest, Gowers norm bounds on
the W-tricked functions give Gowers norm bounds on the original ones.

Recall that an element = € a of a fractional ideal is said to be coprime to W if

one has Wa + 20k = «a.
Lemma 11.2. Let 1 < W < N/10 be an integer and let a = Z™ be a fractional
ideal equipped with a norm-length compatible basis. Suppose we are given a function
f: [£N]" — C supported on the set {x € [£N]|™ | x is coprime to W}.

If we have a bound
e (W)

A
Wn <

Ust(an(([£N]z —b)/W))
for some A > 0 uniformly for all b € [0, W — 1]™ coprime to W, then we have

/]

Proof. As in [30, Corollary 4.2], one is reduced to showing the following, where
(a/Wa)* is the set of residue classes which can be a single generator of a/Wa as
an Og-module:

fW(=)+0)

Us+l[iN]n <<K15 A

e (W)
Hl(a/Wﬂ)XHUs+1(a/wu) <K,s I\(Nn .

5The reader might have wondered why we did not compare Af; and A%ramér’Q directly, then.
Remember that this argument worked because we are already reduced to the case of F having
average 0, and for this reduction we needed Mitsui’s Prime Number Theorem with Siegel zeros
considered.

6The term “W-trick” seems to have been first used in [9) p. 484]. The letter W is the name
they gave to a parameter rather casually, which therefore has no actual meaning (see also [8] §6]).



LINEAR PATTERNS OF PRIME ELEMENTS IN NUMBER FIELDS 61

By the Ok-linear isomorphism a/Wa 2 Ok /(W) and Chinese Remainder Theorem,
one is reduced to showing

¢k (p)
(11.1) o)< s ey < N(p) (1+€a(p))

for some function p — es(p) > 0 such that the product [[, (1 + es(p)) converges
absolutely. Here F(p) := Ok/p is the residue field of p.

By the definition of the UsT1-norm and F(p)-linear algebra as in loc. cit. (sub-
traction of 2°*! hyperplanes from an F(p)-vector space), we have

got1 25+ 1
eyl oy = 1 = NG (N(p)Q) ’

which implies

o1 1 :wK(P) 1
e llgess @y = = ey + O (N(p)2> N L0 (N(p)2>)'

This confirms (III)) and completes the proof. O

Now consider

w := (loglog N)/3.

with 7 > 0 small enough. Set W := P(w) = [[,.,.,, p- A motivation for this
choice of w is that it should be fast enough that the decay rate 1/w'/ 2" assured
by Proposition [T.3] beats (I1.4)), which is a small power of (loglog N)~!. Also, W

should not have a growth faster than the pseudopolynomial rate (TT.2).

Proposition 11.3. Assume N > 1 is large enough depending on s,K. Let a €
[0,W —1]" C a be coprime to W. On an HEN]Tﬂ except for < N"=98 points, the
function

SDI;;\(,}ZN) (A = ASieger,q) * L) (W(=) +a)

is pointwise bounded in magnitude by Ok s(v), where v is a function satisfying

s+1 _ L9s+1
|1 — V”U?(S“)(uﬂ%) <K 1/w1/2 = (loglogN) 1/3.25F1

Write JNX% and Kgiegel,Q for the modified version of A and Agiegel,Q where the value

is set to 0 at those < N"798 points at which the values are not bounded by the
Ox s(v).
a

Proof. There exist such majorants for A§;.. o by the fact [Agi ze1 o (=) < 2[A%1ma.q (<)
and Corollary [5.4] and for A by Proposition and Corollary(m
By the triangle inequality for the Gowers norm, the average of these two majo-

rants does the job. (I
Prime Number Theorem implies
(11.2) W= H p < e*¥ = exp(2(loglog N)1/3)
p<w

and its growth is slower than any pseudopolynomial quantity (of course, actually
it is slower than log N). Hence errors of the form exp(—(logN)2z~¢) from Theorem
[[0.T] can absorb bounded powers of W by slightly enlarging the value of e.
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Proof of Theorem 11l Let G - G/T L, C be as in Theorem [0 and g:a—
G be a polynomial map. By [12, Lemma 6.7] and the fact that G is uniquely
divisible (being a successive extention of uniquely divisible groups), there is a unique
polynomial map ¢': a — G satisfying ¢'(W(-) + a) = g(—). We apply Theorem
M0Ito a £+ G - G/T L Cand q = WOk with various @ € a coprime to W in a.
This implies

(11.3)

W a a N\ 3¢
S AR~ M (We ) Flg(o))| < () expl-(0g )70
zean((Q—a)/W)

Replacing Ag and Ag; .01 o With /N\f‘{ and JN\gngCLQ from Proposition does not
affect the validity of (T1.3).

This shows that Manners’ Gowers Inverse Theorem [AJ] with § = (loglog N)~¢n.s
is applicable to the W-tricked (7&?( — KgiegeLQ) - 1q, where 0 < ¢,,s < 1 is as in
Theorem [[0.1l The requirement of pseudorandom majorant in Theorem [A ] says
Il — v||y2¢:+1) should decay at a pace

(11.4) (log log N)*OS’"(CS’"),

which is milder than (loglog N),1/10_23+1, say, by assuming 0 < ¢, <5, 1 is small
enough to beat the O, (1). By Proposition [1.3] we know this is achieved. We

conclude

(115) | AED (g - Bsa) 10)We + 0

US+1(aﬁ[iN]$)

< (loglog N) ™ cm.

Replacing K%, KgngCLQ back to Ak, Adiceq only changes the left hand side by
£N~¢ (with some 0 < ¢ < 1) and so does not affect the validity of (ILH). Lemma
[11.2] implies that we have a similar bound for the original functions:

(A% — Siegel,Q) 1o

Us 1[N SKis (loglog N)~¢m.

Since we have a much better bound for (A§;.ze1q — Alramer,q) - 1o by Proposition
[C2] this completes the proof of Theorem IT.11 O

Let us isolate a bound from above as an independent statement because we are
using it later.

Corollary 11.4 (of the proof of Theorem [[T.I). Let w = (loglogN)Y/3 and W =
P(w) = Hp<w p. For N>, x 1, we have

((Ak — Agngcl,Q) 10)(W(-) +a) < (loglogN) =,

Us+1(an N —a)

H ex (W)
Wn

Proof. This is (IL.5). O
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12. SIMULTANEOUS PRIME VALUES OF AFFINE-LINEAR FORMS

Our second main result is Theorem [I21] which generalizes the Green—Tao—
Ziegler theorem [15, Main Theorem (p. 1763)] [11, Theorem 1.1] [14, Theorem
1.3] on simultaneous prime values of affine-linear forms Z? — Z of finite complexity
to the case where the target is the ring of integers Ok of a general number field K.
In fact, for aesthetic and practical reasons it is better to allow the target to be also
a non-zero fractional ideal.

Recall that for an affine linear map : Z¢ — Z" written as ¥(x1,...,2q) =

co+ Zle c;z; and a positive number N > 1, we define

[¥]ly := max(coN, Jnax, lci])-

Theorem 12.1. Let a = Z"™ be a non-zero fractional ideal of a number field K
equipped with a norm-length compatible basis. Let t,d > 1 be integer parameters.
Let N > 1 be an integer large enough depending on t, K.
Let 1, ... 1 Z% — a be affine-linear maps of finite cokernels satisfying
) ¢i|ker(u}j) has finite cokernel for all i # j (which implies that ¥, ..., Y,
have finite complexity < s <t (Definition[F1));
o [[1illy < (loglog N) /@@ =
Let Q C [£N]? be a convex set. There is some 0 < ¢ .4 <sn.a 1 such that

(IS (HA%wxx)))—reZ?}fj I CICRR

zeQnzd \i=1

+ O¢a,x(N d(log log N)~Cemd),

where the quantities By (Y1, ...,¢;) are defined by

7

t
Bp(tn, ... ) == ((pi(p)) (Z@pZ)d 1[¢i(z) # 0 in a/pa for all i and p | p].

Proof. Set once again
w = (loglog N)'/3

and write W = P(w) :=[[,_,,p < e?® = exp(2(loglog N)'/3). What is important
about this choice is that W is slow enough (< some power of logN) to make (IZ4)
true and fast enough so 1/w has a decay of type (loglog N)~¢ (IZ.5). Also, having
the same w as in §I1] helps keep the proof of Lemma sightly simple.

For each a € [0, W — 1]¢ C Z4, consider the substitution

x =Wy +a,

yE de <. Any sum of the form 37, coz4(—) equals 37, o w1 Zyezdmﬂvfg (—).
In part1cular, our sum becomes

Z > T Ak@iWy +a)).

OW l]dyedeQ a =1
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As affine-linear maps v; satisfy ¢;(z) = 1 (x) + ¥;(0), we have
¥i(x) = Wihi(y) +¥i(a) + :(0)
= Wi (y) + ¢i(a).

The contribution from the a’s such that v;(a) is not coprime to W for some ¢ is
negligible. Set

AW r -y = {a € [0, W — 1]¢ | 9;(a) is coprime to W for all 1 < i < t}.
By the definition of 5y, we have #Aw ;... v, = e (W) Hp\w Bp(1, ..., ).

Let a € Aw y,,...p,- et b; :=1;(a) and suppose we have an estimate
(12.2)
t
\W . Vol(Q2) /W™
> ( SDI\(A(M )A?((W%(y) +bi)> = % 11 8o, )
yGZdﬂ% i=1 s=1 pfW

N ¢
+ Ot,a.x <(W> (10g10gN)C3’"’d>

for some 0 < ¢4.n,qa Ks,n,qd 1 and for all a € Aw y, ..., uniformly. Then by taking

N
the sum over a € Aw y, ..., and multiplying both sides by (%) , We recover

.....

the main terms of (I2Z]) and obtain an error term of the form
I 8o, 1) - N*(log log N) ~¢oom.
pIW

By Rosen’s Mertens’ Theorem [D.1] we have a bound

Hﬁp(z/}l,...,’g[}t)gHH<%)t<<t)K 1;[ <1_ﬁ>t

p|W p<w plp
! | N(p)<w

<k (logw)' < (logloglog N)*.
This can be absorbed in (loglog N)~¢ .4 by slightly compromising ¢ 4. Thus the

proof of Theorem [[2.T]is reduced to proving ([TZ2]).
Actually, the factor [[ ny Bp(v1,...,¢) in (IZ2) can be omitted for the follow-

ing reason. Our w is large enough for Claim and (54)) to be valid. This implies
that

(12.3) Bp(¥1,- . 1) = 1+ Oen(1/p?)

for p 4 W. Hence ]y Bp(¥1, ... %) = 14 Orn(l/w) =1+ O¢.n((loglog N)~1/3),
Separating this Oy, (1/w) term in (IZ2)causes an error smaller than the asserted
one. Therefore the factor prw Bp(t1, ..., ¢;) can be omitted.

To proceed further, we need the following.

Lemma 12.2. Let w = (loglogN)'/3. For any b € a coprime to W, we have

1 _ <<PK (W)
res(Ci(s)) wr

<5k (loglogN)=¢n

Us+1 (aﬁ [iN\;\?*b)

Awwe%wﬁ
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Proof. We show that each of the next functions is within the claimed distance to
the one that follows:

ex (W)
Wn

ex (W)
Wn

A?((W(_) + b)7 Agicgcl,Q(W(_) + b)v

ex (W) a (W(=) +b), 1

Wwn Cramér,Q W
By Corollary I1.4] we know
<PK (W) a a —Cs,n
W (Ak = ASicger,@)(W(=) + ) - (m g b < (loglog N) .
W

As in [30] p. 47], using Fourier analysis

1 .
lpywa = = Z e2miE()=€®) - ap equality of functions on a,

n
¢€Hom(a/Wa,Q/Z)

one can deduce from Proposition the inequality

(124) H SOI;\(]ZV) ( giegel,Q - A%ramér,Q)(W(_) + b)

Ust+1 (llﬂ [iN\])\?ib)
<ok WOn=W(logN)™ <, i (logN)~4/2

for any A > 1.
We know by Corollary (.4

e (W) 1
(12.5) W Crameér,q(W(=) +0) — m
s=18 Us+1 (aﬁ%)
_ 1/3.25F1
<s,K o (loglogN) .
This completes the proof of Lemma O

Recall that the proof of Theorem [[2Z1] had been reduced to proving (I2:2) with
the HMW Bp factor omitted. Let us reproduce it for the convenience of reference.

Claim 12.3. Let w = (loglogN)'/3. There is a 0 < ¢snq <sn.a 1 such that for
any choice of by, ..., by € [0, W—1]7 coprime to W and conver body Q C [+2N/W]4,
we have

> ( PV A (Wil (o) + b»)

yeZINQ \i=1

Vol(9) N\? _

=——2_ 40 — ) (loglogN) ¢ | .
rgﬁ(CK(s))tJr t’d’K((W) (loglogX)

If the %A% (Wb (y) +b;)’s in the left-hand side are replaced by the constant
function 1/ res (Ck(s)), the assertion trivially holds. Thus it suffices to show that

replacing %A‘f{ (Wehi(y) + b;)’s with 1/ ggsl(CK (s)) one by one causes errors of
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asserted type. We show this by applying the von Neumann theorem [F4] to the
function

(res@lK(s)) - (A + b”)> T AR AW <)
s=1 Jj=1+1

By Lemma [IZ.2 for each 7 we have

1 _ (SDK (W)
res (Cic(s)) wr

<5k (loglogN) ™.

AROW(-) +00)

Us+1[£2N/W]n

There are parameters 9§, p, L, M, X that we can choose in Theorem [F4l Let 0 <
Con Ksm.d Csn De small enough and we choose (say) ¢ := (loglogN) ., p 1=
52" X = (loglog N) 2% M := X1/10 and L := MY/ (100 — (loglog N)o¥a= “.n |

The right hand side in Theorem [[.4] is then < (loglog N)_Wlodcls’". So we may set

1 /
Cs,n,d *= 3004 Cs,n

The pseudorandom majorant requirement in Theorem [F.4]says that 1/ res (Cx(s))

and “"I;\EXV) AL (W(=)+b;) (j =1,...,t) should be majorized by a function v satis-

fying the (O (1), 04(1), Og,n((loglogN) pUar: C;’"))-linear forms condition in scale

> N and error < (loglog N)*QSHC;W This is true by Corollary [C.5 modulo a factor
Ok, (1) if the choice of ¢ ,, is small enough that exponents

O"(l) / s+2 ./
1052 Com and  —2°77¢

are smaller than 1/3, the exponent in w = (loglog N)'/3.

Therefore Theorem [[4] applies, verifying Claim 2.3l This completes the proof
of Theorem [T2.1] O

Remark 12.4. We would have liked to state and prove Theorem [[2.1] by only assum-
ing that ker();)’s do not contain each other (making no difference when K = Q), so
that the theorem would determine the correct asymptotic number of constellations
in prime numbers studied in our former work [20]. This limitation comes from our
current form of the von Neumann Theorem [F4l It is unclear whether this limita-
tion can be overcome just by some clever linear algebra trick or it is more deeply
rooted.

Remark 12.5. The product Hp Bp(1,...,1) is either zero (precisely when one of
the ,’s is zero) or an absolutely convergent product (in particular a positive value)
by (I23). We have B,(t1,...,1:) # 0 if and only if there is an # € Z¢ such that
¥i(z) # 0 in a/pa for all p | p and all 4, or equivalently p { N(¢;(z)a™?) for all 4.
When Z% carries an Og-module structure with respect to which 1); are all affine-
Oxk-linear, then as was mentioned in Proposition we have a decomposition

ﬂp(1/}17" -ﬂ/ft) = HBP(¢17-- -71/)15)'
plp

We have 8y (41, ..., 1) # 0 if and only if there is an x € Z¢ such that 1;(x) # 0 in
a/pa for all 4.
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13. HASSE PRINCIPLE OF RATIONAL POINTS FOR CERTAIN FIBRATIONS

Here we prove Theorem [13.4] which was formerly known only over Q by Harpaz—
Skorobogatov—Wittenberg [17]. For this application, we need Theorem 3.1} a
variant of Theorem [T2.1] for the localized ring Ok [S™1].

13.1. The localized variant of main theorem. For a finite set S of non-zero
prime ideals of Ok, define Ok[S™!] to be the ring obtained by inverting all p €
S; a pedantic formal definition of it is Ox[S™!] = I'(Spec Ok \ S, 0), where O is
the structure sheaf. A more concrete description is, since CI(K) is torsion (even
finite), some power of the ideal Hpes p is a principal ideal, say fOk. Then one has
Ok[S™1] = Ox[f~1].

For a fractional ideal a C K of Ok, write a[S™!] := a ®p, O[S

Let Idealsg, s-1) be the multiplicative monoid of non-zero ideals of Ox[S71]. It
is the free commutative monoid on the set of non-zero prime ideals of Ox[S™!],
which is identified with the set of non-zero prime ideals of Ok away from S. Let
N = Ng-1: Idealsp,[s-1) = N be the norm map b — |[Ok[S™!]/b[. We omit the
subscript except when there is risk of confusion.

Define the von Mangoldt function of the ring Ox[S™!]

AOK[S’I] : IdealsoK[Sfl] U{(O)} — R>g

by b — log(N(p)) if b is a non-trivial power of a prime ideal p of Ox[S™!], and
b — 0 otherwise. For a non-zero fractional ideal a over Ok, define the function

A%K[S—l] a— RZO

by x +— AOK[S—I](xa[S_l]_l).
A routine but tedious argument lets one deduce the following from our main
results.

Theorem 13.1. Let a C K be a non-zero fractional ideal of Ox. Let t,d > 1 be
integers and W = {4n,..., ¢} be a set of affine-linear maps

Vi 2% — a[S7Y

having torsion cokernels such that for every pair i # j the restriction ¢i|kcr(¢j) also
has torsion cokernel.

Let N>y s 1 and Q C [£N]? C R? be a closed set with boundary of Lipschitz
class Lip(d, Z,L) for some Z,L > 1.

Then we have

t
Vol (0 )
Z HA%K[S*I](%@)) = CS,\Pi()t + Ok 5.0.2.L(N%(loglog N) 1/ Ox.a.t (V)
2eQNZd i=1 ggﬁ (Ck(s))

where the coefficient Cg w is as follows:

e -0 U o]

¢k (p) i

not in S
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where for each prime ideal p not in S with residue characteristic p, the map 1; p : 74 |pZd —
a/pa is the affine-linear map induced by ;. The coefficient Cg g is positive if the
following condition is satisfied:

for all p, there is an x € Z¢ such that N(¢;(z)a[S™171) is prime

13.1
(13.1) to p simultaneously for all 1 < i <t.

When the source Z¢ admits an Ox-module structure with respect to which 1; are
affine-Ok -linear, then the last condition is equivalent to:

for all p & S, there is an x € Z% such that v;(z) are non-zero in
a/pa simultaneously for all 1 < i <t.

The deduction of Theorem [I3.1] is not the main focus of this section, and thus
is deferred until §Gl

13.2. Application to rational points. Below, for a place v of a number field K,
write K, for the completion. Let | —|,: K, — R>¢ be the associated absolute value,
which we choose (say) as ||, := N(p)~% @) if v = p is non-archimedean and the
usual absolute value of R, C if v is archimedean.

In any metric space, let us say that two elements are e-close (¢ > 0) if their
distance is < e.

Here is an analog of [I7, Proposition 1.2]. The case 7, = 400 and 7, = co for
all real and complex places v will suffice for the application in this section, but the
following form is somewhat more natural to formulate.

Proposition 13.2. Let S be a finite set of non-zero prime ideals of Ok and suppose
we are given the data of

o (Ap,ptp) € KP? for each p € S,

o 7, € RU{+o0} and o, € {£1} for each real place v and

e 7, € CU{cx} for each complex place v.

Let e1,... e € Og[ST1] be distinct elements.
Then for any 0 < & < 1 there exist pairs (A, ) € (O[S \ {0})®? satisfying
the following conditions:
(1) for allp € S, in the p-adic sup metric on K2, the pair (A, 1) is e-close to
(Aps i)
(2) for each archimedean place v, the ratio \/u is e-close to 7,. Here, when v
is real and T, = *oo, this is interpreted as A/ having the same sign as T,
and |\/u| > 1/e. When v is complex and 1, = 0o, then as |\/u| > 1/e.
(3) w has sign o, in K, =R for each real v.
(4) X\ — eipn are prime elements of O[S~ for all i and no two of them are
associates under the O[S~ % -action.

Proof. By multiplying everything by some element of Ok[S™!]* having large val-
uations at primes p € S, we may assume that (Ap,pp) € O%f. Under this addi-

tional assumption, we claim that we can find (), u) € OF® (more restrictively than
Ox[S71]%2) satisfying the asserted condition.
Consider the following maps for i =1,...,¢:

(13.2) 022 — 0[S
(A p) = A= e
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Define the ideal a := (Hpes p) with e > 1 so that every element of a has distance
< e from 0 in K, for all p € S. Let (Ao, 10) € 0522 be a representative of the class

(Aps tp)pes € @(OKp /PeOKp)®2 = (OK/a)®2-

pes
Choose a basis a 2 Z" and consider the following composite maps ¢; fori =1,...,¢

Pi: 22 =2 a®? 0F? - Ok[S7]

(13.3) (r,y) — Mo+z,u0+y) = (No+x)—eilpo+y).

The condition (T3] is satisfied by the collection of maps (I3.2)) by taking A =1, u =
0, and therefore also by 1, ...,y because the affine-Oxk-linear map a®? — (’)%2 in
([I33) becomes a bijection modulo p for each p ¢ S.

One easily checks that the condition that the quotient (Ao + z)/(uo + y) be
e-close to 7, for all archimedean v and p has sign o, for all real v defines a set
Q C [£N]?" Cc R*™ = a2 @ R with a Lip(2n, O(n), Os -(N)) boundary and volume
>>S,5 N2n'

We can now apply Theorem[I3.T]to this situation and obtain (>>s . fe,1, N2"/(log N)t
many) pairs (z,y) € a®? which in turn determine (A, u) := (Ao + @, o + y), sat-
isfying the asserted conditions. Note that the event that two of the A — e;u’s
be associates under the Ok [S™1]*-action is asymptotically negligibly rare basically
because |Ok[S™']* N Ok <n| <k (log N)*ISI=1, O

The passage from Proposition [[3.2to the following statement is identical to [I7,
Proposition 1.2 to Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 13.3 (known for K = Q e.g. by [I7, Proposition 2.1]). Let S be a finite
set of non-zero prime ideals of Ox. Let eq,...,e; € Og[S™Y] be distinct. Suppose
we are giwen the data of 7, € Ky, for each p € S.

Then for any 0 < & < 1 there exist T € K and distinct non-zero prime ideals
P1,...,Pt € S such that

(1) T is e-close to T, in K, for each p € S;

(2) T is totally positive and |T|, > 1/e for all archimedean place v;

(8) foralli=1,...,t, we have vy, (T —e;) = 1;

(4) foralli=1,...,t andp ¢ SU{p;}, we have vy(T —e;) <O0;

(5) for anyi=1,...,t and any cyclic extension L/K unramified outside S, we
have

invy, (L/K, 7= e;) + Y invy(L/K, 7 — e;) = 0 € Q/Z.
peS

In particular, if Zpesinvp (L/K, 1y, —e;) = 0, then p, splits completely in
L/K.

Thanks to Propositions and which play the roles of [I7, Propositions
1.2 and 2.1], all the results in [I7] now hold over an arbitrary number field K rather
than just Q.

For example, we have the following theorem. There, let Ak be the ring of adeles
of K. Write Bryey (X) := m* Br(K(P*))NBr(X) C Br(K(X)) for the so-called vertical
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Brauer group of an integral variety X and set
X(AK)Brvcrt =

{z = (z,)v € X(Ak) | for all w € Bryen(X), Y invy(wls,) =0 in Q/Z}.

v: all places

Theorem 13.4 (known for K = Q by [I7, Theorem 3.1]). Let X be a geometrically
integral variety over K equipped with a smooth surjective morphism m: X — P!,
Assume:

e cxcept for finitely many fibers Xq,...,X; over PH(K), each fiber of ™ con-
tains a geometrically integral irreducible component;

e the fiber X; (1 < i < t) has an irreducible component X? such that the
algebraic closure of K in its function field is abelian over K.

Then PL(K) N 7(X(Axk)) is dense in w(X(Axk)Bvert) C PH(Ak).

Proof. The proof of [I7, Theorem 3.1] works because it uses nothing particular
about Q except [I7, Proposition 2.1], now available for general number fields as
Proposition[I3.3l Perhaps it might seem that Step 2 of loc. cit. is using the fact that
Q has only one archimedean place, but one can as usual use small deformation in
X(Ky)’s by the inverse function theorem and the density of the inclusion K < K®R
to achieve the situation where the archimedean part (M,), of the adélic point to
approximate lies over the point co € P*(K). O

APPENDIX A. RESULTS FROM THE NILSEQUENCE THEORY

A.1. The inverse theory of Gowers norms. For positive integers N € N recall
that we write [£N]™ C Z" for the product of intervals [-N, N]™.

Let us state a version of the Inverse Theorem for Gowers norms. This type of
statement was first conjectured (in public) by Green-Tao [I5] and subsequently
proven by Green—Tao—Ziegler [I4]. There has been a major quantitative improve-
ment by Manners [2I]. It has been known since [I5] that the statement for 1-
bounded functions implies a statement for v-bounded functions for pseudorandom
functions v, but the precise form of the pseudorandomness condition had been com-
plicated. Tao-Terédvéinen [30] applied the work of Conlon-Fox-Zhao [3] to relax
the pseudorandomness condition required and to reduce the quantitative loss.

Theorem A.1 (Gowers Inverse Theorem on Z™). Let k,n € Z>1 and let 0 < § < 1
be small enough depending on k,n. Let N > 1 be an integer sufficiently large
depending on k,n.

Let v: [£N]™ — C be a function satisfying

1V = Llar (pangmy < 8
where Co > 1 is sufficiently large depending on k,n, and let f: [£N]" — C be a
v-bounded function satisfying
[1f lgk (g = 0
Then there exist:
e a filtered nilmanifold G/T of degree k — 1, dim 6= Cx»()  complexity <
exp exp(6~Okn());

e a 1-bounded function F: G/T' of Lipschitz constant < exp exp(d~Orn(1);
e a polynomial map g: Z" — G
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such that
1

B J@F(5()]| > (epespa=0m )
T €[EN]"
Proof. For n = 1, this is exactly [30, Theorem 8.3] except that for notational
simplicity we have omitted some constants O (1) by increasing the Oy, (1) in the
exponent and assuming ¢ is sufficiently small. This change makes the assertion a
little weaker but will have no visible effect on our final result.

The assertion for n > 1 can be reduced to the case of n = 1 by the following
somewhat well-known trick[]

Let ¢: Z" — Z be the map (z1,...,x,) — . (5N)*"'z;. This maps the cube
[£N]™ injectively into the interval [+(5N)"] C Z. Define

V', f: [£(6N)"] — C

by setting the value equal to that of v (resp. f) on the image of [£N]™, and zero
otherwise. By the invariance of Gowers norms under Freiman isomorphisms [15]
p. 1817] we know that the ratios of Gowers norms

(A1) and

”I/HU%([iN]n) HfHU’C([iN]n)
are bounded from above and below by positive numbers depending only on k,n.
Then by the theorem for n = 1 with slightly compromised exponents (to make up
for the difference caused by the ratios (Al)) one can find data G/T, F: G/T' — C
and ¢': Z — G satisfying
F1(@)F(g' ()] = expexp(d~ W),
€[+ (5N)"]
Define a polynomial map g: Z™ — G by the composition (recall that every additive
map Z" — Z is a polynomial map)
g: " Ny i> G.
As we know that the expectations computed on [+N]™ and [+(5N)"] are not so
different:
10N™ +1
E z)F 3:) / < E /J:F’x)—ixnl,
(B, f@F@) LB T@R @) = g

the assertion for n follows. O

Remark A.2. Our main problem in this paper is to show [|Ax — Asiegel, Q| Ut N <
(loglog N) ¢ for some small 0 < ¢, <sn 1 (Theorem IT1]). Theorem [AT] tells
us that, modulo the need of the W-trick to guarantee a pseudorandom majorant,
for this purpose it suffices to show a bound of the form (where the O, ,, (1) constants
are given by the theorem and potentially huge)

(A2) E (AK - ASicgcl,Q)(x) ' F(g(fb))‘
zE€[EN]"

—1
< (exp exp((loglog N)Osm(cs,n)))

"This trick appears for example in Terence Tao’s blog post:
https://terrytao.wordpress.com/2015/07/24/
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for all data Og = 7z & G — G/T L, € where G/T has degree s and dimension
< (loglog N)OSv"(CSv"), and its complexity and the Lipschitz constant of F are both
< exp exp((log log N)Osm (s.n)),

If we demand that c¢s,, is small enough that the quantities Os ,,(cs,) become
less than 1/2 say, then the quantities exp exp((loglog N)©@sn(¢s:n)) are smaller than
any quantity of the form exp((logN)¢) (¢ > 0) when N is large enough depending
on c. So it strengthens the problem if we attempt to show (A.2) after replacing
exp exp((log log N)Osn(csn))’s by exp((logN)¢)’s, and that is what we do in the
main part of the text.

A.2. The equidistribution theory of polynomial sequences.

Definition A.3 (Smoothness norm [I3] (2.2)]). Let g: Z" — R be a polynomial
map. Let

glz) = i’
ieNm
be its expansion (f; € R non-zero only for finitely many ). Define the smoothness
norm ||gl e (£ of g in scale N > 1 by

I9lle eny = sup 1Bill g, NI

As is explained in [I3, Lemma 2.1}, this differs from the variant of this norm used

in [I2] (which uses the expansion g(z) = Y, a; <3;) where (f) = [l <‘fk))
Lo\ 1 k

only by a factor =, , 1, where s is the degree of g.
Theorem A.4 (Quantitative Leibman Theorem on Z™). The quantitative Leibman
Theorem in [30, Theorem A.3] remains true for n > 1. Namely, let m > m, > 0,
N > 1 be integers and let 0 < § < 1/2.

Let G/T be a filtered nilmanifold of degree s, dimension m, and nonlinearity
dimension m, [12 pp. 482, 503].

Let g: Z™ — G be a polynomial sequence which is not §-equidistributed in G/T .

(1) Suppose G/T has complexity < 1/ with respect to some Mel’cev basis. Then
there exists a horizontal character n: G — R/Z with

0 < ] < O (1) - 5~Orr(ep((mtm )

such that

ln o g”C“’([:ﬁ:N]ﬁ) < Osn(1)- 6—Os,n(l)'exp((m+m*)05(1))'

(2) Even when one is not sure if the complexity comp(G/T) is less than 1/4,
the assertion stays true if we replace the bounds in the conclusion by

Os,n(l)-ex (m_;,_m*)()s(l)
Os,n(l) . (5*1 COIDP(G/F)) P( )

because one always has comp(G/T') < comp(G/T)/§.

Proof. For n = 1, this is exactly [30, Theorem A.3]. Green—Tao [I3] prove this with
an unspecified exponent —Oyg p, (1) instead of —O, (1) - exp((m + m,)2:M). In
their proof [I3] §3], they show that if the assertion for n = 1 holds with bounds
§~Cm.mess for some Cim.,m.,s > 0, then the assertion for general n holds with bounds
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en(1) - 67 OsnWmCmm.s  For p = 1, we know we can take Cp,pm. s = exp((m +
) Os(1)) by Tao-Teriviinen [30]. Therefore the assertion for the general n follows.
O

Remark A.5. Theorem [A4] probably holds for the Gowers norm on cubes with
unequal sides. To verify it, one would only have to do a similar analysis of [13] §4].

Note that the following partial converse (existence of such a character = non-
equidistribution) is straightforward to prove. Spelling out an explicit estimate helps
us be concrete.

Proposition A.6. Let G/T be as in Theorem [A7) and g: Z" — G be a polyno-
mial map. Suppose there is a non-trivial horizontal character n: G — R such that
[nog(@) —mnog(0)|g/z < 0.2 for all z € [£N]". Then the polynomial map g is not
ﬁ—equidistributed on [£N]™.

Consequently, there is some constant O, 4(1) > 1 depending only on n and
s = deg(g) such that the same conclusion holds when |10 gl|qoe 1nyn < m.

Proof. Let x = x0.2: R/Z — R be the piecewise linear function whose value on
[<0.2,0.2] is 1, and —1 on [0.3,0.7). It has Lipschitz constant % = 20. Since
any horizontal character n: G/T" — R/Z has Lipschitz constant < |n| by definitions
(Definitions 3] [L.9]), the function F := x(n(—) —n(g(0))): G/T — R has Lipschitz
constant < 20|n| and so [[F||y;, := [[F|[, + (Lip. const.) < 21|n|.

Now suppose that o g(—=) —no g(0): Z" — G/T — R/Z carries [£N]™ into
[£0.2]. As x has constant value 1 on this interval, we have

1
[IEN]nF(Q(;v)) - we[IEN]n x(n(g(x)) —n(g(0))) =1 > o] ¥ -

Therefore g violates the definition of 21| i-equidistribution on [£N]™.
The “consequently” part follows because for any polynomial map f: Z" — R of
degree s and = € [£N]”, we have a bound of the form

1£(2) — FO) sy = O s

and hence f = nog can vary at most Oy s([[1 © g| g (1-x7») o0 [£N]™. This completes
the proof. O

g )

In the next theorem, a polynomial map ¢: Z™ — G (the target being equipped
with a Mel’cev basis) is said to be (M, [£N]")-smooth (M, N > 3) if for all x € [£N]"
we have d(e(n),1¢) < M and d(e(x),e(z +e;)) < M/N for all 1 <4 <n, where ¢;
is the i'! elementary vector [12, Definition 9.1].

A polynomial map v: Z" — G is said to be M-rational if for every x € Z™, the
residue class y(x)I" contains an element g, such that glmv[ * =1 for some 0 < M/ <M.
[12, Definition 1.7]. When the Mel’cev basis has complexity < M, modulo raising
M to the m®Mst power, this is the same as saying that its values via the Mel’cev
coordinates G = RY™C are all in 5 Z4™ € for some 0 < M’ < M [12, Lemma A.11]

Theorem A.7 (Factorization Theorem). The quantitative Factorization Theorem
[30, Theorem A.6] remains true for polynomial maps on Z™: namely,
Letm>0,Mg>2, A>2 N>1,d>0. Given:

e a filtered nilmanifold G/T' of dimension m, degree s and complexity < My;
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e a polynomial map g: 2" — G,
there exist:
e some M with Mg <M < MA(Hm)
e a subgroup G' C G which is M- mtzonal with respect to the given Mal’cev
basis of G (which gives G' a Mal’cev basis)
e a decomposition g = g’y into polynomial maps (pointwise product)
such that
(1) € is (M, [£N]™)-smooth;
(2) g takes values in G' and is totally 1/M*-equidistributed in G’ /T’
(8) ~v is M-rational and is periodic in G /T with period M'Z™ for some 0 < M’ <
M.

Os,n (1)

Proof. The proof goes as in [12, §§9-10] (see also [30, p. 53] for the choice of the
parameters ¢;). One uses Theorem [A 4] to prove Factorization of poorly-distributed
polynomial sequences like |12 Proposition 9.2] and apply it repeatedly. O

Proposition A.8 (Polynomial Vinogradov theorem, [I3, Proposition 2.3]) Let
g: Z" — R be a polynomial map of degree s, and 0 < § < 1 and 0 < € < = be

10
positive numbers.
If the bound

lg(@)lg < €

holds for at least ON™ walues of x € [+N]", then there is some 0 < Q < §~Csmn(1)
such that

”QQHCOO([:I:N]”) < §O0sn(Dg,
Proposition A.9 (Extrapolation, [13, Lemma 8.4]). Let s,n > 1 be integers. Let
qo, N > 1 be integers, qo being sufficiently large depending on s,n, and g: Z" — R
be a polynomial map of degree < s.
Let a = (a1,...,an),b=(b1,...,b,) € Z™ be vectors satisfying
lai| < qoN,  [bi] < qo.

O:n(1) such that we have

Os,n 1
lagllee (xgy < a0~ < lgla+ b (=)l engr -

Proof. This statement differs from [I3], Lemma 8.4] in that we allow |a;| < goN
rather than |a;| < go in loc. cit. But the same proof works (which is in any case
easy). O

Then there is 0 < g < ¢,

Proposition A.10 (Decomposition by averaged nilsequence). Let G/T be an s-step
nilmanifold, g: Z" — G a polynomial map and F: G/T' — C a 1-bounded Lipschitz
function whose Lipschitz constant is bounded from above by Lip(F) > 1.

Let 0 < € < 1 be a positive number and N > 1 be a positive integer. Then there
18 a decomposition

F(g(z)) = F1(2) + Fa(z),
where F1,Fy: Z™ — C are functions, F1 being 1-bounded, satisfying

. im(G)Os,n (D)
EaciengnF1(2) f(2) <on (Lip(F)/e)t™(@ /]

Us+1[£N]»
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for any f: [£N]* = C, and
Fo(x) <sn € for all x € [£N]™.

Proof. For n =1 this is due to Green—Tao [15, Proposition 11.2] § strengthened by
the comment by Tao—Terdvéiinen in [30, Proof of Proposition 7.1, p. 36]. Their proof
turns out to work for general n > 1 just by replacing all Z/NZ by (Z/(2N + 1)Z)™
and Z/N'Z by (Z/N'Z)™, where N’ := 10sN. The implicit constants O(1) depend
on n in addition to s because they arise from Fourier analysis on (Z/N'Z)"(*1) and
the theory of Gowers Us*1-norm on Z" (see the lines around [15} (11.7) on p. 1802]
for both of these points). O

A.3. Conjugacy preserves equidistribution. We state and record a proof of
Proposition [ATT] below, an explicitly quantitative version of [T, Claim on p. 547],
the details of whose proof are not written in loc. cit. It is used in the reduction of
the main theorem to the equidistributed case.

As in [30, Appendix A], for an integer m > 2 and a positive number M > 3 we
write

poly,,, (M)

for a value bounded from above by an exp(exp(mo(l)))MCXP(’”O(I))

where O(1)’s
can be taken to be absolute constants. (So it is actually also an Me"p(mo(l)).) Note
the the product of O(exp(m®™)) many poly,,(M)’s is still a poly,,(M) with new
O(1) constants.

Below we always use the remark [30] the paragraph before Lemma A.4] by Tao—
Terdvéainen that in Green-Tao’s summary [12], Appendix A] of the basic properties

)

of Mel’cev basis, the rationality bounds QO=(!) can actually be taken as poly,, (Q)’s.

Proposition A.11. Let G/T be an m-dimensional nilmanifold equipped with an
M-rational Mel’cev basis adapted for some s-step filtration Go. Let v € G be an M-
rational point and G' C G be an M-rational subgroup. Equip G’ and its conjugate
ny := LG’y with the induced filtration from G and an poly,, (M)-rational Mel cev
basis each (which exist by [12 Proposition A.10 and Lemma A.13]). Let g: Z™ — G’
be a polynomial map which is totally §-equidistributed as a map [£N]|" — G’ /T NG’
for some N>1 and 0 <6 < 1/2.
Then the conjugate

v lgy: [EN]" = G
x>y g(x)y
is totally poly,, (M)§Y/ e ™) _coyidistributed as a map [£N]" — GL/TNG..

For the proof of Proposition [A.11] we need the following lemma, whose proof is

deferred to §A.3.1

Lemma A.12. In the situation of Proposition [A11, let ¢': G’ = RImG pe the
coordinate defined by the chosen Mel’cev basis. Then the subgroup

rnyIyHnG < ©nd

8] think their cutoff function o: R — [0,1] on [I5, p. 1801] should be supported on [0,1] and
equal to 1 on [1/3,2/3] (say), instead of [—1,2] and [0, 1].
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contains the set (")~ (CZY™G") for some C = poly,, (M) and this subset is a
subgroup. Consequently, this subgroup has fintie index (poly,, (M))dmG’

Proof of Proposition[A.11] assuming Lemma[A. 12 The main part of this proof will
be the claim that g as a map [£N]" — G//TN(yTy~1)NG’ is poly,,, (M)§1/ exp(m® )
equidistributed.

Let us first verify that this claim can be used to prove Proposition [A.T1l In the
following diagram, where we write G/, := ~IG

L
gz sa 20 q

L
G'/TN(Iy NG’ - G/~ 'TyNT' NG,
1 \
¢/ rna G, /T NG,

endow the intermediate quotients G'/T' N (yI'y™") N G and G/ /y~'TyNT NG,
with poly,, (M)-rational Mel’cev bases[]

The conugacy map G'/T'N(y[y~1)NG" — G, /4~ 'TyNT'NG, has Lipschitz con-
stant poly,, (M) by [I2] Lemma A.17] applied to the inclusions G" C G D G/,. Thus
by the assumption that g: [£N]" — G//TN(Ty~1)NG’ is poly,, (M)§1/ exp(m® M)
equidistributed, the map y~" g7 seen as a map [+N]* — G! /4~ 'TyNIC'NG/, remains
poly,, (M)§1/ exp(m®>" ™) _aquidistributed.

The quotient map to G/, /I' N G/, always preserves equidistribution (at least at
the cost of compromising a poly,,, (M) factor caused by the difference of the Mel’cev
bases).

This proves a weaker version of Proposition [A.11] where the adverb “totally” in
the conclusion is omitted. To draw the full assertion, let

Os,n(l))

N’ > N - poly,, (M)§t/ expm

be an integer and [£N']" < [£N]™ be a map given by a map of the form = —
ar + o (@ € N, 29 € [£N]?). Since N’ > §/2N, we know that g(a(—) + zo)
as a map [£N]" — G’/T' NG’ is still totally §'/?-equidistributed. By the weaker
version of Proposition[A 11l that we have just proven, we conclude that its conjugate
v~ 'g(a(=) + x0)y as a map [+N']" — G/ /T NG, is poly,, (M)(6'/2)/ exp(m©en®)_
equidistributed. This proves Proposition [A.11] assuming the claim made at the
beginning of the proof.
It remains to verify this key claim. Let us state it again.

Claim A.13. The map g is polym(M)(Sl/CXP(mOS’”(l))—equidistributed when seen as
a map [£N]" — G’ /TN (y Ty~ ) NG

The rest of this proof is devoted to the verification of Claim [A.13]

9They exist by [12] Proposition A.9] applied to the already given Mel’cev bases for the smaller
quotients, seen as poly,, (M)-weak bases for the subgroups in question; these are weak bases by

Lemma [A12]
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Suppose it is not §’-equidistributed for some ¢’ > 0. By the quantitative Leibman
theorem [A4] there exist a non-zero horizontal character n: G’ — R satisfying

NNy HNG) czZ
o] < (&) esw(@m

Os,n(l))

—ex ) Qs (1)
||7709||coo[iN]n < (5/) p((2m) ).

By Lemmal[AT2 the index C = (NG’ : TN(7yI'y~1)NG’) = poly,,, (M) satisfies the
condition that Cn carries I' N G’ into Z. We conclude that the non-zero horizontal
character Cn satisfies

Cn(T' NG c Z,
|Cn| < poly,, (M) - () exp((2m)
170 gll e fng < POLY,, (M) - (87) P2
The (easier) converse of the Leibman theorem (Proposition[A6]) implies that then

g: [EN]" = G'/T NG’ is not totally poly,, (M)~1(8")=P(2m)°*" ™) _equidistributed.
As we are assuming that it is totally d-equidistributed, we conclude that

pOlym (M)_l (5/)‘3’(9((2777,)05,"(1)) - 5,

Os,n(l))

Os,n(l))

in particular
(A.3) §' < poly,, (M)§"/ exp((2m)@m®).

By contraposition, for any ¢’ violating (A3]), we know that g as a map [+N]" —
G'/T'N (ATy~1)G’ is §’-equidistributed. Taking &' as the right hand side of ([(A.3),

the proof of Claim [A.T3] and hence of Proposition [A.11]is complete.
(But remember that Lemma [A.12] remains to be shown.) O

A.3.1. The proof of Lemmal[A 12 We will make repeated use of the following de-
scription of the group structure through the lens of a Mel’cev basis.

Lemma A.14. Let M > 1 be a positive number and let G/T" be an m-dimensional
nilmanifold equipped with an M-Mel’cev basis adapted to some filtration. Let G =2
R™ be the corresponding Mel’cev coordinate.

Then the multiplication and inversion on G is written by polynomials as follows:
forz=(x1,...,Zm), ¥y= (Y1,.--,Ym) € G=R™, we have

(A.4) vy = (Ti+yi+Pil@,. . im0, Yie1))i=1,m,

vt = (—x; + E‘(ﬂ?l, s Ti1))i=1,.m-
Here, Pi,lsi are polynomials of degree < m whose coefficients are rational numbers
of height < poly,,(M) Moreover, the polynomials P; only have terms of bidegree

> (1,1) in x and y (meaning that each term must contain one of the x;’s and one
of the y;’s). The polynomials P; only have terms of degree > 2.

Proof. This is [12] Lemma A.3] with the height bound clarified in [30, the paragraph
before Lemma A.4]. The claims about degrees do not appear in loc. cit., but follow
from the specific form of the Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff formula

exp(X) - exp(Y) =exp(X+ Y + %[X, Y]+ ),
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where the higher terms are nested Lie brackets with rational coeflicients in which
X and Y both appear at least once. (|

Proof of Lemmal4. 12 The first assertion of Lemma [A.12] was that the subgroup
I'N (7T~ 1) NG contains the set (¢/)~1(CZY™E") for some C = poly,, (M) when
G/T admits an M-rational Mel’cev basis, and G’ and v € G are M-rational.

Recall that by using [I2, Proposition A.9], G'/T' N G" and G/,/T'N G/, are given
poly,,, (M)-rational Mel’cev bases (adapted to some filtration) obtained as poly,,, (M)-
rational linear combinations of that for G/T". By Lemma [A.T4] the conjugacy map
composed with the Mel’cev coordinates

’

(A.5) =)y R™ =G -G, =R™
(m’ = dimG’) is represented by constant-term-free polynomials of degree < m
with rational coefficients of height < poly,,,(M). Let C = poly,,,(M) be a common
multiple of the denominators appearing there. Then it is easy to see that the map
(A5) carries CZ™ into Z™ . This implies that (¢')~1(CZ™) C 4Ty, Since we
trivially know that CZ™  Z™ = ¢/(I' N G'),this establishes the first assertion.

Next we want to prove that CzZ™ is a subgroup of I'MG’ by possibly modifying C
by a factor < poly,,(M). By Lemma [A14 applied to G’/T'N G’, the multiplication
and inversion of the group G’ is represented by polynomials Pl-,f)i with rational
coefficients of height < poly,,,(M). We add the requirement that C is also a common
multiple of the denominators appearing there. Then by the description (A.4]) and
the condition that P; only have terms of bidegree > (1,1), we conclude that CZ™
is closed under multiplication and inversion of G’, namely CZ™ is a subgroup.

Lastly we prove that CZ™ < Z™ has index Cm,, and in particular that I' N
Ay ~1NG’ has index < C™ = poly,, (M) in T'NG’. Use the identification G’ = R™
by the Mel’cev coordinates. Let us write I'V(©) := CZ™ c TNG'. Tt suffices to show
that a fundamental domain for the quotient G’/I"(®) can be taken as the product
[0,C)™ of intervals, an analogous statement to [I2, Lemma A.14]. The verification
goes exactly as in loc. citld

This completes the proof of Lemma (and therefore of Proposition [ATT]
phew!). O

APPENDIX B. ELEMENTARY INEQUALITIES
We recall a few inequalities from [I0, Appendix A]. As we need them in slightly

different formats than in loc. cit., we will include complete proofs of them.

Proposition B.1 (Eliminating the characteristic function of cubes). Let B be a
finite set and J(B) C Z™ a bounded cube given for each € B. Let B x Z™ — C
be a function and N > 2 an integer. Then there is a homomorphism &: 2" — Q/Z

10We believe that the order m,m — 1,...,1 in the proof in loc. cit. has to be reversed.
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such that we have

B1) > | D> Ligp@K(@Ba)

BEB |ze[£N]™

< (1Og2n N) Z Z 27r1£ (57 )

BEB |z€[£N]"

Proof. This is essentially taken from [10, Lemma A.2]. We identify the set [£N]"
with the additive group (Z/(2N + 1)Z)". By Fourier analysis, for any cube J we
can write
lJ(.TE) — Z <1J,e27ri£(7)> .627”'5(1)
§€Hom((Z/(2N+1)Z)",Q/Z)

where (15,¢*™0)) = Eye(z/ns1yz)n La(@)e 2740,

Suppose J is the product [a1,b1] X - -+ X [ap, by], and that under the bijection

1
2N +1
the map & corresponds to the tuple (&1, ...,&,) € [£N]™. Then

(1g, 7)) = T <2N+1 Z ¢S )

=1 r=a;

Hom((Z/(2N +1)Z)",Q/Z) = ( Z)" 7" = [£N]",

By the sum of geometric series, unless §; = 0 we have

(B2) # bzl 6_%511 _ 1 6_%&‘“ _ 6_%51(%4‘1)
ON 1|2~ N+ 1 pp———ars

1 2 1
<
2N + 1 2N+1|§1| 7T|§l|

and when & = 0 the left hand side equals (b; — a; + 1)/(2N + 1) which is < 1. Let
us denote this upper bound by b(&;):

“o-{i T

so that (15,4 < b(&p) ---b(En).
By the triangle inequality for the [?>-norm, we have

o\ 1/2
(L.H.S. of (B1))'/? = Z Z Z (155), e 2 N2 @K (3, 2)
BEB |£€[£N]" z€[£N]™
o\ 1/2

< DD DD gy, e ) PTE@K (B, 2)

£E[£N]™ \ BEB |z€[£N]™
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By the relation (155, e2™¢(=))| < b(&1) -+ - b(&y), this is bounded as follows:
o\ 1/2
< N bE) b)) | D] DL ETEPK(B )
EE[EN]” BEB |z€[£N]™
o 1/2

S| X e b | max | D] DD ETEIK ()

EE[EN]" BEB |ze[£N]™

By (B2), we know

S b)) <§n>gg(1+%<1+%+---+§)> < log" N.

EE[EN]"

This completes the proof of Proposition [B.1 O

Proposition B.2 (A version of Cauchy—Schwarz). Let A,B be finite sets and let
fiA—C,F: AxB— C be functions. Then

D> J@F

a€A beB

1/2

<max|f )| (F#A)/? Z Z ')

acAbb eB

Proof. This is taken from [I0, Lemma A.10]. By the triangle inequality

>N f@F(ab)| < |f(@)] > F(a,b) < max|f(a I 1D F(a,b)|.

ac€A beB acA beB a€A [beB

By Cauchy—Schwarz for the functions 1 and a — ’ZbeB ( on A, we have

ZZFab ZFab

a€A |beB beB

#A 1/2

a€A

#A 1/2 Z Z ab/)

a€Ab,b'EB

These two inequalities imply the assertion of Proposition [B.2] ([l

ApPPENDIX C. THE PSEUDORADOM MAJORANT

As usual, let a be a non-zero fractional ideal of K equipped with a norm-length
compatible basis a = Z™. Fix once and for all a C*°-function x: R — [0, 1] sup-
ported in [—1, 1] and satisfying x(0) = 1. Set

1
Cy 1= / X (t)*dt > 0.
0

Whenever a positive real number w > 0 is given, we write W := P(w) :=

Hp <wP €N
The following definition is taken from [20, §§6-7].
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Definition C.1. Let R, w > 0 be positive numbers. Let b € a be coprime to W in
the sense that Wa + bOx = a. Define the function vg ,, ,: a = R>o by
(C.1)

V(@) = <PI\<A(;N) ~ress—1(Ck(s))logR Z 1k () (%) 7

Cx
(Wz+b)a—1Cd

where 0 runs through the non-zero ideals of Ok containing (Wz + b)a~!.

We want to use this function to majorize the W-tricked Ak. In fact, it is more
convenient to consider the following variant where we ignore the contribution from
prime powers of exponents > 2:

A (0) := 1[0 is a prime ideal] - Ak (),
Ag(z) == Ak (za™t)  for z € a)\ {0}.

Proposition C.2. Assume 0 < w < (logN)%5 and b € [0, W —1]" C a (a complete
set of representatives for a/Wa). Then we have a bound

oK (W) log N
W A (Wa +b) <k logR VR,w,6(T)
for all z € [£N]™ C a satisfying N(Wx + b) > R - N(a).

In particular, set R := NV for some integer t > 1. Then
e (W)
Wn
for all but <x N"798 many x € [£N]" C a.

(C.2)

(C.3) A (Wz +b) <k x 10t - %1 100, (%)

Proof. When (Wz+b)a~! is not a prime ideal, the assertion is trivially true because
the left hand side is zero.

Assume (Wz +b)a~! is a prime ideal. Then the left hand side is %N((Wm +
b)a~!). By the assumptions on w, b, we know Wz+b € [£2WN]" and thus N((Wz+
b)a~!) <k (WN)" < N1, Therefore the left-hand side is

W
SDI\(A(M ) log N.
On the other hand, since p := (Wa + b)a~! is assumed to be prime, the only

choices for b in (C.J]) are b = p, Ok. But p does not contribute by the assumptions
N(p) > R and Supp(x) C [-1,1]. So we can compute as:

e (W) ress—1(Ck(s))logR o (W)
= . * 1 R.
wr ey FRx Ty 08

<K

I/l?{,w,b(x)

This proves (C2J).

To prove (C3) we have to bound the number of = € [+N]" satisfying N((Wz +
b)a~!) < R. By Proposition [El and Lemma [E:3] we know that the number of
y € [£2WN]" satisfying N(ya™') < R is

<k R+ Og((WN)" 1) < N"708,

Since the map x — y := Wz + b is injective and carries [£N]” into [£2WN]", we
deduce that the number of z € [£N]" satisfying N((Wz + b)a™1) < R is subject to
the same bound. This completes the proof. O
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Now we want to verify that our majorants satisfy suitable pseudorandomness
condition. Though the concrete pseudorandomness conditions needed in Theorem
[A1] and Theorem [[.4] are slightly different, they are both derived from the main
computation in our earlier work [20].

Theorem C.3. Let N,t,d,L > 0 be positive integers and let
Gy 0 20— a

be linear maps of coefficients < L with respect to a norm-length compatible basis of
a. Assume that they all have finite cokernels and that their kernels do not contain
each other.

Let 1 < w < (logN)%5 be a real number and set W = P(w) = [1,<. p- Choose
any by,...,by € a coprime to W in the sense that Wa + b;0x = a. Choose any
intervals 1y,...,14 CZ of > N2 elements and set B:=1; x --- x [ C Z%.

IfN > O k(1) and w > Ok ¢(LO»()) + O(4™), we have

HVNl/lot w,b; ((251( ))

Proof. This is a specialized form (R := N'/19%) of [20, Theorem 6.33, Remark 6.32]
(see also [20, comment before Remark 6.30]). O

1- E
zeB

| = Oxﬁtyn(l/w).

Corollary C.4 (majorization, Gowers-close to 1). Let s > 1 be an integer. Let
Osx(1) < w < (logN)5 be a positive number and let b € a be coprime to W =
P(w). Sett := 25F1. Then for any cuboid B C Z" = a that is the product of
intervals of > N'/? elements, we have

1

< —.
Uy X

a
Hl - VN1/10t7w7b‘

Proposition [C.2] and Corollary [C4] can be summarized that except for negligibly
few (< N™798) points in [£=N]", the W-tricked A} is bounded from above up to a
constant factor Ok  (¢) by a function which is only O, s, (1/w) away from 1 in the
Gowers UsT-norm.

Corollary C.5 (simultaneous majorization, linear forms condition). Let N ¢, d, L >
1 be integers and assume N > L1000 + O, 4 x(1).

Let Ok 4(LO"(M) + 0(4™) < w < (logN)%> be a positive number and set W =
P(w) = [[,<, p- Choose any bi,...,by € [0,W —1]" C a coprime to W. Then
there exists a function v: a — R>q that satisfies the (t,d,L)-linear forms condition
in scale > N2 within error < Oy, (1/w) (Definition [F.3) such that we have a
pointwise bound

LA, (2) <k t-v(z)
for all 1 <i <t and all but < N"~98 many x € [£N]" C a

Proof. Choose any C°° function x: R — [0,1] as in the beginning of this section.
Then the function —— 1+VN1/10t woy T F V11000, », ) works thanks to Proposition
[C2] and Theorem m

When verifying the linear forms condition, there is a “wraparound” issue aris-
ing from the somewhat artificial definition of v, [+2]n in Definition [F.3] which goes
through the bijection F) = [+p/2]". This can be handled by chopping the domain
of summation (which is the product of copies of [£p/2]", p > N%52) into cuboids
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of side lengths € [N'/2 2N'/2] and disregarding not nice cuboids as in [9 p. 527]
(their contribution is <4 LN'/2/p). O

C.1. Variant for the localization Ox[S™!]. When we treat the localization Ok [S™!]
in relation to the application for the Hasse principle in §I3] we will want to have
a pseudorandom majorant for its von Mangoldt function Ay, [g-1). For this we
modify (CI)) by only considering ideals d coprime to S:

V§*1,R,w,b(x) =
2

|(OK[S_11/(W))X| _ress=1(Ck(s))logR S () (10gN(0))

[0k [S~1]/(W)] Cx logR

0€ldealsk
coprime to S

o|(Waz4b)a™!

Here it will be useful to know the following description of the coefficient:

(O [S~H/ (W)X I px (p)
Ok [S71]/ (W) N(p)

p|W

coprime to S

Proposition holds by exactly the same proof:

[(Ok[S™H/ (W)X
|Ok([S—1]/(W)] ~OxBT]
To see that Theorem[C.3land its corollaries continue to hold for vg 1 /100 g 4 4
one has to go through the proof of it in [20] §6]. Everything in loc. cit. works equally
just by focusing on ideals coprime to S. The error terms do not need modification
because there are less terms to deal with. We conclude:

Theorem C.6. Let s,N > 1 be integers. Let Os k(1) < w < (logN)°5 be a positive
number and let b € a be coprime to W = P(w) in a[S™!], i.e., b ¢ pa for allp | W

that is coprime to S. Then there is a function VS*I,NI/W*S,w,b: a— Rxo such that

1

smx

(Wz +b) <k 10t v§-1 q1106 4 4(2)-

|

_ ya =
S—1,N/2°F5 4y p Us+1(B)

for any B C a that is the product of intervals of lengths > N'/2 with respect to a
norm-length compatible basis a = Z™, and that we have a pointwise bound on [£N]7
except for < N"08 points:
[(Ox[S™1)/ (W)
|0k [S~1]/(W)]

L R R B

APPENDIX D. SUPPLEMENTS FROM ALGEBRAIC NUMBER THEORY
D.1. Mertens’ theorem.

Proposition D.1 (Mertens’ theorem for number fields; [25, Theorem 2]). For
positive numbers x > 0 we have:

1L\
I (I_W) = &7 - res(C(5)) - log  + O (1)

p
N(p)<z
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Here, v is Euler’s constant.

D.2. Sieve theory for ideals. In the proof of Proposition[5.2] we used part (1) of
the following lemma (for the usual context of integers Z). Part (2) was used when
we performed a Vaughan-type decomposition of the Cramér/Siegel models of Ak
in Proposition

Let Idealsig_free be the set of square-free elements (i.e., the products n = py - - - p,.
of distinct prime ideals, r > 0). Choose a total order “<” on the set of non-zero
prime ideals, compatible with the norm in the sense that

(D.1) p1 < p2 implies N(p1) < N(p2).

For an ideal n and a real numbers z, let us write n < z (resp. n < z, ...) to mean
N(n) < z (resp. N(n) < z,...). For z > 2, let P(2) be the ideal

Bz) =[] »
p<z

Lemma D.2 (Fundamental Lemma). Let z > 0, k > 0 be real numbers and let
D 2 29n+1'

Let g: Ideals;?_free — [0,1) C R be a multiplicative function. Assume that we
have a bound

(D.2) [T -6 <n(f22)

logw
w<lp<z &

for some constant M > 0 and all 2 < w < z.

Let (an)neldeals be a family of non-negative real numbers, zero except for finitely
many n, and X > 0 be a real number. For each ideal ® < D dividing B(z), let vy be
the remainder defined by the relation

(D.3) Z an = Xg(d) + 7o.
n€ldealsk
?n
Then:

(1) Write S(z) == 3, cldeatsk Onlotp(z)=(1)- We have

S(z) = X( IT @ —g<p>>> (1+ OO 52) 10 [ 3 ol

0<p<z 1<0<D

[P (2)
(2) There are functions (depending on D) A\ : Idealsx — {—1,0,1}; 0 — A&
satisfying:
o Mt =1;

(1)
e \T is supported on Idealsk <p;
e for all n € Idealsk, we have

DA <y )N
?n ?n
o Write Si(z) = Zneldcalsx Qn ZD|(n+’13(z)) /\Di We have
[S(2) = 8*(2)| < O(e™ 1= M) - X - [T (1= gp) + D Irol.

p<z 2P (2)
2<D
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Proof. When K = Q, this is [I8] pp. 153-159], notably (6.19), (6.20), Theorem 6.1,
Corollary 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 in loc. cit. (We are writing D for their y.) Consult
also [5], §86.4-6.5] for clearer definitions and more careful proofs.

One can check, slightly amuzingly, that the definitions and arguments in the
above continue to make sense and work for any free commutative monoid .# gener-
ated by a countable set, equipped with:

e a multiplicative function (the “norm”) N:.# — N such that for every
n € N, the inverse image N~!(n) C .# is finite;
e a total order on the set of irreducible elements (“prime ideals”) compatible
with the norm in the sense of (D.I)).
In particular they apply to .# = Idealsx with the usual norm and the chosen
ordering. O

D.3. Hecke characters. We make a minimum recollection on the notion of Hecke
characters. See [19, §2.3] for references.

Let Ix be the group of ideles of K. For non-zero ideals q = Hp p"r C Ok, denote
by C(q) the following quotient of Ixk:

C(a) == | K@gR)* x PK*/(1+p™0k,) x PZ]| /K*.
plg pta

An inclusion q C ¢’, or q' | g, induces a surjection C(q) = C(g’). When a non-zero
fractional ideal a is coprime to ¢, we have a well-defined class

[a] € C(q).

A Hecke character of the number field K is a continuous homomorphism from
the group of ideles to the group of complex numbers of absolute value 1:

Y:Ix = Sti={z€C*||z] =1}
The continuity implies that ¢ factors through C(q) for some non-zero ideal ¢. In
this case ¢ is called a mod q Hecke character. There is a maximum ideal q such

that this factorization happens; we call it the conductor of 1.
For a non-zero fractional ideal a, let us write

(a/qa)” := {x € a/qa | = generates a/qa as an Og-module},
a”% = a Xq/qq (a/qa)”
= {z € a | z generates a/qa as an Og-module}.
There is a natural map of sets, which we also denote by incl:
incl: (a/qa)* — C(q),

induced by the maps (a/qa)* — K* /(14+p"*Ox ) for p | q, and the constant maps
(a/qa)”* — {vp(a)} C Z for p {q. Let us write

/99" .— o incl: (a/qa)* — C(q) — S*.
By the restriction ¥%: a — C of b to a we mean the zero-extension of the
following composite map to a:

Vv ia

X,q (incl,can)

(K®@gR)* x (a/qa)™ Il indl, C(q) Y8t e
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Suppose that ¢ has discrete image (as in the case of a Siegel character) and
that we are given a subset Q@ C (K ®g R)* of constant sign in the sense that for
each real embedding o: K < R, the image o(f2) is contained in either R~ or Rg.
Then by continuity, the image ¥ (incl(Q2)) C S! consists of one point, which we write
¥(w) € S* for short. Then we have

VHz) = w0 (2)  forallz € a®INQ,

and in particular the restriction of ¢ to a N Q factors through a/qa.

APPENDIX E. LATTICE POINTS IN A SUBSET

The intuition that the number of lattice points in a subset of R™ should be well
approximated by its volume is deeply rooted in our genes. In this section we recall
a quantitative result to this effect.

By convention, subsets of the Euclidean spaces R™ are given the usual [>-metric
(also called the Euclidean metric) and its restriction in this section.

A lattice A in R™ means a discrete subgroup isomorphic to Z™. Its determinant
det(A) is defined to be the volume of the compact quotient R"™/A. We write A, for
the smallest length of non-zero elements:

A1 :=min{|v| | v € A\ {0}}.

The choice of notation is based on the fact that it is the first of the so-called
successive minima of A.

The following proposition involves the notion of subsets of Lipschitz class Lip(n, Z,L).
We recall it in Definition [E.2]

Proposition E.1. Let A C R"™ be a lattice.
(1) Let vi,...,v, € A be a basis. Write

F={aiv1 + 4 anv,|a; €0,1)g for all1 <i<n}

for the associated fundamental domain. Let C > 1 be a positive number
such that

[v;] <CAy foralli=1,...,n.
Then for every subset S C R™ of Lipschitz class Lip(n,Z,L) with L > Ay,

we have

n—1
#{veA| (v+F)NS # 2} <, ZC™ (%) .
1

(2) Let Q2 C R"™ be a closed set whose boundary OS2 is of Lipschitz class Lip(n, Z, L)
with L > A\1. Then we have

#(QHA)_%‘ <<nZ()\£1>n_1

Proof. These are specialized forms of [32] Proposition 5.2 and Corollary 5.3]. O

Above we used the following notion.
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Definition E.2 (subsets of certain Lipschitz classes). Let Z > 1 be an integer and
L > 0 be a positive real number. A subset S C R" is said to be of Lipschitz class
Lip(n, Z, L) if there are maps

Y 0,1 =R, i=1,...,7Z
which have Lipschitz constant < L and cover S in the sense that S C UiZ:1 #i([0,1]771L).

This is taken from [33], Definition 2.2]. The same notion is written as Lip(n, 1, Z, L)
in [32], Definition 2.1].

Note that when we have finitely many sets 2; C R™ whose boundary 0f2; is of
Lipschitz class Lip(n, Z;, L;), then the intersection (), £2; has boundary of Lipschitz
class Lip(n, ), Z;, max; L;) at worst.

Convex sets in the cube [N, N]™ are known to have boundary of Lipschitz class
Lip(n, 1,0,(N)) [33, Theorem 2.6]. Other than that, Proposition[Edlis used mainly
to subsets with the following type of boundary:

Lemma E.3 (The sets with constant norm are Lipschitz). Let N > 2 be a positive
real number and set

(CSN = {Z eC | |Z| < N}
Let r1,79 > 0 be integers and consider the norm function

N:R" xC? =R
1 [
(,2) = (T1y ooy Ty 20, ey Zrg) H;CiH|Zj|2.
i=1 =1
Then for any a € R the subset

S<n(a) :=={(z,2) € [-N,N]"" x CZ | N(z,2) = a}

is in Lipschitz class Lip(ri + 212, Oy ry (1), Oy 1y (N)): in other words, there are
continuous maps ¢; (1 <i <Oy, ,,(1))

[0, 1)1 H+2r2= 1 25y Ry 2
with Lipschitz constants < Oy, », (N) such that
Sen(a) C [Jau([0, 1] 2=,
Proof. This is elementary but we include a proof for the sake of completeness. The

norm map N factors as

R

12

R™ x C™2 — R™ x R,
(:v,z) — ($;|21|7'--7T2T2|)7

(z,9) >

T2

zi 1 y5
=1

i

i=1
and for any a € R if we set
S<n(a) := {(z,y) € [-N,N]2y x [0,N]"* | N(z,y) = a} C R x R,
we can recover S<n(a) by
S<n(a) =
{(@351€®™% Ly, €®072) € R™ X C7 | (2,y) € S(a), (0)1<j<r € [0,1]7).
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This reduces the problem to showing that S<n(a) is of Lipschitz class Lip(r; +
72, Ory 75 (1), Op, 1, (N)). While it is easy to construct an explicit covering with this
Lipschitz property, here we choose to describe a quick proof using the case of the
boundary of a convex set.

By the symmetry +x; one can restrict attention to S<x(a) N [0,N]"**"2 and
assume a > 0. Since N is a convex function on [0, N]"1+"2, the set Q<n(a) := {z €
[0,N]"1*72 | N(2) > a} is a convex set. As 9Q<n(a) is known to be of Lipschitz class
Lip(r1 +72,1, 0y 41, (N)) by [33, Theorem 2.6] and we have S<x(a) C 90<n(a), we
conclude that S<x(a) is of the same Lipschitz class. This completes the proof. [

The next proposition could also be formulated in the Lipschitz boundary setting,
but we do not need to do so.

Proposition E.4. Let Q C [£N]§ be a convez set and M, Y > 1 be positive numbers.
Then

(1) There is a decomposition of the indicator function 1g: [£N]™ — C of Q into
a sum of the form

(E.1) lo= (> c-&| +G+H,
e

where
o = C Q" is a finite set of size O,(Y™), and each & = (&1,...,&,) € Q™ is
seen as a function on Z"™ by (21, ..., xy) = exp(2mi(&1a1 + - - - + Enn));
o lce| <1 foralle=;
o the values of G have absolute values < 1 and # supp(G) = O, (N"/M);
o ]l = On(MSEY).

(2) Furthermore, suppose a lattice A C Z" and a residue class a € Z"/A is
giwen. Then the indicator function lgn(aqa) @8 written as a sum of the
same form (E.JI), where some of the conditions on =, G and |[H| are
relazed to

o 45 = 0,(Y") - #(Z"/A),
e the values of G have absolute values < #(Z™/A),

o ], = O, (M5 - #(z"/0)).
Proof. Part (1) follows from [10, Lemma A.9] and [I5, Corollary A.3].

For part (2), by Fourier analysis on the finite abelian group Z™/A, the indicator
function 1,4 4: Z™ — C can be written as a C-linear combination

loja = Z Cn -1,
nezZn /K
where Z/"/\A = Hom(Z"/A,C*) — Hom(Z",C*) is the dual abelian group. To
conclude, multiply (EJI) by 1414- O
APPENDIX F. THE VON NEUMANN THEOREM FOR THE GOWERS NORMS

The (generalized) von Neumann theorem for the Gowers norms gives a criterion
for when a sum of the form >~ -\ xjnnq [1._, fi(¢i(z)), where Q C R™ is a convex
set, ¢;: Z% — Z™ are affine-linear maps and f;: Z" — C are functions.



LINEAR PATTERNS OF PRIME ELEMENTS IN NUMBER FIELDS 89

We state it (Theorem [[4)) after explaining the complexity s > 0 of the set of
linear maps (;.51, e ,ét and the linear forms condition on a function Z" — R>¢.

Our exposition is different from [I5, Appendix C] in that we consider Z™ instead
of Z, we make it explicit that the so-called correlation condition from loc. cit. is not
needed, and we write down an explicit bound because unlike [15], the decay rate
matters to us.

We will use bold face letters such as @ to denote tuples instead of underlined
ones z because after some experiments, the author thinks they are easier to read
in this section, where we use so many sub/superscripts.

F.1. Preliminary notions.

Definition F.1 (complexity of a set of linear maps). Let ¢1,...,1: Z¢ — Z"
linear maps.

ey are sald to have (Cauchy—-Schwarz) complexity < s at the index 1 €
1) They id to h Cauchy—Sch lexity he index i
{1,...,t} if there is a partition {1, ey ,t} = Zill Cy such that for
all k € {1,...,s+ 1}, the restriction of ¢;:
1/)i: m ker(wj) — "
JECK
has finite cokernel. (For this to hold, of course each ker(t;) must have rank
>n.)
(2) They are said to have complexity < s if they do at every index.
(3) They are said to be in s-normal form at the index i if there are disjoint sets
Bi,...,Bsy1 (or less members) of standard vectors of Z% such that
(a) for all j # i, there is a 1 < k < s+ 1 such that v; is the zero map on
VASLE
(b) for all 1 <k < s+ 1, the restriction of v;:
P B > 2
has finite cokernel.
Note that if the maps {wj}1<j<t are in s-normal form at ¢, then they have

Cauchy—Schwarz complexity < s at ¢ because we can take Cy := {j’d)j‘zgk = O}.

The next fact can be used to reduce problems involving linear maps of Cauchy—
Schwarz complexity < s to the case of s-normal forms.

Proposition F.2. Let), ..., ¢ : Z% — Z™ be linear maps having Cauchy-Schwarz
complezity < s at some index i € {1,...,t}.

Then, there is a surjection Z% — Z4 with d' < (s + 2)d such that the composites
Pl 74 - 74 - 7n (i=1,...,t) are in s-normal form at the indez i.

Moreover, if ;s have coefficients of sizes < L for some positive L, then 1/)3 s
can be taken to have coefficients < O, (LO»(1).

Proof. A standard algorithm gives us a basis of Je ker(¢;) having coeflicients
< Ogpn(LOM). Let di (< d) be its rank and Z% — ;¢ ker(y;) C Z be the
corresponding map. Then the surjection
s+1
z'o Pzt — z?
k=1
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satisfies the desired properties. (I

Next we formulate the linear forms condition.

Definition F.3 (Linear forms condition). Let ¢,d,L,N be positive integers and
0 < p <1 a positive real number.

A function v: Z™ — R is said to satisfy the (¢,d, L)-linear forms condition in
scale > N and within error < p if the following is always true:

Let ¥1,. .., 24 — 7" (t' <t, d < d) be linear maps such that:

(1) their linear parts t; have coefficients of size < L, . .
(2) for every pair of distinct indices i # j, we have ker(¢;) ¢ ker(¢),),
(3) coker(1);) are all finite.

Then for any prime number p > N, we have

t/

L= E ([[0qge ovir,) || <o
P \i=1

Here, 9;r, is the Fy-linear map 9;r, := 1; @ Fy: Fg/ — Fp and v [+2]n denotes
the composite

. ~ p1" v
V|2 " Fz — {i§:| cZt = Rzo.
F.2. The statement of the generalized von Neumann theorem. The next
is a direct generalization of [15, Proposition 7.1] to the case where the target is Z"
rather than Z. There, [|¢||y < L means that the affine-linear map v¢: Z¢ — Z" has
linear coefficients of {*°-norm < L and constant term of {*°-norm < NL.

Theorem F.4. Let t,d,L,n > 0 be positive parameters. Then there exisits Ng =
Odyn(LO"(l)) such that for all N > Ny, the following holds:
Let 1,... ¢ Z¢ — Z" be affine-linear maps, ||¢;]ly < L, having Cauchy-

Schwarz complexity <'s. Let fi,..., fi: Z" — C be functions satisfying:

(1) || fillgsrr (= (a+1)LN, @+ 1yiNgmy < O for some i and positive 6 > 0.

(2) We have a pointwise bound | f;| < v on [£(d+1)LN]" for all i wherev: 2™ —
R>q is a function satisfying the (12511, 4(s42)d, O 4., (LO»(M))-linear forms
condition in scale > N with error < p for some positive p.

Let Q C [-N,N]¢ C R? be a convex body.
Then for any positive value M, X > 0 we have

Lo [[(fiov)

i 1 log X)
i=1

<<d,n,s Ld (Xd(6 + p1/28+2 n 2tp1/23+1) L1 M

NN M X

We will give an outline of the proof in the next subsection. It follows the strategy
below.

Strategy F.5. The proof will go through several reduction steps:

(1) we go modulo p, where p is a prime number comparable in size to (d+1)LN;
this step account for the factor LY in the right hand side.

(2) in order to dispose of the characteristic function lq, we first replace it with

functions with Lipschitz constants < M. This account for the term ﬁ
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(3) we write the Lipschitz function(s) as a Fourier series containing at most
04(X%) terms and an error term. The error term accounts for the term
MIO%X and the number of terms in the Fourier series accounts for the factor
X4,

(4) the trigonometric functions in the Fourier series can be absorbed into the
functions f; so that we can ignore them.

(5) we are reduced to the estimation of averages of the form Era Hle fi o,

This will be bounded in size by § + pt/2""" 4 2tpt/2"""

F.3. Proof of the von Neumann theorem. We first treat the mod p version of
Proposition [[.4] where the convex set  is also omitted.

Proposition F.6. Let t,d,L,n > 0 positive parameters. Then there exists Ny =
04, (LO(1)) such that for all N > Ny:

Let 1, ..., Z9 — 7™ be affine-linear maps satisfying ||v;|| < L and having
Cauchy-Schwarz complexity < s for some integer s > 0.

Let p > No any prime number and fi,..., ft: F)y — C be functions whose ab-
solute values are pointwise bounded by a function v that satisfies the (t2°+1 4(s +
2)d, Og.,(LO»MW))-linear forms condition in scale > No and with error < p for some
positive p.

Also assume ”fi”UsH(]Fg) < 0 for some i and positive 6 > 0.

Then for any prime number p > Ny we have

<8(5+ p/* ).

E H(fi o ;)
=1

=1
SN

Proof. By symmetry in the indices i = 1,...,t, we may assume ||f1HUS+1(]F$ < 6.
By Proposition [[.2] we may assume ; are in s-normal form at the index 1. Note
that because of this maneuver, every O(LY(M)-type quantities appearing below
must be taken as an Od,n(—)on(l) of it for the validity of the proposition in the
general case. Also, the rank d gets replaced by at most (s + 2)d.

Using the disjoint sets By, ...,Bsy1 (or less members) from Definition [F1l write

s+1
Xy = 7ZP* and X = @Xk
k=1

Also, let Y be the subspace spanned by those standard vectors not in Uiill Bi. We
have a decomposition

2P=X,0-- X @Y

and we know

(1) for all j € {2,...,t}, the map v; is zero on some Xy;

(2) forall 1 <k < s+1, the restriction ¢ : X — Z™ has finite cokernel (whose

order is O, (L™) by elementary Z-linear algebra).
Let us use the symbol zj, to denote elements of X and y to denote elements of Y.
We denote elements of X = X; @ -+ & X141 by the symbol © = (z1,...,2Zs41).
Now we go modulo p. Denote by X, X and Y the F,,-vector spaces Xy ®z Fp,

X®zF, and Y ®zF,. We can rewrite the average E]Fg as a nested one Eyev Ezex:
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By the triangle inequality we have

t
(F.1) E][ficvs|< E | E Hfg (Wj(z +y))

P j=1 yeY :l‘:EX

We apply the Cauchy—Schwarz—Gowers inequality [15, Corollary B.4] to the situa-
tion A = {1,...,s+ 1}, X =X; x - x X441 and functions

fii(—+y): Xix - xXeg1 — C
(X1, mst1) = fj(i(T 4 Te1 + ).

Note that as v; (j # 1) is zero on some Xj, we know Q(j) € {1,...,s+ 1} for
j # 1. Hence the previous value (2] is bounded as:
2IBl jgst1

(F.2) < E_ I (- +Dllonw,x0 L1 Imall 25,
yeY BCA

where we have set

vBy(zrik € B) = H u(wj (Zxk—i—y)) .

j st. Q(j)=B kEB

The quantity (E.2)) is the average of the product of 2°*! functions. Recall Holder’s
inequality: EXYZ < (EXP)Y/P(EY9)Y4(EZ")Y/" for positively valued functions
X,Y,Z and exponents p,q,r satisfying (1/p) + (1/q) + (1/r) = 1, and similarly
when there are more factors. By this we can bound (E.2)) as

(F.3)
1/25+1 1/2s+1
2IBI
< ( E /i (1 (- +y>>||DA(VAyXA)> 11 ( E bl %)
yeY BCA ,
We treat the first factor and the latter ones seprately.
Lemma F.7. For all B C A we have
1 2IBI
(B sl )| <0
In particular, the latter factors of (E3) are bounded as:
1/2°+!
2!BI s+1

II ( E [lvBylio, VBy,XB)> <J[a+p"*" <1+4p.

BCA \VEY BCA
Proof. By the definition of the box norm [[—||ge,, ,:Xy) and the function vg,, we
have
(F.4)

2/BI (w
E veultmgs, s = E B I1 I ovle| D e +y
yey yeY = w7 ] s.t. Q(J)CB we {0,112 keQ(y)

€Drcp X
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By some linear algebra, it turns out we can use the pseudorandomness of v to the
linear maps (given for each pair of j € {2,...,t} and w € {0, 1}90))

U, Y& (@pep X))’ N zn
(0) (1) ) (wi)
() (4)0) = o, 35,5,

The number of linear maps listed here is 22:2 21201 < ¢2%. They have coefficients

< L. Via the surjection 7% — 7% at the beginning of the proof of Proposition [F.6]
this translates to coefficients < Og.,,(LO()). The source (a subspace of Z% @& Z%")
has rank < 2d’ < 2(s 4+ 2)d.

We conclude that the difference between ([4]) and 1 is less than p. This com-
pletes the proof of Lemma O

By Lemmal[E.7] the second factor of (E.3]) is < 14p < 2. So far we have obtained:
t 1/2s+1
2s+1
€5 |[L5ow|<2( E 1AW DB x| -
]Fp j=1 yeY

We move on to the computation of the right hand side. By unfolding definitions we
see:

2s+1

E 111 (= +yD)Gaq,, X

s+1
- E E I c“ne (Zx,ﬁ””+y>) I IO v@l > =& +y)
YEY 5O (1) —

X we{0,1}¢+1 J#1 we{0,1}20) keQ(y)

We introduce a variable h = (hy,...,hsy1) = z® — 20 o delete 2. We
write @ afresh for £(®) and replace the expressions ok z@r) by the expression
x+w-h:=x+ ), w-hg This gives us:

= E E H e‘w‘fl(¢1($+w'h+y))'n H v(y; (@ +w-h+y))

yeY x,h ) N .
ex \wef{o,1}°%! J#1 we{0,1}2G)

Since 1); is affine-linear, we know

Yj(x+w-h+y)=vj(x+y)+w- h)+1;(0).
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Let us introduce new variables z == i1 (z +y) € Fy and k = Y1 (h) € . Denote
by ¢i(x); the j* component of ¢;(x) € Z¢. This gives us:

(F6) = E I[[ e“nGro k+v(0)

z,keFn
P \we{0,1}F1!

[I II v(%@+m+diw ) +v0)

x, thH
( v) 771 we{0,1}90

Where E(g,y) > means the average over all (x,y) that map to the given z. Similarly

for Ens k.
Note that without the gigantic v-factor, the expression (.6 would be exactly

s+1
Eyev ||f1(—+ 1 (O))||%S+1(Fn) by the definition of the Gowers U**!-norm. Because
p
s+1
the Gowers U*T!-norm is invariant under translation on F7, it equals Eyey Il /1 |\%3+1(F2) =

IIf1 ||Us+1(]Fn Thus we want to show that we can ignore the v-factor in (26). We
introduce a shorthand symbol:

Wiz k) = ETL TT v(di@+m+diw h)+1,0).

,y)—z h—k
o) I#1 wef0,1y20)

By (E.6) we have the next equality. We want to show that this value is sufficiently
small:

s+1
(F.7) Hf1||%s+1(wg)— E?Hfl(?ﬁl( +y))||DA (vayXa)
ye

= E [T €“fz+w-k+¢1(0)- (1 - W(z k)

= kel we{0,1}°+1
By the triangle inequality, its absolute value is bounded as:
(F.8) < E [T v(+w k+3:1(0): 1 - W(z k)|
z,kG]Fp w€{011}3+1

We use the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality in the following form: for non-negatively
valued functions X,Y , we have | EXY| < (EX)Y?(E X|Y|?)*/2. The absolute value
of (E8) is bounded as:

1/2
F9 <|E JI vE+w k+y:(0)
z’kwe{0,1}5+1
1/2
[I vE+w k+9:(0) 11— W(z k)P
z,k
we{0,1}+!

By expanding |1 — W(z, k)|?, we are reduced to showing the next estimate.
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Lemma F.8. Fora=0,1,2, we have

1-E| J] vE+w k+¢i(0) Wiz k)" || <p.
we{0,1}s+!

Admitting Lemma [[.]] for a while, we obtain
(L.H.S. of () < (1+ p)/2(4p)/? < 3p*/2.
This establishes a bound on the right-hand side of (]ED We conclude

E_ (= +0)Bx g, x0 = 1500w + 01(0?)
oy W YDIDA WA, Xa) = I Tllus+1(rm) 1
(with the implied constant in O; being < 3). By (2] we will conclude

st1 1/2s+1 R 1/2s+1
]E H f] o w] < 2. (Hfl|‘%5+1(]l*‘g) + 3[)1/2) < 4 . (52 i + p1/2>

P ] 1
Either 6277 < p'/? or the other way around, this is bounded as:
< 4(252s+1)1/23+1 I 4(2p1/2)1/2s+1 <85+ 8p1/23+2_

This shows the assertion of Proposition [F.6l In the above argument, we had to
assume p exceeds finitely many quantities of the form Oy, (L"), Let Ng be the
maximum of them.

This completes the proof of Proposition[F.6lexcept that we have assumed Lemma,

ES O

The proof of Proposition above depended on Lemma [.8, which we now
prove:

Proof of Lemma[F.8 Our task is to show that the next value (a = 0,1,2) is close
to 1:

(F.10) E| [ viE+w k+¢i(0) W(zk)?
wef{0,1}+?

Recall by definition
Wk =B E [ [I v (%@ +d n+u0).
71 we{0,1}°W
Let us consider the hardest case a = 2. By expanding W(z, k)? we get
Wek?= E E [ IT v (6@ +dw h)+e0):

v E bRk i we{0,1}2()
v ((8) + 4 (w- h) +45(0))
Substituting this in (EE10) we end up with an expression of the form

E 11 v(¢(v))
vev ¢: finitely many
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where the average is over the vector space
Vi=F¢xF) e X xX
® 2 F e (X0

= {0, 5k, k) | 1(v) = $1(5) and da(h) = (R)},
and ¢ runs through the following set of affine-linear maps
(1) for each w € {0,1}**",

100 (0,0 R ) = () + 1 (w - h) +11(0)

(which equals 9y () + ¢ (w - k) + 11 (0)); ‘
(I) for each pair j,w of j € {2,...,t} and w € {0, 1}Q(J)7
Yjw: (0,83 hB) = () + 4y (w - R) +45(0);
(I1T) for each pair j,w of j € {2,...,t} and & € {0, 1}Q(j),
Vs 5t (0,5, R) = (D) + 4y (w - ) + ;(0).
(The number of affine-linear maps is 2°+! + 22;:2 2120 < ¢25+1 They have
coefficients < L. Via the surjection 74 — 79 at the beginning of the proof of
Proposition [FX6] this means coefficients < Og4.,,(LO»(M)). The dimension of the
source is < 4d' < 4(s + 2)d.)

In order to be able to use the (£2571, 4(s + 2)d, Og4,,(LO"(M))-linear forms con-
dition assumed for v, we want to show that the linear parts of the Z-coefficient
versions of the above maps:

(1) have finite cokernels, and
(2) the kernels do not contain each other.
We omit the tedious but elementary verification of these facts. The procedure is

more complicated but similar to [I5, pp. 1826727] This completes the proof of
Lemma [F.8 and therefore Proposition O

Now we want to upgrade Proposition[[.6] by adding a Lipschitz function into the
picture. Embed the abelian group F, into R/Z by

F, =Z/pZ = (%Z)/Zc—%/z
xr mod pZ <+ % mod Z

and regard a function on (R/Z)% as a function on F¢ through this embedding.

Equip (R/Z)¢ with the [*°-metric, where the metric on R/Z is induced from the
standard one on R through the quotient map R — R/Z. This allows us to talk
about Lipschitz constants of functions on (R/Z).

Proposition F.9. Let t,d,L,n > 0 be positive integers. Let Ng = Od)n(LO"(l)) be
as in Proposition [E.0.

Let M, X > 0 be further positive parameters. Let F: (R/Z)% — C be a 1-bounded
Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant < M.

Let iy, ..., : Z% — Z" be affine-linear maps with ’

;|| < L such that

HNote that in loc. cit. they make an oversimplification after the sentence “C is empty” at
2/3 of p. 1826 based on the false premise {0,1}? = @, but luckily the case of the only element
wg € {0,1}7 can also be worked out.
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(1) coker(v;) are all finite;

(2) Cauchy—Schwarz complexity < s.
Let p > No be a prime number and fi,..., fi: Fy — C be functions whose ab-
solute values are pointwise bounded by a function v satisfying the (t25%1 4(s +
2)d, Qg (LO"MW))-linear forms condition in scale > N with error < p. Assume
||fi||U3+1(F;L) <6 for some index i and § > 0.

Then we have

logX
<

EF Hfz (s @ Fy)| <a X7 (5427 ) 4 M-

For the proof we need some input from Fourier analysis. For a “frequency”

d
¢ € Hom <(%Z/Z) ,R/Z> = (Z/p2)*,

denote by eg the function

The elementary Fourier analysis says that the functions e¢ form a C-basis of the
vector space Map(IE‘g,(C). In general, the expression of a function Fg — C as a
linear combination of eg’s can contain at most p? terms. The next assertion offers a
way to approximate a given Lipschitz function by a linear combination containing
less terms.

Proposition F.10 (see [10, Lemma A.9]). Let M, X > 0 be arbitrary positive num-

bers. If F: (R/Z)* — C is a 1-bounded Lipschitz function with Lipschitz constant
<M, then there is a decomposition

Fimg = > _ceee + H,
g€l
where I C (Z/pZ)? is a subset of size 0q(X?), the coefficients satisfy |ce| < 1, and

H: F§ — C is a function that satisfies |[H|| . < Og (M %)

Proof of Proposition [.9. By Proposition [E.10, we have

(F.11) EF- Hfz (i @F,)|[ <Y Eegl_[fl (1h; @ Fp)
P i=1 gel
EH- H fio (% ®Fy)
The second term in the right-hand side can be bounded as
1ogX
EH. Hfl (i @ Fp)| <04 EHVO (% @ Fp)
Pl 1

and by Proposition we know ’EFz [T, vo(e Fp)’ = 04(1) (note that the
linear forms condition implies ||v/[|lyyer1 gy = (1 + 01(p))Y/2"™ = 041(1)). So the
P
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. . . . log X
second term in the right-hand side of (E.I1)) can be absorbed in the Oy (M%)

term of the conclusioin of Proposition

Next, we show that the first term in the right-hand side of (F-I1]) is an O 4(X%)(6+

pY/ C ). There are two cases to consider depending on the nature of €. To formulate

d
them, note that the homomorphism &: (%Z/Z) — R/Z can be regarded as an
Fp-linear map &: Fg — ), via the isomorhpism %Z/Z =T,.

Case 1. ker(€) 2 Ni_, ker ().

Take a 1-dimensional F,-subspace £ C (/_, ker(s;) not containedd in ker(€).
Take a direct sum decomposition Fg = (& V. By writing the average Ers as the
successive average over v € V and w € ¢, we have

(eﬁnfl wz ®F )Z E (E eg(’U‘FUJ)Hfi(wi)Fp(v—i-w)))

veV \ wel -
=1
= FE 0=0.
veV

Case 2. ker(€) D N}_, ker ().
Note the following elementary fact.

Claim F.11. Under the assumption of Case 2 (that ker( ) D N_, ker(4);)), there
are linear maps n;: Fy — ¥, such that § = Zl 17Mi© 1/)1

Proof. Let pr;: F — F), be the 4t projection. The assumption is equivalent to
the membership relation £ € (pr; ov);); ; where the right-hand side is the F)-span in
the dual space (IFZ) So there are a; ; € F, such that § = Z i @i j Prj oz/Jl Then
Mi i= ) ; i, pr; give desired maps, completing the proof of Clalmm O

Using Claim [EXT1] consider the functions f;: Fj — C defined by
fi(y) = fi(y) - exp (2min(y)/p) -

For every x € Fg we have

Hﬁ%@%(ﬂﬁ@)ﬂm@?Zm%@w-

By the choice of 7;, we have

t
an(¢z Z i 1/)1 + 1/11 - + Z i /(/)’L
i=1

the second term of which is a constant independent of . T herefore we have (with
¢ a complex number of absolute value 1):

[ 7iwit@)) = [T fitwut)) - eela) -

We apply Proposition [E.6] to the functions f/, which have the same Gowers norms
as f; by [I5, (B.11) in Appendix B]. We conclude

t
Eee [[ fic i @) EHf (s @ Fp)| <1 (6 +p"2™).
L —

le




LINEAR PATTERNS OF PRIME ELEMENTS IN NUMBER FIELDS 99

By Cases 1 and 2, for every € we obtain ‘EFg ee Hle fio (i @F,)| = 01(6 +
p/2). Noting |I| = 04(X%), it follows that

> |Eee Hfz (i @ F,)| = 0a(X)(3 +p/*™),
g€l z i=1
completing the proof of Proposition [F.9l O

Now we consider the situation where the sum is taken over a given convex body
Q C (R/Z)*. As always, we embed Ff — (R/Z)".

Proposition F.12. Let t,d,L,n > 0 be positive integers. Let Ng = Od,n(LO"(l))
be as in Proposition (which uses the one from Proposition [F.0).

Let Q C [-1/3,1/3]% be a convex body which we regard as a subset of (R/Z)%.
Let 1g: (R/Z)* — {0, 1} be its indicator function.

Let iy, ..., : Z% — Z" be affine-linear maps with ’ i

(1) coker(v;) are all finite;
(2) Cauchy—Schwarz complexity < s.

Let p > No be a prime number and fi,..., fi: Fy — C be functions whose ab-
solute values are pointwise bounded by a function v satisfying the (1251 4(s +
2)d, Qg (LO"W))-linear forms condition in scale > No with error < p. Also, as-
sume ||fi||US+1(]Fg) <6 for some index i and § > 0.

Then, for any positive numbers M, X > 0, we have

s logX 1
1 o (Y ©F,) XS + pM27) 4 2t XAp/ 2T ot 2o
IEQ Hf (s @ F,)| <a XS+ p )+ + =t

Proof. There is a decomposition
lo =Fm+ Gu

where Fyr, Gy are 1-bounded functions such that Fyy is Lipschitz with Lipschitz
constant < M and |Gy is dominated by a non-negatively valued Lipschitz func-
tion G}, with Lipschitz constant < M and having support C (R/Z)¢ of volume
04(1/M). (For example, writing d for the metric on (R/Z)?, we can take Fy(z) :=
min {0,1 —M-d(Q,2)}, Gu = 1o — Fum and G (z) := min{0,1 — M - d(0, z)}
as in [I5] p. 1820].)

By the triangle inequality, we have
(F.12)

¢

IIF[%lsz . Hfio (Vs @ Fp)

P i=1

EFM Hfz d)z@F EGM Hfz ¢Z®FP)

=1

By Proposition [FX9] the first term in the right-hand side is <4 X% (5 + p1/2s+1) +
log X

M=£=.
The second term in the right-hand side is bounded as:

t

EG’ Hl/o (i @Fp)| .

=1

(F.13)
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Write v as the sum v = 1 + (v — 1). The product in (EI3) expands into the sum
of 2¢ terms. If g; denotes either 1 or v — 1, they are of the following form:

Hgl (s @ Fp)

By the linear forms condition satisfied by v, we know || — 1{|yyes1ny < (227 ey /2T =
p

2p1/2""" . Therefore except the case g; = 1 for all i (there are 2! —1 such possibilities),
we have by Proposition [[29]

log X
<

IEGM ng (1 ®F,)| <q X% /2 4 M

=1

When ¢; =1 for all ¢, we have

E Gyy| < vol(Supp Gyy) = Og4(1/M)
Fg

by the assumption on the support of Gj}. It follows that we have

log X 1
Rl

9txd, /2 oty .
<4 P + X Vi

t
Gy [[ve (wioF,)

=1

Combining the bounds that we have obtained for the right-hand side of (F.12l),
we conclude

log X 1
g + —.

<<d Xd(6 + p1/23+2) + 2thp1/23+1 2tM i

Elo- Hfz (¥ @ Fy)

This completes the proof of Proposition [F.12 O

Remark F.13. Assume, more weakly than convexity, that Q C [~1/3,1/3]9 regarded
as a subset of R? has boundary of Lipschitz class Lip(d,Z,L) for some Z,L > 1.
(See Definition for this condition.) Then the conclusion of Proposition
stays valid if we replace the term 1/M by ZL?~!/M. This is because the bound
Vol(Supp(Gjy)) <a 1/M gets replaced by <4 ZL4~1 /M as any set of Lipschitz class
Lip(d,Z,L) has 1/M-neighborhood of volume <4 eZL4~1/M.

We are now ready to prove our main result of this section. For the convenience
of reference, let us reproduce verbatim the generalized von Neumann theorem that
we want to prove:

Theorem [F.4] (reproduced). Let t,d,L,n > 0 be positive parameters. Then there
exisits No = 04, (LMY such that for all N > No, the following holds:
Let 1,..., 2 Z¢ — Z" be affine-linear maps, ||¢i]ly < L, having Cauchy-

Schwarz complexity < s. Let f1,..., ft: Z™ — C be functions satisfying:
(1) | fillgsrr (= @+ 1)LN, @+ 1Ny < 0 for some i and positive 6 > 0.
(2) We have a pointwise bound | f;| < v on [£(d+1)LN]" for alli wherev: 2" —
R>q is a function satisfying the (2511, 4(s42)d, O 4., (LO»(M))-linear forms
condition in scale > N with error < p for some positive p.
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Let Q C [-N,N]? C R? be a convex body.
Then for any positive value M, X > 0 we have

t

E 1o H(fi 0 1);)

[-NNJ Gy
Proof of Theorem[F.J. By the assumption |[¢;||y < L, we have
Yi([£N]?) C [£(d + 1)LN]™

Let p be a prime number satisfying 2(d + 1)LN < p < 4(d + 1)LN, which exists by
Bertrand’s postulate (Chebyshev’s theorem).

Let ¢: [£(d + 1)LN]* — F} be the restriction of the mod p map Z" — F}
and v f;: F) — C be the zero-extention of the map fj (+(a+1)Lnj»- Namely, on the
image of ¢, the map u f; carries the point ¢(x) to f;(x), and takes the value 0 outside
t([£(d + 1)LN]™). By [15, Lemma B.5], we have

. . 1 logX
s L (Xd(é +pM 22T 4 M O;g( ) .

(F.14) ||L!fi||Us+1(]F;L) = Osn (D) [ fill st (@@ 1yingmy -

As [£N]? — Fg is also an injection, we can regard Q NZ? as a subset of Fz. Let us
write 2N Fg when it is convenient to distinguish. By the commutative diagram

QNnzt ¢ [N —Y [+(d+ 1)LN]?

fi
'¢'i®]Fp ufi

d d n
QnNFL ¢ T F? c,

we can rewrite the average in question in the following way.

1 t
"Nt ST i)

zeQi=1

t
(F.15) [71\11[‘?N]d 1o il;[l(fi 0 1;)

1 t
:m Z H ufi(; ® Fp(m>)|

xzeQi=1
p’ :
"Nt 1) %Eg Lonpd H(L!fi) o (¢ @ Fp)

t

]IF% 19011?;} H(L'fz) o (i ®Fp)

i=1

<qL?

3

where the last inequality follows from the assumption p < 4(d 4 1)LN. Let 6, :=
maxj<i<t ||L!fi||Us+1(Fn). The right-most term in (EI5) can be bounded thanks to
- - P

Proposition [F.12)

s s 1 log X
<y <Xd(5]FP LM gt/ " 9t o}gi > .

By (E.14), we have dr, <p,s 0. This gives us a further bound

s 1 ].OgX
2t 1/2 +1 2t
+ 201+ 2N )

completing the proof of Theorem [F4l O

2s+2

<<n,s <Xd(5 + pl/
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Remark F.14. If we assume, more weakly than convexity, that Q@ C [N, N]¢ has
boundary of Lipschitz class Lip(d, Z, LN) for some Z,L > 1, then the conclusion
of Theorem [[*4] stays valid if we replace the term 1/M by ZL?~!/M. See Remark
E13

APPENDIX G. VERIFICATION OF THE LOCALIZED VARIANT OF MAIN RESULTS

In this appendix we supply a proof of Theorem [I3.1] which is about simultaneous
prime values in Ox[S™1].

The idea the following: suppose for example that we want to estimate the sum
Zne[l,N] Azp1/6)(n), where Az /g is a variant of the von Mangoldt function which
assigns to n the value log p if n = 223%p* for some a,b > 0, k > 1 and prime p # 2, 3,
and 0 otherwise. We can morally estimate the sum as follows, where in practice
the sum in a,b > 0 should be truncated at some large enough threshold:

(G.1) Z Azj1/6)(n) = Z Z AZ[l/G](2a3bn)

n€[1,N] a,b20 | neg[1,27237°N]
coprime to 6

=) > Am) |,

a,b>0 \ne[1,2-23-bN]

then we apply Prime Number Theorem:

=) 27%37'N

a,b>0
3
=N) 2@ “P=-N.2.Z =3N.
2y 3 5 =3
a>0 b>0

In general one finds 3,y nj Az g (n) = (f/0(f)) - N

Our actual arguments are more involved because we want to estimate the sum
of products 3, [T, Ads-1)(%i(x)) and so we go though the W-tricked Gowers
norm estimate.

G.1. Preliminary discussions. Under the setting of Theorem I3l let ay C
a[S™!] be the (finitely generated) Ok-submodule generated by the subset | J'_, v;(Z4).
By condition ([I3.)) we know ao[S™!] = a[S™!]. As the statement of Theorem [3.1]
only depends on a[S™!], we may assume that ag = a, in particular the maps v; land
in a C a[S™!]. By the torsion cokernel assumptions, the set of maps

Vi 28— a (i=1,...,t)

has finite complexity (say s > 1) in the sense of Appendix [F1

We want to repeat the arguments of §12 for the function A%K[S,l] in place of Af.
When actuating the W-trick, we continue to use the values w = (loglog N)l/ 3 and
W = P(w).

A pseudorandom majorant for the W-tricked A?DK[S*] can be constructed paral-
lelly to the one for A§. See Theorem [C.Gl

We want to establish:
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Proposition G.1. Assume that N >;x s 1 is large enough that w is larger than
all the residue characteristics of the primes p € S. For every b € [0, W—1]7 coprime
to W in a[S™], we have

1 k(W)

Ady(s- sk.s (loglog N)~1/Osn (D),
res(Ge(s) W OxlsT sk (loglogN)

U+ (anENE =Y

Its proof will be completed at the end of §G.4l It turns out to be convenient to
make use of a Cramér model, which we define in the next subsection.

G.2. The Cramér model in the localized setting. Let us continue to use the
quantities Q = eV°eN/0:(1) ¢ R and P(Q) = [[,<qP €N, which vary with N > 1.
We may assume that N >g 1 is large enough that Q is larger than all the residue
characteristics of the primes p € S.

Definition G.2. Let Ag,[s-1],q: Idealsg, s-17U{(0)} — R be the Q-Cramér
model of the von Mangoldt function defined by

ety Ty o+ (PQ) = (1) in Ok([S7],

0 if not.

ar—

For a non-zero fractional ideal a of Ok, define A%K[S*I]

We are not using the decoration “Cramér” anymore because we will not introduce
other models.

Our trick, as we saw in (G.1J), is to deduce everything from the case of Ok using
the following sum description. Note that for our purposes, we may replace the von
Mangoldt function A%K[S,l] by the function A’C‘)‘K[S,l] which is defined using the
modification A’OK[S,I] of Ag,[s-1) where we set the values at higher prime powers

p* (k > 2) to be zero because the contribution of such prime ideals is negligible.
For q € Idealsk, let us say it is supported in S and write

lal S

when all the prime divisors of a are in S. We say q is coprime to S if no prime
divisor of q is in S.

Lemma G.3. For all non-zero fractional ideal a over Ok, the following equality of
functions on a holds:

_ qa
(G2> ?‘)K[Sfl],Q - Z 1quACramér,Q'
geldealsk
lplCS

Also, except at points x € a such that the ideal xa=' C Ok is supported on S, the
following holds:

(G.3) ASs = Y. leaA®
q€ldealsk
lplcS
There are only <k (logN)ISIT" such exceptional points in a cube [£N]? with respect
to a norm-length compatible basis, and the difference of both sides at such points
are <k.s 1.
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Furthermore, there is a constant Cx depending only on K such that on the cube
[EN]2 in a (with respect to any norm-length compatible basis), the values of the
right-hand sides do mot change if we restrict the sum Zq to those q satisfying
N(q) < CxkN".

Proof. For x € a, For the Cramér model, the value of both sides of (G.2) are non-
zero precisely when the ideal za=!+P(Q) of Ok is supported on S and the non-zero
P(Q)"
values are both (P
For the equality (G.3), the value A s-1(x) at @ € a is non-zero precisely

when za~! has the form gp where q is an ideal of Ok satisfying |q] C S and p
is a prime ideal away from S. When this is the case, the value of 15,Ak" at z is
non-zero precisely for this q and the non-zero values of both sides coincide and
equal log N (p). The right-hand side is non-zero precisely when za~! has the form
qp where q is supported on S and p is any prime ideal. The event that the left-
hand side is zero but the right-hand side is non-zero happens precisely when za=!
is a non-unit ideal supported on S (vice versa does not happen); the value of the
right-hand side is then >, g oo that zepa 0 IN(P), which is < [S|maxyes logN(p).

For the bound of the number of points violating ((L3)), there are <x (log N)IS|
ideals supported on S and having norm < CgN™. For each such ideal, there are
<k (logN)"~! points corresponding to it in the cube [£N]? by the consideration
of the Oj-action.

For the existence of a claimed constant Cx > 1, note that by Proposition [3.4]
all the elements « € [£N]? have norm <k N". Hence the existence of a non-zero
element z € [££N]? N qa implies N(q) < N(za™!) <x N". O

Remark G.4. The constant function obviously fails to satisfy the conclusion of
Lemma [G.3] This is why the Cramér model is more convenient here.

G.3. von Mangoldt and Cramér are close over Ox[S™!]—Fubini type in-
equality. Now we are in a position to state and prove an intermediate step toward
Proposition[G.1] namely the comparison of the von Mangoldt function to its Cramér
model:

Proposition G.5. For any N >,k s 1, any non-zero ideal a over Ok equipped
with a norm-length compatible basis and any b € a such that bOk[S™!]+ Wa[S~1] =
a[S™Y, we have

’ pr (W)
W

(Ads—o) — Abisnq) (W(=) +1)

U+ (anEREED)
<sk.s (loglogN)~1/Oen()

To prove this, we need to recall a Fubini type inequality of the Gowers norm. Let
f: G — C be a finitely supported function on an abelian group G. Its unnormalized
Gowers uniformity norm ||f|\ﬁs+1(G) > 0 is defined by:

(||f| ﬁs+1(G))2s+l = Z H G'Wlf(x +w- ﬁ)

z€G,heGst1 we{0,1}s+1

When A C G is a finite subset and f: G — C is a function, we already defined
the (normalized) Gowers norm || f||yy.+1 (4, in Definition 21l The relationship of the
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normalized and unnormalized norms is:

| ]

In particular, if F is a finite group and we set A = F, we have
(s s+1

||fHUs+1(F) = [If] )’ |F| (o227,

The following Fubini type inequality is formulated naturally using this unnor-
malized norm.

Usti(A) — ||f1A||ﬁs+1(G) / H1A||ﬁs+1((;) .

Us+1(F

Lemma G.6 ([30, Lemma 4.1]). Let f: G — C be a finitely supported function on
an abelian group G and let H C G be a subgroup. Then

1 lgess(ey < || (0 (mod H) = |1 £(a+ ()]

We are interested in a situation where G = Z™ and A is the intersection A =
7" N Q where Q C [£N]™ is a convex set whose volume is typically comparable to
N, say

ﬁ”l(H))‘ Us+1(G/H)

Vol() > N"/C

for some C > 1. (By abuse of notation, let us write Q also for the intersec-
tion A = Z" N when there is no risk of confusion.) In this situation we have
HlﬂHﬁS“(G) =e.n,C VOl(Q)<S+2)/2S+1 when N >, ¢ 1.

Also, let us assume that H C G has finite index and the support of f is contained
in H. The above relations give the following inequality for the normalized Gowers
norm:

AV/ —(s s+1
HfHUS“(Q) =s,n Vol(2) (o2)/2 | f1lal Us+1(G)
(a (mod H) — {!fhmH||~s+1(H) fa— 0)

(s s+1
< Vol(@)=(rr/2 if not

Us+1(G/H)
(s s+1

= VO](Q) (s+2)/2 HflﬂﬁHHﬁerl(H) Hl{O}‘

_ VOI(Q)—(5+2)/2S+1

Us+1(G/H)
HleﬁHHﬁS+1(H)
(s s+1
= Vol(£2) (o+2)/2 HlﬂﬁHHﬁs+1(H) HfHU5+1(HmQ) :
Furthermore, assume that |G/H| < N™ and that H has a basis consisting of vectors
of I2-lengths in [%|G/H['/™ C|G/H|'/"] with respect to the chosen basis G = Z"
(by possibly enlarging the constant C > 1). Then by Proposition [E] we have
s s+1
el gay =omc (VoL()/1G/H]) 2/

Therefore under these assumptions we obtain

—(s s+1
(G4) £ llgs 10y Ksmoe 1G/HITEF2ZT I g -

Evenif [G/H| > N", it is certainly true that ||Lon||g. 1) <sin,c (Vol(€2) /Nm)(s+2)/27"

so that we still have

(G-5) /]
when |G/H| > N".

_ s+1
Us+1(Q) <s,n,C N n(s+2)/2 ||fHU5+1(HﬁQ)
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Proof of Proposition [G.A We apply §G.3] to the following W-tricked situation (this
means we are using the above general facts in the rescaled way N ~» N/W). For
each q, consider the following function 1o fy: a — C, where

<PK(W)
fa = Loa <5 (AR® = AL amer. @) (W(=) + 1)
a0 = ENeer=t ey N N" /W™ b h
and Q= —=F—. en N(q) < N"/W" by (G.4) we have

(s s41
[ fallge+1 (ang) <s.x N(a) (272 Ifallyss1(gane -

We give qa a norm-length compatible basis. By norm-length compatibility, we know

that the set QN qa is contained in [iOK(l)W]%- By (the proof of) Lemma

2.2 under the assumption N(q) < N"/W™ we have

U1 (qang) sk (loglog N)~1/0en (),

[l fal
Therefore we conclude

(G6> ||fq| <<5,K N(q)i(s+2)/2s+l (loglogN)fl/OS,n(l)

Ut (an ENEZY

under the assumption N(q) < N*/W™.

By Lemma and the triangle inequality, we obtain (noting that the points
violating (3] in the lemma contribute only an Ogx g(N~/9<(1) to the Gowers
norm)

or (W)
(61 [P N 5 — Mg, @) W) +)
Us+1(anQ)
< > WMallvessgang + > 1 fa g1 aney
q q
l[q|CS lq|CS
N(q)<N"/W" N" /W"<N(q)<Ok (1)N™

+ Os,K,S(N_l/OS(l))-

The first sum can be bounded using (G.6]) as follows:

Z ||fq||Us+1(amQ)

q
l[a]CS
N(q)<N"/W"

<o 3 N(@) /2 (loglog N)~1/0en (1)
q
lalcs

1 >1 —-1/0 1
= H 1l ———— (loglog N)~1/©sn(1)
s+2)/2s+1

= OK,S(l)(IOglogN)_l/Os,n(l)'
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For the second sum, we use (G.H) and the pointwise bound [ fallgesic
| fall .. <x logN (Proposition[6.3) to get:

qans) <

Z ||fq||Us+1(qu)
q
la|CS
N™ /W™ <N(q)<Ox (1)N"
N 7n(s+2)/23+1
< K Z (W) log N,

q
lalcS
N" /W™ <N(q)<Ok (1)N"
and as there are <k (logN)/S! ideals q satisfying |q| € S and N(q) < Og(1)N™,
this last sum is:

N —n(s+2)/251
) log N < N~1/0(1),

<k (logN)S| (W

By plugging these two bounds in (G.7), the proof of Proposition[G.5]is now complete.
([

G.4. End of Gowers norm bound. On the other hand, it is rather straightfor-
ward to compare the Cramér model and the constant function.

Proposition G.7. For any b € [0, W — 1] coprime to W in Og[S™!], we have

L ~ k(W)
res((k(s)) Wn

s=1

Aoys—11,(W(=) +0)

Us+1(an [iN\]}\?*b)

<k (loglog N)—l/Os,n(l)'

Proof. One first establishes a variant of Proposition [5.2] (with the same error term)
with A2 replaced by A?DK[S*],Q and the 3,(11, ... ,1;) factors in the leading

Cramér,z

term replaced by

Bp,S*l(wlu o 7¢t) = (@K(p)

t t
1 _
) =50 U o)
i=1 plp
p coprime to S

where
Vip: Z2/pZ* — a/pa

is the affine-linear map induced by ;. Of course we have 8, g-1(1,...,9;) =
Bp(t1,...,¢) if p is coprime to S in Okg. We indicate what modifications are
needed. We will be using the next related quantity given for each prime number p:

s = U ¢,/
=1 plp

coprime to S
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which again coincides with ¢g(p) in the proof of Proposition if p is coprime to S

in Og. Write
T:= H peN.

p not coprime to S in Ok

To verify the variant, one applies the Fundamental Lemma [D.2] of Sieve Theory to
the monoid Idealsyp-17 together with the following data. Set

Y= {z € QNZ*| ¢;(z) coprime to T in a[S~'] for all 7}.

Here y € a[S™!] is said to be coprime to T if yOx[S™!] + Ta[S™!] = a[S™]. Define
the “norm map” Nd’l,’i”’wt : 2% — Idealsyp—1 U{(0)} by

z (H Nwi@)al)) [T,

i=1
For each m € Idealsyp-1), let ¥, be the fiber of ¥ over m and set a,, := |X,,].
For square-free f € Idealszp-1) (which we represent by a positive integer co-
prime to T), one can see parallely to the proof of Proposition that a,,’s and

the multiplicative extension g: Idealsyp-1) — [0,1] of g(p)’s satisfy the condi-
tion (D.3)) in Fundamental Lemma with X = [[,r(1 — g(p)) - Vol(?) and

rs = Oamym, (fTNTT).
This establishes the variant of Proposition [5.2] for A%K[S,I] Q
The assertion of Proposition now follows parallelly to Corollary 5.4l O

Combining Propositions [G.H and [G. T, the proof of Proposition [G.1] is now com-
plete.

G.5. End of proof of Theorem 3.1l Now we have enough tools to repeat the
proof of Theorem [I2.1]in our localized setting. Let us indicate how the computation
of the main term goes.

Recall from the statement of Theorem [I3.1] that we want to evaluate:

t
> [IAbs @i,
z€ZdnQ i=1
Dividing the source into W¢ residue classes mod WZ?, this equals

> > [T A s (@i@)

a€lo,W—1]4 zEQﬂ(WZd-l-a) i=1
= Z Z HAOK ~11(Weps(y) + i(a)).
OW 1]d ﬂZd =1

Thanks to Proposition [G.1] and Theorem [C.6] the von Neumann theorem [F74] is
applicable, which allows us to replace the function ['_, Ads-1)(W(=) + i(a))

by the constant
wn 1 '
(W) res(Ck(s))
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if 9;(a) (1 <i < t) are all coprime to W in a[S™!] for the given a, and by 0 if not.
The previous sum is approximated by

t

1 wn
1 i(a) coprime to in -1 L.
res (G (s))! 2 (U i (W) " vi(a) coprime to Win alS ] sza

acl0,W—1]¢ \i=1

The sum 3, 1 is approximately Vol(£2)/ W¢ for all a. Therefore

aco, % 14 le[ 1;(a) coprime to W in a[S™ ]

"resvélé?s)))t @XW))

1(Q
Yo Hﬂps 11/)15"'71/)15)7

res CK

where the product over p | W does not change much when extended to the product
over all the primes p. This completes the proof of Theorem [I3.1}
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