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ABSTRACT. A fundamental domain F' C H? for the Hilbert modular group belonging to the
quadratic number field Q(1/5) was constructed by Gotzky almost a hundred years ago. He
also gave a lower bound for the height y1y2 of the points (21, 22) = (z1 +iy1, x2 +1iy2) € F.
Later Gundlach used analogous domains and estimates for other fields as well to give a
complete list of totally elliptic conjugacy classes in some Hilbert modular groups, while not
long ago Deutsch analysed two of these domains by numerical computations and stated
some conjectures about them. We prove one of these by giving a sharp lower bound for
the height of the points of G&tzky’s domain.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Hilbert modular groups. The Hilbert modular groups are fundamental examples of
discrete subgroups of the group G = PSL(2,R)", where n > 2. Though our focus will be on
a special case where n = 2 holds, we shortly recall their general definition here. Let Q < K
be a totally real finite extension of the rationals and O be the ring of integers in K. The
corresponding Hilbert modular group is defined as

@O @ (n)  pn) b

a a a

where KU ... K™ are the different embeddings of K into R, and the images of an element

a € K by these embeddings are o), ... a(™. Once the (ordered list of) n embeddings are

fixed, any element of I'jr can and will be represented by a 2 x 2 matrix with entries in (’)g).
The group G and hence also I'r act on the product H" of n copies of the complex upper

half-plane H coordinate-wise, its action is described by the usual action of the coordinates

on H. That is, if v = [ Z 2 ] € PSL(2,R) and z € H, then
az+b
z = )
i cz+d
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1.2. Gotzky’s domain. A fundamental domain for I'kc is a measurable set F' C H" if
H" = U,erj 7(F) holds and (apart from a possible exceptional set of measure zero) no
two points of F' are on the same I'k-orbit. Such a domain is described for any Hilbert
modular group in [4]. Another fundamental domain was constructed by Gotzky in [2] for
the quadratic field K = Q(v/5). Although this latter construction works for any Euclidean
quadratic field, in general it is only proved to contain a fundamental domain (the proof of
this latter statement for Q(+/5) in [2] works for any quadratic Euclidean field).

From now on we restrict ourselves to totally real Euclidean quadratic extensions of Q.
Let K = @(\/E) be such a field, where d is a square-free integer greater than 1. It will be
convenient to assume that K is embedded in R and then the ring of integers in K is given
by Ox = {n+mag: n,m € Z} where ag = Vdif d = 2,3 modulo 4 and ag = 1+—2‘/3 ifd=1
modulo 4. Here and in the following we always take the positive square root of a positive
number.

To give Gotzky’s domain explicitly, we introduce the notations

. 11 . 1 aq o 0 -1 . Ed 0
il S Rl o E el ) B K
where 4 > 1 is the generator of the unit group Oy /{£1}. Then 'k is generated by the
elements represented by the matrices above. This is proved for Q(v/5) in [2] and a slight
modification of that proof gives the statement for any totally real Euclidean quadratic field.

The coordinates of a point z € H? will be written as z; = z + i (k = 1,2). Let us
define the sets

Up={z e H?: °> <ya/y1 < 3}, T ={z€eH?: |22 > 1},

here Uy is clearly a fundamental domain for the subgroup generated by Uy, while T is the
fundamental domain of the 2 element group generated by 7.

Next we construct a fundamental domain for the subgroup Ny = (Si,5,,) consisting of
(1) II } where v € Og. The action of an element of this form
on the point z € H? does not change the values y; and y», i.e. for any fixed si,s9 > 0 the
group Ny acts on the set Hy, s, = {# € H?> : y1 = s1,y2 = s2}. This set is homeomorphic
to R? and each Ng-orbit is a lattice in it. From a fixed orbit we choose exactly one point z
such that the function |z; 22| restricted to that orbit takes its minimal value at z. Choosing

all elements of the form [

one point this way from every orbit we obtain the set Sgh so» and then
d
Sq = U 881782
81,82>0

is obviously a fundamental domain for Ny.

Gotzky’s domain is defined as Fy = Uy N'T NSy and - as it was mentioned before - it
is shown to be a fundamental domain in the case K = Q(v/5) (see [2]). The shape of this
domain was analyzed by numerical computations for the fields Q(v/2) and Q(v/5) in [I],
where some conjectures were formulated - among others - on (strict) lower bounds for the
heights y1ys of points in Fy.

It may be surprising at first sight that these numerical computations did not support
actual proofs of these estimates, since Fy is a straightforward generalization of the standard
fundamental domain for the modular group SL(2,7) in H. But in the latter case there is no
analogue of the subgroup generated by U,, and more importantly, the fundamental domain
for the subgroup generated by the parabolic motions, i.e. the analogue of the set Sy looks
substantially simpler, namely it is a strip bounded by two hyperbolic lines. By contrast, the
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sets SghSQ look different for various values of s; and s making the whole picture and the
computations much more complicated.

However it turns out that - at least for the field Q(v/5) - the computations can be simplified
around the crucial points where the minimum of the height is taken, while crude estimates
are sufficient at other places to obtain a proof of the conjecture mentioned above. Note
that parts of the following arguments also rely on numerical computations. But the analytic
treatment of the critical places makes it possible to turn the numerical methods into a
rigorous proof, although a computer was used to determine the sign of the values of some

polynomial or rational functions at (finitely many) rational places.

2. ESTIMATES ON GOTZKY’S DOMAIN

2.1. The main result. From now on we focus on the field Q(v/5) examined also in [I].
The height of a point z = (21, 29) € H? is defined as the product vz, where 2, = p + iy
(k =1,2). We are going to show the following:

Theorem 2.1. If z € SsN T, then yi1y2 > V/5/4. The same holds consequently for any
z € F5, and in this case equality holds if and only if z is fixed by a totally elliptic element of
I’Q(\/g) represented by a matriz of trace Egcl. There are only finitely many points in Fs with
this property.

Our initial approach is basically the same as Gotzky'’s in [2] where a weaker bound was
proved for the height in the case d = 5. Note that a similar argument led to an analogous
result in [3] for d = 2:

Lemma 2.2. If z € SN T, then y1y2 > *9‘176 V312 5 054, If z € SaN'T, then yiys >
=34v21 5 (1.3956.

As in the proof of the lemma, we are going to estimate the function
2,2 2,2 2 2 2,2 2
fyiwe (@1, 22) = 2725 + 21Y5 + 231 + Y1ys = |2122]

from above on the set S% . N7 where s1,s9 > 0. For this end we will estimate on the set

1,52

P =gz eH? g1 = s1, y2 = 59, 2 = - ;
—1<(I+4+a)r1+(1—-a)z <1

where a € R is a parameter and dg is the discriminant of the field K. This is a (closed)
parallelogram on the plane {z € H? : y; = s1, yo = s} symmetric to the origin. By the
definition of Sgh s, every upper bound on the former set is clearly an upper bound on the
latter, since if z € S . N T, then for some v € Ok we have (21 + v, 22 + V) € P;’ESQ,
where 1/ denotes the conjugate of v. To simplify the notation we may write P, 4 or simply
P, instead of P},

Both of the estimates listed in the lemma follow exactly the same way, estimating the
terms z323 and z3y3 + 23y} on P’.°* separately. These results are the best ones that can
be reached this way, hence one has to handle all terms together to obtain a sharp bound.
The estimation of fy, ,,(x1,22) can be performed by means of elementary calculus, but
(despite the simple shape of P,) the computations below quickly become complicated. And
though the following proof gives in principle a method that can be applied to any quadratic
Euclidean field, many small tricks that bring us through the numerous steps of it fails to
apply even for the field Q(+/2) (see e.g. the proof of Proposition 23)). This does not mean
that a similar proof cannot be performed in other cases, but such an attempt would probably
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lead to even more lengthy and tiresome calculations and the distinction of even more cases.
Nonetheless, a small part of the proof will be worked out for a general d.

The key step towards the proof of Theorem [21] is the proper choice the parameter a.
Once this problem is handled accurately at critical places, the other cases become easily
treatable by a computer.

2.2. Outline of the proof. In the following we consider the numbers y1, 72 > 0 as parame-
ters of the function fi, 4, (21, x2) of two variables, and the parameter a € (—1;1) will always
be chosen according to them, more precisely it will be a function of their ratio ¢ = ya/y1.
In the following we fix the notations ¢ = y/y; and b = y1y2 and write

fyr (@1, 22) = x%m% + (m%c + m%c‘l)b + b2,

Our strategy is to choose the parameter a so that the function fy, ,,(z1,22) — b? takes its
maximum on P, at a certain vertex. Let us denote this maximum by g(a, b, c), we will use
an estimate of the form g(a,b,c) < A+ pb where A, n € R are suitable numbers. Then from
2z € 84N T follows |z122] > 1 on the one hand, and on the other hand (21 + v, 29 + V') € P,
holds for some v € O, hence by the definition of S; we get

1< zizf? < (21 4+ ) (22 + V)|° = Fyuge(@1 + voza + ') < gla,bye) + 02 < A+ pb+ b2,
and then
(1) 0<A—1+pub+b?

holds. Since b > 0 it is enough to obtain such numbers A and p that the roots of the
quadratic polynomial on the right hand side of (I]) are real and the smaller root is negative
while the other one is at least the required bound. That is, we require

P’ > 4N —1) and —u+\/,u2—4()\—1)2?.

If © > 0 holds, then the smaller root is automatically negative and the second inequality
above is equivalent to

(2) R\, ) :=11 — 16\ — 4/5u > 0.

Note also that R(\,x) > 0 already implies u? > 4(\ — 1) hence it is enough to check (2)
once p > 0.
The summary of our plan is the following:
1. We are going to choose the parameter a € (—1;1) so that the maximum g(a, b, c) of
the function fy, y,(z1,22) on P, is taken at vertex.
2. We are going bound g(a, b, c) from above by A + ub where p > 0 and R(\, p) > 0.

2.3. Restriction of the parameter c. As a first step we show that it is enough to prove
the statement if ¢ € [551; e4]. To this end we consider the map

T, : H? — HQ, (Zl, 22) — (635[31 + ’i&gyl, (63)/$2 + i&gnyg)
for any n € Z. Note that |z, 22|* = |(T,,2)1(Th2)2|* holds and T}, takes the set P2L% to

Vi Vg

—-n —n\/
Y1 =¢ggs1 5 Seglm— (g ) e < ——

Yo =¢€,"89 "’ 2 - 2
d 1< (I +a)e;"z1+(1—a)(e;") a2 <1

TP ={ z e H:

As before, if z € H?, y; = enst and yp = 6(;”52, then there is an integer v € Ok such that
51,52

(z1+v,20+ V) € TnPa,d . Indeed, for any v € O we have

(3) et (@1 +v) — (") (w2 + V) = w1 — (6] wa+ e, v — (e,"v) .
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Ife,"v = A+ Bag where A, B € Z, then e "v — (¢ "v)" = By/dk and hence the expression
in (@) can be shifted into the interval [—+/df /2;v/dk /2] by choosing B properly. Similarly

(L +a)ey" (21 +v)+(1 —a)(e,") (22 + V) =
=(1+a)e;"z1 + (1 —a)(e;") z2+ 24+ B -trag + aB/d,

so this value can be shifted into the interval [—1;1] by choosing A independently from B.

Let z € S4NT an arbitrary point, then ¢ € [6§k71;63k+1] for some k € Z. There is a

k —k
v € Ok such that (21 +v,20+1') € T,kP;‘zlyl’ed Y2 and if N(z) = N(z1,2) = |2122|% then
(since z € S4NT) we get
1< |z2)? < (21 +v)(22 + 1/){2 =N(z1 +v,20 + V) = NTp(21 +v,20 + V)).
k -k

As Ty(z1 + v, 20+ V) € ch&yl,ed 2 and the map T} does not change the value y1ya, it is
enough to estimate on this parallelogram. In other words, we can and will assume from now
on that ¢ € [g;';e4).

2.4. Proof in the neighborhoods of the endpoints. From here we restrict ourselves
to the case d = 5 and the parameter d will mostly be omitted from the notations (e.g. we
always write ¢ instead of £4). In this section we prove the theorem in the cases when ¢ is close
enough to one of the endpoints of the interval [¢7!;¢]. Observe first that even though the
points (21, z2) = (z1+iy1, x2 + iy2) considered in the following are not necessarily contained
in S5 NT, yet for any of them holds that there are points in Ss N7 with the same y; and
yo. This means that the statement of Lemma holds for them, i.e. we always have the
bound b > 0.54.

First note that the function fy, 4, (z1,22) restricted to the set P, takes its maximum on
the boundary of the parallelogram, since at every local minimum or maximum in the interior
of P, the partial derivatives must vanish:

O fy o (21, 22) = 22123 + 2213 = 0,

02 fyr e (@1, 22) = 223wy + 229yF = 0.

As y; and g9 are positive, this implies that 1 = 22 = 0, and at this point f clearly takes
its minimum. Moreover, since fy, ,(21,22) = fy, 4o (=21, —22), it is enough to estimate on

Vidx

the lines xy = 2o — Y5 and x1 = )

1
" Tta " Tta
Here f depends on only one variable, say x := x5, and we also omit the constant term y%y%
for now, that is, we are looking for the maximum of
Vi 2,2
gyhyQ('I) = fyl,y2 <£C - T,x —Y1Ys

29 between the vertices of the parallelogram.

and the maximum of

on the interval x € {\/E(lja)—?; \/E(lja)“]

" 14a 14a
—Vdx (14a)—2 . Vdg (1+a)—2
4 ’ 4

1 1—a 9 9
Py 2 (%) = fyn 0 ( —x,x) —Y1Y2

on the interval x € [ ] . We are going to show that for an appropriate

choice of the parameter a both of these functions take their maximum at an endpoint of
these intervals, and since fy, . (21, 22) = fy, 4o (=21, —22) holds, in this case it is enough to
consider the maximum of gy, 4, (z). The proofs of the following and the latter propositions
of this section are obtained by means of elementary analysis of polynomial functions and
(the sketches of them) are postponed to Section 2.7
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Proposition 2.3. The function gy, ,,(x) restricted to the interval {‘/E(l:a)_Q; \/E(TGHZ]
takes its maximum at an endpoint of the interval for any a € (—1;1).
To obtain an analogous result for hy, ,,(x) one must be careful by the choice of a.
Proposition 2.4. Let us define the function
1-a\> 1 1
H,(c) := <1—{—a> c—{—; O
If Hy(c) > 0, then the function hy, ,,(z) restricted to [7‘/E€41+a)72; M(Ta)ﬁ takes its

maximum at an endpoint of the interval.

Once the condition in the previous proposition is fulfilled, it is enough to examine the
values of g,, 4, at the endpoints of the corresponding interval. For further simplifications
we substitute w = x — \/dg /4, i.e. consider the function

g(w) = <w2 - %)2%— <w— @>2c+ <w+ @>20_1] b

4 4
at the points w = @ and w = @. Let g1(a,b,c) =g (@f”) and go(a,b,c) =
g <@>. To decide which value is bigger we work with their difference:

Vha(5a? —1)  /5b
16 + 2
as it can be checked by a computation (using dx = 5).

For each subinterval of [e7!; ] that we consider the parameter a will always be set so that
the sign of A, . does not change on that interval. Once Agp . > 0 we need to estimate the
value ¢1(a,b,c) on that particular interval while otherwise we work with g2(a,b,c). Note
that for a fixed a € (—1;1) and b > 0 Ay is a decreasing function of ¢ on the interval
[e7L el

The parameter a will be chosen as a function of ¢. We choose different functions on
different subintervals of [¢~!;¢], a constant function will do on the middle intervals, while
we have to be more precautious by the endpoints where we use linear functions.

Let us set a = p(c —¢) + ﬁ on the interval [¢ — J;¢] for some p > 0 and 6 > 0, and

similarly, we set a = p/(c—e~!) — \/%—K on the interval ¢ € [¢71;e7! + 1] for some p’ > 0 and
n > 0. While a detailed analysis will be made in the former case, we simply choose p’ = 1
in the latter which makes the computations less tedious and fortunately works.

Let us explain first the case of the right endpoint.

Proposition 2.5. If ¢ € [1;¢] and p € [0.24;0.66], then for a = p(c —¢€) + % we have
€ (=1;1) and Hy(c) > 0.

Agpe = g1(a,b,c) — ga(a,b,c) = [(a—1)c+ (a+ 1)071],

We will choose p such that A, . is non-negative for any 1 < c < e:
Proposition 2.6. Ifc € [1;¢] and a = p(c — €) + 1/v/5 where p = 0.9/\/5, then Ayp. > 0.

In summary: in a neighborhood of € with the choice a = p(c—¢)-+1/+/5 where p = 0.9/v/5
the maximal value of the function fy, 4, (71, 22) — b* on P, is g1(a,b,c). Substituting the
value of a in gi(a,b,c) and using the notation ¢ = v/5p we get that gi(a,b,c) is

gc—e)+3\> 5 ’ glc—e)+3 /5 ’ glc—e)+3 5 ’ _
((f) _1_6> + <f—T> C—F(f—i—T) c o
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This expression can be seen as a function of ¢ with a fixed parameter b, let us denote its
value by g1(b,c). In the following we assume that b < 0.56 (otherwise the claim of the
theorem holds) and then this function is strictly increasing on some interval [e — §;¢]:

Proposition 2.7. If ¢ € [1.48;¢], b < 0.56 and ¢ = 0.9, then the derivative of g1(b,c) (with
respect to c) is positive.

We are now in the position to finish the first part of the proof. Since g1 (b, c) is strictly
increasing on [1.48;¢] we simply estimate it on this interval by the value g; (b, ):
—4 4 b 5
gi(b,e) < —+[€—6+—e 1}13: + 1 gb

=16 4 16 ):1_+

_|_
It remains to check the inequality @) for A = = and p = i We have R(A, 1) = 0 so (2)
holds and the theorem is proved in the case ¢ € [1.48;¢]. We have also proved that equality
can only hold for ¢ = €.
Now we turn to the case when c is near to the other endpoint of the interval. As we
mentioned before we choose the parameter a = ¢ — e~ ! — %,] if c € [e71;e71 + §] for some

small positive § specified later. Then we have the following:
Proposition 2.8. Ifc € [e71;1] anda = c— e ! — %, then a € (—1;1) and Hy(c) > 0
hold.

Proposition 2.9. Ifcc e 1] anda=c—e 1 — %, then Agpe < 0.

This means that in a neighborhood of e~! with the choice of a = ¢ — e™' — 1/4/5 the
maximal value of the function fy, 4,(z1,22) — b% on P, is go(a,b,c). If we substitute the
value of a in gs(a,b,c) then we get that this maximum is

V5(c—e1) -3 ’ 5 i
4 16

N R

4 4

4 * 4
Let us denote this expression by g2(b, ¢), for a fixed b it is a function of c.

Proposition 2.10. For a fized 0 < b < 0.56 the function ga2(b,c) is strictly decreasing on
the interval [e71;0.68].

It follows from this that

1 b 1 V5
b < b -1 4 -1 —4 b

holds for any ¢ € [¢71;0.68]. Then we get in the same way as before that the theorem holds
for such a ¢ and equality can hold only if ¢ = e 1.

2.5. Estimates on the middle intervals. In this section we prove the theorem in the
cases when ¢ € (0.68;1.48). We will divide this interval into subintervals and set a fixed
constant parameter a € (—1;1) on each of them. To ensure that the inequality H,(c) > 0
holds we will use the function

. 1—a\? 2 1
H,(c) = o _ -
¥ <1+a> ‘T3 rap
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that is clearly a lower bound for H,(c) on the interval (0.68;1.48). Since H,(c) is increasing,
it is enough to check ]:Ia(c) > 0 at the left endpoint of each subinterval. Similarly, to
estimate g or go it will be sufficient to do this at the endpoints once their derivative has a
constant sign on a subinterval. These derivatives are

e = [ (Y2 ) (Vaet B el
e = [ (Y=t ) (Vo2 W) el

As a first example we consider an interval [1;1 + ) and set a = 0. As Hy(1) = 2/3, we
get that Ho(c) > 0 holds if ¢ € [1;1 4 6]. Next we consider the derivative of Ay

Abpe= @[(a —1) = (a+1)c?

that is negative for any a € (—1;1) and ¢ > 0, hence the function A, . is strictly decreasing
on [e71;¢] for every a € (—1;1). That is, to show that A, ;. < 0 on an interval it is enough
to check this at the left endpoint. This is true for a = 0 and ¢ = 1 since Ag 1 = 0.

It follows that the value go(0,b,c) is an upper bound for the function fy, ,,(z1,z2) — b
if ¢ € [1;1 + 6]. The derivative of go(a,b,c) is again increasing (as a function of ¢) for
any a € (—1;1) and positive for a = 0 and ¢ = 1, hence ¢2(0,b, ¢) is strictly increasing on
[1;1 + 0] and can be estimated from above by its value at co =1+ d. Now if z € SsNT
with ¢ € [1;¢g], then

1< |z122]” < g2(0,b, c0) + b7,

ie. 0 < —1+g2(0,b,c0) + b It is enough then if the latter quadratic polynomial has real
roots and the smaller one is less than 1/2 (since b > 1/2) while the other one is bigger than
v/5/4. This is true for ¢y = 1.08 so with the choice a = 0 the theorem is proved for any
¢ € [1;1.08). Note that on this subinterval (and also on the others defined below) b turns
out to be strictly bigger than v/5/4.

In the next step we increase a as much as possible so that ga(C(]) >0, Agpeo < 0 and
gh(a,b,co) > 0 hold. For simplicity we choose numbers that can easily be written down,
hence (as in the case of ¢y above) we round down to 2 decimal places. For the estimate of
Ay p e, We examine the sign of (a —1)c+ (a+ 1)c~t. This value is non-positive if and only if

A>0+a)/(1l—a) = a<(-1)/(c+1).
If this holds, then (since b > 1/2) we have

2
Agpe < % + ?[(a —1De+ (a+1)c '] =: D(a,c).

We will choose a such that a < (2 —1)/(c2 4+ 1) holds and the value D(a, c) is non-positive.
The value a that we get this way will be denoted by a;. Once a; is chosen, we increase ¢
as in the first step above as much as possible to get ¢; and obtain the proof of the theorem
for ¢ € [ep;c1). Continuing in the same way determine the values ay < a3 < ... and
cy < cg < ... until we have ¢, > 1.48 for some n € N, in which case we stop. We summarize
this algorithm in the following steps:
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1. Set a9 =0, cg =1.08 and n = 1.

2. Choose the maximal a,_1 < a, <

ciflfl

531714'1
digits of a,, after the decimal separator are non-zero, furthermore ﬁan (cn—1) > 0,
D(ay, cp—1) <0 and gh(an,b, cp—1) > 0 hold.

3. Choose the maximal ¢, > ¢,_1 such that at most the first two decimal digits of
¢y, after the decimal separator are non-zero and the smaller root of the polynomial
—1+ g2(an, b, c,) + b% is less than 1/2 while the bigger one is greater than v/5/4.

3. If ¢, > 1.48, then stop.

4. n - n+ 1 and continue with step 2.

so that at most the first two decimal

The algorithm above gives the following values:

ay = 0.07, Ccl = 1.15, as = 0.23, Cq = 1.32, a7 = 0.33, Cr = 1.44,
ag = 013, Cy = 1.21, as = 027, C5 = 137, ag = 034, cg = 146,
az = 018, C3 = 1.27, ag = 03, Ce = 1.41, ag = 036, Cg = 1.48.

This makes the proof complete if ¢ € [1;¢].
Now we examine the other half of the interval and prove the assertion on a subinterval
[c_1;1). As before we need H,(c—1) > 0, but this time A, ;. > 0 will be required, so the

latter inequality will be checked at the right endpoint. We will also need the condition
A<(1+a)/(l—a)=a>(E-1)/(*+1)
(at the right endpoints of the subintervals). Once this is fulfilled we get

S Vvha(5a? — 1) n \/_5
- 16 4

so it is enough to show that the right hand side is non-negative at the right endpoint. In
accordance with this we work with the function gi(a,b,c), its derivative is increasing for
every a € (—1;1). We check that this derivative is negative at 1 (at the right endpoint) and
so we can estimate by g1(a,b,c_1) (by the value at the left endpoint). Hence for z € SsN'T
we have

Aa,b,c [(a - 1)C + ((Z + 1)071]’

1< [z212)” < gila,b,co1) + b,

ie. 0 < —1+4 gi(a,b,c_1)+b> We choose c_; so that the smaller root of the quadratic
polynomial on the right hand side is smaller than 1/2 while the bigger one is greater than

V5/4.

We begin with a = 0 and looking for c_;. We have already seen that Ag;; = 0. Now
g1(0,b,1) < 0 also holds and for ¢_; = 0.92 the other conditions are fulfilled. Then we
decrease a as much as we can so that the conditions a > (¢, —1)/(c®; + 1), Agpe, >0

and ¢} (a,b,c_1) < 0 hold (and also H,(c_1) > 0, otherwise we could not proceed). We get

the value a_; = —0.08 and continue searching for the next left endpoint ¢_o. We repeat
these steps until c_,, < 0.68 holds. This way we obtain
ag = 0 C_1 = 092, a_5 = —0.28 C_¢ = 073,

a_1=—0.08 c_o=0.86, a_g=—-03 c7=0.7"71,
a_g=—0.14 c_3=0.82, a_7=—-0.32 c_g=0.7,

a_3=-—0.19 c_4=0.78, a_g=—0.34 c_9=0.69,
a_gy=-—0.24 c_5=0.75, a_g=—0.35 c_190 = 0.68.

Hence the assertion follows for ¢ € [e7!;¢] and (together with the postponed computations
in Section 27)) the inequality y1y2 > v/5/4 is proved for any z € S5 N T.
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2.6. The case of equality. It is now clear that y,y2 > v/5/4 holds for every point z € Fs
since it is a subset of S5 N 7. In this section we analyse the case when equality holds
in the inequality above for the points of F5. By the definition of the set F5 we have
—92 2 . . . . .

€% < yo/y1 < €° for any point z = (z1,292) of it and we have seen in Section 2.4 that
equality can hold only if yo/y; = 1. If 4190 = V/5/4 and 32 /y; = €, then

1 /5—-v5 1 1 /5+v5 1
y1:§ 2\f:§v1+5—2, y2=§ 2\/—:5\/1—1—52.

Following our argument above we see that for some v € Ok the point (21 + v, 29 + V') is in

P1/\/§' As before, we have

5 1 5 5
1< ’< N < g1(V5/4 DSy 24 2
_’2122‘ _|(21+V)(2'2+V)‘_gl(\/_/ 7€)+16 16+8+16
and this forces these values to be equal. That is, the point z can be translated to any of the

vertices of the parallelogram P, /) €8 to the point

1

)

2 2 2 2
that is the fixed point of the element represented by

A [5‘1 1—8_1:|

<€_+1 Tre2 S i 1+€2>

-1 1

1 v
0 1

I’Q( NG represented by a matrix of the form S 'AS, whose trace is e~! + 1 = ¢ and hence

Ifs, = [ ] for any v € Ok, then z is the fixed point of a totally elliptic element of

z is an elliptic fixed point in Fs.

One gets in the same way in the case when y2/y; = e~ ! that z is fixed by a totally elliptic
element represented by a matrix of trace e~!. Finally, the finitely many equivalence classes
of elliptic fixed points are listed in Theorem 1 (Satz 1) of [3] and one checks easily that
once a fixed point in Fy is fixed by an element of trace e*! then y1ys = v/5 /4 holds. This
completes the proof of Theorem 2.1l

2.7. Proofs of some propositions. In the following we give the sketches of the proofs of
some propositions stated in Section 2.4}

Proof of Proposition 2.3 We consider the function g(z) := gy, 4,(z) on the interval
[@(Ha)—z \/E(1+a)+2]
1 ; 1 '

Furthermore, to make the computation simpler we substitute

w = x — +/di /4 and look for the maximum of the function g(w) = g(w + /dx/4) on the
avdg—2. ay/dg+2
i 4|

interval {

This latter function is given by the formula

G(w) = <w2 - %>2+ [(w— @)ZJF <w+@>2c‘1 b

where ¢ = yo/y1 and b = y1ys, and its derivative is

d by/dg (¢t —
J(w) = 4w + <2b(c + cfl) — TK> w + —K(Z C).
Since dg = 5, from the inequalities b > 0.54 and ¢+ ¢~ > 2 it follows that the coefficient
of w above is positive, hence § is strictly increasing on R and takes the value 0 only once.

(Note that e.g. in the case d = 2 one cannot argue this way once ¢ is close to 1 since the value



ON AN ESTIMATE ON GOTZKY’S DOMAIN 11

dx = 8 is quite large.) So g has only one local extremum, and this must be a local minimum
since limy, 400 §(w) = co. This means that independently of the choice of a the function g
and then also g take their maximum on the intervals above at one of the endpoints. O

Proof of Proposition [2.4.  We consider the function h,, ,,(x) = h(z) on the interval
[—\/5(14+a)—2; \/3(11-@—2] We set the notations a = (1 —a)/(1 +a) and 8 = 1/(2(1 — a)),
then the substitution u = x + § gives

R(w) = h(u — B) = h(x) = a2(u? — B)* + [02(u + B)%c + (u — B)%"] b.

Now
W (u) = 40%u® + [2b(a%c + 1) — 402 Hu + 28b(a’c — 7).
Here the coefficient of u? is positive, and as af = 2(1—1(1) the coefficient of u is
2 2
2 (L—Z) be 4 2bc ! — a ja)Q > (1 +Z> c+ % - ﬁ = H,(c).
Now as in the proof of Proposition 23] one can show that the statement is true when
H,(c) > 0. O

Proof of Proposition[2Z3 We set a = p(c—¢)+ % for some parameter p. Since ¢ = 1+T\/§?

a € (—1;1) holds for any 0 < p < 1 and ¢ € [1;¢]. To fulfill the condition H,(c) > 0 it is

enough to have

1o : > 0.
¢ (T+ple—e)+JP

By a calculation, this is equivalent to

O§p202—|—<2<1+%>p—2€p2—1>c+<p5—<1+%>>2.

The right hand side above is a quadratic polynomial in ¢ with a positive leading coefficient,
and to fulfill this condition it is sufficient if its discriminant is negative, that is if

Sl

1
O>4€p2—4<1+—>p+1.

V5

Any p between the roots of the latter quadratic polynomial is a good choice, in particular
one can choose any value in the interval [0.24;0.66]. O

Proof of Proposition We have to show that
VBa(5a? — 1) + 86[(V5a — VB)e + (VBa+ VB)e 1] > 0.

Let us set ¢ := v/5p and t := ¢ — ¢, then v/ba = —qt + 1 and multiplying the previous
inequality by ¢ = & — t we obtain

F(t) := —qt(—qt + 1)(—qt +2)(e — t) + 8b[(—qt + 1 — V5)(e — )2 — gt + 1+ /5] > 0.

We need to show that for an appropriate choice of ¢ the inequality above holds for any
t € [0;e71]. First we prove the inequality

o(t) = (—qt+1—=V5) (e —t)>  —qt+1+V5>0
for any ¢ € [0;¢7!] and some ¢. A calculation gives

o(t) = —t(qt> + 2(e7 —eq)t + q(e2 + 1) — 4),
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hence it is enough to show that qt? + 2(e~! — eq)t + q(¢2 + 1) — 4 < 0. The roots of this
polynomial are

eq—e /2 +2q+c2
q 7
so it is enough to choose a ¢ > 0 such that the discriminant —q? 4+ 2¢ 4+ 72 is positive, one
of the roots above is non-positive and the other one is greater than £~1. One checks easily

that these and hence (t) > 0 hold e.g. for 0.3 <p = q/\/g < 0.49.
Since b > 1/2, we have for such a ¢ that

() == —qt(—qt + 1) (=gt +2)(e — 1) + 4(t) < f(t),
and it is enough to show that for a certain g the following holds for any ¢ € (0;¢7']:
F(t) = f(t)/t = q(t —e)(qt — 1)(qt — 2) — 4(qt> + 2(e ! — eq)t + q(¢* +1) — 4) > 0.

Since F(t) is a cubic polynomial, this can be checked easily. E.g. one can check that
F(0) > 0 holds if ¢ = 0.9 and that F'(t) > 0 for any ¢ € [0;e~!] in this case (the roots of I’
are greater than 1). O

Proof of Proposition[27. We show that the function 16¢?¢/ (b, c) is positive on an interval
[1 + 7;¢] for some r > 0. This function is a polynomial of degree 5 in ¢ of the form

16¢?g (b, c) = A1(c) + bBi(c), where
— 3
Aq(e) = ((q(c —e)+3)2 — 5) <%> qc?

and Bj(c) is given by

2(q(c—¢e) +2e7%) gc® + (q(c —e) + 25_2)2 A +2(qlc—e) +2e%) gc — (q(c —e) + 252)2 .
We prove the statement in two steps. First, one can show easily that By(c) < 0 if ¢ € [1;¢],
where it can be estimated from above by

2(q(c—¢) +2e72) qe® + (g(c — &) + 25_2)2 e?+2(q(c—¢e) +2%) ge — (q(c— ) + 252)2 .

An elementary analysis of the latter quadratic polynomial of ¢ shows that this upper bound
is still negative on [1;¢], we omit the detailed computation.
By our assumption on b we have

16¢24, (b, ¢) = A1(c) + bBy(c) > Ai(c) + 0.56B1(c).

for ¢ € [1;¢], hence it is enough to show that the right hand side above is positive for any
c € [1.48;¢]. To avoid the work with complicated algebraic expressions we check this via
(finitely many) substitutions. (This method will also be applied in the subsequent proofs.)
Namely, we show that the polynomial Fij(c) = A;i(c) + 0.56B1(c) + 8.001 has 5 roots, and
therefore if xg is the biggest root, then F} must be strictly increasing on the interval [z¢; 00).
We do all this by giving pairs c1, ¢2 of real numbers such that ¢; < ¢y and the sign of Fy(c;)
and Fi(cg) is different. One checks easily (e.g. by a computer) that

Fi(-14) <0, F(-13)>0, F(-0.1)<0, F(0)>0, F(0.1)<0,  F(0.6)>0.

Thus the function A;(c) + 0.56B(c) is strictly increasing for ¢ > 0.6. On the other hand,
for ¢ = 1.48 its value is positive and hence the same is true for ¢ > 1.48. O

Proof of Proposition[2.8. One checks easily that a € (—1;1) holds. We have to show that

1-—a\? +1 Ly
P S S
1+a c (1+a)®—
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holds if ¢ € [¢71;1]. Multiplying by (1 + a)?c we get
1)? 12
l—a)P+(1+a)?—c> <5‘1+—> E—c+ (1——) .
(- (@ raf —e> (<4 o 7
The discriminant of this latter quadratic polynomial is negative so its value is positive for

any ¢ € R and H,(c) > 0 follows. O

Proof of Proposition We show that 164, <0, i.e.

(VBle—e™) = )VB(c —e ) (VBg(c— ") — 2)+
+ 8b[(\/§(c — 671) —-1- \/g)c + (\/g(c — 671) -1+ \/5)071] <0.

Multiplying by ¢ and substituting t = ¢ — e~*

we get
F(t) = VBt(V5t — 1)(V5t — 2)(t + 1) + 8b[(VBt — 1 — VB)(t + )2 + V5t — 1 + V5,

hence it must be shown that f(t) < 0if t € [0;1 — e71] = [0;672]. First we check that

(4) p(t) == (VBt =1 —=VB)(t+e )2+ V5t —1+V5 <0

if ¢ € [0;672]. A computation shows that o(t) = t@(t) where
G(t) = Vot2 — 23t +V5(e 2 +1) — 4.

One checks that $(0) < 0 and ¢(e72) = -3+ /5 < 0, so 3(t) is negative for any ¢ € [0;e72]
and hence (4)) is proved.

~As b > 0.5 we have f(t) < \/gt(}/gt — 1)(VBt — 2)(t + e71) + 4p(t) =: f(t). Since
f(0) = 0, it is enough to show that f is negative on the interval [0;¢72]. A computation
gives f/(t) = 20v/5t3 + 3v/5e 2% + (47 — 27/5)t + 9v/5 — 21. Now the inequalities

f'(=05) >0,  fl(0)<0, fle?)<0

hold and the assertion follows (because f"is a polynomial function of degree 3 with positive
leading coefficient). O

Proof of Proposition [ZI0. It is enough to see that 16¢2g5(b, c) is negative on the interval
[e71;0.68]. Similarly as earlier we write 16¢2gh (b, ¢) = As(c) + bBa(c) where

As(e) = ((\/5(0— e — 3)2 - 5) (ﬁ(c_ ) - 3) V5e?,

4

and

Ba(e) =2 (Ve )~ 222) Ve 4 (VB(e — =) - 252)2 &

2
+2 <\/5(c —ehH— 26_2) Ve — <\/§(c —e - 26_2) .
Note that ¢ — e~ < 0.68 — 1 < 0.062 and then
Vh(e—e 1) —2¢2 <0, Vi(e—e 1) =272 <0,

therefore
2

Bfe) > 2 (Vo(c— &™) = 2:7) V5 0687 + (VBle— e7) - 267) 72

+2 <\/5(c —e - 25—2) V5-0.68 — <\/S(c ey - 25—2)2 .
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This lower bound is a quadratic polynomial of ¢ and one checks that it is positive on the
interval [¢71;0.68] and hence so is Ba(c). We have then the upper bound

16¢2gh (b, c) < As(c) + 0.56Bo(c)

and to see that the right hand side above is negative we consider the function Fy(c) =
As(c) + 0.56B2(c) + 2.58. This is a polynomial of degree 5 with positive leading coefficient
and we have that

FQ(—O.l) < 0, FQ(O) > 0, FQ(OQ) < 0, F2(04) > 0,

F2(12) >0, F2(14) <0, F2(3) > 0.

This implies that F» has a root z; in [0.2;0.4] and another one in [1.2;1.4] denoted by
x9. Furthermore, F; is positive on (z1;z2) where it has exactly one local maximum taken
at a point z,,, hence Fy is increasing on [x1;x,,] while it is decreasing on [z,,;z2]. Since
F5(0.4) < F»(0.7) < F»(0.8) we get that z,, > 0.7 and hence F; is increasing on the
interval [0.4;0.7] and so is As(c) +0.56B2(c). Moreover, A3(0.7)+0.56B8(0.7) < 0, therefore
gh(b,c) < 0 on the interval [¢~!;0.68]. O
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