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COUNTING RATIONAL POINTS IN NON-ISOTROPIC
NEIGHBORHOODS OF MANIFOLDS

RAJULA SRIVASTAVA

ABSTRACT. In this manuscript, we initiate the study of the number of rational points with
bounded denominators, contained in a non-isotropic d1 X ... x §g neighborhood of a compact
submanifold M of codimension R in R™. We establish an upper bound for this counting
function which holds when M satisfies a strong curvature condition, first introduced by
Schindler-Yamagishi in [2I]. Further, even in the isotropic case when §; = ... = dgp = J, we
obtain an asymptotic formula which holds beyond the range of distance to M established in
[21]. Our result is also a generalization of the work of J.J. Huang [9] for hypersurfaces.

As an application, we establish for the first time an upper bound for the Hausdorff di-
mension of the set of weighted simultaneously well approximable points on a manifold M
satisfying the strong curvature condition, which agrees with the lower bound obtained by
Allen-Wang in [2]. Moreover, for R > 1, we obtain a new upper bound for the number of
rational points on M, which goes beyond the bound in an analogue of Serre’s dimension
growth conjecture for submanifolds of R .

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this manuscript is to establish an asymptotic formula for the number of rational
points close to smooth manifolds satisfying a certain geometric condition first studied in [21].
In the case when the codimension of such a manifold is greater than one, we establish, for
the first time, upper bounds on the number of rational points in a nonisotropic neighborhood
of the manifold. Further, even in the isotropic case, we extend the main result of [21] (see
Theorem [L3)), by obtaining an asymptotic formula which counts rational points beyond the
range of distance to the manifold established in [21].

Let M be a bounded immersed submanifold of RM with boundary, of dimension n and
codimension R. For @) € Z>, and 6 € (0,1/2), we define the counting function

Nm(Q.0) = #{(p,q) € Z"" : 1 < ¢ < Q, dist(M,p/q) < §/q}.

Here dist denotes the distance with respect to the L> norm on R¥ | that is,
dist(M, p/q) := inf [[x —p/ql/-
xEM

The study of rational points near manifolds has seen rapid development in the recent years.
While the problem of obtaining precise asymptotics and upper bounds for N (Q, d) is inter-
esting in its own right, it is also closely related to questions in Diophantine approximation
and the dimension growth problem for submanifolds of RM (see §I.2] and Conjecture [T
further below).

We have the trivial upper bound

NM(Q> 5) < CMQn+1>
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with ¢y > 0 depending only on M. Indeed, if M is a (compact piece) of a rational hyperplane
in RM | then the above estimate is the best we can hope for, as there exist constants c/y, cuq
depending only on M so that

Q" < Nu(Q.0) < cp@™

However, if M is curved in some sense, a probabilisitic heuristic suggests that
A0t QM < Ny(Q,6) < emsQ™ . (1.1)

We are still far from understanding the precise curvature conditions that would be sufficient
for the heuristic above to be true. However, the class of nondegenerate manifolds, which arises
quite frequently in Diophantine approximation, is a reasonable one to consider. Broadly
speaking, a smooth (i.e., C*°) connected submanifold of R™ is nondegenerate if it is not
contained in a proper affine subspace of RV,

Definition 1.1. Let %, %' be bounded open subsets of R" with % C %’. We say that an
I-times continuously differentiable map ® : %’ — R™ is l-nondegenerate at a point x € %’
if the partial derivatives of ® of order up to [ at the point x span RM. The map ® is
said to be l-nondegenerate if it is [-nondegenerate almost everywhere on %’ with respect to

the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure. We say that an immersed manifold M := ®(%) is
[-nondegenerate if ® is [-nondegenerate.

In the celebrated work [3], Beresnevich established the lower bound in (1) for analytic,
nondegenerate manifolds, in the range

5> Q.
In the recent work [20], Schindler, Technau and the author proved the indicated lower bound
for smooth, nondegenerate manifolds in the range

5> Q =i,

Huxley, in [12], was the first to prove a near-optimal upper bound for sufficiently regular
planar curves with non-vanishing curvature. This was followed by the remarkable work [25]
of Vaughan and Velani, in which they established the sharp result for such curves under
a slightly stronger regularity assumption. A recent breakthrough came in [9], where J.J.
Huang proved an asymptotic for Ny (Q,d) when M is a sufficiently smooth hypersurface
with non-vanishing Gaussian curvature, in the optimal range

§> Qe (1.2)

Further, in [10], he made the following conjecture for submanifolds M of RM of arbitrary
dimension, satisfying the aforementioned nondegeneracy condition.

Conjecture 1.2 (|10], Conjecture 3.1). Let M be a bounded immersed submanifold of R
with boundary, of dimension n and codimension R. Suppose that M is [-nondegenerate

everywhere with | < R+ 1. Then there exists a constant cyy > 0 depending only on M such
that

NM(Qv 5) < CM(SRQTH—lv
when § > Q™RT for some € >0 and Q — oc.

The main theorems in [9,25] demonstrate that non-vanishing Gaussian curvature is suffi-
cient to establish Conjecture for hypersurfaces. However, in [23], Technau and the author
showed that the conjecture is also true for certain hypersurfaces with Gaussian curvature
vanishing at a single point, provided the “degree of flatness” is below a critical value depend-
ing only on the dimension of the hypersurface. Further, when the degree of flatness is large,
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[23] establishes a new asymptotic for Ny (@, 0) incorporating the contribution due to the
“local flatness”.

For smooth, nondegenerate manifolds M of arbitrary dimension, the current best upper
bounds and asymptotics for a smoothened version of N (Q,d), in terms of the range of §,
are contained in [20, Theorem 1.4 and 1.6]. We also refer the reader to [5] for a previous
result on upper bounds.

However, all of these results on upper bounds and asymptotics remain valid only within
the range of ¢ prescribed by Conjecture [[2l It therefore came as a surprise when in [21],
Schindler and Yamagishi established an asymptotic for Ny (Q, d) for manifolds M satisfying
a strong curvature condition, in a range of § which goes beyond Conjecture when the
codimension is bigger than one! To state their result (and later ours) precisely, we first need
some basic set-up.

Recall that M is a bounded immersed submanifold of R™ with boundary, of dimension n
and codimension R. Since M is compact, we can work locally. Using the implicit function
theorem, we may assume without loss of generality that M has the parametrization

M= {(x, i(x),..., fr(x)) e R :x € B, (x0)}. (1.3)

Here xp € R™, f, : R — R are C'*° functions for 1 <r < R and B, (x¢) denotes the closed
ball in R™ centred at xy and of small enough radius &g.

Further, we assume that M satisfies the following

Curvature Condition: Given any t = (t;,...,tg) € R\ {0}, there exists a constant
C¢ > 0 such that

min__|det Hy-r 0 (x)| > C%. (CC)
x€ Bae (%0)

Note that when R = 1, condition (CC)) reduces to det Hy, (x¢) # 0, which in turn is equiv-
alent to non-vanishing Gaussian curvature for hypersurfaces. The main result of [21] is the
following.

Theorem 1.3 (|2I], Corollary 1.3). Let M be as in (L3)) and let n > 2. Suppose Condition
(CT) holds and that eq > 0 is sufficiently small. Then there exists a constant cp > 0
depending only on M such that

Na(@Q,6) ~ cpd™Q™H!
when
§ > Q nrarn T (1.4)
for any € > 0 sufficiently small and Q — oo. In particular, Conjecture .2 holds in this case.

Note that
Q FEET < QF,
whenever R > 1. Consequently, Theorem [[.3] goes beyond the range of  hypothesized in
Conjecture for manifolds satisfying (CCl) with codimension strictly bigger than one. We
refer the reader to |21, Section 7| for examples of such manifolds. For a generalization of
Theorem for manifolds satisfying a less restrictive curvature condition, see [16].

1.1. Main Results. Following [9,21]23], we establish our results for a smoothened version
of the counting function N (Q, ). The same asymptotic and bounds for N (Q,d) then

follow by approximating the characteristic function of the ball B, (x() by smooth weight
functions as in [9, Section 7]. Let w : R™ — [0, 1] be a smooth function with

suppw C B, (Xo)-
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For 0 € (0, %), we define

Nyrt(@.0) = Y w(g). (1.5)

aczm”
1<q<Q

lafi(a/q)ll<é

lafr(a/)l<s
We also introduce the exponent

@::max(wnle nkt )

n+2R nt2R-1)-1
n(n+R+1)
_ n+iR o ;ig <2. (1.6)
T T e Y2

Our first result establishes an asymptotic for 91, m(Q,9).

Theorem 1.4. For n > 2 and a sufficiently small g > 0, let M be as in (L3). Suppose
condition (CC) holds. Let © be as defined in (L6). Then there exists a constant Cy g > 0
(depending only on w and M) such that for all @ > 1 and 6 € (0,1/2), we have

25(0)

©—(n+1)
-~ 7 - R
n

mw,M(Qa 5) =

where

QU 4 Cona (TR E QR + QPE.@)), (1T)

exp(c1v/1og 4Q), ifn=2,R=1
Q) = { (log4Q)%, ifn>3,R=1, (1.8)
exp (c2(loglog4Q)?) ifn >3, R>2

and

5 ) exp(e1v/log4Q), ifn=2
gn(Q) - { (10g4Q)c2 an Z 3 (19)

for large enough constants ¢y, ¢o > 0 depending only on w and M which can be calculated

from the proof.

By approximating the characteristic function of the ball B.,(xq) by smooth weight func-
tions from above and below using standard arguments, we obtain the following asymptotic
for Nap(Q,6). For R > 1, this is valid in a range of 6 beyond Theorem [[.3] and in particular,
the one in Conjecture [.2

Corollary 1.5. Forn > 2 and a sufficiently small g > 0, let M be as in (L3). Suppose
condition (CCl) holds. Let © be as defined in (LG). Then there exists a constant cyy > 0
(depending only on M) such that

Nam(Q,8) ~ epd™ Q™ (1.10)
whenever L
5> Q% F e = max (Q_%;R%, Q_”“(R’”*ﬁ%) (1.11)
for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and ) — oo.

When § = 0, the term 91, p(Q,0) counts the weighted number of rational points with
denominator bounded by @) lying on the manifold M. Conjecture would imply

Nau(Q,0) < Nag(Q, Q™ 74) < Q<R (1.12)
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for any € > 0 sufficiently small, whenever M is an n-dimensional bounded immersed sub-
manifold of RM of codimension R, which is l-nondegenerate with [ < R+ 1. One can consider
the above as an analogue of Serre’s dimension growth conjecture, but for submanifolds of R
of dimension n. The original formulation for irreducible projective varieties is stated below.

Conjecture 1.6 (Dimension Growth Conjecture). Let X C Pf(‘f ~1 be an irreducible projective

variety of degree at least two defined over Q. Let Nx(B) be the number of rational points on
X of naive height bounded by B. Then

Nx(B) < B¥™X(log B)*
for some constant ¢ > 0.

In [19], Salberger established a version of the above conjecture with B¢ in place of (log B)°.
We refer the reader to [7,21] and the references therein for an introduction to the topic, and
for further refinements. In general, the upper bound in Conjecture is sharp; for example,
if X contains a rational linear divisor. However, by excluding divisors of small degree and
imposing stronger conditions (say on the degree), it is possible to obtain a better upper
bound.

In view of Conjecture and the previous discussion, it is reasonable to formulate the
following analogue of the dimension growth conjecture for the class of nondegenerate sub-
manifolds of RM (see Definition [[T]).

Conjecture 1.7 (A Dimension Growth Conjecture for Nondegenerate Manifolds). Let M
be a bounded immersed submanifold of RM with boundary, of dimension n and codimension
R. Further, suppose that M is l-nondegenerate for | < R+ 1. Then there exists a constant
cpm > 0 depending only on M such that

NM(Qv 0) S CMQTH—Ev
for some € >0 and all Q) > 1.

The nondegeneracy condition, which implies that M is not contained in a proper affine
subspace of RM, can be considered to be a replacement for the requirement in Conjecture
that the projective variety be irreducible and of degree at least two.

In [2], as an immediate consequence of their main theorem, Schindler and Yamagishi
obtained that

_ (n=2)(R—1)
Npm(Q,0) < Q" »+2@=1 (log Q)°
for some constant ¢ > 0, whenever the compact manifold M satisfies condition ([CC)). In
particular, for submanifolds of RM satisfying this much stronger curvature condition, their
estimate broke the Q™ barrier in Conjecture [LL7.

In this paper, as a corollary of Theorem [[L4] we obtain the following improvement over
[21, Corollary 1.4|, which goes even further in pushing through the barrier in Conjecture [.7]
for submanifolds of RM satisfying the curvature condition (CC).

Corollary 1.8. For n > 3 and a sufficiently small g > 0, let M be as in (L3). Suppose
condition (CC) holds. Let © be as defined in (L0), and let £,(Q) be as in (LE). Then

Nam(@Q,0) < Q96,(Q)
for all Q > 1, with the implicit depending only on M.

We now come to our main estimate, which is an upper bound for the number of rational
points with bounded denominators contained in a non-isotropic neighborhood of a smooth
manifold M satisfying (CC)). It specializes to the upper bound in Theorem [I.4] for isotropic
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neighborhoods of M. For Q € Z>; and § = (d1,...,0r) € (0,1/2)", we define the counting

function

Nm(@Q,8) = #{(a,q) € 2" : 1< ¢ <Q, |lgfe(a/q)|| < 6,/q for 1 <r < R},

and its smoothened version

M@, 8):= Y w(g). (1.13)

aczm” q
1<q<Q

lla.f1 (a/q)||<61

||qu(a/q)||S5R

When §; = d5... = 0g = 0, we shall simply refer the above as Na(Q, ) and D, m(Q, 9)
respectively, so as to be consistent with the notations for the corresponding isotropic counting
functions.

We again have the trivial upper bound

Nu(Q,8) < cpu@

However, using a probabilistic heuristic, we expect that

R R
Y <H &) Q" < Nm(@Q,0) < cm (H &) Q"
r=1

r=1
Let

6 =[]0 (1.14)
and for 1 <r < R, set

= I o= (1.15)

1<s<R
“s#r

Our main theorem is an upper bound for 9, r(Q,d), which is the first ever non-trivial
estimate for rational point count in a non-isotropic neigborhood of a submanifold of R¥.

Theorem 1.9 (Main Theorem). For n > 2 and a sufficiently small g > 0, let M be as in
(@T3). Suppose condition (CCl) holds. Let © be as defined in (LE). Then for all Q@ > 1 and
5 €(0,1/2)%, we have

- (n+1)

N (Q, 8) < 5 @"*1+Zé QTR E(Q)F +QO6,(Q), (1.16)

r=1
where £,(Q) and £,(Q) are as defined in (L8) and (L) respectively. The implicit constant
depends only on w and M.
The following upper bound for N (Q, d) is a direct corollary of the above result.

Corollary 1.10. For n > 2 and a sufficiently small g > 0, let M be as in ([L3)). Suppose
condition (CC) holds. Let © be as defined in (LG). Then there exists a constant cyy > 0
(depending only on M) such that

Nm(Q,8) < epd* Q! (1.17)

whenever

o= “+) _ ni2 ——— e
1%1<I1R5 > Q e — max (Q n+2R+E’Q n+2(R—1)— = > , (1.18)
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for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and Q — oo.

1.2. Applications to Diophantine approximation. Next, we discuss applications of The-
orem to Diophantine approximation on the manifold M. To do so, we need to introduce
a definition and some notations.

Definition 1.11. Given a family ¥ = (g, ¢1, . . ., ¥g) of monotonic functions v, : (0, +00) —
(0,1) with 0 < r < R, we call a point y € R"™ a)-approximable if the conditions

R %(Q), 1<i<n, (1.19)
q q

| L T ) (1.20)
q q

hold for infinitely many (q,a) = (q,ay,...,a,1r) € Zso x ZM.
We shall denote the set of wp-approximable points in R*™# = RM™ by S, p(v). For

T € ]RI;BR, given the approximation function family ¥. = (¢7™,¢"™,...,¢ ™), we shall
abbreviate notation and just write S, gr(7) := Sp+r(1,). We shall also call this the set of
T-approximable points, or the set of 7-weighted simultaneously well approximable points.
By Dirichlet’s theorem [22], S,4r(1/n,1/n,...,1/n) = RM.

The weighted simultaneous approximation result below deals with the convergence case of
Khintchine’s theorem [14]. In the case when 1y = 9 ... = 1R, it complements the divergence

case for analytic nondegenerate submanifolds of R in |3, Theorem 2.5].

Theorem 1.12. Forn > 2 and a sufficiently small g > 0, let M be as in ([L3)). Suppose
condition (CCl) holds. Let s > I;L—fl and let ¥ = (1o, 1, ..., ¥r) be a family of monotonic
approzimation functions ¥, : (0,+00) — (0,1) for 0 <r < R, with

’lZJO S min{@bl, Ce ,’l/JR}, (121)
and
= Yol0)\°* 17
S (M) Tl < oo (122)
q=1 r=1
Then

H(Spyr(1h) N M) = 0. (1.23)

Recall that the n- dimensional Hausdorff measure H" is a constant multiple of the Lebesgue
measure fi,. Thus, setting s = n in the above theorem establishes the convergence case of
Khintchine’s theorem for M. This is a weighted extension of [5, Theorem 1.2] (also see [20])
in the specific setting of smooth manifolds satisfying the strong condition (CC|). Further,
Theorem [[L12] generalizes the convergence case of [6, Theorem 2| for weighted simultane-
ous Diophantine approximation on planar nondegenerate curves when ¢y < ;. It can be
checked that for smooth planar curves, nondegeneracy (see Definition [[L1]) is equivalent to
the curvature condition ([CCl). We refer to [5, Proposition 2.13] for a proof of this fact.

As a corollary of Theorem [[L.T2] we can establish for the first time an upper bound for the set
of weighted simultaneously well approximable points on M corresponding to T € (%, I—E)RH.
In fact, since the complementary lower bound for more general manifolds has already been
established in [2, Theorem 1.1] (also see |4, Theorem 8] for an earlier result), we obtain the
exact Hausdorff dimension of the set of such points.
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Corollary 1.13. For n > 2 and a sufficiently small g > 0, let M be as in ([L3)). Suppose

condition (CQ) holds. For T = (1o,71,...,7r) € [+, %) with 70 > max{m,..., 7}, we
have
R+1+3F (-1
dim(M N Syon(r)) = PEEFIF 2 (=) g (1.24)
To + 1
Note that for the much more general class of [-nondegenerate manifolds of dimension n
and codimension R, in the case when 7 = 71 = ... = 75, the currently best known result is
[20, Corollary 1.13|, where the range of 7 is given by
- 3a+1 th 1
with a := .
2(n+R)—1Da+n+ R’ n(2l —1)(n+ R+ 1)

In other words, this result covers 7 close to 1/n. Corollary [L13]is valid for a bigger range of
7, but requires the manifold M to satisfy the strong curvature assumption (CC]).

Proof of Corollary[l.13. Let

n+R+1+3% (—17) n+tR+1 - (r+1)
> Rty
T0+1 T0—|—1

and ¥(q) = (¢, ¢ ™,...,q ™). A straightforward calculation using the lower bound
on s shows that (L22]) is convergent. We can thus apply Theorem [[LT2] to conclude that
H (S r(T) N M) = 0, and consequently dim(S,;z(T7) N M) < s. Since s > 2HHL

T0+1
Zil (:;E) is arbitrary we conclude that

n+R+1+3F (np—7)
To+ 1

To upgrade the above inequality to an equality, we can use the lower bound provided by

[2, Theorem 1.1] which is true for any C? submanifold of RM of dimension n, whenever

Zle 7. < 1. Applied to our setting, it says that

dim(M N Spsp(T)) < ~R. (1.25)

n+R+1+3% (—7)
’7'0—|—1

Now (L24)) follows by combining (L.25) and (I.28]). O

1.3. Novelties and comparison with previous work. We compare our methods and
results with the previous works of J.J. Huang (for hypersurfaces) and Schindler-Yamagishi
(for manifolds satisfying the condition (CC)).

In [9], Huang used a novel combination of projective duality, stationary phase and in-
duction on scales to develop a bootstrapping argument. Starting with the trivial estimate
Nup(Q, ) < Q™ a repeated iteration of this process yielded the conjectured error term (of
order Q" 1) for the asymptotic expansion of N (Q,d) in the case when M is a hypersurface
with non-vanishing Gaussian curvature. The bedrock of this argument was a self-improving
estimate relying on the fact that the Legendre dual of a hypersurface with non-vanishing
Gaussian curvature is also a hypersurface with the same property. Furthermore, the Le-
gendre transform is an involution. Thus after every two steps of this iteration, one returns
to the original counting problem one started with, albeit with better estimates owing to re-
peated applications of stationary phase and induction on scales. It was not clear, however,
whether such an argument could be adapted to manifolds of arbitrary dimension, or what
duality would even mean in such a setting.

dim(M N S,(7)) > — R. (1.26)
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In [21], a deep insight of Schindler-Yamagishi was generalizing the notion of Legendre
duality to manifolds of arbitrary dimension n and codimension R, but satisfying the geometric
condition (CC). In essence, they exploit the curvature condition (CC) to “freeze” all but one
codimension variables, followed by stationary phase for the family of hypersurfaces thus
obtained (one for each discrete choice of the (R — 1) frozen variables). This paves the way
for the application of van der Corput’s B process for each such hypersurface, thus linking
the manifold M immersed in R**% = RM to a dual family of hypersurfaces in RM. Some
major work is then involved in showing that these hypersurfaces also possess non-vanishing
curvature. Once this is established, the authors use another application of stationary phase
and duality (van der Corput’s B process) to return to the counting function for the original
manifold M.

However, after these two steps, the argument proceeds by using exactly one of the codi-
mensions to project to a lower dimensional counting problem associated to a hypersurface
in R""! and summing trivially in the remaining in R — 1 codimension variables. This allows
for the use of the sharp estimate for the rational point count close to hypersurfaces from [9)
as a blackbox to deduce estimates for the rational point counting function associated to this
family of projected hypersurfaces. The authors thus apply a similar bootstrapping procedure
as in [9], but with only two steps. This is already sufficient to establish improved estimates
for My Mm(Q, ), in a range of § beyond Conjecture However, the involutive nature of
Legendre duality is not fully exploited. Further, the process of summing up trivially in all
but one codimension variables in the second step, does not fully utilize the information in
these directions.

In this paper, we establish an inductive argument in the vein of [9] which exploits the
duality between the manifold M and a dual family of hypersurfaces, as formulated in [21].

e However, instead of using the main result from [9] for hypersurfaces as a blackbox, we
use the involutive nature of the Legendre transform to return to the original counting
problem associated to M after every two steps (see Proposition B.l). This allows
us to develop a bootstrapping argument which takes as input a trivial estimate for
MNy.m(Q, ), and eventually yields the upper bound contained in Theorem [I.9], which
is valid in a bigger range of ¢ than in both Conjecture and Theorem L3l

e Moreover, in a major departure from [9], the two inductive substeps (see Propositions
and B.3) develop a connection between counting functions associated with two
entirely different geometric objects: the manifold M of codimension R immersed in
RM on one hand, and a dual family of hypersurfaces in RM on the other. As mentioned
previously, in [9], both counting functions were associated to hypersurfaces with non-
vanishing curvature, whereas [21]| only utilized this connection in one direction. In
[23], Technau and the author developed such a duality argument for locally flat and
rough geometric objects, but they were both required to be hypersurfaces.

e An important new ingredient in our argument is Proposition B.5, which allows for
passage from the sum of the dual weights (associated to hypersurfaces in R™) to the
rational point count in a neighborhood of M. This should be compared to |21, Propo-
sition 5.3 and §6.3|, where the original counting problem is projected to a lower dimen-
sional one associated to a family of hypersurfaces in R"*!, with a trivial summing
up in the remaining R — 1 directions. In contrast, we utilize a dyadic version of
Ny 1m(Q,0) and retain the counting problem in all the codimensions.

e In order to utilize the information from all codimensions independently, our argument
necessarily requires estimates for a non-isotropic counting function (or else it is not
possible to sum the dyadic terms (4.2) in the proof of Proposition [3.2)). This inspired
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us to develop our argument entirely in a non-isotropic setting, leading to Theorem
1.9

e The class of manifolds satisfying the condition (CC]) provides a fertile ground for the
above ideas to be developed. However, we expect them to be useful for the problem of
counting rational points near more general manifolds like curves satisfying a weaker
curvature condition. We aim to address this in a future work.

1.4. Sharpness. The main result from [2I] (see Theorem [I3) broke through the § > Q=
threshold for manifolds M satisfying (CCl), while our results (Corollaries .5 and [L.I0) go even
beyond. A natural question is: what is the biggest range of § in which the asymptotic/upper
bound in Corollary [[5/Corollary [LI0 holds true? The answer naturally depends on the
order of the error term in the asymptotic expansion (L7)), or more generally, in the upper

bound in (LI7]).

In this paper, we establish that this error term is of the order of Q®&,(Q), where &,(Q) is

as in (L) and

n(n+R+41)
n+1—m, RZ?)

Proposition BIlstates the combined effect of the two inductive substeps connecting the count-
ing function 9, m(Q, d) to its dual and vice versa (via the van der Corput B process). Ne-
glecting logarithmic terms for the course of this discussion, a single application of Proposition
3.1 brings down the order of the error term from Q° to Q°, with

= B nRk
B=n+1 n+2<R—25"_n>'

Note that we have the trivial estimate 9, m(Q, 8) < 6*Q" . Starting with Sy = n+ 1, the
above recursive relation yields a decreasing sequence {f;},>0 which converges to

n(n+R+1)
n+2R
after roughly loglog @) many steps, irrespective of whether R > 2 or R < 2. Indeed, when

R =2, and M satisfies (CCl), we conjecture that the up to logarithmic losses, the error term
is of the order of

n(n+R+1)
n+2R

When R =1 and M is a hypersurface with non-vanishing curvature, this conjecture is true
(as established in [9]); while our Theorem [[9 establishes that same for R = 2.

On the other hand, for R > 3, the induction process stops once the error terms is of the
order of Q® with

nR

n+2(R—1)—2
This is because below this critical value, it is the so called “error term” from the stationary
phase expansion for the oscillatory integrals associated to the dual hypersurfaces (the last
term on the right in (3.38)), which begins to dominate over the main terms (the first two
terms on the right in (8.38))). In other words, for larger values of R, the order of the error
term obtained from a single term stationary phase expansion determines the critical value ©.

It is interesting to ask whether it is possible to go below even this threshold when R > 3.
For hypersurfaces with non-vanishing Gaussian curvature (when R = 1), it is the order of the
error term in the first order stationary phase expansion which determines the sharp order of

O=n+1- (1.27)
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the error term in the asymptotic expansion for N (@, d). It is thus plausible that for R > 3,
the lowest possible order of the error term in the upper bound for 9, ;(Q, d) is indeed

_ nR
Qn—‘rl n+2(R—1)— 3 .

. At any rate, due to the obstruction just discussed, this exponent appears to be the optimal
one possible using the method of stationary phase.

1.5. Outline of the paper.

e Section [2 collates technical results used throughout the paper.

e Section [3] contains an outline of the proof of Theorem

— We first deduce it as a consequence of Proposition Bl

— Next, this proposition is broken down into two further sub steps: Propositions
and 3.3l The former uses an upper bound on the counting function associated
with M to obtain a better bound on a dual counting function associated to a
family of n dimensional hypersurfaces in R"™!. Proposition does the reverse:
it bounds the counting function associated to M using the upper bound on the
dual counting function.

— The proofs of Propositions B.2]and 3.3 rely on a combination of projective duality
and van der Corput’s B-process to pass from M to the family of dual hypersur-
faces, and back. This connection is made precise in Propositions B.4] and
The former enables passage from the sum of the dual weights to rational point
count in the neighborhood of M, while the latter achieves the same in the reverse
direction.

e Section Ml contains the proof of Proposition modulo Proposition 3.4 which is itself
proven in Section Bl Similarly, Section [ contains the proof of Proposition B.3 modulo
Proposition which is proven in Section [7.

e Theorem [[.4] is proven in Section § using Theorem [T.9

e Theorem is deduced as a corollary of Theorem in Section [Ql

Remark 1.14. The condition (CCl) imposes strong restrictions on how large the codimension
R of M can be with respect to its dimension n. Indeed, as mentioned in [21], the problem of
finding n dimensional matrices satisfying (CC) is connected to question of determining the
number of linearly independent vector fields on spheres. An R-tuple of symmetric matrices
satisfying the condition gives rise to a system of (R — 1) linearly independent vector fields on
the n — 1 dimensional sphere in R"”. We refer the interested reader to [I] for further reading.
In particular,

R < pru(n), (1.28)

where pru(n) are Radon-Hurwitz numbers (see [11,[I7]) defined as follows: if n = (2n; +
1)24m2t13 with ng € {0,1,2,3} and for some ny € {0,1,2,3,...}, then pru(n) = 8ny + 2".
Notice that for odd n, we have

R < pru(n) = 1. (1.29)

For the interested reader, we also point out that the works of Radon and Hurwitz had
originally been in the setting of Heisenberg type groups, where an analogous connection
dictates how large the dimension of the centre of the Lie algebra can be as compared to the
dimension of the group. We refer to [13] and [I§] for further reading.
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1.6. Notation. All vectors shall be denoted by boldface letters, e.g., x,y,z,d,k. We shall
use | - | to denote the £ norm of the vector under consideration. In other words, for z € R*

(where k € N),

|z| := max |z].
1<i<k

Given € > 0 and x € R™, B.(x) shall denote the open ball defined with respect to the metric
induced by this norm, centred at x and of radius ¢; i.e.,

B.(x) :={y:|x—z| <¢e}.

For an open set 2" € R" and ¢ € N, we shall denote the set of all {-times continuously
differentiable functions defined on 2" by C*(.2), the set of all smooth functions defined on
2 by C*(Z") and the set of all smooth functions defined on 2~ with compact support by
Ceo(Z). The gradient of a function f € C'(2") shall be denoted by

_(9f 9of
vre (X2

For t € R, we define
e(t) := ¥,
In the following, given a positive integer k and functions A, B : 2~ C R¥ — C, we shall use

the notation A < B to denote the fact that |A(x)| < C|B(x)| for all x € 2", where C' > 0
is a constant which is allowed to depend on w and M, and therefore also on

the dimension n and codimension R,

go and X,

the constant €, in condition (3.29]),

upper bounds for the functions f, (1 < r < R) and w, and for their finitely many
derivatives, on the domain Bj.,(xo).

1.7. Acknowledgement. The author is supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
(DFG, German Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy - EXC-2047/1
- 390685813 as well as SFB 1060. She is grateful to Lillian Pierce, Andreas Seeger and
Niclas Technau for enlightening discussions at different stages of this project. The author
also thanks Lars Becker for reading Section [I] of the paper and providing useful comments,
and Jing-Jing Huang for directing her to a precise version of Conjecture [I.21

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect various technical results used throughout the paper.

2.1. Oscillatory Integral Estimates.

Lemma 2.1 (Non-Stationary Phase). Let d, K € Z~o and % C R? be a bounded open set.
Let w € C®(RY), with supp (w) C % and ¢ € C®(U) with Vp(x) # 0 for all x € supp (w).
Then for any A > 0, we have

/R e (pl) dx| € AT,

where the implied constant depends only on K,d, upper bounds for the absolute values of
finitely many derivatives of w and ¢ on % , and the lower bound for |Vy| on supp w.

Proof. See [8, Theorem 7.7.1] O
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Lemma 2.2 (Stationary Phase). Let %, % C R be bounded open sets, with % C 2. Let
w € C®(RY), with supp (w) € % and p € C®(Z). Suppose there exists vo € U with
Vi(ve) =0, and Vip(x) # 0 for all x € % \ {vo}. Further, let

A = |det H,(vo)| #0

and o be the signature of H,(vy). Then for any A > 0, we have

/Rd e M\p(x)) w(x) dx = \"FA 3¢ ()\go(vo) + %) (w(vo) + O (A ™). (2.1)

where the tmplicit constant depends only on d, upper bounds for (the absolute values of)
finitely many derivatives of w and @ on %y, an upper bound for

|x — vy

sup
xem\[vo} VP(X)

and a lower bound for A.
Proof. See [24, Chapter VIII, Proposition 6| or [8, Theorem 7.7.5]. O
2.2. Selberg Magic Functions. Let I = («, 3) be an arc of R/Z with 0 < f — a < 1, and

let 1; denote its characteristic function. Then given J € Z-q, there exist finite trigonometric
polynomials S+ : [0, 1] — R of degree at most J

J
Sye(x) =Y Sp(j)e(ja),
j=—J
satisfying the following properties:
S;-(0) < 1,(0) < S;+(0), 0 € R/Z; (2.2)
. 1
SJi(O) = B —a+ J——|—17 and (23)
. 1 1
N < —— i —a,—— |. 2.4
8021 < g +min (8- 1) (2.4)

We refer to [15, Chapter 1] for details about the construction of these functions.

2.3. The Fejér Kernel. For D € Z.q, let Fp : [0,1] — R be the Fejér kernel of degree D
given by
D

B D —|d| _ [ sin(mD0) 2
fD(e)_d;D e e(d@)-(m) . (2.5)

Let 6* € (0,1/2) be such that D = |5 | . Since |sin(rz)| > 2z for z € [0,1/2], we have

sin(wDO) \° o (2D1¢] 4

Dsin(70) ) — \ D=l||0||) =2
whenever ||6]| € (0,6*). In other words, letting 15« denote the characteristic function of the
set {z € R: ||z|| < *}, we have

15 (0) < %}"D(H). (2.6)
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3. OVERVIEW OF THE PROOF OF THEOREM [[.9

We now fix n > 2 and a sufficiently small ¢y > 0. Further, define

. nn+R+1) n(n+1)
ﬁst‘_max( n+t2R ' nt2 )

Observe that Sy = © for R € {1,2}, while Sy > © for R > 3.
Theorem [L.9will be a consequence of the following self-improving estimate for the manifold
M, assumed to satisfy condition (CC).

(3.1)

Proposition 3.1. Suppose there ezists € [Bs,n+ 1], A > 1 and a > 0 such that for all
Q > 1 and for all § € (0,1/2)%, it is true that

R
Ny i(Q,8) < A (6*@"“ +3 67 Q QR +Q (log 4@)“‘”*3) L (32)

r=1

Then there exists a positive constants Cy depending only on w and M, such that for all
Q > 1 and for all § € (0,1/2)%, we also have

R 3 ~
Nuat(Q, ) < Co 6 Q" + CoA (Z 55Q" QR + Q° (log 4@)“*”“‘””) . (33)

r=1

with
~ nR

B=n+1-— .
n+2(R-52)

Proof of Theorem[1.9, assuming Proposition[31. Using the trivial estimate

(3.4)

R
mw,M(Qad) S 6><Qn+1 _'_Qn+1 S 6><Qn+1 _'_Z(S;Q(erIgR—l)QnTtl —|—Qn+1

r=1

as the starting point, we apply Proposition B.1] repeatedly. We first consider the case when
Bst = %, which arises when R € {1, 2}.
Applying Proposition 3.I1 N many times, we get

R
Ny ri(Q,6) < Cod Q" 4 CN (Z 5XQU QR 4+ Q7 (log 4@>N<R‘”+R> . (35)

r=1

where Cy, C' > 1 are constants depending on w and M; and [y is obtained from the recursive

relation
nR

Bi=n+1- ; Bo =n+1. (3.6)
2R+ (1 552)
To determine how rapidly this sequence converges to "(Zigg 1), we calculate
ﬁi_n(n+R+1):n+1_ nR _nn+R+1)
n+2R 2R+n<1_2ﬁi,21—n> n+2R
_ (n+2)R nRk

 n+2R _2R—|—n<1 #) (3.7)

T 2Bi_1-n
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We can rewrite the last expression above as

(n+2)R nR(28;-1 —n)
n+2R  (n+2R)(2B;i-1 —n) —2n
B R (n+2)((n+2R)(26;-1 —n) —2n) —n(n+2R)(26,_1 — n)
 (n+2R)(2Bi-1 —n) —2n n+2R
(3.8)
The expression in square brackets equals
—2n* +2((n +2R)(26;—1 —n) — 2n) 16, — 2n? 4+ 2n(n + 2R) + 4n
n+2R ot n+2R
dn(n+ R+ 1)
- 4 i—1 — . .
fics n+2R (39)
From (B.7), (38) and ([3.9), we conclude that
n(n+R+1) 4R n(n+R+1)
- - ARGk 3.10
Now since 3;_; > n(Zi};;{l), we have
(28i-1 —n)(n+2R) —2n > n(n +2) — 2n = n*.
Plugging this into (3.10), we get
nn+R+1) 4R n(n+ R+1)
mnr ) g MR 11
b n+2R — n? (5’1 n+2R (8.11)
We start with the estimate
n(n+ R+ 1) nn+R+1) (n+2)R
e n+2R n+2R
After N steps, using ([B.I1), we get
n(n+ R+1) AR\ ™
SEA LA < [— R. 3.12
B n+2R T ( n? ) (3.12)

We now consider two subcases. When n > 3, it follows from Remark [I[.14]and the definition
of the Radon-Hurwitz numbers that R < n . Further, recall (I.29) which says that R = 1
whenever n is odd. Thus,

%, ifn>5
4R
— <4 3, ifn=4 (3.13)
n

%, if n=3.

Combining the above with ([B.12), we get

n(n+R+1) - (4)NR.

n+2R 5

B - -

Thus, after

N — log R + loglog 4@
- log(5/4)
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many steps, we conclude from (3.3]) that

n n(n n(n
MNum(Q,6) < 6™ Q”+1+Z(5 Q( S UQ et (log4Q)=+Q e exp (c2(loglog 4Q)?) ,
r=1
for R = 2; and
& (nt1)(R=1) _ n{ntR+1) n(ntR+1)
mw,./\/l (Q, (5) < &% Qn-i-l + Z 5;@ R Q R(7L+2R) (log 4Q)c2 + Q 7L+2R (log 4@)‘2’

r=1

for R = 1. Here ¢ > 0 and the implied constant depend only on w and M. This finishes
the proof for n > 3 and R € {1,2}.

In the subcase when n =2 and R = 1, the relation (8.I0) reduces to
i1 — 2

B —2= 517

2Bi-1—3

or equivalently, the identity
1 1

=2
Bi —2 Bic1 — 2
with Sy = 3. This lets us conclude that
1
20+ 1

This sequence also converges to the desired value of 2, albeit at a much slower rate. Indded,

after
N = [/]og4Q]

many steps, we obtain using (3.5]) that
Nuwm(Q, 01) < 61Q° + Q% exp(c11/10g 4Q),

for a large enough constant ¢; > 0 depending only on w and M. This establishes our result
also in the case when n = 2.

We now come to the case when Sy = , which arises when R > 3. The argument
proceeds in almost the same way as the previous case, except for one key difference. The se-
quence {f;} is still defined by the recursive relation (3.6]) and therefore converges to %.
However, Proposition [3.1] can be applied only until

n(n+1) - n(n+R+1)
2 n+2R

Bi=2+

n(n+1)
2

Bi >
Consequently, let B;_1, Bx be such that

Applying Proposition B.1] £ many times, we obtain
R
M, a(Q, ) < Cp Q" + C* (Z FQUTHTQE + Q™ (log 4@>(“”)(R_1)+R> ,

r=1
R

< CO(sXQn—I—l + Ck ( 5 (”+1)(R 1) n(ngl) i Qn(n+1) (10 4@) (a+1)(R—-1)+ ) ’

r=1
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where Cy, C' are positive constants depending only on w and M. We apply Proposition B.1]

one more time, with 8 = "("2+1), which gives

R
Nua(Q.8) < G Q 4+ CH! <Z 8:Q"HT QR +Q° (logaQ) V)
r=1

(3.14)

with
nR nR

=n+1- .
n n+2(R—1)—2
n+2<R—Wn_n> ( )=
2
Since © > 2D e conclude using (312) and ([FI3) that

nt2R
n(n+ R+1) < (é)kR
n+2R 5
Therefore we can again bound the number of steps required by
{bgR + log log4QJ ]
log(5/4) ’

O=n+1-

Br—0 < By —

Plugging the above into (3.14), we get

R
MNup(Q,8) < 8 Q + 3 82 Q"H QR (log 4Q)* + Q° exp (e2(loglog 4Q)?) .

r=1

for R > 1; and

R
Myi(Q,0) < 5*Q™ + 3 52 QU Q T (log 4Q)* + Q°(log 4Q)*,
r=1
for R = 1. Here ¢; > 0 and the implied constant depend only on w and M.
This establishes (I.I6)) also in the case when R > 3 (note that the condition (IL.28]) forces
n to be at least 3), and finishes the proof. O

Proposition B.1] will be a direct consequence of two inductive sub steps, built on the con-
nection between the rational point count near the manifold M and the sum of certain “dual”
weights associated to a family of compact hypersurfaces in R"™!. We need some technical
preparation first.

Let 15 denote the characteristic function of the set {6 : ||#|| < 0}, and for 1 <r < R, set

Jp = HSTJ : (3.15)

Using the Selberg magic functions of degree J, to estimate 14, as in (22), we can bound

@)= 2w (B)00 (o () = 2 v (T (7))

aczZ" acz”
1<q<@ 1<q<@

Expanding the Selberg magic functions into their fourier series and multiplying, we get

f[ls‘]j (qfr <3)) =2 (ﬁ E}(j») exp (iyqf(%)) .

jezt. \r=1
|gr| <Jr
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The upshot is that

Num(@Q,8) < > (H S ) > w (g) exp (éjrqer)) : (3.16)

jezni: r=1 acz"”
[Grl<Jr l<e=@
1<r<R

Using (23)) with § — a = 26, and J = J,. for each 1 < r < R, we conclude that the
contribution from the regime when j = 0 is

R
H (2@ + ﬁ) Z w (2) <L 67Q™H (3.17)

r=1 aczZm™
1<q¢<Q

Combining (3.16), (317) and the upper bound

— 1 1 1
| < : <
185 Ur)) < L1 (25“7T|jr|) -+ 1
R
mw,M(Qa 5) S deXQn—l—l + Z (H

R
) 5w (2)ew (ijqﬁ(E)) |
jezR\{0}: aczr q —1 q

|7 |<Jr 1<¢=@
1<r<R

we get

(3.18)
For 1 < s < R and X € Z-.(, we define the “pencil set” of indices corresponding to the
codimension indexed by s to be

T(X) =1 €2, : 0 < [ljlloc = Js < X}. (3.19)
For later use, we also introduce the slightly larger set
TEX)={GeZ%:0 < [ljlloo <2js <2X1. (3.20)
Further, for each 1 <s < R, j € J°(X) and v € {—1,1}%, let
Jr
Fojyi=fs+ Y Wt (3.21)
1<<r IS
r#s
and
i a r a
MIu(Q,0) = 5 QM Z (H bjr> Z w (—) exp <Z VrJrq fr (—))
JjeTs(Js) r=1 aez™ q r=1 q
1<q<@Q
=§Q" + Z <H 1) Z w (E) exp (qjst,m<E)) . (3.22)
jegs(Js) \r 1‘7 + aczZ” q q
1<¢<@

Then it follows from the triangle inequality that

Num(@,8) < Y Y M(Q,9). (3.23)

76{_171}R s=1

Our argument shall be independent of the signs of the coefficients j.. Thus by conjugation,
if need be, we can always reduce matters to the case when v = (1,1,...,1). Henceforth,
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we shall specialize to this choice of 4 and suppress it from notation. In principle, the same
argument can be made for the choice of a distinguished codimension s, but for clarity, we
shall state the subsequent propositions for a general s € {1,..., R}.

Let

9 := By, (x0), U :=suppw C B, (Xo), (3.24)

with ey chosen small enough so that there exists a constant €y > 1 such that forall1 < s < R
and t € [—2,2]7! we have

det Hy swr oy p | < €o; (3.25)

0 r;ﬁs

and the maps

X —= Vx .fs + E tr’fr
1<r<R
r#s

are smooth diffeomorphisms on Z.
Then VF;; is a diffeomorphism on & and U for all s € {1,..., R} and j € J(Js), and
therefore also for all j € J%(J;). Let

‘@SJ = VFSJ(.@), ‘/s,j = VFSJ(U). (326)

Note that there exists a compact set .Z, independent of s and Ji,..., Jg, such that V,; C
Hs; C L forall j € J7(Js). For these j tuples, we can now define the (Legendre) dual family
of functions Fy;: #Zs; — R by

Fi(y) =y (VE) ' (y) = (F50 (VFy) ™) (v)- (3.27)

For each dual function F7;, its gradient VF{; is a smooth diffeomorphism mapping Z; j onto
9. For y = VF,j(x), we have

VF;j(y) =X, HF:J (y) = Hp,, (x)~". (3.28)

It can also be verified that the Legendre transform is an involution, i.e.
(Fs;)" = Fj.
For s € {1,...,R} and j € J!(J;), we define the dual family of weights w; : Vi; — R given
by
wi(y) ==wo (VFy) " (3.29)

Finally, for Q* > 1, 6* € (0,1/2) and s € {1, ..., R}, define

W= Ty (i) (3.30)
Jgjs@)HJS w2 1< \/‘det Hp,, ((VFSQ (7))‘

We are now ready to state the first sub step in the proof of Proposition 3.1, which converts
an upper bound for N ,,(Q, ) into an improved upper bound for the sum of the dual family
of weights 9. (Q*, 5*) In analogy with (BI]), we set

1 2
Qg = max (M,n%— R—1- —) : (3.31)
n+ 2 n
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Proposition 3.2. Suppose there exist f € [Bg,n+ 1], A1 > 1 and ay > 0 such that for all
Q > 1 and for all § € (0,1/2)%, it is true that

R
Nyrd(Q,6) < A, <6*@"+1 +3°67Q"H QR + Q7 (log 4@)““*‘1”3) . (3.32)

r=1

Then there exists a positive constant Cy depending only on w and M such that for all s €
{1,...,R}, @* > 1 and 6* € (0,1/2), we have

a1 (R—1)+R
M%7, 67) < CL*(Q)"™ + C1 A, (Q)° ((log 40%) (”Jﬁf)) C (333)

with

2
a:max(n—l—R— ,n—l—R—l—ﬁ)E[ast,n—l—R]. (3.34)

n
20 —n

The second sub step works in the reverse direction: it converts the upper bound for the
sum of the above dual family of weights into an improved upper bound for 9%; (@, 9).

Proposition 3.3. Suppose there exists a € [n(":if;l), n+ R} , Ao > 1 and ay > 0 such that

foralls € {1,...,R}, Q* > 1 and 6* € (0,1/2), it is true that

N (Q°157) < Ay <5*<@*>"+R +(@)" (o1 (25 2R))GQ(R_U+R> C (33)

n+ 2

Then there exists a positive constant Cy depending only on w and M such that for all s €
{1,...,R}, @ >1 and & € (0,1/2)%, we have

(n+1)(R—1)

2@ 8) < G QM+ Cotdy (85Q7HT QI + Q7 (log4Q) VIV - (3.36)
with

— 1—
f=n+ n+2R

Proof of Proposition[31], given Propositions[32 and[3.3. Using the hypothesis ([B.2]), we ap-
ply Proposition B2 to obtain ([B.33]) with A; = A, a; = a and

~ nR n(n+ R+ 1)
200 —n

,n+q. (3.37)

n 2 n
= - —_1-2) = _ _
Q max<n+R 2ﬁ—n’n+R n) n+ R 5% —n
Indeed, since
n(n+1)
>
ﬁ_ﬁst_ n+2 )
we have
+R-—"_>n+R LR—1-2
n — n —_ =N — —_—

This in turn implies that the hypothesis of Proposition B.3]is true with the same «, and with
as = a and Ay = max{1, & C A}. Here &, is the constant from condition (3.25). Applying
Proposition B3] next, we conclude that for all s € {1,..., R}, Q@ > 1 and § € (0,1/2)%,

R 2 -~
2m(Q,0) < Ci8* QM + G (Z 5 Q" QR + Q(log 4Q)<a+1>R)

r=1



RATIONAL POINTS IN NON-ISOTROPIC NEIGHBORHOODS 21

where C) depends only on w and M and

> R R R
B=n+1- "2 pi1- i —n+1-— n '
20— n 2(n+ R ) —n 2R+ (1- 72 )
Summing up in s and using (3:23)), we obtain ([B.3) with Cy = R2%C,. O

Both Propositions [B.2] and B.3] rely on a combination of projective duality and van der
Corput’s B-process to pass from M to the family of dual hypersurfaces, and back. The
following propositions make this connection precise.

We state the dual version first: for passage from the sum of the dual weights to rational
point count in the neighborhood of M. This should be compared to |21}, Proposition 5.3 and
§6.3], where the original counting problem is projected to a lower dimensional one associated
to a family of hypersurfaces in R"*!, with a trivial summing up in the remaining R — 1
directions.

Proposition 3.4 (Dual van der Corput B-Process). Let s € {1,..., R}. For all Q* > 1 and
6* € (0,1/2) with D := |5 |, we have

*\ 2 . R
Mo (Q7,0%) < 0%(Q)" + % dode Y wG) (H min (||df, (k/d)| ", Q*))

+(Q)FIDE, (3.38)
with the implicit constant depending only on w and M.

The final proposition gives an upper bound for 9N ,,(Q,d) in terms of rational points
around the dual family of hypersurfaces.
Proposition 3.5 (van der Corput B-Process for M). Let s € {1,...,R}. For Q > 1 and

5 € (0,1/2)F, let M2, (Q,8) be as defined in B2) with J, := %J We have

(@, 8) < 8 Q" (3.39)

> <H 1 ) 2 isli) i (17.F25(/5)1 1 Q)
st Nt ) (et i (VE) ] P
+J27'Q% (log4.)" . (3.40)
The tmplicit constant depends only on w and M.

We shall present the proofs of Propositions for s = 1. The other cases can be
reduced to this one by a relabelling of the variables ji, ..., 7. Consequently, in the subsequent

sections, we shall suppress notation and omit the parameter s. In other words, [J* shall be

denoted by J, J;° by Jb, Fs; by F;, wsj by wj, Rsj by Rj, Vs; by V;, and so on.

[NIE]

+Q

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [B.2] USING PROPOSITION [B.4]
Let D := L%J By Proposition 8.4 we have

n D

Ny (QF,67) < 5°(Q)"H + @ Y d iy w (g) (H min (||df, (k/d)|| ", Q*))

d=1 kezn
+ (Q*)%+R_1D%_l (41)



22 RAJULA SRIVASTAVA

with the implicit constant depending only on w and M. To deal with the second term on

the right, we employ dyadic decomposition based on the size of ||df,(k/d)|| with respect to
" to obtain

> u(y) (f[lmiﬂ(Ildfr(k/d)ll‘l,Q*)>S(Q*)R DEESLID S ]

kezn iGZI;OZ kezZ™ -
= ir
||i||oo<log4Q>’c ”dfT( )||<2
= log2 1<r<R

(4.2)

Our induction hypothesis (3.32)) implies that
D

k on 2in
Z QU(E):meV((D,—*,,—*)
= iz A

ir+1
lldfr ()| < L 1<r<R

R R
i QZT:”T n41 1
< A (225—1“(62*)—31)““ +3 (@) DR DR 4 DP(log 4D)‘“(R‘1)+R> .

Partial summation in the d variable then lets us conclude that

S k
d: wl =)<
)3 2 ( d) <
d=1 kez®

lafe ()| <2 a<r<R

R Zﬁ: ir n _
AlD_% (22?—1 ir (Q*)—RDn—i-l + Z 2 . ! (Q*)—R-HD% + Dﬁ(lOg 4D)a1(R—1)+R> )

We combine the above with (£2]) to get

D R
_a k , L
Sty () (Hmm(der(k/d)ll e ))
d=1 kezn r=1
ZT ir n+1)(R—1

SADTEQ)T YT o Em <2Zf—1“( )Rt 4 Z 2 - P

iEZg'O:

log 4Q*

liloo < 10222

+ D"(log 4D)“1(R‘1)+R>

N “\
<, (19829 pran g (l084€ DR 4 DO (log 4D) M (FDER(QR)R |
- log 2 log 2

(4.3)
Plugging the above in (£.1)) lets us conclude that ‘)“( m(QF,0%) is bounded from above by a

positive constant times

6 (Q)" R + Ay (QD>§ ((log4Q")" DE* + Q" (log 4Q") "~ D™ 7

+ (Q*)RDﬁ—g(log 4D>a1(R—1)+R> + (Q )"—l—R lD——l
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Recalling that D = [WJ? we get

mZ}M(Q*a 5*) < C(S*(Q*)TH_R + CAl < (lOg 4@*)R (Q*)%(é*)—% + (Q*)%+R(5*)%+1_B(log(4/5*))al(R_1)+R
+ (log 4Q7) " (Q")F 1 (6") #*

Observe that all terms except the first on the right hand side of (44]) involve a negative
power of 0*. To see this for the penultimate term, we estimate, first for R > 2,

+ C(Q) 2 HE-1(5")1 3. (4.4)

1— (n+1)(R—1)48 )
R

@+1_(n—l—l)(R—l)—l—ﬁ:n—l—l—ﬁ_ﬁg1—5§0.
2 R R 2 2
For R = 1, the power of §* on the penultimate term reduces to
n
—+1-<0
S +1-5<0,

as 8 > n in this case.

We record a few small calculations which shall be of use later. Since g > "(TJ;};;{ 1), we
have LoR
n n n
< : (4.5)
_ — 2n(n+R+1) -
20 —n e —n n+ 2
It is also straightforward to verify that with the aforementioned lower bound on £,
n n n
— |1 < R — ) 4.6
2( +2B—n>_n+ 26 —n (4.6)
. n(n+1)
Further, since § > ===, we have
n n n(%—l) n+2/n n 2
(25—n)<§_1)§m+;1>_n_ n (5_1>_§_; (47)

We now return to (4.4]), and consider two cases based on the size of 6* with respect to Q*.
If 0* > (Q*) 26—, then we can estimate

n n n n m n
(@)3(07)7F < (@)FU) <@y (48)
Next, we deal with the last term on the right hand side in (4.4) as follows
(Q*)g-i-R—l((s*)l—% < (Q*)g+R—1+(2ﬁtn)(g—1) @ (Q*)3+R—1+g—%
— (Q*>n+R—1—%' (49)

We now estimate the two remaining middle terms which determine the relation of o with
respect to 5. The first one is easy

S\ B4R (§x)B+1-5 syyar(R—1)+R o BB (s ) (-2 1) \ n a(R-D+R
(Q7)277(0%) 27 (log 4(1/67))™ < (@) <(10g4Q ) (25—71))

(2%1) __n_ n+2R a1(R-1)+R
< *\n+R— 55— * '
< @ (ogae) (3
(4.10)
We also have
N ] (nEDR-D+8 AT g R-1 o T
(Q)2+1(5)2+1 e :((Q)2(5) 2) R ((Q)2+R(5)2+1 ﬁ)R

n+ R g n

(Q*)@%) QRS (411)

@)+ @I0)
= (
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Combining (7)), ([A8), (£9), (LI0) and (II), yields

ar(R—1)+R
N (@7, 6°) < C0 (Q)H + O, () ((log 1Q7) (” * QR))

n+2
for 6* > (Q*) " 2-n.

In the complementary case when §* < (Q*)_w%n, we use monotonicity of the function

M (QF,6%) to deduce that

M (Q7,0) <My (@ Q7).

To estimate the right hand side, we use (£4]) with 0* = (Q*)_Zﬁ%n. Applying the same
arguments as in (£.8)-(4.11]), and evaluating the first term directly, gives

(4.12)

n n a1(R—1)+R
L (Q1.(@)55) < @) F L 0A(Q) ((log 107 (";ﬁf))

a1(R—1)+R
<on@r (topae) (255F)

(4.13)

This establishes (3:33) also in the case when 6* < (Q*) %=, and thus finishes the proof of
Proposition The constant C in (3.33) can be taken to be max(C”’, C”) and depends only
on w and M.

5. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.3] USING PROPOSITION
Recall that J; := LﬁJ We begin by applying Proposition 3.3 to obtain
N (Q,8) < Q™ + T2 Q% (log4.Jy)"

oy (M) s )

. i F min (15 (/)17 @) -
et Nt I TS G fdet Hig (VE)™(k/50))

_n
y 2

(5.1)

To deal with the last term on the right, we use dyadic decomposition based on the size of
[71F5 (k/ 1) with respect to @ to split

[ k
i (n)

— min (|[j £} (k/j1)] . Q)
kezn \/‘det Hp, (VEy)~'(k/5))|

<@ X wi (%) -
||j1Fj*(ll:/ej%7)l||<Q*1 \/‘det HFJ’ ((vﬂ)_l(k/]l))‘

DI -
ik e e By (V) /)
B <llinFy /)l <35
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For —1 <i < 1‘1’§g4§2 , our induction hypothesis (3.35)) implies that

sy 4 ()

e wery/ldet Hyy (VE)=(k/5))

T i
i Fy (k/g)lI< =

* 22 . _ n _I_ 2R a2(R—1)+R
= ‘JIH;}M <J1, é) < A, (2“’1@ LR go ((log4J1) < 2 )) . (5.3)

Partial summation in the j, variables, keeping in mind that b; < j% and j, < 71 < Ji, then
yields

> (M) 2 i)
e st L) g et ey (VE) T (/5)|

iy i+1
1} (k/51) 1< 25—

N D el

0<s.... SRS%H I<hih =2 kezZn . \/‘det HFJ. ((Vﬂ)—l(k/ﬁ))‘
Jre([22§;§§ r] 1 Fy (k/50)II< %5
. 4 2R a2(R—1)+R
< CA2(10g4J1)RJ1 2 (22+1Q—1J{z + JiX—R ((]og4]1) <n ‘:— s )) .
n

Combining the decomposition in (5.2) with the above estimate, we get

0t Z | (H ﬁ) Z o <j_1)jl min (|| F} (k/50)]17", Q)

et \r ez \f|det iy, (VF)~ (/7))

n —n . . n _I_ 2R GQ(R_l)"rR
< CAQ¥ M (loga)®yy 2 Y 2 [2HQT Ny 4 ((log 4.Jy) < ))

n—+ 2
0<i< log1Q
—"— log?2

2R\’ pn e
< CA, ((log4J1) <nn—|—+2 )) ((logélQ)QEJf + Q2 R) :

where

b= (as+1)(R—1) + R.
Plugging the above in (5.1) lets us conclude that

b
M, i(Q.6) < CO*Q +CAy ((10g4J1) (nn+ 2R)) ((og4Q)Q3 7 + QF 175 77).

+2
Recalling that J; = {ﬁj, we get

b
mi;,M(Qa 6) S C(SXQn-i-l +CA2 <(10g451—1) (nn++22R>) ((lOg4Q)Q%5;§ i Q%+161§+R—a) ‘

(5.4)
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Observe that, since o > n(n:;gﬂ), we have
n n n+2
R—a) < - . 5.5
20z—n<2+ “ _MLjﬂ)—n n+2R (5:5)

It is also straightforward to verify that with the aforementioned lower bound on «, we have

n n nR
— 11 < 1-— ) .
2( +2a—n)_n+ 20 — n (5.6)

We now return to (5.4]) and consider two cases, depending on the size of ; with respect to
Q" 2o—n. In the case when 9; > @)~ 22—, we can bound

ml M(Qa 5)

< 08*Q" + CA, ((log 4Qm5

b
) (” Tt 2R)) ((10g4Q)Q%(1+ﬁ) + Q%Jrl—ﬁ(%%—a))

n+2
E3)+ (E5) 2R\ ? 2R\" nit
<08 Q! 4 CAy(log 4Q) (nn++ 2R ) (nn++ zR ) Qe

< C/éXQn—i—l + C/AQ (lOg 4@)(a2+1)(R—1)+R QB

This establishes (B:30]) when 6; > Q_ﬁ. In the complementary case, we use montonicity
of M, \(Q,9) as a function of §; to deduce that

S)’tl M(Q7 6)

< miu,/\/( (Q? Q_ % ) 52) SRR 6R>

(53 X Nl n n+2R b n n
< CoFQUE +0A2<1og4@w>b( nt2 ) ((og 4Q)Q# (=)

+ Q%-Fl—ﬁ(%—i—]%—a))

E3)+E.6) n n
< C”(SXQMQ ("'H_m) C//A (log 4Q)an+1— Saft
C”d Q(R 1)(n+1) Q + C//A (log 4Q>(a2+1 J(R—1)+R QB

This establishes ([3.36]) also in the case when 6; < Q %, and finishes the proof.

6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.4]

For convenience, we recall the definition

ui(2)
o, |
i€ ;@ ) 2 VIdet Hy (VE)=(a/51)

IIJ1F*(a/Jl [|<6*

(6.1)

For technical reasons, it will be helpful to work with a dyadic version of the above counting
function. For ¢ € Z~, let

T =T={jerf: 2" <j < 25,@21><jT <2 (6.2)
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The counting function in (6]) can be dominated by its dyadic version given by

Ny > ui(3) 63
(@, 67) . 6.3
e [l 5 (a/Jl [l <& \/‘det A, (VE)” (a/ﬁ))‘

For each ¢ € Z-q, J; is a subset of J, (as defined in (820) with s = 1). Consequently,
the condition (3.25]) continues to hold and VFj is still a diffeomorphism on & and U for all
J € Jp. The dyadic counting functlon above is therefore well defined.

We shall establish (3.38) with ‘ﬁ m(QF,0%) replaced by N;i\,l(Q 9%).

Lemma 6.1. Let D := LWJ Then
logde”y
N (@, 6%) < (0@ + | Y ZZD d > jrr(d.k)|, (6.4)
=1 jeJ, d=1 kezZn
with
I*(d.j. k) = / e () ) 5 k7)) ,, (6.5)
R

/et Hyy (VE)=1(2))]
Proof. Let Zp : R — [0, 1] be the Fejér kernel of degree D given by

d sin (w DO
Z_ D2| | e(db) (D81(n(7r9))) ’ (6.6)

Recall from (2.6]) that this function has the property

2
15-(0) < %%(9) for all 0 € R. (6.7)

Therefore N m(QF,0%) can be dominated by a positive constant times

wi () > p i
Yy . by

(=1 jeJ,acz® \/‘det Hp ((VEF)~ (a/jl))‘ d=—D

For all j € J; (see (3:20)), the sets

e (dj1Fy(a/j1))] - (6.8)

suppw; =V}

are contained in a compact set .2 C R™. Thus the contribution from the term corresponding
to d =0 in (6.8) is given by

Polgo‘g“g 1 w*<a) . Polgogg ]
Z Z Z 1 < — Z QZR 1) Z ]1 << Q*)n-i-R’
(=1 jEJ, acz™ \/‘det HF ((VF) (3/91))‘ D —gt—1

(6.9)

where the implicit constants depends only on w, M and .Z. Next, to handle the terms with
d # 0, we apply the n-dimensional Poisson summation formula and a change of variables to
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get

wi(2)e (4 Fy (2))

aczn \/‘det Hp, ((Vﬂ-)_l(a/jl))‘

(2)

w*
-y ; (anry (2) ~kea) o=t Y 1@,
iz 7\ f|det Hy, (VE)=(a/i1))] n

(6.10)
with I*(d, j, k) as in (6.5). From (6.8), (6.9) and (6.10), we conclude
[oEagT D
W@ ) < ()@ | Y S S i
=1 jegi|d=1 kezZn
581 b
<@y r2] Y NS PR e,
=1 jeJ, d=1 kezZn
where the last inequality follows from complex conjugation. O
Let .
QUM (x) 1= F(x) — g X, () = —Félgzk_’;[])x (6.11)

Recall the index set J (defined in (319)), and the fact that VFj is a diffeomorphism on the
closure of Z for all j € J. Further, recall the definitions of the sets %; and V; from (3.24]).

To analyze the oscillatory integrals I*(d,j, k), we need a few preliminary estimates for
the phase functions @@ (and ;™ )) and the corresponding amplitudes. These are very
similar to those proven in [21], §5 and §6]. The main work is needed to show that these are
independent of the parameters d,j and k. We mention these estimates in the next lemma
and briefly sktch their proofs. The interested reader is encouraged to consult [21] for the
details.

Lemma 6.2. Let J(J1) be as defined in (3.19). Let a € Z%, be an n-dimensional multi-
index, d < D be a positive integer, j € J(J1) and k € Z". Then

(i)

o ik
SIEJ‘I/) 8){710‘(}() < 1. (6.12)
x€V
(i)
9o ik
sup afca (x)] < 1. (6.13)

(iii)

sup < 1. (6.14)

%) . 1
w |5 (wi(det g2 ()

(iv) Under the additional assumption that k € d2, we have

X — Xq3
sup | x|

X7 Xkl (6.15)
X€EZ;\{ a5,k } |vspd7']’k(x)|
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where
-1
Xdjk ‘= (VE] ) (k/d) c %j- (616)
The implicit constants in the estimates above depend on a (for the first three inequalities),

upper bounds for finitely many derivatives of f, (1 < r < R) as well as w on U, and the
constant &y in the condition ([B.25)), but are independent of d,j and k.

Proof. For the proof of (i), we refer the reader to Lemma 6.1 in [2I]. The proof of (ii) alos
proceeds in the same way.

For part (iii), we also refer the reader to [2I]. There is a slight difference though. In [21], the
authors use Lemma 6.1 (or its proof) to deduce uniform upper bounds for the derivatives of
the weight w}, whereas we need to establish (6.14) for w;|det Hp, |=2. However, this change
is harmless owing to the condition (3.23) on the determinant of Hy. This is easily seen
for the zeroth derivative. Using the Leibniz rule, we know that the higher order derivatives
of wi|det H Fj\_% are sums of products of derivatives of w; and |det H Fj\_%. We note that

any partial derivative of | det Hp, \_% is a real polynomial expression with uniformly bounded

coefficients (independent of j and k), in terms of the powers of | det Hp, | =2 and the derivatives
of VFj (which are again bounded by constants independent of j and k). Combining these
observations with the proof of Lemma 6.1 in [21] establishes (6.14]).

Finally, part (iv) is exactly the same as Lemma 6.2 in [21]. O

As is standard for these types of problems, we divide our consideration into three regimes,
based on whether we need to apply the method of stationary phase, non-stationary phase or
a hybrid argument. Let

1
pr = §dist(0@,0U). (6.17)
We split Z" = % U J5 U 3 where

Jifl::{kEZ":geU},
) k
Hy = {keZ":dlst (E’U) Zp*}, and

Hy =1\ (U ).

For i € {1,2,3}, we define the respective contributions

b
* * * = D_d N Tk s
MAQ.6) = D, D)~ D il (dik). (6.18)
(=1 jeJ, d=1 ke

By (6.4)), we have
Noyn (@ 8%) < (07)(Q)" + My (Q",6%) + M5 (Q,6) + M3 (Q",5). (6.19)
We first estimate the contribution from the non-stationary regime #5.

Lemma 6.3.

My(Q",0%) < (@)™ ' log(4Q"),
with implicit constants depending only on M and w.
Proof. Recall %3 from (G.I1)), and let

)\1 = jl . dlSt(k‘, dU)
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For each k € %5, we have the lower bound
inf |Vt (x)| > 1.

xeVj

Further, by parts (i) and (iii) of Lemma B2, we know that the derivatives of ¢{¥* and
wj(x)| det Hp, |_% are bounded on V; mdependently of d,j and k. Thus we can apply Lemma

[2.1] (integration by parts), with phase <de K and A\ = A\, to conclude that
I(d, §, K) <m AT = (5 - dist(k, dU)) ™

for m € Z>, with implicit constants independent of d,j and k. In particular, taking m >
n+ 2, we get

> I(d k) < g dist (k,dU)

ke s ke,
< jl—n—l Z Z 2—(i+1)(n+1) (p*>—(n+1)
=0 kez™

21 p* <dist (k,dU)<20+1) p*

<<j1—n—122(i+1)(—n—1+n) < .jl_n_l-

i=0
Thus
o] D logaem
WIS 3 3p B SRR
=1 jeJ, d=1 =2¢-1

Q R 1
U
Recall 3% from (G.II). Since VF}' is a diffeomorhism on %; = (VE)™ (2), each k € d2

determines a unique critical point of @ik

given by
zagx = (VFY) ™ (k/d) = VE(k/d) € %
For the intermediate regime, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 6.4.
My(Q',65%) < (Q1)EH1 DI,
with implicit constants depending only on M and w.
Proof. For k € J#3 C 2\ dU, we know that xq;x ¢ VFj(U) = supp wj. Recall that that the
phase %% and the amplitude (wJ*(X)\ det H Fj|_%> satisfy the estimates (6.13) and (G.14)
respectively. Further,
Hyasx (zajx) = He (VF)) 7 (k/d)) = Hp (k/d) > &5,

by [328) and (3:25). Thus, we can apply Lemma [2.2] (stationary phase principle), with phase
%% and \ := dj;, to conclude that

I*(daja k) < (djl)_%_l
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for each k € J5. Since #.#5 <y ,+ d", we can estimate

(10{%31
Q6*<<ZZZD d2j1|[*djk
=1 jeTJ, d=1 ke s

Poigczg]
<<Dlz:2”1 ZZ]ld

j1=2¢-1d=1
< (Q )§+R—1D§—1.

Finally, we estimate the contribution from the critical stationary phase regime.
Lemma 6.5.

£\ 2 D . R . .
@) < G ety w(f) (H in (Ildfr(k/d)ll_l,Q*)> (@)D,

d=1 kezZmn

with implicit constants depending only on M and w.

Proof. We again intend to apply the stationary phase principle to evaluate the integrals
I*(d,k,j) for k € dU. As in the proof of Lemma [B.4] we note that the phase p?3¥ and the

amplitude (w (x)| det Hp|~ 2) satisfy the estimates (6.13]) and (6.14)) respectively. Further,

by (3.28) and (3.25]), we know that
Hyasx (tagx) = Hre (VE) ' (k/d)) = Hg (k/d) > ¢ (6.20)

@

An application of Lemma 2.2 (stationary phase principle), with A\ = dj;, phase %k and
UJ
amplitude function \/:, gives
|det Hpx|

(d J’ k) w (XdJ k) 1 (jld)_% e (—jldSOd’j’k(XdJ,k) + O’j/8)
\/| det Hp: (Xaju |\/| det Hp, (k/d)|
+O((jid)"2 7).

For k € 7], we have

wilkage) (kY
Vet Hi (x40 - <d)\/| det Hp, (k/d) |. (6.21)

We can also simplify

g = (5o 05 ) (5) Kooy () = (). e

Plugging (6.21)) and (6.22)) into the stationary phase expansion for 1*(d, j, k), we get
k -5 k j n
I"(d,j, k) =w (3) (1d) 2 e <_j1dEi (E) - %) +O((hd) )
= () G dZ f +O((jrd) 27, (6.23)
- w d ']1 .]r r I )
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Now

log 4Q*
’— log 2 ]

> 3ty ()

=1 jeJ,

log 4Q™
|V log 2 -I

<> (| x (o)1 = (- (5)

=1 J1€ZN[2¢-1 28) r=2|j,.€ZN|0,2¢]

By geometric summation, for 2 < r < R, we have

S e(—djrfr (g)) < min (2°, [|df, (k/d)[|™")

Jr€ZN[0,2¢]

while for r = 1, we use geometric and partial summation to conclude that

N e (=djifi (k/d))| < 2% min (24, ||df; (k/d)] ") .

J1EZN[2¢-1 2¢)

Putting the above estimates together, we conclude that

[log 49" [log4Q™ |
log 2 " R log 2 . R ~
>, ije(—dZM(k/d)) < Y 2% [[min (2, ||df, (/)| 7)
(=1 jETy r=1 (=1 r=1
el R
< | Y0 2% | [ min (2Q, |ldf, (k/d)| ™)
=1 r=1

Hmm S (/a7 (6.24)

We now have all ingredients in place to estimate M3 (Q*,6*). We first use (6.23) to conclude
that M;(Q*,6*) is dominated by

[log 4Q* -|

D D - d k log 2 n R k
Z 2 d—2 Z w (3) Z Z‘yl Ze <—dZ]Tfr <3)> (6.25)
d=1 EpA =1 jeT, r=1

[loigg -|

D d n—%_1 _n
PR (6.26)

=1 jeJ, d=1 ke s

Using (6.24]), we deduce that (6.25) can be bounded from above by a positive constant times

(Q;V St Y w (g) (1;[1 min (der(k/d)H‘laQ*)) :
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On the other hand, using the fact that (#.¢5) < d™", (€.20) can be estimated as follows

b (T 2 ) (L
n———l ny_ 1 0(R—1) (31 —n_q
| it D02 > (Z(#%)d :
=1 jeg, d=1 kE% =1 jr=2-1 d=1
Eraal D
< Z of(3+R-1) (D—1Zdn—2—1> < (Q):tR-1p3-1,
=1 d=1
Adding the two estimates finishes the proof. O

Concluding the proof of Proposition[3.J. Combining (6.19) with Lemmas[6.3H6.5] we conclude
that

My (Q507) < N (@767 < (8)(Q)" 4+ (@) + (@) FH 1 DE!

+ (Q;)E Zd‘% Z w (g) <£[1 min (der(k/d)||_1,Q*)) ’

which implies ([3.38]).
7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION
Recall that

N y(Q,6) = Cpd Q™ + Z (flllij) Z w(%) exp (qlejG)) ;

jeg (J aczZ™
jegh) 150<Q

where J is as defined in ([B.I9) with s = 1. Using the n-dimensional Poisson summation
formula (and a change of variables) for the sum inside absolute values, we can write

a , a ol
Z w (—) exp (qjlﬂ (—)) = Z q"1(q,j, k),
aczn q q kezZ"

1<¢<Q 1<q<@Q
with
. ) k-x
I(q,j, k) = | exp|qj | Fj(x)— 0 w(x) dx. (7.1)

We thus have

My (@, 8) = Cud Q"+ Y~ (Hlﬂr) > ¢"1(g,3, k)| (7.2)

jeg(Jy) \r=1 kez™
1<¢<@Q

Recall the set 2 from ([3.24)), and that VF] is a diffeomorphism on 2 for all j € J. Further,

recall the definitions of the sets %; and Vj from ([B3:20) (for s = 1).
Let

Ax)—k-x
dist(k, j1Vj)
As in the last section, to analyze the oscillatory integrals I(d,j, k), we need a few prelim-

P9 (x) = Fy(x) jE % o) = (7.3)

inary estimates for the phase functions W% (and <p§j’k)) and the corresponding amplitude
functions. These estimates are again very similar to those proven in [21] §5], with the main
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work spent in showing that they are independent of the parameters j and k. The following
lemma is analogous to Lemma from the previous section.

Lemma 7.1. Let J(J1) be as defined in (3.19). Let a € Z%, be an n-dimensional multi-
index, j € J(J1) and k € Z™. Then

(i)

e
(i)
aa<,0j’k
)S{lel(f]) s (x)| < 1. (7.5)

(iii) Under the additional assumption that k € j19, we have

|x — X5
SUp o K 1, (7.6)
x€P\{z; 1} [Vphk(x)]
where
xi = (VE) ™ (k/j1) € 2. (.7)

The implicit constants in the estimates above depend on o (for the first three inequalities),
upper bounds for finitely many derivatives of f, (1 < r < R) as well as w on U, and the
constant &y in the condition ([B.28]), but are independent of j and k.

Proof. See Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 in [21]. O

We divide our consideration into the stationary, non-stationary and intermediate regimes.
Recall the sets 2 = Ba.,(x¢) and U := suppw C B, (x¢) from (3:24)). Let

R R
pim gy, inf, dis (a (vxm + Ztrfrx@)) 0 (wfl + Ztrm(Bm(xO)))) >0,

(7.8)
For each j € J(J1)1, we split Z" = ;1 U K2 U ¥ 3 where

k
%,112{1{62”176%},
1

k

H o = {k e Z" : dist (,—,Vj) > ,0}, and
J1

Hig =L\ (A U Hs).

For i € {1,2,3}, we define the respective contributions

R
1 .
M;(Q,8) == > <H T ) > q'I(g,§,k)|. (7.9)
jeatm) \r=1 - ) e
1<q<@
By (Z2)), we then have
miu,M(Qv 6) S Cw(sXQn—l—l + Ml (Qv 5) + M2(Q7 5) + M3(Q7 6) (71())

We first estimate the contribution from the non-stationary regime .J%j 5.
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Lemma 7.2.
My(Q,0) < (log4Q)(log4J1)R,

with the implicit constant depending only on M and w.
Proof. Recall @3 from (7.3), and let

A = q - dist(k, 71V5.)
For each k € % 5, we have the lower bound

. ik >
inf [Vr™(x)] = 1.

Further, by part (i) of Lemma [Z.1, we know that the derivatives of ¢V* are bounded on U
mdependently of j and k. Thus we can apply Lemma 2.1] (integration by parts), with phase
ga]’ and A = Ay, to conclude that

I(q,d, k) < AT = (¢ - dist(k, 51 V5)) "™,

for m € Z>o, with implicit constants independent of ¢, j and k. In particular, taking m > n+2
and arguing like in the proof of Lemma 6.3, we get

[e.e]

Z I(q,j, k) < g ! Z liAD)(=n—1+n) < g
keA2 i=0
Thus
o J1 J1 R 0
M (Q,0) < Z <H1_|_ ) Zq Qj,k)<<z Z <H1_|_ )an
jeJg(J1) Jr ke 2 =1 o dn=0 Jr p—

1<¢<Q

< (log4Q)(log4.J,)".
([l

Recall @ from (7.3). Since VFj is a diffeomorphism mapping 2 onto %, each k € j1 %;
determines a unique critical point of % given by

zic 1= (VE) ™ (k/jr) € 2.
For the intermediate regime, we have the following estimate.

Lemma 7.3.
M;(Q,8) < QFJ7 (log 4%,

with the implicit constant depending only on M and w.

Proof. For k € ;3 C %; \ 71V, we know that z;, ¢ (VF)™ (V;) = U D suppw. Recall
that that the phase ¥ satisfies the estimates (.5). Further,

Hue (z50) = Hpy (VF) ' (k/51)) > €,

by B28) and (3:28). Thus, we can apply Lemma 2] (stationary phase principle) with phase
©"% and A := ¢j;, to conclude that

I(q,3. k) < (qjr) 2"
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for each k € J7; 3. Since #.75 <y, ji, we can estimate

R R
Ms(Q.0) < Y <H%> DG S I Hlij Q:Jz

jeJg(Ji) \r=1 1<¢<@Q jeg(J) r=1

< Q> Jlg_l(log 4J)8.

Finally, we estimate the contribution from the critical stationary phase regime.

Lemma 7.4.

R w; (£ .
Mi(Q,8) < Q% ) <Hbjf.)2 <> ji 2 min (|71 F (/)] 7, Q)

e iz /| det Hiy (VE)~ (/1))
+ Q57 (logd )R,

r=1

with implicit constants depending only on M and w.

Proof. We intend to apply the stationary phase principle to evaluate the integrals I(q,k,j)
for k € j;Vj. As in the proof of Lemma [T.3] we note that the phase V¥ satisfies the estimates

([TH). Further, by ([B28) and (3:25]), we know that
Hix (z50) = Hp, (VF;) 7 (k/1)) > €5 (7.11)

An application of the stationary phase principle (Lemma 2.2)) with A\ = dj;, phase "% and
amplitude function w, gives

w(X;)
V1det H (VE)~ (/7)) |

For k € % 1, we have

I(q,j,k) = (q51) "% e (—qgi™ (x50) + 0 /8) + O((gjr1)"27Y).

_ . (K
b =0 (VE) 0/50) = () (7.12)
We can also simplify
. (k) Kk [k [k
P = (o (vH) ) (F) - X wn (5) = (5). o
Vil 1 J1 J1
Plugging (7.12) and (7.I3)) into the stationary phase expansion for I(q,j, k), we get
* [ k
. w (J_1> . \—D . k o RN |
I(q,j k) = (¢j1) * e | —ajrF; )Ts) T O((gj)"27).

V/Idet H (VE)~ (/7)) |
(7.14)

By geometric and partial summation, we have

* [k
w (jl) —

: . * . — |
jp % min (|51 Fy (k/50) )71, Q) + Q%4 2.

Q
q"I(q.j.k) < Q%
> VI det Hig (V)= (/) |
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Therefore

Mi(Q,8) < Q% ) <H1

jeg (1) \r=l1

1 Ug (%) =2 . R . 1
DY v ® min (1725 (</30) 7, Q)

ez /| det Hy (VE) ™ (0/71))|
R
+ <H1+%> SR (7.15)

JjeJ(J1) kEJ(J 1

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma [, we can deduce that #.7;; < ji. Thus the second
term in (ZI5]) can be estimated as below

R 7 . .
Z (H ) Z Q? ]1 ) <<QQZ Z <H )jf_ <Q2J2 (log4J)".

jeg(J1) \r=1 ke 1 j1=1ja,....jR=0

This establishes Lemma [.4] O

Concluding the proof of Proposition[3. The required estimate follows by combining ([Z.10)
with Lemmas [[.2H7. 4l

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.4]
Let

Mm@ = Y w(2). (5.1)

aczm” q
1<¢<Q

Applying the Poisson summation formula and using the rapid decay of w, we get

= 3 o Yt = " o) (8.2

1<g<Q  kezn

Next, we use an R-fold product of the Selberg magic functions of degree X to estimate the
characteristic function of the set (-9, ). Let

1 , 1
bj'r = X7—|—1 + min {2(5, ;} s

and

o £ ()5 e(@)er (Ersan(d)] oo

jezgoz aczn
llillco=7s€[1,X] 1<¢<Q
Separating the term corresponding to j; = ... = jr = 0 and using (2.3), we can write

Mm@, 5)—25Rm0\<<5R1 Lo XRQ”“+Z Y ELQ.X), (84

s=1 ye{-1,1}1

For ease of exposition, let us focus on the case when s = 1 and v = (1,1,...,1) € Z%; the
other cases can be dealt with using the same argument. We shall suppress notation and refer
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to F1,1,..1)(Q, X) simply as £(Q, X). Arguing the same way as in the proof of Proposition
3.5, we can conclude that

BQ.X)< Qi Y <]R[b)§j i () v E min (L Ef O/ ) |
; 2 jir - 1 145 1 )
1ix it/ e\l det Hey (VB (/) |
0<7,7<71
2<r'<R
+ X371Q% (log4X)". (8.5)

with the implicit constant depending only on w and M. We recall that the function Fj is

given by
Jr
( = fl Z .fr
r=2 ]
We will need two preliminary lemmas. The first one is a consequence of Theorem

Lemma 8.1. Let ay be as defined in (B.31). There exists a positive constant Cs depending
only on w and M such that for all Q* > 1 and for all §* € (0,1/2), we have

wi (%) |
<O Q)+ Oy Q) £ Q).
DI, et (VE )| 3
0<j,v<j1 [l F} (a/J1 [ <6
2<r'<R
(8.6)

where £,(Q) is as defined in (LS.

Proof. The proof proceeds in exactly the same way as that of Proposition B.2] except that
we use the conclusion of Theorem instead of ([3.32) as our input. Indeed, by Theorem
L9, we know that for all Q > 1 and for all § € (0,1/2)%,

R
MNum(Q,9) < E,(Q) (5RQn+1 4 ZéR—lQn+l+w n Q@> ’

r=1

with © is as defined in (L.@]). Then by following the proof of Proposition [3.2] we can conclude
that there exists a positive constant C'3 depending only on w and M, such that for all Q* > 1
and for all 0* € (0,1/2), we have

ML (QF,67) < Cad™(Q)" R+ O3 (Q1)™ £, (Q"),

with
B no n(n+ R+1) 2
ozst—n+R—2@_n—max( ) n+R—1 n)
Here ‘IIZ}M(Q*, 0*) is as defined in ([B.30) and is exactly the left hand side of (8.6]). Thus we
are done. O

The second lemma takes the conclusion of the previous one as input to derive an estimate
for E(Q, X), using (8E). The proof is exactly the same as the first half of the proof of
Proposition 3.3 using Proposition

Lemma 8.2. There exists a positive constant Cy depending only on w and M such that for
all @ > 1 and for all X € (2,00), we have

E(Q, X) < C4&n(X) (log 4X)R ((log 4@)@%){% + Q%HXast—%—R) .

Q)
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Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Proposition B3l We make a dyadic decomposition as

in (B.2)) based on the size of ||j1F;(k/j1)|| and then use Lemma B.I] and partial summation

on the 7, variables, to conclude that for each 0 < i < 1‘1)§g42Q , we have

i wf‘(.h)j;%
1S;SX (1116 T) keZZ" \/\ det Hp (VF;)~t(k/j1)) |

<h<
e i Fy (/i) 1< 2

< E(X)(logd X)X —5 (2F1Q7T X" 4 XY |

Using (8.3) and summing up in the dyadic scales i, we get

: i2)
E(Q.X) < Q ( bjT)
Z 1 k;znwdet Hyy (VE) (/1)) |

0<jr<X
2<r<R

+ X571Q2
< gn(X)Q%—i_l(lOgélX)RX_% Z 2_i (2i+1Q—1Xn _I_ XaSt_R)

. _log4Q
0<i< log 2

< E,(X)(log4X) ((log4Q)Q3 X3 + Q3+ X3 R)

Ji® min (|1 Fr (k /)17 Q)

O

We now return to the proof of Theorem L4l The estimate in Lemma for each
E™(X,Q), independently of Q and X. Therefore, (8.4) yields

|90, m(Q, 6) — 2679
]_ ]_ n n n n
< 5R_1YQ"+1 + ﬁQ"H + &.(X) (log 4X)" ((log4Q)Q2 X2 4+ Q2 t X 2~ )

Plugging in (8.2]), we get

2w()Rn1
n6Q+

‘mw,M(Q> 6)

1 1 n n n n
COTIZQM + QT+ £,(X) (g 4X)" (log4Q)QEXE + QEFIXE) £ 0(Q").
We now choose our parameter X and set it to be Q% This yields

2w()Rn
" 5Q+1

‘mw,M(Qv 5)

< 5R IQTL—I—I +2R +Qn+1

+0(Q")
n(n+R+1) sR-1 ()R- | nlnt R4 n(n+R+1)

< SR 4+ £,(Q)Q" RO+ £,(Q)Q e

with the constants ¢o (or ¢;) in the definition of &,(Q) chosen large enough. This establishes
(L7), and hence Theorem [[.4

n(n+R+1)

T 1 £,(Q) (log 4Q)" ((log4Q)Q ™+ + QF1Q(F

(n+

()
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9. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.12

Since v is monotonic, by a slight generalisation of Cauchy’s condensation test, ([.22]) being
convergent is equivalent to

00 ; s R
. ) |
9in+1) (m) (21 < 00 9.1
; 5 1:[1 (2% (9.1)
Let v := (¢o, ¥1, ..., 1) and Ppr(70) denote the projection of M NS, r(1) onto D C R™.
Since the functions fi, ..., fg are smooth, this projection is bi-Lipschitz. Consequently,

H> (MNSnir($)) =0 <= H* (Pu(¥)) =0,

and it suffices to show the latter equality. As H*® (Pp(%)) = 0 for s > n, we may assume
without loss of generality that s < n. To be able to use Theorem [[L4] by replacing v,(¢) and
with .

e (%(Q), g iR g iR M) :

if need be, we may also assume that
n _++
1,(q) > max (q_n++221?+", q "E-H- n) , forall ¢ € Z-gand 0 <r < R. (9.2)

For (q,p) = (g8, b) € Zog x Z" x Z¥, we define

0(p/q) = {X € PM('I,[J) : wO(Q) fr(x) ¢r(q)

q

a
q

b
q

<
2 q

<

Y

for 1 STSR}. (9.3)

Then o(p/q) is contained in a set of radius %T(q). Moreover, if o(p/q) # 0, then by the
triangle inequality and using the Lipschitz property of f,., we can conclude that

bT T T
1 (g) bl ol el ¥ (q)’
q q q q q
with the implicit constant depending only on f,. For each ¢ € Z>(, we define
B;:={(q,p) € Zxo x " : 2" < ¢ < 21 a(p/q) # 0} (9-4)

Then we have
#B; < #{p/q=(a/q.b/q) € Q" : 1< ¢ <2 a/qg € 2,|f,(a/q) — b,/ql < ¢,(q)/q for 1 <r < R}
<#{a/geQ":1<q<2a/qge Z,|f(a/q)|l < ¢r(g)/q for 1 <r < R}

R
< s:nw,./\/l (2i+17 ¢1 (22)7 v 7¢R(2Z)> < 2i(n+1) H wT(2Z)
r=1

where we used (0.2) and Corollary [[.I0 to obtain the last estimate. Defining

= | op/a),
P/qEB;
we observe that
PM(¢) = m U 2.
T>0i>T

Now,

He (U EZ) < Z S | (wo(q))s < Y gt (%)ﬁw@)

i>T i>T r=1
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which converges to 0 as 7" — oo, due to (@.1]). Therefore, we conclude that
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H? (Pu(w)) = 0.
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