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Abstract

Given an essentially atoral Laurent polynomial P, we show an equidistribution the-
orem for the function log|P| on specific subsets of Galois orbits of torsion points of the
d-dimensional algebraic torus G%(Q). The specific subsets under consideration are the
preimages of d-dimensional polytopes within the hypercube [0, 1]¢ under the cotropical-
ization map. This generalises an equidistribution theorem of V. Dimitrov and P. Habeg-
ger, who considered only all Galois orbits that correspond to the entire hypercube [0,1]%.
In addition, we provide an estimate for the convergence speed of this equidistribution,
expressed as a negative power of the strictness degree. Our approach is to derive an
alternative version of Koksma’s inequality over polytopes.

As an application, we provide the convergence speed of heights on a sequence of
projective points for a specific two-dimensional example, answering a question posed by
R. Gualdi and M. Sombra. In the appendix, we present an algorithm to compute the
explicit value of the power of the strictness degree.
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2 1 INTRODUCTION

1 Introduction

Let Q be a fixed algebraic closure of Q. Let d > 1 be an integer and let G¢ denote the
d-dimensional multiplicative group variety over Q, where G,, is isomorphic to the group
variety Spec Q[T*!]. Let 1: Q — C be a fixed embedding; let also denote by : the induced
map (Q )¢ <& (C*)4. We identify

G4 with its Q-points G (Q) = (Q ),
e 1(x) with x for every x € Q and 1(w) with w for every w € G4,.

Let w € G¢, be a torsion point. We define the strictness degree of w to be
O(w) = inf{lal ca e Z\{0}, 0" = 1},

where 0® = @' -+ @} for = (wy,...,w,;) and a = (ay,...,a,), and | -| is the maximum
norm. By [ , Chapter 3], an algebraic subgroup of G¢, of dimension d — 1 takes the form
H, = {w € G% : * = 1} for an a € Z4\{0}. Moreover, every proper algebraic subgroup of G¢,
is included in H, for some a. Notice that w is not contained in H, for finitely many a with
la] < 6(w). Hence, when 6(w) becomes larger, in this way we can easily find more and more
algebraic subgroups of G, that does not contain the Galois orbit of w.

The well-known Bilu’s equidistribution theorem for the Galois orbits of points of small
heights [ ] implies that when 6(w) becomes arbitrarily large, the average of the Dirac
measure at w? over o € Gal(Q(w)/Q) weakly converges to the normalized Haar measure on
(SY :={(z1,...,24) € (C)? : |zy| = ... = |z4] = 1}. In other words, for a continuous function
f: (€)% — R with compact support, we have

1 . .
- - (wa)_) (EIZRXI,...,elznxd)dx odx (1)
[Q(@): Q] UeGal(%wm)f one’ 1 dg

as o(w) — co.

In [ 1, V. Dimitrov and P. Habegger proved a quantitative version of the equidistribu-
tion result for functions f = log|P| where P € Q[T*!,..., TdJ—'l] is an essentially atoral Laurant
polynomial. For the definition of essentially atoral polynomial, we refer to Section 2. Note
that the function f = log|P| has singularities at the vanishing set of P. Therefore, the result
of Dimitrov and Habegger is an extension of (1). In this case, the integration in the right
hand side of (1) becomes the (logarithmic) Mahler measure

m(P) = J;() " log |P(e12”"1,...,eizn"d)|dx1 ...dxd

of the polynomial P. The study of Mahler measure plays an important role in height theory,
which studies the arithmetic complexity of points and cycles in varieties.

Note that given any torsion point w = (wy,...,w,;) € G%,, we have w;j = 2% with a real
number x; € [0,1) for all j. The main result of V. Dimitrov and P. Habegger, as presented in
[ , Theorem 1.1], considers the sum over all Galois orbits of w, i.e. the whole higher
dimensional cube [0,1)?. However, in certain applications, it becomes necessary to focus on
the sum restricted to specific subsets of the full Galois orbits, i.e. a subset of [0,1)¢. Here we
consider subsets obtained by partitioning the unit hypercube into polyhedral subsets. The
following result is the main theorem of this article, generalizing [ , Theorem 1.1].



Denote e(x) = (el?™1,...,el2™4) for x = (x1,...,x;) € RY. We define the cotropicalization
map by
ct: (C)Y —[0,1)9, (z0,...,24) > (x1,..., %),

where z; = r;e!?™i for r; > 0 and x; € [0,1).

Theorem 1.1. Let d, k be integers and let P € Q[Tf—'l,..., Tdﬂ]\{O} be essentially atoral with at
most k nongzero terms. Let A C [0,1)? be a polytope of dimension d. Then there exists a constant
x = x(d, k) > 0 such that the following holds.

Given any torsion point w € GY, suppose that the strictness degree &(w) is large enough.
Then P(w?) # 0 for all 0 € Gal(Q(w)/Q), and as 6(w) — oo we have

1
s log|P(a)G)| —J log|P(e(x))|dx < p O(w)F.
[Q@): Q) GEGM;WQ) A
wect™(A)

Moreover, an explicit value of k¥ = «(d, k) can be computed by applying Remark 4.1 and
Algorithm 1.

Other types of subsets of the full Galois orbits were considered in [ 1. In [ ,
Theorem 8.8], the case in which the subset is made by the orbit of w under the action of
a subgroup of the Galois group, was already studied. When the subset is restricted to a
finite subgroup of an, this was discussed in [ , Theorem 1.2], which recovers [ ,
Theorem 1.3] by a different approach. It is worth to point out that Theorem 1.1 cannot be
covered by the previous two cases.

This theorem was inspired by the work of R. Gualdi and M. Sombra [ 1: they studied
the distribution of the height of the intersection between the projective line defined by the
linear polynomial x + y + z and its translate by a torsion point. This serves as an example of
how the height of the solution set is concluded from the arithmetic complexity of a system.
They computed the limit of such heights of a sequence of torsion points by Bilu’s equidistri-
bution theorem [ ] and proposed a question regarding a quantitative version for their
particular case [ , Question 6.2]. It is shown in [ , Section 5] that the formula of
this height is locally of the form m Y ,log|P(w?)|, where ¢ runs over the elements of
the Galois group such that w? corresponds to points in a triangle contained in unit square
[0,1)?. As an application of Theorem 1.1, we solve [ , Question 6.2] by deriving the
following proposition.

Proposition 1.2. Let (w;)ss1 be a strict sequence of non-trivial torsion points in G2, i.e. any

proper algebraic subgroup of 032ﬂ contains wy for only finitely many values of {. For every
we = (wg1,we ), let P(wg) € P?(Q) be the solution of the system of linear equations
x+y+z:x+wg’11y+wzlzz: 0

in the 2-dimensional projective space. Then as { — oo we have

< 8(wp) V25,

where C is the Riemann gzeta function.
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The following provides an overview of the proof of Theorem 1.1 and outlines the struc-
ture of this article.

All notations are stated in Section 2. Also, we have written down some formal definitions
and preliminaries in this section.

A standard way from measure theory to estimate an equidistribution result is Koksma’s
inequality, see for example [ , Theorem 5.4]. It says that if a function f : [0,1) - R
has bounded variation, i.e. V(f) = SUPo<gy<-<a, <1 Y2, If(a;)— f(ai_1)| is bounded, then for
every finite sequence (xi,x,,...,x,) in [0,1) we have

%if(xn—f[ Flxdx

0,1]

<D(x1,...,x,)V(f), (2)

where
#i:a<x; <b}

n

D(xy,...,x,) == sup —(b—a)

0<a<b<1
is called the discrepancy of (x1,...,x,). We say a sequence (xq,x»,...,X,,...) in [0,1) is equidis-
tributed if D(xy,...,x,) — 0 as n — oo. Hence, if the quantity D(x,...,x,,) is smaller, then the
finite sequence (xy,...,x,) is more “equidistributed” in [0, 1).
However, in our case, we need to deal with functions having logarithmic singularities,
which don’t have bounded variation. It leads us to estimate the log function using the
following “bounded log function”

log,(x) :=logmax{r,x} forr>0.

The bounded log function also appears in [ 1, where some useful property, that we
recall and enrich in Section 4, are shown. By the triangle inequality, we have

Y loglpw®)l- [ loglPletxids
0eGal(Q(w)/Q) A

wect™ (A)

n

1
<|=
n

o€Gal(Q(w)/Q)
wect™(A)

log, |P(w?)| - Llogr |P(e(x))|dx

1
= Z (log, [P(w”)| - log|P(?)])
0eGal(Q(w)/R)

w’ect™(A)

+

[ (1og, IPteto - tog Precaijes|. 2

For the first difference in the right hand side of (3), we need to develop a version of
Koksma’s inequailty for polytopes to estimate it, because the standard generalization of
the Koksma’s inequality (2) only works for the whole d-dimensional interval [0,1)?. There
are some generalization of Koksma’s inequality into more general sets like [ ] and
[ 1, but both of them have some shortcomings for our problems: [ 1 contains



the partial derivatives of functions that are difficult to compute in our case, and [ ]
somehow hides the geometric meaning of discrepancy. Therefore, based on the method in
[ , Proposition 7.1], in Section 3, a version of Koksma’s inequality over polytope is de-
veloped and applied to our bounded log function. As [ , Proposition 7.1] only works
for continous function, we will construct “continuous characteristic functions” over polytopes
for our purpose.

For the second difference in the right hand side of (3), we use the triangle inequality
again to divide it into two sums. The sum regarding log, is easy to estimate because the
function is bounded. For the sum involves log functions, the main theorem in [ 1 will
be applied. The estimation for the third difference is similar with the second one.

In Section 4, we put everything together to give a complete proof of Theorem 1.1.

Section 5 contains a proof of Proposition 1.2, which gives an application of Theorem 1.1
and answers the question in the paper of R. Gualdi and M. Sombra we mentioned above
[ , Question 6.2].

In Appendix A, we present an algorithm that enables us to compute the explicit value
of «x in Theorem 1.1.

Acknowledgement. This is part of the author’s PhD project. She gratefully acknowledges
many helpful suggestions and carefully reading provided by her supervisors, Roberto Gualdi
and Walter Gubler. She also wishes to thank Riccardo Pengo for the reference suggestions
regarding limits of Mahler measures.



2 PRELIMINARIES

2 Preliminaries

2.1

Conventions and notations

Throughout the article we use the following notations.

|- |: maximum norm in R and GL4(Z). If A = (a;;) € GL4(Z), then |A| = max; jla; ;.
|-|,: Euclidean norm in R¥.
(-,-): Euclidean inner product on R,

A cubic ball in R¥ is a subset of the form {y € R? : [x —y| < r} for x € RY and r € R,
where x is called the center of the ball and r is called the radius of the ball.

diam(A): the diameter of a subset A ¢ R? with respect to maximum norm, which
means diam(A) = max{|x - y|: x,y € A}.

u: Lebesgue measure.

xa: the characteristic function of a subset A c R?, defined as the real valued function
given by xa(x)=1if x € A and xa(x) =0 if x ¢ A.

e(x) = (2™, el2™a) for x = (xq,...,%x4) € R7.

m(P): the (logarithmic) Mahler measure for a Laurent polynomial P in d variables
over C defined as

)= [ - tog|Ptetehfaptn.
[0,1)
|P|: the maximal norm of the coefficient vector of a Laurent polynomial P.
Q: a fixed algebraic closure of Q.
For = (wy,...,wg) € (Q ), a=(aj,...,a;) € Z* and A = (aij) € GL4(Z), we set

a._ 4 cee 44 A — an cee 4d1 a1d cee 4dd
o' =w o, and 0" = () wy .., W w ).

8(w): the strictness degree of w € (Q )¢ defined as

inf{|a| cae Z0\(0), o = 1}.

Sli={zeC:|z|=1}.
Forze S' and a = (ay,...,a,) € Z¢, we set 2% = (z%,...,2%).
log,(x) := logmax{r, x} for r € R, and x € R, which is the bounded logarithm function.

< . : the Vinogradov’s notation where the constants implicit in it only depend on -
For example, for a polynomial P, <p denotes the Vinogradov’s notation, in which the
implicit constants only depend on P.

ct: the cotropicalization map defined by
(€ —10,1)%,  (z1,...,24) — (x1,..., X4),

where z; = r;el?™i for r; > 0 and x; € [0,1)“.



2.2 Convex geometry 7

2.2 Convex geometry

Let d > 1 be an integer. In the statement of Theorem 1.1, we consider subsets of Galois orbits
of torsion points that lie in the preimages of polytopes within [0,1)¢ under the cotropical-
ization map. Therefore, we need to introduce some basic definitions and properties from
convex geometry.

Let N = Z“ be a lattice of rank d and M := NV be its dual. Then Ny := N®@R =R is a
real vector space of dimension d and My := M ® R = Ny is its dual space.

A subset C C Ny is convex if it contains all the segments with vertices in C. In other
words, for any uq,u, € C, we have the line segment

Uiy = {tu; +(1-t)up: t€[0,1]} c C.

An affine space is of the form Rv; +---+Ruv, +p, where Rv; +---+Rv, is a linear space with
v; e R and p e R¥. Let C c R? be a convex subset. The affine hull of C, denoted aff(C), is
the minimal affine space which contains it. The dimension of C is defined as the dimension
of its affine hull. The relative interior of C, denoted ri(C), is defined as the interior of C
relative to its affine hull.

A convex subset F C C is called a face of C if, for every closed line segment u;u, C C such
that ri(uyu,) N F = @, the inclusion uu, C F holds. A face of C of codimension 1 is called a
facet. A face of C of dimension 0 is called a vertex. A non-empty subset F C C is called an
exposed face of C if there exists x € M such that

F={ueC:(x,u)<(x,v),YveC}

According to [ , Theorem 1.5.8], any exposed face of C is a face.
Pick x € M and c € R. Then the set

H,.:={ueNp:{x,u)>c}

is called a closed half-space. A polyhedron in Ny is the intersection of finitely many closed
half-spaces in Ni. A polytope in NR is a bounded polyhedron in Nr. A polytope can be
equivalently defined as the convex hull of finitely many points. Indeed, a subset P C Ny is a
polytope if and only if there exists py,..., ps € Nr such that

S S
P =conv(py,...,ps) = {Z/\ipi 1A >0, Z/\i = 1}-
i=1 i=1

We refer to [ , Theorem 1.9.2] for the equivalence. The structure of the faces of P is
given in [ , Theorem 1.7.5]. Specifically, every face of P is of the form

{ueP:{x,u)=c}
for some x € My and c € R.

Definition 2.1. Let P C N be a polytope of the whole dimension 4 and F be a facet of P.
Let vy be a vector orthogonal to F with |vg|, = 1. We set

PF I:{M-i-/\"l/F!MEF,OS/\Sl}.

Then Pr C Ny is a polytope of dimension d. We call vol(F) := u(Pr) the volume of F and the
sum of the volumes of all facets of P the surface area of P.
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To prove our version of Koksma’s inequality over polytopes, we will construct a continu-
ous version of characteristic function of each polytope in Section 3. The idea is to shrink the
polytope by an arbitrary small scalar and connect the new smaller polytope and the original
polytope by some linear functions. Therefore, we also introduce the notion of piecewise
affine function.

Recall that an affine function f : A — B from an affine space A to an affine space B is a
function which satisfies

fAa+(1=A)c)=Af(a)+(1-A)f(c)

for a,c € A and A € R. In the more specific case where A = L + x for a linear subspace L of
R? and a point x € R, and B = R, it follows from [ , Section 1.1] that there exists a
linear function g : L — R? and a point y € R such that f(z+x) = g(z)+y forall z€ L.

Let P C NR be a polytope. A function f : P — R is piecewise affine if there is a finite cover
of P by closed subsets such that the restriction of f to each of these closed subsets is the
restriction of an affine function. Notice that every piecewise affine function is continuous.
Hence, if we construct a piecewise affine characteristic function, then it will be continuous.

To show that our continuous version of characteristic function is piecewise affine, we
first need to understand the set difference between the original polytope and the shrunk
polytope. It will be described using a complete fan consisting of polyhedral cones.

A polyhedral cone is a polyhedron o such that Ao = ¢ forall A > 0. A fan ¥ in Ny is a
finite collection of polyhedral cones in Ny that such that

* For all o € X, every face of ¢ is also in ¥ and o does not contain any line.
* Forall 0,0’ € X, we have 0 N ¢’ is a face of both ¢ and ¢’.

If Uyexr 0 = NR, then we say ¥ is complete.

2.3 Discrepancy

Let n > 1 be an integer and let x;,...,x, be points in the hypercube [0,1)¢. We define the
discrepancy of the finite sequence (xy,...,x,) to be

where B ranges over all products ]_[fl:1 [a;,b;) with 0 < a; < b; < 1. By definition, the discrep-
ancy lies in [0,1]. In some references, however, for example in [ 1, the discrepancy is
defined without normalization by #», thus allowing values greater than 1.

In this paper, we consider the discrepancy of the arguments of the Galois orbit of a torsion
point w € G¥,. It has been estimated in [ , Proposition 3.3]:

Proposition 2.2. Let w € GY, be a torsion point of order n, and let {w® : 0 € Gal(Q(w)/Q)} =
{e(x;): 1 <i<n), where all x; € [0,1)%. Then we have

(log 25(w))*~ 1 loglog 35(w)
5(a))1/2

D(x1,...,x,) <4

as 6(w) — oo.

As we are concerned about polytopes, the following notion of isotropic discrepancy will
also be useful. The reference for it is [ , Chapter 2].
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Definition 2.3. Let d,n € IN and x;,...,x, € [0,1)?. The isotropic discrepancy of the finite
sequence (xq,...,X,) is

Y xelxi)

" - u(C)

J(x1,...,x,) ==supc

where C ranges over all convex subsets of [0,1)“.

Proposition 2.4. Let d,n € N and xy,...,x, € [0,1)%. Then we have
D(x1,...,x4) <J(x1,..., %) < (4dVd + 1)D(x1, ..., x,) .

Proof. The first inequality D(x,...,x4) < J(x1,...,x,) follows immediately from the defini-
tions. For the second inequality, we refer the reader to [ , Theorem 2.1.6]. O

2.4 Essentially atoral polynomials

The main theorem Theorem 1.1 in this article is a quantitative version of equidistribution
of function log|P(e(x))| where P is an essentially atoral Laurent polynomial. We give the
definition of essentially atoral Laurent polynomial here.

Definition 2.5. A torsion coset of G is a coset wH, where w € G, is a torsion point and H
is a connected algebraic subgroup of G%, A torsion coset is proper if it is not equal to G,.
A non-zero Laurent polynomial P € C[Tj*',..., T;'] is called essentially atoral if the Zariski
closure of

{(z1,...,24) € €4 : P(zy,...,20) = O} N (S1)*

in G4, is a finite union of proper torsion cosets and irreducible algebraic sets of codimension
at least 2.

Example 2.6. If d = 1, then a non-zero Laurent polynomial P € C[T*!] is essentially atoral
if and only if it does not vanish at any non-torsion point in S!.

Example 2.7. Let d > 2 and P(Ty,...,T;) = T,""--- T, = T,"" --- T, be a nonzero Laurent
binomial over C, where all m;, n; are integers. Then P is essentially atoral. Indeed, let

a:=(my—ny,...,mg—ny) and H,:={(z,...,z4) € ((D*)d:ziZl ...ng =1}.

By [ , Proposition 3.2.10], there exists a finite subset S ¢ S! such that H, = § x G4 1.
Therefore, the Zariski closure of

{1, 22) €€ P2y, 2) = O N (S1)! = Hyn (S1) = S x (81)4!

is isomorphic to a finite union of G% ! and each G?~! is a proper torsion coset of G¥,.

2.5 Height

Height functions assign a notion of arithmetic size of complexity to mathematical objects,
such as points and cycles in varieties. In this paper, we are interested in Weil height of points
in projective space.

Let K be a number field. The notion of absolute values of K will be used in the definition
of height functions. A standard reference for absolute values is [ , Chapter 2]. Here,
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we normalize the absolute values of K as follows. Let v be a non-archimedean place of K.
Then there exists a prime number p such that v extends the p-adic place. Recall that [p|, = ,l).

For any x € K, we define
1/[K:Q]
p
where K, (resp. Q) is the completion of K with respect to v (resp. Q with respect to the
p-adic place).

Let Mg be the set of all places on K. For example, if K = Q, then Mg, consists of an
archimedean place co and non-archimedean places v, corresponding to prime numbers p.

Ixly == [Nk, /q, (*)]

Definition 2.8. For a point x =[x : -+ : x4] € IP4(Q) in d-dimensional projective space over
Q, let K be a number field containing all coordinates of x. Then the height of x is defined as

h(x) := Z max; log |x;l,.

'WEMK

For each place w € Mg, the w-adic height of the homogeneous coordinates vector (xy,...,x;)
of x is defined as
hy(xq,--., x4) = max;log|x;l,.

For each place v € Mg, the v-adic height of the homogeneous coordinates vector (xo,...,xz)
of x is defined as

hy(xg,...,x4) = Z hy,(xg,- .., X4)-

w extends v

The height is well-defined in this way, see [ , Chapter 1] for details.
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3 Koksma’s inequality over polytopes

Throughout this section, we identify points and vectors in the real vector space R¢.

Definition 3.1. Let f : B — R be a function, where B is a non-empty subset of R?. Then the
modulus of continuity of f is defined by

p(f ) =sup{If(x)- f@): x,y €B, |x-y|<t}, V>0

Let f : [0,1]7 = R be a continuous function, and let (xy,...,x,) be a finite sequence in
[0,1)% with discrepancy D = D(x;,...,x,). Then [ , Proposition 7.1] gives the following
proposition, which shares the same idea with simplest Koksma’s inequality in dimension one

(2), i.e. the upper bound of
Zf x) f fdn

is related to the discrepancy D and the variation of f.

Proposition 3.2. Let f : [0,1]¢ — R? be a continuous function and let (xy,...,x,) be a finite
sequence in [0,1)? with discrepancy D = D(xy,...,x,). Then

—Jﬂ’ fdp| <

Now let A c [0,1]¢ be a polytope of full dimension, i.e. dim(A) = d. In this section, we
would like to find an upper bound for the difference

1 n
: Zf W= [ san= ) s - [ rradn
x eA

<(1+27p(f, D7),

where x, is the characteristic function of A such that ya(x) = 1 if x € A and xa(x) = 0
otherwise.

In order to apply Proposition 3.2 to our case, we need to construct a continuous version
of characteristic function and compute its modulus of continuity. The proof below works
for the case d > 2. However, the result we proved also works for 4 = 1 and the proof is
essentially the same. The only difference is that if 4 = 1 then we don’t need to intersect the
polytope with 2-dimensional planes to reduce some problems to the 2-dimensional case.

3.1 Construction of “continuous characteristic function”

Consider 0 < e < 1. Let A c R? be a polytope. Let us construct a continuous function Xae
to estimate the characteristic function x,. The main idea is to shrink the polytope A to
Ac in a linear way. The function xj . will be 0 outside A and 1 inside A.. We will then
connect the facets of (A,0) and (A, 1) by linear functions. In order to define the function,
we need to pick a special point in the interior of A. Recall that a cubic ball in R is of the
form {y e RY:|x-y| < r} for x € R? and r € R using the maximum norm |-|.

Definition 3.3. An inscribed cubic ball of a polytope is a ball of maximal radius that is con-
tained within the polytope.
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Proposition 3.4. Every polytope has an inscribed cubic ball.

Proof. Let P c R? be a polytope. If P is a point, then the only point in the inscribed cubic
ball is P. We suppose that P is not a point. First, we claim that for every point x € ri(P) there
exists a ball centered at x of maximal radius that is contained within P. Indeed, for every
x € ri(P), there exists r, > 0 such that

r, =minf{lx —y|:y € P\ri(P)},

since
P\ri(P) > R, ypm|x-y|

is a continuous function on the compact set P\ri(P). Then the ball centered at x with ra-
dius r, is contained within P, and it has maximal radius among all balls centered at x that
are contained within P. The claim follows.

Consider the function

r:P—->R, x> min{lx—-y|:yeP\ri(P)}.

Note that r(x) = r, if x € ri(P) and r(x) = 0 if x € P\ri(P). Let us show that r is continuous.
Take xg,x € P. For any y € P\ri(P), we have

|x — 9l < |x — x| +x0 - 9l

and thus
min {|x —y|: y € P\ri(P)} < min{|xg —y| : v € P\ri(P)} + |x — x¢|.

Hence r(x) — r(xg) < |x — x| Symmetrically, we have r(x() — r(x) < |x — xo| and therefore r is
continuous. The proposition follows from the fact that P is compact. O

Definition 3.5. Let P c R? be a polytope. Then the inner radius of P, denoted inrad(P), is
the radius of an inscribed cubic ball of P.

Let x, be the center of an inscribed cubic ball of A. For each 0 < ¢ < 1, we define
P :R— R
x> x.+(1—€)(x—x.)=(1-€)x+ex,,
which is the shrinking of R? by a scalar 1 — e with a specified center at x,. Set A, := @.(A).

Lemma 3.6. For each 0 < € < 1, the set A, is a polytope contained in A.

Proof. It is stated in [ , Exercise 2.8.1] that the image of a polytope under an affine
function remains a polytope. Since ¢, is an affine function, the set A, = ¢.(A) is a polytope.
By the convexity of A and the fact that x. € A, we have A, C A. O

Figure 1: An Example of A, C A in dimension 2



3.1 Construction of “continuous characteristic function” 13

Remark 3.7. One can prove that A, — A as € — 0 in terms of Hausdorff distance. See
[ , Chapter 4] for more details on Hausdorff distance. Indeed, the Hausdorff distance
between A and A, is

dy(Ag, A) = max{supxeA d(x,Ae), SUPyen. d(A,y)},
where
d(A,y) =infycplx—y|=0, VyeA,
d(x,A¢) = infyep [x = Y| < |x —@e(x)[ = €lx — x|, Yx €A,

Therefore, we have
d(Ae, A) < €-sup,ep lx —x | < e-diam(A).
It follows that dy (A, A.) — 0 as € — 0.

Before constructing the continuous version of characteristic function, let us first study
the set difference A\ri(A.). It will help us to show that the constructed function is piecewise
affine and thus continuous.

Definition 3.8 (truncated hyperpyramid). Let B c R be a (d — 1)-dimensional polytope that
is the convex hull of the points py,...,ps € R%, and let x € R4\B. The polytope

P :=conv(py,...,ps X)

is called a hyperpyramid with base B and peak x. Let H c R? be a hyperplane such that H
is parallel to Band HNP ¢ {@,{x},B}. Then there exist qq,...,9, € R? such that HN P =
conv(qy,...,qs). The polytope

conv(py,...,Ps,q1s---»4s)

is called a truncated hyperpyramid with top H N P, base B and peak x.
Lemma 3.9. Let F be a facet of A. Then ¢.(F) and F are parallel for every 0 < e < 1.

Proof. Let v € R? such that v is orthogonal to F. Then for any x, y € F, we have (v,x-p) = 0.
Thus (v, pe(x) — pe(v)) = (1 —€){v,x — y) = 0, which means that v is orthogonal to ¢ (F). It
follows that F and ¢, (F) are parallel. O

Lemma 3.10. Let Fy,...,F, be all the facets of A. For each 0 < € < 1, the set A\ri(A.) can be
written as a union of truncated hyperpyramids P,,..., P,, where each P; has top ¢.(F;), base F;
and peak x..

Proof. For each 1 <i <e, let us consider the polyhedral cone
L(F;) ={t(x—x,):x € F;, t>0}.

Let X be the collection of /(F;), ..., Z(F.) and all their faces. Then ¥ is a complete fan. By
the completeness of ¥, we have

A\ri(A) = (£(F1) N (A\Ti(A))) U+ U (L(Fe) N (A\ri(A,))).

It follows from Lemma 3.9 that each /(F;) N (A\ri(A.)) is a truncated hyperpyramid with
top ¢.(F;), base F; and peak x,. O
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The following lemma will be used when we prove our version of Koksma’s inequality
over polytopes.

Lemma 3.11. Let 0 < e < 1. Let S(A) be the surface area of A C R¥. Then

€S(A)diam(A)

Proof. By Lemma 3.10, A\ri(A.) can be written as the union of truncated hyperpyramid P,
where each P; has top ¢ (F;), base F; and peak x.. For each i, we can pick a point x € aff(F;)
such that the vector x, — x is orthogonal to F;.

The volume of a hyperpyramid in R with base B and peak p can be computed using
[ , Theorem 1.2.10], which says that such a hyperpyramid has volume vol(B) - h/d,
where 4 is the Euclidean distance from p to B. Applying this theorem, we get

H(A\A,) <

(P) < vol(¢e(Fi))lpe(x) —xl _ vol(@e(Fi)lelxc —x|o _ vol(Fi)e-supfla—bly:ac A beA)
)= d - d = d '

Recall that diam(A) is the diameter of A with respect to the maximum norm. For every
a,b € A, we have |a - b|, < Vd|a—b|. It implies that sup{la—bl,:aeAbe A} < Vd diam(A)
and thus

vol(F;)ediam(A)

7 :

which proves the result. O

u(b) <

We now construct the continuous version of characteristic function of A with respect
to e. For every y € A\A, consider the ray {x, + A(y — x.) : A € R5(} with starting point x, and
passing through y. Take

Ay i=sup{d € Ryp: x. + A(y —x) € A}.
and set x;, = x; + A, (y — xc) € A. Then we have
p =%+ (1=0y)(xy —xc) = Qs (xy)
for 0y =1- /\i Hence y € ps5(A) = As. Asy € A\A., we have 0 < 6, < e. With this expression,

-
we can define a function x4 _: RY - R such that

0 fory ¢ A,
Xpey) = % fory e A\A,, 4
1 foryeA..

Proposition 3.12. For each 0 < e <1, the function x4 _: R? — R is piecewise affine.
Proof. By definition, x4 . =0 on R¥\A and Xae=1onA.. ByLemma 3.10, we have
A=A U(PU---UP,),

where every P; is a truncated hyperpyramid. Let us consider xj . on each closed subset P,.
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Suppose 1,7, € P; with xj (1) = % and xj .(v2) = %. Lety =ty;+(1-t)y, € P, fort e R.
Then there exists 0 < 6 < € such that xj () = g. It is easy to check that 6 = t0; + (1 — )0,
using elementary Euclidean geometry. Therefore,

o
¢ = —
XAye(y) - €
o o
=t2L+(1-1)=2
€ €
=txpe@1)+ (1 =1)x} (¥2)
and so x| . is affine on P;. The conclusion is proved. O

Corollary 3.13. For each 0 < e < 1, the function x}, _ is continuous.

Remark 3.14. One can prove that )(CA,S converges pointwise to the characteristic function x5
in the interior of A as e — 0. Indeed, take y € ri(A). Then there exists € > 0 and x € A\ri(A)
such that

y=xc+(1-e)x—x),

where x is in the intersection of A\ri(A) and the ray with starting point x, and passing
through y. Then y € A.. Therefore, for any 0 < 6 < €, we have y € A, C As and there-
fore xj s(¥) =1 = xa(y), which proves the desired result.

3.2 Computation of modulus of continuity

To apply Proposition 3.2, we need to compute the modulus of continuity p(f-xj ., t) for € >0
and t > 0. First, let us compute p( )(Z, 1) As we will apply our version of Koksma’s inequality
over polytopes to a sequence in [0,1)¢ with small enough discrepancy, it is sufficient to
compute p(x, ., t) when ¢ is small enough.

Proposition 3.15. Let A ¢ R? be a polytope, and let Xa . be the continuous version of the
characteristic function of A that we constructed in (4) for 0 < € < 1. Then for sufficiently small
real numbers € > 0 and t > 0, we have

t
[ -
P(Xnert) < € -inrad(A)’

Let us now prove Proposition 3.15. During the proof, we intersect the polytopes with
affine two-dimensional planes multiple times to make our arguments visual.

Definition 3.16. A subset H c R? is an affine two-dimensional plane if there exist x,y,z € H
such that x,y,z are not on the same line and

H:{x+/\1(x—y)+/\2(y—z):/\1 E]R, /\QE]R}.

Lemma 3.17. Let H c RY be an affine 2-dimensional plane. Let P ¢ R? be a d-dimensional
polytope and let F be a face of P. Then P N H is a polytope and F N H is a face of PN H.

Proof. Notice that H is a polyhedron. Since P is a bounded polyhedron, then PN H is
a bounded polyhedron and thus a polytope. Let us show that F N H is a face of P N H.
Let uju, C PN H be a closed segment such that ri(uyu;) N (FNH) # @. Then uju, C P
is a closed segment such that ri(uju;) N F # @. Since F is a face of P, then uju, C F.
Therefore, u;u, C F N H, which means F N H is a face of PN H. O
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By definition,
P(Xpert) = Sup{|xz,e(x) ~Xh )| xyeRY, [x—yl < t}-

Let x,y € R? with |x —y| < t. Our goal is to find an upper bound for IXhe(x) = X3 @)
If x,y¢A, then |)(CA’€(x)—)(CA’€(y)| =10-0/=0. If x,y € A, then I)(Zje(x)—)(z,e(y)I =|1-1]=0.

If x¢ A and y € A\ri(A.), then by considering the line passing through x and y, we can
find an x” € A\ri(A) such that [x"-y| < [x—y[ <t and x} (x) = x} (x") = 0. The case y ¢ A
and x € A\ri(A.) is in the same way.

Similarly, if x € A\ri(A¢) and y € A, then by considering the line passing through x
and y, we can find an y” € A:\ri(A¢) such that [x—p’| < |x-y| <t and xj () = x} (¥') = 1.
The case y € A\ri(A¢) and x € A, is in the same way.

Hence, it remains to consider the case x,y € A\ri(A;).

Recall that x, is the center of an inscribed cubic ball of A.

Reduction Step. Let Fy,..., F, be the facets of A. By Lemma 3.10, the set A\ri(A.) is a union
of truncated hyperpyramids Pj,..., P,, where each P, has top ¢.(F;), base F; and peak x.. We
may assume that x,y € P; for one i.

Indeed, otherwise x,y are not in the same P, for one i. When ¢ is small enough, x, v, x,
are not on the same line. Let H be the affine two-dimensional plane containing x,y, x.. By
definition x, _(x) = % and x5 (y) = = for 0 < 5,5, < e. If 5, = 6, then [ _(x)-x5 . (¥)] = 0.
Without loss of generality, we suppose that o, <9,.

We claim that ¢ (A)NH is a 2-dimensional polytope with facets @5 _(Fi,)NH, ..., @5 (Fi,)N
H, where Fy ,...,Fy, are the facets of A such that ¢;s (Fx,) N H is a line segment. Indeed,
by Lemma 3.17, each nonempty ¢; (F;) N H is a face of the polytope ¢; (A) N H. Note
that Xy C g5 (A)NH and XX, C @5 (A)NH are two line segments which do not lie on the same
line. Therefore, we have dim(¢ps (A)NH) = 2. Since dim(¢s (Fx,)NH) =1, then ¢s (F,)NH
is a facet of 5(A)NH.

Similarly, goéy(A)ﬂH is a 2-dimensional polytope with facets goéy(lfk1 )NH,..., (péy(Pk,)ﬂH .
Let

d; :=inf{la-b|: a € aff(s (Fi,) N H), b € aff(ps (F,) N H)}.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that d; < d, < --- < d;. Then when e is small
enough, we have

inf{la— bl : a € (s, (A) N H)\ri(gs, (A) N H), b€ @5 (A)NH} = dy

and we can take x’ € ¢ (Fy,)NH and p’ € ®s,(Fr,)NH such that |x"—y’| =d;. Then |x"-p’| <

Ix—y| <t, )(CA’e(x’) = )(CA’e(x) = %" and )(CA’G(y’) = )(Z’e(y) = a—ey. Therefore, we can assume
x,y € D; for one i.

By the definition of inner radius Definition 3.5, we have |z — x.| > inrad(A) for any z in
the facets of A. ] )
Case 1. Suppose x,, x, are on the same line, and xj (x) = % and xj (v) = a—ey. Then there
exists z € A\ri(A) such that
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Thus |x-y| =]z - x| |6, — 9,| and so

0x =0yl |x -y - t
e  €lz—x/|~ e-inrad(A)’

X4 ()= x4 0)] =

Case 2. Suppose x,7,x. are not on the same line. The Reduction Step allows us to assume
that x,y € P for the truncated hyperpyramid P corresponding to a facet F of A. First we sup-
pose that x € F and XCA,E(X) = 0. Let H be the affine 2-dimensional plane containing x,y, x,.
Suppose xj (y) = g for 0 <6 <e. Then y € @4(F).

Notice that F N H is a line segment, otherwise F N H = {x} and ¢4(F) N H = {y} and thus
x,v,x. are on the same line, a contradiction. It follows from the definition of ¢, and ¢ that
both ¢.(F)NH and ¢4(F)NH are line segments. By Lemma 3.9, the intersections ¢.(F)NH,
@s(F)NH and F N H are parallel. As in Figure 2, when € is small enough, we can take
x',x” € FNH,y" € ps(F)NH and z € ¢.(F) N H such that

* v/,z,x. are on the same line,
* |x'—vy'|=inf{la-b|:aeaff(FNH), beaff(ps(F)NH)},
* |z—x"|=inf{la-b|:a caff(FNH), b e aff(p.(F)NH)},

* the line ¢,/ passing through x’,y” and the line ¢,, passing through x”, z are parallel.

Figure 2: An example of the truncated hyperpyramid P N H

With these points we have
* W -yl<lk-yl<t,
* Xpe(X)=x3 () =0, x5 (¥') = Xp (¥) =
Set
dp := inf{la— bl:aeaff(FNH), beaff(p.(F) ﬂH)},
Dr = inf{|a—xcl ra€aff(FN H)}

Then |z — x”| = dp. Let x”” be the intersection of F N H and the ray passing through y’ with
start point x., as in Figure 2. Then by similar triangles

d_F_ |X’”—Z|2 B

== 72 _¢
Dr  |x"”" =xcl,

and thus |x” —z| = dp = €D > € -inrad(A). By Proposition 3.12 and its proof, we have x{ _is
affine on P. Using similar triangles as in Figure 3, we get
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, a X =yl =y t
|XZ’€(X)_XZ’E(ZJ)| - |XZ’€(X )—lee(y )' - |x” = 2|, - |x” — 2| = e-inrad(A),

X'yl _ X'-yl : "o . .
where o = o holds since x”,y’, z are in the same line and ¢,.,, and ¢,, are parallel.

(z,1)

(20

(x/,0) (x”,0)

Figure 3: Similar triangles for computation

For the general case x,y € A\ri(A.), the argument is essentially the same and we still get
t
c € <«
|XA,€(X) XA,e(y)|— €-i1‘1rad(A)'
Therefore,

c _ ¢ _.C . d _ t -
P ) = sup{|xs (x) - X4 (¥)] 1 1,y € RY, | ylst}se.imad(A)' =

3.3 Proof of Koksma’s inequality over polytopes

Now we can prove one of the main tools in this paper, a version of Koksma’s inequality over
polytopes.

Theorem 3.18. Let f : [0,1]* — R? be a continuous function and let (x,,...,x,) be a finite
sequence in [0,1)? with discrepancy D = D(x,...,x,). Let A c [0,1] be a polytope of dimension
d. Then for D small enough we have

ly ) — d+1 1/(d+1) ((1 +24+1)p1/(2d+2)
n;f(xl) Lfdy <(1+2°)p(f,D )+ M rad(A)

X,'EA

. 1/(2d+2)
+ (4dVd + 1)DVie(p) + 24AMA)SA)D )

Vd

where
* p(f, DY4+Y) is the modulus of continuity of f for D/(@+1),
M is an upper bound of |f|, i.e. |f(x)| < M for all x € [0,1),
* ¢(A) is the number of facets of A,
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* S(A) is the surface area of A, i.e. it is the sum of the volumes of all facets of A.

Proof. We want to apply Proposition 3.2 to prove this theorem. To do this, we approximate
f - xa by a continuous function. For € > 0, let x4, _ be the continuous characteristic function
we constructed in Section 3.1. Then we have

1 n
‘E ;f(xi)XA(xi) - [0,1]deAd,”

( '>xg,e<xi>—J £ odp
[0,1]¢

n

Y (flraxale) - Foxixs o (x:)

i=1

1
+ —
n

+

J, i)

Let us first estimate the first difference. In order to apply Proposition 3.2 to it, we only need
to understand the modulus of continuity of f - x} .. For any two points x,y € [0, 1], by the
triangle inequality,
[F XG0 = F DX )] < [F(0)XG (0 = F@)XG (0 + F ()X, (0= F ()X D)
<If (@)= F@I+If (v me ~ X)),

Since f is continuous on [0,1]%, there exists a positive real number M such that |f(x)| < M
for all x. By Proposition 3.15, for sufficiently small € and ¢, we have

Mt
€ -inrad(A)’

p(f-Xaet)<pUf)+M-p(x§ o) <p(f 1)+

Therefore, we get

1 n
- Zf(xi)XCA,e(xi) - j[o 1]deCA,€dli <
i=1 :

for small enough e.
For the second difference, we know that x, and xj . are only different on A\ri(A;).
Therefore,

MD]/(d+l)

d+1 1/(d+1)
(1+2 )(p(f,D )+e-inrad(A)

% Z(f(xi)XA(Xi) _f(xi)XCA,e(xi))| < % Z |F el [aea () = x5 (%)
- xieAl\:rli(Ae)
SMZL XA\ri(AE)(xi).
n

By Lemma 3.10, A\ri(A,) is a union of polytopes P, ..., P, such that ri(%)Nri(P;) = @ for i = j,
where e := e(A) is the number of factes of A. Therefore we can find convex subsets P/,...,P;
such that

* 1i(P) = ri(P),
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* P/nP'=oforalli=j,
e A\ri(A¢)=P/U---UP,.

Let J(xy,...,x,) be the isotropic discrepancy of (xy,...,x,). It follows from Proposition 2.4
that

io1 XA\ri(ag) (X =1 Py (i =1 X (i
2is1 XAvri(a,) (xi) uavAy)| < Y1 Xpy(xi) _u(p)) +_“+‘M_ﬂ(pe’)
n n n
<eJ(xy,...,x,)
< e(4dVd +1)DV,

Thus ,
Y1 Xavr(ay) (xi)
n

< e(4dVd +1)DY? + u(A\A,)

and so we find an upper bound for the second difference. Similarly, for the third difference,
we have

J (fm—fxg,e)dysf Fl-|xa = x6.c|dp
(0,1} A\A,

< Mu(A\A,).

By Lemma 3.11 we have u(A\A,) < € - diam(A)S(A)/Vd. When D is small enough, we can
take e = D'/(24+2) sych that € is also small enough. Combined with all these inequalities, we
get the result. O

Remark 3.19. Note that Theorem 3.18 does not imply Proposition 3.2. If A = [0,1]%, then
we can apply Proposition 3.2 directly to get an upper bound of the difference without the
term

d+1\1/(2d+2)
((1 +27)D + (4dVd +1)DYe(A) +

2diam(A)S(A)D/(24+2) )
inrad(A)

Vd

in Theorem 3.18.

Corollary 3.20. Let f : [0,1]¢ — R¥ be a continuous function and let (x,,...,x,) be a finite
sequence in [0,1)? with discrepancy D = D(x;,...,x,). Let A c [0,1]? be a polytope of dimen-
sion d. Then for D small enough we have

1 n
n Zf(xi) - Lfdy <A p(f,Dl/(dﬂ)) + MDV(2d+2)
i=1

X,'EA

where M = max({|f (x)|: x € [0,1]%).
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4 Proof of the Main Theorem

In this section Theorem 1.1 is proved.

As in Theorem 1.1, we let d,k be integers, let P € Q[T;{*,..., TF']\{0} be an essen-
tially atoral Laurent polynomial with at most k nonzero terms, and let A c [0,1)? be a d-
dimensional polytope.

For a torsion point w € G%, according to Laurent’s Theorem [ 1, if 6(w) is large in
terms of d and P, then P(w?) = 0 for all ¢ € Gal(Q(w)/Q). We fix a torsion point w € G¢,
with o(w) sufficiently large such that P(w?) = 0 for all 0 € Gal(Q(w)/Q). Denote n := [Q(w) :
Q]. For the Galois orbit of w, we get a finite set {x;,...,x,} € [0,1)? such that

le(x1),...,e(x,)} = {w? : 0 € Gal(Q(w)/Q)}.

Then P(e(x;)) =0 for 1 <i <n. Let D = D(xy,...,x,,) (resp. ] = J(xq,...,x,)) be the discrep-
ancy (resp. isotropic discrepancy) of the sequence (xq,...,x,). Our goal is to estimate the
difference

1 n
Y loglPletx - [ loglPleCxidce).
) A
XiEA
We first examine the easiest case that P is a constant. In this case,

Yiti :A(xi) NS

% ;log|P(e(xi))| - L10g|P(e(x))|dﬂ(X) <p

Xl'GA

by the definition of J. By Proposition 2.4 and Proposition 2.2, we have

(log &(w))“ )W

6( )1/2 <y 6(&))_1/(4d)
w

] <, p' < (

as 6(w) — oo. The desired result follows.

Now suppose P € Q[T*!, ..., TdJ—'1 J\Q. We may assume that P is a polynomial, as multiply-
ing by a monomial does not change the difference between the discrete sum and the integral
stated above. Let ¢ > 0 be the largest maximum norm among the coefficients of P. Then
there exists a polynomial Q € Q[T ..., T;]\Q such that P = cQ with at most k non-zero terms
and the maximum norm of the coefficient vector of Q is 1. Hence,

% ;log [P(e(x))l = Llog |P(e(x))|dp(x)

x,-EA

< %;logc—Llogcdy + %;log@(e(xim—Llong(e(x))ld‘u(x) )
X €A x;€A

Note that the first difference above can also be estimated by isotropic discrepancy:

1 n
" Zlogc—f logcdp| = |logc|
i=1 A

XZ'GA

~1/(4d)

<|logc|] <p ] <4 6(w) :

Z?:lifA(xi) N
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Therefore,

Zloglp (sl | 1ogIPteCxid(s

xeA

<p d(w) 4D + Xlogm x,))l—flong(())ldﬂ(X)- 5)
xeA

Suppose k > 2. We set log,(x) = logmax{r, x} for r > 0. By Proposition 2.2, 6(w) is large
implies that D is small. At the end of proof, we will take r in terms of D such that the
small D implies that r is also small.

By the triangle inequality,

Zlong Llogm(e(x))ldy(x)

ZlogrlQ x1>>|—f log, |Q(e(x))ldju(x)
xeA

1
+ —
n

Y (1oglQe(x:)) —log,|Q<e<xi)>|)|

i=1

_f|10ng x))| - log, |Q(e(x))l|dp(x). (6)

For the first difference, as D is small, we can apply Corollary 3.20 to it. In order to
apply Corollary 3.20, we need to estimate the maximum value of log, |Q(e(x))| on [0,1]4.
As |Q(e(x))| is continuous on the compact set [0, 1]¢, we have that |Q(e(x))| is bounded. Tak-
ing r sufficiently small, we have |logr |Q(e(x))|| <|logr| for all x € [0,1]¢. By Corollary 3.20,

Xlogr@ xl>>|—flogr|Q<<>>|dn<x> <4 p(log, |Q(e(x)); DY) + (~log r)D!/(24+?

x,eA

for D small enough. The modulus of continuity of the function log, |Q(e(x))| can be estimated
by [ , Lemma 7.5], which states that

p(log, |Q(e(x));t) <ax

deg(Q)t
r

for any r € (0,1] and ¢ > 0. In our setting, we conclude that

pU(d+1)
p(log, |Q(e(x)); DY) «p

r
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and thus

1/(d+1)
+(=logr)DV24+2)  (7)

ZlogrlQ xl))l—j log, |Q(e(x))ldu(x)| <a,0

xeA

For the second difference, the triangle inequality gives

n n n

1 ] )
- ;(long(e(xi)ﬂ—logrlQ(e(xi))|)| < ; |log, Q(e(x)| +— ; |log1Q(e(x:)].
Qs o

By definition, log, |Q(e(x))| = logr if |Q(e(x))| < r. Hence,

n

LY tog, Qe = A< ) Hogr
n r 1 - .

i=1 "
IQelxi)l<r

This can be further estimated using [ , Lemma 7.4], which indicates that

i : 1Q(e(x;)) < 7}

pl/(d+1)
<4k r1/(2k) deg(Q) .

n r
Thus,
1 k) pl/d+1)
- th |10gr|Q(e(xi))|| < (~log r)(r + —
1=
1Q(e(x;))|<r
Note that [ , Lemma 7.7] shows
1 n (deg Q)Dl/(d+l) L/(4) 1
I B Q)= ) loglQet)
1= 1=
[Q(e(x;))l<r
We conclude from the main theorem of [ ], as stated in Theorem A.1, that

m(Q) -1 loglQlex)
i=1

for a constant y = y(d, k) > 0. Putting the above inequalities together, for r small enough, we
get

< o(w)™”

Dl/(d+1)
<@ (@) + /0 4 5 8)

Xlong )l =10g, 1Q(e(x:))
Let Sp(r) = {x €[0,1)%:|Q(e(x))| < r}. Similarly, for the third difference, we have
[ log0teto - t0g,I0tetautx f [log, [Q(e(x)]du(x) f llog|Q(e(x))[du(x)

By [ , Lemma A.3(i)], the Lebesgue volume of Sp(r) is <4k 7 1/(2k=2) " Applying this and
using log, |Q(e(x))| = log r if |Q(e(x))| < r, we get

f |10gr|Q |dx< (—logr) - u(Sq(r)) <4k (~logr)r A1/(2k=2)
SQ r
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Moreover, it is shown in [ , Lemma A.4] that
[ froglatetontanto) <ae -4,
Sq(r)
and so for r small enough we have
L |1og|Q(e(x))l - log, Q(e(x))I|dp(x) < g, r'/ . ©)

Choose r = DY(#4+4) now. Then gathering the inequalities (6), (7), (8) and (9) together
we have

Y 1oglQ(etxl - | loglQletxllduta <aq ofw) 7+ DY)
i=1 A

X"EA

if 6(w) is sufficiently large. Recall that P = c¢Q for ¢ > 0. The conclusion follows from (5) and
Proposition 2.2. []

Remark 4.1. An explicit value of k¥ in Theorem 1.1 can be deduced from this proof. Indeed,
by Proposition 2.2,

_ 5(0))_1/(64k(d+1)).

1/(16k(d+1))
pYaska+) ((log 5(w))d)

(1))1/4 1/(16k(d+1))
5(0))1/2 )

<d (6(0))1/2

Therefore, one can choose

. 1
K—mm{%m}

and the proof of [ , Theorem 8.8] contains a way to determine y = y(d, k). This ap-
proach is summarized in Appendix A and presented as Algorithm 1.
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5 Application

In this section, we answer [ , Question 6.2], posed by Gualdi and Sombra, by applying
Theorem 1.1. Let us introduce the background of this question. The paper [ ] studies
the height of the intersection of

L= Z(xo+x; +x) CPXQ)

with its translate wL by a torsion point w = (w;,w,) € G2,(Q) = (Q")?, where
wL=Z(xg+ a){lxl + wglxz).

When w is nontrivial, i.e. w # (1,1), the intersection L N wL consists of the point

Plw)=[w)' ~wi' :1-wp' oy’ ~ 1] € PXQ).

Let us also denote by P(w) the vector of homogeneous coordinates (w, ' -wi!, 1-w;!, w'-1).

We fix an embedding :: Q — C. Let d = ord(w). Then [ , Lemma 2.3] gives an explicit
formula for the archimedean height of P(w):

ho(P@) = Y logmax((wh) - dwhl e - 1 iwh) - 1),

¢(d) ke(Z/dZ)*

where co is the unique archimedean place of @ and |- | denotes the usual absolute value
on C.

We will later consider a sequence in G2,(Q) that avoids all proper algebraic subgroups
of G2,(Q). According to [ , Chapter 3], over any field F of characteristic 0, a one-
dimensional algebraic subgroup of G2 (F) is of the form

={weG(F): 0" =1) (10)

for an a € Z?\{0}. We say a sequence (w;)s>; in G2,(Q) is strict if for all a = (a;,a,) € Z*\{0},
there exists an integer ¢, > 0 such that w, does not lie in H, for ¢ > ¢, which means

ap a4z
Wp Wy # 1, VE>¢,,

where w; = (w1, wz,). Note that for a sequence (w¢)ss; in G2,(Q), the strictness de-
gree O(wy) — oo as ¢ — oo if and only if (wy)e>; is strict.

Let (w¢)¢=1 be a strict sequence of non-trivial torsion points in G2,(Q) now. It is shown
in [ , Proposition 4.1] that the limit of archimedean heights h.,(P(w,)) is an integral by
equidistribution theorems. Indeed, fix an integer ¢ and write n, = ¢(ord(wy)) for simplicity,
set

{e(ag,1 ),...,e(ag,n[)} = {l(a)](f) ke (Z/ord(a)g)Z)X},
where e(ay ;) = (€!2™¥ex, ¢2ek) for each ayy = (X, vex) € [0,1)%. Let
f:10, 1)> 5 RU{-o0},

(x,9) logmax{|e127Z ) _ 1|, |€iznx_1

’

2y 1|}

Then we have

lim h, (P(w, —hm—Zfagk J fdpu.

{—o00 {—o0 Hp [0,1)
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In [ , Question 6.2], a quantitative version of this equidistribution result is requested.
The following is our solution.

Let w € G2,(Q) be a non-trivial torsion point. For the Galois orbit of w, we get a finite
set {ay,...,a,) € [0,1)? such that

fe(ar),..,e(a,)) = {Hw") : k € (Z/ord(w)Z)"},

where n = ¢(ord(w)) and ay = (xi, vi) € [0,1)%. Let us estimate ’h(P(w)) - I[o,l)Zde|'

Asin [ , Section 5], the square [0, 1)? has a partition consisting of 12 closed triangles
as in Figure 4. Among these 12 triangles, in 4 of them, f(x,y) = logle’?™ —1|; in 4 of
them, f(x,y) = log|e’>™ —1|; in the remaining 4 triangles, f(x,p) = log|e’?*¥) —1|. The
first (resp. second / third) group of triangles are marked by green (resp. blue / red) in the
figure. We denote these 12 subsets as Q;; for 1 <i <3 and 1 <j <4, where Qyy,...,Qy4
correspond to green triangles, Q,q,...,0Q,4 correspond to blue triangles and Q3,...,Q34
correspond to red triangles.

Qoy Q14

Figure 4: The partition of [0,1]? into triangles

Furthermore, for any point in the boundaries of these triangles, its image under the
complex exponential map

(017 > GLO), () > (e77,e)

lies in one of the algebraic subgroups Hi1,9), H(o,1), H(1,1), H(1,-1), H(2,-1), H(1,-2), as defined by
the notation H, in (10). Therefore, if 5(:(w*)) > 3, then none of the points aj,..., @, lie on
the boundaries of these 12 triangles. It follows that

flag) = Zf-xg,.j(ak), Vi<k<n

1<i<3
1<j<4

if 6(w) > 3, and thus

1 n
7 flaw- f[m)zfdﬂ

(11

33

1<i<3
1<j<4

1 n
- ;f “Xo,(ak) - J[‘o,1)2f “Xq,dp

if o(w) > 3.

Set Pl(Tl,Tz) = Tl - 1, Pz(Tl,Tz) = T2 —1 and P3(T1,T2) = Tl - Tz. In Qll""’Ql4 we
have f(x,y) =log|P;(e(x,v))|; in Qyy,...,Q,4 we have f(x,p) =log|P,(e(x,v))|; in Q3q,...,Q34
we have f(x,y) = log|P;(e(x,y))|. The three polynomials P, P, and P; are all binomials and,
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therefore, are essentially atoral by Example 2.7. Hence, by Theorem 1.1, if 6(w) is sufficiently
large, then there exists a constant x > 0 such that

Zf Xa,(a fxodp < o(w)™ (12)

[0,1)

forall 1 <i <3 and 1 <j <4, where the constant is specified by P;, P,, P; and the choice
of Q; j- Moreover, by Remark 4.1, we can choose

. 1
w=min{y(22) goa s}

where y(2,2) can be calculated to be 1/(2°! x 5°) by Algorithm 1 with the input y(1,2) =
y(1,4) = 1/2. Thus, x = 1/(2%! x 5%). It follows from (11) and (12) that

1 n
;;f(ak)—f fdu

This provides the convergence speed of the archimedean part of the height of the point P(w)
as 6(w) — oo and answers [ , Question 6.2]. Moreover, it is shown in [ , Proposition

< §(w) V@),

6.1] that f[01 , fdu = 23 where C is the Riemann zeta function. The non-archimedean
part of the height of 7?( ) was given in [ , Corollary 3.4], which states that

A(ord(w))
hy, (Pw)) = ~ )]
w%{w} Plord(w))

where A is the Von Mangoldt function. More precisely, if ord(w) is not a prime power, then
the non-archimedean part of the height of P(w) is 0; if ord(w) = p® for a prime number p
and a positive integer ¢, then

lo
Dy (Pl =t
v,€Mq\{oo} p=p

In the case where d := ord(w) = p¢, we have

) by (Plw)|=

VPGMQ\{OO}

logp p logd < 2logd
pHp-1) elp-1) d T d

Since 6(w) < d and the function x 10% decreases as x — oo, we get

) by (Pw)

v,€Mg)\{oo)

2logo(w) Yy
< —6(0)) < O(w)

and so vaeMQ\{m} h, (P(w)) — 0 as 6(w) — co. In summary;, if 6(w) is sufficiently large, then

we have

P

‘h(P(w)) - %g; <

as &(w) — co. Therefore, if (w()s; is a strict sequence of non-trivial torsion points in G%,(Q),

then
2C(3)
3C(2)

as ¢ — oo, which proves Proposition 1.2.

5(a))—1/(261><55)

( )—1/(261><55)

‘h(P(a)g)) - <0 Wy
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Remark 5.1. Given a strict sequence (wy)¢>; of non-trivial torsion points in a proper alge-
braic subgroup of G2,, we can also consider the limit of h(P(w;)) as £ — co. We refer to
[ , Section 7] for more details. In this case, the difference between the discrete sum and
the integral can be estimated by &(w,)™"/?".
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A Explicit values in the Galois equidistribution theorem

In the statement of Theorem 1.1, a constant x > 0 is involved as the power of 6(w)™!. As
we mentioned in Remark 4.1, an explicit value of k¥ can be computed and this value is
completely determined by two integers d, k, where d is the number of variables of P and k
is the number of non-zero terms in P. This appendix contains an algorithm that helps us to
compute x(d, k).

In this appendix, we denote torsion points by C instead of w to be consistent with [ 1.
First, let us recall the main theorem of [ 1, which is a corollary of [ , Theorem 8.8].

Theorem A.1. Let d,k be integers, and let P € Q[T;,..., T;']\{0} be essentially atoral with

at most k nonzero terms. Then there exists a constant y = y(d, k) > 0 such that the following
holds.

Given any torsion point { € G% suppose that the strictness degree 5(C) is large enough.
Then P(C?%)= 0 for all o € Gal(Q(C)/Q), and as 6(C) — co we have

1
V] log|P(C7)||—m(P)| <p o(C)77.
[[Q(C) +Q] aeGal(ZQ(’C)/Q) ] ’

Ford =1, by [ , Proposition 4.5], we have

(log 8(C))>7(5(C))
o(C) '

1
—_— log |P(CY)||-m(P)| <
[[Q(O 1@l aeGal(ZQ('C)/Q) ] '

where 7(0(C)) is the number of divisors of the positive integer 6(C). Thus one can choose
¥(1,k) =1 —€ for any € > 0. For d > 2, the proof of [ , Theorem 8.8] provides a way
to find an explicit value of y = y(d, k). Also, in Theorem A.1, we note that the convergence
speed of the equidistribution theorem can be estimated for sufficiently large 6(C). It is worth
to point out that the proof of [ , Theorem 8.8] also allows us to explicitly determine
how large 6(C) should be for certain specific Laurent polynomials P. This estimation of 6(C)
includes a constant C = C(d, k) > 1. We summarize their methods to determine y and C in
Algorithm 1. Afterward, we can compute the exact value of y = y(d, k) in Theorem 1.1 using
Remark 4.1 and Algorithm 1.

Before explaining why Algorithm 1 works, we specify the type of Laurent polynomials
for which we can determine the necessary size of 6(C).

Definition A.2. Let P € Q[Tf—'l,...,T;d ] be a non-zero Laurent polynomial, { € G¢, be a
torsion point and ¢ > 1. Then we say (P, C) is c-admissible if the following holds.
Given any A € GL;(Z) and an integer £ with 0 < ¢ < d —1 suppose that

o (4=(n,&) forneGf and & € G4,

* Pyy(Ty,.... Tyg) = QU1 T, Ta—g) € Q[Ty, ..., Ty, where
Q(Ty,..., Tg) = P((Ty,.., TN ) R(Ty,..., Ty)

with P((Ty,..., Ty, )Ail) a Laurent polynomial and R(Tj,..., T;) a monomial such that Q
is a polynomial coprime to Tj --- Tj.
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* Under the convention inf @ = oo,
p(u):= inf{|v| v e Z7N\(0), (u,v) = O}, for u e 77,
and
B(Py,,) = inf {B € N, : let w € G4~ be a torsion point, z € S! be a non-torsion point
and u € 247 1f Py (w-2") =0, then p(u) < B}.
Then we have Py, # 0 and B(Py ;) < clAL.

We refer the reader to [ , Section 6] for more details regarding the value B(Py ).
When B(Py,,) is smaller, we can obtain better properties of P, ,, and consequently, of P.
One of the conditions of Theorem A.1 is that P is an essentially atoral Laurent polynomial.

By [ , Lemma 8.1], in this case, there exists ¢ > 1 such that (P, () is c-admissible for all
torsion points { € G¢, with 6(C) > c. The following proposition is derived by [ , Theorem
8.8].

Proposition A.3. Let P € Q[Ty,..., T;]\{0} be a polynomial with at most k nonzero terms for
an integer k > 2. Then there exists a constant C = C(d, k) such that the following holds.

Let C € GY be a torsion point such that P(C°) = 0 for all ¢ € Gal(Q()/Q). If (P,C7)
is c-admissible for all o € Gal(Q(C)/Q), then the estimation of the convergence speed of the
equidistribution in Theorem A.1 holds for

o(C) = C - max{c, degP}C.
Moreover, the constant C can be computed by Algorithm 1.

Example A.4. Suppose P(X,Y) = X —1. By Example 2.7, the polynomial P is essentially
atoral as it is a binomial. We claim that (P, () is 1-admissible for ¢ = (1,&), where & is
a b
Cc

a torsion point in G,,. Indeed, suppose A = ( J

) € GL,(Z). Then its determinant and

inverse are

Cad-bc\-c a

Suppose { = (ei2nx, ei2ny) for (x,y) c [0’ 1)2_ Then CA — (ei2n(ax+cy)’eiZn(bx+dy))_
Let us first consider the case ad — bc = 1. If we choose £ = 0 in Definition A.2, then

detA=ad—-bc=+1 and A~'= ! (d _b).

P((X, V)" ) =P(XY ", XY =Xy 1 and P,,(X,Y)=X"-Y"

Since ad —bc =1, we have d = 0 or ¢ # 0 and thus P4, # 0. Let us compute B(P,,,). Let w =
(w1, w,) € G2, be a torsion point, z € S! be a non-torsion point and u = (uy,u,) € Z*\{0).
Then z* = (z"1,z"2) and

Py (wz") = P(w12", wy2"?) = a)‘flzuld - w5z
If Py (wz") = 0, then ztae—md — wfwgc. As w is a torsion point, there exists a positive
integer n such that z"(*2c-t14)
and so

= 1. Since z is not a torsion point, we have n(u,c—u;d) =0

urc—uqrd = 0.
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Hence, if d = 0 or u, = 0, then u = (u1,0) and so p(u) = [(0,1)] = 1. Otherwise d = 0
and u, # 0. Since ad —bc = 1, we have gcd(c,d) = 1. For each v = (v1,v,) € Z*\{0} with
(u,v) =0, we get

[Z5] c
Vyp=—""V] =—=V1
Uz
Thus, v; = nd and v, = —nc for some n € Z\{0}. It follows that p(u) = maxf{|c|,|d|} and

s0 B(Py,) = max{L,|c||d|} < |A7L.
We now turn to the case ¢ = 1 in Definition A.2. In this case, 17 = ¢!2™(#**<%) and

Py ,](X) — ei27‘cd(ax+cy) _X°

If Py, = 0, then ¢ = 0 and el?rd(ax+cy) = 1 which means dax € Z. Since ad — bc = 1, then
ad =1 and thus x € Z. Therefore, C = (1,&) for a torsion point & € Gy, if Py, = 0. Now we
exclude the case that Py, = 0. Let us compute B(Py ;). Let w € G,, be a torsion point, z € St
be a non-torsion point and u € Z such that Py , (wz") = 0. Then
ZUC — w—ceiZHd(axﬂ:y).
Similarly to the case where ¢ = 0, we obtain uc=0. If ¢ = 0, then P,y is a constant.
When Py, # 0, we have B(Py,) = 1. Otherwise, u = 0, and thus p(u) = 1. Therefore,
B(Py,,;) = 1. The case ad — bc = -1 is essentially the same. Hence, the claim is proved.
By similar arguments, one can show that

* the polynomial P(X,Y) = Y —1 is essentially atoral and (P,() is 1-admissible for { =
(&,1), where & € G, is a torsion point,

« the Laurent polynomial P(X,Y) = £ — 1 is essentially atoral and (P, () is 2-admissible
for C = (&,&), where & € G, is a torsion point.

We will now explain why Algorithm 1 is effective.

In the proof of [ , Theorem 8.8], several estimates are involved that ignore con-
stants with respect to 4. We make all the necessary estimates explicit through the following
observations. Recall that for A = (a;;) € GL4(Z), we set |A| = max<; j<qla;j|- Then for any
two A, B € GL;(7Z), we have |AB| < d|A||B.

Lemma A.5. Let A € GL;(Z). Then |A™Y| < d24-2|A|9-1,

Proof. One can express A~! in terms of det A, the powers of A and their traces through the
Cayley-Hamilton method, see for example [ , Appendix B],

L1 s (et f
A 1:det(A) Ya Y ] o (er(a%)",

s=0 Ky kg £=1

where tr(Af) is the trace of A, the sum is taken over s and all integers k;, > 0 satisfying the
equation s + Z?;ll C{ky =d —1. Hence,

d-1 -1 -1 (=1)ke+1

- -1
|A—1| < ZlAsl Z I_[ (‘gi{)}iell (tr(Ag))kf < ;ds—llAls Z ]_[ 5k (tr(Af))kg .

s=0 kpokyy £=1 kykgy £=1

Note that
|tr(A%)] < d|AY| < df|AL.
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Since (ky,...,k;_1) has at most 4%~ possible choices, we have

d-1 d-1

k
S TR )| vt [ a0 = v aap i ke = grimsaqpet,
o

kl""’kdfl [ZI f:l
Therefore,
d-1
|A—1| < ZdZd—3|A|d—l < d2d_2|A|d_1.
s=0
]
Suppose k > 2. The main way to prove [ , Theorem 8.8] is by induction on d. First
of all, the univariate case was proven in [ , Section 4] by a repulsion property of the
unit circle. For d > 2, a case with more restrictions on P was shown in [ , Proposition
6.2].
In order to use the induction hypothesis, in [ , Lemma 8.7], Dimitrov and Habegger

chose a parameter € € (O,%], found an integer ¢ € {0,1,...,d — 1} and a matrix V € GL4(Z),
considered the point ¢V = (n,&) with 1 € an and & € G‘,’l;e, and constructed a polyno-
mial Py, € Q[Ty,..., T;_,] with less variables satisfying the conditions in [ , Proposition
6.2]. The discrete sum in Theorem A.1 with respect to (P, () is given by the discrete sum
of (PV,,7,<S) under some Galois actions, see [ , (8.8)]. They then constructed a polyno-
mial Q € Q[Ty,..., T;] that is related to P(X Vﬁl) and, consequently, associated with Py . This
construction was discussed in [ , Section 7.2]. The key point is that in this way we can
associate m(Py,, ) with m(P(X Vﬁl)) and thus with m(P). Finally, we can apply the induction
hypothesis to (6,17).

The construction of Py, depends on V and 7, and some properties of Py, in the proof of
[ , Theorem 8.8] are implied by the upper bound of |V ~!|. Therefore, we explain how
to obtain an explicit estimate of |V ~!| following the proof of [ , Lemma 8.7]. We denote
the identity matrix in GL;(Z) by I. In that proof, the matrix V is constructed inductively by
a sequence of matrices V :=1I,Vy,...,V,_1,V := V, € GL,;(Z) and each V; is obtained by V,_,;
and a matrix V; € GL;,1_+(Z) with

Vil < dIVi IV
The construction of the matrix V, using the following lemma.

Lemma A.6. Let a € Z%\{0} be primitive. Then there exists a matrix A € GL4(Z) whose first
column is a and |A| < 2max{0.d=2}|.

Proof. Let ej,e,,...,e; be the standard basis of Z?. Without loss of generality, we suppose
that the first coordinate of a is nonzero. Then g, e,,..., ¢, is linearly independent and a basis
of a sublattice of Z%. By [ , Theorem I.B] and [ , Corollary 1], we can find a
basis ay,...,a, of Z? such that

a=a14,

€y = Qp141 + dpray,

ey =041a1 +Qgpar+---+z5a4,
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where a;; are integers for all 7,j; @;; > 0 and 0 < a;; < @;; for all i,j with j <i. Since a is
primitive, we have |a;| = |a|. Moreover,

1 2931 [29%) (Xk(k,])
lag| = |—ex ———a; ——=ar -+~ ax-1
gk gk gk Qg
< (o~ Dlay |+ (agr — Dlag] + -+ + (akx — 1)|ag_|

Okk

<lay|+lag|+ - +ag_q|.
Therefore,
) i—2
la;| <lay|+---+la;o| + a1 | < 2(lay [+ +aj_p]) < -+ < 27 ay [ = 27 7al.
Let A be the matrix whose columns are a; = a, a,, ..., az. The lemma is proved. O

Applying Lemma A.6, we get a matrix V, € GL;,1_;(Z) whose first column is a primitive
vector v with |v| < 6(C )ed_t given in the proof of [ , Lemma 8.7] such that

V7| < 2% ) < 28 1o ()"
and thus ,
—t
Vil <2771 d|Vioalo(0)°
for every 0 <t <{. Therefore,

ed—i

|V| — |Vg| < d(z(d—l)fé(c)ed’1+ed’2+---+ed’€ < ddgé(C)Z (13)

By Lemma A.5, we have
|V‘1| < dzd—2|vld—1 < dzd—2+(d—1)déé(C)Zed’f(d—l). (14)

In addition, an explicit estimate of deg Py, is required. The definition of Py , is given in
Definition A.2 and one can verify that if P € @[Tl, ..., T;], then

deng,q < 2d|V_1|d€gP < 2d2d—1+(d—1)d@é(c)Zed_[(d—l)degp < d2d+(d-1)dgé(C)zed_Z(d_”degP.
(15)
To apply the induction hypothesis to (Q,#), we need to know how large 6(7) is. By the
definition of strictness degree, there exists an a € Z¢\{0} with |a| = 5(1) such that 1 = 1.
Therefore,
CV~(a,O)T — (U’é)(a,o) — na =1

a
0
1

5(C) _ 80" 5(C)?
o(n) 2 AV| > et = gact

and so

s@) < V|2l < dIVial = dVIs(y).

If e?- < %L, then by (13),

(16)
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We can now read through the proof of [ , Theorem 8.8] and gather all the required
inequalities as follows. The sequence of inequalities presented here corresponds precisely to
the order in which they appeared in the proof, and all notations are consistent with those
used in the proof, except that here we denote y as «.

We take parameters vy,..., v _1 € (0, #&12], €€ (O, %] and v; = 121W satisfying the follow-
ing inequalities.

1. In the case £ = 0, we need to choose € and v; such that
S(C)minte™v1/2) 5 33 max{c, deg P).
By the condition in [ , Theorem 8.8], we have
5( C)min{ed’l,vf/Z} > Cmin{ed’l,vfﬂ} max{c, deg P}Cmin{ed’l,vf/Z}.

Therefore, we can require that

d
cminle®™v{/2) 5 43 and C-min{ed_l,%l}>1- 17)

2. In the case ¢ = 0 in the proof, by applying [ , Proposition 6.2] we get

vl ed-l v
< i ’ ’ . ]-
V—mm{zod 16(k—1) 32(k—1)} (18)
3. Forall ¢ <d-2,
v?ﬂ
< .
e<—, (19)
4. Forall¢<d-2,
ed—-1

ed=t-1 _ped=tyg > (20)

5. Consider Step 1 and the case d — ¢ > 2 in the proof. By the inequality (14), we have
B(Py,) < Cdzd—1+(d—1)d€5(c)2ed-"(d—1) < Cd2d+(d_1)dgé(c)2€d-£d
A= = .

We need to verify that

AME;v41) > (d=0)

=

max {B(PV,W ), deg PV,q} .

It is shown in the proof that A(&;vp,1) = 8(C)¢ . By the inequality (15), it is sufficient
to verify that
S > dz2g2d+d-1al 5(y2e" d axic deg P).

By the inequality (20), it is implied by

6(C)€d—€fl/2 > d2d+%+(d*1)d€maX{C;degP}‘

Thus we can require that

6d—f—l

ey grAti+d-1dl g . 21 21
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6. Foralll1<f<d-1,

el < i. (22)
7. Forall1<¢<d-1, ]

5(vq +v2+---+vg)+4ed’€d < 7;%—*;. (23)

8. Forall1<¢<d-1,
363 < € (24)

32k
9. Forall1<¢<d-1,
vl et

ygmm{w,w}. (25)

10. Forall1<{<d-1,
1-4e%d.c,k?) > % (26)

11. Consider the part in Step 2 in the proof taking values of C. By [ , Lemma 8.3],
we have (Q; (n?, 5‘7)) is cd|V~!|-admissible, and hence cd2d+(d-Dd¢5(r)2e*“d_admissible

by (14). Then [ , Lemma 8.4] implies that (Q,#7) is cd2d+1+(d-1dl 5 (r)2e™d_
admissible. By the inequality (15),

deg Q< d2d+(d—1)dfé((:)Zed*é(d—l) deg P.
Therefore, we can apply [ , Lemma 7.2] to deduce that
degQ < (€ +1)deg Q < d24+1+(d-1)dl5)2¢™d goo p,

We need to verify that

_ — C(£,k?
5() > C(6,k?) - max [ed 2 1+d-iL s (0264, geg G}

which is implied by
5() > C(¢, kz)d(2d+1+(d—1)dé)C(é,kz)5(C)2ed*fd~cw,k2) max|c, degP}C“’kz).
By the inequality (16) and (26), it is sufficient to verify that

5((:)5 > C(&kZ)d(2d+1+(d—1)d€)C(€,k2)+d€+1 max{c,degP}C(&kz).

Hence, we can require that

Ci > C(€ k2)d(2d+l+(d—1)d€)C(€,k2)+d€+l and E > C(€ k2) 27)
— ’ 4 —_ ’
forall1<f<d-1.
12. Forall1<¢<d-1,
2
7/({’1]( )5 32e45, (28)
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13. Forall1<¢<d-1,

1 " 1
S W P 2
s6d+1)k2 ° "= T00(d+ k2 (29)
14. Forall1<{<d-1,
- 1 P, K?)
< , . 30
V_mm{IOO(d+1)k2 4 (30)

We will now simplify these inequalities presented above. The following are the simplified
inequalities related to €.

* The inequality (20) is equivalent to € < 4171’ which is a consequence of (19). Addition-
ally, the inequality (22) is also implied by (19).

e The inequality (24) is equivalent to e < 1/(2'9d3k).
e For the inequality (26), we can require that € < 1/(23d - C(¢,k?)) forall 1 <£<d - 1.
* For the inequality (28), we can require that e < y(¢,k?)/(27d%) forall 1 <€ <d - 1.

* The inequality (29) is equivalent to

1
-t < , Y1<l<d-1,
¢ =26.3.524(d+ )k =0=

which simplifies to

€<1/(2%-3-5%d(d + 1)k?). (31)
* We will try to find a specific way to choose vy,...,v;_; that satisfies (23). If we require
that
i
<—2*t <(<
€< e0d’ Yi<e<d (32)

and v; <wv, <--- <y, then for (23) it suffices to check that

d .d d d
YenVera"Ya  _ Ven

(4d)4-¢-1(160d)4-¢ ~ 80d"

567)5 +

Thus, we can choose

d d d
Ui Voo Vg
(2

T 50-80d | 2(4d-160d)d-C-1)

where ¢ goes from d — 1 to 1. Note that (19) is implied by (32).
In the following, we simplify the inequalities related to y.

* Combining all these inequalities (18), (25) and (30) for y and v; < v, < ---v,, we
obtain

< i = ..
y_mm{20d’16(k—1)’32(k—1)’80’32k'100(d+1)k2' x T 4

vi  edl vl vd ed2 1 y(1,k2) y(d—l,kz)}
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d-1 d-2

Since k > 2, we have m < %Tk From the inequality (32), we also find that
vf v{ vg el el YOk
3037 Wl—w 50 are less than Ted D) It follows from (28) that oD S 4 for

el 1
<
T6(k—1) = T00(d+1)k2

all ¢. By the inequality (31), we have
choose

. In summary, it suffices to

cd-1
The following are the simplified inequalities related to C.

* By the inequality (19), the inequality (17) becomes
d-1

c'>d7 and elC>1.

* To make sure that (21) holds for all 1 < ¢ <d — 2, we can require that

ed’z 2
Cz2 > dd3 and C> BV ECE
€ -2

* To make sure that (27) holds, we can require that forall 1 <¢<d -1,
CH > CkH)d@+ICER)  and  C>4-C(¢,K2).

We can now summarize all these arguments to present Algorithm 1.

Remark A.7. This algorithm may be far from optimal; for instance, to satisfy (23), we choose
relatively small values for € and v; in (32).

Additionally, our choice of y depends on the second term in the Vigogradov’s notation in
[ , Proposition 6.2(ii)]. This term is provided by [ , Theorem A.1], which states
that m(P(Ty,..., T;)") converges to m(P) as p(u) — oo and gives an upper bound on the rate of
this convergence. Specifically, this term represents the convergence speed. The convergence
speed is also studied in [ ] and [ 1, where it is shown to be much better than
that given in [ , Theorem A.1] for certain polynomials P and vectors u. However, a
complete description of this convergence speed remains an open question.
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Algorithm 1 Computing y(d, k) and C(d, k)

Input: d>2, k>2,

1: C(1,k)=C(1,k?) =--=C(1,k* ") =1,

2: y(1,k) = p(1,k%) =--- = p(1,k* ') = 1 —¢, for an ey > 0.
Output: y(d, k), C(d, k)

3: forn=2tod-1do

4: form=1tod-ndo

5: v, 128”2,11,11(—1 s U1, s—n-1
6: while s>1 do
. vsn+1 _ 115"+2~-~v,'l’
7: Vs < 55.80m (1 2(411-16071)”*5*1)
8: s«—s—1
9: end while
. 1 1
10: €] <« min ey —
1 2n-C(1,k2™T) 21-C(n—1,k2 ”)}
m+1 m+1
. (12" (n-1,k>""")
11: e2<—mm{7’ e
) vy 1 1
12: €< m1n{26 5077 210.3k2™ 27 3.52 (4 1)k2" ’61’62}
. om e 1
13: y(n k<) « —16(k2’” 1
. m+1 3 om+l m+l 3 om+l
14: C, « mln{C(l,k2 YA CET) L C(n—1, k2" )ApAr+2)Cn-1k )}
15: Cy « min{4-C(1L,k2""),...,4-C(n-1,k*"")]
om : 1 1 22,
16: C(n,k )<—m1n{nze”—1 +1,ﬁ+1,ne"‘2,W,C1,C2}
€ € y
17: end for
18: end for
19: vd<—128d2,vd1(—1,...,v1<—1,€<—d—1
20: while £ > 1 do
f+1 v/d+2mvg
21 v = 5pg0a | sz teon e )

22: {— (-1
23: end while

d 2 2
. : V1 1 1 1 1 7(1,k%) y(d-1,k%)
24 € « MINY 7572 30.5% 3524 DR BACLEE)  BACAd-LRE) 27 " 7d
d 1
25: y(d, k) « 16k 0

26: C;  min{C(L k24U IR, 0(d -1, k2)4qHd +2Cd-100)
27: Cy « min{4-C(1,k?),...,4-C(d - 1,k?)}

1 243
28: C(d, k) « min{dze“ +1, -+ 1,d€‘”,€+2’,c1,cz}
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