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RATIONAL POINTS IN A FAMILY OF CONICS OVER F2(t)

DANIEL LOUGHRAN AND JUDITH ORTMANN

Abstract. Serre famously showed that all almost all plane conics over Q have no rational
point. We investigate versions of this over global function fields, focusing on a specific
family of conics over F2(t) which illustrates new behaviour. We obtain an asymptotic
formula using harmonic analysis, which requires a new Tauberian theorem over function
fields for Dirichlet series with branch point singularities.
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1. Introduction

Consider a morphism π : V → Pn of smooth projective varieties over a global field K
with geometrically integral generic fibre. We view this as a family of varieties parametrised
by the fibres Vx = π−1(x). A natural question is how many of the varieties in the family
have a rational point. This is encapsulated via the counting function

#{x ∈ Pn(K) : H(x) ≤ B, x ∈ π(V (K))},
where H is the usual naive height on projective space. Serre [Ser90] was amongst the
first to consider such problems over Q. He phrased his results in terms of Brauer group
elements, but was motivated by families of conics having a rational point. Serre proved
upper bounds in this case and asked whether his bounds were sharp. This question has
attracted considerable interest and spawned many further research directions; see for in-
stance [BBL16, BD09, Guo95, Hoo93, Hoo07, Lou18, PV04]. In particular Loughran and
Smeets [LS16] have generalized the work of Serre from conics to other families of varieties
and stated a conjecture on the asymptotic behaviour of the counting function.

In this article, we consider the same kind of problems of Serre and Loughran–Smeets
but over global function fields K. We study whether the conjecture of Loughran and
Smeets also holds in the global function field case. However, it turns out that there is
new phenomena over global function fields, and we focus on an explicit example which
demonstrates this.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.14693v1
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1.1. Main result. Consider the global function field K = F2(t). Let ΩK denote the set
of places of K. Consider the following conic bundle surface

C : x2
0 + x0x1 + yx2

1 = tx2
2 ⊆ A1

K × P2
K .

For fixed y ∈ A1
K , we denote by Cy the conic given by the fibre of the morphism π : C → A1

K

at the point y. We are interested in the counting function

N(A1
K , π, B) = #{y ∈ K : H(y) = B, Cy(K) 6= ∅}. (1.1)

Here H : A1
K → R>0 is the usual naive height given by

H(y) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

Hω(y) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

max{1, |y|ω}.

Due to the height taking restricted values over function fields, we ask for equality of the
height with B, rather than inequality. We consider this counting function as B → ∞,
where B is restricted to lie in the set {2M : M ∈ N≥0}. Our main result is as follows.

Theorem 1.1.

N(A1
K , π, B) =

cB2

(logB)1/2
+O

(
B2

(logB)3/2

)
,

where

c = 2 ·
(

2(log 2)

π

)1/2 ∏

ω∈ΩK

(
1 − 1

2degω

)1/2

cω,

with cω = 1
2

(
1−2−2

1−2−1

)
= 3/4 for ω ∈ {t, t−1} and

cω = 1 +
1

2

(
1

2degω

(
1 +

1 − 2− deg ω

2degω − 1

)
− 1

22 deg ω−1

)
,

for ω /∈ {t, t−1}.

The Euler product in Theorem 1.1 is easily seen to be absolutely convergent. As P1 has
approximately B2 points of height equal to B [Pey12, Thm. 3.11], Theorem 1.1 shows that
0% of the varieties in the family C contain a rational point. We detect whether a conic
in the family has a rational point using the Hasse principle; this says that a conic has a
K-point if and only if it has a Kω-point for all ω ∈ ΩK . To count we use harmonic analysis
applied to the height zeta function

Z(s) =
∑

y∈K
Cy(K)6=∅

H(y)−s, Re(s) > 2. (1.2)

We apply Poisson summation to write this as a sum over additive adelic characters. Usually,
one aims for a meromorphic continuation on some half-plane with a unique pole of largest
real value. However in our case there is a branch point singularity, rather than a pole. As
such to obtain the asymptotic formula we require a Tauberian theorem for branch point
singularities. Over Q such a Tauberian theorem has been obtained by Delange [Del54]. We
prove a new Tauberian theorem over function fields for this setting (Theorem 2.2).
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The harmonic analysis approach was one of the first successful attempts for proving
Manin’s conjecture [FMT89]. Our method relies on harmonic analysis on the additive
group Ga, which was first applied to Manin’s conjecture over number fields in [BT98,
CLT02, CLT00], building on the case of toric varieties [BT95, BT96, BT98]

1.2. Comparison with results over number fields. We compare Theorem 1.1 with
the known results in the literature by Serre [Ser90], and Loughran and Smeets [LS16] over
number fields, and point out new phenomena arising over global function fields.

1.2.1. Specialisation of Brauer group elements. We first compare our situation with that
of Serre [Ser90]. Recall that there is a correspondence between conics and quaternion
algebras over a field. This correspondence even applies over fields of characteristic 2,
providing one interprets quaternion algebras correctly. Let k be a field of characteristic
2. Recall from Artin–Schreier theory that we have an isomorphism H1(k,Z/2Z) ∼= k/℘(k)
where ℘ : x 7→ a2 − a is the Artin–Schreier map, where a ∈ k corresponds to the quadratic
extension given by x2 − x− a. Moreover by Kummer theory we have H1(k, µ2) = k×/k×2

for fppf cohomology. Therefore via cup product we obtain a well-defined Brauer group
element

α = y ∪ t ∈ BrA1
K .

This is the Brauer group element relevant to our situation, namely for y ∈ K we have
α(y) = 0 ∈ BrK if and only if Cy(K) 6= ∅ (see Proposition 3.2). Note that the existence
of such a Brauer group element is special to positive characteristic, since A1 has constant
Brauer group in characteristic 0 [CTS21, Thm. 6.1.1].

In [Ser90] Serre obtains uppers bounds over Q for the number of rational points of
bounded height in projective space for which a given Brauer group element specialises
to 0. His upper bound is phrased in terms of the residue of the Brauer group element
along codimension 1 points. However the residue is only defined [CTS21, Def 1.4.11] for
so-called tame Brauer group elements. Our element α is not tame, therefore the residue is
not defined in this case, so the framework of Serre does not apply.

1.2.2. Family of varieties. We next consider the framework from [LS16, Thm. 1.2]. Let V
be a proper, smooth algebraic variety over a number field K equipped with a dominant
morphism π : V → PnK with geometrically integral fibre. Let

Nloc(P
n
K , π, B) = #{x ∈ PnK(K) : x ∈ π(V (AK)), H(x) ≤ B}

be the number of varieties in the family that are everywhere locally solvable, where H is
the usual height on PnK . Then [LS16, Thm. 1.2] says that

Nloc(P
n
K , π, B) ≪ Bn+1

(logB)∆(π)
, (1.3)

where ∆(π) =
∑
D∈(Pn

K
)(1)(1 − δD(π)) with

δD(π) =
#{γ ∈ ΓD(π) : γ acts with a fixed point on ID(π)}

#ΓD(π)
.
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Here ID(π) is the set of geometrically irreducible components of multiplicity one of the
fibre of π over D, and ΓD(π) is a finite group through which the action of Gal(κ(D)/κ(D))
on ID(π) factors with κ(D) the residue field of the codimension one point D.

Moreover [LS16, Conj. 1.6] conjectures that (1.3) is sharp when one assumes that at
least one smooth fibre of π is everywhere locally solvable and that the fibre of π over every
codimension one point of PnK has an irreducible component of multiplicity one.

To compare these results with our situation, we first have to construct a proper model
C̃ of our surface C. Then, when we replace H(x) ≤ B by H(x) = B, we can identify

Nloc(P1
K , π, B) with N(P1

K , π, B), where we consider the map π : C̃ → P1
K . Thus, by

looking at our main result Theorem 1.1, we would expect ∆(π) = 1/2. To construct C̃, we
consider the conic bundle surface

C ′ : X2
0 + Y X0X1 + Y X2

1 = tX2
2

for ((X0 : X1 : X2), Y ) ∈ P2
K × A1

K . Then, we obtain C̃ by glueing together C and C ′ via
x0 = X0, x1 = Y X1, x2 = X2, y = Y −1 on P2 × P1 \ {∞, 0}.

Lemma 1.2.

(1) C̃ is a regular proper model of C, but it is not smooth over K.
(2) The fibre of π over any point of A1

K is smooth.
(3) The fibre over the point at infinity is integral but not geometrically reduced.

Proof. Both (2) and (3) follow from a simple calculation. For (1), from (2) we know that
C is smooth over A1

K , hence smooth over K. Thus it suffices to consider the points which
lie over the fibre at infinity. The Jacobian matrix of C ′ is

(Y X1, Y X0, 0, X1(X0 +X1)).

Thus C ′ is smooth everywhere apart from at the closed points

P1 : Y = X1 = 0, X2
0 = tX2

2 , P2 : Y = 0, X0 = X1, X2
0 = tX2

2 ,

of degree two, where it is not smooth. From the equation it is clear that X1 and Y are
a regular system of parameters for P1 and that X0 + X1 and Y are a regular system of
parameters for P2. Thus these points are regular, as required. �

By Lemma 1.2 our proper model C̃ is not smooth. Hence, the framework of [LS16] does
not apply in this situation. Moreover, we cannot compute ∆(π) as the definition of δD(π)
makes no sense for the fibre over the point at infinity. This is reduced of multiplicity 1,
however after the purely inseparable field extension K(

√
t) it becomes non-reduced. Given

this, one is tempted to try to apply the framework from [BLS], regarding fibrations with
multiple fibres. However [BLS, Conj. 1.1] predicts that the power of B is smaller, which is
not at all the case in our setting.

Non-reduced fibres cannot occur for smooth conic bundle surfaces [FLS18, Lem. 2.1],
where a singular fibre is always isomorphic to two distinct lines after a possible separable
quadratic extension. Nonetheless, for a smooth conic bundle surface with a non-split fibre
over a single point P we have δP (π) = 1/2. In our case we have a single non-split fibre.
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Therefore naively applying this formula in our situation we obtain ∆(π) = 1/2, which
agrees with Theorem 1.1.

However this factor of 1/2 arises in a completely different way in our setting. Over
number fields this comes from the fact that 1/2 of all primes split in a separable quadratic
extension. In our setting all places v are relevant, but the measure of soluble fibres at v
is 1/2 the total measure. In fact calculating this measure is the most delicate part of the
paper (this is Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5). This difference can be interpreted as stemming from
the fact over global fields of characteristic not equal to 2, local solubility of conics can be
encoded via the Hilbert symbol. However in characteristic 2 a different symbol needs to be
used which has very different formal properties. We use this symbol, which was introduced
by Serre in [Ser79, Ch. XIV §5].

The leading constant c in Theorem 1.1 can be interpreted via the conjectural constant
given in [LRS, Conj. 3.8], despite as already explained the problem not lying in the ex-
act framework. For example the factor 2 should be interpreted as a cardinality of some

subordinate Brauer group and the factor
√
π = Γ(1/2). The factors

(
1 − 2− degω

)1/2
are

convergence factors from ζK(s− 1)1/2 and the local factors cω arise in our proof as special
values of local Fourier transforms, thus can be interpreted as local densities.

1.3. Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we prove a Tauberian Theorem (Theorem 2.2)
for a Dirichlet series that may have a branch point singularity.

In Section 3 we study in detail local solubility of the conics in our family. With the use
of class field theory, we can give an equivalence between existence of rational points and
local symbols introduced by Serre (see Proposition 3.2). This makes it possible to give
a description of the y giving Cy(Kω) 6= ∅ (Lemma 3.3, 3.6, and 3.7). Obtaining a result
for the fibres which reduce to the point at infinity modulo some ω ∈ ΩK is surprisingly
indirect.

In Section 4 we compute and analyse the analytic behaviour of the height zeta function
Z(s) via harmonic analysis. We show that the Fourier transform vanishes for all non-
trivial additive characters except for a special character arising from Serre’s local symbols
(Lemma 4.6). It turns out that the Fourier transform at this special character is indistin-
guishable from the one at the trivial character on the set of interest, that is, on the image
of the map C(AK) → A1

K(AK). This results in the fact that the height zeta function is
given by twice the contribution from the Fourier transform at the trivial character.

We conclude the proof by applying the Tauberian Theorem 2.2 to our height zeta function
to obtain the asymptotic formula.

Acknowledgements. JO was partially supported by the Caroline Herschel Programme
of Leibniz University Hannover, as well as a scholarship for a research stay abroad of the
Graduiertenakademie of Leibniz University Hannover at the University of Bath. DL was
supported by UKRI Future Leaders Fellowship MR/V021362/1. We thank Philip Dittmann
for help with the proof of Lemma 3.4.
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2. A Tauberian theorem

2.1. Statement. We recall the basic properties of the zeta function of Fq(t) from [Ros02,
Thm. 5.9].

Lemma 2.1. We have

ζFq(t)(s) :=
∏

ω∈ΩFq(t)

(
1 − q−sdeg ω

)−1
=

1

(1 − q1−s)(1 − q−s)
, Re(s) > 1.

The zeta function ζFq(t)(s) has a meromorphic continuation to Re(s) > 0 with simple poles
at s = 1 + 2πin/ log q for n ∈ Z.

Let ϕ : N → C be an arithmetic function. Consider the Dirichlet series

F (s) =
∞∑

M=0

ϕ(qM)

qMs
(2.1)

associated to ϕ for s ∈ C, providing it exists. Given the periodic nature of F , we work in
the following region.

D =

{
s ∈ C : − πi

log q
≤ Im(s) <

πi

log q

}
. (2.2)

Given Lemma 2.1, our model for a branch singularity of order b at s = a will be (1−qa−s)−b.

Theorem 2.2. Let a ∈ R be such that F converges absolutely for Re(s) > a. Assume

that there is b > 0 and a function F̃ that is holomorphic in a neighbourhood of the line
{s ∈ D : Re(s) = a} such that

F (s) =
1

(1 − qa−s)b
F̃ (s), for all s ∈ D.

Then

ϕ(qM) =
F̃ (a)

Γ(b)
qaMM b−1

(
1 +O

(
M−1

))
, as M → ∞.

2.2. Hankel contours. Our approach is based upon [Ros02, Thm. 17.1] and [Dat23,
Prop. 1.3]. The following is [Por, Lemma 1], though we have a different sign as we are
taking a different orientation for the contour.

Lemma 2.3. Let A,M, δ > 0. Let H be the Hankel contour of radius 1 around 0 going
along the negative real axis to −Mδ in clockwise direction (see Figure 1). Then, uniformly
for |b| ≤ A, we have

1

2πi

∫

H
w−b dw

(
1 − w

M

)M+1 = − 1

Γ(b)
+OA,δ

(
1

M

)
.
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x

y

0
−nδ

H

Figure 1. Hankel contour H appearing in Lemma 2.3.

By performing the variable change u = q−s, the region D transforms to C× and the
region Re(s) ≥ a transforms to the punctured disk {u ∈ C× : |u| ≤ q−a}. We obtain the
power series

F (u) =
∞∑

M=0

ϕ(qM)uM , |u| < q−a. (2.3)

A priori F (u) is only holomorphic for u 6= 0, however holomorphicity at u = 0 is obtained
from a simple application of the dominated convergence theorem and absolute convergence.

Let Cr be a small circle around the origin of radius r < q−a (small green circle in
Figure 2), oriented anticlockwise. By applying Cauchy’s integral formula, we obtain

ϕ(qM) =
1

2πi

∫

Cr

F (u)
du

uM+1
. (2.4)

As {u ∈ C : |u| ≤ q−a} is compact and F̃ is holomorphic on this region by assumption,
there is 0 < η < 1 such that F (u) is holomorphic on {u ∈ C : |u| ≤ q−aη} except for a
branch cut at q−a. Let H′ be the contour as shown in red in Figure 2 that consists of a
circle of radius q−a/M oriented in a clockwise direction around q−a, with two line segments
parallel to the ray from 0 to q−a joining this small circle to the bigger black incomplete
circle C along |u| = q−aη.
We apply Cauchy’s integral formula to the arrangement in Figure 2 to obtain

ϕ(qM) =
1

2πi

∫

H′

F (u)
du

uM+1
+

1

2πi

∫

C
F (u)

du

uM+1
=: IM + IE . (2.5)

2.3. Computation of the error and main term.

Lemma 2.4. IE ≪q,η,b q
aηM .

Proof. As F̃ (u) is holomorphic in a compact neighbourhood of C, it is bounded in this
domain. We obtain

|IE| ≤
∫

C

|F̃ (u)|du
(1 − qau)b|u|M+1

≤ qaη(M+1)
∫

C

du

|1 − qau|b .

We now make the change of variables u = q−aηe2πiθ to obtain

|IE| ≪ qaηM
∫ 1

0

dθ

|1 − qa(1−η)e2πiθ|b .



RATIONAL POINTS IN A FAMILY OF CONICS OVER F2(t) 8

|u| = r

|u| = q−a

C : |u| = q−aη

H′

x

y

Figure 2. The contours in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

The denominator is non-zero and the domain of integration is compact, hence this integral
can be bounded in terms of q, η and b. �

Lemma 2.5. The main term is given by

IM =
F̃ (a)

Γ(b)
qaMM b−1 +O(qaMM b−2).

Proof. As F̃ (u) is analytic near q−a, we can write F̃ (u) as a Taylor series at q−a

F̃ (u) = F̃ (a) + a1(u− q−a) + a2(u− q−a)2 + · · · ,
where ai ≪ 1 for all i ≥ 1. Then, as η > 0 is chosen sufficiently small, we get

IM =
1

2πi
F̃ (q−a)

∫

H′

1

(1 − qau)b
du

uM+1
+Oη

(∫

H′

u− q−a

(1 − qau)b
du

uM+1

)
. (2.6)

For the main term in (2.6), recall that the small red circle in H′ has radius q−a/M . Thus
this can be parametrised by u = q−a + q−a/Me−it with t ∈ [ε, 2π − ε] and ε > 0 small
enough. Thus, we perform the change of variables

u = q−a
(

1 − w

M

)
or equivalently, w = M(1 − qau).

This gives du = −q−adw/M . Moreover for the horizontal rays, if |u| goes up to q−aη, then
w goes down to −Mδ with δ = 1 − qa(1−η). Thus the change of variables transforms H′
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into H from Lemma 2.3. We obtain

F̃ (a)

2πi

∫

H′

1

(1 − qau)b
du

uM+1
=
F̃ (a)

2πi

∫

H

1
(
w
M

)b
−q−adw/M

q−a(M+1)
(
1 − w

M

)M+1

= − F̃ (a)qaMM b−1

2πi

∫

H
w−b dw

(
1 − w

M

)M+1

= F̃ (a)qaMM b−1

(
1

Γ(b)
+Oη

(
1

M

))
,

where the final step is Lemma 2.3. For the error term in (2.6), we note that

u− q−a

(1 − qau)b
=

−qa
(1 − qau)b−1

.

Thus by the above this contributes O(qaMM b−2) to IM , as required. �

Theorem 2.2 now follows immediately from Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5. �

3. Local solubility

3.1. Preliminaries. We recall some basic facts about the field K = Fq(t).
Let OK = Fq[t] denote the ring of integers of K. Let ΩK denote the set of places of K.

Each place ω either corresponds to a monic, irreducible polynomial in OK or to the place
at infinity t−1. We identify ω with the corresponding element of K. The completion Kω

of K at ω can therefore be viewed as a power series field over Fqdeg ω , where by convention
we take deg t−1 = 1. We denote by Oω the ring of integers of Kω. We choose the unique
Haar measure of Kω such that Oω has volume 1. For all k ∈ Z we have

µω ({y ∈ Kω : vω(y) = k}) = q−k deg ω
(
1 − q− deg ω

)
. (3.1)

Recall that over local fields of characteristic not equal to 2, one can detect solubility using
the Hilbert symbol. Serre has defined an analogous symbol in characteristic 2, which we
now recall from [Ser79, XIV §5]. From now on we take K = F2(t). Let BrK denote the
Brauer group of K. We have the following exact sequence

0 −→ BrK −→
⊕

ω

BrKω −→ Q/Z −→ 0,

where the last map is (bω)ω 7→ ∑
ω invω bω, due to [Ser79, p. 163, Example h)]. Here

invω : BrKω → Q/Z is the local invariant, which is an isomorphism. For a ∈ K, b ∈ K×,
let [a, b) ∈ BrK be the local symbol defined in [Ser79, Ch. XIV, §5]. We note that we can
also replace K by Kω in this definition for any place ω. For a ∈ Kω, b ∈ K×

ω , we define

[a, b)ω = 2 · invω[a, b) ∈ Z/2Z.

This is an element of Z/2Z, as the element invω[a, b) lies in (1/2)Z/Z. By exactness of the
above sequence, for a ∈ K, b ∈ K× we obtain

∑

ω

[a, b)ω = 0. (3.2)
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By [Ser79, Ch. XIV, §5 Prop. 14; Ch. V, §2 Prop. 3] this has the following properties.

Lemma 3.1. Let ω be a place of K, and let a, a′ ∈ Kω, b, b′ ∈ K×
ω .

(1) We have [a, b)ω = 0 if and only if b is a norm in the Artin–Schreier extension
Kω(α)/Kω, where α2 − α = a,

(2) [a+ a′, b)ω = [a, b)ω + [a′, b)ω,
(3) [a, bb′)ω = [a, b)ω + [a, b′)ω.

Let Mω be an unramified extension of Kω.

(4) The map NMω/Kω
: O×

Mω
→ O×

Kω
is surjective. Hence, units in Oω are norms in the

extension Mω/Kω.

In Lemma 3.1, if the polynomial α2 −α− a is reducible, then we take the convention of
viewing the Artin–Schreier extension as a quadratic étale algebra.

3.2. Application of local symbols. We now prepare for the proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall
that our family is given by

C : x2
0 + x0x1 + yx2

1 = tx2
2 ⊆ A1

K × P2
K . (3.3)

Recall from Lemma 1.2 that our family has a singular fibre over the point at infinity and
no other singular fibres. This singular fibre controls the arithmetic of the family. We begin
with an analysis of when a fibre has a Kω-point. We define the Artin–Schreier extension

L = K(y)[a]/(a2 − a− y) ⊇ K(y).

The norm form of this extension is given by

NL/K(x0 + x1a) = x2
0 − x0x1 − x2

1y, (3.4)

where x0, x1 ∈ K. We denote by Lω = L⊗K(y) Kω(y) for a place ω.

Proposition 3.2. Let ω ∈ ΩK and y ∈ Kω. We have Cy(Kω) 6= ∅ if and only if [y, t)ω = 0,
which is equivalent to t being a norm from the Artin–Schreier extension Lω.

Proof. Immediate from Lemma 3.1 and the equation of the conic (3.3), noting that if there
is a solution with x2 = 0 then there is a solution with x2 6= 0, and that 1 = −1 ∈ K. �

3.3. Good reduction. We next consider the case of good reduction. The places t and t−1

behave differently than the other places. We deal with them separately later.

Lemma 3.3. Let ω be a place of K with ω 6= t, t−1 and y ∈ Oω. Then the conic Cy has a
Kω-point.

Proof. The Jacobian matrix of Cy mod ω is given by (x1, x0, 0). The only potential singular
point is x0 = x1 = 0. This implies tx2

2 = 0 on Cy over Fω. As t is a unit, this yields x2 = 0.
Hence, there is no singular point on Cy over Fω. So Cy has good reduction over Kω. The
Chevalley–Warning Theorem now implies that there is a smooth Fω-point, which thus lifts
to a Kω-point by Hensel’s Lemma. �
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3.4. Bad reduction. We are now interested in the fibres π−1(y), which reduce modulo
ω to the point at infinity, that is y with negative ω-adic valuation. We begin with the
following symbol computation.

Lemma 3.4. Let ω ∈ ΩK with ω 6= t, t−1 and n ∈ N. We view ω as a monic irreducible
polynomial. Then [ω−n, t)ω = 1.

Proof. A direct computation of this symbol seems to be hard, so we calculate all symbols
[ω−n, t)v for v 6= ω and then use (3.2).

The relevant Artin-Schreier extension is given by Ln := K[x]/(x2 − x − ω−n). Let
v 6= ω, t, t−1. Then Ln is unramified at v and t is a unit, hence [ω−n, t)v = 0 by Lemma 3.1.
Next, consider the place t. Here we shall prove that

[ω−n, t)t = 1. (3.5)

Assume for a contradiction that Cω−n(Kt) 6= ∅. Consequently, there are x0, x1, x2 ∈ Ot not
all divisible by t such that x2

0 + x0x1 + ω−nx2
1 = tx2

2. By substituting x1 by ωnx1, we get

x2
0 + ωnx0x1 + ωnx2

1 = tx2
2. (3.6)

As ω 6= t is an irreducible polynomial in F2[t], we can write

ω = a0 + a1t+ a2t
2 + · · · + tm

for an m ∈ N, ai ∈ F2 with a0 = 1. It follows, ω ≡ ωn ≡ 1 mod t. Considering (3.6)
modulo t gives

x2
0 + x0x1 + x2

1 ≡ 0 mod t.

This equation has only the trivial solution x0 ≡ x1 ≡ 0 mod t. But then

x2
2t = t2(x2

0 + ωnx0x1 + ωnx2
1)

and x2
0 +ωnx0x1 +ωnx2

1 ∈ F2[t], which implies t | x2. This contradicts that t does not divide
every xi. Thus, Cω−n(Kt) = ∅ and Proposition 3.2 yields [ω−n, t)t 6= 0, hence [ω−n, t)t = 1.

Lastly, consider the infinite place t−1. In equation (3.3) we make the change of variables
x2 7→ t−1x2 to obtain

x2
0 + x0x1 + ω−nx2

1 = t−1x2
2. (3.7)

As ω is a monic polynomial of positive degree we have vt−1(ω−n) > 0. We consider (3.7)
modulo t−1 and obtain

x2
0 + x0x1 ≡ 0 mod t−1.

This equation has the non-singular solution x0 ≡ x1 ≡ 1 mod t−1 that we can lift to Ot−1

by Hensel’s Lemma. Hence Cω−n(Kt−1) 6= ∅ and Proposition 3.2 yields [ω−n, t)t−1 = 0.
By combining these results and using (3.2), we get [ω−n, t)ω = −[ω−n, t)t = 1. �

We use this lemma to determine the measure of the set of conics with local point.

Lemma 3.5. Let ω be a place of K with ω 6= t, t−1. For k ∈ N, consider the two sets

A1,k = {y ∈ Kω : vω(y) = −k, Cy(Kω) 6= ∅} ,
A0,k = {y ∈ Kω : vω(y) = −k, Cy(Kω) = ∅} .
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Let µω denote the Haar measure on Kω. For all k > 1, we have

µω (A1,k) = µω (A0,k) = 1
2

· µω ({y ∈ Kω : vω(y) = −k}) = 1
2

· 2k degω
(
1 − 2− degω

)
.

For k = 1, we have

µω(A1,1) = 2degω−1 − 1.

Proof. Let y ∈ Kω with vω(yω) < 0. Write y = uω−k for u ∈ O×
ω . Bilinearity of the local

symbol from Lemma 3.1 together with Lemma 3.4 gives

[y + ω−1, t)ω = [y, t)ω + [ω−1, t)ω = [y, t)ω + 1. (3.8)

Define the map

g : Kω → Kω, y 7→ y + ω−1.

Clearly, g is injective. Further, it is measure preserving since the Haar measure is trans-
lation invariant. Moreover, as [y, t)ω is either 1 or 0, formula (3.8) implies that the map
g switches the elements whose conic has a point and those who do not. It follows imme-
diately that µω(A0,k) = µω(A1,k) for k > 1, since g also preserves valuations in these sets.
The calculation of the measure for k > 1 then follows from (3.1). When k = 1, define for
i ∈ {0, 1} the sets

Ωi =
{
y ∈ Ai,1 : vω(y + ω−1) 6= −1

}
=
{
y ∈ Ai,1 : y ∈ ω−1 + Oω

}
.

We have Ω1 = ∅; indeed for x ∈ Oω we have

[ω−1 + x, t)ω = [ω−1, t)ω + [x, t)ω = 1,

due to Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4, so the emptiness follows from Proposition 3.2. The same
argument yields Ω0 = ω−1 + Oω. We obtain

g(A0,1 \ Ω0) = A1,1 \ Ω1 = A1,1,

which implies

µω(A1,1) = µω(A0,1) − µω(Ω0) = µω(A0,1) − 1.

By (3.1) we have

µω(A0,1) + µω(A1,1) = µω({y ∈ Kω : vω(y) = −1}) = 2degω − 1.

Thus taking these together we deduce that

µω(A1,1) = −µω(A0,1) + 2degω − 1 = −µω(A1,1) + 2degω − 2.

Rearranging gives the statement of the lemma. �
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3.5. The places t and t−1. It remains to determine local solubility over Kt and Kt−1 .

Lemma 3.6. Write y ∈ Kt as y =
∑
i≥N ait

i for N ∈ Z and coefficients ai ∈ F2. We set
ai = 0 for all i < N . Then, Cy has a Kt-point if and only if a0 = 0.

Proof. By the residue formula [Ser79, Ch. XIV §5 Cor. to Prop. 15], we get

[y, t)t = Rest

(
y

dt

t

)
= a0.

Combining this with Proposition 3.2, the lemma follows. �

Lemma 3.7. Write y ∈ K∞ as y =
∑
i≤N ait

i for some N ∈ Z and coefficients ai ∈ F2.
Set ai = 0 for all i > N . Then, Cy has a Kt−1-point if and only if a0 = 0.

Proof. Analogous to Lemma 3.6. �

4. Harmonic analysis

4.1. Poisson summation. We now begin in earnest to analyse the height zeta function
(1.2) using Fourier analysis (we keep K = F2(t)). As the volume of Oω with respect to the
Haar measure dxω is equal to 1 for all ω ∈ ΩK , we have an induced selfdual Haar measure
dx on the ring of adeles AK of K. Let ψ : AK → C× be an additive adelic (unitary)
character. Such a character is uniquely determined by a collection of local characters
ψω : Kω → C× that are trivial on Oω for all but finitely many ω. We call ψ automorphic
if it is trivial on the image of K.

We have the local heights Hω(yω) = max{1, |yω|ω}; these give rise to an adelic height on
AK . For s ∈ C, we denote by H(s; ·) := H(·)s and let

Ĥ(s;ψ) =
∫

AK

H(s; x)−1ψ(x)dx, Re(s) ≫ 1,

be the Fourier transform of H(s; ·)−1 on AK at the character ψ.
As H is a product of local heights, we have a product

Ĥ(s;ψ) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

Ĥω(s;ψω) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

∫

Kω

Hω(s; xω)−1ψ(xω)dxω.

of local Fourier transforms. We define the indicator function f : K → {0, 1} by

f(y) =





0, if Cy(K) = ∅,
1, if Cy(K) 6= ∅.

This allows us to rewrite the height zeta function as

Z(s) =
∑

y∈K

f(y)H(s; y)−1.

The Hasse principle [Lam05, Ch. VI, 3.1] shows that we can write f =
∏
ω∈ΩK

fω with fω
defined analogously on Kω . We analogously define the Fourier transform of f(·)H(s; ·)−1



RATIONAL POINTS IN A FAMILY OF CONICS OVER F2(t) 14

on AK at the character ψ by

f̂H(s;ψ) =
∫

AK

f(x)H(s; x)−1ψ(x)dx, Re(s) ≫ 1.

Again, we can write f̂H(s;ψ) as a product of local Fourier transforms

f̂H(s;ψ) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

f̂ωHω(s;ψω) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

∫

Kω

f(xω)H(s; xω)−1ψω(xω)dxω,

as f can be written as a product over all fω. By applying Poisson summation as stated
in [Bou11, Thm. 3.35] plus [Bou11, Cor. 3.36] with Ω =

∏
ω∈ΩK

OKω
, we can rewrite the

height zeta function as follows

Z(s) =
∑

ψ

f̂H(s;ψ), Re(s) ≫ 1, (4.1)

where the sum is taken over all additive automorphic characters of K.

4.2. Fourier transforms at the trivial character. For completeness we start with the
local Fourier transform of H at the trivial character 1.

Lemma 4.1. For every place ω ∈ ΩK we have

Ĥω(s,1) =
1 − 2−sdegω

1 − 2−(s−1) deg ω
, Re(s) > 1.

In particular Ĥ(s,1) = ζK(s− 1)ζK(s)−1 for Re(s) > 2.

Proof. Since 1 and the height function H are 1 on Oω, we obtain

Ĥω(s,1) =
∫

yω∈Oω

dyω +
∫
yω∈Kω

vω(y)<0

H(s; yω)−1dyω = 1 +
∞∑

k=1

2−sk degω
∫
yω∈Kω

vω(y)=−k

dyω.

By (3.1) this infinite sum is

(
1 − 2− degω

) ∞∑

k=1

2−k(s−1) degω =
1 − 2− deg ω

2(s−1) deg ω − 1
.

Combining we obtain

Ĥω(s,1) =
2(s−1) degω − 2− degω

2(s−1) degω − 1
=

1 − 2−sdegω

1 − 2−(s−1) degω
.

The last part follows from Lemma 2.1. �

Lemma 4.2. Let ω ∈ ΩK \ {t, t−1}. We have

f̂ωHω(s;1) = 1 +
1

2

(
1

2(s−1) degω

(
1 +

1 − 2− degω

2(s−1) degω − 1

)
− 1

2sdegω−1

)
, Re(s) > 1.
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Proof. Applying Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 and using a similar strategy to the proof of Lemma 4.1,
we obtain

f̂ωHω(s;1) = 1 + 2−sdegω(2degω−1 − 1) +
1

2

∞∑

k=2

2−sk degω · 2k degω
(
1 − 2− degω

)
.

This infinite sum equals
(
1 − 2− degω

)

2

∞∑

k=2

2−k(s−1) degω =

(
1 − 2− degω

)

2
· 1

2(s−1) degω(2(s−1) degω − 1)
.

Combining these gives the statement. �

Lemma 4.3. Let ω = t or ω = t−1. Then

f̂ωHω(s;1) =
1

2
· 1 − 2−s

1 − 2(1−s)
, Re(s) > 1.

Proof. The map y 7→ y+1 is both measure and height preserving. Moreover by Lemmas 3.6

and 3.7 we have fω(y) + fω(y + 1) = 1. Thus f̂ωHω(s;1) = 1
2
Ĥ(s;1), and so the result

follows from Lemma 4.1. �

Lemma 4.4. We have

f̂H(s;1) = ζK(s− 1)
1
2 ·G(s), Re(s) > 2,

where G is a given by an absolutely convergent and non-zero Euler product on Re(s) > 3/2.

Proof. By Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 we have

f̂H(s;1)2 =
1

42

∏

ω∈ΩK

(
1 +

1

2(s−1) deg ω
+O

(
1

2sdeg ω
+

1

22(s−1) degω

))

with each Euler factor being non-zero for Re(s) > 3/2. Dividing by ζK(s−1) and recalling
Lemma 2.1 gives the result. �

4.3. Fourier transforms at the non-trivial characters. In this subsection, we compute
the Fourier transforms at the non-trivial characters. A special role will be played by the
character

ψ1/t : AK → C×, (yω) 7→
∏

ω

exp(πi[yω, t)ω), (4.2)

where the local symbol is as in Section 3.1. This is an additive adelic character by
Lemma 3.1, and automorphic by (3.2). It is non-trivial by Lemma 3.4. We prove that
the global Fourier transform vanishes for every non-trivial automorphic character, except
ψ1/t where the Fourier transform equals the Fourier transform of the trivial character.

Lemma 4.5. Consider the compact subgroup

OC =
∏

ω∈ΩK\{t,t−1}

Oω × tOt × t−1Ot−1 ⊆ AK .

The height function H and the indicator function f are invariant under the additive action
of OC. The only additive adelic automorphic characters that are trivial on OC are the
trivial character 1 and ψ1/t.
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Proof. It is easy to see from the definition of the height function that Hω is invariant
under

∏
ω Oω, hence under OC . Lemmas 3.3, 3.6, and 3.7 show that f is 1 on OC . Then,

Proposition 3.2 together with Lemma 3.1 (2) yields

[yω + xω, t)ω = [yω, t)ω + [xω, t)ω = [yω, t)ω

for all ω ∈ ΩK , y = (yω)ω ∈ AK and x = (xω)ω ∈ OC . Hence, by using again Proposi-
tion 3.2, we get

f(y + x) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

fω(yω + xω) =
∏

ω∈ΩK

fω(yω) = f(y).

Thus f is invariant under the action of OC .
Recall [Wei95, Lem. IV.2.4] that K and

∏
ω Oω together generate AK . As Oc ⊆ ∏

ω Oω

has index 4, it follows that the subgroup of AK generated by K and OC has index at most
4 in AK . But 1 has trivial image in the quotient, whence one sees that the index is actually
at most 2. However 1 and ψ1/t are both trivial on OC , by Lemmas 3.3, 3.6, and 3.7. The
result now easily follows. �

Lemma 4.6. Let ψ be an additive adelic automorphic character. Then

f̂H(s, ψ) =




f̂H(s,1), if ψ ∈ {1, ψ1/t},
0, otherwise.

Proof. First assume that ψ is non-trivial on OC . Due to Lemma 4.5 we know that H and
f are invariant under OC . It follows that

f̂H(s, ψ) =
∫

AK

H(y)−sf(y)ψ(y)dy

=
∑

y∈AK/OC

∫

OC

H(y + x)−sf(y + x)ψ(y + x)dx

=
∑

y∈AK/OC

H(y)−sf(y)ψ(y)
∫

OC

ψ(x)dx.

However the integral of ψ over Oc equals 0 by character orthogonality, as OC is compact
and ψ is non-trivial on OC .

By Lemma 4.5 it suffices to consider the case ψ = ψ1/t. However by (4.2) we have that
ψ1/t is indistinguishable from the trivial character on the set of interest. �

4.4. The height zeta function. We now explain the consequences of the above analysis
for the height zeta function (1.2). In particular we show that the height zeta function has
an Euler product expansion, which is not obvious from the definition.

Theorem 4.7. We have Z(s) = 2 · f̂H(s;1), which equals

2 ·
(

1

2

(
1 − 2−s

1 − 21−s

))2 ∏

ω∈ΩK\{t,t−1}

(
1 +

1

2

(
1

2(s−1) deg ω

(
1 +

1 − 2− degω

2(s−1) deg ω − 1

)
− 1

2sdeg ω−1

))
.
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For G as in Lemma 4.4 we have Z(s) = 2 · ζK(s− 1)
1
2 ·G(s). In particular Z(s) admits a

holomorphic continuation to the region Re(s) > 3/2 except for branch points of order 1/2
at s = 2 + 2πin/ log 2 for n ∈ Z.

Proof. The first inequality follows by Poisson summation (4.1) and Lemma 4.6. The cal-
culation of the Fourier transform follows from Lemmas 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, with the analytic
behaviour from Lemma 2.1. �

4.5. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Note that

Z(s) =
∞∑

M=0

N(A1
K , π, 2

M)

qMs

using the notation from (1.1), so we are exactly in the setting of (2.1). In the light of the
analytic properties proved in Theorem 4.7, we can use Theorem 2.2 to give an asymptotic
formula for N(A1

K , π, 2
M).

Via Lemma 2.1 we can write Z̃(s) := Z(s)(1−22−s)1/2 = Z(s)ζK(s−1)−1/2(1−21−s)−1/2.
Thus applying Theorem 2.2 with a = 2, b = 1/2, and B = 2M yields

N(A1
K , π, B) =

cB2

(logB)1/2
+O

(
B2

(logB)3/2

)
,

where

c =
2(log 2)1/2

Γ(1/2)(1 − 2−1)1/2

∏

ω

(
1 − 1

2deg ω

)1/2

cω,

and cω = f̂ωHω(2;1) are as in Theorem 1.1. Using Γ(1/2) =
√
π gives the statement of

Theorem 1.1. �
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[Ser90] J.-P. Serre. Spécialisation des éléments de Br2(Q(T1, · · · , Tn)). C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I
Math., 311(7):397–402, 1990.

[Wei95] A. Weil. Basic number theory. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1995. Reprint
of the second (1973) edition.

Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Bath, Claverton Down Bath,

BA2 7AY, UK.

Institut für Algebra, Zahlentheorie und Diskrete Mathematik, Leibniz Universität

Hannover, Welfengarten 1, 30167 Hannover, Germany

Email address: ortmann@math.uni-hannover.de


	1. Introduction
	2. A Tauberian theorem
	3. Local solubility
	4. Harmonic analysis
	References

