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Abstract

We give an upper bound for the norm of the determinant of non-
decomposable totally positive quadratic forms defined over the ring of
integers of totally real number fields. We apply these results to find the
lower and upper bounds for the minimal ranks of n-universal quadratic
forms. For Q(

√

2),Q(
√

3),Q(
√

5), Q(
√

6), and Q(
√

21), we classify up to
equivalence all the classical, non-decomposable binary quadratic forms.

1 Introduction

Mordell studied the representation of positive definite quadratic forms as the
sum of squares of linear forms, or as he called it, the “new Waring’s problem”
in [Mor30]. Later, in [Mor37], he showed that if an integer positive definite
quadratic form has a determinant larger than the Hermite constant, then it
is decomposable. Applying Blichfeldt’s bounds for the Hermite constant for
forms in n variables [Bli29] shows that the determinant has to be larger than
( 2π )

nΓ(2 + n
2 )

2. The decomposition of the positive definite quadratic form Q
as a sum of two semi-definite quadratic forms G and H , i.e. Q = G +H , was
later picked up by Erdös and Ko in [EK38] and [EK39]. Oppenheim restricted
to decomposition into positive definite quadratic forms, classifying all such non-
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decomposable1 quadratic forms of dimensions two and three [Opp46a], and then
related the question of decomposability to the minimum of the quadratic form
[Opp46b]. One of the latest contributions to the topic is by Baeza and Icaza
[BI95], where they proved Mordell-like results for quadratic forms over totally
real number fields, linking (the norm of) the determinant of quadratic forms
to decomposability (over number fields). Their approach makes use of Hum-
bert’s reduction, and they show that there exists an absolute bound for the
norm depending on the number of variables and the number field. One of the
key results of this paper is the theorem below, which is an extension of Baeza
and Icaza that bypasses Humbert’s basis and incorporates information about
additive properties of algebraic integers. When working over number fields, we
restrict ourselves to totally positive definite quadratic forms, i.e. quadratic forms
that are positive definite under each embedding of the number field. Clearly,
such quadratic forms represent totally positive integers in the number fields, and
for any such integers α, β we can define an ordering, where α � β implies that
α is larger than or equal to β in every embedding (see Section 2 for details).

Theorem 1.1. Let Q be a totally positive definite quadratic form in n variables
over the ring of integers OK of a totally real number field K, and let C ∈ R>0

be such that if β ∈ K+ with NK/Q(β) ≥ C, then there exists α ∈ O+
K such

that β � α. Then, if NK/Q(det(Q)) ≥ γnK,nC
n, then Q is decomposable as

Q = H + αL2, where α ∈ O+
K , L,H have coefficients in OK and n variables, L

is a linear form, while H is a totally positive semi-definite quadratic form.

Above, K+ is the set of all totally positive numbers, NK/Q(α) is the norm
of an algebraic number α ∈ K, and det(Q) is the determinant of the Gram
matrix corresponding to Q. The constant γK,n is the generalised version of the
Hermite constant (which is defined, among other terms, in the next section),
which depends only on the number field and the number of variables.

The additive decomposability of quadratic forms is useful in questions re-
lated to the universality of quadratic forms, where a quadratic form Q is said
to be n-universal if it represents all positive definite quadratic forms in n vari-
ables. For example, to determine the minimal ranks of n-universal quadratic
forms over Z, one needs to know the non-decomposable quadratic forms, as in
[Ple94]. In [Oh00], the precise values of the minimal ranks for n = 1, . . . , 10
are proved. Over number fields, Sasaki showed in [Sas06] that in almost all real
quadratic fields, a 2-universal quadratic form requires at least seven variables.
Such quadratic forms of rank six exist over the rings of integers of Q(

√
2) and

Q(
√
5). Research into n-universal quadratic forms and related questions has

recently gone through a renaissance period, much credited to the 15 and 290
theorems [BH05], and surveyed here [Ear99, Kal23, Kim04, SP04].

We were also able to apply our finding to bound the ranks of n-universal
quadratic forms, but before we have to introduce the necessary terminology

1Decomposition of quadratic forms (or lattices) and indecomposable quadratic forms usu-
ally mean an orthogonal decomposition, i.e. Q = G ⊥ H, see, e.g. [O’M75, O’M80], and
we tried our best neither to abuse the conventions nor introduce new terminology. In the
literature, our decomposition is sometimes referred to as additive [Ple94].
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and notation. We denote by I the set of representatives of indecomposable
integers in K up to multiplication by squares of units (see Preliminaries for
the definition). The set In consists of the representatives of non-decomposable
quadratic forms in n variables over OK . Finally, we need the g-invariant, de-
noted by gOK (n) (see, e.g. [Ica96]), which generalises the Pythagoras number
and measures the minimum number of squares of integral linear forms required
to represent all eligible quadratic forms in n variables. We show the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let K be a totally real number field. There exists an n-universal
totally positive definite quadratic form of rank at most

gOK (n)#I + nγnK,nC
n#In,

where C is the constant from Theorem 1.1.

We have a counterpart for the above theorem, in Theorem 4.3, where we
produce a lower bound that depends on the existence of totally positive definite
quadratic forms with specified integers on the diagonal.

Although in a general totally real number field our understanding of the set
I is limited, it is not the case for real quadratic fields [DS82, Per13]. We use it
to show the following existence result.

Theorem 1.3. Let K be a real quadratic field. Then there exists at least one
non-decomposable binary quadratic form over OK .

Incorporating recent density results for universal quadratic forms over real
quadratic fields [KYZ23], we get a quantitative result, about the average number
of non-decomposable binary quadratic forms:

Theorem 1.4. Let ε > 0. For almost all square-free rational integers D > 0,
the number of non-equivalent, non-decomposable binary quadratic forms over
O

Q(
√
D) is at least 1

2D
1
12−ε.

Even if restricted to quadratic forms with a fixed determinant, we can find
real number fields with arbitrary many non-decomposable binary forms with
the same determinant:

Theorem 1.5. Let n ∈ N. Then there exist a square-free integer D > 1 and
d ∈ N so that there are at least n non-equivalent, non-decomposable binary
quadratic forms of determinant d over O

Q(
√
D).

Finally, we classify all non-decomposable binary quadratic forms for the
first few real quadratic fields in Section 5.4. We make a distinction between
the classical quadratic forms, as those studied by Gauss and corresponding to a
Gram matrix with integer entries, and general integral forms. These differences
play a substantial role in some computations. Specifically:

3



Theorem 1.6. Let Q(
√
D) be a real quadratic field. Up to equivalence, we have

the following number of non-decomposable binary quadratic forms over O
Q(

√
D)

D
The number of classical

quadratic forms over O
Q(

√
D)

The number of non-classical
quadratic forms over O

Q(
√
D)

2

2 1 7
3 3 4
5 1 2
6 14 ≥ 26
21 11 ≥ 8

We shall begin with preliminaries, that contains most of the definitions and
notations. We then prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 3, including the discussion of
the bounds of the related constants. Section 4 covers the n-universality, which
includes the proof of Theorem 1.2 in Theorem 4.2. All the later sections focus on
the special cases related to either restricting the ranks of the quadratic form (to
two) or the degree of the totally real number fields (also to two). The proof of
Theorem 1.3 follows from Theorems 5.1 and 5.6, and, more generally, Section 5.1
examines the existence questions in more detail. Theorem 1.4 is proved as
Theorem 5.8, and Theorem 1.5 is proved as Theorem 5.14 in Section 5.2.
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2 Preliminaries

We sought to keep to the notations used in [O’M00] and [Neu99], and if some-
thing is missing, it can be found in either of those two books. Throughout the
paper, unless stated otherwise, K will be a totally real number field of degree
d = [K : Q] with the ring of integers OK and determinant ∆K . We designate
σ1, . . . , σd to denote all the real embeddings of K. Hence, given α ∈ K, its trace
and norm are trK/Q(α) =

∑d
i=1 σi(α) and NK/Q(α) =

∏d
i=1 σi(α), respectively.

Units in OK are denoted by O×
K . Given α, β ∈ K, we write α ≻ β (or α � β)

if and only if σi(α) > σi(β) (or σi(α) ≥ σi(β)) for all i = 1, . . . , d. An algebraic
number α ∈ K is totally positive if and only if α ≻ 0. For any set A ⊂ K, we
denote by A+ = {a ∈ A | a ≻ 0}, as was used in the introduction in the case of

2Results for Q(
√
6) and Q(

√
21) are based on partial computations (for more details, see

Subsection 5.4).
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K+ – the set of all totally positive numbers in K. A totally positive algebraic
integer α ∈ OK is said to be indecomposable if and only if α = α1 + α2, where
αi � 0 are in OK , implies that α1α2 = 0. It is known that the norm of inde-
composable integers is bounded, and, in particular, if NK/Q(α) > ∆K , then α is
decomposable in OK [KY23a, Theorem 5]. For many number fields, this bound
is not sharp. By a quadratic form over OK , we mean a totally positive semi-
definite Q(x) ∈ OK [x] = OK [x1, . . . , xr], that is, Q(x) =

∑

1≤i,j≤r aijxixj such
that Q(x) � 0 for all x ∈ Kr. The form is totally positive definite if and only if
it is totally positive semi-definite and Q(v) = 0 implies v = 0, i.e. a zero vector.
The rank is equal to the number of variables of the totally positive form Q,
and more generally (including totally positive semi-definite forms), a quadratic
form with n variables will be called n-ary quadratic forms. By a linear form
L ∈ OK [x] we mean L(x) =

∑n
i=1 aixi, ai ∈ OK , and we may call it an OK-

linear form. Within the text, we may drop “quadratic” or “linear” if the degree
of the form is obvious from the context. For a given quadratic form Q, we can
associate the corresponding symmetric matrix, its Gram matrix MQ = (mij),

such that mij =
aij+aji

2 . For totally positive semi-definite (or definite) Q, the
corresponding Gram matrix is totally positive semi-definite (or definite), that is,
σi(MQ) is positive semi-definite (or definite) for all i = 1, . . . , d, where we con-
sider embeddings component-wise. We say that a quadratic form Q is classical
ifMQ ∈ Or×r

K , and non-classical, or just integral, otherwise. By the determinant
of a quadratic form Q, denoted by det(Q), we will mean the determinant of its
Gram matrix, that is, det(Q) = det(MQ). As mentioned in the introduction,
we are interested in the non-decomposable quadratic forms, which are defined
as follows:

Definition 2.1. Let Q be an n-ary classical (non-classical) totally positive
quadratic form. We say that Q is a non-decomposable quadratic form, if Q =
Q1 + Q2, where Qi are n-ary classical (non-classical) quadratic forms, then at
least one Qi is not totally positive semi-definite.

We need to distinguish between decomposition into classical and non-classical
quadratic forms above. For example, a quadratic form 2x2 + 2xy + (3 +

√
5)y2

is non-decomposable with classical forms over Q(
√
5), but as a non-classical

form, we can write it as two copies of x2 + xy + 3+
√
5

2 y2. On the other hand,

(2+
√
2)x2+2xy+(2−

√
2)y2 is non-decomposable as both a classical and non-

classical quadratic form over Z[
√
2] (see Lemma 5.11). We shall drop classical

or non-classical in the discussion of decomposable quadratic forms whenever it
is obvious from the context which type of forms we are working with. We say
that Q represents α ∈ OK if there exists v ∈ On

K such that Q(v) = α. If Q
represents all the integers in O+

K , we say that Q is universal. More generally,
we say that a totally positive quadratic form Q of rank r represents an s-ary
form H if there exists an integer matrix N ∈ Or×s

K such that MH = NMQN
t,

where N t denotes the transpose of matrix N . We say that a quadratic form Q is
n-universal if it represents all totally positive definite forms of rank n. Clearly,
the case of n = 1 perhaps corresponds to a more conventional definition of a
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universal form. Two r-ary integer quadratic forms Q and H are equivalent if Q
represents H , and H represents Q, i.e. there exists an integral invertible matrix
N ∈ Or×r

K such that MH = NMQN
t, where det(N) is a unit in OK (and hence

MQ = N−1MH(N
−1)t). If Q represents the quadratic form H , then it also

represents every quadratic form that is equivalent to H . Let Q be a totally
positive quadratic form of rank r over a totally real number field K. Then the
minimum of Q is min(Q) = min{NK/Q(Q(x)) | x ∈ Or

K \ {0}}.

Definition 2.2. The generalised Hermite constant over K is

γK,r = max
Q

min(Q)

NK/Q(det(Q))1/r
,

where the maximum is run over all totally positive quadratic forms Q of rank r.

This is a variant of the generalised Hermite constant, which works better in
our setting (for further details, see [BCIO01, PW09]). Similarly to the rational
case, the precise values of γK,r are known only for a few fields and ranks, al-
though there exist upper bounds (see, e.g. [Ica97, Theorem 1]) which we discuss
in Section 3.

3 Determinant bounds for decomposable quadratic

forms

We begin with the theorem of Baeza and Icaza [BI95] that was mentioned in
the Introduction.

Theorem 3.1. [BI95, Theorem 4.1] Let Q be a totally positive definite n-ary
quadratic form over the ring of integers of a totally real number field K. If
NK/Q(β) ≥ CBI , where CBI is the constant that depends only on K and n, then
Q is decomposable. Specifically, there exist an n-ary OK-linear form L and
totally positive semi-definite quadratic form H over OK such that Q = H +L2.

We expand on the above result by allowing for a more general decomposition,
that is, we allow scaling of the square of the linear form by an integer.

Theorem 3.2 (=Theorem 1.1). Let Q be a totally positive definite n-ary quadratic
form over a totally real number field K, and let C ∈ R>0 be such that if
β ∈ K+ with NK/Q(β) ≥ C, then there exists α ∈ O+

K such that β � α.
If NK/Q(det(Q)) ≥ γnK,nC

n, then Q is decomposable. Specifically, there exist

α ∈ O+
K , n-ary OK-linear form L and totally positive semi-definite quadratic

form H over OK such that Q = H + αL2.

The above proof refines the argument in Theorem 3.1 using indecomposable
integers, which has a partial advantage as we shall display in later sections.

Remark 3.3. The constant C can be greater than the largest norm of an in-
decomposable integer in K. For example, if we consider K = Q(

√
21), then

6



only totally positive units are indecomposable in this field. However, the num-
ber 5

14+3
√
21

has norm 25
7 > 3, and, at the same time, it can be shown (e.g.

computationally) that there is no α ∈ O+
K such that 5

14+3
√
21

� α.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Assume that Q(x1, . . . , xn) is an n-ary totally positive
definite quadratic form with the Gram matrixMQ = (aij). Hence,MQ is totally
positive definite, that is, σi(MQ) is a positive definite matrix for each embedding
σi of K, and therefore det(Q) = det(MQ) ≻ 0. If there exists α ∈ O+

K such
that Q − αx2j is totally positive semi-definite, then Q would be decomposable

as αx2j + (Q − αx2j ), as required.

Using the cofactor expansion formula, we have det(Q) =
∑n

i=1(−1)i+jaijAij ,
where Aij are the (i, j)-minors of MQ. It follows that

(ajj − α)Ajj +

n
∑

i=1
i6=j

(−1)i+jaijAij = det(Q)− αAjj .

By Sylvester’s criterion [HJ13, Theorem 7.2.5], (Q − αx2j ) is totally positive

definite if det(Q)
Ajj

� α, and such α exists if the norm of det(Q)
Ajj

is large enough

(larger than C, by our hypothesis). If necessary, changing the basis of Q, we
assume that NK/Q(Ajj) = min(Qadj), where Qadj is the adjoint quadratic form
of Q. We have

NK/Q(det(Q))

NK/Q(Ajj)
=

NK/Q(det(Q))

min(Qadj)
.

The form Qadj satisfies

γK,nNK/Q(det(Qadj))
1/n ≥ min(Qadj)

as it is totally positive definite (see Definition 2.2). Also, det(Qadj) = det(Q)n−1.
Therefore, we get

NK/Q(det(Q))

min(Qadj)
≥ NK/Q(det(Q))

γK,nNK/Q(det(Q))
n−1
n

=
NK/Q(det(Q))1/n

γK,n
.

If the right side is at least C, then we can find α ∈ O+
K that satisfies the above

inequality. That gives the condition NK/Q(det(Q)) ≥ γnK,nC
n.

By [KY23a, Theorem 5], we can take C = ∆K+1. For the Hermite constant,
we have γK,2 ≤ 1

2∆K for n = 2 [Coh65]. More generally, the following is known:

Theorem 3.4 ([Ica97, Theorem 1]). Let K be a totally real number field of
degree d. Then

γK,n ≤ 4dω−2d/n
n ∆K

where ωn denotes the volume of the unit sphere in dimension n.

Let us denote Cd,n = 4dω
−2d/n
n . Then we can make the following corollary

to Theorem 1.1.

7



Corollary 3.5. Let Q be an n-ary quadratic form over the ring of integers of K.
The quadratic form Q is decomposable if NK/Q(det(Q)) ≥ Cnd,n∆

n
K(∆K + 1)n.

Moreover, if n = 2, then Q is decomposable if NK/Q(det(Q)) ≥ 1
4∆

2
K(∆K +1)2.

4 n-Universal quadratic forms

In what follows, we apply the results from previous sections to give new bounds
on the ranks of n-universal forms. First, we introduce an additional notation.
We denote by Q(h, n) the set of all n-ary integer quadratic forms of determi-
nant up to norm h, up to equivalence. Similarly, let QC(h, n) be the set of such
classical forms. Moreover, let I be the set of all indecomposables in OK up to
multiplication by squares of units, and gOK (n) denotes the g-invariant of OK ,
which we mentioned in the introduction, i.e. the smallest natural number such
that the sum of squares of integral linear forms in K in n variables can be repre-
sented as such a sum with squares of gOK (n) linear forms. Using Theorem 3.2,
we can draw the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.1. Let K be a totally real number field. There exists a classical
(non-classical) n-universal totally positive semi-definite quadratic form of rank
at most

min
(

gOK (n) + n#Q∗(CBI , n), gOK (n)#I + n#Q∗(γnK,nC
n, n)

)

where CBI is the constant in Theorem 3.1, C is as in Theorem 1.1, and Q∗(·, ·)
is QC(·, ·) or Q(·, ·) depending on whether Q is classical or not.

Proof. Let Q be an n-ary totally positive definite quadratic form over OK .
Without loss of generality, we can assume that Q is classical, since the proofs
for these two are almost identical. By Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.1, if the
norm of the determinant of Q is large, then Q is decomposable. Depending on
the choice of the above theorems, one can write Q as

Q(x1, . . . , xn) =

n1
∑

i=1

αiLi(x1, . . . , xn)
2 +H(x1, . . . , xn),

or

Q(x1, . . . , xn) =

n2
∑

i=1

Li(x1, . . . , xn)
2 +H(x1, . . . , xn),

where ni ∈ N, Li, Li are linear forms with coefficients in OK , αi are cho-
sen to be indecomposable integers and H and H are totally positive definite
quadratic forms satisfying NK/Q(detH) < γnK,nC

n (as in Theorem 3.2) or

NK/Q(det(H)) ≤ CBI , respectively. Therefore, it is represented by the quadratic
forms

∑

α∈I
α(y21,α + · · ·+ y2gOK

(n),α) +
∑

H∈QC(γn
K,nC

n,n)

H(z1,H , . . . , zn,H)

8



and
gOK

(n)
∑

i=1

y2i +
∑

H∈QC(CBI ,n)

H(z1,H , . . . , zn,H).

This completes the proof.

The above theorem should be compared with the bound one gets from the
class number of sums of squares forms overOK in n+3 variables (see, e.g. [CI21,
Ica96]). Specifically, this bound states that the minimal rank of an n-universal

quadratic form is at most ≤ (n+3)×{class number of
∑n+3

i=1 x
2
i over OK}. Fur-

thermore, the g-invariant can be bounded from above by a constant exponential
in n[K : Q] that is independent of the choice of K [KY23b, Theorem 1.1].

Using the information about non-decomposable quadratic forms, we find an
upper bound on the number of variables of n-universal quadratic forms. For
that, we extend the notation of the set of indecomposable integers I to In to
denote the set of all integer non-decomposable n-ary totally positive definite
quadratic forms in K, up to equivalence, and let IC

n be the set of classical,
non-decomposable forms. Clearly, I is isomorphic to I1 and I1 = IC

1 .

Theorem 4.2. Let K be a totally real number field. There exists a classical
(non-classical) n-universal totally positive semi-definite quadratic form of rank
at most

gOK (n)#I + n
∑

H∈I∗
n

⌊

γnK,nC
n

NK/Q(det(H))

⌋

where C is as in Theorem 3.2, and I∗
n is IC

n or In, depending on whether Q is
classical or not.

Proof. Let Q be a totally positive definite n-ary quadratic form over OK . Ap-
plying Theorem 3.2, we can express Q as

Q(x1, . . . , xn) =
m
∑

i=1

αiLi(x1, . . . , xn)
2 +H(x1, . . . , xn),

whereH is some n-ary totally positive semi-definite quadratic form that satisfies
NK/Q(det(H)) < γnK,nC

n. H decomposes as a sum of non-decomposable n-ary
quadratic forms, where H =

∑

Hi with Hi being equivalent to one of the
forms in IC

n . We can bound the number of indecomposable forms of the given

determinant appearing in this decomposition. That is, at most
⌊

γn
K,nC

n

NK/Q(det(Hi))

⌋

copies of quadratic forms equivalent to Hi can appear in the decomposition of
H , which follows from NK/Q(det(H)) < γnK,nC

n and the use of the following
well-known result, that given totally positive definite n-ary matrices M and
N , we have det(M + N)1/d � det(M)1/d + det(N)1/d (this follows from the
Minkowski Determinant Theorem (see, for example, Theorem 7.8.8 in [HJ13])).
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It shows that Q can be represented by the quadratic form

∑

α∈I
α(y21,α + · · ·+ y2gOK

(n),α) +
∑

H∈IC
n

⌊

γn
K,nCn

NK/Q(det(H))

⌋

∑

k=1

H
(

z
(k)
1,H , . . . , z

(k)
n,H

)

.

For a given δ ∈ O∨,+
K , where O∨

K = {δ ∈ K | trK/Q(αδ) ∈ Z for all α ∈ OK}
is the codifferent of K. Let us denote by U(δ) the set

U(δ) = {α ∈ O+
K | trK/Q(δα) = 1}.

It is clear that if trK/Q(αδ) = 1 for some α ∈ O+
K and δ ∈ O∨

K totally positive,

then α is indecomposable in OK . For n elements δ1, . . . , δn ∈ O∨,+
K let

RC(δ1, . . . , δn) =
{

Q(x1, . . . , xn) =

n
∑

i=1

αix
2
i + 2

∑

1≤i<j≤n
βi,jxixj |

βi,j ∈ OK , αi ∈ U(δi), Q totally positive definite
}

.

In the above, we consider only totally positive definite forms. We have the
following.

Theorem 4.3. Let K be a totally real number field of degree d. Let δ1, . . . , δn ∈
O∨,+
K . Then every classical n-universal totally positive definite quadratic form

over OK has at least
n
√

#RC(δ1,...,δn)

d variables.

Proof. Let Q be an n-universal quadratic form over OK of rank r. For each
δ ∈ O∨,+

K , trK/Q(δQ) is a positive definite quadratic form over Z of rank rd (cf.
[Yat19]). It is classical over Z if Q is classical over OK , as in that case the Gram
matrix of Q is integral, and trK/Q(O∨

KOK) ⊂ Z, by definition.
As Q represents every quadratic form in RC(δ1, . . . , δn), for each

H(x1, . . . , xn) =

n
∑

i=1

αix
2
i + 2

∑

1≤i<j≤n
βi,jxixj ∈ RC(δ1, . . . , δn),

there exist v1, . . . , vn ∈ Or
K such that Q(vi) = αi and B(vi, vj) = βi,j where B

is the bilinear form corresponding to Q. Now, the quadratic form

⊗ni=1trK/Q(δiQ),

where ⊗ is the tensor product of the quadratic forms (see [Kit93, Chapter 7]),
is also a positive definite quadratic form over Z of rank (rd)n. For the above
vectors v1, . . . , vn corresponding to the representation of H we get

(⊗ni=1trK/Q(δiQ))(⊗ni=1vi) =

n
∏

i=1

trK/Q(δiQ(vi))

=

n
∏

i=1

trK/Q(δiαi)

= 1,
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where the last equality follows from the definition of element in U(δi). Clearly,
each representation of H by Q, and hence each H ∈ RC(δ1, . . . , δn), corre-
sponds to the minimum of the tensored form. The number of minimal vectors
bounds the rank of this form (as in [Yat19, Theorem 25]). Thus, the rank of
⊗ni=1trK/Q(δiQ) gives us an upper bound on the number of such vectors, which
gives

#RC(δ1, . . . , δn) ≤ (rd)n.

By this, the proof is complete.

The cardinality of the set RC(δ1, . . . , δn) is at least as large as
∏n
i=1 #U(δi).

The true number of totally positive quadratic forms with a fixed diagonal (as
in its Gram matrix) is of independent interest.

Similarly as for classical n-universal quadratic forms, for δ1, . . . , δn ∈ O∨,+
K ,

let us define the set

R(δ1, . . . , δn) =
{

Q(x1, . . . , xn) =

n
∑

i=1

αix
2
i +

∑

1≤i<j≤n
βi,jxixj |

βi,j ∈ OK , αi ∈ U(δi), Q totally positive definite
}

.

Using this set, we can prove the following.

Theorem 4.4. Let K be a totally real number field of degree d. Let δ1, . . . , δn ∈
O∨,+
K be such that #R(δ1, . . . , δn) ≥ 240. Then every non-classical n-universal

totally positive definite quadratic form over OK has at least
2n
√

#R(δ1,...,δn)

d vari-
ables.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.3, we consider the quadratic form
⊗ni=1trK/Q(δiQ), which is non-classical in this case. However, its double is clas-
sical, and its minimal vectors have the norm 2. For #R(δ1, . . . , δn) ≥ 240,
we can closely follow [KT23, Proof of Proposition 7.4] to deduce (rd)2n ≥
#R(δ1, . . . , δn), which gives our assertion.

5 Binary quadratic forms over the real quadratic

fields

The following section focuses on applications of the previous theorems in a few
concrete real quadratic fields. Specifically, building on the works of [BCIO01,
PW09], which give us exact values of the generalised Hermite constants and
Icaza’s bounds, we can classify all classical, non-decomposable binary quadratic
forms over Q(

√
2),Q(

√
3),Q(

√
5),Q(

√
6) and Q(

√
21). Many of the auxiliary

results below apply to general totally real number fields and/or quadratic forms
of arbitrarily large ranks.

Let D be a square-free positive rational integer, and let K = Q(
√
D) be

the corresponding real quadratic number field. For the ring of integers of K =

11



Q(
√
D), depending on the residue of D modulo 4, we have a different description

of OK , specifically OK = Z+ ZωD, where

ωD =







√
D if D ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4)

1 +
√
D

2
otherwise.

Let us denote by ω′
D the conjugate of ωD. For the real quadratic fields, we have

a complete description of indecomposable integers in terms of the continued
fraction of −ω′

D. Let [u0, u1, . . . , us] be the continued fraction of −ω′
D, where

ui ∈ N, and set
pi
qi

= [u0, . . . , ui]

where pi, qi ∈ N are coprime. Moreover, we put p−1 = 1 and q−1 = 0. Then,
the integer αi = pi + qiωD is called a convergent of −ω′

D, and the integer
αi,r = αi + rαi,r with 0 ≤ r ≤ ui+2 is a semiconvergent of −ω′

D. It is known
[Per13, DS82] that the indecomposable integers in OK are precisely the integers
αi,r and α′

i,r with i odd and 0 ≤ r ≤ ui+2.

5.1 Existence

When it comes to indecomposable integers, it is clear that in every totally real
number field K, there is an example of such an integer. For one, all totally
positive units are indecomposable. Furthermore, at least in the case of Q and
Q(

√
5), this covers the sets of all indecomposable integers (up to multiplication

by squares of units). One may ask whether the same is true for quadratic forms,
assuming that their determinant is totally positive. In the following, we resolve
this question for real quadratic fields and binary quadratic forms.

Theorem 5.1 (=Theorem 1.3). Let D > 1 be a square-free integer. Then there
exists a non-decomposable binary quadratic form in Q(

√
D) with a non-zero

determinant.

We prove it in parts, starting with classical forms, and D ≡ 3 (mod 4).

Proposition 5.2. Let D ≡ 3 (mod 4). Then the quadratic form Q(x, y) =
2x2 + 2

√
Dxy + D+1

2 y2 of determinant det(Q) = 1 is non-decomposable over
O

Q(
√
D).

Proof. The only possible decomposition of 2 into totally positive integers is as
2 = 1+ 1, which follows easily from considering the trace of 2. Specifically, 1 is
the only totally positive algebraic integer with the ratio of its trace and degree
strictly less than 3/2 [Sch18]. There are two possible cases for the decomposition
of Q. First as Q1 +Q2, where

Q1(x, y) = x2 + 2(
√
D − β)xy +

(

D + 1

2
− γ

)

y2,

Q2(x, y) = x2 + 2βxy + γy2,

12



for some β, γ ∈ Z[
√
D], γ � 0. And the second, as Q3 +Q4, where

Q3(x, y) = 2x2 + 2
√
Dxy +

(

D + 1

2
− γ

)

y2,

Q4(x, y) = γy2,

for some γ ∈ Z[
√
D]+. Given that det(Q) = 1, at least one of the determinants

of Q1 and Q2 is zero. Let us say det(Q2) = 0. It implies that γ = β2. Then

det(Q1) =
D + 1

2
− β2 − (

√
D − β)2 =

1−D

2
− 2β2 + 2β

√
D.

Let β = b1 + b2
√
D. Then

1

2
trK/Q(det(Q1)) =

1−D

2
− 2(b21 + (b22 − b2)D).

It is obvious that this trace cannot be non-negative for any b1, b2 ∈ Z.
This leaves the second case as the only other possible decomposition of Q.

Here,

det(Q3) = 2

(

D + 1

2
− γ

)

−D = 1− 2γ.

Since trK/Q(γ) ≥ 2, we cannot have det(Q3) � 0. Therefore, Q is non-
decomposable.

We proceed with D ≡ 2 (mod 4).

Proposition 5.3. Let D ≡ 2 (mod 4). Then the quadratic form

Q(x, y) = 2x2 + 2(1 +
√
D)xy +

(

D

2
+ 1 +

√
D

)

y2

of determinant det(Q) = 1 is non-decomposable over O
Q(

√
D).

Proof. As before, we consider two decompositions of Q. First, as Q1+Q2, where

Q1(x, y) = x2 + 2(1 +
√
D − β)xy +

(

D

2
+ 1 +

√
D − β2

)

y2

Q2(x, y) = x2 + 2βxy + β2y2,

for some β = b1 + b2
√
D ∈ Z[

√
D]. Then

det(Q1) =
D

2
+1+

√
D−β2− (1+

√
D−β)2 = −D

2
−
√
D− 2β2+2β+2β

√
D,

and thus,
1

2
trK/Q(det(Q1)) = −D

2
− 2(b21 − b1 + (b22 − b2)D),

which is always negative.

13



On the other hand, Q = Q3 +Q4, where

Q3(x, y) = 2x2 + 2(1 +
√
D)xy +

(

D

2
+ 1 +

√
D − γ

)

y2

Q4(x, y) = γy2,

for some γ ≻ 0. Then

det(Q3) = D + 2 + 2
√
D − 2γ − (1 +

√
D)2 = 1− 2γ.

Similarly as before, we cannot have 1− 2γ � 0.

Therefore, the situation for D ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4) is quite easy. However, that is
not the case for D ≡ 1 (mod 4).

Proposition 5.4. Let D > 17 be square-free. Then the following quadratic
forms are non-decomposable:

1. Q(x, y) = 3x2+2(3+
√
D)xy+

(

D+10
3 + 2

√
D
)

y2 with determinant 1 for

D ≡ 5 (mod 12),

2. Q(x, y) = 3x2+2(3+
√
D)xy+

(

D+11
3 + 2

√
D
)

y2 with determinant 2 for

D ≡ 1 (mod 12),

3. Q(x, y) = 4x2 + 2(2 +
√
D)xy +

(

D+7
4 +

√
D
)

y2 with determinant 3 for

D ≡ 9 (mod 12).

Proof. First, let us note that over the considered number fields, the numbers
2, 3 and 4 can be decomposed as a sum of totally positive integers only when the
summands are positive rational integers. If there were another decomposition, it

would have the form a1+b
√
D

2 + a2−b
√
D

2 where a1, a2, b ∈ Z, b 6= 0, satisfying con-
ditions originating from the form of the corresponding integral basis. However,
to get totally positive integers, we must have |a1|, |a2| > |b|

√
D > |b|

√
17 > 4.

That implies
a1 + b

√
D

2
+
a2 − b

√
D

2
=
a1 + a2

2
> 4,

which is a contradiction.
Denote by u the coefficient before x2 in one of the quadratic forms above, and

byH = D+10
3 , D+11

3 or D+7
4 , depending on D ≡ 5, 1 or 9 (mod 12), respectively.

Assume Q is decomposable as Q = Q1 +Q2, where

Qi(x, y) = uix
2 + 2

(

b
(i)
1

2
+
b
(i)
2

2

√
D

)

xy +

(

c
(i)
1

2
+
c
(i)
2

2

√
D

)

y2,

for i = 1, 2 and all the coefficients b
(i)
j , c

(i)
j ∈ Z satisfy the corresponding congru-

ence relations. Moreover, at least one of b
(1)
2 and b

(2)
2 , let’s say b

(1)
2 , is non-zero.

14



And, we must have

(b
(1)
1 )2

4
+

(b
(1)
2 )2

4
D ≤ u1

c
(1)
1

2
≤ uH.

It can be easily checked that this inequality gives b
(1)
2 ∈ {±1,±2} for all cases

u and H , and D > 17. By the same argument, b
(2)
2 ∈ {0,±1,±2}. Since the

determinant of Q is 1, 2 or 3, we have det(Q1), det(Q2) ∈ Z. Moreover, similarly
as before, we cannot have u1 = 0 or u2 = 0.

Then,

det(Q1) =
u1c

(1)
1

2
+
u1c

(1)
2

2

√
D − (b

(1)
1 )2

4
− (b

(1)
2 )2

4
D − b

(1)
1 b

(1)
2

2

√
D.

Therefore,
u1c

(1)
2

2 =
b
(1)
1 b

(1)
2

2 , which gives b
(1)
1 =

u1c
(1)
2

b
(1)
2

, and we get

det(Q1) =
u1c

(1)
1

2
− u21(c

(1)
2 )2

4(b
(1)
2 )2

− (b
(1)
2 )2

4
D.

If (b
(1)
2 )2 = 4, we obtain

det(Q1) =
u1c

(1)
1

2
− u21(c

(1)
2 )2

16
−D ≤ (u − 1)H − u21(c

(1)
2 )2

16
−D < 0

for all of three cases andD > 21. ForD = 21, it can be checked computationally

that Q is non-decomposable (see also Subsection 5.5.5). That implies b
(1)
2 ∈

{±1}, and, since b(2)2 ∈ {0,±1,±2} and b
(1)
2 + b

(2)
2 = 2, we must have b

(1)
2 =

b
(2)
2 = 1.

Thus, b
(1)
1 = u1c

(1)
2 , and, in the same manner, b

(2)
1 = u2c

(2)
2 . Since b

(1)
2 , b

(2)
2 ≡

1 (mod 2), we obtain b
(1)
1 , b

(2)
1 ≡ 1 (mod 2), which can be true only if D ≡

9 (mod 12), u = 4, H = D+7
4 and u1, u2 ∈ {1, 3}. Without loss of generality, we

can assume u1 = 1 and u2 = 3, in which case b
(1)
1 = c

(1)
2 and b

(2)
1 = 3c

(2)
2 . To

get Q as the sum of Q1 and Q2, we must have 2 =
b
(1)
1

2 +
b
(2)
1

2 =
c
(1)
2

2 +
3c

(2)
2

2 and
c
(1)
2

2 +
c
(2)
2

2 = 1, which implies c
(1)
2 = c

(2)
2 = 1. Then

det(Q1) =
c
(1)
1

2
− 1

4
− D

4
,

which is non-negative if
c
(1)
1

2 ≥ D+1
4 . However, in that case,

c
(2)
1

2 = H − c
(1)
1

2 ≤ 3
2

and

det(Q2) =
3c

(1)
1

2
− 9

4
− D

4
≤ 9−D

4
< 0

for D > 17, leading to a contradiction.
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Theorem 5.5. Let D > 1 be a square-free integer. Then there exists a classi-
cal, non-decomposable binary quadratic form in Q(

√
D) with a non-zero deter-

minant.

Proof. Almost all cases have been resolved in Propositions 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4. It
remains to discuss D = 5, 13, 17. For D = 5, the quadratic form Q(x, y) =
2x2 + 2xy + (3 +

√
5)y2 with det(Q) = 5 + 2

√
5 is non-decomposable (see also

Subsection 5.5.3). For D = 13, the same is true for, e.g. Q(x, y) = 2x2 +
2
(

1
2 + 1

2

√
13
)

xy + 3y2 with det(Q) = 5
2 − 1

2

√
13, and for D = 17, we can

consider Q(x, y) =
(

5
2 + 1

2

√
17
)

x2 + 2xy +
(

5
2 − 1

2

√
17
)

y2 with det(Q) = 1.
This can be computationally verified.

As we have seen, for most cases, there is a classical, non-decomposable
quadratic form Q with det(Q) = 1. However, that is not true in general. For
example, for D = 5, all non-decomposable quadratic forms have a determinant
of the form ε2(5 + 2

√
5), where ε is a unit and NQ(

√
5)/Q(5 + 2

√
5) = 5 (see

Subsection 5.5.3). There exists a form with a non-square unit determinant. For
example, when D = 21.

On the other hand, the situation for non-classical forms is much simpler.

Theorem 5.6. Let D > 1 be a square-free positive integer. Then x2 + xy + y2

of determinant 3
4 is (non-classical) non-decomposable over O

Q(
√
D).

Proof. The statement follows from the fact that 1 cannot be decomposed as the
sum of two totally positive integers in OK .

The above two theorems complete the proof of Theorem 5.1. Here are some
further examples of non-classical, non-decomposable forms:

Proposition 5.7. Let D > 1 be a square-free positive integer. Then the follow-
ing forms are (non-classical) non-decomposable over O

Q(
√
D):

1. x2 +
√
Dxy + D+2

4 y2 with determinant 1
2 for D ≡ 2 (mod 4),

2. x2 +
√
Dxy + D+1

4 y2 with determinant 1
4 for D ≡ 3 (mod 4),

3. x2 +
√
Dxy + D+3

4 y2 with determinant 3
4 for D ≡ 1 (mod 4).

Proof. Since 1 cannot be decomposed as a sum of positive integers, the only
possible decomposition is of the form x2 +

√
Dxy +

(

D+i
4 − γ

)

y2 + γy2 where

i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. However, the determinant of the first summand is D+i
4 − γ − D

4 =
i
4 − γ, which is not totally positive or zero for any γ ∈ O+

K .

5.2 Lower bound

We have seen in the previous subsection that there exists at least one non-
decomposable quadratic form in each quadratic field. However, typically many
more such forms appear over quadratic fields. To demonstrate it, we will prove
the following.
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Theorem 5.8 (=Theorem 1.4). Let ε > 0. For almost all square-free D > 0,
the number of non-decomposable, non-equivalent binary quadratic forms over
O

Q(
√
D) is at least 1

2D
1
12−ε.

Remark 5.9. By almost all, we mean that the natural density of such D > 0
among all square-free D > 0 is 1.

Before we can prove the above theorem, we need the following two results.

Proposition 5.10. Let K be a totally real number field, and let Q(x, y) = αx2+
βxy+ γy2 ∈ OK [x, y] be totally positive definite. If α and γ are indecomposable
integers in OK and β 6= 0, then Q is non-decomposable.

The proof of this proposition is trivial. As we will see, in quadratic fields,
we can use this result to find a lower bound on the number of non-equivalent,
non-decomposable binary quadratic forms. If we can take an indecomposable
α ∈ O+

K and let γ = α′ where α′ is the conjugate of α. Then it follows that

det(Q) = αα′ − β2

4 = NK/Q(α) − β2

4 . Therefore, we obtain non-decomposable

quadratic forms for all suitable β ∈ Z, that is, those that satisfy β2

4 < NK/Q(α).
We summarise it as:

Lemma 5.11. Let α ∈ OK be an indecomposable integer in a real quadratic field
K. Then the quadratic form Q(x, y) = αx2+bxy+α′y2 is non-decomposable as a
non-classical quadratic form for all non-zero rational integers b < 2

√

NK/Q(α).

Proof of Theorem 5.8. Let [u0, u1, . . .] be the continued fraction of −ω′
D. On

the one hand, there exist at least
u2i+1 − 1

2
indecomposable integers of different

norms. This follows from the description of indecomposable integers in terms
of semiconvergents and their corresponding norms (see [JK16, Proof of Theo-
rem 5]). Thus, for each such indecomposable non-unit integer α we can construct
a non-decomposable quadratic form αx2 + 2xy + α′y2, which will be mutually
non-equivalent to other such forms, since they will have different determinants.

On the other hand, denoting by u = max{u2i+1 | i ≥ 0} and applying

Corollary 2.12 in [KYZ23] (letting B in the corollary be D
1
12−ǫ) we see that

almost all real quadratic fields have D
1
12−ǫ non-decomposable binary quadratic

forms.

In the above proof, note that quadratic forms αx2 + 2xy + α′y2 are non-
decomposable into non-classical forms. For an indecomposable integer α and
b ∈ Z that satisfies Lemma 5.11, let us denote by Qα,b = αx2 +2bxy+α′y2. To
check the equivalence of such forms, we can use the following criterion.

Lemma 5.12. If Qα,b is equivalent over OK to Qβ,c, then αβ and α′β can be
represented as the sum of squares.

Proof. Suppose that Qα,b and Qβ,c are equivalent. Then Qα,b represents β, i.e.
there are v1, v2 ∈ OK such that

β = αv21 + 2bv1v2 + α′v22 .
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When we multiply this equation by α, we obtain

αβ = α2v21 + 2αbv1v2 +NK/Q(α)v
2
2 = (αv1 + bv2)

2 + (NK/Q(α) − b2)v22 ,

which gives our assertion. The proof for α′β is analogous.

We can speculate that when running over all the indecomposable integers
(adding an extra condition of associativity, i.e. we call two integers α, β ∈ OK

associated if there exists a unit ε ∈ OK such that α = βε) and eligible rational
integers m, such forms are rarely equivalent. Hence, we would have many more
non-decomposable quadratic forms. That leads us to the following question:

Question. Let α, β ∈ OK be indecomposable integers such that β is not asso-
ciated with α and α′, and β 6= αγ2, α′γ2 and α 6= βγ2, β′γ2 for every γ ∈ OK .
Are totally positive forms Q1(x, y) = αx2 + 2mxy+ α′y2 and Q2(x, y) = βx2 +
2nxy + β′y2 ever equivalent?

We have weak evidence for the negative answer to the question above, as
we show that for a special family of quadratic fields, the number of binary
non-decomposable forms is large.

Proposition 5.13. Let D = m2+1 be a square-free positive integer such that m
is odd. Then the number of non-equivalent, non-decomposable binary quadratic
forms over O

Q(
√
D) is at least 1

2m(m+ 1).

Proof. We use the description of indecomposable integers via the continued
fraction of

√
D = [m, 2m] (as seen at the beginning of the section). It follows

that the representatives of all non-unit indecomposable integers can be expressed
as

αi = mi+ 1 + i
√

m2 + 1

where 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m− 1. Moreover, integers mi + 1 + i
√
m2 + 1 with i > m are

associated with integers m(2m− i) + 1− (2m− i)
√
m2 + 1. Thus, it suffices to

discuss only those with 1 ≤ i ≤ m.
To show that non-decomposable quadratic forms originating from these in-

decomposable integers are not equivalent, we apply Lemma 5.12, i.e. we prove
that αiα

′
j cannot be written as a sum of squares for any i 6= j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, i 6= j, we have

αiα
′
j =

(

mi+ 1 + i
√

m2 + 1
)(

mj + 1− j
√

m2 + 1
)

= j(m− i) +mi+ 1 + (i − j)
√

m2 + 1.

Assume that this product can be written as a sum of squares. Since i 6= j, i.e.
the coefficient of αiα

′
j before

√
m2 + 1 is non-zero, there exist a, b 6= 0 such that

αiα
′
j � (a+ b

√

m2 + 1)2 = a2 + b2(m2 + 1) + 2ab
√

m2 + 1.

Therefore, we must have

1

2
trK/Q(αiα

′
j) = j(m− i) +mi+ 1 ≥ a2 + b2(m2 + 1) ≥ m2 + 2.
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However, j(m− i) +mi+1 ≤ m(m− i) +mi+1 = m2 +1. Thus, αiα
′
j cannot

be written as a sum of squares, which implies that the corresponding quadratic
forms are always non-equivalent.

Furthermore, we have

NK/Q(αi) = i(2m− i) + 1.

It can be easily seen that
√

NK/Q(αi) > i, which produces the lower bound
1
2m(m+ 1).

Using the above, we can draw the following conclusion.

Theorem 5.14 (=Theorem 1.4). Let n ∈ N. Then there exists a square-free
integer D > 1 and d ∈ N such that there are at least n non-equivalent, non-
decomposable binary quadratic forms of determinant d in Q(

√
D).

Proof. Consider the family D = m2 + 1 with m odd. From Proposition 5.13,
we know that Qi,k(x, y) = αix

2 + 2kxy + α′
iy

2 where αi = mi+ 1 + i
√
m2 + 1,

1 ≤ i ≤ m and k2 < NK/Q(αi) form a set of non-equivalent, non-decomposable

binary quadratic forms in Q(
√
m2 + 1). We see that

det(Qi,k) = NK/Q(αi)− k2 = 2mi+ 1− i2 − k2.

Setting i = m−j, we obtainm2+1−det(Qm−j,k) = j2+k2. Therefore, we want
to choose a suitable subfamily of these fields for which m2 + 1 − det(Qi,k) can
be written as a sum of two squares in at least n different ways for some choice

of d = det(Qi,k). Let us put m = 3
∏s
i=1 p

(1)
i and d =

∏s
i=1(p

(1)
i )2 + 1 where

p
(1)
i is the i-th prime congruent to 1 modulo 4, and s ∈ N. We see that m2 + 1

is square-free for infinitely many cases of s, and m2 + 1 − d = 8
∏s
i=1(p

(1)
i )2 is

not square. Since m2 + 1 − d is divisible only by 2 and primes congruent to

1 modulo 4, Jacobi’s two-square theorem implies that there are τ(
∏s
i=1(p

(1)
i )2)

ways to write m2+1−d as a sum of two non-zero squares, where τ is the divisor

function. Clearly, τ(
∏s
i=1(p

(1)
i )2) increases with s. Thus, from some value of s,

it is greater than n.

5.3 Universal quadratic forms

We apply the results from Section 4 to certain real quadratic fields. For this,
we shall follow a technique similar to that in [KYZ23]. Specifically, for the real
quadratic number fields K, we can find δ ∈ O∨,+

K such that #U(δ) ≥ u, where u
is the largest odd coefficient of the continued fraction of the generating integer
of OK [KT23, Prop. 3.1]. Hence, we have that #RC(δ, . . . , δ) ≥ un, for n such
δs. We get the following:

Corollary 5.15. Let K = Q(
√
D), where D > 1 is a square-free natural num-

ber and u is the maximum of the odd coefficients of the continued fraction of
√
D or

√
D − 1

2
, depending on whether D ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4) or not. Then every
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n-universal totally positive definite quadratic form over OK has at least u/2
variables.

Now, we apply Theorem 4.3 to the family which we discussed in Subsec-
tion 5.2.

Theorem 5.16. Let D = m2 + 1 be a square-free positive integer such that m
is odd. Then every classical 2-universal totally positive definite quadratic form
over OK has at least 1

2

√
6m2 + 4m+ 1 variables.

Proof. Let us consider integers αi = mi+1+ i
√
m2 + 1 with 0 ≤ i ≤ 2m, where

for i = 0, 2m, we also include units. From [KT23, Proposition 3.1], there exists
a totally positive element δ of the codifferent of K, namely

δ =
1

2(m2 + 1)
(m2 + 1−m

√

m2 + 1),

such that trK/Q(αiδ) = 1 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ 2m.
Now, we apply Theorem 4.3 with δ1 = δ and δ2 = δ′. First, we can consider

quadratic forms αix
2 + α′

jy
2 for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ 2m, which belong to RC(δ, δ′).

Second, the set RC(δ, δ′) also contains forms αix
2 + 2kxy + α′

iy
2 where k ∈ N,

0 < k2 < NK/Q(αi) and 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m− 1. Note that NK/Q(αi) = NK/Q(α2m−i),

and we can use the lower bound
√

NK/Q(αi) > i for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. We can also
include quadratic forms αix

2 − 2kxy + α′
iy

2. That gives us

#R(δ, δ′) ≥ (2m+ 1)2 + 4

m−1
∑

i=1

i+ 2m = 6m2 + 4m+ 1.

5.4 Computations

In this section, we show the whole structure of non-decomposable quadratic
forms for several quadratic fields. We begin by presenting two auxiliary results.

Lemma 5.17. Let C ∈ R>0 be such that if β ∈ K+ with NK/Q(β) ≥ C, then

there exists α ∈ O+
K such that β � α. A binary quadratic form Q is decomposable

if

1. min(Q) ≤ NK/Q(det(Q))

C .

2. There exists δ ∈ O+
K such that det(Q) � δ is divisible by α ∈ Q(O2

K) such
that NK/Q(α) = min(Q).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that

Q(x, y) = αx2 + βxy + γy2,

where NK/Q(α) = min(Q), and α, β, γ ∈ OK .

If
NK/Q(det(Q))

C ≥ min(Q), then
NK/Q(det(Q))

min(Q) ≥ C, and following an argument

similar to the proof of Theorem 3.2, we can conclude that Q is decomposable.
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For the second statement, assume that δ
α ∈ OK and rewrite γ in terms of

the determinant as

Q(x, y) = αx2 + βxy +
det(Q) + β2

4

α
y2.

Then clearly Q can be decomposed as Q = Q1 +Q2 where

Q1(x, y) = αx2 + βxy +
det(Q)− δ + β2

4

α
y2.

and Q2(x, y) =
δ
αy

2. Obviously,
det(Q)−δ+ β2

4

α is an algebraic integer, and Q1 is
totally positive semi-definite since α ≻ 0 and

det(Q1) = α
det(Q)− δ + β2

4

α
− β2

4
= det(Q)− δ � 0.

Taking into account the bound C from Theorem 1.1, we can use the estimate
C ≤ ∆K +1. However, it is more convenient for us to use some sharper bound,
which would lower the number of necessary computations of our code, which
will be described in more detail later. For quadratic fields, we can apply the
following:

Lemma 5.18. Let ξ ∈ K+ where K = Q(
√
D) for D > 1 square-free. Let εD

be the fundamental unit of K, and let ε+D = εD if NK/Q(εD) = 1, and ε+D = ε2D
otherwise. Then, if NK/Q(ξ) ≥ NK/Q(1+ε

+
D), then there exists α ∈ O+

K such that

ξ � α. Moreover, let us suppose that there is γ ∈ O+
K such that γ = s1 + s2ε

+
D

for some s1, s2 ∈ [0, 1). Then, if

NK/Q(ξ) ≥ max(NK/Q
(

1 + s2ε
+
D),NK/Q(s1 + ε+D)

)

,

then there exists α ∈ O+
K such that ξ � α.

Proof. The proof of this statement is inspired by the method for the determi-
nation of indecomposable integers as described in [KT23, Section 4].

Let us consider the fundamental domain for the action of multiplication by
totally positive units in O×

K on R2,d. We know that by Shintani’s unit theorem
(see, e.g. [Neu99, Theorem (9.3)]) we can consider a polyhedric cone as this
domain, and a polyhedric cone is a finite disjoint union of simplicial cones. In
real quadratic fields, this union is covered by G = R+

0 +R+
0 ε

+
D. Therefore, there

exists a totally positive unit ε such that εξ ∈ G.
Let us take u1 + u2ε

+
D ∈ G, i.e. u1, u2 ∈ R+

0 . If u1 ≥ 1 or u2 ≥ 1, then the
element u1 + u2ε

+
D is totally greater than or equal to 1 or ε+D, which can thus

be taken as α in the statement. Therefore, it is enough to bound the norm of
elements with 0 ≤ u1, u2 < 1, which gives NK/Q(1 + ε+D) from the first part of
the lemma.

Similarly, if there is an algebraic integer γ = s1 + s2ε
+
D with s1, s2 ∈ [0, 1)

and, moreover, we have u1 ≥ s1 and u2 ≥ s2, we obtain u1 + u2ε
+
D � γ. The

norm of the remaining elements in G can then be bounded by

max
(

NK/Q(1 + s2ε
+
D),NK/Q(s1 + ε+D)

)

.
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5.4.1 Algorithm

We now describe the algorithm that is used to find all non-decomposable binary
quadratic forms for concrete quadratic fields. Of course, up to equivalences, we
get only finitely many such forms. The following lemma gives some conditions
under which two binary quadratic forms are equivalent:

Lemma 5.19. Let Q(x, y) = αx2 + βxy + γy2 ∈ OK [x, y].

1. If ε is a unit in OK , then Q is equivalent to the quadratic form αx2 +
εβxy + ε2γy2 with the determinant ε2 det(Q).

2. If ε is a unit in OK , then Q is equivalent to the quadratic form ε−2αx2 +
βxy + ε2y2 with the determinant det(Q).

This implies that it is enough to consider determinants and integers α with
NK/Q(α) = min(Q) up to multiplication by squares of units. Thus, we fix
det(Q) and α with NK/Q(α) = min(Q) and consider quadratic forms of the
form αx2+2βxy+γy2 or αx2+βxy+γy2. The next step is the possible values

of β and γ. The determinant formula requires that γ = det(Q)+β2

α for classical

forms or γ = 4 det(Q)+β2

4α for non-classical ones, with γ ∈ OK .

Remark 5.20. In the following, we put J = 1 if we consider only classical
quadratic forms, and J = 2 if we also include non-classical forms.

The following lemma gives us possible values of β.

Lemma 5.21. Let Q(
√
D) where D > 1 is square-free and J as above. Let us

put
det(Q) = d1+d2ωD

J2 , α = m1 +m2ωD and β = b1 + b2ωD
where di,mi, bi ∈ Z.

Then γ = J2 det(Q)+β2

J2α is an algebraic integer if and only if b1 and b2 are
solutions of the following modular equations:

1. if D ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4), then

m1(d1 + b21 +Db22) ≡ m2D(d2 + 2b1b2) (mod J2 min(Q)),

m2(d1 + b21 +Db22) ≡ m1(d2 + 2b1b2) (mod J2 min(Q)),

2. if D ≡ 1 (mod 4), then

(m1 +m2)

(

d1 + b21 +
D − 1

4
b22

)

≡ m2
D − 1

4
(d2 + 2b1b2 + b22) (mod J2 min(Q)),

m2

(

d1 + b21 +
D − 1

4
b22

)

≡ m1(d2 + 2b1b2 + b22) (mod J2 min(Q)).
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Proof. We will show the proof only for D ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4) and J = 1; the proof
forD ≡ 1 (mod 4) or J = 2 is analogous. Let γ = g1+g2

√
D for some g1, g2 ∈ Z.

Then det(Q) + β2 = αγ, which gives

d1 + b1 + b22D = m1g1 +m2g2D, (1)

d2 + 2b1b2 = m2g1 +m1g2. (2)

If we multiply the first equation by m1 and sum it up with the second one
multiplied by −m2D, we obtain

m1(d1 + b1 + b22D)−m2D(d2 + 2b1b2) = (m2
1 −m2

2D)g1 = min(Q)g1. (3)

From this, we see that g1 is a rational integer only if the left side of (3) is
divisible by min(Q), which gives the first part of the statement. Similarly, if we
multiply (1) by −m2 and sum it up with (2) multiplied by m1, we obtain an
analogous equation for g2, which produces the second part of the assertion.

Therefore, Lemma 5.21 gives us congruence conditions for β, and then γ is
fully determined by β. However, we still get infinitely many candidates for β.
To restrict ourselves to a finite set, we can use the following lemma:

Lemma 5.22. Let D, J , det(Q), α and β be as in Lemma 5.21. Moreover, let
β and β = b1 + b2ωD be such that they satisfy the conditions in Lemma 5.21.

Then the quadratic forms Q(x, y) = αx2+ 2
J βxy+

J2 det(Q)+β2

J2α y2 and Q(x, y) =

αx2 + 2
J βxy +

J2 det(Q)+β
2

J2α y2 are equivalent if

(m1b1 −m2Db2) ≡ (m1b1 −m2Db2) (mod J min(Q)),

(−m2b1 +m1b2) ≡ (−m2b1 +m1b2) (mod J min(Q))

for D ≡ 2, 3 (mod 4), and

(m1 +m2)(b1 − b1) ≡ m2
D − 1

4
(b2 − b2)(mod J min(Q)),

(−m2b1 +m1b2) ≡ (−m2b1 +m1b2) (mod J min(Q))

for D ≡ 1 (mod 4).

Proof. Let MQ and MQ be the Gram matrix of the quadratic forms Q and Q,
respectively. Let us consider

U =

(

1 0
β−β
Jα 1

)

.
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This matrix has a determinant of norm 1, and under assumptions of the

lemma, β−β
Jα is an algebraic integer, which can be shown similarly as in the

proof of Lemma 5.21. Then, it is easy to prove that UMQU
T = MQ, which

gives the desired conclusion.

In particular, Lemma 5.22 says that it is enough to consider only some of
the integers β that have 0 ≤ b1, b2 ≤ J min(Q)− 1.

Having a candidate non-decomposable quadratic form, we need to check
whether it is non-decomposable. In real quadratic fields, for δ ∈ O+

K , it is
relatively easy to compute all ω ∈ O+

K that are δ ≻ ω.
To simplify some steps, we used the following procedure to check if a quadratic

form αx2 + βxy + γy2 is non-decomposable:

1. For all 0 ≺ α ≺ α check whether (α−α)x2 + βxy+ γy2 is totally positive
semi-definite.

2. For all 0 ≺ γ ≺ γ check whether αx2 + βxy + (γ − γ)y2 is totally positive
semi-definite.

3. For all 0 ≺ α ≺ α, 0 ≺ γ ≺ γ and β ∈ OK such that β
2 � 4αγ check

whether (α−α)x2+(β−β)xy+(γ−γ)y2 is totally positive semi-definite.

If in Steps 1 or 2 we find a decomposition, we stop, and in this way, we
eliminate the simple cases. Step 3 is the most time-consuming, as we essentially
check all possible decompositions by brute force.

Now, we have introduced all the tools we needed to implement a code finding
all non-decomposable binary quadratic forms in concrete quadratic fields. Let
εD be the fundamental unit of Q(

√
D), and let ε+D = εD if NK/Q(εD) = 1, and

ε+D = ε2D otherwise. We mainly describe the algorithm for classical quadratic
forms; the small changes for non-classical forms are written in italics. We pro-
ceed as follows:

1. Let B be an upper bound on the norm of the determinant of a non-
decomposable quadratic form. We want to set B = γ2K,2C

2, where C is
from Theorem 1.1. We can use it if the value of γK,2 is known. Otherwise,
we use an upper bound for γK,2, i.e.

1
2∆K . For a concrete quadratic field,

the value C can be bounded using Lemma 5.18.

2. Let P be a set of representatives of all totally positive integers up to norm
B in OK , which is easily computable, say, using Mathematica. For non-
classical quadratic forms, we find all algebraic integers with norm up to

16B. Then, we work with det(Q) = d̃
4 or d̃ when suitable.

3. Set D = P if NK/Q(εD) = −1, and D = P ∪ {ωεD | ω ∈ P} otherwise.
The set D includes all possible determinants of non-decomposable binary
quadratic forms up to the equivalence given by Lemma 5.19(1). It also
includes all integers whose norm can be the minimum of non-decomposable
binary quadratic forms up to the equivalence given by Lemma 5.19(2).
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4. For all ψ ∈ D, let Mψ be the set of those elements α ∈ P for which

(a)
NK/Q(ψ)

C < NK/Q(α) ≤ γK,2
√

NK/Q(ψ); otherwise, if NK/Q(α) =
min(Q), our quadratic form is decomposable by Lemma 5.17(1), or
NK/Q(α) is not a minimum of our quadratic form,

(b) α does not divide any δ ∈ O+
K such that δ � ψ; otherwise, our

quadratic form is decomposable by Lemma 5.17(2). Note that we can
use the same procedure even if the determinant is not an algebraic
integer.

5. Then for all pairs (ψ, α) ∈ D ×Mψ, do the following:

(a) Find the set Bψ,α of all possible β ∈ OK given by Lemmas 5.21
and 5.22. When we choose a representative (b1, b2) from the congru-
ence classes given by Lemma 5.22, it is suitable to establish some cri-
teria to simplify some of the next steps. For example, choose some β

for which the trace of ψ+β
2

α is the smallest. In Lemmas 5.21 and 5.22,
we consider J = 1 for classical forms, and J = 2 for non-classical
forms.

(b) For all β ∈ Bψ,α, do the following:

i. Check if NK/Q(α) ≤ NK/Q

(

ψ+β2

α

)

. Otherwise, NK/Q(α) is not

the minimum of the corresponding quadratic form, and thus this
case is covered by some other case. For non-classical quadratic
forms, we consider γ in the corresponding form.

ii. Check non-decomposability of Q given by ψ = det(Q), α with
NK/Q(α) = min(Q) and β. For that, use the procedure described
above.

6. In the end, we obtain a finite set of representatives of non-decomposable
binary quadratic forms overO

Q(
√
D). Some of them can still be equivalent.

However, for a finite set of quadratic forms, it is not so difficult to decide
which of them are not mutually equivalent, for which we used Magma.

Our code implemented in Mathematica is available at

https://sites.google.com/view/tinkovamagdalena/codes.

Note that our code can be easily modified to provide all totally positive
definite binary quadratic forms Q (up to equivalence) with NK/Q(det(Q)) lower
than some bound. Moreover, from this set, it is not difficult to exclude all forms
such that Q = Q1 + Q2 where det(Q1) = 0 and Q2 is totally positive semi-
definite. We use it to provide some upper bounds on the number of variables of
2-universal quadratic forms.
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5.5 Results for concrete quadratic fields

Using our code, we were able to find all representatives of non-decomposable
binary quadratic forms for several quadratic fields. This was possible for fields
where we have a good upper bound on the generalised Hermite constant γK,2.
Otherwise, the number of integers and forms that need to be examined becomes
large. Computationally, dealing only with classical forms is much easier. Thus,
for general integral quadratic forms, we provide results only for Q(

√
2), Q(

√
3),

and Q(
√
5).

5.5.1 D = 2

For Q(
√
2), we know that OQ(

√
2) = Z[

√
2]. Moreover, up to multiplication by

totally positive units, we have two indecomposable integers, namely 1 of norm
1 and 2 +

√
2 of norm 2. Moreover, ε+2 = 3 + 2

√
2 and 2 +

√
2 = 1

2 + 1
2ε

+
2 .

Therefore, Lemma 5.18 gives

C ≤ NQ(
√
2)/Q

(

1

2
+ ε+2

)

= NQ(
√
2)/Q

(

1 +
1

2
ε+2

)

= 4 +
1

4
.

We also know the exact value of γQ(
√
2),2, which is 4

2
√
6−3

by the result of Baeza,

Coulangeon, Icaza, and O’Ryan [BCIO01].

Theorem 5.23. Up to equivalence, the only classical, non-decomposable quadratic
form of a non-zero determinant over Z[

√
2] is (2 +

√
2)x2 + 2xy + (2 −

√
2)y2

of determinant 1.

We can draw a similar statement for non-classical quadratic forms.

Theorem 5.24. Up to equivalence, the non-decomposable binary quadratic forms
of non-zero determinant over Z[

√
2] are

• determinant 1
2 : x

2 +
√
2xy + y2,

• determinant 3
4 : x

2 + xy + y2,

• determinant 1: (2 +
√
2)x2 + 2xy + (2−

√
2)y2,

• determinant 5+2
√
2

4 : x2 + (1 +
√
2)xy + (2 +

√
2)y2,

• determinant 5−2
√
2

4 : x2 + (1 +
√
2)xy + 2y2,

• determinant 3
2 : (2 +

√
2)x2 +

√
2xy + (2−

√
2)y2,

• determinant 7
4 : (2 +

√
2)x2 + xy + (2−

√
2)y2.

Now, we will discuss the number of variables of 2-universal quadratic forms.
We know that their minimal number is 6 in Q(

√
2), which was proved by

Sasaki [Sas06], but we can compare his result with our bounds.
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Since Q(
√
2) has only a few indecomposable integers (which is also true

for the following quadratic fields), Theorem 4.3 does not provide us with an
interesting lower bound. For the upper bound, here and later, we will repeatedly
use several tools. First, using a code, we will find all binary quadratic forms
with the norm of the determinant lower than our bound. Then, of course,
Theorem 4.1 gives us some upper bound on the minimal variables of n-universal
quadratic forms. But this value can be quite large, and we can refine it by
the consideration of decompositions of decomposable quadratic forms we have
found.

One situation that can occur is the following. Our quadratic form Q can be
expressed as Q = H1+ · · ·+Hk where Hi are non-equivalent, non-decomposable
quadratic forms. Then

∑

α∈I
α(z21,α + · · ·+ z2gOK

(2),α) +
∑

h∈I∗
2

h(xh, yh),

where I∗
n is IC

n or In, represents
∑

α∈I
α(z21,α + · · ·+ z2gOK

(2),α) +Q.

Thus, we can exclude Q from consideration when we find an upper bound on
the minimal number of variables. Similarly, if we have three quadratic forms
Q1 = H1+H2, Q2 = H3+H4 and Q3 = H5+H6 whereHi are non-decomposable
and mutually equivalent, then, clearly,

∑

α∈I
α(z21,α + · · ·+ z2gOK

(2),α) +H1 +H2

represents all of
∑

α∈I α(z
2
1,α + · · · + z2gOK

(2),α) + Q1,
∑

α∈I α(z
2
1,α + · · · +

z2gOK
(2),α) + Q2 and

∑

α∈I α(z
2
1,α + · · · + z2gOK

(2),α) + Q3. Using that, we can

also reduce the necessary number of variables. There can also occur some com-
bination of the above situations, which is not so hard to discuss.

Therefore, using a slight modification of our code, we can show that non-
decomposable quadratic forms are the only binary quadratic forms Q such
that NQ(

√
2)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2

Q(
√
2),2

(4 + 1
4 )

2 and Q 6= Q1 + Q2 for any totally

positive semi-definite binary quadratic forms such that det(Q1) = 0. More-
over, we know that g

Z[
√
2](2) = 5 in this case by the result of He and Hu

[HH22]. Then Theorem 4.2 (where we use our actual knowledge of all forms with
N

Q(
√
2)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2

Q(
√
2),2

(4+ 1
4 )

2) implies the upper bound 2 · 5+2 · 1 = 12.

We can also discuss non-classical 2-universal quadratic forms, for which the
upper bound on the number of variables is larger due to the high number of
non-decomposable, non-classical binary quadratic forms. Note that in his paper,
Sasaki [Sas06] does not consider non-classical forms. Thus, the following result
(as well as in the next subsections) is new.
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Theorem 5.25. Up to equivalence, the only non-classical binary quadratic
forms Q over Z[

√
2] with NQ(

√
2)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2

Q(
√
2),2

(4 + 1
4 )

2 such that Q 6=
Q1 +Q2 for any totally positive semi-definite binary quadratic forms such that
det(Q1) = 0, are (non-classical) non-decomposable quadratic forms and

• (3 −
√
2)x2 + (4 +

√
2)xy + (5 + 3

√
2)y2,

• (3 +
√
2)x2 + (2 + 3

√
2)xy + (4−

√
2)y2.

In particular, this gives us the upper bound 24 on the minimal number of vari-
ables of non-classical 2-universal quadratic forms over Z[

√
2].

Proof. The above forms were found computationally. Moreover, we can decom-
pose the above two forms in the following way:

• (3−
√
2)x2+(4+

√
2)xy+(5+3

√
2)y2 = (x2+(2+

√
2)xy+(3+2

√
2)y2)+

((2−
√
2)x2 +2xy+(2+

√
2)y2), where the summands have determinants

3
2 +

√
2 and 1,

• (3 +
√
2)x2 + (2 + 3

√
2)xy + (4 −

√
2)y2 = (x2 +

√
2xy + (2 −

√
2)y2) +

((2+
√
2)x2+(2+2

√
2)xy+2y2), where the summands have determinants

3
2 −

√
2 and 1.

Therefore, they both can be expressed as the sum of two non-equivalent, non-
decomposable quadratic forms. Thus, we do not need to consider them in the
upper bound on the minimal number of variables of 2-universal quadratic forms.
That leads to the bound 2 · 5 + 2 · 7 = 24.

5.5.2 D = 3

We also have OK = Z[
√
3] for K = Q(

√
3). Here, totally positive units are the

only indecomposable integers in Z[
√
3], and ε+3 = 2 +

√
3. Then, Lemma 5.18

implies C ≤ NQ(
√
3)/Q(1 + 2 +

√
3) = 6. Moreover, we know that γQ(

√
3),2 = 4

[BCIO01].

Theorem 5.26. Up to equivalence, the classical, non-decomposable binary quadratic
forms of non-zero determinant over Z[

√
3] are

• determinant 1: 2x2 + 2
√
3xy + 2y2,

• determinant 3: (3 +
√
3)x2 + 2

√
3xy + (3−

√
3)y2,

• determinant 10 + 5
√
3: (5 + 2

√
3)x2 + 6xy + (5−

√
3)y2.

Considering non-classical forms, all the above forms decompose, and we
obtain the following:

Theorem 5.27. Up to equivalence, the non-decomposable binary quadratic forms
of non-zero determinant over Z[

√
3] are

• determinant 1
4 : x

2 +
√
3xy + y2,
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• determinant 2+
√
3

2 : x2 + (1 +
√
3)xy + (2 +

√
3)y2,

• determinant 3
4 : x

2 + xy + y2, (2 +
√
3)x2 + xy + (2−

√
3)y2.

For Q(
√
3), we do not know the precise value of the minimal number of

variables of 2-universal quadratic forms. Sasaki [Sas06] proved that it is lower
bounded by 6, which is also true for all quadratic fields except for Q(

√
2) and

Q(
√
5). Therefore, the upper bound originating from Theorem 4.2 gives us a

new result in this case. Note that we use that gOK (2) ≤ 7 for all quadratic
fields K [Ica96].

Theorem 5.28. Up to equivalence, the only binary quadratic forms Q over
OQ(

√
3) with NQ(

√
3)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2

Q(
√
3),2

62 such that Q 6= Q1 + Q2 for any

totally positive semi-definite binary quadratic forms such that det(Q1) = 0,
are non-decomposable quadratic forms and (6 + 2

√
3)x2 + 2(3 + 3

√
3)xy + (6 +

2
√
3)y2. In particular, this gives us the upper bound 22 on the minimal number

of variables of 2-universal quadratic forms over Z[
√
3].

The additional quadratic (6 + 2
√
3)x2 + 2(3 + 3

√
3)xy + (6 + 2

√
3)y2 is, of

course, decomposable, but its only decomposition is as Q1 +Q2 where det(Q1)
and det(Q2) are units. So, we cannot exclude it from the consideration, which
would be possible if it could be written as a sum of two non-equivalent, non-
decomposable quadratic forms.

Now, let us look at non-classical forms.

Theorem 5.29. Up to equivalence, the only non-classical binary quadratic
forms Q over Z[

√
3] with NQ(

√
3)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2

Q(
√
3),2

62 such that Q 6= Q1+Q2

for any totally positive semi-definite binary quadratic forms such that det(Q1) =
0, are (both classical and non-classical) non-decomposable quadratic forms and

• (3 +
√
3)x2 + (3 + 3

√
3)xy + (3 +

√
3)y2,

• 2x2 +
√
3xy + (4 + 2

√
3)y2,

• 2x2 + (1 + 2
√
3)xy + (3 +

√
3)y2,

• 3x2 + 3
√
3xy + 3y2,

• (4 −
√
3)x2 + (6 + 5

√
3)xy + (16 + 9

√
3)y2,

• (4 +
√
3)x2 + (3 + 4

√
3)xy + (4 +

√
3)y2,

• (3 +
√
3)x2 + (3 +

√
3)xy + (3 +

√
3)y2,

• (9 + 5
√
3)x2 + (3 +

√
3)xy + (3−

√
3)y2,

• (7 + 3
√
3)x2 + (9 + 7

√
3)xy + (7 + 3

√
3)y2,

• (5 +
√
3)x2 + (3 + 5

√
3)xy + (5 +

√
3)y2,

• (6 + 2
√
3)x2 + 2(3 + 3

√
3)xy + (6 + 2

√
3)y2,
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Quadratic form H1 H2

x2 + 2
√
3xy + 2y2 2 0

(3 +
√
3)x2 + 2

√
3xy + (3−

√
3)y2 2 0

(5 + 2
√
3)x2 + 6xy + (5−

√
3)y2 0/2 2/1

(3 +
√
3)x2 + (3 + 3

√
3)xy + (3 +

√
3)y2 2 0

2x2 +
√
3xy + (4 + 2

√
3)y2 1 1

2x2 + (1 + 2
√
3)xy + (3 +

√
3)y2 1 1

3x2 + 3
√
3xy + 3y2 3 0

(4 −
√
3)x2 + (6 + 5

√
3)xy + (16 + 9

√
3)y2 3 0

(4 +
√
3)x2 + (3 + 4

√
3)xy + (4 +

√
3)y2 3 0

(3 +
√
3)x2 + (3 +

√
3)xy + (3 +

√
3)y2 2 0

(9 + 5
√
3)x2 + (3 +

√
3)xy + (3−

√
3)y2 2 0

(7 + 3
√
3)x2 + (9 + 7

√
3)xy + (7 + 3

√
3)y2 4 0

(5 +
√
3)x2 + (3 + 5

√
3)xy + (5 +

√
3)y2 4 0

(6 + 2
√
3)x2 + 2(3 + 3

√
3)xy + (6 + 2

√
3)y2 4 0

(8 + 3
√
3)x2 + (9 + 8

√
3)xy + (8 + 3

√
3)y2 5/1 0/2

(7 + 2
√
3)x2 + (6 + 7

√
3)xy + (7 + 2

√
3)y2 5/1 0/2

(9 + 3
√
3)x2 + (9 + 9

√
3)xy + (9 + 3

√
3)y2 6/2 0/2

Table 1: Decompositions of forms from Theorem 5.29

• (8 + 3
√
3)x2 + (9 + 8

√
3)xy + (8 + 3

√
3)y2,

• (7 + 2
√
3)x2 + (6 + 7

√
3)xy + (7 + 2

√
3)y2,

• (9 + 3
√
3)x2 + (9 + 9

√
3)xy + (9 + 3

√
3)y2.

In particular, this gives us the upper bound 30 on the minimal number of vari-
ables of non-classical 2-universal quadratic forms over Z[

√
3].

Proof. The above forms were found computationally. We shall now go into
detail about them as well as classical, non-decomposable forms. In Table 1,
we give the number of forms equivalent to H1(x, y) = x2 +

√
3xy + y2 and

H2(x, y) = x2 +(1+
√
3)xy+(2+

√
3)y2 needed to express our forms in a sum.

Note that the remaining non-classical, non-decomposable quadratic forms can
appear in decompositions, but there always exists a decomposition consisting of
forms equivalent to H1 or H2.

Therefore, the universal quadratic form

∑

α∈{1,2+
√
3}

α(z21,α + · · ·+ z27,α) +
∑

h∈I2\{H1,H2}
h(xh, yh)

+

4
∑

i=1

(x2i +
√
3xiyi + y2i ) +

2
∑

j=1

(x̃2j + (1 +
√
3)x̃j ỹj + (2 +

√
3)ỹ2j )

provides the upper bound 30.
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5.5.3 D = 5

The structure of indecomposables of the field Q(
√
5) with OK = Z

[

1+
√
5

2

]

again

consists of totally positive units. We have ε+5 = 3+
√
5

2 , giving C ≤ 5 = ∆Q(
√
5)

by Lemma 5.18. As in the previous two cases, the value of the generalised
Hermite constant was determined in [BCIO01] and is equal to 4√

5
.

Theorem 5.30. Up to equivalence, the only classical, non-decomposable binary

quadratic form of non-zero determinant over Z
[

1+
√
5

2

]

is 2x2+2xy+(3+
√
5)y2

of determinant 5 + 2
√
5.

For
√
5, the situation is similar to the case of

√
3.

Theorem 5.31. Up to equivalence, the non-decomposable binary quadratic forms

of non-zero determinant over Z

[

1+
√
5

2

]

are

• determinant 5+2
√
5

4 : x2 + xy + 3+
√
5

2 y2,

• determinant 3
4 : x

2 + xy + y2.

Regarding 2-universal quadratic forms, as for Q(
√
2), the minimal number

of their variables is 6 [Sas06]. Moreover, g
Z
[

1+
√

5
2

](2) = 5 in this case [Sas05].

Using our code, we can show that non-decomposable quadratic forms are the
only forms we need to consider in the further application of Theorem 4.2. That
provides the upper bound 7, which is close to the real value.

Now, we will study non-classical 2-universal quadratic forms.

Theorem 5.32. Up to equivalence, the only non-classical binary quadratic

forms Q over Z

[

1+
√
5

2

]

with NQ(
√
5)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2

Q(
√
5),2

52 such that Q 6=
Q1 +Q2 for any totally positive semi-definite binary quadratic forms such that
det(Q1) = 0, are all classical and non-classical, non-decomposable quadratic
forms. In particular, this gives us an upper bound 11 on the minimal number of

variables of non-classical 2-universal quadratic forms over Z

[

1+
√
5

2

]

.

Recall from Preliminaries, that the quadratic form 2x2 + 2xy + (3 +
√
5)y2

is the double of x2 + xy + 3+
√
5

2 y2, and that is its only decomposition, which
means that we cannot exclude it from the consideration.

5.5.4 D = 6

In the case of K = Q(
√
6) with OK = Z[

√
6], the representatives of indecompos-

ables are 1 and 3+
√
6 of norm 3. Moreover, ε+6 = 5+2

√
6, and 3+

√
6 = 1

2+
1
2ε

+
6 .

Lemma 5.18 thus implies C ≤ 6 + 1
4 . The value of γQ(

√
6),2 = 5 was determined

by Pohst and Wagner [PW09].

Theorem 5.33. Up to equivalence, the classical, non-decomposable quadratic
forms of non-zero determinant over Z[

√
6] are
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• determinant 1: 2x2 + 2(1 +
√
6)xy + (4 +

√
6)y2,

• determinant 5 + 2
√
6: (3 +

√
6)x2 + 2xy+ 2y2, 2x2 + 2(1 +

√
6)xy + (6 +

2
√
6)y2,

• determinant 2: (3 +
√
6)x2 + 2xy + (3−

√
6)y2,

• determinant 10 + 4
√
6: (4 +

√
6)x2 + 2

√
6xy + 4y2,

• determinant 3: (6 + 2
√
6)x2 + 6xy + (6 − 2

√
6)y2,

• determinant 15 + 6
√
6: (6 + 2

√
6)x2 + 6xy + (6−

√
6)y2,

• determinant 4: (4 +
√
6)x2 + 2

√
6xy + (4−

√
6)y2,

• determinant 5: (4+
√
6)x2 +10xy+(12− 3

√
6)y2, (32+ 13

√
6)x2 +2(3+

2
√
6)xy + (28− 11

√
6)y2,

• determinant 7 + 2
√
6: (4−

√
6)x2 + 2(1 +

√
6)xy + (8 + 3

√
6)y2,

• determinant 59 + 24
√
6: (4−

√
6)x2 + 2(1 +

√
6)xy + (42 + 17

√
6)y2,

• determinant 7− 2
√
6: (4 +

√
6)x2 + 10xy + (14− 4

√
6)y2,

• determinant 11 + 4
√
6: (4 +

√
6)x2 + 10xy + (12− 2

√
6)y2.

Now, we will look at the upper bound on the minimal number of variables
of 2-universal quadratic forms over Z[

√
6].

Theorem 5.34. Up to equivalence, the only binary quadratic forms Q over
Z[
√
6] with NQ(

√
6)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2

Q(
√
6),2

(6+ 1
4 )

2 such that Q 6= Q1+Q2 for any

totally positive semi-definite binary quadratic forms such that det(Q1) = 0, are
non-decomposable quadratic forms,

• (6 +
√
6)x2 + 4

√
6xy + (6−

√
6)y2,

• (5 +
√
6)x2 + 2(3 + 2

√
6)xy + (7 + 2

√
6)y2,

• (11 + 4
√
6)x2 + 4xy + (6 +

√
6)y2,

• (5 −
√
6)x2 + 4

√
6xy + (11 + 3

√
6)y2,

• (5 +
√
6)x2 + 4

√
6xy + (11− 3

√
6)y2,

• (8 + 2
√
6)x2 + 2(2 + 3

√
6)xy + (12 +

√
6)y2,

• (12 + 4
√
6)x2 + 2(4 + 3

√
6)xy + (8 +

√
6)y2,

• (8 − 2
√
6)x2 + 2(6 +

√
6)xy + (16 + 6

√
6)y2,

• (8 + 2
√
6)x2 + 2(2 + 3

√
6)xy + (12− 2

√
6)y2,

• (10 + 3
√
6)x2 + 2(3 + 3

√
6)xy + (10 +

√
6)y2.
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In particular, this gives us the upper bound 58 on the minimal number of vari-
ables of 2-universal quadratic forms over Z[

√
6].

Proof. The above forms were found computationally. If Q(x, y) = (6+
√
6)x2+

4
√
6xy + (6−

√
6)y2, its only decomposition is as

Q(x, y) = (2x2+2(−1+
√
6)xy+(4−

√
6)y2)+((4+

√
6)x2+2(1+

√
6)xy+2y2).

Both forms in the sum have a determinant 1, so they are equivalent, and we
cannot exclude Q from the sum.

On the other hand, in all the other cases, there exists a decomposition to a
sum of two non-equivalent, non-decomposable quadratic forms. Thus, there is
no need to consider these forms. In particular,

• (5 +
√
6)x2 + 2(3 + 2

√
6)xy + (7 + 2

√
6)y2 = (2x2 + 2(1 +

√
6)xy + (4 +√

6)y2) + ((3+
√
6)x2 +2(2+

√
6)xy+ (3+

√
6)y2) of determinants 1 and

5 + 2
√
6,

• (11 + 4
√
6)x2 + 4xy + (6 +

√
6)y2 = ((3 +

√
6)x2 + 2xy + 2y2) + ((8 +

3
√
6)x2 + 2xy + (4 +

√
6)y2) of determinants 5 + 2

√
6 and (5 + 2

√
6)2,

• (5−
√
6)x2+4

√
6xy+(11+3

√
6)y2 = (2x2+2(1+

√
6)xy+(6+2

√
6)y2)+

((3−
√
6)x2 + 2(−1 +

√
6)xy + (5 +

√
6)y2) of determinants 5 + 2

√
6 and

2,

• (5 +
√
6)x2 + 4

√
6xy + (11− 3

√
6)y2 is similar to the previous one,

• (8+2
√
6)x2+2(2+3

√
6)xy+(12+

√
6)y2 = (2x2+2(−1+

√
6)xy+6y2)+

((6 + 2
√
6)x2 + 2(3 + 2

√
6)xy + (6 +

√
6)y2) of determinants 5 + 2

√
6 and

3(5 + 2
√
6),

• (12+4
√
6)x2+2(4+3

√
6)xy+(8+

√
6)y2 = ((6+2

√
6)x2+2(1+

√
6)xy+

2y2)+((6+2
√
6)x2+2(3+2

√
6)xy+(6+

√
6)y2) of determinants 5+2

√
6

and 3(5 + 2
√
6),

• (8− 2
√
6)x2 + 2(6+

√
6)xy+ (16+ 6

√
6)y2 = (2x2 + 2(3+

√
6)xy+ (10+

4
√
6)y2) + ((6 − 2

√
6)x2 + 6xy + (6 + 2

√
6)y2) of determinants 5 + 2

√
6

and 3,

• (8+2
√
6)x2+2(2+3

√
6)xy+(12− 2

√
6)y2 = (2x2+2(−1+

√
6)xy+(6−

2
√
6)y2) + ((6 + 2

√
6)x2 + 2(3 + 2

√
6)xy + 6y2) of determinants 5 − 2

√
6

and 3,

• (10 + 3
√
6)x2 + 2(3 + 3

√
6)xy + (10 +

√
6)y2 = (2x2 + 2(−1 +

√
6)xy +

6y2)+((8+3
√
6)x2+2(4+2

√
6)xy+(4+

√
6)y2) of determinants 5+2

√
6

and 2(5 + 2
√
6).

That gives us the upper bound 58.
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5.5.5 D = 21

For K = Q(
√
21) having OK = Z

[

1+
√
21

2

]

, only totally positive units are inde-

composable. The fact that ε+21 = 5+
√
21

2 gives C ≤ 7. Moreover, γQ(
√
21),2 = 16

3

[PW09].

Theorem 5.35. Up to equivalence, the classical, non-decomposable binary quadratic

forms of non-zero determinant over Z

[

1+
√
21

2

]

are

• determinant 5+
√
21

2 : 2x2 + (3 +
√
21)xy + (5 +

√
21)y2,

• determinant 5 +
√
21: 3x2 + 2(1 +

√
21)xy + (9 +

√
21)y2,

• determinant 14+3
√
21: 2x2+2xy+ 15+3

√
21

2 y2, (5+
√
21)x2 +2xy+3y2,

• determinant 133+29
√
21

2 : 2x2+(3+
√
21)xy+(37+8

√
21)y2, (5+

√
21)x2+

(3 +
√
21)xy + 17+3

√
21

2 y2,

• determinant 3: 4x2 + 2(2 +
√
21)xy + (7 +

√
21)y2,

• determinant 15+3
√
21

2 : 33+7
√
21

2 x2 + (9 + 3
√
21)xy + (9−

√
21)y2,

• determinant 5: 33+7
√
21

2 x2+2(4+
√
21)xy+(7−

√
21)y2, (78+17

√
21)x2+

2(4 +
√
21)xy + (28− 6

√
21)y2,

• determinant 6: (19 + 4
√
21)x2 + (7 + 3

√
21)xy + 29−5

√
21

2 y2.

For 2-universal quadratic forms, this situation is very similar to the field
Q(

√
3).

Theorem 5.36. Up to equivalence, the only binary quadratic forms Q over

Z

[

1+
√
21

2

]

with NQ(
√
21)/Q(det(Q)) < γ2K,27

2 such that Q 6= Q1 + Q2 for any

totally positive semi-definite binary quadratic forms such that det(Q1) = 0, are
non-decomposable quadratic forms, (28+6

√
21)x2 +14xy+(56− 12

√
21)y2 and

(9 −
√
21)x2 + 12xy + (12 + 2

√
21)y2. In particular, this gives us the upper

bound 40 on the minimal number of variables of 2-universal quadratic forms

over Z

[

1+
√
21

2

]

.

Since (28+ 6
√
21)x2 +14xy+(56− 12

√
21)y2 can decompose only as a sum

of two forms with unit determinant, and the only possible decompositions of
(9 −

√
21)x2 + 12xy + (12 + 2

√
21)y2 are as a sum of two equivalent forms, we

cannot exclude them.
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