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SIMULTANEOUS APPROXIMATION BY CONJUGATE ALGEBRAIC
NUMBERS IN FIELDS OF TRANSCENDENCE DEGREE ONE

DAMIEN ROY

ABSTRACT. We present a general result of simultaneous approximation to several transcen-
dental real, complex or p-adic numbers &1, ..., & by conjugate algebraic numbers of bounded
degree over QQ, provided that the given transcendental numbers &1, ..., & generate over Q a
field of transcendence degree one. We provide sharper estimates for example when &1, ..., &
form an arithmetic progression with non-zero algebraic difference, or a geometric progression
with non-zero algebraic ratio different from a root of unity. In this case, we also obtain by
duality a version of Gel’fond’s transcendence criterion expressed in terms of polynomials of
bounded degree taking small values at i, ..., &.

1. INTRODUCTION

The basic problem of approximation to real numbers by algebraic numbers of bounded
degree has attracted much attention since the pioneer work [I7] of E. Wirsing in 1961. In
their seminal paper [6] of 1969, H. Davenport and W. M. Schmidt proposed an innovative
approach based on geometry of numbers which allowed them to deal with approximation by
algebraic integers. Recently, Y. Bugeaud and O. Teulié observed that it can also be used to
treat approximation by algebraic integers of a fixed degree [I]. The sharpest result in this
direction is due to M. Laurent [, Cor.]. Simplifying slightly, it shows that, for each integer
n > 2 and each real number ¢ which is not algebraic over Q of degree at most n/2, there
are infinitely many algebraic integers o of degree n over Q which satisfy |¢ — o] < H(a)™/2,
where the height H(a) of « is defined as the largest absolute value of the coefficients of the
irreducible polynomial of av over Z. Similar estimates valid for a p-adic number £ € Q, are
also known [ITJ, [16].

The present work deals with the problem of simultaneous approximation to several num-
bers by conjugate algebraic numbers. Naive heuristic arguments based on Dirichlet box
principle suggest that, for each integer ¢ > 1 and each choice of transcendental real numbers
&1, ..., &, there exist constants ng > 1 and ¢ > 0 with the property that, for each integer
n > ng, there are infinitely many algebraic numbers a of degree n over QQ which admit
distinct real conjugates oy, ..., qp with |§ — a;| < H(a)™" for i = 1,...,n. For t = 1, this
heuristic statement is true, by the above, with ng =2 and ¢ = 1/2. When & = --- =&, it is
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also true with ng = 4¢ + 1 and any choice of ¢ with ¢ < 1/(4¢?) by [T4, Thm. A]. In general
however it is false and the best that one can hope is an exponent of approximation of the
form cn'/t instead of cn (see [I4, Prop. 10.2]). Our main goal here is to show that the above
heuristic statement is true under the restriction that &, ... & belong to a field of transcen-
dence degree one over Q. Corresponding values that we find for ny and ¢ are ng = 4Dt?
and ¢ = 1/(4Dt3) where D denotes the degree of an algebraic curve of C' defined over Q
and passing through the point (&3,...,&). Although we don’t know if ¢ really requires such
dependence in D and ¢, we can improve its value to ¢ = 1/(4Dt?) when &y, . .., & are distinct.
When they further satisfy a recurrence relation of the form &,y = a&;+bfori=1,...,t—1,
for some a,b € Q with a # 0, —1 and (a,b) # (1,0), we can even take ng = 4t and ¢ = 1/(4t).

As a bi-product of this work, we obtain a version of Gel’fond’s transcendence criterion
expressed in terms of polynomials of bounded degree taking small values on a fixed sequence
of points in arithmetic progression with rational difference or in geometric progression with
rational ratio. This new criterion was our original motivation in writing the present paper,
and we hope to extend its scope in future work.

In the next section, we state our main results in the more general setting of the previous
joint work [I4] with M. Waldschmidt. This means that, in order to cover at once the case
of approximation to real, complex or p-adic numbers, we replace the field QQ with a number
field K, and the field R with the completion of K at some place w. Our strategy for proving
these results follows that of [I4] and is again based on the general method of Davenport and
Schmidt [6]. It is briefly described in the next section.

2. MAIN RESULTS AND NOTATION

Throughout this paper, we fix an algebraic extension K of Q, a non-trivial place w of K,
and an algebraic closure K of K. We denote by d the degree [K : Q] of K over Q, by M the
set of all non-trivial places of K and by M, the subset of M consisting of all Archimedean
places of K. For each v € M, we denote by K, the completion of K at v, and by d,, the local
degree [K, : Q,] where Q, stands for the topological closure of Q in K,. We also normalize
the absolute value | |, of K, by asking that, if v is above a prime number p of Q, we have
Ipl, = p~%/¢ and that, if v is an Archimedean place, we have ||, = |z|%/? for any = € Q.
With this convention, the product formula reads [], .., |al, = 1 for each a € K*, where K*
stands for the multiplicative group of K.

In order to state our main results of approximation, we also precise the following notions.
As in the introduction, we define the height H(«) of an algebraic number « to be the largest
absolute value of the coefficients of the irreducible polynomial of o over Z. The rank of a
prime ideal p of K[z1,. .., x;] is the largest integer r > 0 for which there is a strictly increasing
chain of r + 1 prime ideals in K[zy,...,z;| ending with p, and its degree is defined to be
the degree of the corresponding homogeneous prime ideal of K|xg, z1,...,2;]. In geometrical
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terms, if V' denotes the set of zeros of p in K*, then the rank of p is t —dim (V') and its degree

is the degree of the Zariski closure of V' in P!(K).

Theorem 2.1. Letn andt be positive integers, and let &, . .., & be elements of K., for which

the field K (&, ...,&) has transcendence degree at most one over K. Let s be the number of

distinct points among &1, ..., &, let m be the largest integer for which the sequence &1, ...,&

contains a point £ repeated m times, let p be a prime ideal of K[z, ..., 2 of rank t — 1

whose elements all vanish at (&1, ...,&), and let D be the degree of p. Assume that
n>4Dst and [K(&): K] > Dit (1<i<t).

Then, there are infinitely many algebraic numbers o € K which, over K, have degree n and

admit distinct conjugates aq, ..., o in K, satisfying
P —n/(4dDmst).
(1) max |& — ail, < H(a)
In the case where & = -+ = &, we have s = 1 and m = t, and, as the point (§,...,&)

lies on a rational line, we can take D = 1. Then the above result becomes essentially [14],
Thm. A]. In this case, [T4, Prop. 10.1] shows that the exponent of approximation n/(4dt?)
in () is best possible up to the numerical factor 1/4.

In the case where &, ..., & are distinct elements of K, which all belong to K + K&, we
can take D = m = 1 and s = t, and then the exponent of approximation in (Z1I) again
becomes n/(4dt?). The following result provides a special case where the factor ¢? in the
denominator can be replaced by t.

Theorem 2.2. Let n and t be positive integers, and let &1, ...,& be elements of K., which,
for some polynomial A(T) of K[T| of degree one, satisfy the recurrence relation £+ = A(&;)
fori=1,...,t—1. Assume moreover that AY(T) # T fori=1,...,n, where A® denotes the
i-th iterate of A, and that

n>4t and [K(&):K|>

n
Then, there are infinitely many algebraic numbers o € K which, over K, have degree n and
admit distinct conjugates aq, ..., o in K, satisfying

ol < —n/(4dt)
g%m @ilw < H(e) :

Our last main result is the following version of Gel’fond’s transcendence criterion where, for
a place v € M and a polynomial Q@ =" ,a,T" € K,[T], we define ||Q|, = maxo<i<n |a;o-

Theorem 2.3. Letn andt be positive integers withn > 4t, and let &y, ..., €,1q be elements of
K.,,. Suppose that there exists a non-zero element~y of K such that either we have §;11 = y+¢&;
fori = 1,...,n (additive case), or we have &1 = Y& fori = 1,....,n and v # 1 for
i =1,...,2n (multiplicative case). Assume moreover that, for each sufficiently large real
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number Y, there exists a non-zero polynomial QQ € K[T] of degree at most n which satisfies
|1Q|l, <1 for each place v of K distinct from w and also

< N < Yy -t/ (1-at).
) Qlu <Y end | max Q) <V
Then, &1, ..., Env1 are algebraic over K of degree strictly less than n/t.

Note that the above statement is false if we replace the exponent (4t)/(n+ 1 — 4t) in (2l
by any exponent smaller than ¢/(n + 1 — ¢) because Dirichlet box principle shows that the
hypotheses then become satisfied for any choice of &;,...,& € K, (see [14, §3]).

Outline of the proof. For the problem of approximation, instead of looking for just one
polynomial of K[T'] of degree at most n taking small values at the given numbers &, ..., &,
we follow the idea of Davenport and Schmidt in [6] and look for n + 1 linearly independent
polynomials with this property. Then, it is easy to build out of them an irreducible poly-
nomial of K[T] of degree n taking small values at i, ..., & while some of its derivative at
the same points are large, so that the new polynomial has distinct roots aq, ..., a; which
are respectively close to &, ...,&, as required. The precise estimates needed for this are
established in 41

Let E, denote the K-vector space of polynomials of K[T] of degree at most n, and let
g: B, x EX — K be a non-degenerate K-bilinear form, where E? is any fixed K-vector
space with the same dimension n + 1 as E,. In order to produce families of n + 1 linearly
independent polynomials in £, as wanted, we use adelic geometry of numbers, asking that
the last minimum of certain adelic convex bodies attached to FE, is at most one. This is
equivalent to asking that slight dilations of their dual convex bodies, attached to E?, have
their first minimum greater than one or, more simply, that they contains no non-zero element
of E*. Precise definitions and relevant results are given in §3

For the approximation results, the choice of the non-degenerate bilinear form is irrelevant,
and we use a standard bilinear form ¢: F, x K" — K. Then, there is no useful interpreta-
tion for the elements of the dual convex bodies in K"*!. However, when the points &, ..., &
form an arithmetic progression with non-zero difference in K or a geometric progression
with non-torsion ratio in K*, we construct in §8 special “translation-invariant” bilinear
forms ¢g: F, x E,, — K for which the dual convex bodies have the same form as the original
ones except that the points &1, ..., & are replaced by the next n+ 1 —t points &1, ..., &1
in the corresponding arithmetic or geometric progression. Showing that the dual convex
bodies contain no non-zero element of F,, for arbitrarily large values of the parameters then
translates into a version of Gel’fond’s criterion in degree n which is Theorem above. The
reader not interested in this criterion may skip §8l while the reader only interested in it may
skip @ The difficulty of finding appropriate bilinear form for other choices of points appears
to be an obstacle for extending the criterion to more general situations.
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In g8 we apply the above mentioned principles to reduce the proof of our main results to
the statement that a certain sequence of adelic convex bodies indexed by a real parameter
X > 1 contains no non-zero element of K™*! for arbitrarily large values of X. The proof of
the latter proceeds by contradiction. It is done by extending the arguments of [I4, §56-8]
to the present more general context. The goal, like in [6], is to replace the sequence of
convex bodies by a sequence of polynomials taking small values at one fixed point and then
to derive a contradiction using an appropriate version of Gel’fond’s criterion. Here we use
a version of Gel’fond’s criterion for algebraic curves extending both [I4, Thm. 4.2] and [6),
Thm. 2b], which we prove in an appendix. We apply it to the point (£3,...,&) and to an
algebraic curve containing that point. The polynomials that we need are constructed in §,
and estimates for their degree and height are obtained indirectly using auxiliary polynomials
in @ The proof is completed in §9

Additional notation. In the sequel, we use the same notions of heights as in [I4, §2].

(i) At each place v € M, we define the norm of an element x = (z1,...,2,) of K" as its
maximum norm ||x||, = maxj<;<p |%i|,. Accordingly, we define the height of a point x € K™
by H(x) = [T, ]

(ii) We denote by E,, the vector space over K consisting of all polynomials P of K[T] with
degree at most n. We define the height H(P) of a polynomial P € E, as the height of its
vector of coefficients in K™*!. Using the notation introduced just before the statement of
Theorem L3, this is also given by H(P) = [[,cuq | Pllo- In view of our notion of height of
algebraic numbers, we also note that, if & € K has degree at most n over K and if P € E,
is the irreducible polynomial of o in K[T], then we have H(a) < cH(P)? with a constant
¢ > 0 depending only on n and d (see [14, §2]).

(iii) Given a place v € M, an integer m with 1 < m < n, and an m X n matrix M with
coefficients in K,, we define || M]||, as the largest absolute value of the minors of order m of
M. When M has coefficients in K, we define its height by H(M) =[], o\ [|M]]o-

(iv) The height of a subspace V of E,, of dimension m > 1 is defined as the height of any
m X (n+ 1) matrix M whose rows are the vectors of coefficients of a basis of V' over K. In
particular, if P is a non-zero element of F,,_,,.1 for some integer m > 1, andif V = P-E,, 4
is the subspace of E,, consisting of all products PQ with @ € E,,_1, then Proposition 5.2 of
[T4] gives c™*H(P)™ < H(V) < cH(P)™ with a constant ¢ > 0 which depends only on n.

3. ADELIC GEOMETRY OF NUMBERS

Let E be a vector space over K of finite dimension m > 1 (in practice, this will be the
space E, of polynomials of K|[T] of degree at most n). For each place v of K, we put
E, = K,®k E. We also put Ey = Ky ® E, where K, denotes the adele ring of K (see §14
of H]). We define on these spaces the natural topology for which any K-linear isomorphism
Y: E— K™ extends by linearity to a K,-linear homeomorphism ,: F, — K" for each
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v € M, and to a Kj-linear homeomorphism v, : Ey — K}'. We identify E as a sub-K-
vector space of each of these spaces under the natural embeddings ' <— FE, and E — Ej
mapping a point P of E to 1 ® P. Then, F, is a locally compact abelian group and FE is a
discrete subgroup of Ey with compact quotient Ey/E. We equip E, with the unique Haar
measure, denoted Vol, for which the quotient E,/E has measure 1.

As K is a topological subring of [ [, ., K., we may also view Ej as a topological subspace
of [T,ers Eo- We define a convex body of Ej (or simply of E) to be a compact neighborhood of
0 in E of the form C =[] ., C, where, for each v € M, each P,Q € C, and each a,b € K,,
we have aP 4 bQ) € C, provided that |al, 4 |b], < 1 if v € M, or that max{|al,, |b[,} <1
if v ¢ M. Given a K-linear isomorphism v¢: E — K™, this is equivalent to asking that
¥a(C) is a product ], ., Ky where K, is, in the usual sense, a convex body of K" when v
is Archimedean, and a free sub-O,-module of K" of rank m otherwise, with K, = OJ" for
all but finitely many ultrametric places v, where O, denotes the ring of integers of K.

For a convex body C =[], ., Co of E and an idele p = (p,)verm € K of K, we denote by
pC the product ], .., pCy. This is again a convex body of E. For a positive real number
A, we also define A\C to be the product [, .., p,Co where p, = 1 for each v € M\ M
and where p, = A for each v € M, (using the natural topological embedding of R into K,
extending the inclusion of Q into K). Finally, for ¢ = 1,...,m, we define the i-th minimum
of C, denoted X;(C), to be the smallest real number A > 0 such that A\C contains at least i
linearly independent elements of E over K.

It follows from the above that, if E’ is another vector space of dimension m over K and if
¢: E — E'is a K-linear isomorphism, then the K,-linear map ¢, : Fy — E which extends
» maps any convex body C of E to a convex body C’ of E’ with the same volume and the
same successive minima.

In this context, the adelic version of Minkowski’s second convex body theorem proved
independently by McFeat [I0]] and by Bombieri and Vaaler [3, Thm. 3| reads as follow.

Proposition 3.1. Let C be an adelic convex body of E and let A, . .., \,, denote its successive
minima. Then, we have (A1 - -+ \,,)4Vol(C) < 2m4,

We will also need the following version of Mahler’s duality principle.

Proposition 3.2. Let E* be another vector space over K of dimensionm, let g: EXE* — K
be a non-degenerate K -bilinear form, and let C be an adelic convex body of E. For each place
v of K, define

CI={y € E}; |g(x,y)|, <1 for each z € C,},
where g,: E, x By — K, denotes the I,-bilinear form which extends g. Then, C9 =[], ., CJ
s an adelic convex body of E*. Moreover, if A1, ..., A\, denote the successive minima of C
and X, ..., N9, those of C?, then we have 1 < NA) ., < ¢ fori=1,...,m with a constant

c1 > 1 depending only on K and m.
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We refer to C9 as the dual of C with respect to g.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.1 (ii) and Theorem 3.7 of [2], in the case where £ = E* =
K™ and where g is the usual bilinear form 6: K™ x K™ — K given by 0(x,y) = > 1", 2y
for each x = (21,...,2,,) and each y = (y1,...,ym) in K™ (see also Theorem 1 of [5] for
the case K = Q). To deduce the general case, choose K-linear isomorphisms ¢: £ — K™
and *: E* — K™ satisfying g(P, Q) = 0(¢(P),v*(Q)) for each (P,Q) € E x E*. Put
K = [Toer ¥o(Cy) and K =TT, ¢i(Cs). Then, K% is the dual of K with respect to ¢
and so, by Lemma 3.1 of [2], K? is a convex body of K™ which in turn implies that CY is
a convex body of E*. Moreover, the successive minima of K and K? being respectively the
same as those of C and C9, Theorem 3.7 of [2] gives 1 < M), < ¢ fori=1,...,m with

an explicit constant ¢; = ¢y (K, m). UJ

Remark. With the notation of Proposition B2, if a point P € E belongs to the interior of C
and if Q € E* belongs to CY, then the element g(P, Q) of K satisfies |g(P, Q)|, < 1 for each
v € My and |g(P,Q)], <1 for each v € M\ M. This gives [[,cr(|9(P, Q)]s < 1 and so
g(P,Q) = 0 by virtue of the product formula.

We also recall the statement of the strong approximation theorem (see [9, Thm. 3, p. 440]
or [, §15]).

Lemma 3.3. There exists a constant co > 0 depending only on K with the following property.
Let S be a finite set of places of K and, for each v € S, let 0, be an element of K, and let
€, be a positive real number. Assume that HUGS €, > co. Then, there exists an element a of
K satisfying la — 0,|, < €, for eachv € S, and |a|, <1 for each v € M\ S.

As a first application, we note the following simple consequence.

Proposition 3.4. Let C = [],.,Cy be an adelic convex body of E, and let p = (py)verm €
K be anidele of K. Define the content of p to be c(p) = [[,cpq |Polo- Then, fori=1,...,m,
we have c; " \(C) < c(p)Xi(pC) < ex\i(C).

Proof. Fix an index ¢ with 1 < ¢ < m and put A = X\;(C), so that AC contains i linearly
independent elements Py, ..., P; of E. Choose also a real number ¢ with ¢ > coc(p)™!, and an
ultrametric place u of K with |p,|, = 1. Then, by Lemma B3 there exists an element a of
K satisfying |al, < c¢®/4|p,], for each v € My, |al, < |pul, for each v ¢ Mo, U{u}, and also
la—1], < 1. The last condition |a — 1|, < 1 implies that a is non-zero and gives |a|, < |pylu-
Then aP;,...,aP; are linearly independent elements of £ which belong to aAC, C cAp,C,
for each v € M, and belong to aC, C p,C, for each v ¢ M., showing that \;(pC) < cA.
By virtue of the choice of ¢, this proves that c(p)\;(pC) < c2A;(C). The lower bound for
c(p)\i(pC) follows from this inequality by applying it to the pair pC and p~' instead of C
and p, upon noting that c(p™) = c(p)~L. O



8 DAMIEN ROY

The last proposition formalizes the construction of Davenport and Schmidt in [6, §2].

Proposition 3.5. Let C =[], Cov be an adelic convex body of E, and let S be a finite set of
places of K. For eachv € S, choose P, € E, and p, € K, satisfying [ [,cs |pvlv = comAn(C).

Then, there exists an element P of E, satisfying P — P, € p,C, for each v € S, and P € C,
for each v e M\ S.

Proof. Defining P, = 0 and p, = 1 for each Archimedean place v of K not in S, we may
assume, without loss of generality, that M, C S. Put A = \,,(C). By definition, the convex
body AC contains a basis {P, ..., P,} of E over K. For each place v € S, this basis is also
a basis of E, over K, and so we can write

Pvzel,vpl_l'"'_l'em,vpm

with 6y ,,...0,, € K,. Define ¢, = |p,|, for each v € S\ M, and ¢, = (mA\) =%/ p, |,
for each v € M. Since we have ], .o
an element a; of K satistying |a;|, < 1 for any v € M\ S, and |a; — 6;,|, < €, for any

€, > ¢y, Lemma provides, for i = 1,...,m,

v € §. We claim that the polynomial P = a1 P, + - - - + a,,, P, has all the required properties.
First of all, for each v € M, and for i = 1,...,m, we have |a; — 0;,], < |(mA)~'p,|, and
P, € XC,, so that all products (a; — 6;,)P; belong to m™!p,C, and their sum P — P, belongs
to pyCy. For each v € S\ M, we have instead |a; — 64|, < |pv]|v and P; € C, for each i,
so that p,C, contains all products (a; — 6;,)F; and also their sum P — P,. Finally, for each
of the remaining ultrametric places v € M\ S, we have a;P; € a,C, C C, for each i, and so
Pec,. Ol

4. APPROXIMATION

Let n and ¢ be integers with 1 < ¢ < n, and let (§,...,&) be a point of K’. We denote
by n1,...,ns the distinct elements of the sequence ({1, ...,&;) and, for each i = 1,... s, we
denote by m; the number of times that 7; appears in this sequence. The constants c3, ¢y, . . .
that appear below, as well as the implied constants in the symbols < and > depend only
on K, w and the above quantities.

As mentioned in §], we denote by F,, the vector space over K consisting of all polynomials
of K[T'] of degree < n. Then, for each v € M, the K,-vector space E, , = K,®; E,, identifies
itself with the space of polynomials of K,[T] of degree < n. For each pair of real numbers
X,Y > 1, we define C(X,Y) to be the convex body of E, whose component C,(X,Y) at
each place v € M distinct from w consists of all polynomials P of E,,,, with ||P|, < 1, and
whose component C,(X,Y’) at w consists of all polynomials P of E,, ,, with

(3) |Pllo <X and max( max |P(j)(77i)|w) <Y1

1<i<s \ 0<j<m;
where PU) stands for the j-th derivative of P. Our goal in this section is to prove the
following result of approximation which in a sense extends Lemma 9.1 of [I4].
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Proposition 4.1. Let X, Y be real numbers with X,Y > 1 and let A denote the (n + 1)-th
minimum of the conver body C(X,Y) of E,. Then there exists an irreducible polynomial

P € K|[T| of degree n and height at most csAX which, for i =1,... s, admits at least m;
roots in the closed disk of K,, of radius c4(XY)_1/mi centered at n;, without vanishing at n;.

Proof. Choose a finite place v of K with u # w, and a uniformizing parameter = € O, for
u. Define P, = T + 7 and p, = m2. By Proposition B, there is a constant c5 > 0 such that,
for any choice of P, € E, ,, and p, € K, with |p,|, > csA, there is a polynomial P € E,
which satisfies P € C,(X,Y) for each v € M\ {u,w}, and P — P, € p,C,(X,Y) for each
v € {u,w}. The condition at u reads

1P = (1" + )]l < |7f3
By virtue of Eisenstein’s criterion, it implies that such a polynomial P is irreducible over

K, and so is irreducible over K. It also gives ||P||, < 1. Since, for each v ¢ {u,w}, the
condition P € C,(X,Y") means || P||, < 1, we deduce that

(4) H(P) < ||Pll-
Choose p, to be an element of K, of smallest norm with |p,|, > csA. Then, we have
|pwlw < A, and the last condition P — P,, € p,Cy(X,Y) leads to
|P — Pyllw < AX,
©) (P = P) V()] < AY! (1<i<s, 0<j<my).
We look for a polynomial P, of the form
T)=a][1I(T —nm—i=)
i=1 j=1
with a, z1,...,2s € K, \ {0}. To choose the latter parameters, we note that there exists a
constant cg with 0 < ¢g < (n!)~! such that any polynomial Q € E,, ,, which satisfies

|e@) -l -5 <

~

for some integer ¢ with 1 < ¢ < n admits at least ¢ distinct roots of norm at most |¢|, + 1
in K. Putting
oi = az]" [[(ni =)™ (1<i<s),
ki
where the product extends to all integers k = 1,...,s with k£ # ¢, we find

- 2T — gz - ‘
Uz_lpw(ZZT—FT]Z)—H (HH( _]k)—l)H(T—])
j=1 ki j=1 i = Tk =1
so that
1 ' .
(6) o7 Pu ) = T = )| < e max Jal

J=1
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for some constant ¢; > 1. We now fix zq,..., z, € K, of maximal absolute value with
¢ _ .
12 < —(XY)"V™ (1<i<s).
207

Then the right hand side of (@) is bounded above by ¢s/2 and using the hypotheses (B) on
P we find, for each i =1,...,s,

mg

_ . G _
lor PG +0) =TI = 9| <5+ 1l IPGT + ) = PulaT +m5)
j=1
(7) _ 6 Lop_ PO [s1
D) + |0l orggagxn j!(P Py)Y () w|ZZ|w

IA

% +eghalzlX,
with a constant cg > 0. Finally, we fix a € K, of minimal absolute value with
2c
lalp > 220X,
&}

Then the left hand side of () is at most ¢g and accordingly the polynomial P admits at
least m; distinct roots in the ball of K,, of radius (|m;|, + 1)|zi|. centered at n;. Moreover,
substituting 7 = 0 in (@) provides |o; *P(n;) & my!lw < ¢6 < |millw, and so we must have
P(n;) # 0. The choice of a also gives || Pyl < AX. Combining this with [{]) and (), we
deduce that H(P) < AX. Thus P has all the required properties. O

5. INVARIANT BILINEAR FORMS

Assume that the points &1, ..., & introduced in the previous section §d come from a se-
quence &1, ..., &1 of n+1 distinet elements of K, which is either an arithmetic progression
with difference v € K* (the additive case), or a geometric progression with ratio v € K*
satisfying & # 0 and v* # 1 for ¢ = 1,...,2n (the multiplicative case).

Then, for each pair of real numbers X,Y > 1, the convex body C(X,Y) of E,, introduced
in the previous section is the product ] ., Co(X,Y) where

(8) CalX,Y) = {P € By [Pl < X and max [P(€)] < Y},

and where, for v # w, the component C,(X,Y") consists of all polynomials P of E, , with
| P|l, < 1. Similarly, we define another convex body C(X,Y) = [[,c 1, Co(X,Y) by putting

_ B ' | .
(9) Co(X,Y) ={Q € Enw; [|Qllo <Y and t+11£%}i+1 1P(&)]w < X7}

and C,(X,Y) = C,(X,Y) for every v # w. Our goal is to show that these convex bodies
C(X,Y) and C(X,Y) are essentially dual to each other with respect to the bilinear form g

constructed by the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let v € K* be as above (withv* # 1 fori=1,...,2n in the multiplicative
case). For each integer i > 0, we define ; = iv in the additive case, and v; = ' in the
multiplicative case. For each x € K, we also denote by 7,: E, — E, the linear map given by
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7.(P(T)) = P(x + T) in the additive case, and by 7,.(P(T)) = P(xT) in the multiplicative
case. Then, in each case, there exist elements g;; of K for 0 < i < j < n such that the
bilinear form g: E, X E, — K given by
(10) 9P.Q) = Y gP()QM)

0<i<j<n

is non-degenerate and satisfies, for any x € K and any P,Q € E,,

9(P,Q) in the additive case,

(11) 9(r:P, 7:Q) {x"g(P, Q) in the multiplicative case.

Proof. The hypothesis on v ensures that the points g, 71, ..., 72, are all distinct. In par-
ticular, the first n 4+ 1 of them are distinct and so there exists a unique choice of elements
ag, ay, ..., a,y1 of K with a,; = 1 such that

n+1

(12) ZaiP(%) =0

for any P € F,.

Fix temporarily P € E,,. In the additive case, we put p = 1 and P(T) = P((n+1)y —T).
In the multiplicative case, we put p = 7" and P(T) = T"P(y"t'T~1). Then P belongs to
E,, and the formula (I2) applied to P becomes

nt1

Z p'a;P(Yps1-:) = 0.
=0

From this we deduce that

n+1
(13) anﬂ_ianﬂ—ip(%) =0
i—0
for any P € E, and so, although we will not need it, we get p"*'~a, 1_; = apa; for

1=0,1,...,n+ 1.
Let g: E, X E,, — K be the bilinear form given by () for the choice of coefficients

(14) Gij = p" Vanprio; (0<i<j<n).

Since g;; # 0 for i =0, 1,...,n, this bilinear form is non-degenerate. Moreover, for any pair
of polynomials P,Q € FE,, we find, using ([2), (I3) and (L),

g PmQ) = Y g P(i)Q(n) + Y a1 P(hii1)Q(vng)

0<i<j<n—1 0<i<n

= > pgiP(y)Q() — aoP(10)Q(Vns1)

1<i<j<n

= pg(P,Q) = P(0) Y. p"an,Q(y)
0<j<n+1

= pg(P, Q).
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By recurrence, we deduce that the formula (Il) holds for z = ~; with ¢ = 0,1,...,2n. Since
these 2n + 1 numbers are distinct, and since g(7, P, 7,Q) is, for fixed P and @), a polynomial
in x of degree at most 2n, the formula must therefore hold for any =z € K. O

Remark 1. In the additive (resp. multiplicative) case, the property ([Il) expresses an invari-
ance of the bilinear form g under the additive (resp. multiplicative) group of K. One may
wonder if similar invariant “triangular” forms can be defined for elliptic curves defined over
K. In the present context, it is interesting to note that the bilinear form ¢g: F,, X F,, — K
defined in [T4, Lemma 3.3] in terms of the derivatives of the polynomials at 0 possesses both
invariance properties stated in ([I]).

Remark 2. In the notation of the proof, one finds for i = 0,1,...,n that a; = —P;(Vn41)
where P; denotes the element of E,, which takes the value 1 at +; and vanishes at all other
points v; with 0 < j < n and j # ¢, and therefore
Tn+1 — V5

Yi — Y

a; = —

J#i
where the product extends over all indices j with 0 < j < n with j # 4. In particular, in the
additive case, we find that a; = (—1)"*17¢("*") is independent of 7. We will not need these

explicit formulas here.

Coming back to the adelic convex bodies C(X,Y’) and C(X,Y), we can now state the result
which was alluded to at the beginning of the section.

Proposition 5.2. There exist ideles o, 5 € K such that, for any choice of real numbers
X, Y > 1, we have

(15) aC(X,Y) CCYX,Y)C BC(X,Y),

where C9(X,Y') denotes the dual of C(X,Y) with respect to the bilinear form g given by
Proposition [E1

Proof. Let gy: Ey . X B, — K, denote the K,-bilinear form which extends g. The
invariance property () of ¢ extends by continuity to g, for each = € K, with the map
To: Enw — Epn. defined by the same formula as in Proposition Bl Taking x = &, this
gives

(16) gw(P,Q) = > pgiP(6s1)QE41)

0<i<j<n

for any P,QQ € E, ., with p = 1 in the additive case and p = & " in the multiplicative
case. From this and the definitions ) and (@), we deduce that |g, (P, Q)|. < ¢ for each
P € Cu(X,Y)and each Q € C,(X,Y), with a constant ¢ > 0 that is independent of X and Y.
Choosing a,, € K¢ with ||, < 1/c then gives a,Cp(X,Y) C C9(X,Y). Conversely, since
&1, .., &y are distincet, there exist, for each ¢ = 1,...,n+1, a unique polynomial P, € E,, ,,
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which vanishes at each point &; with j # ¢ and satisfies P;(§;) =Y 1 if i <t, and P(&) = X
if i > t. The polynomials P, ..., P,.1 so constructed belong to C,(X,Y) for some constant
6 € K. Then, any Q € C/(X,Y) satisfies |, (07" P, Q)| < 1 fori=1,...,n+ 1 which, in
view of ([[H), translates into

<

Z pgii0~ Q(Ej41)

— X1 fori=t,...,n.
j=i

{Y fori=0,...,t—1,

w

As gy # 0 for i = 0,...,n, this implies that C%(X,Y) is contained in 3,Cu(X,Y) for a
constant (3, € K. For the remaining places v # w of K, the components of C(X,Y’) and

C(X,Y) at v are independent of X and Y, and thus we also have
a,Cy(X,Y) CCIUX,Y) C B,Co(X,Y)

for some a, B, € K, which are independent of X and Y and can be taken to be 1 for all
but finitely many places v. Then the ideles a = (v, )pers and 5 = (By)vers have the property

(5). O
Combining this result with Propositions and B4l we deduce the following.

Corollary 5.3. Let \;(X,Y) and \;(X,Y) denote respectively the j-th minima of C(X,Y)
and C(X,Y). Then, the products A\;(X,Y)Apro_i(X,Y) with 1 < j < n + 1 are bounded
above and below by positive constants which are independent of the choice of X, Y > 1.

6. THE MAIN PROPOSITION AND DEDUCTION OF THE THEOREMS

Let the notation be as in § and let ¢: E, x K"*! — K be the non-degenerate K-bilinear
form given by

olag+ ar T+ -+ aT", (Yo, Y1, - - -, Yn)) = GoYo + a1y1 + * = + A Yn.

In 1 we defined a convex body C(X,Y) for each pair of real numbers X,Y > 1. Accordingly,
we denote by C?(X,Y’) the convex body of K™*! which is dual to C(X,Y") with respect to ¢.
Fori=1,...,n+ 1, we also denote by \;(X,Y) and AY(X,Y") the respective i-th minimum
of C(X,Y) in E, and of C*(X,Y) in K™, We show in this section how the theorems stated
in § can be derived from the following proposition whose proof is postponed to the last
section §0

Proposition 6.1. Assume that we are either in the situation of Theorem [Zl, in which case
we define v = 4Dst, or in the situation of Theorem [Z3, in which case we define v = 4t.
Then, there are arbitrarily large values of X such that XY (X, X("2=v)/V) > 1.
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6.1. Proof of Theorems 2.1l and Assume that we are in the situation of Theorem E.T]
or Theorem and define v accordingly as in Proposition Bl For each pair of real numbers
X,Y > 1 satistying AY(X,Y) > 1, Proposition gives A, 1(X,Y) < M(X,) V)T« 1
with implied constants which are independent of X and Y, and then Proposition BTl shows
the existence of an irreducible polynomial P € KI[T] of degree n and height < X which,
for i = 1,...,s, admits at least m; roots in a closed disk of K, of radius < (XY )~/
centered at 7;, without vanishing at 7;. If the product XY is sufficiently large, these disks
are disjoint and we deduce that P admits ¢ distinct roots ay, . . . , oy satisfying 0 < |&;— ;| <
(XY)~Y™ where m = max{m;, ..., ms}. Moreover, if a is a root of P in K, then we have
H(a) < H(P)? < X?. Assume from now on that Y = X®*+27*)/¥ Then the hypothesis gives
A7 (X,Y) > 1 for arbitrary large values of X and, for each such X, the above provides an
algebraic number o = ay € K which, over K, has degree n and admits distinct conjugates
ay,...,ap € K, satisfying 0 < |& — agl < X~0F2/0) « H(q)=(+2/(dm) for =1, ¢,
The conclusion follows as, by varying X, we get infinitely many algebraic numbers «.

6.2. Proof of Theorem Let the notation and hypotheses be as in Theorem .3 For
each pair of real numbers X,Y > 1, define C(X,Y) as in @ and, fori = 1,...,n+ 1, denote
by A\i(X,Y) the i-th minimum of C(X,Y). According to Proposition and Corollary
B3 the products A? (X, Y)A\i0-4(X,Y) and \(X,Y) A0 4(X,Y) are bounded below and
above by positive constants which are independent of X and Y. The same is therefore
true of the ratios A?(X,Y)/A(X,Y). In particular there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
M(X,Y) < cM(X,Y). Moreover, if p = (p,)vem € K is an idele of K satisfying p, = 1 for
each place v # w, then, putting r = |py|w, we find pC(X,Y) = C(r~'X,7Y) and accordingly
Proposition B4l gives \i(r ™' X, rY) < cpr ™' \(X,Y) for i = 1,...,n+ 1. In particular, for a
suitable choice of r > 1, we have

(17) MNE'X,rY) <e(r X, rY) < M(X,Y),

independently of X > r and Y > 1.

The hypotheses of Theorem imply that, for each choice of X and Y with 1 < X <
Yy#/(n+1=4t) and Y sufficiently large, the convex body C(X,Y) contains a non-zero element
of E,, and so we have \;(X,Y) < 1. By (), this gives A{(r!X,rY) < 1 and thus
C#(r~1X,rY’) contains a non-zero element of K™ for such choices of X and Y. In particular,
we deduce that C¥ (X, X "+2-4)/(41)) contains a non-zero element of K™+ for each sufficiently
large value of X. By Proposition Bl this means that the given points &1, ..., &,+1 do not
satisfy all conditions of Theorem Thus & must be algebraic over K of degree less than
n/t. Then, all of &, ..., &1 are algebraic over K of degree less than n/t, by virtue of the
recurrence relation which links these numbers.
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7. CONSTRUCTION OF A POLYNOMIAL

From this point on, the objective is to prove Proposition Bl In this section, we fix a
choice of real numbers X,Y > 1 and assume that the convex body C¥(X,Y) introduced in
8l contains a non-zero point y = (o, 1, - - ., Yn) of K", We will derive several consequences
from this assumption. Again, the constants cg, ¢1g, ... that appear below, as well as implied
constants in the symbols < and >, depend only on K, n, w and the points &1, ..., &;.

For each integer ¢ = 0,1,...,n, we denote by By: Ey X E,_y, — K the K-bilinear form
given by

By(F,G) = p(FG,y)
and we define M, to be the matrix of B, with respect to the bases {1,T,...,T} of E, and
{1,T,...,T"*} of E,_s. Thus, M, is the matrix of size (£ + 1) x (n — £+ 1) whose element
of the i-th row and j-th column is
BT, 177 = o(T™72y) = yigj2
fori=1,... f+1landj=1,....n— ¢+ 1.

Our first goal is to establish an upper bound for the height H(M;) of M, when ¢ <n/2, a
condition which ensures that M, has no more rows than columns (see §2 for the definition
of the height). To this end, we extend By to a K,-bilinear form By ,,: Ep, X Ep_p — Ky

and we define N, to be the matrix of By, with respect to the basis {1,T,...,T*} of Ey,,
and the basis {Ry, Ry, ..., R,_¢} of E,,_y,, where

(18)  Ro(I)=1 and Ry(T)=(T-&)T—-&)---(T—-§) forj=1,....n,

extending for convenience the definition of &, for k =t + 1,...,n by putting

(19) {1 =""=8 =0.

Lemma 7.1. Let { be an integer with 0 < { < n/2, and let z; denote the j-th column of N,
forj=1,...,n—{€+ 1. Then, there are constants cg, c19,c11 > 1 such that

() sl < co¥ for 1< 5 <t and gl < coX~* fort +1< 5 <n— 41,
(ii) H(M,) < c10l| Nellw,
(111) H(MZ) S CllYtX_(Z-l-l—t)'

Proof. Fix an index j with 1 < j <n — ¢+ 1. By definition, we have
1l = max | BT Byca (1)) = mas [ (TRy (7). 3 < lola!

0<i<t
for any non-zero element p of K, such that pT"R;_1(T) € C,(X,Y) for i = 0,...,¢. As
R;_1(T) has bounded norm and as it is divisible by (" — &) ---(T" — &) when j > t, there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that any choice of p with 0 < |pl,, < ¢Y ! will do when 1 < j <t
and such that any choice of p with 0 < |p|, < ¢X will do when t+1 < j <n—/¢+1. The
inequalities (i) follow.
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Now, fix a place v of K with v # w. Then, we have |¢,(Q,y)|, < 1 for any polynomial
Q € E,, with ||Q]|, < 1. This implies that ||y||, < 1 and therefore that

1M < max{1,[(¢+ 1)!],}.
Using the inequalities (i), we also find
[Nl < max{1, |(£+ 1)!], }e5 1y tx =10

(this holds even when ¢ 4+ 1 < t). Since M, = N,V for some matrix V' € GL,,_;41(K,,) with
coefficients depending only on &1, ...,&, ¢ and n, we also have || M|, < || N¢||,, for some
constant ¢ > 0. Together with the previous inequalities this proves (ii) with ¢;9 = nl¢’ and
(iii) with ¢1; = nldcg. O

To state the next result, we denote by V, the right kernel of B, :
(20) Vi={G e E,; o(FG,y)=0forall F e E}, (0<{<n).

Lemma 7.2. Suppose that we have c;1 Yt < X* 1=t for some integer k with t < k < n/2.
Then there exists an integer h with 1 < h < k and a non-zero polynomial P € V,,_;, which

divides any element of Vi._1 and satisfies
deg(P) S h cmd H(P)n_2h+2 S ClgH(Mh_l)
with a constant c15 > 0 depending only on n.

Proof. By Lemma [ (iii), the condition ¢;;Y? < X*F1=¢ implies that H(M;) < 1 and so
H(My) = 0. Thus, My has rank at most k. Since Mj has rank 1, we deduce that there
exists an integer h with 1 < h < k such that rank(M;_1) = h and rank(M;) < h. We now
argue as in Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 of [T4]. Since rank(M;,) < h, the left kernel of Bj; which
is V,,_p contains a non-zero polynomial P. Then we have deg(P) < h and V}_; contains
the set P - E, 9,41 of all products PQ with Q) € E,_o,.1. Since the dimension of V}_; is
(n—h+2)—rank(M,_1) = n—2h+2 and since P-E,,_o1 is a vector space over K of the same
dimension, we conclude that V},_y = P-E,_o,.1. This equality has two consequences. First of
all, since Vj_; is a subspace of V},_1, the polynomial P divides all elements of V},_;. Secondly,
since H(M),_4) is, by a well-known duality principle, equal to the Schmidt height H(V},_;) of
Vi1, Proposition 5.2 of [T4] shows that H(P)"~2"*2 < ¢;oH(M),_;) with a constant cjy > 0
depending only on n (see also §2). O

We conclude this section by showing the following additional property for the polynomial
P constructed in Lemma [C2k

Lemma 7.3. Let the notation and the hypotheses be as in Lemma[7.3 Assume further that
k< (n—t+2)/2. Then there exists an index i with 1 < i <t and an irreducible factor @
of P such that

(|ﬁ2|gr|)|w)t < Cng—deg(Q)H(Q)_(n—Qk-FQ).
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Proof. Let z1,2s,...,%,_pio denote the columns of N,_; and, for each j = 1,...,t+ 1, let
N ,(l]_)l denote the sub-matrix of N,_; whose columns are z;,z; 1, ..., Zy—p+2. The hypothesis

k < (n—t+2)/2 ensures that each of these matrices has at least as many columns as rows. It
also gives h < (n—t+2)/2 which implies that the products TR;_1(T) with i =0,...,h—1
and j = 1,...,t all have degree at most n — h. Since P belongs to V,,_j, we deduce that

(21) Bh1,u(T", Rj—1(T)P(T)) = Bunw(T"Rj—1(T), P(T)) = 0

for the same values of 7 and j.
Fix an index j with 1 < 7 < t. Since deg(P) < h, there exist a constant ¢ > 0 and
elements a;1, ..., a; of K, of absolute value at most c||P||,, such that, with the convention

(@), we have

h

P(&) = P(T) =Y aj(T = &) (T = &pen).
=1
Taking into account that (2II) holds for i = 0,...h — 1 we deduce that, for these values of 4,
P(&)Bh-r,u(T", Rj—1(T)) = Brr,u(T", Bj—o(T)(P(&;) — P(T)))
h
= a;0Br-1,0(T", R (T)),

(=1

and therefore that
h
Zj = Z @j0Zj5+0-
=1

Applying this relation to all minors of order h of N, ,(L]_)l which include the column z; and
using the multilinearity of the determinant, this gives

h

(22) PN o < max {[PE)lus D Lzl N

/=1
41
< NPl N -

Combining these relations for j = 1,...,t, we get
t t+1
T7/@h - IV
1 1Pl = il

On the other hand, since deg(P) < h < k < n, the estimates of the two preceding lemmas

give

J

and

[ Nior|lw > H(M;,_y) > H(P)"=2+2 > [ (P)n—2+2,
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So, if i denotes an index for which |P(&;)|, is minimal, we find
t
<|ﬁ(£|l|)‘w) < X_deg(P)H(P)_(n_2k+2).
Pllw
By multiplicativity, it follows that at least one irreducible factor ) of P has the same
property. O

8. DEGREE AND HEIGHT ESTIMATES

The notation being the same as in the previous section, our goal is now to provide estimates
for the degree and height of the polynomial () constructed in Lemma [ We start with the
following construction of an auxiliary polynomial (compare with [I4, Prop. 7.2]).

Lemma 8.1. Let the notation be as in Lemma[7.5 Then, there exists a constant c14 with
0 < c14 < 1 such that the following properties hold.
(i) Suppose that, for some integer u > 0, we have

(23) (Xy)t—i-su < 014Xn_2k+3.
Then there exists a non-zero polynomial G € E, oo of height at most X such that GU)

belongs to Vi,_1 for j =0,...,u.
(ii) Suppose that, for some integer u > 0, we have

(24) (Xy)t-i-u S C14Xn_2k+3,

Suppose moreover that &1, ..., & are all distinct, that we have & ¢ K and t > 2, and that
there exists a polynomial A € K[T] of degree 1 such that {1 = A(&) fori=1,...,t—1.
Then there exists a non-zero polynomial G € E,,_oo of height at most X such that G o A
belongs to Vi_1 for 5 =0, ..., u, where A’ denotes the j-th iterate of A.

Proof. The result follows from the adelic Minkowski convex body theorem applied to an
adelic convex body K =[], K, of E,_o;+2 that we construct as follows, subject to the choice
of a real number ¢ with 0 < ¢ < 1.

In the case (i), we put & = M. For each v € M \ {w}, we define I, to be the set of
elements G of E,_g42, with

1 ifvegsS
25 Gll, < ’
and we define K\, to be the set of polynomials G' € E,,_gj42,, satisfying
1Gllo <X and [GY ()] <Y ™r (1<i<s, 0<j<m+u—1).

We choose ¢ small enough, as a function of n and max;<;<; ||, so that, for each G € I, the
products T*GY(T) with 0 < ¢/ < k —1 and 0 < j < u all belong to the interior of C(X,Y).
Then, for a suitable choice of ¢4, the condition (23)) ensures that the volume of K is large
enough so that, by Proposition Bl I contains a non-zero polynomial G of E, _oo. For
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such a polynomial, we have H(G) < X and, by the remark following the proof of Proposition
B2 we get

P(T'GU(T),y) =0 (0<L<k—1,0<j<u)
which shows that GU) € V,_; for j =0,...,u.

In the case (ii), the hypotheses A(&;) = & and & ¢ K imply that A € K+ KT is uniquely
determined by &; and &. We denote by & the union of M, with the finite set of places
v € M for which ||Al|, > 1. For each v € M\ {w}, we define I, to be the set of elements G
of E,,_oj+2, satisfying (2H), and we define IC,, to be the set of all polynomials G € E,,_op42.4
satisfying

IGllw < eX and  |(GoA) (&)l <cY ™" (0<j<t+u—1)

In this situation, we choose ¢ depending only on 7, max,ea || A, and maxy<;<; ||, so that,
for each G' € K, the products T*(G o A%)(T) with 0 < £ < k — 1 and 0 < j < u all belong
to the interior of C(X,Y). Then, as in the preceding case, a suitable choice of ¢y in the
condition (24]) ensures that K contains a non-zero polynomial G of E, oo, and any such
polynomial G has the requested properties. O

We conclude with the following result.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose that the conditions (i) or (ii) of Lemma [81 are fulfilled for some
integer uw > 0 and that, in the case (i), we have AJ(T) # T for j = 0,...,n — 2k + 2.
Then, under the hypotheses of Lemma[7.3, the irreducible polynomial Q of K[T| produced by
Lemma |73 has
(26) deg(Q) < e e _qu;r 2 and H(Q) < s XD,
Proof. Let G be as in the conclusion of Lemma Bl Since @ is an irreducible factor of a
polynomial P which by Lemma divides any element of Vj;_1, the polynomial @) divides
GU) for j =0,...,u in the case (i), and G o A’ for j = 0,...,u in the case (ii). In the case
(i), we deduce that Q“™ divides G and the estimates (Z8) follow.

In the case (ii), the polynomials Q, Qo A™! ... Qo A~ are irreducible factors of G of the

same degree, and we have
¢7H(Q) <H(Qo A7) < JH(Q) (0<j<u),

for a constant ¢ > 1 depending only on n and H(A). Since the relation A(&;) = & determines
uniquely A, this constant ¢ ultimately depends only on n, & and &. Let m be the largest
integer with 1 < m < u+ 1 such that Q,Q o A™!,...,Q o A==V are two by two relatively
prime. Then, the product H;.n:_ol Q o A7 divides G and we deduce that

(27) mdeg(Q) < deg(G) and H(Q)™ < H(G).

If m = u+ 1, this gives (6). Assume now that m < w. Then @ o A™ is a multiple of @
and therefore A™ permutes the roots of (). In particular, there exist a root o of () and an
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integer ¢ with 1 < ¢ < deg(Q) such that A™(a) = . Then, Q divides A™(T) — T. By
hypothesis, the latter polynomial is non-zero since by (£7) we have mi < n — 2k + 2. Hence,
Q has degree 1 and its height is equal to that of A™(T) — T. This again gives (E8) upon
noting that the condition (24]) implies v +1 <n —2k+2 (since X, Y > 1l and ¢;4y < 1). O

9. PROOF OF THE MAIN PROPOSITION

Let the notation and hypotheses be as in the statement of Theorem ] (resp. Theorem
22). Define accordingly v = 4Dst (resp. v = 4t) as in the statement of Proposition Gl
Define also k = [(n + 2)t/v] where the brackets denote the integer part. Since n > v > 4t,
this integer k satisfies

t <k <min{n/2,(n —t+2)/2}.
We also note that, in the situation of Theorem B2 the point (&;,...,&;) is a zero of the
prime ideal p of K[zy,..., x| generated by the polynomials z;11 — A(z;) fori=1,...,t —1.
To be consistent with the notation of Theorem EIl, we then put D = 1, since this ideal p
has degree 1. In both cases, we define v = Dt. We also denote by £ the point of P*(C,,)
with homogeneous coordinates { = (1,&;,...,&), and by 9 the homogeneous prime ideal of
K|z, ...,z which is mapped to p under the specialization xy +— 1.

Assume, by contradiction, that the conclusion of the proposition does not hold and define
Y as a function of X by Y = X®+2-%)/¥ Then, there exists a real number X, > 1 such
that, for each X > X, the convex body C¥(X,Y) defined in §f contains a non-zero point y
of K™ Then, assuming that X, is sufficiently large, all conditions of Lemmas 2, [T,
and are fulfilled. Indeed, for X sufficiently large, we find

Cll(XY)t _ CllX(n+2)t/V < ‘X*k—l—l7
and so the main condition ¢1;Y* < X*+t1~t of Lemma is satisfied. We also find
(Xy)t—l—su — X(n+2)t(1+Ds)/u < X(n+2)/2 < resp. (Xy>t+u _ X(n+2)/2 )7

while n—2k+3 > (n+2)/2. So, the main condition Z3) (resp. [24))) of LemmaRlis satisfied
for each sufficiently large X. Thus, assuming X, sufficiently large, Lemma provides, for
each X > X, an irreducible polynomial @ = Qx of K[T] and an index i = ix with 1 <i <t
such that

(28) (|C’2|S|Z|)|w>t < X~ dog(Q)H(Q)—(n—2k+2).

By Lemma B2 this polynomial satisfies

-2 2
deg(Q) < % and H(Q) < ¢ XYY,
u

Moreover, since [K () : K] > n/u > deg(Q), we also have Q(&;) # 0. Define

9k 42
o — [u} and Y = 5 X1/ 0D
u+1
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and let P = Py denote the homogeneous polynomial of K|z, ...,z with the same degree
as @, for which P(1,z4,...,2;) = Q(x;). Then, P has degree at most n’ and height at most
Y. It does not belong to B since it does not vanish at the point . Moreover, by 28), we

have
|P()]w )
1P| l€ [l

so that, for any sufficiently large value of Y, the above polynomial Py = P satisfies the main

X—deg(P)/tH(P)—(n—Zk-i-?)/t <yt (Ydeg(P)H(P)n)

hypothesis ([Z9) of Theorem [AT] below, with n replaced by n’. This is a contradiction as
none of these polynomials vanish at &.

APPENDIX A. A VERSION OF GEL’FOND’S CRITERION FOR CURVES

In this appendix, we denote by C,, the completion of K with respect to its unique absolute
value (also denoted | |,,) which extends | |, on K. Then, C, is an algebraically closed field
containing K, as a subfield. We also fix a positive integer ¢ and, for conciseness, we put
K[x] = Klxo,...,x;] where x,...,z; denote independent variables over K. We denote by
deg(P) the degree of a homogeneous polynomial P of K|[x| and by H(P) its height, that is
the height of the vector of its coefficients. Similarly, for a homogeneous ideal I of K[x], we
denote by deg(]) its degree and by H(/) the height of a Chow form of I (see below for a
precise definition). Our goal is to prove the following result which generalizes Theorem 4.2
of [I4] (see also Theorem 2b of [@]).

Theorem A.1l. Let n be a positive integer, let P be a homogeneous prime ideal of K|x]
whose zero set V in P'(Cy,) has dimension 1, let D = deg(B), and let & = (&, ..., &) be
homogeneous coordinates of a point & of V.. Suppose that, for any sufficiently large real
number Y > 1, there exists a homogeneous polynomial P = Py € K[x] of degree at most n
and height at most' Y which does not belong to B and satisfies

[P()]w
1Pol€]f5 "

Then the point £ is defined over an algebraic extension of K of degree at most nD and the

6—24t3n2DH(q3>—n2 (H(P)nydog(P)) _D.

(29)

above polynomials vanish at this point for any sufficiently large Y .

Our proof follows essentially the arguments of P. Philippon in §I1.3 of [I3], taking advan-
tage of a simpler context. For convenience, we base this proof on the formalism and results of
Yu. V. Nesterenko in [I2]. We start by recalling the notion of a Chow form of a homogeneous
ideal I of K[x] and related concepts which, in view of our present choice of normalization
for the absolute values of K (see §2), differ slightly from those of [T12].

Let w;; fori=1,...,t+1and j=0,...,t¢ be independent variables over K[x], and write
w;, = (U0, ...,ug) fori=1,...,t+ 1. Let I be a homogeneous ideal of K[x], let Z denote
the set of zeros of I in P*(C,,), and put r = dim(Z) + 1 with the convention that r = 0 if Z is
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empty. Denote by I(r) the ideal of K[x,uy,...,u,] generated by the elements of I and the
polynomials u; gxg+ - - - +u; ¢y for i = 1,...,r, and denote by I(r) the ideal of K[uy, ..., u,]
consisting of the elements G of that ring for which there exists an integer M > 1 such that
Gz} € I(r) for j = 0,...,t. Then I(r) is a non-zero principal ideal and we define a Chow
form of I to be any generator F' of this ideal (see §1 of [I2] for other denominations and
an historical perspective). It is known that such a polynomial of K[uy, ..., u,] is separately
homogeneous of degree deg(/) in each set of variables uy, ..., u,. Moreover, as F' is uniquely
determined up to multiplication by a non-zero element of K, it makes sense (in view of
the product formula) to define the height H(I) of I to be the height H(F") of the vector of
coefficients of F'.

Let SO, ..., 8™ be skew symmetric matrices of order ¢t + 1 whose coefficients above the
diagonal are altogether independent variables over C,,, and let x denote the K-linear ring
homomorphism from K[uy, ..., u,] to C,[SW, ..., S| mapping u; to §S(i) fori=1,...,r.
Following [T2], we define the absolute value of I at £ by

15 ()]
11(E)]w = T
1 F |1 €]f o8

where ||F||, (resp. ||k(F)|,) stands for the largest absolute value of the coefficients of F
(resp. k(F)). This is independent of the choice of F' as well as the choice of homogeneous
coordinates § for {. Moreover, we have |I({)|, = 0 if and only if £ belongs to an irreducible
component of Z of dimension r — 1.

Finally, we define the distance between ¢ and a point z of P*(C,,) with projective coordi-
nates z = (2o, ..., 2;) by the formula

. -1 -1
dist(€, 2) = gl 2l mase 1652 — Gezil

(again this is independent of the choices of coordinates £ for £ and z for z). Accordingly, we
define the distance between ¢ and the set Z of zeros of I in P*(C,,) by

dist(&, Z) = inf{dist(&, 2) ; z € Z}.
We can now state the results of [I2] that we need.

Lemma A.2. Let J be an unmized homogeneous ideal of K|[xo,...,x] and let p1,...,ps be
its associated prime ideals. Then, there exist integers ky, ..., ks > 1 such that

(i) D25—1 kjdeg(p;) < deg(J),
(ii) TTj—y Hipj)*s < e *sDH(J),
(i) Ty Ry (O < 5| T ()],
This follows immediately from a simple adaptation of the proof of Proposition 1.2 of [12]

upon noting that, for each Archimedean place v € M, the absolute value | |5/ ©oof K
coincides with the usual absolute Archimedean value on Q and that we have - . d,/d =
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1. Then, the local estimates of [I2] applied to the absolute values | 1Y% with v € My
combine to give assertion (ii) and lead to a stronger form of the assertion (iii) where the
argument of the exponential is replaced by (d,,/d)t® deg(J).

Lemma A.3. Let q be a homogeneous prime ideal of K[x]| whose zero set Z in P'(C,,) is
not empty, and let P be a homogeneous polynomial from K[x| with P ¢ q. Put

1P(E)]w
1Pl

If r > 2, there exists a homogeneous unmized ideal J of K[x] with the following properties.

r=dim(Z)+1, p=dist({,2)

Its set of zeros in P'(C,) has dimension r — 2 and coincide with that of (q, P). Moreover,
we have:
(i) deg(J) < deg(q) deg(P),
(i) H(J) < e 2t2 deg(q) deg(P)H(q)deg(P)H( P)deg(‘ﬂ;
(111) |J( )|w ( ) llt2 dog(q)deg(P)H(q)dog(P)H(P)dog(q) 0 pr <0,
19(§)]w  otherwise.

If r =1, the above inequality (iii) holds with the left hand side replaced by 1.

This second result follows from a similar adaptation of the proof of Proposition 1.4 of [12].
Part (ii) uses moreover r + 1 < 2t while part (iii) requires replacing the inequality (37) on
page 314 of [I2] with an equality involving the height of the given Chow form G of J.

Corollary A.4. Let q and P be as in Lemma [A3. Then, any minimal prime ideal p of
(q, P) satisfies

deg(p) < deg(q) deg(P) and H(p) < ¥ 8@ D (q) eI (P) s,

Proof. Lemma provides a homogeneous unmixed ideal J of K[x] whose minimal prime
ideals are the same as those of (q, P). Since the degree of any ideal is bounded below by
0 while its height is bounded below by 1, Lemma then shows that each minimal prime
ideal p of (q, P) satisfies deg(p) < deg(J) and H(p) < e**4&H(J). The conclusion follows
using the upper bounds for deg(J) and H(J) provided by Lemma (i) and (ii). O

Proof of Theorem[A 1. Choose Y, > 1 such that Py is defined for each Y > Y. Then fix an
arbitrary choice of Y with Y > Y{ and put P = Py. Since P ¢ 9 and since dist(¢, V) = 0,
Lemma provides us with a homogeneous unmixed ideal J of K[x] whose set of zeros
in P*(C,,) has dimension 0 and coincide with that of (3, P). The same lemma also gives
estimates for this ideal, which taking into account the inequality (29) and the fact that
deg(P) < n, imply deg(J) < D deg(P) < nD and

[J(©LH(T)" < M PHER)HP)"

—13t3n2Dy—D deg(P)

[P()]
1P i€l

2

<e
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Let p1,...,ps be the associated prime ideals of J in K[x]. According to lemma [A2] there
exist integers ki, ..., ks > 1 such that 25:1 kjdeg(p,) < deg(J) and

s

[T (ps(©luH(p)")™ < e CHm s g() | H(T)".

j=1
Putting these estimates together, we get

s

H(|p]( E)lwH(ps)" ) (e‘lltZ"Y 1ydeg() H o112y —1 k 5 deg(py)

j=1 j=1

Therefore, there is at least one index j for which the prime ideal p = p; satisfies
(30) P(E)|w < e P NH(p) YN where N = deg(p).

Now, define X as the infimum of all real numbers X with X > Y such that Px € p. By
construction, we have Yy < Xy <Y. Moreover, for each X > X, such that Px € p, the ideal
p is a minimal prime ideal of (3, Px). Therefore, Corollary [A 4] gives

H(p) < 63t2Ddeg(PX)H(gB)deg(PX)H(PX)D < e3t2nDH(;B)nXD‘
As X can be taken arbitrarily close to X, this implies
(31) H(p) < " "PH(R)" Xy,
Assume for the moment that Yy < Xy. Choose X with max{Yy, Xo/2} < X < X, and

put @ = Px. Define also

Q) ]w
Q1w 1[4
where Z denotes the zero set of p in P/(C,). Since Q ¢ p and dim(Z) = 0, the inequality
of Lemma [AJ (iii) applies with the left hand side replaced by 1, q replaced by p, and P
replaced by Q. If p < 4, then, taking into account (BIl) together with N < nD, deg(Q) < n
and Xy < 2X, this gives

| < 611t2nNH(p>deg(Q)H(Q)N5 < 615t2n2DH(q3>n2XDdog(Q)H(Q>nD5

p=dist({,Z) and 0=

against the upper bound for ¢ associated with @) = Px. So, we have p > ¢ and Lemma
(iii) then gives
1< M NH(p)EQHQ)N [p(E) ]

which now contradicts ([B0) since deg(Q) < n and H(Q) < X <Y.

Thus, we have Xy = Y, which in view of (BIl) means that the height of p is bounded
above by a constant which is independent of Y. Since the degree of p is bounded by nD,
this implies that, as Y varies, p stays within a finite set of ideals. Since the upper bound
for [p(§)|w given by [BI) tends to zero as Y tends to infinity, this shows that [p(£)|, = 0 for
any sufficiently large Y and thus that £ is a zero of p for those values of Y. In particular,
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we deduce that £ is defined over an algebraic extension of K of degree at most nD and that
Py (&) = 0 for any sufficiently large Y. O
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