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QUANTITATIVE OPPENHEIM CONJECTURE FOR QUADRATIC FORMS IN 5 VARIABLES
OVER FUNCTION FIELDS
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ABSTRACT. We translate Davenport’s and Heilbronn’s work [4] on a quantitative version of the Oppenheim conjecture
for indefinite diagonal quadratic forms in 5 variables into the setting of function fields.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

The Oppenheim conjecture, famously proved by Margulis [5], states that if @ is a non-degenerate indefinite quadratic
form over R in at least 3 variables which is not a multiple of a form with rational coefficients, then for any € > 0, there
exists a nonzero vector x with integer components such that Q(x) < e. There has been a long history of this problem.
We would like to point the interested reader to [6] for a comprehensive account. One of the first important results
on the Oppenheim conjecture was due to Davenport and Heilbronn who proved it for diagonal forms in 5 variables
using an entirely analytic method which yielded a quantitative version of the Oppenheim conjecture. Their approach
used a variant of the circle method. In contrast, the work of Margulis [5] used ergodic theory, yielding a qualitative
result. There has been a more recent quantitative result for generic diagonal forms in 3 variables due to Bourgain [3]
which made use of mean value estimates for Dirichlet polynomials. In the context of function fields, the Oppenheim
conjecture was established, in qualitative form, by Mohammadi [7], following the original ergodic theoretic proof of
Margulis. However, the authors are not aware of a function field version of the above-mentioned work of Davenport
and Heilbronn [4] in the literature. In this article, we produce a version of their result for function fields. Since this is a
quantitative result, it does not follow from the above-mentioned work of Mohammadi [7]. Our arguments are similar to
those in [4], and we present the material essentially in the same order. At some points, the arguments become simpler,
and at other points we need to use extra ideas to make them work. In particular, we will employ results on quadratic
exponential sums and integrals for function fields in [1I]. We recall the original result of Davenport and Heilbronn [4]
Theorem™| below.

Theorem 1 (Davenport-Heilbronn). Let A1, ..., A5 be real numbers, not all of the same sign, and none of them zero, such
that one at least of the ratios A\;/X; is irrational. Then there exist arbitrarily large integers P such that the inequalities

1<z <P,....,1<x5 <P, |Q(£L‘1,...,CL‘5)|<1
have more than yvP? solutions, where v = ()1, ..., A5).

First, we aim to translate this statement into the setting of function fields K in one variable over the finite field I,.
To this end, we need to introduce some notation. For background material about function fields, see [§], for example.
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1.1. Notation. Let ¢ be a prime power and denote by F, the field with ¢ elements. We set A := [T, the polynomial
ring in one variable over Fy, and K := F,(T), its quotient field. We denote by Ko the completion of the rational
function field K with respect to the norm at infinity, given by

5‘ =qleef=desg for (f,g) € A x A*.

For simplicity, we will drop the subscript co on the left-hand side throughout the sequel. We recall that every element

of K is of the form
M

= Z apT",
n=—oo
where a,, € Iy, and the norm of = equals
|z = ¢
if aps # 0. In this situation, the coefficient ay; is referred to as leading coefficient of x and we define
degx := M.
We denote by B(x, M) the open ball of radius ¢ around z € K, i.e.
B(z,M):={ye Ky :|y—z| <"}
The valued field K, has a unique Haar measure ; which on these balls takes the values
u(B(x, M)) = ¢".
This Haar measure gives rise to a unique Haar integral on measurable subsets of K,. An important instance is that of
Fourier integrals, giving rise to a Fourier transform over K. Suppose that ¢ = p™, where p is a prime. The exponential
function replacing exp(2miz) over the reals is in this context defined as

=)

)

e(z) = exp (2m' :

where
M

T = Z a,T"
with M > —1 (if degz < —1, then set a; := 0 if i > degz) and Tr: F, — F, is the trace map (see [1], for example).
Similarly as for functions on the real numbers, we define the Fourier transform of a function f: K., — C as

f) = / F(@)e(—ay)dp(z),
Ko

if existent.

1.2. Translation into the function field setting. Now we translate Theorem [ into the function field setting. In
this situation, the A;’s in Theorem [ are replaced by elements of K% such that at least one ratio A;/A; is not in K, which
is analogous to being irrational. We further observe that the condition of the A;’s not being of equal sign in Theorem
[[is equivalent to at least one of the signed ratios —\x/N\; with k # [ being positive. Being positive is characterized by
being a square of an element in R*. Therefore, an analogous condition in the function field setting is that at least one
of the signed ratios —\;/\; with k # [ is a square of an element in K* . Further, the variable P in Theorem [ is now
replaced by ¢ with M € N and the condition 1 < x; < P by |z;] < ¢™. (We prefer “<” over “<” because |r;| < ¢V
is the same as z; € B(0, M).) Of course, the condition of x; being an integer is replaced by z; € A. Now we are ready
to formulate our main result.

Theorem 2 (Theorem of Davenport and Heilbronn in the setting of function fields). Let ¢ = p™ > 26, where p is an
odd prime. Let A\i,---, s € K such that at least one of the ratios \;/\; is not an element of K and at least one of
the signed ratios —\i /N with k # 1 is a square of on element in KX . Then there exist arbitrarily large positive integers
M such that the inequalities

1??§5|;vi|<qM, 1Q(z1,...,x5)] <1, ZTi,...,T5 € A

have more than vq*™ solutions, where v = y(\1,...,As) > 0.
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In the following, we will translate Davenport’s and Heilbronn’s proof of their Theorem [I] into a proof of Theorem [2
The restriction to odd primes p above is needed because we use results in [I] in which this was assumed.
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2. PRELIMINARIES
Throughout the sequel, we assume that M € N. For any a € K, we define
S(a) := Z e(az®) and I(a):= / e(ax?)du(z).
xeB(0,M) B(0,M)

Here and throughout the sequel, we tacitly assume in summations that the summation variable runs over elements of A
(so by z € B(0, M) we really mean x € B(0, M)NA). We shall need the following version of the Dirichlet approximation
theorem for K.

Lemma 1. Let L be any non-negative integer. Then for any o € K~ there ezist a,v € A with r # 0 such that

~(EHN) where |r| = ¢V.

a
7] < q¢* and ’a——’ <q
T
Proof. This is the one-dimensional case of Theorem 5.5 in [I]. 0
Consider the characteristic function

1, ifje| <1
X8(0,1)(x) == 0

We shall need the following result on its Fourier transform.

otherwise.

Lemma 2. The Fourier transform of xp,1) is the function itself, that is,

(2.1) Lo (@) = / X0 )e(—zy)du(y) = xs0.1) ().
Koo

Proof. See [1, Lemma 5.4]. O

We shall also use the Poisson summation formula for function fields.

Lemma 3 (Poisson Summation Formula). Let ® : Koo — C be a function such that
Fa)=)_[®(f+2)
feA
is uniformly convergent in compact subsets of Koo and

> 19(9)l

geEA

da(f) = (g).

feA gEA

Proof. See [1, Lemma 5.3]. O

1s convergent. Then

The following is a result on incomplete quadratic Gauss sums.

Lemma 4. Ifa,r € A withr #0, (a,7) = 1,|r| = ¢ and 0 <1 < N, then for any xo € Koo,

> (o) <o

z€B(z0,l)
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Proof. Multiplying out the modulus square gives

> @) o] T ()

z€B(x0,l) z,yeB(x0,l)

2

= Z Z e(gXY> (where X =z 4+yand Y =z —y).
XeB(zol) YEBOD)

Now,
a a _
Yoe (—XY) =S e (—XY) X5 (T7Y).
r r
Y eB(0,l) YeA
Using Lemmas Pl and [3 the above equals

/3 s (7 (- 23)).

YeA
We observe that
3 o (7 (v - 2x)) = {1 e <o
YeA ’ ’
Here || - || denotes the norm of the fractional part, that is,
N —1
Z apT"|| = Z a,T"|,

where we set a; = 0if N <i < —1. So, || X|| = minx,ea | X — Xo|.
Now if aX = Rmod r with |R| < |r| = ¢, then |[aX/r|| = ¢~ - |R|. We observe that if X1, Xy € B(xo,l) with
X1 # Xo and I < N, then X; # X5 mod r, which implies aX; # aX3 mod r as (a,r) = 1. Hence,

Z Z e (%XY) <q - #{X € B(xo, 1) : |aX/r|| < ¢ '}

XeB(xo,l) YEB(0,I)
<q¢-#{ReA:|R <q¢" "}
= qN'

If |af is small enough, then it turns out that S(«) equals I(«):
Lemma 5. If |a| < ¢ ™, then S(a) = I(«).

Proof. We observe that if |21 — 22| < ¢! for some 21,22 € Ko, then e(z1) = e(22). Now let # € B(0, M) N A and
y € B(z,0). Then as |a| < ¢=M, we have |z| < ¢" < ¢7!|a|™!, which implies max{1, |z|} < ¢~ '|a|~!. This in turn
gives [y + x| < ¢ a7t So, |ay? —az?| = |a|- |y — |- |y+ x| < ¢~ !. Hence we get e(ay?) = e(ax?) for all y € B(z,0).
Therefore,

I(a) = / (o) = 3 / co)duy) = S elaa®) p(B,0)= 3 e(az®) = S(a).

B(0,M) x€B(0,M) g o) x€B(0,M) 2€B(0,M)

If o is near a quotient a/r in K, then we have the following bound.
Lemma 6. If o = a/r+ B with a,r € A, v #0, |r| = ¢~ and |5] < ¢ N+M) | then

S(a) =0 <qN(1/2+5) T quN(l/Qfs)) '
Proof. We write ag = 0 and F}; = {a1,...,aq-1}. Let j = usq® + us_1¢°"' 4 --- 4+ ug be the g-adic representation of

7 € N. We set
Tj=ay, T+ ay, T+ 4 a,,T°
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Then it follows that

-1
Z e(az?) = Z e(ax?).
z€B(0,M) i=0

We further observe that zo = 0 and |z; — z;_1| = ¢°*% () if 4 > 0 (where ord, (i) is the largest n such that ¢"|i). Now

we have
-1
S(a) = e(az?) = Z e(ax?)
2€B(0,M) i=0
-1 “
= Z22). 2
= ; e(Txl> e(Bxy)
(2.2) S i
= (A;j — Aj_1) -e(Bx?)  where A; := Ze (Exi)
i=0 =0
-1
= ) Ai(e(Br]) — e(Baiyr)) + Agu_re(Brgn).
i=0

If § = usq® + us—1¢° "' + -+ + ug, then

usq®—1 us—1q° "1 —1 Us—2q® T2 —1
a a a
— 2 2 2
Aj; = E e (;xz) + E e (;xusqsﬂ) + E e (;xusqﬁruqus,lﬂ) 4.
1=0 1=0 i=0

uo
a o
+ € ;xusqs+u371q5*1+...+u1q+i :
1=0

This can be written in the form

k=0 |z—(au,T5+arTs1)|<qs~!
(2.3)
ulfl

+ Z Z e (%a@) + O(q).

k=0 \zf(ausT5+au871T5*1+...+au2T2+akT)\<q

If I > N, then

Z e (9x2) = Z e (ExQ) =g N Z e (ExQ) = qliNAqul.
|x—zo|<l " x€B(z0,l) " x€B(0,N) "

Note that [A x| < ¢V/? by Lemma [l For I < N, by the same Lemma 4]

2 o) =a

|z—zo|<qgt

Thus we can write, for [ < N,

Z e (%x2> =q¢""NAnN_ 1+ O(¢N"?).

|z—z0|<q!

(2.4)

(In this case, since |4 v _q] < ¢"/?, the main term is just dominated by the error term.) We set

1, ifI < N,
E = .
0, otherwise.
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Then from 23) and 24) it follows that
A; = (usqS’NAqN_l + O(quqN/Q)) + (Us—1q8717NAqN—1 + O(qES_qu/Q)) +oe
+ (u0g" N A 1 + O(aFoq™?))
=(usq® +us 1¢° -+ uoqo)q*NAqN_l + O(gNgN'?)
=jq~ " A1+ O(Ng"/ZH).

Arguing as before, we have

(2.5)

-1
(2.6) g N A _18(8) = q N A Z i (e(Bx}) — e(Bri)) + 4 N Agv_1(¢" = De(Baln).
i=0
Subtracting (20) from (Z2) and using (ZF) and [A~ | < ¢V/2, we get
-1
S(0) =g VA S(8) = O | NI 1+ Y Je(Ba]) —e(Balyy)| | + M
=0

We have e(Bz7) — e(Ba?, ) = 0 if and only if e(3(27,, — 27)) = 1. This is the case if |3(22,, — 27)| < ¢~*. Now
87y — )| = [Bi + @) (wip1 — 20)] < |B] - max{|as], [2i41]} - g7 < || - gMFordalHD),

So we have |B(z2,; — 22)| < ¢~ if i is such that |8] - gMFTorda(+D) < g=1 This implies

-1 i
> le(Ba?) —e(Baiy)| < > L< |8l
1=0 =1

|8]-qM Ferda it > =1
Hence we arrive at
S(a)—qg NAn_1S(8) =0 (qN(1/2+s) + quN/ngNE)
provided that |8] < ¢~ V+M)_ Moreover, estimating S(f) trivially,
qiNAqN—].S(B) < qiNAqN_lqM < quN/Q'

Putting everything together we get
S(a) =0 (qN(1/2+a) i qM—N(1/2—a)> _

For small |af, we obtain the following bound.
Lemma 7. If o = O(¢~™) then S(a) = O (|af~1/27%) .

Proof. By Lemmal[ll there exist a, r such that |r| < ¢™ and |a — a/r| < ¢~ NV+M) where |r| = ¢V < ¢™. So B=a—a/r
satisfies the conditions in Lemma [0 and hence

S(a) =0 (qN(1/2+a) i qM—N(1/2—a)> _
Now a = O(¢~M) implies ¢™ = O(]a|™1). So,
qN(1/2+s) < qM(1/2+5) < |a|7(1/2+s)-

We also observe that

)

a
< g WHM) o =N < ‘;

a
o — —
r

and thus we have |a| = |a/r| > |1/r] = ¢~ V. Therefore,

S(a) =0 (qN(1/2+5) T qufN(1/2fs)) -0 (|a|7(1/2+5) T |a|71|a|1/275) -0 (|a|71/275) _
O

A key point, as in Davenport-Heilbronn’s original proof, is the following fourth moment bound. Throughout the
sequel, we set

v = log, 2.
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Lemma 8. For1<i<5,
4 2M (1
[S(nia) *du(a) = O (M),
B(0,1)

Proof. Making a linear change of variables, we have

1
[ Istualtaute) = [ ISt dua)
B(0.1) "B
If |\ <1, we get
1
[ st < [ 1S duto),
B(va‘ll) B(O,l)
If |A\;] > 1, then by periodicity, S(a) = S(«+ h) for every h € A, we get
1 1
5 @bt = [ is@pdute) = [ I8t dute),
B(0,|xi]) B(0,1) B(0,1)
Now we write |S(a)[* = |S(a)?|? and
2
S@?=1| Y elaa®)| = > e(a(a] +13)) = a(y)e(ay),
2€B(0,M) (1,22)€B(0,M)? yeB(0,2M)

where a(y) := #{(z1,22) € B(0, M)? : 22 + 2% = y}.

We can write 2% + 23 = (21 +ix2)(x1 — ize) where i = —1 € F,. So we need to count the number of divisors of y in
Fq(i)[T]. If —1 is a square in Fy, then F,(i) = IF,, otherwise [Fy(i) : ] = 2 and hence Fy(i) = F2. In the first case, y
has at most #(F})-29°8¥ = (¢—1)29°8¥ divisors in F,()[T7], and in the second case at most #(F2) -2degy — (g2 —1)2desy,
So

2:

aly) < 2080 = Jy['8a2 = [y]".

Now

2

[ s@itane) = [ | 3 aetan)] dute)
B(0,1) B(0,1) 1vEB(0,2M)
— Y e [ elaly - w)dna),
(y1,y2)€B(0,2M)? B(0,1)
Using the orthogonality relation

1, ifh=0

h d — ) )
/ e(ah)du(a) {0, it he A~ {0},

B(0,1)

we obtain that

/ St due) = > laly)P = 0 (0) as aly) = O(ly).

B(O,l) yEB(O,2M)

(The first equation on the left-hand side is Parseval’s identity in this setting.) 0

To prove Theorem [2, we will need to bound the quantity

(2.7) o> xso(@@, ..., 75))

I1€B(O,M) 1566(0,]\4)

from below. It is not surprising that this discrete quantity is related to the corresponding continuous quantity,

(2.8) / . / X500 (Q(w1,. .., w5))du(rr) . .. du(ws).
B(O,M)  B(0,M)

The following lemma expresses these two quantities by means of integrals involving S(a) and I(«).
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Lemma 9. We have

(2.9) S ) xsoy(@an, ... w5)) = / S(Ay) - S(Asy)du(y)

z1€B(0,M) x5 €B(0,M) B(0,1)

and

(2.10) [ [ won@asduten) dutas) = [ 109 T0sy)duto)
B(0,M) B(0,M) B(0,1)

Proof. We observe that

/ xB(0,1) (Y)e(—zy)du(y) = / X5(0,1)(y)e(zy)du(y)

oo Koo

since x5(0,1)(¥) = XB(0,1)(—¥). This together with Lemma [l implies the Fourier inversion formula for xzo,1),

XB(O,l)(UC): /XB(O,l)(y)e(xy)dﬂ(y)-
Ko

Hence, we may write

Z Z XB(O,I)(Q(‘Tlv"'VTf)))

x1€B(0,M) z5€B(0,M)

Xson®) D o Y e(yMat+ .+ dsad))du(y)

1€B(0,M)  x5€B(0,M)

xB0,1)(¥)S(My) ... S(Asy)du(y)  (using Lemma [2])

/ SOuy) .. SOsy)dp(y),

proving ([Z9). We obtain (IZIII) by a similar argument. O
The following lemma gives an important lower bound for the quantity in ([2.8]).

Lemma 10. Suppose that —\4/Xs is a square of an element in K’ . Then

(211) / / XB(O)l)(Q(.Il,...,$5))d,LL(I1)...d,LL(ZZ?5) > ng
B(0,M) B(0,M)

if M > max{(1 —degXs)/2,1 — (deg Ay + deg A5)/4}.

Proof. We note that x € K is a square of an element in K% if and only if it has even degree and the leading coefficient
is a square of an element in [}.

Let C € Ny be a parameter, only depending on A, ..., A5 and to be fixed later and set M’ = M — C so that M’ < M.
For n € Z let §(0,n) be the sphere

S0,n) :=B0,n+ 1)\ B(0,n) ={r € K : |z| =¢"}.

Certainly, there exists D € Ny, only depending on Aq,..., A5, such that whenever x1, 22,23 € B(0, M’ — D) and
x4 € S(0, M" — 1), then

Mo de N
N T R

Set M" := M'"— D =M — C — D. We shall use the inequality

A o

(2.12) puctl

<

xB0,1)(Q(@1, .., x5))dp(ws) - - - dpa(21)
B(O,M)  B(0,M)

2/ / / / /Xzs<o,1)(Q(I1,---,:1?5))du(335)~"du(xl)

B(0,M") B(0,M"") B(0,M'") §(0,M’—1) B(0,M)

(2.13)
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and prove that the inner-most integral satisfies
-M
(2.14) / xX85(0,1) (@21, ..y 75))dp(xs) > q
B(0,M)

whenever 1, 79, 23 € B(0, M") and 24 € S(0, M’ —1). Then since u(B(0, M")) = ¢=¢~P > ¢M and u(S(0, M'—1)) =
gM=C — gM=C=1 5 ¢M the desired bound (1)) follows.
We rewrite the integral in question as

/ x8(0,1)(Q(21, ..., x5))dp(ws) = / X500, (Mt + - Asad)dp(xs)
B(0,M) B(0,M)

A1 A4
(2.15) = / XB(0,L) <)\—5If + - )\—533?1 + x%) du(xs)
B(0,M)

- / X5 (= arat— et 1) (TD)AR(@s),

x5 21
B(0,M)

where |\5| = ¢~ L. Now using inequality ([ZI2), the degree and leading coefficient of

Ma Moo
As A5
are equal to the degree and leading coefficient of
Mo
P
and by our assumption on —A4/ A5, this degree is even and the leading coefficient is a square of an element in [F;- Hence,
A1 A4

_)\_Sw%_..._)\:xi
is a square of an element in K% . Let d be one of its two square roots. Then
(2.16) 2 eB —ﬁxf — = E3:421,L a2 eB(d L) e |22 -d* < q" e |zs —d| < L

A5 A5 |‘T5 + dl
We have 1o 1o 1o
A A A A / /
d| = __135%_...__433421 =220 =2 M1 . (B+M
)\5 )\5 )\5 )\5

if x5 € S(0,M' —1). So if

|ZE5 _ d| < qL—(E+M')
and I

M >=—-FE,
2

then

|25 + d| = |(ws — d) + 2d] = [2d] = |d| = ¢,
and hence the last inequality in ([2.I6) is satisfied. We deduce that

(2.17) / X5(0,1)(Q(21, ..., w5))dp(xs) > / L dp(ws) = g~ 7,
B(0,M) B(d,L—(E+M"))
provided that
B(d,L — (E+ M')) C B(0, M).
Since |d| = ¢ZTM’, this is ensured if
(2.18) M >max{E+ M'+1,L — (E+ M")}.
Now we fix
C:=max{0,F}+1 and M :=M —C.
Then (ZI8) holds if M > (1 4+ L — min{0, E})/2 = max{(1 — deg \5)/2,1 — (deg \y + deg \5)/4}. Hence, using 217,
the desired inequality (2.I4]) is satisfied, which completes the proof. O

The main contribution to the quantity of our interest in (Z9) is approximated in the following result.
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Lemma 11. Assume that max{|Ai|, ..., |As|} < 1. Then we have
/ S(ha) ... SOsa)du(a) = / I(n0) . T(sa)du(a) + O (&390,
B(0,—M) B(0,1)
Proof. By Lemma[hl we have
/ S(Aia) ... S(\sa)du(a) = / I(\a). .. I(\sa)du(a).
B(0,— M)

B(0,— M)
It remains to show that

(2.19) Q). .. I(sa)du(e) = O (q(5/2+27)M> .

/8(0,1)\6(0,—1\4)

We recall that

1) = [ eadin@ = [ e(as)duta)
B(0,M) B(0,M—1)

where B(0,7) is the closed ball {|z| < ¢" : # € K }. In the following, we use results in [I] to produce an upper bound
for this integral. (We note that in [I], we used closed instead of open balls.) Write A := SAy, where A is the square
of an element in K7, and 8 = ct~¢ with ¢ € F; and ¢ € {0,1}. Then in [I} section 7], it was shown that

I(4) = g~ [@es A)/2] / e(By?)du(y)

B(o,n)
with n = M — 1+ [(deg A)/2]. Further, [I, Lemma 7.3] with « = 0 evaluates the integral on the right-hand side as
n+1 :
9 q ifn< -1
d =
/ e(ﬁy ) M(y) {1 + E(S(C)ql/Q _ 1) if n >0,
B(0,n)
where s(c) = 1 if ¢ is a square of an element in F}; and s(c) = —1 otherwise. In any case,
[ etsyiuty) = 0.
B(0,n)

It follows that
I(A) <« g~ (es /2 — | 4|71/2,
Using this for A = Asa, we deduce that

/ I(Ma)... I(sa)du(a) < ¢M/? / II(\@) ... I(Aa)|dp(a).
B(0,1)\B(0,—M) B(0,1)
The desired bound (Z.19) now follows from

4

I(M\a) ... I(ua)| <> [I(Aa)*
i=1
and Lemma Rl O

3. COMPLETION OF THE PROOF

The completion of the proof is almost literally as in [4]. We now restrict M to a certain sequence of natural numbers.
If \/X2 € Koo \ K, then Lemma [Tl implies that there exist infinitely many relatively prime pairs (ag,79) € A x A* for
which

1

= rol*

)\1 aq

(3.1) T

Let S be the infinite sequence consisting of all natural numbers 2 degrgy such that rg € A* and there exists ag € A
coprime to 7o such that the above Diophantine condition (B is satisfied. If M € S, we therefore have

A1 ag

(3.2) o

< qiM

for a suitable relatively prime pair (ag,r9) € A x A* with |ro| = ¢™/2.
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Lemma 12. If \/do € Koo \ K, M € S and ¢ M < |a| < 1, then
min (|S(aa)l, [S(aa)]) = O (¢4 .

Proof. By Lemma[ll there exist ai,az,r1,72 € A such that
(3.3) (a;,ri) =1, degr; <M, [Ma—ai/ri| <q M| fori=1,2.

Suppose that p = 1/8 —e > 0. If |r1| > ¢**M or |ra| > ¢?°M, then the desired result follows from Lemma[Gl If a; = 0
or az = 0, then by ([B3)), we have |a| = O(¢~™), and the result follows from Lemma [[] since we also have |a| > ¢~ by
assumption in Lemma[I2l In the following, we will show that the complementary case when

(3.4) a1 # 0 and az # 0 and |r;| < ¢**™ and |ry| < ¢*M

cannot occur, thereby proving Lemma
Assume we have (34). Then we observe that

(3.5) laz| = O ([r2a] + ¢~ ) = O(¢*"™).
Using ([B.3]), we have
a=MN"tary (1 +7) and a =), tagry (1 + )
with
71l 2l = O(g™™),
which implies

air A 1+ A A
12 _ A1 72:_1(14_7):_14_7/
asn”y )\2 1+’71 )\2 )\2
with
v = 0.
Using ([B.2)), we deduce that
a17r2 ao _
- —|=0(").
az271 To

The difference on the left-hand side cannot equal 0 because this would imply ro|aer; and hence |rg| < |agri|, whereas
Iro] = ¢™/? and |agry| = O(¢**™) by B4) and [BH) (recall that p < 1/8). Tt follows that

1
laoriro| —

a1re an

=0(¢ ).

a7 To

This is impossible as well since agrirg = O(q**+H1/2M) (recall p < 1/8 again). Hence, the case [B.4) cannot occur. This
completes the proof. O

The above lemma allows us to bound the remaining (error) contribution to the quantity in (29).

Lemma 13. If M € S, then we have
/ S(Aa)...S(Asa)du(a) =0 (qM(371/8+27+5)) .
B(0,1)~B(0,— M)

Proof. The integrand is bounded by

[S(A1c@) ... S(Asa)] < min{|S(A1a)], [S(A2c)|} Z |S(Nic)|t.

i=1

Now the result follows from Lemmas [§ and O
3.1. Proof of Theorem [2l We note that we may assume without loss of generality that max{|A1],....|As]} < 1

(otherwise we re-scale suitably). Now combining Lemmas [ [0, [Tl and [[3] we obtain
Z Z x50, (Q(w1,...,75)) > p3M
z1€B(0,M)  x5€B(0,M)

thus proving Theorem 2] where we use the fact that 3 —1/8 +2v < 3 if ¢ > 2'6. Here we note that in the course of the
proof, we may re-label Ay, ..., A5 as we wish so that the conditions in Lemmas [[0l and [[2 are satisfied.
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