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QUANTITATIVE OPPENHEIM CONJECTURE FOR QUADRATIC FORMS IN 5 VARIABLES

OVER FUNCTION FIELDS

STEPHAN BAIER AND ARKAPRAVA BHANDARI

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 Q 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 ε > 0, there
exists a nonzero vector x with integer components such that Q(x) < ε. 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 [1]. We recall the original result of Davenport and Heilbronn [4,
Theorem∗] below.

Theorem 1 (Davenport-Heilbronn). Let λ1, ..., λ5 be real numbers, not all of the same sign, and none of them zero, such

that one at least of the ratios λi/λj is irrational. Then there exist arbitrarily large integers P such that the inequalities

1 ≤ x1 ≤ P, ..., 1 ≤ x5 ≤ P, |Q(x1, ..., x5)| < 1

have more than γP 3 solutions, where γ = γ(λ1, ..., λ5).

First, we aim to translate this statement into the setting of function fields K in one variable over the finite field Fq.
To this end, we need to introduce some notation. For background material about function fields, see [8], for example.
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1.1. Notation. Let q be a prime power and denote by Fq the field with q elements. We set A := Fq[T ], the polynomial
ring in one variable over Fq, and K := Fq(T ), its quotient field. We denote by K∞ the completion of the rational
function field K with respect to the norm at infinity, given by

∣

∣

∣

∣

f

g

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞

= qdeg f−deg g for (f, g) ∈ A×A∗.

For simplicity, we will drop the subscript ∞ on the left-hand side throughout the sequel. We recall that every element
of K∞ is of the form

x =

M
∑

n=−∞

anT
n,

where an ∈ Fq, and the norm of x equals

|x| = qM

if aM 6= 0. In this situation, the coefficient aM is referred to as leading coefficient of x and we define

deg x := M.

We denote by B(x,M) the open ball of radius qM around x ∈ K∞, i.e.

B(x,M) := {y ∈ K∞ : |y − x| < qM}.

The valued field K∞ has a unique Haar measure µ which on these balls takes the values

µ(B(x,M)) = qM .

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 q = pn, where p is a prime. The exponential
function replacing exp(2πix) over the reals is in this context defined as

e(x) := exp

(

2πi ·
Tr(a−1)

p

)

,

where

x =
M
∑

n=−∞

anT
n

with M ≥ −1 (if deg x < −1, then set ai := 0 if i > deg x) and Tr: Fq → Fp 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

f̂(y) :=

∫

K∞

f(x)e(−xy)dµ(x),

if existent.

1.2. Translation into the function field setting. Now we translate Theorem 1 into the function field setting. In
this situation, the λi’s in Theorem 1 are replaced by elements of K∗

∞ such that at least one ratio λi/λj is not in K, which
is analogous to being irrational. We further observe that the condition of the λi’s not being of equal sign in Theorem
1 is equivalent to at least one of the signed ratios −λk/λl with k 6= l 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 −λk/λl with k 6= l is a square of an element in K∗

∞. Further, the variable P in Theorem 1 is now
replaced by qM with M ∈ N and the condition 1 ≤ xi ≤ P by |xi| < qM . (We prefer “<” over “≤” because |xi| < qN

is the same as xi ∈ B(0,M).) Of course, the condition of xi being an integer is replaced by xi ∈ A. Now we are ready
to formulate our main result.

Theorem 2 (Theorem of Davenport and Heilbronn in the setting of function fields). Let q = pn > 216, where p is an

odd prime. Let λ1, · · · , λ5 ∈ K∗
∞ such that at least one of the ratios λi/λj is not an element of K and at least one of

the signed ratios −λk/λl with k 6= l is a square of on element in K∗
∞. Then there exist arbitrarily large positive integers

M such that the inequalities

max
1≤i≤5

|xi| < qM , |Q(x1, . . . , x5)| < 1, x1, . . . , x5 ∈ A

have more than γq3M solutions, where γ = γ(λ1, . . . , λ5) > 0.
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In the following, we will translate Davenport’s and Heilbronn’s proof of their Theorem 1 into a proof of Theorem 2.
The restriction to odd primes p above is needed because we use results in [1] in which this was assumed.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank the Ramakrishna Mission Vivekananda Educational and Re-
search Institute for providing excellent working conditions. The second-named author would like to thank CSIR, Govt.
of India for financial support in the form of a Junior Research Fellowship.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the sequel, we assume that M ∈ N. For any α ∈ K∞ we define

S(α) :=
∑

x∈B(0,M)

e(αx2) and I(α) :=

∫

B(0,M)

e(αx2)dµ(x).

Here and throughout the sequel, we tacitly assume in summations that the summation variable runs over elements of A
(so by x ∈ B(0,M) we really mean x ∈ B(0,M)∩A). 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 α ∈ K∞ there exist a, r ∈ A with r 6= 0 such that

|r| ≤ qL and
∣

∣

∣α−
a

r

∣

∣

∣ < q−(L+N) where |r| = qN .

Proof. This is the one-dimensional case of Theorem 5.5 in [1]. �

Consider the characteristic function

χB(0,1)(x) :=

{

1, if |x| < 1

0, otherwise.

We shall need the following result on its Fourier transform.

Lemma 2. The Fourier transform of χB(0,1) is the function itself, that is,

(2.1) χ̂B(0,1)(x) =

∫

K∞

χB(0,1)(y)e(−xy)dµ(y) = χB(0,1)(x).

Proof. See [1, Lemma 5.4]. �

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

Lemma 3 (Poisson Summation Formula). Let Φ : K∞ → C be a function such that

F (x) =
∑

f∈A

|Φ(f + x)|

is uniformly convergent in compact subsets of K∞ and
∑

g∈A

|Φ̂(g)|

is convergent. Then
∑

f∈A

Φ(f) =
∑

g∈A

Φ̂(g).

Proof. See [1, Lemma 5.3]. �

The following is a result on incomplete quadratic Gauss sums.

Lemma 4. If a, r ∈ A with r 6= 0, (a, r) = 1, |r| = qN and 0 ≤ l ≤ N , then for any x0 ∈ K∞,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈B(x0,l)

e
(a

r
x2

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ qN/2.
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Proof. Multiplying out the modulus square gives
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x∈B(x0,l)

e
(a

r
x2

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

x,y∈B(x0,l)

e
(a

r
(x2 − y2)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

X∈B(x0,l)

∑

Y ∈B(0,l)

e
(a

r
XY

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(where X = x+ y and Y = x− y).

Now,
∑

Y ∈B(0,l)

e
(a

r
XY

)

=
∑

Y ∈A

e
(a

r
XY

)

· χB(0,1)(T
−lY ).

Using Lemmas 2 and 3, the above equals

ql
∑

Y ∈A

χB(0,1)

(

T l
(

Y −
a

r
X
))

.

We observe that
∑

Y ∈A

χB(0,1)

(

T l
(

Y −
a

r
X
))

=

{

1, if ‖aX/r‖ < q−l,

0, otherwise.

Here || · || denotes the norm of the fractional part, that is,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=−∞

anT
n

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

:=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−1
∑

n=−∞

anT
n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

where we set ai = 0 if N < i ≤ −1. So, ‖X‖ = minX0∈A |X −X0|.
Now if aX ≡ R mod r with |R| < |r| = qN , then ‖aX/r‖ = q−N · |R|. We observe that if X1, X2 ∈ B(x0, l) with

X1 6= X2 and l ≤ N , then X1 6≡ X2 mod r, which implies aX1 6≡ aX2 mod r as (a, r) = 1. Hence,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

X∈B(x0,l)

∑

Y ∈B(0,l)

e
(a

r
XY

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ql ·#{X ∈ B(x0, l) : ‖aX/r‖ < q−l}

≤ ql ·#{R ∈ A : |R| < qN−l}

= qN .

�

If |α| is small enough, then it turns out that S(α) equals I(α):

Lemma 5. If |α| < q−M , then S(α) = I(α).

Proof. We observe that if |z1 − z2| < q−1 for some z1, z2 ∈ K∞, then e(z1) = e(z2). Now let x ∈ B(0,M) ∩ A and
y ∈ B(x, 0). Then as |α| < q−M , we have |x| < qM ≤ q−1|α|−1, which implies max{1, |x|} < q−1|α|−1. This in turn
gives |y+ x| < q−1|α|−1. So, |αy2−αx2| = |α| · |y− x| · |y+ x| < q−1. Hence we get e(αy2) = e(αx2) for all y ∈ B(x, 0).
Therefore,

I(α) =

∫

B(0,M)

e(αx2) =
∑

x∈B(0,M)

∫

B(x,0)

e(αy2)dµ(y) =
∑

x∈B(0,M)

e(αx2) · µ(B(x, 0)) =
∑

x∈B(0,M)

e(αx2) = S(α).

�

If α is near a quotient a/r in K, then we have the following bound.

Lemma 6. If α = a/r + β with a, r ∈ A, r 6= 0, |r| = qN and |β| ≤ q−(N+M), then

S(α) = O
(

qN(1/2+ε) + qM−N(1/2−ε)
)

.

Proof. We write a0 = 0 and F∗
q = {a1, . . . , aq−1}. Let j = usq

s + us−1q
s−1 + · · · + u0 be the q-adic representation of

j ∈ N. We set

xj = aus
T s + aus−1T

s−1 + · · ·+ au0T
0.
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Then it follows that

∑

x∈B(0,M)

e(αx2) =

qM−1
∑

i=0

e(αx2
i ).

We further observe that x0 = 0 and |xi − xi−1| = qordq(i) if i > 0 (where ordq(i) is the largest n such that qn|i). Now
we have

S(α) =
∑

x∈B(0,M)

e(αx2) =

qM−1
∑

i=0

e(αx2
i )

=

qM−1
∑

i=0

e
(a

r
x2
i

)

· e(βx2
i )

=

qM−1
∑

i=0

(Ai −Ai−1) · e(βx
2
i ) where Ai :=

i
∑

k=0

e
(a

r
x2
k

)

=

qM−1
∑

i=0

Ai(e(βx
2
i )− e(βx2

i+1)) +AqM−1e(βx
2
qM ).

(2.2)

If j = usq
s + us−1q

s−1 + · · ·+ u0, then

Aj =

usq
s−1

∑

i=0

e
(a

r
x2
i

)

+

us−1q
s−1−1

∑

i=0

e
(a

r
x2
usqs+i

)

+

us−2q
s−2−1

∑

i=0

e
(a

r
x2
usqs+us−1qs−1+i

)

+ · · ·

+

u0
∑

i=0

e
(a

r
x2
usqs+us−1qs−1+...+u1q+i

)

.

This can be written in the form

Aj =

us−1
∑

k=0

∑

|x−akT s|<qs

e
(a

r
x2

)

+

us−1−1
∑

k=0

∑

|x−(ausT
s+akT s−1)|<qs−1

e
(a

r
x2

)

+ · · ·

+

u1−1
∑

k=0

∑

|x−(ausT
s+aus−1

T s−1+...+au2T
2+akT )|<q

e
(a

r
x2

)

+O(q).

(2.3)

If l ≥ N , then
∑

|x−x0|<l

e
(a

r
x2

)

=
∑

x∈B(x0,l)

e
(a

r
x2

)

= ql−N
∑

x∈B(0,N)

e
(a

r
x2

)

= ql−NAqN−1.

Note that |AqN−1| ≤ qN/2 by Lemma 4. For l < N , by the same Lemma 4,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

|x−x0|<ql

e
(a

r
x2

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ qN/2.

Thus we can write, for l < N ,

(2.4)
∑

|x−x0|<ql

e
(a

r
x2

)

= ql−NAqN−1 +O(qN/2).

(In this case, since |AqN−1| ≤ qN/2, the main term is just dominated by the error term.) We set

El =

{

1, if l < N,

0, otherwise.
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Then from (2.3) and (2.4) it follows that

Aj =
(

usq
s−NAqN−1 +O(qEsq

N/2)
)

+
(

us−1q
s−1−NAqN−1 +O(qEs−1q

N/2)
)

+ · · ·

+
(

u0q
0−NAqN−1 +O(qE0q

N/2)
)

=(usq
s + us−1q

s−1 + · · ·+ u0q
0)q−NAqN−1 +O(qNqN/2)

=jq−NAqN−1 +O(NqN/2+1).

(2.5)

Arguing as before, we have

(2.6) q−NAqN−1S(β) = q−NAqN−1

qM−1
∑

i=0

i
(

e(βx2
i )− e(βx2

i+1)
)

+ q−NAqN−1(q
M − 1)e(βx2

qM ).

Subtracting (2.6) from (2.2) and using (2.5) and |AqN−1| ≤ qN/2, we get

S(α) − q−NAqN−1S(β) = O



qN(1/2+ε)



1 +

qM−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣e(βx2
i )− e(βx2

i+1)
∣

∣



+ qM−N/2



 .

We have e(βx2
i )− e(βx2

i+1) = 0 if and only if e(β(x2
i+1 − x2

i )) = 1. This is the case if |β(x2
i+1 − x2

i )| < q−1. Now

|β(x2
i+1 − x2

i )| = |β(xi+1 + xi)(xi+1 − xi)| ≤ |β| ·max{|xi|, |xi+1|} · q
ordq(i+1) ≤ |β| · qM+ordq(i+1).

So we have |β(x2
i+1 − x2

i )| < q−1 if i is such that |β| · qM+ordq(i+1) < q−1. This implies

qM−1
∑

i=0

∣

∣e(βx2
i )− e(βx2

i+1)
∣

∣ ≪

qM
∑

i=1
|β|·qM+ordq(i+1)≥q−1

1 ≪ |β| · q2M .

Hence we arrive at

S(α)− q−NAqN−1S(β) = O
(

qN(1/2+ε) + qM−N/2+Nε
)

provided that |β| ≤ q−(N+M). Moreover, estimating S(β) trivially,

q−NAqN−1S(β) ≪ q−NAqN−1q
M ≪ qM−N/2.

Putting everything together we get

S(α) = O
(

qN(1/2+ε) + qM−N(1/2−ε)
)

.

�

For small |α|, we obtain the following bound.

Lemma 7. If α = O(q−M ) then S(α) = O
(

|α|−1/2−ε
)

.

Proof. By Lemma 1, there exist a, r such that |r| ≤ qM and |α− a/r| < q−(N+M) where |r| = qN ≤ qM . So β = α−a/r
satisfies the conditions in Lemma 6, and hence

S(α) = O
(

qN(1/2+ε) + qM−N(1/2−ε)
)

.

Now α = O(q−M ) implies qM = O(|α|−1). So,

qN(1/2+ε) ≤ qM(1/2+ε) ≪ |α|−(1/2+ε).

We also observe that
∣

∣

∣α−
a

r

∣

∣

∣ < q−(N+M) < q−N ≤
∣

∣

∣

a

r

∣

∣

∣ ,

and thus we have |α| = |a/r| ≥ |1/r| = q−N . Therefore,

S(α) = O
(

qN(1/2+ε) + qMq−N(1/2−ε)
)

= O
(

|α|−(1/2+ε) + |α|−1|α|1/2−ε
)

= O
(

|α|−1/2−ε
)

.

�

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

γ := logq 2.
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Lemma 8. For 1 ≤ i ≤ 5,
∫

B(0,1)

|S(λiα)|
4dµ(α) = O

(

q2M(1+γ)
)

.

Proof. Making a linear change of variables, we have
∫

B(0,1)

|S(λiα)|
4dµ(α) =

1

|λi|

∫

B(0,|λi|)

|S(α)|4dµ(α).

If |λi| ≤ 1, we get
1

|λi|

∫

B(0,|λi|)

|S(α)|4dµ(α) ≪

∫

B(0,1)

|S(α)|4dµ(α).

If |λi| > 1, then by periodicity, S(α) = S(α+ h) for every h ∈ A, we get

1

|λi|

∫

B(0,|λi|)

|S(α)|4dµ(α) =
1

|λi|
· |λi|

∫

B(0,1)

|S(α)|4dµ(α) =

∫

B(0,1)

|S(α)|4dµ(α).

Now we write |S(α)|4 = |S(α)2|2 and

S(α)2 =





∑

x∈B(0,M)

e(αx2)





2

=
∑

(x1,x2)∈B(0,M)2

e(α(x2
1 + x2

2)) =
∑

y∈B(0,2M)

a(y)e(αy),

where a(y) := #{(x1, x2) ∈ B(0,M)2 : x2
1 + x2

2 = y}.
We can write x2

1 + x2
2 = (x1 + ix2)(x1 − ix2) where i2 = −1 ∈ Fq. So we need to count the number of divisors of y in

Fq(i)[T ]. If −1 is a square in Fq, then Fq(i) = Fq, otherwise [Fq(i) : Fq] = 2 and hence Fq(i) ∼= Fq2 . In the first case, y

has at most #(F∗
q)·2

deg y = (q−1)2deg y divisors in Fq(i)[T ], and in the second case at most #(F∗
q2)·2

deg y = (q2−1)2deg y.
So

a(y) ≪ 2deg y = |y|logq 2 = |y|γ .

Now

∫

B(0,1)

|S(α)|
4
dµ(α) =

∫

B(0,1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

y∈B(0,2M)

a(y)e(αy)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dµ(α)

=
∑

(y1,y2)∈B(0,2M)2

a(y1)a(y2)

∫

B(0,1)

e(α(y1 − y2))dµ(α).

Using the orthogonality relation
∫

B(0,1)

e(αh)dµ(α) =

{

1, if h = 0,

0, if h ∈ Ar {0},

we obtain that
∫

B(0,1)

|S(α)|4 dµ(α) =
∑

y∈B(0,2M)

|a(y)|2 = O
(

q2M(1+γ)
)

as a(y) = O(|y|γ).

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

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

(2.7)
∑

x1∈B(0,M)

. . .
∑

x5∈B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, . . . , x5))

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

(2.8)

∫

B(0,M)

. . .

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, . . . , x5))dµ(x1) . . . dµ(x5).

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

(2.9)
∑

x1∈B(0,M)

. . .
∑

x5∈B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, . . . , x5)) =

∫

B(0,1)

S(λ1y) . . . S(λ5y)dµ(y)

and

(2.10)

∫

B(0,M)

. . .

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, . . . , x5))dµ(x1) . . . dµ(x5) =

∫

B(0,1)

I(λ1y) . . . I(λ5y)dµ(y).

Proof. We observe that
∫

K∞

χB(0,1)(y)e(−xy)dµ(y) =

∫

K∞

χB(0,1)(y)e(xy)dµ(y)

since χB(0,1)(y) = χB(0,1)(−y). This together with Lemma 2 implies the Fourier inversion formula for χB(0,1),

χB(0,1)(x) =

∫

K∞

χ̂B(0,1)(y)e(xy)dµ(y).

Hence, we may write
∑

x1∈B(0,M)

. . .
∑

x5∈B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, . . . , x5))

=

∫

K∞

χ̂B(0,1)(y)
∑

x1∈B(0,M)

. . .
∑

x5∈B(0,M)

e(y(λ1x
2
1 + . . .+ λ5x

2
5))dµ(y)

=

∫

K∞

χB(0,1)(y)S(λ1y) . . . S(λ5y)dµ(y) (using Lemma 2)

=

∫

B(0,1)

S(λ1y) . . . S(λ5y)dµ(y),

proving (2.9). We obtain (2.10) by a similar argument. �

The following lemma gives an important lower bound for the quantity in (2.8).

Lemma 10. Suppose that −λ4/λ5 is a square of an element in K∗
∞. Then

(2.11)

∫

B(0,M)

. . .

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, . . . , x5))dµ(x1) . . . dµ(x5) ≫ q3M

if M ≥ max{(1− degλ5)/2, 1− (deg λ4 + deg λ5)/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 F∗

q .
Let C ∈ N0 be a parameter, only depending on λ1, ..., λ5 and to be fixed later and set M ′ = M −C so that M ′ ≤ M .

For n ∈ Z let S(0, n) be the sphere

S(0, n) := B(0, n+ 1)r B(0, n) = {x ∈ K∞ : |x| = qn}.

Certainly, there exists D ∈ N0, only depending on λ1, ..., λ5, such that whenever x1, x2, x3 ∈ B(0,M ′ − D) and
x4 ∈ S(0,M ′ − 1), then

(2.12)

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ1

λ5
x2
1 +

λ2

λ5
x2
2 +

λ3

λ5
x2
3

∣

∣

∣

∣

<

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ4

λ5
x2
4

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Set M ′′ := M ′ −D = M − C −D. We shall use the inequality
∫

B(0,M)

· · ·

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, ..., x5))dµ(x5) · · · dµ(x1)

≥

∫

B(0,M ′′)

∫

B(0,M ′′)

∫

B(0,M ′′)

∫

S(0,M ′−1)

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, ..., x5))dµ(x5) · · · dµ(x1)

(2.13)
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and prove that the inner-most integral satisfies

(2.14)

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, ..., x5))dµ(x5) ≫ q−M

whenever x1, x2, x3 ∈ B(0,M ′′) and x4 ∈ S(0,M ′−1). Then since µ(B(0,M ′′)) = qM−C−D ≫ qM and µ(S(0,M ′−1)) =
qM−C − qM−C−1 ≫ qM , the desired bound (2.11) follows.

We rewrite the integral in question as
∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, ..., x5))dµ(x5) =

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(λ1x
2
1 + · · ·λ5x

2
5)dµ(x5)

=

∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,L)

(

λ1

λ5
x2
1 + · · ·

λ4

λ5
x2
4 + x2

5

)

dµ(x5)

=

∫

B(0,M)

χ
B
(

−
λ1
λ5

x2
1−···−

λ4
λ5

x2
4,L

)(x2
5)dµ(x5),

(2.15)

where |λ5| = q−L. Now using inequality (2.12), the degree and leading coefficient of

−
λ1

λ5
x2
1 − · · · −

λ4

λ5
x2
4

are equal to the degree and leading coefficient of

−
λ4

λ5
x2
4,

and by our assumption on −λ4/λ5, this degree is even and the leading coefficient is a square of an element in F∗
q . Hence,

−
λ1

λ5
x2
1 − · · · −

λ4

λ5
x2
4

is a square of an element in K∗
∞. Let d be one of its two square roots. Then

(2.16) x2
5 ∈ B

(

−
λ1

λ5
x2
1 − · · · −

λ4

λ5
x2
4, L

)

⇔ x2
5 ∈ B(d2, L) ⇔ |x2

5 − d2| < qL ⇔ |x5 − d| <
qL

|x5 + d|
.

We have

|d| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

−
λ1

λ5
x2
1 − · · · −

λ4

λ5
x2
4

∣

∣

∣

∣

1/2

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ4

λ5
x2
4

∣

∣

∣

∣

1/2

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ4

λ5

∣

∣

∣

∣

1/2

qM
′−1 =: qE+M ′

if x5 ∈ S(0,M ′ − 1). So if

|x5 − d| < qL−(E+M ′)

and

M ′ >
L

2
− E,

then
|x5 + d| = |(x5 − d) + 2d| = |2d| = |d| = qE+M ′

,

and hence the last inequality in (2.16) is satisfied. We deduce that
∫

B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, ..., x5))dµ(x5) ≥

∫

B(d,L−(E+M ′))

1 dµ(x5) = qL−(E+M ′),(2.17)

provided that
B(d, L− (E +M ′)) ⊆ B(0,M).

Since |d| = qE+M ′

, this is ensured if

(2.18) M ≥ max{E +M ′ + 1, L− (E +M ′)}.

Now we fix
C := max{0, E}+ 1 and M ′ := M − C.

Then (2.18) holds if M ≥ (1 + L−min{0, E})/2 = max{(1− deg λ5)/2, 1− (deg λ4 + degλ5)/4}. Hence, using (2.17),
the desired inequality (2.14) is satisfied, which completes the proof. �

The main contribution to the quantity of our interest in (2.9) is approximated in the following result.
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Lemma 11. Assume that max{|λ1|, ..., |λ5|} ≤ 1. Then we have
∫

B(0,−M)

S(λ1α) . . . S(λ5α)dµ(α) =

∫

B(0,1)

I(λ1α) . . . I(λ5α)dµ(α) +O
(

q(5/2+2γ)M
)

.

Proof. By Lemma 5, we have
∫

B(0,−M)

S(λ1α) . . . S(λ5α)dµ(α) =

∫

B(0,−M)

I(λ1α) . . . I(λ5α)dµ(α).

It remains to show that

(2.19)

∫

B(0,1)\B(0,−M)

I(λ1α) . . . I(λ5α)dµ(α) = O
(

q(5/2+2γ)M
)

.

We recall that

I(A) =

∫

B(0,M)

e(Ax2)dµ(x) =

∫

B(0,M−1)

e(Ax2)dµ(x),

where B(0, n) is the closed ball {|x| ≤ qn : x ∈ K∞}. In the following, we use results in [1] to produce an upper bound
for this integral. (We note that in [1], we used closed instead of open balls.) Write A := βA2, where A2 is the square
of an element in K∗

∞ and β = ct−ǫ with c ∈ F∗
q and ǫ ∈ {0, 1}. Then in [1, section 7], it was shown that

I(A) = q−⌈(degA)/2⌉

∫

B(0,n)

e(βy2)dµ(y)

with n = M − 1 + ⌈(degA)/2⌉. Further, [1, Lemma 7.3] with x = 0 evaluates the integral on the right-hand side as
∫

B(0,n)

e(βy2)dµ(y) =

{

qn+1 if n ≤ −1

1 + ǫ(s(c)q1/2 − 1) if n ≥ 0,

where s(c) = 1 if c is a square of an element in F∗
q and s(c) = −1 otherwise. In any case,

∫

B(0,n)

e(βy2)dµ(y) = O(1).

It follows that

I(A) ≪ q−(degA)/2 = |A|−1/2.

Using this for A = λ5α, we deduce that
∫

B(0,1)\B(0,−M)

I(λ1α) . . . I(λ5α)dµ(α) ≪ qM/2

∫

B(0,1)

|I(λ1α) . . . I(λ4α)|dµ(α).

The desired bound (2.19) now follows from

|I(λ1α) . . . I(λ4α)| ≤

4
∑

i=1

|I(λiα)|
4

and Lemma 8. �

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 λ1/λ2 ∈ K∞ \K, then Lemma 1 implies that there exist infinitely many relatively prime pairs (a0, r0) ∈ A×A∗ for
which

(3.1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ1

λ2
−

a0
r0

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

|r0|2
.

Let S be the infinite sequence consisting of all natural numbers 2 deg r0 such that r0 ∈ A∗ and there exists a0 ∈ A

coprime to r0 such that the above Diophantine condition (3.1) is satisfied. If M ∈ S, we therefore have

(3.2)

∣

∣

∣

∣

λ1

λ2
−

a0
r0

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ q−M

for a suitable relatively prime pair (a0, r0) ∈ A×A∗ with |r0| = qM/2.
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Lemma 12. If λ1/λ2 ∈ K∞ \K, M ∈ S and q−M ≤ |α| < 1, then

min (|S(λ1α)|, |S(λ2α)|) = O
(

q(7/8+ε)M
)

.

Proof. By Lemma 1, there exist a1, a2, r1, r2 ∈ A such that

(3.3) (ai, ri) = 1, deg ri ≤ M, |λ1α− ai/ri| ≤ q−M |ri|
−1 for i = 1, 2.

Suppose that ρ = 1/8− ε > 0. If |r1| ≥ q2ρM or |r2| ≥ q2ρM , then the desired result follows from Lemma 6. If a1 = 0
or a2 = 0, then by (3.3), we have |α| = O(q−M ), and the result follows from Lemma 7 since we also have |α| ≥ q−M by
assumption in Lemma 12. In the following, we will show that the complementary case when

(3.4) a1 6= 0 and a2 6= 0 and |r1| < q2ρM and |r2| < q2ρM

cannot occur, thereby proving Lemma 12.
Assume we have (3.4). Then we observe that

(3.5) |a2| = O
(

|r2α|+ q−M
)

= O(q2ρM ).

Using (3.3), we have

α = λ−1
1 a1r

−1
1 (1 + γ1) and α = λ−1

2 a2r
−1
2 (1 + γ2)

with

|γ1|, |γ2| = O(q−M ),

which implies
a1r2
a2r1

=
λ1

λ2
·
1 + γ2
1 + γ1

=
λ1

λ2
(1 + γ) =

λ1

λ2
+ γ′

with

|γ|, |γ′| = O(q−M ).

Using (3.2), we deduce that
∣

∣

∣

∣

a1r2
a2r1

−
a0
r0

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(q−M ).

The difference on the left-hand side cannot equal 0 because this would imply r0|a2r1 and hence |r0| ≤ |a2r1|, whereas
|r0| = qM/2 and |a2r1| = O(q4ρM ) by (3.4) and (3.5) (recall that ρ < 1/8). It follows that

1

|a2r1r0|
≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

a1r2
a2r1

−
a0
r0

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(q−M ).

This is impossible as well since a2r1r0 = O(q(4ρ+1/2)M ) (recall ρ < 1/8 again). Hence, the case (3.4) cannot occur. This
completes the proof. �

The above lemma allows us to bound the remaining (error) contribution to the quantity in (2.9).

Lemma 13. If M ∈ S, then we have
∫

B(0,1)rB(0,−M)

S(λ1α) . . . S(λ5α)dµ(α) = O
(

qM(3−1/8+2γ+ε)
)

.

Proof. The integrand is bounded by

|S(λ1α) . . . S(λ5α)| ≤ min{|S(λ1α)|, |S(λ2α)|}
5

∑

i=1

|S(λiα)|
4.

Now the result follows from Lemmas 8 and 12. �

3.1. Proof of Theorem 2. We note that we may assume without loss of generality that max{|λ1|, ..., |λ5|} ≤ 1
(otherwise we re-scale suitably). Now combining Lemmas 9, 10, 11 and 13, we obtain

∑

x1∈B(0,M)

. . .
∑

x5∈B(0,M)

χB(0,1)(Q(x1, . . . , x5)) ≫ P 3M ,

thus proving Theorem 2, where we use the fact that 3− 1/8+ 2γ < 3 if q > 216. Here we note that in the course of the
proof, we may re-label λ1, ..., λ5 as we wish so that the conditions in Lemmas 10 and 12 are satisfied.
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