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Abstract

We show that the number of non-trivial rational points of height at
most B, which lie on the cubic surface z1x2x3 = 24(21 + 22 + 23)7, has
order of magnitude B(log B)®. This agrees with Manin’s conjecture.

1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to investigate the distribution of rational points on
the singular cubic surface X C P3, given by the equation

T1To2X3 = x4(x1 + 22 + $3)2.

This surface has a unique singular point [0,0,0,1] which is of type Dy, and
contains precisely 6 lines [3, Lemma 4]. These lines are all defined over Q and
are given by

rp=24=0, z;=x;+x=0,

for {i,7,k} = {1,2,3}. We shall denote by U C X the open subset formed by
deleting the lines from X.

Given a rational point @ = |21, 72,23, 24] € P3(Q) such that x1,z2, 23,74
are relatively prime integers, let H(z) = maxig;<a |7;| denote its anticanonical
height, metrized by the choice of norm maxi;<a |2;|. Then for any B > 1, we
shall be concerned with estimating the quantity

Nuu(B)=#{zxc UNP*Q): H(z) < B}.

Manin [§] has provided a very general conjecture concerning the distribution
of rational points on Fano varieties. In our case it predicts that there exists a
positive constant cx g such that

NU)H(B) ~ cx,HB(log B)6,
as B — co. Here the exponent of log B is one less than the rank of Pic(X ), where
X denotes the minimal desingularisation of X. In fact this sort of asymptotic
formula is conjectured to hold for any cubic surface with canonical singular
locus. Although there has been increasing interest in Manin’s conjecture for
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cubic surfaces, it has only been completely settled in particularly simple cases
such as the toric variety
L1X2x3 = {EZ

Such results can be found in the work of Batyrev and Tschinkel [1], de la
Breteche [2], Chambert-Loir and Tschinkel [, Fouvry [7], Heath-Brown and
Moroz [13], and Salberger [11].

More recently, Heath-Brown [14] has established upper and lower bounds for
the density of non-trivial rational points on the Cayley cubic surface
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which agree with Manin’s conjecture. This is a cubic surface containing four
A, singularities, which is the maximal number of singularities that a non-ruled
cubic surface can have. The principal tool in Heath-Brown’s work is a passage
to the universal torsor above the minimal desingularisation of the Cayley cubic.
Originally introduced by Colliot-Théléne and Sansuc [B, [6] to aid in the study of
the Hasse principle and Weak approximation, universal torsors were first used
by Peyre [16] and Salberger [I7] in the context of counting rational points of
bounded height. After establishing a bijection between the rational points on
the Cayley cubic and the integer points on the universal torsor, which in this
setting is given explicitly by nine equations in thirteen variables, Heath-Brown
proceeds by applying methods from the geometry of numbers to count integer
solutions to certain ternary linear equations.

Our present work is largely inspired by Heath-Brown’s treatment of the

Cayley cubic surface. We are now in a position to state our main result.

Theorem. We have
B(log B)® < Ny.u(B) < B(log B)S. (1.1)

Of the two bounds in our theorem, the lower bound Ny g (B) > B(log B)®
is routine. It will follow from relatively minor adjustments to Heath-Brown'’s
treatment of the Cayley cubic. This is in part due to the fact that both surfaces
contain a pair of skew rational lines, which are crucial to the proof. Establishing
the upper bound Ny, i (B) < B(log B)® however, is by far the most challenging
component of this paper. As in the case of the Cayley cubic, the proof has
two fundamental ingredients. The first is a translation of the problem to the
universal torsor above X, which in this setting has a natural embedding in A,
given by

50515253U UU3 = yluls% + yqusg + ygu;;s%. (1.2)

This has been calculated by Hassett and Tschinkel [0, §4], although we shall
present our own deduction of this equation in §@ below. The universal torsor can
be thought of as serving to encode factorisation information about the integer
solutions to the original equation. In practical terms, it allows us to work with a
larger number of variables, all of which are smaller in modulus than the original
variables x1, xo, x3, 24.

The second main ingredient in our proof of the upper bound involves study-
ing the distribution of integer solutions to the equation obtained by setting
so = 0 in (C2). This is the focus of @ and relies upon lattice methods to count



integer solutions to ternary linear and quadratic forms. It seems worthwhile
highlighting the fact that this need to consider the contribution from quadratic
equations marks a significant departure from Heath-Brown’s treatment of the
Cayley cubic. In particular, we shall need to pay careful attention to the fact
that a given ternary quadratic form does not always have an integer solution.

Our work draws upon a diverse range of techniques. In addition to the
geometry of numbers used to study linear and quadratic forms in T we make
use of the large sieve inequality in §Z2 and real character sum estimates due
to Heath-Brown and Pélya—Vinogradov in §8
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2 Preliminary estimates

We begin by introducing some conventions regarding our choice of notation.
Throughout this paper the letters 4, j, k will denote generic distinct indices from
the set {1,2,3}. We shall use N to denote the set of positive integers, and for
any n > 2 it will be convenient to let Z™ denote the set of primitive vectors in
Z"™, where v € Z" is said to be primitive if h.c.f.(v1,...,v,) = 1. Similarly, we
let N™ denote the set of primitive vectors in N”. Furthermore, we let Z7* denote
the subset of v € Z" for which v; - -- v, # 0. Upon writing

F(x) = z1xox3 — x4(T1 + 22 + x3)2,

it therefore follows that

1
Num(B) = 5#{){ € 7 max |vi| < B, F(x) = o}, (2.1)

since x and —x represent the same point in P3. It will be convenient to collect
together some technical results that will be useful to us.

2.1 The geometry of numbers and ternary forms

Several of our arguments will involve estimating the number of primitive integer
solutions to certain ternary homogeneous polynomial equations, which lie in
lopsided regions. In the case of linear equations, such an estimate is provided
by the following result of Heath-Brown [I0, Lemma 3].

Lemma 1. Let h € Z3 and let W; > 0. Then the number of w € Z3 for which
Z?:l hiw; =0, and |w;| < W;, is

WiWoWs

<4+ 12—
+ Wmax|h¢|W¢



We shall also need a result which handles the corresponding problem for
diagonal quadratic equations. For this we turn to the following result, in which
w(n) denotes the number of distinct prime factors of n € N.

Lemma 2. Let g,h € Z2, with g19293 square-free, and let W; > 0. Then the

number of w € Z3 for which E?:l gihiw? =0, and |w;| < W, is

WiW,Ws DY

20.)(}11}12}13)7
|h1h2hs]

< |1+

where Dg 1, is the product of highest common factors
th(hl hg, h1h3, h2h3)h.C.f.(gl, h2h3)h.C.f.(g2, h1h3)h.C.f.(g3, hlhg).

Lemma Pl will follow from a rather straightforward modification to the proof
of Heath-Brown’s [T2, Theorem 2]. In fact Heath-Brown establishes a version
of Lemma B with g = (1,1,1) and d3(|h1h2hs|) in place of 2@(1h2hs) \where
di(n) denotes the number of representations of n as a product of k positive
integers, for any k,n € N. It is perhaps worth pointing out that whereas ds(n)
has average order %(logn)?, the function 2*(™ has average order ¢(2)~!logn.
This saving plays an important role in our work.

In order to prove Lemma Bl we recall that the original idea behind the proof
of [T2, Theorem 2] is to view the equation Z§:1 gih;w? = 0 as a collection of
lattice conditions upon the solutions w € Z3. Let p be any prime divisor of
hihohs, and assume without loss of generality that

0 < vp(h1) < vp(he) < vp(hs),

where v, (n) denotes the p-adic order of any n € N. In particular it follows that
vp(h1) = 0, since h is primitive. We shall only consider here the case in which
p is an odd prime. The case p = 2 is handled along similar lines. Since ¢1¢293
is square-free, we may write

g =p"g1, 92=0"gs g3=p"05,
for (a1,a2,a3) € {(0,0,0),(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)} and p 1 g;. Similarly, we

write

h = pPHh, by = p,
for p + hbhs and B3 > B2 > 1. Then one proceeds by considering solutions to
the equation

P gihawt + p™ P ghhbw] + ps s ghhfwg = 0. (2.2)

Suppose for the moment that we are examining solutions (u,v,w) € Z3 to
the equation
au® + pobv® + pTew? =0, (2.3)

for 0 < o < 7 and p t abe. Then arguing along similar lines to the proof of [12,
Theorem 2], we sketch how this implies that (u,v,w) lies on one of at most 2
sublattices of Z?, each of determinant p®(®7), where

(c4+71)—30/2, o even,

8(o,7) = { (0 +7)—[306/2]+1, o odd. 24)



Suppose first that o = 2s is even. Then [Z3) implies that p® | u. By writing u =
pu’, and considering the corresponding congruence au'? +bv? = 0 (mod p™~7),
we therefore deduce that (u,v,w) lies on one of at most 2 integer lattices, each
of determinant pst7~=? = p®(@7) Suppose now that o = 2s+1 is odd. In view of
B3) we may again write u = p*u’, and consider the corresponding congruence
au'? + pbv? = 0 (mod p”™~2%). Since 7 — 25 > 1, we may clearly write v’ = pu”,
and so consider solutions to the equation

pa(u”)? +bv* + p"cw? = 0.

Now either 7 — o = 0, or else we may write v = pv’ and consider the equation
a(u”)? 4+ pbv'? +p™ =7~ tew? = 0. In the former case we conclude that (v, w) lies
on one of at most two integer sublattices of determinant p. But then (u,v,w)
lies on one of at most 2 integer lattices, each of determinant p*+2 = p®(@7) In
the latter case we have 7 — o > 1, and we proceed inductively. Thus either
7—0 = 1, in which case we deduce that (u, v, w) lies on one of 2 integer lattices
of determinant p*t3 = po(®7) or else 7 — o > 2 and we can repeat the process.
Since this process clearly terminates we therefore deduce that whenever o is odd,
(u,v,w) lies on one of at most 2 integer lattices, each of determinant pooT),

Returning to ), our goal is to show that w lies on one of at most 2 integer
sublattices of Z3, each of determinant

> pPetBs—Blartaztas+p2)/2] (2.5)

In view of the existing proof of [I2, Theorem 2|, this will suffice to establish
Lemma [ since the inequalities 83 > B2 > 1 imply that

Vp(hihohg) = Po + B3, vp(Dgn) = a1 + s + asz + [a.

Suppose first that (aq, ag) = (0,0). Then our work above shows that w lies on
one of at most 2 integer sublattices of Z3, each of determinant

p5(,327a3+,33) > p5(32,33).

This is plainly satisfactory for (1)), by @4)). Suppose now that (o, a2, a3) =
(1,0,0). If By = 0, then it is not hard to conclude that w lies on one of at
most 2 lattices of determinant p®, which is also satisfactory. If now B2 > 1 we
obtain an equation of the shape ([Z3), with 0 = 83 — 1 and 7 = 83 — 1. Thus we
obtain at most 2 integer lattices, each of determinant p®(#2—18s—1) Tt is easily
checked that this quantity is bounded below by (H). Finally we suppose that
(o1, 2,a3) = (0,1,0). In this case we again obtain an equation of the form
E3). Suppose first that B2 < B3, so that we may take o = B2+ 1 and 7 = 5 in
E&3). But then it easily follows that w lies on one of at most 2 integer lattices,
each of determinant

p5(52+1,53) > pB2+B3_[3(1+ﬁ2)/2]-
Alternatively, if 82 = 83 = 8 say, then we take 0 = 8 and 7 = S+ 1 in [Z3),
thereby deducing that w lies on one of at most 2 lattices, each of determinant

PPEAHD) 5 28— [3148)/2]

This completes the proof of Lemma



2.2 The large sieve and quadratic forms

In addition to considering the density of integer solutions to diagonal quadratic
equations, as in the previous section, we shall also need to consider how often
such an equation has at least one non-trivial integer solution. We begin by
recalling the following version of the large sieve inequality [T5].

Lemma 3. For any N,Q > 1, suppose that T C Z N [1, N], and that for every
prime p < Q there exists T(p) € [0,p) such that the image of T in Z/pZ has
p—7(p) elements. Then we have

N + @Q?
L@) ’

L@ =X (@l [T 22

q<Q plg

#T <

where

For any Y > 1 and non-zero a,b,c € Z, let T(Y;a,b,c) be the set of y € Z
such that 0 < |y| <Y, and the equation

axi + b3 + cyzi =0

has a non-zero solution x € Z3 with h.c.f.(z;, ;) = 1. A necessary condition
for y to belong to T'(Y;a,b, c) is that
—ab
(—) £ -1 forallodd p| ey, (2.6)
p
where (%) is the Legendre symbol for any n € Z and prime p. Similarly we may
assume that

—bey

(_ch) # —1 forall odd p | b, ( ) #—1 foralloddpla. (2.7)

In particular we take T'(Y; a, b, ¢) to be empty if ( ’Tab) = —1 for any odd prime
p|c Forany n € Nand z > 2, let

2
@(n; Z) = ;J;[Z W (28)
pln

Then with this definition in mind, the remainder of this section is devoted to
the proof of the following result.

Lemma 4. For any ¢ > 0, we have

)

. (h.c.f.(a,b)h.cf.(a,c)h.c.f.(b,c))® YV | ()]
b o) < P(ab Y 17%) eV 2y v

where

X =X(Y;a,b) = {xeN:x<Y1/2, (—T‘lb) —1 for all 0ddp|x}.



It is interesting to compare Lemma Bl with work of Serre [I8]. In the simpler
setting a = b = ¢ = 1, he establishes the upper bound

#T(Y;1,1,1) < Y(logY) V2.

By an elementary consideration of the Dirichlet series L(1,x), where y is the
non-principal character modulo 4, one may retrieve this bound from Lemma Hl
In order to establish Lemma Bl we shall employ Lemma Bl Let p be an odd
prime. Then we must calculate the size of the image T, of T'(Y; a, b, ¢) in Z/pZ.
Suppose first that p { abe. Then y = 0 is contained in T}, if and only if

—ab)

— ) =1, 2.9
(= (2.9)
by ([8). Now the congruence az? + bz + cyz% = 0 (mod p) is always soluble
whenever p { abey, by the Chevalley—Warning theorem. Hence we conclude that

—aby _
p—1, (57)=-1,
D, otherwise,

#Tp:{

whenever p { abe. Turning to the size of T}, in the case p | abe, we suppose first
that p | a and p 1 be. Either y =0 or y # 0 and 1) implies that

().

For fixed values of b, c there are clearly %(p + 1) possible values of y over all.
Similarly one finds that #7, = 2(p+ 1) if p|band pfac. If p|cand pab
however, then #7, = p since [ZU) must automatically hold for any such p.
Finally if p | h.c.f.(a,b)h.c.f.(a, c)h.c.f.(b, ¢), then #T,, = p.

Taking 7(p) to be p — #T},, we have therefore shown that

l(p_1)7 p|a,pj[bc,
(p—1), plb,ptac,
) p+abca(_7ab):_la
, otherwise.

7(p) =

S ol-ol

Inserting this into Lemma B we deduce that

#T(Y;a,b,c) < %Q?? (2.10)
for any Q > 1, where
1@ = 3 a1 T
S e H% (1+229) Izgg%abf (1+29).

P



Here f(Q;a,b,c) is given by the product

-1
11 (051
ps@Q b
plh.c.f.(a,b)h.c.f.(a,c)h.c.f.(b,c)

In particular we clearly have
f(@;a,b,c) < (h.c.f.(a,b)h.c.f.(a,c)h.c.f.(b,c)), (2.11)

for any € > 0.
Recall that (_Tab) # —1 for any odd prime p | ¢. Hence Merten’s formula
implies that

1 1 11
I (+-—)> II (+)»w0e I (1+-) .
p<Q, plabe P p<Q P p<Q p
(=2)=—1 (=2t)=—1 (=2b)#—1

Moreover, it is not hard to see that

p—1 N 2 .
pl;g (1+p+1)(1+p) ,,l;g 1+ 1/p) o(ab; Q),
plab b

in the notation of (Z8). Hence we have the lower bound

plab; @) log Q 1\~
HO> T L (15)

(5)=1
Upon inserting this into ([I0), with the choice @ = Y''/2, we conclude that

1/2.
ST(Via,b,0) < L0000 YV (1+1).

V12
o(ab;Y1/2) logY Sy D

(=2t)=1

We complete the proof of Lemmal] via an application of the upper bound &TI1I).

3 The equation alblc% + angC% + a3b3c§ =0

The purpose of this section is to bring together the results in §1] and §32 in
order to make a study of the density of integer solutions to the equation

alblc% + agbgcg + agbgcg =0, (31)

that appears in the title. Thus for any A;, B;,C; > 1 we let M(A;, B;, C;)
denote the number of a, b, c € Z3 such that (BI) holds and

la;| < Ai, || < Bi, el <G

with
h.cf.(ai,¢j) =h.cf.(ci,¢5) =1 (3.2)



and
|p(arazas)| =1, h.ct.(a;,b;,bx) = 1. (3.3)

It will be convenient to set
A=A1AsA3, B =B1ByB3, C=CCyCs.

With this notation in mind, the bulk of the work in this section will be taken
up with establishing the following result.

Proposition 1. For any € > 0, we have
M(A;, B;, C;) <. A2BBY3CY3 4 or ABY2CY?,
where

min{ A, B}® log B
T = .
min{B; B;}3/32—¢’ min{B; B;}3/32-¢

It turns out that we shall need an alternative estimate for M(A4;, B;, C;)
to handle the case in which Bj, B, B3 have particularly awkward sizes. The
following result will be established in §82A

Proposition 2. We have
M(AZ, Bi, Cz) < ABZBJ(Ck + Oichlzl)(IOg AC)Z,

for any permutation {i, j,k} of the set {1,2,3}.

Although we shall not need to do so here, it is worth pointing out that with
more work it is possible to remove the term (log AC)? from the statement of
Proposition

3.1 Proof of Proposition [l

In this section we shall prove Proposition[ll Our approach is based upon suitable
applications of Lemma [ and Lemma Thus we begin by fixing choices of
a,c € Z2, and count the corresponding number of b € Z2 satisfying 1) and
|b;] < B. Applying Lemma [ with

2 2 9
h = (aic7, azcs, azcs),

we easily obtain the upper bound

M(A;, B, Ci) < Y (1+L)

max |a;|c?B;

<> (1 + 32/3|ala2a30%0503|_1/3)

a,c

< AC + A?BB23C/3,

We shall use this bound whenever C' < B, under which hypothesis the estimate
in Proposition [l clearly holds.

It remains to handle the case in which C > B. For this we fix choices of
a,b € Z2 for which (B3) holds, and count the corresponding number of ¢ € Z3



satisfying 1), B2) and |¢;| < C;. Thus we are in a position to apply Lemma 2
with

g = (a1,az,a3), h=(b1,b2,b3).
In particular it follows from BI)—@3)) that

Da,b = h.C.f.(blbg, blbg, b2b3)h.C.f.(CL1, b2b3)h.C.f.(a2, blbg)h.c.f.(ag,, blbg)
= h.C.f.(blbz, blbg, bzbg)
< h.C.f.(bl, bQ)h.C.f.(bl, bg)h.C.f.(bQ, bg) = Eb,

say. Moreover, since |b1b2bs| < B and C' > B, we also have

C C
- 2 -
|b1babs| ©— B
Thus under the assumption C' > B we may conclude from Lemma [ that
E3/4
M(A;, B;, C; ct/? b gw(bibzbs)
( )< Z |b1babs |1/

where Z;b indicates a summation over a, b € Z2 for which |a;| < A;, |b;| < B
B3 holds, and the equation [B]) has a solution ¢ € Z2 with (B2 holding.
In order to handle the term Eg/4 in our estimate for M(A;, B;, C;), we write
b; = hijhirb},
for fixed hi2, h13, hog € N such that hij = hﬂ Then

B;

bi| <
| | h"L]h’Lk

(3.4)

Since b is primitive, it follows that h.c.f.(hi;, hs) = 1. Moreover, for fixed
values of hi, h13, hos, it suffices to sum over a,b’ € Z2 for which

h.c.f.(hij, arbl) = hoef.(b), b)) = (3.5)

AR}
by B3) and the fact that b is primitive. With this change of variables, the
equation ([BJl) clearly becomes
Bibc] + Babyes + Bablyei = 0, (3.6)
where we have written
Bi = aihijhi

for fixed values of a;, hi;. We shall need to record the equality

which easily follows from combining the coprimality conditions (B2), B3), B3)
and h.c.f.(h;j, hir) = 1, with the equation ([B).

Let h = hish13has. Then upon collecting our work together, we have there-
fore established the upper bound

w(h2b, by bY)

M(A;, B, Cy) <01/2ZZ 3 ETTAAER

hi; a bleB

10



where B = B(B;; hij,a;) denotes the set of b’ € Z3 with pairwise coprime
components, for which (2 and @) hold, and ([BH) has a solution ¢ € Z3
with h.c.f.(¢;, ¢;) = 1. Using the trivial upper bound 2¢(") <« n!/32 we obtain

Zw(b’ b5bs)

M(A;, B, Ci) <e Cl/QZh NN AR (3.8)
a b’eB
Write B
Bi= (3.9)
i1l

in (B4, and suppose without loss of generality that B] < Bj < Bj. Then we
proceed by using Lemma Hl to establish the following result.

Lemma 5. Let € > 0. Then we have

> 240h) <, w12 BBy (1 4+
b’eB

min{ A, B}* 4+ log B
G )
Before beginning the task of proving Lemma [l we first show how it is suf-
ficient to complete the proof of Proposition [l Still under the assumption that

1 < B) < BY, we use partial summation in (B). Thus it follows from Lemmali
that

M(A;, B;, Ci) <. ACY?
for any € > 0. On recalling the definition (B3 of Bj, we see that

(B1ByB;)'/? 1/2 1 1/2
Z 1,3/16 =B Z Bio/16 < B
hi]‘ hij

(B} B,Bj)'/? |, min{4, B}® +log B
h3/16 ( (BiBé)l/Q—a )’

Similarly, using the inequalities

hia < (B1B2)Y?,  hiz < Bi/hia, has < Ba/hia,

we find that
Zh 3/16 B B') B/1/2 <. (BlB Bl/2Zh—3/16h—11/16h—11/16
hij hij
<o (B1Bo)?10+e B2 N " p 0
hi2

<. (BB )13/32+sBl/2 < BY/2.

It therefore follows that the estimate in Proposition [ holds in the case C > B,
and so holds unconditionally.

Thus in order to complete the proof of Proposition [M it suffices to establish
Lemma [ In doing so our first step is to note that 2(") < d(n) for any n € N,
where d(n) is the ordinary divisor function. It follows that

ZZwb/b'b' Z Z 2wb/b' Z Zl

b’eB |64 |<B] b4 |<BY by b’eEB z|by
BN
<Y 2 N UT(By|al; Bibh, Babh, Bax),
LA le|<Bs" /2

11



in the notation of Lemma Hl Here the summation over |z| < Bgl/ % is only over

x such that
( — 3182075

» ) # —1 forallodd p| =z, (3.10)

and

This latter condition follows from X)) and the fact that x is a divisor of bf.
Hence ([B7) and Lemma H yield the upper bound

he B! 1
#T(BL/|x|; Bib}, Bably, Baz) < 3 -,
(Bl i, Do o) e b Bt el e o8 7 2
for any € > 0, where ) denotes the set
V(BY; bl fably) = {y € Niy < By'/?, (Z2224%) — 1 for all odd p | y.

Here we have used the trivial inequality |u(n)] < 1 for any n € N. For any
n € N and z > 2, recall the definition X&) of the function ¢(n;z), and let
w(n; z) denote the number of distinct prime factors p | n such that p < z. Then
since the inequality |z| < Bél/ % implies that B}/|z| > Bél/ % it easily follows
that

2 2
@ﬁlBQb/bl; B/ T 1/2 2 -
Guatits B/l > N1 goze 11 argp
p<BLY/ p<BS"/
plb b, | B1B2,ptb; by

gw(b] by B/ )
2 e,
D(byb3)?

where

9(n) =] (1 + %) (3.12)

pln

At this point it is convenient to collect together some basic facts about the
arithmetic function 9.

Lemma 6. Let m,n € N and let © > 1. Then we have
(i) 9(n) = ()],
(i1) ¥(mn) < d(m)d(n).

(ii1) 3, < ¥(n)? < .

Proof. The first two parts of the lemma are self-evident, and so it remains to
establish part (iii). For this we employ part (i) to deduce that

) d)|\2 dy) pu(do
Sowr = (SEP) -2 5 M

n<z n<z n<T [dy,d2]|n

12



where [d1,ds] = dyda/h.c.f.(dy, ds) denotes the least common multiple of d; and
dy. On writing n = [dy, d2]e we deduce that

= . h.cf.(d,d
Yo Y Y go<e Y Mm®an

= . 1dy
nyT dl,d2—1 ega?/[dl,dz] dl dg 1
since

o0 o0

h.c. f dl, dQ 1
> 222 Z Z P S > gl <1
dy,da=1 dl da=1k|dy,d2 did; kodf =1 1 %2

This completes the proof of Lemma O

Suppose now that p ib any prime divisor of b}b5, with p > B§1/4. Then
since |bjbh| < BBl < B}, there can only be O(1) such distinct prime divisors.
Moreover, we clearly have

> lewy!
z<By/? ey ?
@I, @I hold

with ) as above. Combining all of this together therefore leads to the estimate

(5 bt he B, 1\2
Z 2v(n0%) ﬁ Z Z ﬂ(b’l)gﬂ(b@z(z 5)

b'eB b, |< B by <Bj yey
hEBé 2 2 1
< 10aB SN v > —.
3 b, |<B] |bl,|<B} vigacy 192

For any n € N and z > 2, let d(n; z) = #{a,b < z: ab=n}. Then we have
d(n; 2) < d(n) < 29,

where Q(n) is the total number of prime factors of any n € N. On writing
V= y(ng; B1by, B2bh), it therefore follows that

2:y)

y,B’l/Q
) @ y B s 2

Y1,Y2€Y yed)’ ye)y’ Y

for fixed choices of 81, B2, ], bh.
In order to proceed further, we observe that

H(@)_ 2, (B)=1,
p/ | 0, otherwise,

for any integer m not divisible by the odd prime p. Thus we have the estimate

5 s <. Fiim Y L (ki)

b’cB bl ,bh y<Bj plu
<o h€B3 Z 9(b))20(by)? Y = Z( ﬁlﬁ?b b2), (3.13)
b’ ,b) 1/<B’ dly

13



where 9 is given by (BI2) and (%"’b;b;) is the Jacobi symbol for d. We begin
by considering the contribution from the terms for which d = k2 is a square.
Writing y = jk2, we obtain the contribution

he B!,
< log B3§ Z ﬁ(b/l) Z Z

bl ,b) k<B/1/2g<B’/k2
h* By N2
<<510gB,Z Zﬁb D(by)
j<B/ by ,b)

<. h®*B|B}Bj,

by Lemma Bl This is plainly satisfactory for Lemma Bl provided that ¢ > 0 is
taken to be sufficiently small.

In order to handle the contribution from the remaining divisors, we define
the characteristic function

5(n) = 0, n = k2 for some k € N,
1 1, otherwise,

for any n € N. Note that in particular we have §(1) = 0. Writing y = de, it
easily follows that

S 9(0,)%0 Z > (- /31/32" b?) -y S_ (3.14)

bl b} y<B’ dly e<Bj
3(d)=1

where

so= 2 ST am o (REER).

d<B}/e b, |< B, b |< B,

Our next task is to establish the following inequality.
Lemma 7. Let € > 0. Then we have
S. <. B} Bb+ h* (B} By)Y* ¢ (min{ A, B}* + log B).

Proof. Let us consider the contribution S.(D1, D2) to S, from d contained in
the interval Dy < d < D>, for various choices of

Dl D2 Bg/e (315)

Suppose that N € Z is not a square, and that D > 1. Then an application of
the Pélya—Vinogradov inequality yields

()= 5 () 5 rewen s

A A

d=k?

Thus for any Dp, Do in the range (BIH), we may combine partial summation
with Lemma [l to deduce that the contribution to S.(D;, D2) from those b, b

14



for which — /1820114 is not a square, is

R I AT A A B S ULy

by,b5 D1 <d<D> d
IR (CARICA (i P A ey
by ,by

<e BBy + DTY| 61 52|24 (B, By)? e
< BB} + Dyt BB (B By,

on taking ¢ = 1/4. Clearly there are O((B}B})'/?) values of b}, b, for which
— B1 Bl by is a square. In view of the trivial inequalities ¥(n) < 24" <, n® for
any € > 0, it follows that the total contribution to S.(D;, D2) from such b}, b}
is

<. (B1By)"/**¢log Dy
for any € > 0. On noting that Bj/e < Bs < B, we have therefore established
the bound

Se(D1, D2) <= BiBy + Dy 5162 (B1 By)"/* + (B{ By)'/*** log B, (3.16)

for any € > 0 and any D1, D2 in the range ([BTH).

In order to obtain a second estimate for S.(D1, D2) we begin by focusing on
the contribution from small values of d. Let [dy,ds] denote the least common
multiple of d; and da, as usual. Then it follows from a combination of the
Pélya—Vinogradov inequality and the proof of Lemma [l that

> ﬁ(bg)z(%) NS Iu(d;fgg(dgﬂ([dhjg]e)

b5 [< B3 [d1,d2][e|< B3

<Y =l X G

, dids -
dy1,d2<B) le|<Bj/[d1,d2]

1

<, d'/*re —

¢ Z dy1ds
d1,d2< B},

<. dY*=(log BS)?.

Hence we see that

sy < Y ooe Y M s e (L)

LANEH d<(ByB3)'/? b3 <Bj

<e D W)Y, dVPE(log By)®

¥1<B; 4< (B} B5)/?
<e Y 90h)A(ByBY) AT

¥1<B;
<<BiBéa (3.17)
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since B] < Bj.

For larger d, we employ Heath-Brown’s estimate [T, Corollary 4] for real
character sums. Suppose that D satisfies (B} B5)Y/? < D < Bj/e, and write
aqg = 6(d)( #) Then proceeding as above we see that

S.(D,D)= > 44 3 |M(d1)ﬂ(d2)ﬂ(€1)ﬂ(€2)|([dlael][d%eﬂflfg)'

didsere d
D<d<D * [di,e1)|f1|<B] 1

[d2,e2]| f2|< By

Let by = ad(w), so that in particular |bg] < 1. On recalling the fact

that B] B} < D? we therefore deduce from [T}, Corollary 4] that S.(D, D) is

1 by Jifa
< Z dldgeleg Z E Z Z (T)

di,e1<B] Dd<D — |f1I<B1/ld1,e1] [f2|<Bj/[d2,e2]
da,e2 < B,
G DBBY 1 pmmpomty
: D , didyeres \[dy, e1][da, ea]  ([di, e1][dz, e2])!/?
dl,elgBl
d2,e2< B

<. D¥VPBBY 1 D (BB,

for any £ > 0. Summing over dyadic intervals for (B} Bj)'/? < D < Dy, for any
choice of Dy < Bj/e, we therefore obtain the estimate

Se((B1B3)'/?, D2) < BB, + D5(B} By)'/*.
Once combined with (BId) this yields the bound
Se(1,D5) <= B1Bj + D5(B1 By)'/?, (3.18)
for any (B} Bj)Y/? < Dy < Bj/e.
Taking Dy = B /e in (BIR) we obtain the estimate
S. <. BB, + B*(B,B,)"?, (3.19)

for any € > 0. In order to obtain a second estimate, and so complete the proof
of Lemma [ we apply BI8) with Dy = |81 82|*/4(B},B5)%/* and [I8) with
Dy = |B1Ba|¥/4(B} B})?/* and Dy = Bj/e. This produces the estimate

S. < B{By + (B{By)'/*** (|81 + 1og B), (3.20)

for any € > 0. Since f; = a;hijhik, we clearly have the upper bound |31 52] <
h?A. Thus we may combine this inequality with (EId) and ([B20) in order to
complete the proof of Lemma [ O

It remains to substitute Lemma [[ into (BId), and then insert the resulting
estimate into (BI3)). But on taking € > 0 to be sufficiently small it therefore
follows that

/
S i) o, 1B 5 5
b’eB log By e<B} ¢

<. h'/32B), (Bng + (B, BY)Y/***(min{A, B}* + log B)),
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which thereby establishes LemmaBl This completes the proof of Proposition [l

3.2 Proof of Proposition

We now turn to the proof of Propositionl Our approach is based upon Heath-
Brown’s treatment [T4, Lemma 4] of the equation n%ngng + nin5n6 = nrng.
For fixed integers a, b, q we let p(q;a,b) denote the number of solutions to the

congruence at? + b =0 (mod q). For any value of ¢, we then have

p(g;a,b) Z e ( ) (3.21)

dlq

We shall establish Proposition B in the case (i,j,k) = (1,2,3), say. The
other cases will follow by symmetry. Now it follows from (Bl that for given
a;, b1, ba, c3, and each corresponding solution ¢ of the congruence

a1bit? + asbs =0 (mod 0{),0%),

we must have ¢; = tea (mod azc3). This gives rise to an equation of the form
hw = 0, with h = (1,—t,a3c3) and w = (c1,c2,k). Upon recalling that
h.cf.(c1,c2) = 1 from BZ), an application of Lemma [ therefore yields the
bound

< p(agcg; albz, azbg) (1 + 0102 )

|azc3]

for the number of possible b3, c1, co given fixed choices for a;, b1, by and c3. On
employing ([B21]) we therefore have

Ong)

|a303|

M(A;i, B;, Ci) < Z P(G3C§;a1b2,a252)(1+

ai,b1,b2,c3

< Z Z Iu(d) ( a1a25152)(1+ 016;2)

ascC
a;i,b1,b2,c3 dlasgcs | 3 3|

< ¥ d(ag)d(03)(1+|cl—022),

asc
a;,b1,b2,c3 3 3|

since the sum over square-free divisors of azc3 is the same as the sum over
square-free divisors of aszcs. But a simple application of partial summation now
reveals that

d(asz)d(c
M(4;,B;,Cy) < Z d(az)d(c3) + C1C Z %
al,bl b2 Cc3 ai,bl,b2,03 3

< (ABlBQC3 + AlAgBlBgCng) (log AC)Q,

which thereby completes the proof of Proposition

4 Passage to the universal torsor

Our goal in this section is to equate the quantity (II) to the cardinality of
a certain subset of integral points on the universal torsor above X. In fact
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our approach to the universal torsor rests upon an entirely elementary analysis
of the equation defining the surface X, and we shall not prove here that the
resulting parametrisation is actually the universal torsor above X. This fact
will be supplied for us by the work of Hassett and Tschinkel [9].

In any solution x € Z? to the equation F(x) = 0 we see that x4 divides
z129x3. Hence we may write z4 = y1y2y3 and z; = y;2;, for some y,z € Z3
with y;z; # 0. Suppose that z; = g;2] for ¢, = £1 and z; € N. Then one
easily employs the equation F'(x) = 0 to deduce that 16263 = 1. Hence, upon
relabeling variables we may assume that

Ti = Yizi, T4 = Y1Y2Y3,
for (y,z) € Z3 x N® with y; # 0.
Under this substitution, the equation F(x) = 0 becomes
212073 = (Y121 + Y222 + y323)”. (4.1)

Since x is assumed to be primitive, it follows that y is primitive. Moreover, if p
is any prime divisor of h.c.f.(z;,y;), then (Il implies that p divides yx2x. But
this contradicts the primitivity of x, whence

h.C.f.(Zi, yj) = h.C.f.(yl, Y2, yg) =1. (42)

We now write z; = witf, for square-free w; € N and non-zero t; € Z. In fact we
may assume that ¢; € N, since t; and —t; produce the same value of z;.
Then it follows from [E2) that

h.cf.(wi,y;) = het.(t;,y;) =1, (4.3)
and from (@Il that wywows is a square. Hence we can write
w1 = U2Uu3, W2 = U1U3, W3 = UIU2,
for square-free u; € N, satisfying
h.ef.(u;, uj) = hoef.(us,9:) = 1. (4.4)

Indeed w; is square-free, and any prime divisor of h.c.f.(u;, y;) must also divide
h.c.f.(wjwg,y;), contrary to EJ).

Substituting the quantities w; = u;uy into () therefore yields the expres-
sions

etitolsuiugus = y1u2u;3t% + ygulmtg + y3U1’LL2t§, (4.5)
where ¢ = +1. It is clear that u; must divide yiujuktf. But then wu; divides
t;, since u; is square-free and h.c.f.(u;, y;ujur) = 1, by @Z). We proceed by
writing
S = h.c.f.(tl/ul, tQ/ILQ, tg/ltg),

and s; = t;/(sou;). Plainly sg,s; € N, and s = (s1, s2, s3) is primitive. More-

over, ([E3)) yields
h.cf.(u;,y;) = h.ef.(si,y;) = 1. (4.6)

Substituting ¢; = sos;u; into [EEH), we therefore obtain the equations

2 2 2
€50515253U1U2U3 = Y1U1ST + Y2U255 + Y3U3Ss, (4.7)
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where € = £1, and h.c.f.(so,y;) =1 by E3J).
We proceed by using this equation, together with the fact that s is primitive,
to establish that
h.C.f.(Si,Uj) =1.

If p is any prime divisor of h.c.f.(s;, u;) then it follows from ), in conjunction
with the coprimality conditions ([l and ), that p divides s;. Considering
the corresponding p-adic order of each of the terms in [I), one is easily led to
the conclusion that p divides yjs?, since u; is square-free. But h.c.f.(uj,y;) =1
by @Z)), and so p divides s;, which is impossible. In fact we may go further
and deduce that the components of s satisfy the relation

h.cf.(s;,85) = 1.

This follows immediately from (EH), @) and the fact that h.c.f.(s;,ug) = 1.
Let 7 C A0 denote the set of (sg,s,u,y) € N x N? x N3 x Z3 such that

S0S518283U1UpU3 = Y1ULST + Y2U253 + Y3U3s3, (4.8)

with
|u(urugus)| = hocf.(s;,55) = hcf.(s5,u;) =1, (4.9)

and
h.C.f.(S(), yi) = th(Sz,y]) = hcf(uz, ylygyg) =1. (410)

Now let x € Z2 be any solution to the equation F(x) = 0. Then tracing back
through our argument, we deduce that there exists (£sp,s,u,y) € T such that

T = yiufujuksgsf, T4 = Y1Y2Y3- (4.11)

Conversely, given any (+so,s,u,y) € T, the point given by EII) will be a
primitive integer solution of the equation F'(x) = 0, with z1xox324 # 0. Indeed
if p is any prime divisor of x1, x2, x3, r4 then we may assume that

plyi, pl s%ulquh.c.f.(yjujs?,ykuksi).

But then ([I0) implies that p | h.c.f.(y1, y2,y3), which is impossible. We have
therefore established the following result.

Lemma 8. We have
1
Ny.u(B) = Z#{(SQ,S,U, y)eT: max{|yiufujuks(2)8?|, ly1y2y3|} < B}.

The equation ) is an affine embedding of the universal torsor above the
minimal desingularisation X of X. As already mentioned, it has been calculated
by Hassett and Tschinkel [9, §4] by computing generators for the Cox ring
Cox(X) of X.

5 The lower bound

Our method of establishing the lower bound closely follows Heath-Brown’s treat-
ment of the Cayley cubic. Consequently we shall adopt similar notation through-
out this section.
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Let Py, P, < BY, for some suitably small choice of § > 0. This choice will
be specified in (I3, below. The idea is to fix choices of s,u € N? such that
(E3) holds and

Ui1uUg2uz = Pl, §18283 — P2.

In fact we shall insist upon the stronger condition that PP, is square-free.
This is clearly permissable for the purposes of a lower bound. We then count
the number of comparatively large non-zero solutions sg, y1, ¥2, y3 to the linear
equation ([EH) subject to certain constraints.

Thus for Yy, Y; > 1, we let

N = N(s,u;Yp, Y1,Y2,Y3)
denote the number of (sg,y1,y2,y3) € N x Z* constrained by #X) and
h.C.f.(So,yi) = h.C.f.(yi, Plpg) = ]., (51)

for which
Yo <sp<2Yy, Y;< |y1| < 2Y;. (52)

It should be clear that whenever ([£F)) and (EI) both hold, we automatically have
EID) and h.c.f.(y1,y2,y3) = 1. It will be convenient to define the quantities

Ay = PPy, A =us;,
so that () may be written
Aoso = Ary1 + Azyz + Asys. (5.3)

Now it follows from Lemma [ that we are only interested in values of sg,y; for
which
AJAi|sdyi| < BPLP,  A1AsAslyiysys| < BPLP;.

Hence we shall choose

(BRI -y, (BB, (54)

Yo= [ 24, 24,

Much as in Heath-Brown’s treatment, the main difficulty arises from having
to keep track of the coprimality conditions (ET]). Let

Q="rPr H D-
p<Vlog B

Following [T4), Equation (3.6)], we write

N =N~ As, (5.5)

where A is the number of solutions in which the condition h.c.f.(sg,y;) =1 is
replaced by the weaker condition

h.c.f.(s0,y:, @) = 1,

and N3 is the number of solutions in which some y; shares a prime factor p with
S0, such that p 1 Q.
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We proceed by estimating N7, for which we use the Mobius function to pick
out the coprimality conditions. Let N3(d;e) = N3(d1,da,ds; e, e2,e3) denote
the number of solutions of the equation (B3) in the range (B2) with d; | y; and
e; | so0,yi- Then

Nl = Z ( dg ZILL 61 eg)Ng(d e) (56)

di|P1 P> e;|Q
Our task is to estimate N3(d;e). Define the least common multiples
ho = le1,ea,e3], h; =[d;,e;].
and the lattice
A = {(n1,na,n3) € 73 . Aihi | i, Aohg | n1 + ng + ns}.
Then upon defining the region
R={rcR®: AY; <|ri| <24;Y;, AgYo < |r1 + 12 +13] <240Y0},

one follows the lines of Heath-Brown’s argument in order to deduce that

1
N3(d;e) = vol(R) + O((det A)? max{Y;, Yy }?),
det A
where Ak Ak
det A = oho [[; Aihi

h.C.f.(tho, Ah)
Since d; | PLP; and e; | Q, we deduce that Aghy < P PQ? and A;h; < P2P3Q.

Hence we have

det A < PYP0Q% < PPy exp(O(y/log B)) < B3,

It follows that the error term in our estimate for N3(d;e) is O(B%/3162%)  and
so (&8l becomes

N1 =vol(R) > p(dy) - (eg)h";i'}(f‘ﬁh?ﬁ;’ﬁ) +O(B?3+93%)  (5.7)

di,eq

since there are at most O(B?) divisors of P P>Q.
We now investigate the sum

h.c.f.(Aoho, Aihi)
Z (dl) (63) AOhO HZ Azhz - HE;D) (58)
dil{"lQP2 plQ

say. When p | @Q, but p{ P Ps, we see that

3 h.C.f.(pmax{El 1€2,€3} , pEi)

_ € e 5
Ep - Z M(p l)u(p 2)M(p )pmax{sl,sg,53}+sl+52+53 ’
EiZO

from which it easily follows that
3 2

By=1- 5+ 5. (5.9)
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In this calculation we have used the fact that p t+ AgA; whenever p { P, Ps.
Next, when p | P; we may assume that p divides precisely one factor, u; say.
Since Py P, is square-free it follows that p { uguszP», and that p* { u;. Let
Ay =ptAg, Ay = p~ LAy, Ay = Ay and A} = As, so that

h.C.f.(A()h(), Azhz) _ th(pABho,pAllhl, Aéhg, Aéhg)
Aoho I, Aihy p2Apho [1; Ajhi ’

with p t Ay A}. Then in this setting we see that

h.c.f.(p, pmax{‘;%@} , pmax{53,63})

1 5 d
EP = E Z N(p 1)M(p 2) T M(p€3)pmax{ahag,ag}erax{él,51}+---+max{63,63} !
84,6:20

whence a straightforward calculation yields

1 1 1 1
E :—(1————+—). (5.10)
PooprU o op p2 P
Finally we consider the case p | P, so that p divides precisely one factor, s;
say. Since PP, is square-free it follows that p { Pyses3, and that p? { s;. Let
Al = p 1A, A] = p72A;, Ay = Ay and A} = A3. Then arguing as above we

now have

h.c.f.(p, pmax{‘;%@} , pmax{53,63})

P 6 6 DY S
Ey,=— Z w(™ () -+ pu(p 3)pmax{€17€2’53}+max{51’51}+...+max{53’53}'
84,6:20

In view of our calculation for (I0) we immediately deduce that
1 1 1 1
E,,:—(l————+—). (5.11)

Taking (BE9)- (BI0) together in (BF), it therefore follows that

th(AQhQ, Alhl) 1 ¢(P1P2) ¢(P1P2)
dy)-- e > = :

dz pldn) - ples) =30 S e, P2P} PP P3P}

since ¢(n) =n][],,(1—1/p) for any n € N. Our choices (&) for Y;, Yy clearly

imply that vol(R) > BP, Pj. We claim that

B ¢(P1P)
2/ A2
N1>>P1P2 D, (5.12)
provided that we take
§ =1/201. (5.13)

In order to establish the claim, it clearly suffices to check that the lower bound
in (T2 is larger than the error term in (1) when § is taken to be 1/201. But
on using the trivial lower bound ¢(n) > 1 for any n € N, we see that

B ¢(PPy) < B

> B1_46.
PP, PP (P Py)? >

Since B~ > B2/3+63% for § = 1/201, the claim follows.
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Next we must produce an upper bound for N5, for which we may ignore
any coprimality conditions whenever we wish to. Suppose that p | so,y1, for
some prime p { @ lying in the range R < p < 2R. In particular we may assume
that R < Y. There are O(R) such primes, and we fix one particular choice.
Following Heath-Brown’s treatment, we write so = pty and y; = pt; and count
solutions of the linear equation

pAoto = pAit1 + Azyz + Asys. (5.14)
In particular tg,t; are contained in the ranges
Yo/R < [to] < Yo/R, Yi/R< |t1] < Y1/R.

Since Py P is square-free, it follows that h.c.f.(4;, Ag) = u;s;. Hence we may
deduce from [&Tdl) that

Agyg = —Agyg (mod pulsl).

We may assume by symmetry that A;Ys > AsY3. Upon noting that pujsy is
coprime to Asg, since h.c.f.(y;, P Py) = 1, it follows that for each choice of ys,
there are O(1 + Ya/(Ru1s1)) possibilities for y5. Now (EI4) implies that

Ruys1 < max{A;Ys, A3Ys} = AsYo. (5.15)
Moreover, it follows from (B4 that
Asups1 K Yo, (5.16)
provided that § < 1/5. Together (BIH) and (BIH) imply that

AyY5 \1/2 Y5 1/2 Y
e () () -
Rulsl Agulsl R1/2u181

whence we deduce that there are O(Yng/(Rl/Qul s1)) choices for ya,ys. We fix
such a choice and write Aays + Azys = puisik. Then it remains to count values
of t(), t1 for which

UsU38283tg = S1t1 + k. (517)

Now we have already seen that R < Y;. Moreover, as in (216), we can use (&4
to show that udu3sis3 < Y; provided that § < 1/15. Together these inequalities

imply that
1< (Y1)2/3( Y )1/3_ Y1
R u3uissss " R2/3ugussasss

Viewing (BI) as a congruence modulo usu3sass, one easily concludes that there
are O(Y1/(R?*/3ugussyss)) possibilities for tg, t;.

In conclusion we have therefore shown that the total number of admissible
D, Y2, Y3, to, t1, for which R < p < 2R, is
Y5Y3 Y BP\ P} B

R- . =
< R1/2U181 R2/3U2U38283 < R1/6P12P23 R1/6P1P27

by (E4). Summing R > +/log B over dyadic intervals, we deduce that

N < (log B)*l/m,

PP
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provided that § < 1/15. It follows from (&I2) and &IF) that Ny = o(N7), and
so (BX) implies that
B ¢(P1Py)

PP PP
Finally, in order to complete the proof of the lower bound in ([[Zl), we note
that any square-free value of P will factorise into values wi,us,us, s1, S2, S3
satisfying (D), in precisely dg(P) ways. It therefore follows that

B ¢(P)
PP

N>

Nuu(B)> > |u(P)|ds(P)
P<32/201

(5.18)

To handle this quantity we define the sum
S@) =Y w’
n<a
for any = > 1, and proceed by establishing the following simple bound.
Lemma 9. For any x > 1 we have
S(x) > z(logz)®.

Proof. To establish the lemma we shall apply Perron’s formula to the corre-
sponding Dirichlet series

)

P(s) = 3 Lelda()ota/n

defined for Re(s) > 1. It is a trivial matter to calculate the Euler product
6(1—-1/p
Fi) = [T (1+ 22 - e,
p
p
for some function G(s) that is holomorphic and bounded on the half-plane
Re(s) > 0. Let ¢ > 0 and let T € [1,z]. Then Perron’s formula yields
1 1+e+iT s $1+5
S(w) = — SG(s) = ds + 0. (S ).
@ =5 [ e 0. (*

We apply Cauchy’s residue theorem to the rectangular contour joining the points
1/2—4T,1/2+4T, 1+ ¢ +4T and 1 + ¢ — iT, which therefore leads to the con-
clusion that there exists a polynomial f of degree 5 such that

plte 1/244T 14e—iT 1/2+iT -
S(x) —zf(logz) < + (/ +/ +/ )‘C(s)ﬁ—
T 1 1 1+e+iT o

/2—iT /2—iT

ds.

Here we have used the fact that G(s) is bounded for Re(s) > 0. To estimate this
error term we apply the well known convexity bound ((o + it) <. [t|(1=)/3+e
valid for any o € [1/2,1] and |¢| > 1. Thus it follows that

rlte
S(x) — zf(logz) <. + gl/2Fepite,

1/4

Selecting T' = x'/* therefore completes the proof of Lemma [ O
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On combining Lemma [@ with an application of partial summation, and then
inserting the resulting estimate into (BIF), we therefore deduce that

Ny.u(B) > B(log B)S.

This completes the proof of the lower bound in ().

6 The upper bound
Fix a choice of X7, ..., X4, S0, S;,U;,Y; > 1. We shall write
N =N(X1,...,X4;50; 51, 52,53 U1, Uz, Us; Y1, Y2, Y3)
for the total contribution to Ny g (B) from x contained in the intervals
Xe < |we] <2Xe, (1<E<4), (6.1)
and such that the variables sg,s,u,y appearing in Lemma B satisfy
So < s0 <280, S; < si| <28, Ui <|u| <2U;, Y <yi| <2Y;. (6.2)

It will be convenient to relable the indices so that

X1 < Xo < X3 (6.3)

Suppose that x € Z# is a solution of F(x) = 0, with |21],...,|z4] < B. Then
(ET) implies that

X1, X2, X3, X4 < B. (6.4)

If N = 0 there is nothing to prove, and so we assume henceforth that the dyadic
ranges in (@) and [E2) produce a non-zero value of N.

We proceed by showing that under the assumption that N # 0, certain
choices of dyadic ranges in [EJ]) and ([E2) force certain other ranges to have
fixed order of magnitude. It will be convenient to write

S = 515253, U=UUU3, Y =Y1YaY3.
Hence it follows from (I that

X; <Y, U,USS? < X;, (6.5)
and that
Xy <Y <« Xy (6.6)
Together, () and (@0 imply that
X1 X5X3\1/2 X1 XoX3\1/2
(BE228) 7 < spsu « (2222 (6.7)
X4 X4

We take a moment to record two further inequalities satisfied by the quantities
So, S5, U;, Y;, which will be crucial in our final analysis. First we deduce from

E3), E8) and @) that
S, G133y 2/3 — (SS‘SU2)1/3Y2/3
< (X1 X2 X5) /O X}/, (6.8)
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Similarly, we may deduce that

Sosl/2Uyl/2 < (SgSU2)1/2Y1/2
< (X1 Xo X5 X)) V4 (6.9)

It is clear that N is bounded above by the number of sg € N and s,u,y €
Z3 contained in the ranges @2), for which @), EJ) and EID) all hold.
Ultimately we shall sum over suitable dyadic intervals for X7, X5, X3, X4 and
So,S:, U;, Yy, in order to establish the upper bound in ([l), and so complete
the proof of the theorem.

For any fixed choice of sp € N and s,u € Z2 in the region ([E2), with @3)
holding, we let

N(so,s,u) = N(Y1,Ys,Ys; s0,8,u)

denote the corresponding contribution to N from the y € Z3. Clearly we are
only interested in values of sg, s, u for which N(sg, s, u) is non-zero. Considering
$0,S,u to be fixed, we select any vector

¥y = (Y1, %2,93) (6.10)

for which the Euclidean norm |y| is least. Following the convention that this
vector too is fixed, for fixed values of sg, s, u, we define the change of variables

%= v — G (6.11)

We shall let Ny(sg,s,u;y) denote the overall contribution to N(sg,s,u) from
those y for which 212023 # 0, and we let Na(sg,s,u;y) denote the remain-
ing contribution to N(sp,s,u) from those y for which z12923 = 0. With this
notation we therefore have

N: Z N(SO,S,U): Z N1(507S7u;y)+ Z NQ(SO,S,U;S’)

Sp,S,u Sp,S,u Sp,S,u

=N + N>, (6.12)

say. Here the summations are over all (sg,s,u) € N x Z3 x Z2 in the region
D), with EJ) holding. It will be necessary to investigate the quantities A}
and N> separately.

6.1 Estimating N,

For any fixed choice of sp € N and s,u € Z2 in the region 2), with EJ)
holding, we let ¥ be the corresponding vector [EI0) that was selected above.
On recalling the change of variables (EI1l), it therefore follows from () that

21U1 57 4 ZoUgss + Z3U3S§ =0, (6.13)

and from ([@2) that |z;| < 4Y;. Hence we deduce that

M« SQZ#{Z €7 : 212923 # 0, |2i| < 4Y;, EI3) holds}.

s,u

Recall that ujuous is square-free, so that h.c.f.(u;,u;) = 1. It is apparent that
the z appearing in the summand need not be primitive. Moreover we no longer
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necessarily have coprimality conditions corresponding to (I). In order to
recover a weaker set of coprimality relations, we shall write

U; = jkué, Zi = dijdikezga
say, for any d;;,e € N with the convention that d;; = d;;. Let

Coy=
dj dijd;re

and
U' =U05U%, Y =Y/Y]Y].

In particular it follows from (Ed) that
|u(ujupus)| = hoef.(s;,s5) = hef.(si, u)) =1, (6.14)

for any s and u’.
For fixed values of d;;, e € N, our task is to estimate the number of s, u’,z’ €
Z3 such that
h.ef.(u), 2, 2,.) = 1,

79 j7
(ET) holds,
S; < |Sl| < 2S¢, Ull < |’LL;| < QUZ-I, |Z:| < 4Y;,
and
2 s + 2hulyss + Zhubss = 0.

But this quantity is clearly bounded above by M = M(2U/,4Y/,2S;) in the
notation of §8l Thus it follows that

Ni<So Y M, (6.15)
drij,€<<y
and Proposition [ yields
M <. SYBURBY RS 4 67 812y'y /2] (6.16)
for any € > 0, where
i Y} logY
> min{U, Y} S og

min{Yi/Yj/}3/32—€’ min{Yi/Y}/}BBZ—s )

On applying Proposition Bl we obtain the alternative estimate
M < UY]Y] (Sk + sisjU,gfl) (log SU")2, (6.17)
for any permutation {i, 7, k} of the set {1,2,3}.
We may now use (BI0) and (EI7) to obtain a pair of estimates for Nj.
Recall the inequality (GI3) for N7, and note that

U' = (diadisdas) U, Y’ = (diadisdas) %€ Y.
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Beginning with an application of [EIH), we deduce that

Y M. SUBUBYRS 4 orst Uy 2,

dij,e<<Y
where (U, V)¢ -
min{U, og
=1 , T=14— . 6.18
7 + min{Y;Y;}3/32-¢ ’ + min{Y;Y; }3/32-¢ ( )

Thus it follows that
N <. SoSYV3UBY?/3 4 678,58 2UY /2, (6.19)

for any € > 0. Similarly, since {4 and (EH) imply that log(SU) < log B, an
application (BI7) yields the estimate

N1 < SoUY;Y;(Sk + 8838, U, 1) (log B)?, (6.20)

for any permutation {1, j, k} of the set {1,2,3}.

6.2 Estimating N,

In this section we estimate the size of N3. For any fixed choice of so € N and
s,u € Z3 in the region @Z), with {@3J) holding, let ¥ be the vector [EIN)
counted by N(sp,s,u) that was selected at the start of §l Then (EI2) implies

that
NQ - Z N2(807S7u;y)7

s0,S,u
where Na(sg,s,u;y) denotes the contribution to N(sp,s,u) from those y for

which
II wi-9)=o.

1<i<3

Let NQ(i) denote the total contribution to Na(sg,s,u;y) from those y for
which y; = ¢, is fixed. It therefore follows that

No< Y (Nz(” + NP + N§3)) = N3V + NP+ Y, (6.21)

50,8,u

say. In order to estimate NQ(i) for fixed values of s € N and s,u € Z2, it suffices
to count non-zero integer solutions y;, yx to the equation

YU ST + ypursy = n, (6.22)

where n = sps182S83uiuU3 — y}uisf is fixed. Our first step is to deduce from

E9) that
h.c.f.(u;s2, ujs?) = 1.
Noting that |y;| < 2Y; and |yx| < 2Y%, we proceed by applying Lemma [ to

@E22). Taking

h = (U/jS?,U/kSi,n), W = (yjaykal)v
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we therefore deduce that

vY,
max{Y;U;S?, Y,UpS, [n|}

N <1+ (6.23)

Since Y;UiSiQ < y}ulsf < YiUleiQ and SpSU < sps18283uiusug < SoSU, by
B2, it is easy to see that

In| = |s0515283u1U2us — Fiuis?|
> |[giuisi| — |sos1s2s3u1uzus|
> YU 82,

if Y;U;5? > SoSU. Upon summing ([E2Z3) over all sg,s,u, and then inserting
the resulting bound into ([E21]), we therefore obtain

Ny < SpSU + max

SoSUY;Yy
{i.5.k} { ,0;} } (6:24)

maX{YjUijz, YkUkSI%

where the first maximum is over all permutations {i, j, k} of the set {1,2,3},
and

.82, Y.U,S2
0; :{ Y,U;S?, Y;U,S? > S,SU, (6.25)

1, otherwise.

6.3 Completion of the upper bound

We begin by treating the estimates ([EI9) and @20) for A;. Now it follows
from the inequalities [E2), E3) and EX) that

Y1U1 87 < Y2Us S5 < Y3U3S;3. (6.26)

In particular ([EX) implies that
SoSU < Y3U3S3. (6.27)
Multiplying both sides of this inequality by S2U, and recalling {f4) and @),

we deduce that
S3SU? < B. (6.28)

It will also be useful to deduce an inequality involving the maximum size of the
U;. Suppose temporarily that U; < Us < Us, so that UyUs < UZ. Then in view
of (B4) and () it clearly follows that U,UsU3Z < B, whence U;Us < BY/2,
Using this sort of argument it is not hard to deduce that in general

U;U; < BY2. (6.29)

Throughout the treatment of A7 we shall make the assumption that

Y, <Y, <Y,

for some permutation {z,7,x} = {1,2,3}. Our plan is to use ([EI9) whenever

Y. <(VY)? o U< (VY (6.30)
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and (@20) in the alternative case
Y,Y, < min{Y}/? U3}, (6.31)

Let us consider the case [@3M) first. Recalling the definition GIF) of o, it
follows that
o<1+ (leyvj)lls—B/SZ'

Hence we may take 0 < 1 in (EI), provided that we take € > 0 to be sufficiently
small. It therefore follows from (E8), (EI9) and the choice € = 1/128, that

log B
M < (X1X2X3)1/6X1/2+5051/2UY1/2(1+ 8 )

(Y;Y})ll/l% (6'32)

whenever ([E30) holds. We now sum over the various dyadic intervals for the
X1, X, X3, X4, subject to 4], and also the dyadic intervals for Sy, S;, U;, Yz,
subject to (E3), E8) and [E30). Suppose for the moment that we are interested
in summing over all possible dyadic intervals X < |z| < 2X, for which |z] < X.
Then there are plainly O(log X') possible choices for X. In addition to this basic
estimate, we shall make frequent use of the estimates

; 1, §<0,
ZX:X <<5{X5, 5> 0.

Returning to ([E32), we may deduce from (EH) and @) that values of
So, Y1, Yo, Y3 are determined by the choices of X1, X5, X3, X4 and S;,U;. Now
there are clearly < (log B)® possible sets of values for S;,U;. In view of (E4),
we therefore obtain the estimate

3 (X1X,X3)/X1/? < B(log B)®. (6.33)
S0,5:,U;,Y:, X, X4

Employing (@), we find similarly that

Z SoSY2UYt? « Z (X1X2X3X4)1/4
S0,8:,Ui,Yi,Xi,Xa S0,8:,Ui,Yi,Xi,Xa
< B(log B)S. (6.34)

Finally we turn to the term SOSl/zU(KY})53/128Y,3/2 log B in (632). We shall
sum over dyadic intervals subject to the two inequalities

B
ch VRV

<y,
The first of these follows from (B4l and (EH), whereas the second is just (E2X).
We therefore obtain the estimate

Z S Sl/ZU(Yy)53/128yl/2 < Bl/2 Z S()Sl/QU
0 ] K (Yy)11/128
S0,8:,U3,Y; S0,8:,U3,Y,,Y, \ '

<B > sy
So0,52,53,U;,Y2,Y;

< B(log B)S.
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Since values of X1, X5, X3, X4 are determined by choices of Sy, S;,U;,Y;, we
may combine this latter estimate with ([E33) and (E34) in (E32), in order to
conclude that

> N < B(log B)°. (6.35)

S0,8:,Ui,Yi,Xi,Xa
holds

Next we handle the case in which (E31) holds. For this we employ the
alternative estimate ([E20) for N7, and so deduce that

M < (850S:UY,Y, + 505.5,U,U,Y,Y,)(log B)>.

We shall again need to sum over dyadic intervals for Sy, .S;, U;, Y;, X;, X4, this

time subject to (64), [E3), [EH) and E3T).
Let us consider the term SpS,UY,Y;. But then (E3), (6), [E2U) and @3T)

together imply that

v,
S2S,S,U
12 (VY))P2(U,U) /2

(X, X,)1/2

< X Py Swu)t?
< Bl/12,

SoS.UY,Y, = S3SU?

< (X1 X2X3)

Since there are at most O.(B¢) dyadic intervals for Sy, S;, U;, Y;, which in turn
determine values of X7, X5, X3, X4, this therefore leads to the conclusion that

> S0S,.UY,Y,(log B)? < B, (6.36)
S0,8:,U;,Y,X:, X4

whenever (E31)) holds. Lastly we consider the term S¢S, S,U,U,Y,Y,. Now there
are O(log B) dyadic intervals for Y,, and (E3I) implies that Y,,Y, < U3,
Employing the upper bound S, < B/(S35,S,U?), we therefore deduce that

> S0S.S,UUY.Y, <logB > S0S,8,U,U,U%/?
S0,5i,U;,Yi,X:,Xa S0,5:,U;
< BlogB Y S;*s;'Uu'/?
S0,5,,5:,U;
< B(log B)?,

whenever ([E31]) holds. Once combined with (E30) this yields the overall con-
tribution
> M < B(log B)*. (6.37)

S0,54,U;,Y5, X5, X4
(E3D) holds

Finally we turn to the contribution from N, as estimated in (G2Zd)). Recall
the inequality (E27). Then we proceed by establishing that

> Y3Us3S2 < B(log B)*. (6.38)
S0,5i,U;,Yi,X:,Xa
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In order to do so we observe that values of X1, Xo, X3, X4 are determined by the
choices of Sy, Si, U;, Y;. Recall the inequalities (E20). We have two basic cases
to consider, according to whether or not Y3U3S3 is sufficiently large compared
with }/2U2522

Suppose first that Y3UsS5 > Y2U253. Then the ranges [f3) imply that

ly1u1s; + yausss + ysussy| = ||ysussy| — [yruist + yauoss|| > Y3U3S3,

in any solution. Since we obviously have |y1u18% + yqusg + y3U3s§| < Y3U35’§,
the basic equation ) implies that Y3U353 < SoSU < Y3U3S53, whence

S0S1S52U1Us < Y353 <« S0515:U1Us. (6.39)

Summing over Y3 < 5051525§1U1U2, we therefore obtain

> Y3UsS; < > 88U,

S0,5:,U;,Y3,Xi,Xa S0,9:,Ui,Y1,Y2

where the last sum is subject to the inequality 28). Since there are < (log B)?
choices for Y7, Y5, we therefore see that this sum is at most

< (logB)2 Z S0S1S5U Z S3

S0,51,82,U; S3<B/(835152U2)
< B(logB)* > S;°U;'U; U
S0,51,52,U;

< B(log B)*,

as required for (B33).

Next, if YaUsS3 < Y3U3S? < Y2US3, then it follows that any choice of
Y3, Us, Us, S5, S3 determines a choice of Y5. Proceeding in a similar fashion to
above, we deduce from (EZ) and (EH) that Y3 < B/(UsUS:S3). Hence we
obtain the estimate

> Y3UsS; < B > S;°Uy Uy U
50,5:,Ui,Yi, X, X4 50,54,Us,Y1
< B(log B)*.

This completes the proof of [{E3H).

Recall our estimate ([E24]) for N, and note that values of X1, X, X3, X4 are
determined by the choices of Sy, S;, U;, Y;, as above. In view of [E3]), it suffices
to estimate

: SoSUY;Y,
NO(B) = J : (6.40)
So,SiZJ:Ji,Yi maX{Y}UjSJQ-, YkUkS]%, 01}

for each permutation {i,7, k} of {1,2,3}, and where 6; is given by [@2H). We
begin by handling the case i = 3. Suppose first that Y3U353 > Y2U,S3, so that
(E3T) holds and we may take 03 = Y3U3S3. Then

S()SUY1Y2 o SQS1S2U1U2Y1Y2
max{Y1U, 5%, Y2U2 53,03} S3Y3 '
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Moreover, we recall the inequalities

}/3U35§ S3 < 805152U1U2

Y:
2 K U1512 s Y,

Y| <«

B
U,U5252"

which follow from (EH), (E26) and [E39), respectively. But then it follows that

S1Y:
NOB)<«B Y il
S8, T Vi S05253U2U3Y3

Ss
SV S
S0, Te Vs S05152U Uz
cr Y
S0,51,52,U;,Y3

whence N®)(B) <« B(log B)® if Y3U3S2 > YU,S3. Next we suppose that
Y3U352 < YaUsS2, and take 03 = 1 in (E40). Observe that

Y353 Y2Us S5 B

S =38 e 1220y o B
0<<5152U1U27 3 Y352 1<<Y2Y3’

which follow from @ZT), the inequality Y3UsS3 < Y2UsS3 and (B.0H), respec-
tively. We then argue as above to deduce that

N®B)= > 5515, S5U1UsY;
So,Si,Ui,Yi

Y1 Y3U3.52
<<Z 1Y3U303

U, 52
Si,Ui, Y 292

< >Ny
Si,U1,U2,Y;

<B > oyl
Si,U1,U2,Y2,Y3

Hence N®)(B) <« B(log B)® in this case also.
Finally, we must estimate ([E40), whenever i # 3. Suppose that i = 1, so
that

Z SoSUY,Y3

NO(B) = Y5U35%
3

= Z S0S1S2S3_1U1U2Y2.

S0,8:,U;,Y; S0,5:,U;,Yi

Once again we separate our arguments according to the size of Y3U3S3. Suppose
that Y3U3S% > YaU52, so that (E3d) holds. Then Y3 is fixed by the choices of
So, S;, U1, Us. Moreover, we have the inequalities

Sl < S0S2S3U2U3 7

Y- < i
* ™ U,U8283 Y;

which follow from (fH) and the fact that Y1U; 5?7 < Y3U3S53 < SoSU, respec-
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tively. Summing over Ys, and then over S, we therefore deduce that

51

NY(B B e
(B) < 505555005

So,5:,U;,Y1
<B > !
50,52,53,U;,Y1

< B(log B)®,

in this case.
Alternatively, if Y3U35'32 < Y3U2S82, then Us is determined by choices of
Ss, 53, Us, Ys, Y3, and it follows that

N(l)(B) < Z SOS1S2S3_1U1U2Y2.

S0,5:,U1,U2,Y;

Upon summing over Sy < Y355/(5152U1U2), and then over Y, < B/(Y1Y3),
we derive the estimate

NOB)<«<B > ¥y '<B(logB)",
S;,U1,U2,Y1,Y3

in this case.
An entirely similar argument handles the case ¢ = 2. Upon combining our
various estimates we therefore obtain

Z N> < B(log B)S.

S0,8:,Ui,Yi,Xi,Xa

Once taken together with (E33) and [E31) in EI2), we conclude that

Nu.u(B) < > N < B(log B)S.
S0,5:,U;,Yi, X5, X4

This completes the proof of the upper bound in ([l), and therefore completes
the proof of the theorem.
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