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MINIMAL RANK OF UNIVERSAL LATTICES AND NUMBER OF
INDECOMPOSABLE ELEMENTS IN REAL MULTIQUADRATIC FIELDS

SIU HANG MAN

ABSTRACT. We establish an upper bound on the number of real multiquadratic fields that admit a
universal quadratic lattice of a given rank, or contain a given amount of indecomposable elements
modulo totally positive units, obtaining density zero statements. We also study the structure
of indecomposable elements in real biquadratic fields, and compute a system of indecomposable
elements modulo totally positive units for some families of real biquadratic fields.

1. INTRODUCTION

The question of which integers can be represented by a given quadratic form is a long-standing
topic in number theory, which fascinated numerous mathematicians since ancient times. One par-
ticularly interesting question is that whether a positive definite quadratic form is universal, i.e.
represents all positive integers. The first important result in this direction is Lagrange’s four-
squares theorem, which says the quadratic form 2 + 42 4 22 + w? is universal. Much work has been
done since then, including the renowned 15- and 290-theorems of Conway-Schneeberger [Bha00] and
Bhargava-Hanke [BH11].

In a more general setting, when we are given a totally real number field F and their ring of integers
Opr, we may ask whether a totally positive definite quadratic form is universal, i.e. represents all
totally positive elements in Op. As a starting point, Maaf [Maa41] showed that the sum of three
squares is universal over the ring of integers of Q(1/5), using theta series. Conversely, Siegel [Sie45]
proved that the sum of any number of squares is universal only over F' = Q,Q(v/5). Siegel’s proof
made heavy use of the notion of indecomposable elements (under the name “extremal elements”),
i.e. totally positive algebraic integers in F' that cannot be written as the sum of two other totally
positive integers in F'.

For a more precise description, we consider totally positive definite quadratic Op-lattices (A, Q)
over a totally real number field F', that is, finitely generated Op-modules A equipped with a qua-
dratic form @ such that all the values Q(v) # 0 for 0 # v € A are totally positive elements in
Op. Such a lattice is called universal if it represents all the totally positive integers. A convenient
assumption that we will often use is that (A, Q) is classical, that is, all the values in the associated
symmetric bilinear form lie in Op. Since it has been shown that universal classical lattices exist
over every totally real number field [HKKT7S8|, we can denote by R.s(F) the minimal rank of a uni-
versal classical lattice over F', and R(F') the minimal rank of a universal lattice over I’ without the
classical assumption. Here the rank of a quadratic lattice (A, @) over F is defined as the dimension
of FA as an F-vector space.

One can then ask about how the minimal ranks R(F') and R.s(F') behave in a collection of totally
real number fields F'. In general, it is widely expected that the minimal rank of universal lattices
is usually high, as illustrated by an influential conjecture of Kitaoka (see [CKR96]), which claims
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that there are only finitely many totally real number fields F' with a ternary universal lattice (i.e.
with R(F') < 3).

For specific cases more is known. For instance, it is known that there are only finitely many real
quadratic fields F' with R(F) < 7 |[KKP22|, while there are infinitely many real quadratic fields
with R(F') = Ras(F) = 8 [Kim00]. Nevertheless, it is known that for most real quadratic fields the
minimal ranks of universal lattices are large [KYZ23]. Meanwhile, Kala and Svoboda [KS19, [Kal23]
showed that higher degree fields for which R(F') is large are also quite easy to find.

In many instances, the minimal rank of universal lattices over a totally real number field F' is
closely related to the number of indecomposable elements up to multiplication of totally positive
units (denoted by ¢(F)), the rough idea being that every totally positive integer is a sum of in-
decomposable elements, while indecomposable elements themselves are quite difficult to represent.
Using this idea, Kala and Tinkova [KT23| showed that the minimal rank of universal lattices is
bounded above in terms of the number of indecomposable elements. In the other direction, by
proving the existence of sufficiently many indecomposable elements satisfying certain properties,
one can show that in such fields the minimal rank of universal lattices is high; there are numerous
literature tackling different cases, see for example [BK15, BKIS8, [Kall6, KYZ23| about quadratic
fields, and |CLS*19, [KS19, [KT23| [KTZ20] about number fields of higher degrees.

In this paper, we generalise the results in [KYZQS], and show that for most real multiquadratic
fields K, the minimal rank R(K) of a universal lattice is large. For n € N, and X > 1 a positive
parameter, let C(n, X') denote the set of real multiquadratic fields K of degree 2™ with discriminant
Ag < X. Note that by a result of Wright [Wrig9] we have #K(n, X) =< X2 " (log X)2"~2 (sece
Theorem 2.3)).

Theorem 1.1. Let n € N be fized, and ¢ > 0. Then for almost all real multiquadratic fields of
degree 2" we have
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Theorem 1.2. Let n € N be fixed, and € > 0. Then for almost all real multiquadratic fields of
degree 2" we have

1
ATZ° forn=2
uK) > I%_a ’
A}?(z - otherwise.

Here, by “almost all” we mean that the set of such fields has natural density 1, with respect to
the ordering of real multiquadratic fields of degree 2™ by discriminant.

Theorems [T and follow from our main results below, whose proofs involve a wide variety of
tools. To state our main results, we work on a slightly more general setting, considering quadratic
lattices that represent all multiples of a fixed positive integer m. We say that a totally positive
definite quadratic lattice (A, Q) over a totally real number field F' is mOp-universal if (A, Q)
represents all elements of mO7., i.e. all the totally positive multiples of m. This allows us to
convert an arbitrary universal quadratic lattice (A, Q) into a 20p-universal classical quadratic
lattice (A, 2@Q), which is convenient because classical lattices are often easier to work with.

Our first main result gives an explicit upper bound on the number of real multiquadratic fields
K which admits an mQOpg-universal classical lattice of a given rank.

Theorem 1.3. Let n,m € N be fized. For R € N and X > 1 we define
Kuniv(n, X, R,m) := {K € K(n,X) | 3 mOg-universal quadratic lattice of rank R} .
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42" —1)2
Then, for any ¢ > 0 and X > (C(2"R,2" 'm)log X)2"-2""1=1 for a sufficiently large constant
depending only on n, we have
on—3

—n(q_2r"% —n(q_2""°
#]Cuniv (n7 X7 R7 m) <<n75 C(2TLR7 2n_1m)%X21 (1 2n,1)+5 —|— C(an7 2n_1m)3X21 (1 2"7'71)4_57
where C(2"R,2""Ym) is an eaplicit constant defined in ([3.3).

Here we give the brief strategy to the proof, assuming m = 1 for simplicity. From [KT23|, we know
that for real quadratic fields F, we may find a totally positive element § € OZJ+ in the codifferent
such that there are w indecomposable elements ay,...,q, € (’);S satisfying Trp/q(de;) = 1. In
a multiquadratic field K of degree 2™ containing F', these elements satisfy TrK/@(cSozi) = n~L
Viewing Ok as a Z-lattice A equipped with the d-twisted trace form, we obtain a set of lattice
points v € A of norm 2"~!'. However, the number of such points in a totally positive definite Z-
lattice of rank R is bounded (see [KYZ23, Theorem 3.1] and [RSD23, Theorem 1.1]). This gives
an upper bound to the size of w. Meanwhile, [KYZ23, Corollary 2.13| says that w is usually large.
Combining these estimates, we are able to show that few real multiquadratic fields admit universal
quadratic lattices of rank R.

Using the linkage between universal lattices and indecomposable elements in [KT23|, we obtain as
a consequence of Theorem [[.3] that for given R € N, few multiquadratic fields K satisfies ((K) < R.

Theorem 1.4. Let n € N. For R N and X > 1 we define
Kindee(n, X, R) :={K € K(n, X) | «(K) < R}.
42" —1)2
Then, for any ¢ > 0 and X > (C(2"R,2" Ylog X)2"—2"~4=1 for a sufficiently large constant
depending only on n, we have

n n—1y2 217”0‘%)4‘5 n n—1\3 217”<1—22:3)+5
Hindec(n, X, R) <ne C(2°R, 213 X 7=1)*° | 0(2"R, 2" )X )t

where C(2"R,2"71) is an explicit constant defined in ([3.3).

The linkage between universal lattices and indecomposable elements also suggests that we study
the structure of indecomposable elements in totally real number fields. While this is well understood
for real quadratic fields, little is known about the structure of indecomposable elements in other
cases. For example, for totally real cubic fields we have an explicit description of the indecomposable
elements only for Shank’s family of simplest cubic fields [GMT22] [KT23]. In the second part of the
paper we study the structure of indecomposable elements in biquadratic fields. Since biquadratic
fields contain quadratic subfields, it is then natural to ask whether the indecomposable elements in
the quadratic subfields, which are well understood, remain indecomposable in the biquadratic field.
In general the answer is no, but the following theorem says that the answer is yes for at least two
of the three quadratic subfields.

Theorem 1.5. Let K be a real biquadratic field, with quadratic subfields K1, Ko, K3. Then, for at
least two of the quadratic subfields K;, j € {1,2,3}, the indecomposable elements in O}j remain

indecomposable in O;Q.

Theorem represents an improvement to the result in [CLST19] which established the inde-
composability of indecomposable elements from quadratic subfields subject to a criterion involving
continued fractions, and answers a conjecture in [KTZ20]. The proof relies on the correspondence
between indecomposable elements in real quadratic fields and best one-sided Diophantine approxi-
mations. Since it is known that real quadratic fields F' with «(F') < R has density zero, Theorem [[.5]
yields an alternative proof that real biquadratic fields K with ¢(K) < R has density zero.

In Section Bl we compute the structure of indecomposable elements for a few families of real
biquadratic fields. The families of biquadratic fields K chosen here are special in the sense that
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each quadratic subfield F' C K has «(F') = 1. In view of Theorem [[5] these families represent likely
candidates for which ¢(K) is small. The following theorem says that ((K) may still grow within
such a family.
Theorem 1.6. Let n > 6 be an integer such that

p=02n—-1)2n+1), ¢=2n—-1)2n+3), r=2n+1)(2n+3)

are squarefree integers, and let K = Q(\/p,/q). A complete set of indecomposable elements in (9[";
modulo totally positive units is given by

-1
el +e 3 1 1 1
1 pi = — — — —
: s <n+2>+2\/§+2\/<‘1+2\/?,
1
1+ep+t(u—1), %Jrapﬂ(u—l) (3<t<2n-2),
1
L+e, ' +t(p—1), %—Fsgl—i—t(u—l) (A4<t<2n-1),
-1
Er 2+€P —|—t(,u—2) (2§t§2n—1)

Here, ep,eq,¢, stand for the fundamental units of Q(\/p), Q(/q), Q(/r) respectively, chosen such
that €y, €4, > 1. In particular, we have ((K) = 10n — 15.

Remark. The infinitude of the family in Theorem is equivalent to that the polynomial f(n) =
(2n —1)(2n 4 1)(2n + 3) takes infinitely many squarefree values. Since f(n) is a product of linear
terms, such a statement can be conveniently proved using standard sieve arguments, see for example
[Erd53l Section 2.

In analogous Theorems 5.3l and 541 we compute the set of indecomposable elements in two other
one-parameter families of biquadratic fields, and show that ¢(K) also grows within such families. In
Section 5.9 we compute ¢(K) for a number of real biquadratic fields K with small discriminants. The
computations suggest that the one-parameter families in Theorems [5.3]and 5.4 are among the fields
for which ¢(K) is the smallest. In view of this observation, we formulate the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.7. For any R € N, there are only finitely many real biquadratic fields K for which
we have ((K) < R.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2] we recall basic results on multiquadratic fields,
as well as the theory of indecomposable elements for real quadratic fields. In Section [l we prove
Theorems [Tl to L4l In Section @l we prove Theorem (as Theorem [£.3]). Finally, in Section [ we
compute the structure of indecomposable elements for a few families of biquadratic fields, proving
Theorem and its analogues.

Notations. Here we recollect the notations used in the paper which are possibly non-standard.
Throughout, F' stands for a totally real number field.

Ap the discriminant of F

Op (resp. OF) the ring of integers (resp. the set of totally positive integers) of F
Op (resp. (9;’+) the group of units (resp. totally positive units) in Op
) the minimal rank of universal lattices over F
) the minimal rank of classical universal lattices over F'
) the number of indecomposable elements in (9; modulo totally positive units
) the set of real multiquadratic fields of degree 2" with discriminant < X
) the set of fields K € KC(n, X) admitting mOg-universal classical lattice of rank R
)

the set of fields K € K(n, X) with «(K) < R
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Throughout the article, we use the following asymptotic notations. For real functions f(z), g(x),
we write f < g or g > f if there are ¢ > 0 and z( such that |f(z)| < cg(x) for all x > xg; we may
write f <, g to emphasise that the constant ¢ depends on y. We write f < g if f < g and g > f.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Multiquadratic fields. Let F' be a totally real number field. We denote by Op the ring
of integers of F. An element o € F is called totally positive if o(a) > 0 for every embedding
o : F — R. This is denoted by a > 0. We denote by (9;5 the set of totally positive elements in
Or. An element o € (9}' is called indecomposable if it cannot be written as a sum o = g+ 7
with 8,7 € (9;. It is well-known that there are finitely many indecomposable elements up to
multiplication by totally positive units. For an easy proof of this fact, we note that there exists
some constant c¢p such that Np/g(a) < cp if a € OF is indecomposable (see [DS82]), and that up
to multiplication by totally positive units there are only finitely many « € (’);S with N F/@(a) <cr
(see [Neu99l 1.7.2]). Throughout the article, we shall denote by ¢(F') the number of indecomposable
elements up to multiplication by totally positive units. When no confusion may arise, we simply
call ¢(F') the number of indecomposable elements of Op.

We let K = Q(v/Ag,+/Ast1,...,\/Ayn-1) be a multiquadratic field of degree [K : Q] = 2", where
n > 2, and Ay, ..., Agn—1 are squarefree integers. By picking different generators of K, one
can impose some congruence conditions on Ago, ..., Ayn—1, which is helpful in narrowing down the
number of cases to consider. It was shown in [ChaT73, [Sch89] that every multiquadratic field K can
be written in a way so that we have

Ay =1 (mod4), 0<k<n-—3, and

2.1
(Agn—2, Agn-1) = (1,1), (1,2), (1,3), or (2,3) (mod 4). 2.1)
We will always assume that the integers A,x are of the form above.

The field K contains 2™ — 1 quadratic subfields. To describe them, it is helpful to establish some
notations. For 0 < j < 2" — 1, we define integers A; € Z as follows. We set Ay := 1. Then, if

. g . Ay . ..
j=2F 44 with 0 < j/ < 2F — 1, we define Aj = %, where dj, ; is a greatest common divisor of
Je.j

Agr and Aj. Replacing dj, ; by —dj ; when necessary, we may assume dj ; = 1 (mod 4). We note
that the integers A; are squarefree by construction. The 2" — 1 quadratic subfields of K are then
given by Q(y/4;), for 1 < j < 2" — 1.

The ring of integers Ok of K is a free Z-module, hence admits a Z-basis. Let oy = 1, and
ok = \/Agk, for 0 < k <mn—1. If j = 2% + j/, where 1 < j' < 28 — 1, we define a; = ai%',
where dj, ; is defined as above. A Z-basis of Ok is then given in the following theorem of Chatelain
[ChaT73].

Theorem 2.1 ([Cha73|). Let K = Q(v/Ag,v/Ag1, ...,/ Agn—1) be a multiquadratic field of degree
2" wheren > 2, and Ago, . .., Agn—1 are squarefree integers satisfying [2.1I1). Assuming the notations
above, a Z-basis of Ok is given as follows:
(1) Suppose (Agn—2,Agn-1) = (1,1) (mod 4). Define E := 27" 23161 aj. Then a Z-basis of
Ok is given by the set {o(F) | o € Gal(K/Q)}.



6 SIU HANG MAN

(2) Suppose (Agn—2, Agn—1) = (1,2) or (1,3) (mod 4). Define

on—1_1 2n—1
E1 = 2—n+1 E Oéj, E2 = 2—n+1 E Oéj.
j:O j:2n—1

Then a Z-basis of Ok is given by the set {o(E;) | o € Gal(K/Q(v/Ay—1)), i =1,2}.
(3) Suppose (Agn—2, Agn—1) = (2,3) (mod 4). Define

2n72_1 27L71_1
E1 = 2—n+2 E ay, E2 = 2—n+2 E ay,
j:() j:2n—2
3_27L72_1 ogn—1_1 2m—1
E3 = 2—n+2 E aj, Ey = 2—n+1 E a4 + E Q;
j:2n—1 j:2n—2 j=3~2"72

Then a Z-basis of O is given by the set {O’(Ei) ‘ o € Gal(K/Q(v/Agn—2,/Agn-1)), i = 1,2, 3,4}.

We shall not need the explicit shape of the integral basis of Ok beyond the biquadratic case
in this article. But Theorem 2.I] gives the following convenient corollary on the discriminant of

multiquadratic fields (see [Cha73l, [Sch89]).

Corollary 2.2 ([Sch89, Satz 2.1|). Assume the settings above. Then the discriminant of the multi-
quadratic field K is given by

2m—1
A = (2 rad (Ag Ags -+~ Agu-1))® =277 T 45,
j=1

where rad(x) denotes the radical of x € Z, and

0 ’Lf (A27L72,A27L71) = (1, 1) (mod 4),
r=142 if (Ayn-2,A5n1)=(1,2) or (1,3) (mod 4), (2.2)
3 if (Agn—2,A9n-1) =(2,3) (mod 4).
We shall also need an asymptotic formula on the number of multiquadratic fields of degree 2"

with bounded discriminant. For this we recall a result of Wright [Wri89], applied to multiquadratic
fields.

Theorem 2.3 (|[Wri89, Theorem 1.2]). Let X > 1, and let K(n,X) denote the set of real multi-
quadratic fields of degree 2™ with discriminant A < X. Then we have

#K(n, X) = X2 " (log X)¥" 2.

Remark. Strictly speaking, Wright’s result gives an asymptotic formula to the set of multiquadratic
fields of degree 2™ with discriminant Ax < X, without distinguishing whether they are real.
Through the mapping Q(v/Ago, ...,/ Agn-1) = Q(1/|Ag],...,/|Agn-1]), it is easy to see that
the subset of real fields also satisfy the same asymptotic formula. An alternative proof of the
statement is also given in Section

2.2. Indecomposable elements in real quadratic fields. The structure of the indecomposables
in real quadratic fields is well understood. We give a brief overview of the theory here, for it is used
in our proofs. All the results here can be found in [BKIS| Section 2.1]. Let F' = Q(v/D) be a real
quadratic field, where D > 2 is a squarefree integer. Define
{\/1_) if D=2,3 (mod 4),
wp =

2.3
# it D=1 (mod 4). 23)
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Then {1,wp} forms a Z-basis of Op. We denote by wp the Galois conjugate of wp. We know that
—wp has an eventually periodic continued fraction of the form

—Wp = [U0§U17U27 s 7u8—17u8] .

For i € Ny, we define the i-th convergent of —wp to be
S4
P [uo;ulu s ,Ui].
(2
As a convention, we shall also define s_1 := 1, t_1 := 0. By a semiconvergent of —Wp we mean a
fraction of the form

)

tie i+t

Sil  Sg + lSH_l

with ¢ > —1 and 0 <[ < wu;q0.

Next we define the elements «; := s; + tjwp and «;; = s;; +t;;wp = o; + la11 in Op. By an
abuse of notation, we shall also call o; (resp. «; ;) the convergents (resp. semiconvergents) of —p.
By a classical theorem (see [DS82, Theorem 2|), the set of indecomposable elements in OF is then
given precisely by «;; with ¢ > —1 odd, and their Galois conjugates. The fundamental unit € of Op
is given by as_1, which is totally positive if and only if s is even.

The set of indecomposable elements in (9}' is closed under multiplication by totally positive units.
A complete list of indecomposable elements of O;ﬂ up to multiplication by totally positive units is
given by

{aig]| —1<i<s—1odd, 0 <[l <wuyo} if siseven,

24
{ai)| —1<i<2s—10dd, 0 <[l <wuja} if sis odd. 24)

3. DENSITY RESULTS

In this section, we prove Theorems [[.1] to [.4l

3.1. Short lattice vectors and continued fractions. To state the proof of Theorem [L.3] we
need the following theorem from [RSD23|, which gives an upper bound to the number of vectors in
a totally positive classical quadratic Z-lattice with a given norm.

Theorem 3.1 (JRSD23| Theorem 1.1]). Let (A, Q) be a positive definite classical quadratic Z-lattice
of rank R, and m € N. Let Ny g)(m) denote the number of vectors of norm m in A, that is, the
number of elements v € A such that Q(v) = m. Then we have

R+2m — 2)

o — 1 (3.1)

N(A,Q)(m) S 2<
Actually, the theory of root systems yields the following bound for m = 2 [Mar03|, Theorem 4.10.6,
Proposition 4.10.7|, which is better than the bound (B]) when R > 11:
Np,@)(2) < max {480,2R(R — 1)} . (3.2)
For convenience, we define for R,m € N

max {480,2R(R — 1)} ifm =2,
C(R7 m) = {2(R+2m—2)
2m—1

(3.3)

otherwise.

Proposition 3.2. Let n,m € N, and K = Q(\/Aqo,...,/Agn-1) be a real multiquadratic field of
degree [K : Q] = 2", where Ago, ..., Agn—1 are squarefree positive integers. Let Q(y/A;), 1 < j <
2" — 1, be the quadratic subfields of K as constructed in Section 21l Let w; := wa; be defined as in

@3), and let

—W; = [Uj,0§ m]
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be the periodic continued fraction of —tj;, and u = max{uj2i41 |1 <j < 2" -1, i € No}. Suppose
(A, Q) is an mOg-universal classical quadratic O -lattice of rank R. Then

u < 30(2"}2, 2" Im),
where C(R,m) is defined in (3.3)).

Proof. Suppose u = u;2;+1. As in Section 2.2 we let :—Z = [u;0;uj1,-..,u;,] be the i-th convergent
of —j, oy = s; + t;wj, and consider the semiconvergents (3 := ag;—1 + lag;, 0 < 1 < ugiy1 = u.
From [KT23] Section 3|, we can find a totally positive element § € (’)(é’(t/A_j) in the codifferent such
that TrQ(\/A—j)/Q(éﬂl) = 1for 0 < < u. It follows that Tryg(66) = 2"~ ! for 0 <1 < u. By
fixing a Z-basis of Ok, we can identify A with a classical Z-lattice of rank 2" R via an isomorphism
@: A= Z*"! and equip it with a quadratic form q(v) := Trg(0Q (¢ (v))). Since § € Oﬁé’(r/f)
J
is totally positive, the quadratic form g on Z2"F is positive definite.

From our assumptions, ) represents all of m(’)}. In particular, we can find vectors w; € A
such that Q(w;) = mp;. For the corresponding vector v; := p(w;), we have ¢(£v,.) = q(v,) =
Tri/(6Q(w,)) = Trg g(méf;) = 2" 'm. Thus the number N(Zznm7q)(2”_1m) of vectors of norm
2"~Im in the lattice (Z%" R, q) satisfies N(Zan7q)(2”_1m) > 2(u+1) > 2u. Finally, we use (3I]) and

[B2) to conclude that u < $C(2"R, 2" 'm). O

We also make use of the following proposition from [KYZ23| about the behaviour of the continued
fraction representation of —wp.

Proposition 3.3 (|KYZ23, Corollary 2.13]). Let B > 2 be an integer, and X > 2 a parameter
satisfying X > B*(log X)*. Then we have

#{1 <D< X|—-wp mod 1 =[0;uy,us,...], ugi—1 < B for alli € N}
< 50B2 X5 (log X)? + 23B3X 1 (log X)?.

3.2. Proof of Theorem [I.3l For X sufficiently large, we prove an upper bound to the number
of multiquadratic fields K with Axg < X which admits an mOg-universal classical quadratic Og-
lattice of rank R, using Proposition and Proposition B3l The case n = 1 is essentially [KYZQB,
Theorem 1.2], so we may assume n > 2. It is more convenient to count the four types of multi-
quadratic fields in (2] separately, so the quantity r defined in (2.2) remains stable in the following
arguments; the arguments themselves do not depend on the type, however. So we fix a type, and
bound the number of fields of that type satisfying the conditions above. We recall that for such
multiquadratic fields K, the discriminant of K is given by Ax = (2" rad(Ago - - A2n71))2n717 where
r is given in (2.2)), depending on the type.

For the counting, we need an alternative parametrisation of K = Q(yv/Ax,...,v/Aon-1). For
1 <j <21 we write

n—1
J= Z2k€j,ka ek € {0,1}
k=0

for the binary representation of j. Let p be a prime dividing Ago - -+ Ayn—1, and let £(p) denote the
subset of {0,1,...,n — 1} so that p | Ay if and only if £ € L(p). Since A; is constructed as the
squarefree part of the product HEJ_ =1 Ay, it follows that p | A; if and only if an odd number of

the Agk’s in the product [] e r=1 Ay are divisible by p. In other words, we have p | A; if and only
if the binary representation of j satisfies

Z €jr =1 (mod 2).

keL(p)
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This gives a partition of the primes dividing Ago - - - Agn—1 into 2™ — 1 classes, labelled by nonempty
subsets of {0,1,...,n — 1}, which correspond bijectively to the set of integers {1,...,2" — 1} via

the binary representation. So we may define pairwise coprime integers vi,...,vn_1 € N by
SR |
p prime

L(p)={k| e r=1}

By construction, we have H?l{l v; =rad(Ago - - - Agn-1), and for 1 <4 < 2" — 1, we have

A= v Z@:={1<j<2"-1| > €r=1 (mod2);. (3.4)
JET(i) 0<k<n -1
€i k=

In this parametrisation, the condition Ax < X becomes
2n—1
[T <27x*" = X (3.5)
j=1
Let K denote the set of multiquadratic fields K of the given type, with discriminant Ag < X.
Using ([33), the problem of finding #K' reduces to that of counting tuples of pairwise coprime
squarefree integers (ignoring order) with a bounded product and satisfy some congruence condi-
tions. The number of tuples satisfying ([8.5) can be estimated by the volume under the hyperplane
H?l}l v = Xo. Thus we obtain the asymptotic estimate

#K' = Xo(log X)*" 72

Note that this also gives an alternative proof of Theorem 2.3]

Next we consider some dyadic blocks of multiquadratic fields. Our strategy is to cover most of Ky
with these dyadic blocks, and show that in each block there are few fields admitting mO g-universal
quadratic lattices of rank R.

To define the dyadic blocks, let Y < X be a sufficiently large parameter, and for 1 < j < 2" —2,
let I'; > 1 be parameters satisfying H?l}z I'; < Xo. Let K'(T'q,...,Tan_9;Y) denote the dyadic
block of multiquadratic fields K of the given type satisfying

.
7’<7j<rj (1<j<2"—2), and

Sl

2" —1
<[[w=Y (3.6)
j=1

The fields in the set K'(T'q,...,Tan_9;Y) are then represented by tuples (v;)1<j<on—1 satisfying
(6). By counting the number of such integer tuples, we see that #K'(I'1,...,Ton_9;Y) < Y.
Writing T'gn_1 :=Y/ H?lﬁ I';, the relations (3.4) say that for K € K'(I'1,...,Tan_2;Y") we have

JEL(i)

Since 7, appears in exactly 271 of the A;’s, it follows that

2" -1 2" —1
- 2n71 o 2n71
i=1 j=1
In particular, this implies that for any fixed set of parameters I'1,...,I'on_9, we can find some 1
such that we have )
on—
I] >y (3.7)

JEL(3)
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We fix this index 4, and let A; denote the set of possible values of A; for K € K'(T'1,...,Ton_9;Y),
namely

A=A = H v | (hh<j<an—1 € K'(Ty, ..., Tan_9;Y)
JEL(1)

Next we count, for fixed A; € A;, the number of tuples (7j)1<j<2n—1 (and hence multiquadratic
fields) in K'(I'y, ..., T'an—9;Y") with [ [ ;747 = Ai. Since the divisor function 7(z) satisfies 7(z) <
2° for every € > 0 (see [HWO8, Theorem 317]), there are < Y tuples (7;);ez() which satisfy
Iljez) 7 = Ai- Meanwhile, the number of subtuples (v;);¢z(;) occuring in K'(Ty,...,Tan_9;Y)
has size <[] ieT(0) I'j. Therefore, for fixed A; € A; we have

#Q (h<jcon1 €K1, T ;) | [ wi=4ip <Y [] T (3.8)
JEL(i) JEL(i)
On the other hand, applying Proposition B3] (with X = Hjez(i) I';) yields for B > 2 and
ez I > B4(ZjeI(i) logI';)* the bound
#{A;, € A; | —w; mod 1 = [0;uy,ug,...], ugj—1 < B for all j € N}
7 3
<B: [[ 3™ +B [ i (39)
JEL(P) JEL(2)
Combining ([3.7), (3.8) and (3.9]), we conclude for Y > (Blog Y)E"—:; that
+# {K € K:/(Fl,. .. ,an_g;Y) | —w; mod 1= [0;’&1,’&2, .. .], U1 < Bfor all j € N}

< |ve H r; B H F§+E+B?’ H F]%-i—&

JEI(4) JEI(4) JEI(3)
< Bayl+e [] Pt 4 iy lte [] roate
J J
JEZ(3) JEZ(7)

3 1_221f+5 3 1_gﬁ:§+5
< B2Y " 2r-1 + B°Y "2r-17,
2n74
Finally, we observe that the fields in K with discriminant X 17m7 < Ag < X can be
covered by = log(Xy)?"~2 such dyadic blocks by varying the parameters I'; and Y; there are

1_2%:f n _2n74
< X, 7"'log(Xp)?" 2 fields remaining with discriminant Ax < X 17371 It follows that for

@r-1)?
Xo > (Blog X()2"*@"-2""T-1) we have

#{K € Ky | —0i mod 1= [0;ur,up,...], ugj—1 < BVjeN,1<i<2"—1}

on—3

on—4
—gn—1TE —gn—yTE

3.1 3 1
< B2X, + B”X,
Theorem [[.3] then follows once we put B = %C’ (2"R, 2" 'm) and apply Proposition

3.3. Number of indecomposable elements. For a totally real number field F, the minimal
rank of a universal Op-lattice gives a convenient lower bound to the number of indecomposable
elements ¢(F'). Using Theorem [[3] this gives a proof that there are few multiquadratic fields with
few indecomposable elements.

To state the proof of Theorem [[4] we recall that the Pythagoras number of a ring R is defined as
the smallest integer s(R) such that every sum of squares of elements of R can be expressed as the
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sum of s(R) squares; if such an integer does not exist, we set s(R) := oo. For a totally real number
field F, it is well-known that the Pythagoras number s(Op) is finite, and that s(Op) < f(d) where
f(d) is a function that depends only on the degree d = [F : Q] of F' [KY21l Corollary 3.3]. The
following proposition gives a construction of a classical universal Op-lattice, using indecomposable
elements of Op.

Proposition 3.4 (JKT23| Proposition 7.1]). Let F' be a totally real number field, and s = s(OF)
the Pythagoras number of Op. Let S = S(OF) denote a set of indecomposable elements in (9;5 up
to multiplication by squares of units (O;)z. Then the diagonal quadratic form

2 2 2
Z o (33170. Ty, + .+ x&a)
€S

defines a universal Op-lattice of rank s - #S.

Proof of Theorem[I.4] We apply Proposition [3.4] to our multiquadratic field K. Consider the in-
clusion (03)? C OF" C OF. Since we have [0F : (05)?] = 25U = 22" and [0F : 0;07] > 2
(because of the element —1), it follows that the set S(Of) has size #S(Of) < 22" ~14(K). On the
other hand, we have seen that the Pythagoras number s(Og) is bounded by a function depending
only on n. From Proposition B4 it follows that

Ras(K) < s(Ok) - #S8(0k) <y U(K).
The theorem then follows immediately from Theorem [I.3 O

3.4. Proof of Theorems [I.1] and Having established Theorems [[.3] and [[L4] we are ready to
prove Theorems [[. ] and

Proof of Theorem[I 1l Let X be a sufficiently large parameter. To obtain density results for Rqs(K),
we choose the parameter R such that Theorem [L.3] gives

on—4

1-n(q_27—% 1-n gn—3
Kuniv(n, X, R,1) <pc C(2'R, 2712 X7 (1 2"—1>+E+0(2”R,2”*1)3X2 (1

_W)"'E < X217"75.
From (3.3]), we see that for fixed m € N, we have as R — 00

R? if m =2,

3.10
R?m=1  otherwise. ( )

C(R,m) <<{

1 —
It follows that we may take R = X77¢ when n = 2, and R = X 12G"-1)? ° otherwise. Note that for
42" —1)2

these choices, the condition X > (C(2"R,2"!)log X)2"-2"~"-1 in Theorem [ is always satisfied.
This proves the density results for Res(K).

Meanwhile, to obtain density results for R(K), we note that if (A, @) is a (possibly) non-classical
universal lattice, then (A, 2Q) is a classical 20k -universal lattice of the same rank. Hence, in this
case we choose the parameter R such that Theorem [[.3 gives

n—4 n—3
1-2 1-2

Kuniv(n, X, R,2) <n e C(2"R, 2")%X217”< B )e C(2"R, 2")3X21’”< i) o x? e

1 1
By [310), we may take R = X2 ¢ when n =1, and R = X 2@"-D@ -1 otherwise. Again, for
402" —1)2

these choices the condition X > (C(2"R,2")log X)2"—2"~7-1 in Theorem [[3] is always satisfied.
This proves the density results for R(K). O

Proof of Theorem[L.2. The proof is completely analogous to that of Theorem [[LT], the only difference
being that we use Theorem [[.4] instead of Theorem [L.3 O
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4. PRESERVATION OF INDECOMPOSABILITY

In Sections [ and Bl we focus on biquadratic fields. First we establish the notations used in these
sections.

4.1. The setup. Let p and ¢ to be distinct squarefree positive integers, and K := Q(y/p,/q) a
biquadratic field. Given p and ¢, we fix r = ﬁ. The biquadratic field K has three quadratic
subfields, namely K, := Q(\/p), K := Q(,/q), and K, := Q(y/r). There are four embeddings of K
into R. Writing o = = + y/p + 2/q + w/r € K, with z,y, z,w € Q, the embeddings are given as
follows:

o1(a) = x4+ y/p+ 2/q + wy/r, oa(a) = x — YD+ 2/q — wy/T,
o3(e) =z +y/p — 2/q — wy/r, o4(a) = & — yy/D — 2/q + wy/r.

Swapping p, ¢, r if necessary, every biquadratic field belongs to exactly one of the following types:
(1) p mod 4), ¢ =3 (mod 4),
(2) (mod 4), ¢ =1 (mod 4),
(3) 1 (mod 4), ged(p,q) =1 (mod 4),
(4) p 1 (mod 4), ged(p,q) = 3 (mod 4).
Note that in all cases, we have p = r (mod 4), so p and r are interchangeable, and we may always
assume p < r. Moreover, for biquadratic fields of types (3) and (4), p,q,r are all interchangeable,

and we may further assume p < g < r. For each of the types above, an integral basis of O is given
by (also see [Wil70, Theorem 2])

W {1.vp.va. TR

@) {15 0

3) {17 1+2\/57 1+2\/67 1+\/ﬁ+4\/6+\/7“}7
(4) {17 1+2\/57 1+2\/67 1—\/ﬁ+4\/6+\/7“}.

—~

)

ESTS
(i1

QR NN
I e

4.2. Diophantine approximations. For the proof of Theorem [[.5] we also need some results on
Diophantine approximations.

Let o € R, and 7 € Q, with s € Z, t € N. We say 7 is a best Diophantine approzimation of the
second kind of a if we have

s —ta| < |s' —t'qf

for all (s',t') # (s,t), with & € Z, t' € N, ¢ < t. In a similar fashion, we consider one-sided
Diophantine approximations. We say $ is a best upper bound of the second kind of « if we have
s—ta>0 = 0<s—ta<s —ta

for all (s',t") # (s,t), with s’ € Z, t' € N, ¢’ < t. Analogously, we say $ is a best lower bound of the
second kind of a if we have

S —ta<0) = §—ta<s—ta<0

for all (s',t') # (s,t), with ' € Z, ¢/ e N, ¢/ < t.
Remark. In the following arguments, we often say that a fraction ‘:—,/ is a “better Diophantine

approximation of the second kind” of o than another fraction #; by this we mean |s" — t'a| < [s — ta/.

In particular, when 7 is a best Diophantine approximation of the second kind of «, then this

implies ¢ > ¢. The phrases “better upper (resp. lower) bound of the second kind” are interpreted
analogously.
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These Diophantine approximations are well understood in terms of continued fractions. A survey
in these topics can be found in [Per77, Chapter II| and [HT19l Section 4|. Let

a = [ug; ui,ug, .. .|

be the continued fraction representation of «. For i € Ny, the i-th convergent of « is given by

Si

— = [uosur, . . ., ug).

Li
As a convention, we shall also define s_; := 1, ¢_; := 0. Note that for i € Ny we have 3* > o when
i is odd, and 7 < o when i is even. Accordingly, we call these the upper (resp. lower) convergents

of a respectlvely The numbers s;, t; satisfy the relation

si_1ti — sitig = (—1), i >0. (4.1)
The semiconvergents of « are given by
Sig . Si+lsip

= , 0<I<ujyo—1).
ti b+t O=isuiz=1)
?l 8”2 > « when i is odd, and

, we have

lie between iz and t?l slll < a
when i is even. Accordingly, we call these the upper (resp lower) semiconvergents of a respectively.
Note that we always have ged(s;;,t;;) = 1. We have the following well-known theorems (see [HT19,

Theorem 4.5]).

Since the semiconvergents

Theorem 4.1. (1) The set of best Dioph(mtme approzimation of the second kind of « is given
precisely by the set of convergents 3+ for i > 0.
(2) The set of best upper bounds of the second kind of « is given precisely by the set of upper
semiconvergents i— fori > —1 odd, except for the pair (i,1) = (—1,0).
(8) The set of best lower bounds of the second kind of o is given precisely by the set of lower
semiconvergents T fori >0 even.

Corollary 4.2. Let 2L be a semiconvergent of a that is not a convergent. If s' € Z, t' € N, t' < t;,
tl,l ;

satisfy
‘s' — t'a‘ <|si1—tigcf,

s Siy1
then & = i

Proof. Suppose == is an upper semiconvergent. From Theorem EIL is a best upper bound of the

second kind. ThlS implies 8, < « is a lower bound Since i, is a better Diophantine approximation

of the second kind of « than the i-th convergent 3, we have t' > t;. But there is a unique best lower
bound of the second kind of o with denominator between ti and t;; = t;+1t;11, namely the (i+1)-th
convergent 3 ”1 . The proof for the case of a lower semiconvergent is completely analogous. O

Finally, we note that the notions of convergents and semiconvergents in Section match the
constructions of convergents and semiconvergents here. This allows us to apply techniques from
Diophantine approximations to study indecomposable elements and prove Theorem

4.3. Proof of Theorem Here we prove Theorem [LH] in the form of the following theorem.
Theorem 4.3. Let p, q be squarefree positive integers satisfying the congruences given in Section[{.1]
Let K = Q(\/p,/q) be a real biquadratic field, and r = ﬁ,

(1) Suppose K is a biquadratic field of type (1) or (2), and p < r. Then the indecomposable

elements in (9;; and (9;; remain indecomposable in O;Q.
p

(2) Suppose K is a biquadratic field of type (3) or (4), and p < q < r. Then the indecomposable
elements in O}p and O}q remain indecomposable in (9}?.
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We shall prove Theorem 3] using the Propositions L4l to 4.6l which deal with the cases separately.

Proposition 4.4. Let K be a biquadratic field of type (1) or (2), and p < r. Then the indecompos-
able elements in O}p remain indecomposable in (9}2,

Proof. For a biquadratic field K of these types, we have w, = /p, so Og, = Z[\/p|. Let 3 =
x+y\/p € O}p be an indecomposable element in O}p. We shall exclude the trivial case 8 = 1,

which is always indecomposable. By taking Galois conjugates, we may assume y > 0. Note that this
implies 8 = x —y,/p < 1. We also note that % is a best upper bound of the second kind of ,/p; this

follows from the characterisation of indecomposable elements (see Section 2.2)) and Theorem .11
Suppose [ admits in (9}2 a decomposition

B=P1+ B2 Bi =i+ yiy/D+ 2iV/q +wivr € Of.

Clearly we have z5 = —z1, and wy = —w;. From the shape of the integral basis of Ok given in
Section [l we see that z;,y;, 2, w; € %Z. We consider the equation

28 = 2z — 2y\/p = (221 — 2y1/D) + (229 — 2y2/P) = 02(B1 + B2) + 4(B1 + B2).

Since 31, 32 are totally positive, it follows that both Ey := 2x1 — 2y1./p and Es := 2x9 — 2y2,/p
are positive. Without loss of generality, we may assume 2z1 — 2y1.,/p < * — y,/p. Since % is a best
upper bound of the second kind of /p, this implies 2y; > y, and 2z1 > z.

Now we claim that 2z1 + 2y;,/p is indecomposable in O}p. Suppose to the contrary that there is
a decomposition

221 + 2y1y/P = (T1a + Y1av/D) + (15 + Y15/D)-
X

Since v is a best upper bound of the second kind of ,/p, and

T1a — Y1la/Ds T16 — Y16/P < 221 — 2y1/D < T — Y/,

we deduce that y14,y1p > ¥y, and hence 2y; > 2y, and 2x; > 2x. But this implies 229 < 0, which
contradicts to the assumption that (o is totally positive. So the claim is established. From the
characterisation of the indecomposable elements in O}p, this says 2z + 2y1,/p = ag;_1; is an
upper semiconvergent of ,/p.

Now we find the possible decompositions of 3 =z + y,/p in (9};, that is, find 2z; and w;. From
the shape of the integral basis of Ok given in Section 1] we see that

(i) 1 + 21,51 + w1 € Z.

Meanwhile, 81 being totally positive implies

(i) |21v/a| < 21, lwiy/r| < #1, and

(ili) |2211/q — 2wiy/r| < 221 — 2y1/p = E1.
Using condition (iii), we see that z; and w; have the same sign, and we may assume both of them
are positive. Rewriting condition (iii) yields the condition

r D E
|221\/§—2w1\/ﬂ < F| <= 2z1—2w1%‘: 2Z1—21U1W\/1;q) <71q
ged(p, ¢) 1

<— [2gcd(p, q)z1 — 2wi+/p| <
2 ged(p, q) VP NG
The assumption p < r implies ged(p, q) < /g, so we have [2gcd(p,q)z1 — 2wi/p| < E1. On the

other hand, condition (ii) says 2wi+/r < 2x1 < 2y;,/p + 1. Since p <7, and yi,w; € %Z, it follows
2ged(p,q)z1

that we have w; < y;. This says e is a better Diophantine approximation of the second
kind of \/p than %, with 2wy < 2y;. If 221 + 2y1,/p = agi—1 is a convergent, then such 2y, w;

cannot exist, and the indecomposability of 8 in (9;; is established. If 2x1 + 2y1,/p = ag;_1, is not
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a convergent, we use Corollary to deduce that 2gcd(p, q)z1 + 2w1/p = kaw; is a multiple of the
convergent ao;.
Writing a; = s; +t;,/p for the convergents of /p, we have

chd(p, q)z1 + 2w1\/§ = k‘agi = k’SgZ‘ + k’tzi\/ﬁ, (4.2)
and
221 + 2y14/p = i1 = (S2i—1 + Is2;) + (t2i—1 + lt2i)\/D-

Suppose the biquadratic field K is of type (1). From the shape of the integral basis of Ok given
in Section [L.1] we see that x1,2; € Z. Since we have ged(2x1,2y1) = 1, it follows that y; € % +7Z,
and thus w € % + Z by condition (i). It follows that 2wy = kto; is odd, and 2 ged(p, q)z1 = ksg; is
even. This implies s9; is even. Using (4.1]), we deduce that sg;—1 is odd. But then 2x; = s9;_1 +1s9;
is odd, a contradiction. So (3 is indecomposable in (’);2 in this case.

Now suppose the biquadratic field K is of type (2). Since ged(2x1,2y;) = 1, it follows that x1, 31
cannot both be integers. From condition (i) we see that there are three possibilities.

(i) Suppose x1,21 € Z, and y1,w; € % + Z. Then the argument above also applies, so 3 is
indecomposable in (9;;.
(ii) Suppose x1,2;1 € %—FZ, and y1,w; € Z. Since ged(p, q) is odd, it follows from (A.2]) that sg; is
odd, and ty; is even. Using (d.1]) we deduce that to;_; is odd. This implies 2y = to;—1 + lto;
is odd, a contradiction. So g is indecomposable in (9}';.
(iii) Suppose x1,y1, 21, W1 € %—I—Z. Since ged(p, ¢) is odd, it follows from ([A.2]) that both sg;, to; are
odd. Using (1)), we see that exactly one of s9;_1,t2;—1 is even. But then 2x1 = s9;_1 + Is9;
and 2y = to;_1 + lt9; cannot both be odd, a contradiction. So § is indecomposable in (’);2.

This finishes the proof for biquadratic fields of type (2). O

Proposition 4.5. Let K be a biquadratic field of type (3) or (4), and p < r. Then the indecompos-
able elements in O}p remain indecomposable in (9}';,

Proof. For a biquadratic field K of these types, we have w, = #, so Ok, = Z[HT‘@]. Let

B8 =x+ y1+2‘/ﬁ be an indecomposable element in O}p. Again we shall exclude the trivial case
B = 1. By taking Galois conjugates, we may assume y > 0. We also note that % is a best upper

bound of the second kind of -, = _I;ﬁ; this follows from the characterisation of indecomposable

elements (see Section 2) and Theorem A1l Note that this implies 8 = x + y# < 1. Suppose
admits in (9;} a decomposition

14+ /p
B=Bitb  Bi=wmitu Vb nibwiF e OF.

Again we have z9 = —z1, and wo = —w;. From the shape of the integral basis of Ok given in
Section [4.1] we see that x;,1; € %Z, and z;,w; € %Z. We consider the equation

28 =2z + 2y1 _2\/]_? = <2x1 + 21 ! _2\/]5) + <2x2 + 29 ! _2\/1_)> = 09(B1 + B2) + 04(B1 + Bo).

Since By, B9 are totally positive, it follows that both Ey := 2z1 4+ 2 1_2\/1_) and Fo := 2x9 + 219 1_2\/1_)
are positive. Without loss of generality, we may assume 2x; + 2y1# <z+ yl_z—\/ﬁ. Since % is a

_1+\/5, this implies 2y; > y, and 2z; > x. Using the same

2
argument as above for K of types (1) and (2), we conclude that 2z, + 2y, 1+2*/ﬁ is indecomposable

. + . 1+ . . —14+/p
in O K, This says 221 + 2y1 —5~ = ag;_1, is an upper semiconvergent of 7

best upper bound of the second kind of

Now we find the possible decompositions of 8 = = + yHT‘/ﬁ in (’);2, that is, find z; and wy. Total
positivity of 81 implies
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i) |21v/q| < @1+ %, |w1f|<x1+ , and
(ii) ‘2,21\/_ 2w1\/_‘ <2x1+2y1 ‘[ =F.
Using condition (ii), we see that z; and w1 have the same sign, and we may assume both of them
are positive. Rewriting condition (ii) yields the condition

|2z1\/§—2w1\/ﬂ <k = 2z1 — 2wy

2z1 — QU)lﬁ‘ =
NG

L‘ B

ged(p,q)| V4

L - \/5‘ - ged(p, @) E
2 V4

< [2gcd(p,q)z1 — 2wi/p| = ‘(2 ged(p, g)z1 — 2wy) + 4wy

The assumption p < r implies ged(p, ¢) < /g, so we have |(2gcd(p, q)z1 — 2w1) 1_2‘/]7\ < Ej.
On the other hand, using condition (i), we have

1—p
2wi\T < 221 + Y1 = (2:131—1—23/1 2\/_> +y1vp < y1/p + L

Since p < r, and y1, 2w € %Z, it follows that we have 2w; < ;. Noting that 2 ged(p, ¢)z1 — 2wy is

2 ged(p,g)z1 —2w1
4wy

always an integer, we see that is a better Diophantine approximation of the second

kind of 1+\/_ than gzl, \/_ = (9;_1 18 a convergent then such z;, wq
cannot exist, and the mdecomposablh‘cy of A in (’) is established. If 2z + 2y1 \/_ = gi—1, 18

not a convergent, we use Corollary to deduce that (2ged(p, q)z1 — 2w1) + 4wy 1+\/_ = kag; is a
multiple of the convergent aw;.

1+,/p
2

Writing o = s + t; _1—5‘/5

for the convergents of

1+./p 1+ /P

, we have

(2ged(p, q)z1 — 2wy) + 4wy = kawg; = ksg; + k:tgiT, (4.3)
and ) .
+.P +./P
221 + 21 5 T 21l = (s2i—1 4 182;) + (tai—1 + lt2;) 2\/_-

Suppose the biquadratic field K is of type (3). Then we have ged(p,q) = 1 (mod 4). Since

ged(2x1,2y1) = 1, it follows that 1, y; cannot both be integers, so there are three possibilities.

(i) Suppose 1 € Z, y1 € %—I—Z. In this case, 81 € Ok implies z1,w; € %—l— %Z, and z1 —wy € Z.
Using ([@3)) and that ged(p,q) = 1 (mod 4), we deduce that 2ged(p, q)z1 — 2wy = ksy; is
even, and 4w; = kty; is odd. This implies t9; is odd, and sy; is even. Using (&I, we
deduce that so;_1 is odd. This implies 221 = s9;_1 + [s9; is odd, a contradiction. So § is
indecomposable in (’);2.

(ii) Suppose z; € %Z, y1 € Z. In this case, 81 € Ok implies z1,w; € %Z, and z; —wy € % + Z.
Using (4.3), we deduce that 2 ged(p, ¢)z1 — 2wy = ksy; is odd, and 4w, = kty; is even. This
implies s9; is odd, and t9; is even. Using ({1]), we deduce that to;—; is odd. This implies
2y1 = t9;_1 + lt9; is odd, a contradiction. So § is indecomposable in (9}';.

(iii) Suppose 1,1 € %—I—Z. In this case, #1 € Ok implies z1, w1 € %—I— %Z, and 23 —w; € %—I—Z.
Using (@3] and that ged(p,q) = 1 (mod 4), we deduce that both sg;,t9; are odd. Using
(1), we deduce that exactly one of s9;_1,t2;—1 is even. But then 2x; = s9;-1 + Isg; and
2y1 = to;_1 + lto; cannot both be odd, a contradiction. So S is indecomposable in O;g.

Finally, suppose the biquadratic field K is of type (4). Then we have ged(p,q) = 3 (mod 4).
Again, x1,y1 cannot both be integers, and there are three subcases, which can be treated completely
analogously as above. O

Proposition 4.6. (i) Suppose K is a real biquadratic field of type (1) or (2). Then the inde-
composable elements in O}q remain indecomposable in (9}?.
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(ii) Suppose K is a real biquadratic field of type (3) or (4), and ¢ < r. Then the indecomposable
elements in O}q remain indecomposable in (9;;.

Proof. The first statement is contained in [CLS+19, Theorem 2.1]. For biquadratic fields K of type
(3) and (4), the numbers p, ¢, r are all interchangeable. By swapping p and ¢, the second statement
follows from Proposition O
Proof of Theorem[{.3 Propositions .4 and show that indecomposable elements in (’)}p remain
indecomposable in (9}’;, and Proposition shows that indecomposable elements in O}F{q remain
indecomposable in (’);2. O

For cases not described by Theorem [£3] indecomposable elements in a quadratic subfield need
not stay indecomposable in (’);2. We give several examples.

Example 4.7. Let p = 14, ¢ = 91, » = 26. Then K = Q(/p, /q) is of type (1). Then 26+ 5v/26 €

OIE is indecomposable in OIE, but admits a decomposition

5 ) 5 )
26 +5v26 = <13+ 5\/14—|—v91—|—§\/26> + <13— 5\/14—\/91—1—5\/26)

in (9}2.
Example 4.8. Let p = 5, ¢ = 13, r = 65. Then K = Q(/p, /q) is of type (3). Then 25'%7‘/@ € O}T
is indecomposable O}T, but admits a decomposition

25+3v65 25+ 5v5+3V13 +3V65 N 25 — 5v/5 — 3v/13 + 365
2 - 4 4

: +
in O.
5. INDECOMPOSABLE ELEMENTS IN SOME FAMILIES OF REAL BIQUADRATIC FIELDS

Here we restrict our attention to some specific one-parameter families of real biquadratic fields
K, and give a complete characterisation of the indecomposable elements in (’);g.
First we consider the one-parameter family of biquadratic fields described in Theorem Let
n > 6 be an integer such that
pq
p=02n-1)2n+1), ¢=2n—-1)2n+3), r=———- =2n+1)(2n+3),
ged(p, q)?

are squarefree integers. Then K = Q(,/p, \/q) is a biquadratic field of type (2). We have continued
fractions

. -1+ - -
VP =[2n—1;1,4n — 2], T\@:[n—l;lﬂn—l], Vr=[2n+1;1,4n + 2|.

Using results from Section 2.2] it follows that the fundamental units of the quadratic subfields
K,, K,, K, are given respectively by
2n+1+
ep=2n+p, ;= fﬁ, g = (2n+2) + /1.

Note that all the fundamental units above are totally positive, and by (24]) we have ¢(K,) = «(K,) =
t(K,) = 1, so the totally positive units are the only indecomposable elements in O}p, O}q, and O}T.

Now we find a system of generators for the group of totally positive units O[X(’Jr. We shall use
some results from [Kub56|]. Let F' be a real quadratic field, and ¢ € O;’Jr be a totally positive unit.
Then there exist a unique, squarefree rational integer § = 6z (¢) such that de € F?. In fact, we
may take & to be the squarefree part of Trp/g(e 4 1). Observing that ¢ Trp/g(e +1) = (e +1)?, it
follows that v/de € (’);S. Now let K be a real biquadratic field, with quadratic subfields K7, Ko, K3,
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and with respective fundamental units €1,e9,€3. Suppose €1,€9,e3 are all totally positive. Then
[Kub56l Hilfssatz 11] says that for iy,1i9,i3 € {0,1}, we have
elelel ¢ K2 if and only if O, (€1)" 0k, (62)20k; (e3) € K2.
For our family of biquadratic fields, we have
5p:6Kp(€p) =4n + 2, 6q:6Kq(Eq) = 2n + 3, 67“:5[0(57’) = 4n + 6.

Using the assumption that p, q,r are squarefree, it is straightforward to verify, using the criterion
above, that a system of fundamental units for O is given by €, &g, V/EpEr- On the other hand, we
note that \/0,e,v/8,6, = /0,0, \/Epe, € OF is totally positive, while 6,8, = 4(2n+1)(2n+3) is not
a rational square, so /2,&; is not totally positive. We thus conclude that the group O[X<’+ of totally
positive units is generated by ep,eq,er. We have O /OIX{’Jr = {il,i\/&?p—ar} and in particular
(0% : 0;"] = 4. We will make use of this fact in Section 5.8

Now we compute a complete set of indecomposable elements of (9["; modulo totally positive units,
following the strategy outlined in [KT23|. We consider the embedding

o: K —=RY  ae (01(a),00(a), 03(q), 04(a))

of K into the Minkowski space. The images of the totally positive elements in K then lie inside the
positive octant R4+ = {(z1,...,24) | 7; > 0 for i = 1,...,4}. We further consider a fundamental
domain F for the action of multiplication by (the images of) totally positive units € € le{,+ on R%.
By |[DF14, Theorem 1], the fundamental domain F is covered by the simplicial cones

C:cyz = RZO <17 €x,ExEy, ExEyEz> >

where {z,y, 2z} is a permutation of {p, q,r}. To verify that there is no overlap between the interiors
of the cones, it suffices to check that the expression

sgn(0) - sgn (det (1,65(p), Eo(p)o(q)» Eo(p)Eo(a)Eatr)))
has the same sign for all permutations o of {p,q,r} (see [Col88| [DF14]). Given the explicit charac-
terisations of the units €,,¢e,, &, above, this is straightforward computation.
To ease the computations below, we translate the cone Cyy, by e 1 and consider instead the
cones
Chy. =R (651, 1,6y, 646:) .

Note that all the indecomposable elements lying in the cone Cg/vyz actually lie in the parallelepiped

Ppy. = [0,1]{e; ", 1,6y, 462) .

Moreover, except for the units e, 1,1, €y, EyEz, all indecomposable elements lying in the parallelepiped

P, has all the coordinates (with respect to the basis € 11, €y, EyEz) strictly less than 1.
For the computations below, we also need explicit expressions for the following units:

1 1
5;1:271—\/5, »3;1: <n+§>—§\/§, el =(2n+2) - Vr,

epeq = (20% +n) + <n+%> VP +ny/q+ <n—%> VT,
eper = (4n® +4n) + (2n 4+ 2)y/p + (2n + 1)\/q + 20T,

gger = (202 +3n+ 1) + <n+g>\/ﬁ+(n+l)\/§+ <n+%> NG

Note that the biquadratic field K is of type (2) as per the classification in Section Bl Thus we
have

1
T4+ yyp+2/q+wr € O — x,y,z,weaZ, T+ 2z,y+weZ. (5.1)
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For the computations, it is also convenient to have good rational approximations of |/p, /g, /T,
coming from the continued fractions given above:

8n2—2n—1 2n24n—1 4n244n—1 8n2+14n+5
W<\/]_?<2TL, T<\/a< Il In+3 <\/;<2TL+2 (52)

5.1. The parallelepiped FP,;-. We first consider the parallelepiped P4, spanned by Ep 11, €qyEqEr-
Let

a:a5;1+b+ceq+dsqer:x+y\/]_9+z\/§+w\/7_“6OK, 0<a,becd<l1

be an integral point in the semi-open parallelepiped. Since g4, is the only basis element of the
parallelepiped with a nonzero coefficient in /7, we use (B.I]) and the condition 0 < d < 1 to conclude

that d = #H for some t € {0,...,2n}. Also, (5.1 implies a — d,c+ d,b — a € Z. The condition

0 <a,b,c <1 then gives

(0,0,0,0), or

( t t 1
2n+1’ 2n+1°

(a,b,c,d) = {

1<t<2n).

t t
T 2n410 2n+1) (
Define

3 1 1 1
—1
’u::2n—|—1(€p +1—€q+€q€r)=<n+§>+§\/ﬁ+§\/§+§\/7_"- (5.3)

Then the integral points « lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are given by
a=0,ora=¢c;+tu (1<t<2n).

Using (5.2]), we verify that u is totally positive. It follows that none of the totally positive elements
lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are indecomposable.

5.2. The parallelepiped P,4. Now we consider the parallelepiped P, spanned by ¢, 11,6, ErEq-
Let

a:aE;I+b+csr+dar€q:x+y\/ﬁ+z\/§+wﬁe(’)K, 0<a,bcd<1

be an integral point in the semi-open parallelepiped. Since €&, is the only basis element of the
parallelepiped with a nonzero coefficient in /g, we use (5.1]) and the condition 0 < d < 1 to conclude

that d = ﬁ for some ¢ € {0,...,2n + 1}. Also, (51]) implies 2a — d,2c —d,a —¢,2a — b € Z. The

condition 0 < a,b,c < 1 then gives

(Tga> 552> Tord» 3y 2) (0<t<2n+1),

1 ¢ i1 ¢ ¢
(5 + Ingd Ing20 2 T Inya 2n+2) (O<t<2n+1).

(a,b,c,d) = {

It follows that the integral points « lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are given by
-1

g, ter
a=tu (0§t§2n+1),ora:T+tu (0<t<2n+1),
. . Gj . e E;l-i-&",« .
where p is as in (B3). Since p is totally positive, we see that only y and “=5—" can be indecom-

posable. We show that this is indeed the case.

—1
Proposition 5.1. The elements p, 2 ;a" € (9;; are indecomposable.

Proof. We prove pu is indecomposable; the proof for is similar. Suppose we have a decompo-

sition

E;1+Er
2

p= P51+ B2 Bi=xi+yiy/D+ 2i/q + wiVr € O.

Since wy + wo = % and wy,ws € %Z, we may assume wij > % Since [ is totally positive, we have

2x1 — 2wi/T > 0.
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Aszy <n+ %, this forces w; = %,
integrality condition (5.I)) implies 29 € l + 7Z. Meanwhile, 85 being totally positive implies

o = |2l I = 5 — |2l V3> 0,

which is impossible, because |z| > 1 5, and /g > 1. O

and 1 = n + 1. But then we have wy = 0, and =9 = % The

5.3. The parallelepiped F,,.. Now we consider the parallelepiped P, spanned by Eq_l, 1,ep, Eper.
Let
@ :a&?;l +b+cep+deper =2+ yp+2/q+wyr €Ok, 0<abec,d<l1

be an integral point in the semi-open parallelepiped. Since €y¢, is the only basis element of the
parallelepiped with a nonzero coefficient in /7, we use (5.I) and the condition 0 < d < 1 to
conclude that d = ﬁ for some t € {0,...,4n — 1}. Also, (5.1)) implies a — 2d,c + 2d,a + 2b € Z.
Then condition 0 < a,b,c < 1 then gives
(0,0,0,0),
(2n’ 4n’1_%’ﬁ) (1StS2n_l)’
(0,4.0,3),

(bl d+d) (<t<m-.
It follows that the integral points « lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are given by

0,

1+e,+t(p—1) (I1<t<2n-1),
o= 1+5par
2

(a,b,e,d) =

Lteper +sp+t( —1) (1<t<2n-1),

where p is as in (5.3]). Note that p — 1 is not totally positive. We have explicit decompositions for
the following elements:

l+ep+(pu—1)=14(p+pu—1),
l+ep+2pp—1) = u+@p+u—n
1+€P ( n_l)(lu 1) _€P€q+€q )
1+epe 1+¢epe
— — tat-)=—5—+(ptp-1),
1+epe 1+¢epe
——311+%+2m—1%:(—3£1+u—1>+@p+u—U,
1+epe _
%+ep+(2n—1)(ﬂ—1):(gpsr—ﬂ—1)+eq1.

1 i 1 . . .
+€2P€T = sp(sp 2+ €T), ) +€2”€T is equivalent to the indecomposable element

-1
w found in Proposition .l The following proposition says the remaining elements are inde-
composable.

Meanwhile, we have

Proposition 5.2. For 3 <t <2n—2, the elements 1+, +t(—1) and 1+€p€r +ep+t(p—1) are
indecomposable.

Proof. We prove that 1+ ¢, + t(u — 1) is indecomposable for 3 < ¢ < 2n — 2; the argument for

1+€p S ep + t(p — 1) is similar. Throughout the proof, we keep in mind of the assumption that

n26and3§t§2n—2. Write

= 14e,+tu—1)=(t+2) <n+%> - <%+1>\/ﬁ+§\/§+%ﬁ,
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and suppose we have a decomposition

Yo =B1+ Bas Bi =xi+yi/P+ 2iV/q +wi/T € OF.
Total positivity of 51, B2 implies

z; — |yi| /P > 0, r; — |z /g >0, xi — |wi| v > 0. (5.4)
Since z; < (t+2)(n + ) — %, this implies

< g+l lal<gl ful<TE (5.5)
It follows that
0y <5+l —1<z<g+l, —3<w <
Total positivity of 51, B2 also implies
xl—yl\/]_)— |21\/_—w1\/7_“ > 0, xg—yg\/]_?— ‘22\/6—11)2\/;| > 0, (5.6)
and
1+ y1vP — |z1\/§—|—w1\/ﬂ >0, x2+y2/p— ‘zg\/a—l-wQ\/?_"‘ > 0. (5.7)

Now we claim that |z; — w;| < % To see this, we suppose to the contrary that |z; — w;| > 1; by
swapping indices, we may assume wy — z; > 1. Then, using (5.6) we have

(t+2) <n+%> - <%+1>\/]_):(a:1+x2)—(y1+y2)\/]_9> |21\/§—w1\/7_“|+|22\/§—w2\/77|.

Meanwhile, using that w1 > 21 + 1 > 0, we obtain the inequality

|21v/q — wiVr| = |(z1 —wi) VG — w1 (V7 = Va)| > V4.

This implies

2n > (t+2) <n+%> - (%H) (2n—1) > (t+2) (n—l—%) - <%+1>\/I—,
> |214/@ — wiVr| + |22v/@ — wa/r| > V4,

a contradiction. So the claim is established, and we are left with two possibilities, namely z; = w;,
and |z — w;| = 3.

First we consider the case z; = w;. We note that our assumptions above imply x; > 2ny;. To
see this, we suppose to the contrary that x; < 2ny; — % Then (5.4) gives (2n — /P)yi > % Using
(E2), this gives $¥5 > 1, hence y; > 2n > L + 1, which contradicts (5.5). So we may write
T + Yi/P = 2, + yi(2n + \/p), with 2} > 0.

Next we claim that 2 > |z;|. Suppose this is not the case, and we have z; < |z;| — 1 (note that
we have 2, — z; € Z). Then (5.6) says

vi 2n = /p) > |zl (Vr = @) —ai 2 |a (Vi = va—1) +1 > 1.

Using (5.2), we get y; > (2n — /p)~ ' > 4n — 1, which contradicts (5.H). So we have 2} > |z] as
claimed. Since x| + z}, = % +1=2z+2+1, and 2, — z; € Z, it follows that =, = |z or |z] + 1.
By swapping indices, we may actually assume that (2}, 25) = (|z1],|22]) or (21| + 1, |22])-

(i) Suppose (27, 25) = (|z1], |22|). Then we use (B.6]) and obtain the inequality
yi 2n— /p) > |zl (Vr = a) — 2 = |z (Vi —va—1), ie{l,2}.
Using (5.2), this yields

T — -1 16 14
Y; > ’22’7\/_ \/G > ’22‘ 33— 2 1 A nt .
2n — /D 8n< + 10n + 3
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For n > 6, we verify that this inequality implies

i if || <3,
in{?”Z‘ i Jai] < 3 (5.8)

3|zi| —1 otherwise.

(ii) Now suppose (2}, 25) = (|z1]+ 1, |22|). In this case, the bound (5.8)) still holds for i = 2. On
the other hand, we use (5.7)) and obtain the inequality

n @0+ VB) > |1 (VP + ) — = o] (VP4 V- 1)~ L
Using (5.2)), this yields

Vi+Va—1 1 8n? +n—3 dn —1
v >lal = Vil >lal (14— 3 T 162 :
n+./p 2n+/p 16n° + 12n 16n4 —4n — 1
This implies
. <1
y1 > 2] . ’Zl‘._z’
|z1] +1  otherwise.

After excluding the trivial decomposition (z},y;, z, w;) = (0,0,0,0), we conclude in each of the
cases that when 21|+ |20| > 2, we always have y1 +y2 > |21] + [22| +2 > £ + 1, a contradiction.
So no decomposition of v with z; = w; exists.

Now we consider the case |2; —w;| = 2. We may actually assume w; = z; — 1. Then (5.5) says
0<»n §%+1. For 3 <t < 2n — 2, we check using (5.2]) that

21\/§—<21—%>\/7_‘>0, (%—zl>\/§—<%—zl>ﬁ<0.

a3 g - (52 2)

=\/F+<§—2z1> (Vr—+a) > <%+2>\/a—<%+1>\/77.

It follows that

|213/q — wiT| + |22/q — wa/T| =

Using (5.0), we get
<%+1> 2n+1—/p) > <%+2>\/§—<%+1>\/77,

which can be checked using (5.2)) that it is not solvable for n > 6 and 3 < ¢ < 2n — 3. Therefore, for
3 <t < 2n — 3, no decomposition of v; with |2; — w;| = 3 exists. Now let ¢ = 2n — 2. Then (5.0)
implies

t t
(3+1) @or1-vm > v+ (5-22) (Vi - va),
which implies z; = £ + 1 using (5.2). But then (57) and (5.2) implies

16n* + 32n3 + 14n2 —4n — 3

A’ +n>n2n+1+p) > (n+1)y/g+nyr > An2 + 3n

which does not hold for n > 6. So 79,2 is also indecomposable. This finishes the proof of the
proposition. O



UNIVERSAL LATTICES AND INDECOMPOSABLE ELEMENTS IN REAL MULTIQUADRATIC FIELDS 23

5.4. The parallelepiped P,.,. Now we consider the parallelepiped F,,, spanned by €,
Let

q 7 7€T‘7€T‘€p'

a:a&?;l+b+car+d€rap:x+y\/ﬁ+z\/§+wﬁ€ Og, 0<a,bcd<1
be an integral point in the semi-open parallelepiped. Since €€, is the only basis element of the
parallelepiped with a nonzero coefficient in /p, we use (B.I)) and the condition 0 < d < 1 to

conclude that d = = for some t € {0,...,4n + 3}. Also,(5.1)) implies a + 2d,c — 2d,a — 2b € Z.
The condition 0 < a b ¢ < 1 then gives

(0,0,0, 0)
¢ ¢ ¢
(a,b,c,d) = (- 2n+2= ~ Tt 2 Tnd) (I<t<2n+1),
(0,%,0,3),
¢ t 1 ¢
- 555~ T mge 2t ) (1St<2n+1).
It follows that the integral points « lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are given by
0,
T+et+t(n—1) (1<t<2n+1),
Q=g 1+erep

2 7
WTTEP""E;I—Ft(M_l) (1<t<2n+1),

1+€7‘€p _ ey Fer
= ep(

where p is as in (5.3). The element ) is equivalent to the indecomposable element

% found in Proposition [5.Il For the other elements, we check using arguments analogous to

Proposition that 1 +e;' +t(u — 1) and WT’"'E” +e;l+t(n—1) for 4 < ¢ < 2n—1 are the
indecomposable elements.

5.5. The parallelepiped P,,,. Now we consider the parallelepiped P,,, spanned by et 1,ep,6peq.
Let

a:a&?;l—i-b—i-cap—i-dapaq =z+y/P+a/q+wyre Ok, 0<abecd<l1
be an integral point in the semi-open parallelepiped. Since €pe, is the only basis element of the
parallelepiped with a nonzero coefficient in /g, we use (5.1]) and the condition 0 < d < 1 to conclude

thatd:%forsomete{O,...,2n—1}. Also, (5.1) implies 2a + d,2c + d,a — ¢,2a + b € Z. The
condition 0 < a,b,c < 1 then gives
(0,000)
(a,b,c,d) =< (1— 4n,2n, —E,ﬁ) (I1<t<2n-1),
(% 427227% 1) (0<t<2n-1).

It follows that the integral points « lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are given by
0,
a=R¢ct+e+t(n—2) (1<t<2n—1),
—1
Tt u—2)  (0<t<2n-1),

+Ep Sz 12+6r-) i

where p is as in (5.3). Note that p—2 is not totally positive. The element = = €pE;
equivalent to the indecomposable element ”TJ” found in Proposition Gl For the other elements,

-1
we check using arguments analogous to Proposition that % +t(p—2)for2<t<2n-1
are the indecomposable elements.
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5.6. The parallelepiped P,,,. Now we consider the parallelepiped P4, spanned by ¢, 11, €q1EqEp-
Let

a=ag ! +b+4ceg+degey =x+yp+2/q+wyr € Og, 0<a,bc,d<1
be an integral point in the semi-open parallelepiped. Since g4, is the only basis element of the
parallelepiped with a nonzero coefficient in /p, we use (5.1]) and the condition 0 < d < 1 to conclude
that d = 5t~ for some ¢t € {0,...,2n}. Also, (5.1)) implies a + d,c — d,a + b € Z. The condition

2n—+1
0 <a,b,c <1 then gives

(@.bc.d) = {(0,0,0,0), or

t t t t
(1 T 2410 2n+1) 2n+1° 2n+1) (

1<t<2n).
It follows that the integral points « lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are given by
a=0,ora=c +tu—-2) (1<t<2n),

where 1 is as in (5.3). For 1 <t < 2n, we check that £, 1 +¢(u—2) — e, € OF. It follows that none
of the totally positive elements lying in this semi-open parallelepiped are indecomposable.

Combining the computations above, we obtain a complete set of indecomposable elements in (9;;
modulo totally positive units. The proof of Theorem is thus finished.

5.7. More families. We apply analogous arguments and compute the indecomposable elements
for some other families of biquadratic fields.

Consider the family K = Q(y/p,/q), with p = (2n — 1)(2n + 1), ¢ = (4n — 3)(4n + 1), where
9 < n € N is chosen such that p, q are coprime and squarefree. Then we have r = pq = (8n% — 2n —
3)(8n% — 2n — 1). We have continued fractions

N -
VP = [2n —1;T,4n — 2], Tﬁ:[2n—2;1,4n—3], VT = [8n? — 2n — 3;1,16n% — 4n — 6).

Using results from Section 2.2] the fundamental units of the quadratic subfields K, K,, K, are given
respectively by

dn — 1+
ep = 2n +/p, quf\@, er = (8n% —2n — 2) + /7.

All the fundamental units above are totally positive, and by (2.4) we have «(K)) = t(K,) = o(K,) =
1, so the totally positive units are the only indecomposable elements in O}p, (9}';(1, and OIE' Using

Kubota’s criterion, we verify that OIX(’Jr is generated by €p,e4,¢,. Via analogous computations we
obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Let n > 9 be an integer such that p = (2n —1)(2n+ 1), ¢ = (4n — 3)(4n + 1) are
coprime, squarefree integers. Let K = Q(\/p,/q), and r = pq. A complete set of indecomposable
elements of (9}'} modulo totally positive units is given by

el 4 e B
pTT‘Ft(&q—&pl) (0

(e, —eq) +t(epeg — 1) (1<t

L,

IN
IN

t <2n-—2),

IN

2n —1).
In particular, we have «(K) = 4n — 1.

Next we consider the family K = Q(\/p,/q), with p = (2n —1)(2n + 1), ¢ = (4n — 1)(4n + 3),
where 2 < n € N is chosen such that p,q are coprime and squarefree. Then we have r = pg =
(8n2 4 2n — 3)(8n? + 2n — 1). We have continued fractions

1 -
VD= [2n — 1;T,4n — 2], +\/§:[2n—1;1,4n—1], V= [8n% +2n — 3;1,16n2 + 4n — 6].
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Using results from Section 2.2] the fundamental units of the quadratic subfields K, K , K, are given
respectively by

dn+1+
ep = 2n + /p, EqZ#, er = (8n% + 2n — 2) + /7.

Again, all the fundamental units above are totally positive, and by ([2.4) we have (K),) = «(K,) =
t(K,) = 1, so the totally positive units are the only indecomposable elements in O+p, O}q, and (’)}T.

Using Kubota’s criterion, we verify that (9]><<’+ is generated by €, g4, €,. Via analogous computations
we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 5.4. Let n > 2 be an integer such that p = (2n —1)(2n + 1), ¢ = (4n — 1)(4n + 3) are
coprime, squarefree integers. Let K = Q(y/p,+/q), and r = pq. A complete set of indecomposable
elements of (9;2 modulo totally positive units is given by

gl+er  eter
’ 2 ' 2
(»3;1 —&p) +t(epeq — 1) (1<t<2n-1).

+t(ep—e;') (0<t<2n-2),

In particular, we have ((K) = 4n.

Remark. The families in Theorems [5.3] and [5.4] are also infinite. This can be proved using sieve
arguments (see the remark after Theorem [L.G)).

5.8. Minimal rank of universal lattices. Using Proposition[3.4] we can derive easy upper bounds
on the minimal rank of universal lattices for real biquadratic fields. It is known that for a biquadratic
field K the Pythagoras number s(Ok) of K is at most 7 [KY21l, Corollary 3.3]. It follows from the
proof of Theorem [[4] that we have R(K) < Rgs(K) < 560(K).

For the one-parameter families above, we are able to further improve this bound, because we can
explicitly compute the size of the quotient [0 : (0)?], using Kubota’s criterion [Kub56].

Corollary 5.5. Assume the setup in Theorem[I.6. Then we have R(K) < Rqs(K) < 28(10n — 15).

Proof. For this family, we have seen in the beginning of the section that [O : (’)IX<’+] = 4. It follows

that [O5" : (0%)?] = 4. Combining this result with Theorem and Proposition B.4] yields the
bound. 0

For the families in Theorems [5.3 and [5.4] similar computations show that [0 : (05%)?] = 4 as
well. So we have the following:

Corollary 5.6. Assume the setup in Theorem [5.3. Then we have R(K) < Rqs(K) < 28(4n —1).
Corollary 5.7. Assume the setup in Theorem[5.4) Then we have R(K) < Rgs(K) < 112n.

5.9. Some computational results. Here we compute ¢(K) for some real biquadratic fields K =

Q(\/p, v/q) with small discriminant. We also provide the ratio 11?) gg((bgi))) as reference. For the fields

marked with an asterisk, there are “extra” totally positive units which are not products of totally
positive units in the quadratic subfields. This partly accounts for their relatively low number of
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indecomposable elements compared to other fields of similar discriminants.

log(:(K))

(par) | uEy) | oK) | (i) | (i) | RN (par) | Ky | (Ky) | (K | oK) | R

(2,3,6)* 2 1 2 5 0.2532 (6,11,66) 2 3 8 170 | 0.4605
(2,5,10)* 2 1 6 14 0.3577 (6,33,22)* 2 4 6 120 | 0.4293
(2,7,14)* 2 2 2 4 | 0.1722 (22,3,66) 6 1 8 226 | 0.4861

(3, 5, 15) 1 1 1 3 0.1342 (3, 69, 23)* 1 2 2 7 0.1731

(3,21,7) 1 1 2 15 0.3056 (2,35,70)* 2 1 6 13 0.2276
(2,11, 22)* 2 3 6 79 0.4879 (10,7,70) 6 2 6 232 | 0.4833
(2,13,26)* 2 3 10 56 0.4334 (10, 35,14) 6 1 2 114 | 0.4203
(2,15,30) 2 1 2 28 0.3480 (14,5,70) 2 1 6 76 0.3843

(6,5,30) 2 1 2 16 0.2896 (7,77,11)* 2 1 3 16 0.2419
(6,15,10)* 2 1 6 12 0.2595 (2,39,78) 2 4 2 150 | 0.4362
(10,3,30)* | 6 1 2 21 | 0.3180 (6,13,78)* 2 3 2 22 | 0.2691
(3,33,11) 1 4 3 59 0.4175 (6,39,26) 2 4 10 136 | 0.4277
(2, 17, 34)* 2 5 2 24 0.3235 (26, 3, 78) 10 1 2 102 | 0.4027

(7,5,35) 2 1 1 11 0.2426 (5,17,85)* 1 5 9 51 0.3373
(2,19, 38)* 2 7 6 111 | 0.4687 (3,29,87) 1 5 3 45 0.3252
(3,13,39)* | 1 3 4 13 | 0.2540 (19,5,95)* 7 1 2 13 | 0.2159
(2,21, 42)* 2 1 2 2 0.0676 (2,51,102)* 2 7 10 111 0.3917

(6,7,42) 2 2 2 64 0.4058 (6,17,102)* 2 5 10 116 | 0.3954
(6,21,14) 2 1 2 48 0.3778 (6,51,34) 2 7 2 222 | 0.4494
(14, 3,42) 2 1 2 40 0.3600 (34,3,102) 2 1 10 130 | 0.4049
(3,17,51)* | 1 5 7 47 | 0.3620 (3,105,35)* | 1 3 1 3 | 0.0909
(11, 9, 55)* 3 1 4 9 0.2037 (5, 21, 105) 1 1 3 14 0.2185
(3,57,19) 1 7 7 243 | 0.5059 (7,105,15) 2 3 1 115 | 0.3928
(5,13,65)* 1 3 9 35 0.3197 (15,21, 35) 1 1 1 5 0.1332
(2,33,66) 2 4 8 | 198 | 0.4742 (2,55,110) 2 4 2 132 | 0.4011

The examples above suggest that biquadratic fields tend to have more indecomposable elements,
if their quadratic subfields do. Based on this observation, we compile another list of biquadratic
fields K, for which every quadratic subfield ' C K satisfies ((F)) = 1, and does not lie in the
aforementioned families:

1 K 1 K
(pqr) | u(K) | RN (p,q.7) YK | R
(3,5,15) 3 0.1342 (483,12765,1295) 174 | 0.2017
(35,357, 255) 38 0.2050 (255,1221, 34595) 212 | 0.2070
(35,285,399) 32 0.1929 (899, 8277, 7743) 278 | 0.2043
(143,1365,1155) | 98 0.2083 (899,7917,8463) 272 | 0.2031
(143,1221,1443) | 92 | 0.2044 (483,1677,89999) | 353 | 0.2111

(195,8645,399) | 120 | 0.2073 (1023, 24645,2915) | 256 | 0.1995
(255,13685,483) | 150 | 0.2086 (1295,11877,11235) | 338 | 0.2033
(195,1085,8463) | 150 | 0.2080 (1295,11445,12099) | 332 | 0.2024
(323,3021,2703) | 158 | 0.2069 (1155,7917,20735) | 338 | 0.2026
(323,3021,2703) | 152 | 0.2047 (1443, 3965,33855) | 401 | 0.2083
(399, 1085,8835) | 179 | 0.2089 (1023,164021,1443) | 480 | 0.2130
(195,957,20735) | 166 | 0.2057 (1023, 5621,47523) | 450 | 0.2099

— — N N N

As a comparison, the biquadratic fields from Theorems (3] and B4 satisfy «(K) =< A}(/Eg. This
suggests that these fields are among those for which ¢(K') are the smallest.

In view of the trends we found above, we expect Conjecture [L7 to be true. This however appears
to be out of reach with current techniques, mainly because very little is known about the structure
of indecomposable elements in biquadratic fields, and there is no known algorithm which finds these
indecomposable elements efficiently.
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