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ON A CONJECTURE OF WOOLEY AND LOWER
BOUNDS FOR CUBIC HYPERSURFACES

V. VINAY KUMARASWAMY AND NICK ROME

ABSTRACT. Let X C P?{l be a cubic hypersurface cut out by the
vanishing of a non-degenerate rational cubic form in n variables.
Let N(X, B) denote the number of rational points on X of height
at most B. In this article we obtain lower bounds for N(X, B) for
cubic hypersufaces, provided only that n is large enough. In par-
ticular, we show that N (X, B) > B"~? if n > 39, thereby proving
a conjecture of T. D. Wooley for non-conical cubic hypersurfaces
with large enough dimension.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let C(z1,...,2,) € Z[z1,...,2,] be a cubic form with integer co-
efficients and let X C Pa_l denote the hypersurface cut out by the
vanishing of C. Determining whether X has a Q-rational point is a
fundamental problem in number theory. This article studies the dis-
tribution of the set of rational points X (Q) for cubic hypersurfaces
that have a Q-rational point. Since C' is a cubic form, it is clear that
X(R) # 0. If n > 10, Demyanov [15] and Lewis [25] have shown that
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X(Qp) # 0 for each prime p. While these are clearly necessary condi-
tions to ensure that X(Q) # (), a folklore conjecture states that these
conditions are also sufficient.

Conjecture 1.1. Let X C Pg_l be a cubic hypersurface with n > 10.
Then X (Q) # 0.

Although Conjecture [L1] is still unresolved, the circle method has
been used to make partial progress. Heath-Brown [21] has shown that
X(Q) # 0 provided that n > 14. Further, if X is non-singular, a
landmark result of Heath-Brown [I8] shows that X has a Q-rational
point if n > 10. For non-singular hypersurfaces, another result by
Hooley [22] has shown that if n > 9, then X has a Q-rational point
provided that X has a rational point over Q, for each prime p.

Turning to the distribution of rational points, Kollar [23] has shown
that if X is geometrically integral and not a cone, then X/Q is unira-
tional provided that X (Q) # 0. In particular, this implies that X (Q) is
Zariski dense in X. Thus it makes sense to define the counting function

N(X,B) = #{x € X(Q): H(x) < B},

where H(x) denotes the usual naive height function on Pg_l(Q).

In this article, we obtain lower bounds for N (X, B) for general cubic
hypersurfaces X C P’é‘l. Past work has primarily obtained lower
bounds for N(X, B) under additional hypotheses on X. Hooley [22]
has shown that if n — ¢ > 10, then

N(X,B) > exB"3,

where cx is a constant that depends only on X and o is the dimension
of the singular locus of X. Moreover, cx > 0 if X has a non-singular
point over every completion of Q.

Asymptotic formulae for N(X, B) are known to hold for cubic hy-
persurfaces X cut out by the vanishing of cubic forms C' with large
enough h-invariant, a quantity which we will define below. Davenport
and Lewis [I3] have shown that there exists § > 0 such that

N(X,B) = cB" 4+ 0(B"37) (1.1)

holds if the h-invariant of C' is at least 17. By combining the approach
in [I3] with [2], one can deduce the following result, a proof of which
can be found in [1].

Theorem 1.2. Let X C P’é‘l be a cubic hypersurface cut out by the

vanishing of C(x) such that its h-invariant is at least 14. Then there
exists 0 > 0 such that the asymptotic formula (ILI]) holds.
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In addition to the results mentioned above, generalising classical
work of Birch, Davenport and Lewis [2], Schindler and Skoroboga-
tov [28] have also obtained asymptotic formulae for N (X, B) for the
family of hypersurfaces cut out by the vanishing of cubic forms of the
shape

biNk, /q(®1, T2, 23) + baNg, (24, T5, ¥6) + b3 Nk, /q (27, T3, T9)

where b; € Z and Ng,/q are norm forms that arise from cubic ex-
tensions K; of Q. For X associated to cubic forms of the shape
Z?Zl ®,(;,v;), where ®; are non-singular integral binary cubic forms,
Briidern and Wooley [10] have obtained lower bounds for N(X, B). In
more recent work, Liu, Wu and Zhao [26] have obtained an asymptotic
formula for N(X,,, B) for the family of hypersurfaces

Xy 28—yt + .. +22) =0,

for n = 0 mod 4. If X is cut out by the vanishing of a diagonal cubic
form, then subject to local solubility conditions, an asymptotic formula
for N(X, B) follows from work of Vaughan [32] if n > 8. In addition,
lower bounds can be deduced if n > 7 by adapting the methods in [33].

As a result, existing estimates for N (X, B) are conditional on hy-
potheses on the singularities of X, on the dimension of linear subspaces
in X, or for hypersurfaces cut out by cubic forms that have a specific
shape.

Although there has been extensive work in understanding the count-
ing function N (X, B) for lower dimensional cubic hypersurfaces, this
will not be the focus of our present work. We refer the interested reader
to work of Blomer, Briidern and Salberger [3] on cubic fourfolds, work
of de la Breteche [14] on Fano threefolds and the book [5] §2.3] for an
overview of results on cubic surfaces.

We will now define the h-invariant, denoted h = h(C') = h(X), which
will play an important role in our work. The h-invariant is defined to
be the smallest integer k such that there exist linear forms ly,..., 1
and quadratic forms fi, ..., fr with integer coefficients satisfying

C(x) = L(x)fi(x) 4+ ...+ l(x)fr(x).

Equivalently, h is the codimension of the largest Q-linear subspace
contained in the affine cone over X. Then 0 < h < n. It is clear that
h = 0 if and only if C is identically 0 and that X (Q) # 0 if and only
if h # n. Therefore, if B is large enough, we see that

1 ifn=h+1,

1.2
Con B ifn>h+2, (1.2)

N@Jﬂ>{



4 V. VINAY KUMARASWAMY AND NICK ROME

for some ¢,_;, > 0 that depends only on X.
Note that (I.2)) along with [2I, Theorem 1] and Theorem imply
the following ‘trivial’ estimate.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that X C P’é‘l s a cubic hypersurface with
n > 14. Then if B is large enough, we have

1 ifn =14,

N(X,B
(X, >>>{B”‘13 ifn > 15.

In Section 2] we will state our main result, which will improve on
Theorem [[L3l A simple probabilistic heuristic leads us to expect that
N(X, B) ~ B"3. However, this can fail for general cubic hypersur-
faces. For example, if C(x) = x123 + x3(2} + ... + 22), we clearly
have N(X, B) > B" 2. It is also possible to construct badly degener-
ate hypersurfaces X that have far fewer points than predicted by the
probabilistic heuristic. Consider the following example of Wooley [35].

Let p be a fixed prime number and let F, denote the field with
cardinality p. Let K/F, be a cubic extension with basis {w,ws, w3}

and consider the cubic polynomial

N(x1, 29, 23) = Ngyp, (w121 + wolty + wsxs),

where Nk, : K — F, denotes the norm map. Let N(xy,zs,3) be
any lift of N to the integers. Define

F(,’,Ul, cee 7:1:9) = N(xlvx% ZI}'3> +pN(ZIJ'4,LU5,LU6) +p2N(:L’7, T8, .Z'g)-

Then it is easy to verify that if F'(xy,...,x9) = 0, we must have that
x; = 0. Let Ly(x),...,Lo(x) be Q-linearly independent linear forms
with integer coefficients in n > 9 variables. Define

O(x) = F(Ly(%), .. ., Lo(x)).

If X is the hypersurface cut out by the vanishing of C', then it follows
that N(X, B) < ¢B"?, for some constant ¢ that depends only on X.
Based on this example, Wooley [35] has made the following conjecture
on the distribution of rational points on X, which may be seen as a
quantitative strengthening of Conjecture [I.1]

Conjecture 1.4 (T. D. Wooley). Let n > 10 be an integer. Let X C
P’é_l be a cubic hypersurface. Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0

depending only on X such that N(X,B) > ¢B"™® as B — 0.

In this article, we prove Wooley’s conjecture if n is large enough and
if X is not a cone.
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Theorem 1.5. Suppose that X C P’é_l s a non-conical cubic hy-
persurface with n > 39. Then N(X,B) > B"°, where the implied
constant depends only on X.

In fact, one can do better for most non-conical cubic hypersurfaces
X with large enough dimension. Except for a specific family of hyper-
surfaces, we will show (see Theorem 2.7] in the next section) for any
§ > 0 that N(X,B) > B "% ifn> ¢ .

It would be desirous to remove the assumption in Theorem [[.5that X
is non-conical, but this appears to be a challenging problem. However,
if X is cut out by the vanishing of a non-degenerate rational cubic form
in n — [ variables, then Wooley’s conjecture holds trivially if n — 1 < 9
and from Theorem if n—1> 39.

Notation. By A" we will denote affine h-space. All implicit constants
will be allowed to depend on the cubic form C' and the weight functions
that will appear in the work. Any further dependence will be indicated
by an appropriate subscript.
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2. OVERVIEW OF THE PROOF

In this section, we will give an outline of the proof of Theorem [I.5l
We begin by stating the following theorem, which improves on (L2) if
h > 8 and if n is large enough in terms of A, and also show that it is
sufficient to prove Theorem

Theorem 2.1. Let X C P’é‘l be a mon-conical cubic hypersurface
cut out by the vanishing of a rational cubic form C with h-invariant
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h(C) = 8. Assume that n > h 4+ 17. Let € > 0 be a small fized real
number. Set
2(h—1)(n—h—=T1)

—2—c
3(n—nh)—3 ©

B(n,h,e) =

and h 2h — 12
a(n,h,g):min{ ;5, ; ,B(n,h,a)}.

Then we have

N(X, B) >, Bn—h—l—a(n,h,s).

To see that Theorem can be deduced from Theorem 2.1 observe
that Theorem stems from (L2) if &~ < 9 and from Theorem
if h > 14. As a result, it suffices to restrict to the case where h €
{10,11,12,13}. For h in this range, the estimate N(X, B) > B"™? is
an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.1l provided that n > 39.

Theorem [2.Jlis the main technical result of our article, and it appears
to be the first result that obtains non-trivial lower bounds for general
cubic hypersurfaces. We will give an overview of its proof below. We

start by introducing the counting function we utilise in the proof.
Define

N(B)=#{x€Zl,,NB[-1,1]": C(x) = 0}.

prim
As N(B) = 2N (X, B), in order to obtain a lower bound for N(X, B),
it will suffice to study the counting function N(B).

2.1. The fibration method. The fibration argument, which is at the
heart of the proof of Theorem 2.7, is similar to an idea that was used
by Watson [34] to study the solubility of cubic equations in at least 19
variables. A similar approach was also deployed by Swarbrick Jones [30]
in his work on weak approximation.

Recall that A is the smallest integer such that C'(x) can be written
in the following form:

C(z) = L(2) fi1(z) + ... + n(2) fu(2),

where [; and f; are non-zero linear and quadratic forms respectively
with rational coefficients. After making a change of variables, we may
represent C(z) by

C(z) = z191(z) + ... + zngn(2),

where g; are non-zero quadratic forms. Note that this (or any other)
linear change of variables will only affect the implied constant in the
lower bound we will obtain for N(B), which is allowed to depend on

C.
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Set z = (x,y) where x = (z1,...,2,_p) and y = (y1,...,yn) so that
C(Z) = C(X7 y) =0 (X7 y) +...+ yhgh(xv y)

: = (2.1)
— Zyze(x) + Z:quj(y) + R(y),

for quadratic forms Fj(x) and ¢;(y) and a cubic form R(y).
Let C be as in (2.1). Let Z C A™ denote the (affine) hypersurface
cut out by the equation C' = 0. Let

77— A"
(x,y) —y
be the projection map. Then the fibre over a point y € A" is given by

(2.2)

h n—h
Zy Y yiFi(x) + > aiq;(y) + R(y) = 0.
i=1 j=1

Associated to each cubic hypersurface is the following invariant,
which will play a key role in our fibration argument.

Definition 2.2. Let Z,, denote the generic fibre of the morphism ,
where 7 is the generic point in A”. The rank of the fibration 7, denoted
r =r(C), is defined to be the rank of the quadratic part of Z,.

In other words, 7 is the rank of the quadratic form S 4 Fi(x)
over the algebraic function field Q(yi,...,yn). More concretely, it is
the order of the largest minor of M[y], the matrix associated with
Z?:l y;F;(x), which does not vanish identically in y. Note that 0 <
r<n-—h.

If r is the rank of m, then for ‘typical’ y € Z", we will have that
rankq 21, i Fi(x) = 7. Let

Fy(x) = C(x,y) and Qy(x) = Z yiFy(x),

so that the fibre of 7 over y is nothing but Z, : F,(x) = 0. When r is
‘large’, we will use use the circle method to count points on the affine
quadric Zy, and sum over y to get a lower bound for N(B), i.e.,

NB)=> > L (2.3)

lyI<B [x|<B
(x,y)=1
Fy(x)=0
For this strategy to work, we must ensure that the equation Fy(x) =0
is soluble for sufficiently many |y| < B, and also obtain estimates for
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counting solutions to Fy, = 0 that are uniform in y. To tackle the
latter problem, we will use the smooth J-function form of the circle
method [19, Theorem 1].

We will encounter contrasting behaviour based on the real solubility
of Qy(x), which we will now describe. If for each y, the quadratic
form @y (x) is semidefinite, then we will show (see Lemma [G.0]) that
Qy(x) = I(y)F(x), where [ is a linear form and F is a semidefinite
quadratic form. Our problem then reduces to counting solutions to
a given definite quadratic form by ‘completing the square’ to remove
terms that are linear in x in (2.I]), while ensuring that the resulting
equation is soluble over Z for sufficiently many y € B[—1,1]" N Z".
Using this approach, we will prove the following result in Section 6.1l

Theorem 2.3. Let C(xq,...,x,) be a rational cubic form as in (2.1))
with h = h(C) and let Qy(x) = Z?Zl y; Fi(x). Let X C Pg_l denote
the cubic hypersurface C = 0. Suppose that Qy(x) = l(y)F(x), with
[ a linear form and F a semidefinite quadratic form of rank equal to
r > b, where r is the rank of the fibration m. Set

fy(n,h,r):min{hg5,r_n23h_8}.

Then we have

N(X, B) > B,

On the other hand, if )y is not as in Theorem [2.3] we proceed as
follows. Let 1 <Y < B be a parameter. We will construct a non-empty
compact set ). such that whenever y € Z"NY Q. the quadratic form
Qy(x) is indefinite and the product of its non-zero eigenvalues has
absolute value > Y where r = r(C) is the rank of 7. In particular,
this product is, up to a constant, as large as it can be. This is because
the eigenvalues of )y are O(Y), as the matrix associated to @)y has
coefficients that are O(Y'). Furthermore, if the set of minors of order
3 in Mly] have no common factor, we will show in Section @] using an
application of the Ekedahl sieve [16] that for a positive proportion of
integer vectors y € Y., the equation Fy(x) = 0 has non-singular
solutions modulo p for each prime p >¢ 1. Combining this with the
fact that the smooth points of X (Q,) are Zariski dense in X, we deduce
that a positive proportion of fibres of 7 are everywhere locally soluble.
Hence by the Hasse principle for affine quadrics, we get that for a
positive proportion of y € Z" N Y, the equation F, = 0 is soluble
over Z.
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Next, we deploy the circle method, as in work of the first author [24],
to show for a smooth function w that

> w(B %) =o0x(w,y)S(y)B""+ 0(&(B,Y)),  (24)

Fy(x)=0

where 0. (w,y) and S(y) are the ‘singular integral’, which measures
the density of real solutions to the equation Fy, = 0 and the ‘singular
series’, which measures the density of p-adic solutions for each prime
p and &(B,Y) is the error term. It is important here that the error
term is uniform in the coefficients of Fy and the parameter Y is chosen
to ensure that the main term exceeds the error term. We also remark
that the error term in (2.4]) grows larger as r becomes smaller.

In order to sum over y in (23] using (2.4)), we will need good lower
bounds for both o (w, y) as well as for S(y). However, having ensured
that the absolute value of the eigenvalues of @)y is > Y, and that F}
has a smooth solution modulo p for each p > 1, we can deduce that
Ooo(w,y)S(y) > Y17, This allows us to conclude that

N(B) > Bn—h—th—l—E’

for Y = B° and § = 6(n, h,r) > 0.

It still remains to treat the case where the minors of order 3 in
M]y] have a common factor, in which case we can no longer apply
the Ekedahl sieve. Nevertheless, we are able to obtain optimal bounds
for &(Fy) on average. To do this, we begin by characterising those
cubic forms that have this property and then we use exponential sum
techniques over finite fields to handle the resulting counting problems.
These are some of the key ideas that go into the proof of the following
result, which is the subject of Section

Theorem 2.4. Let C(xq,...,x,) be a rational cubic form as in (2.1))
with h = h(C) > 6 and let Qy(x) = S0 y:iFi(x). Let X C Py
denote the cubic hypersurface C' = 0. Let r denote the rank of the
fibration m and assume that r > min{5,n —h —4}. Suppose that
Qy(x) # Uy)F(x), for any linear form | and any semidefinite qua-
dratic form F of rank r. Let € > 0 be a small fixed real number. Set

Ar—M(h=1) o _

r+2(n—h)+1 €

if v 1s even and 2r —m < 8,

otherwise.

Then we have
N(Xa B) >, Bn_h"‘é(n,hme).
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This leaves us with those hypersurfaces for which » <n—h—5. The
following result allows us to extract additional information regarding
such C.

Lemma 2.5. Let C(x,y) be as in 21). If r = r(C) < n — h then
after a linear change of variables, C' is linear in n — h — r of the x;.

Proof. We will argue as in the proof of [34, Lemma 3]. Let M; denote
the matrix associated with the quadratic form Fj. Since r is the rank
of the fibration 7, at least one of the matrices M; must have rank equal
to r. We may assume without loss of generality that rank(M;) = r.
Furthermore, we can make a change of variables and ensure that M; =
Diag(as,...,a,,0,...,0) is a diagonal matrix. Then we may write

h i h i
My = (S i Sl
Zi:2 YilNgy Zi:2 Yi o3

with Nl({) matrices of order r, such that Nﬁ) = M, and Nz(é) matrices
of order n — h —r.

To show that C'(x,y) is linear in x; with r +1 < ¢ < n — h it suffices
to show that %ﬁj =0ifr+1<14,7 <n—h,orin other words that
each matrix NQ%) has all its elements equal to 0.

By hypothesis, any minor of order r+ 1 in M[y] must vanish identi-
cally in y. Consider in particular the (r + 1) x (r + 1) submatrices of

M]y]| of the form
E?:l yilN 1(? u
v w)’

for any column u of Y0, yiND . any row v of S yi NS and any
matrix entry w € Y1, y:NS) . obtained by bordering S y:ND In
the determinant of each of these matrices, consider the coefficients of
yiy;, where j > 2. These terms constitute the determinant of the

matrix
(5 s o)
h R
0 Zz’:2 yiN2(2)

As a result, there are no linear terms (in the y;, with j > 2) in any
minor of order r + 1 of the above matrix. Since det M; # 0, we have
NQ(;) = 0 and the lemma follows. O

Observe that if r = n — h — k, then C' is linear in k variables. As a
result, after relabelling the variables, we can write

C(x,y) =21Q1(y) + ... +2:.Qr(y) + S(y), (2.5)



COUNTING RATIONAL POINTS ON CUBIC HYPERSURFACES 11

wherey = (y1, ..., Yn—k), @Q; are quadratic forms and S is a cubic form.
Let Z C A™ denote the hypersurface C' = 0. Consider the morphism
7 Z — AVF
(2.6)
(x,y) =Y.

Then the fibres of 7’ are the affine hyperplanes

Zy :01Qui(y) + ... + 2Qi(y) + S(y) = 0.
For C as in (2.3]), we obtain near optimal lower bounds for N (X, B).

Theorem 2.6. Let C (x4, ..., x,) be a rational cubic form inn variables
such that h(C) > 8. Suppose that C(x) is of the shape (235l with
k > 5. Assume that C(x) is non-degenerate in at least 5 of the variables
r1,...,x. Let X C Pz)_l denote the cubic hypersurface C' = 0. Then
for any € > 0, we have

N(B)>. B"%.

To prove Theorem 2.6, we use the morphism 7’ to count points on

X. Let

ly(x) = C(x,y).
The fibres of 7’ are given by Zy, : l,(x) = 0. Our task then will be to
count solutions to ly(x) = 0 with |x| < B for each fixed y = (v1, ..., Yx)
with |y| <Y for some parameter 1 <Y < B.

If the quadratic forms @; in (2.5) have no common linear factor,
we will once again show using the Ekedahl sieve in Section [ that a
positive proportion of fibres of ' have an integer solution. If this is
not the case, we will use a Lang—Weil type estimate for cubic forms
due to Davenport and Lewis [I2] to reach a similar conclusion.

To count solutions to ly(x) = 0, we adapt work of Thunder [31] to
obtain (see Section [B]) an asymptotic formula whose error term depends
on the successive minima of the lattice

k
Ay = {X S Zk . szQz(y> = O} .

It will be important to show that the first successive minimum of Ay
is ‘large’ on average. In this endeavour, we are led to calculating the
ranks of certain quadric bundles over algebraic function fields (see Sec-
tion 3.3). Using this and bounds towards the Dimension Growth Con-
jecture, we complete the proof of Theorem 2.6, which is the carried out
in Section [7l

With Theorems 23] Z4] and at hand, Theorem 2.1 follows from
Lemma by the following argument. Let r denote the rank of the
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fibration 7 in (2.2)). Suppose that n — h —4 < r < n — h. Then
Theorem 2.1] will follow from Theorem if Qy(x) = l(y)F(x), for
some linear form [ and semidefinite quadratic form F. If this is not
the case, Theorem [2.1] follows from the lower bound in Theorem 2.4]
as h > 8 by assumption. Finally, if r < n — h — 5, then C(x) is linear
in five or more variables by Lemma 25 whence C(x) is of the shape
in (2.5). By our assumption that C' is non-degenerate, we may appeal
to Theorem to complete the proof of Theorem .11

We end this section by highlighting the following result, which is a
consequence of Theorems [2.4] and 2.6l

Theorem 2.7. Let C(xy,...,x,) be a non-degenerate cubic form as
in &) and let Qy(x) = S0 yi Fi(x). Assume that Qy(x) # I(y)F(x),
for any linear form | and any semidefinite quadratic form F of rank r.
Let X C P’é‘l denote the hypersurface defined by C' = 0. Let § > 0.
Then if n > 671, then

N(X,B) >; B" .

Proof. By Theorem (L2) and it suffices to prove this for cubic
hypersurfaces with 8 < h < 13. As @y # I(y)F(x), we may apply
Theorem [2.4] if the rank of 7 is at least n — h — 4, and Theorem
otherwise. In the former case, observe that for each fixed h, v(n, h,e) —
2(h—1)/3—2—¢casn — oco. As a result, if n > §~!, we get that

N(X,B) > Brh=2+252-6 5, Bn=T-3 and the corollary follows. [

Theorem [2.7] is the limit of our method, and it would be interesting
to prove that a similar lower bound also holds for cubic hypersurfaces
as in the statement of Theorem 2.3 We end by remarking that with
additional work, it is possible to remove the hypothesis h > 8 in The-
orem [2.0] by appealing to [6] instead of [I2] Theorem 3]. However, we
have decided not to do this here, in light of the estimate in Theorem 2.7

3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Cubic forms over Q,. In the proof of Theorems [£.] and [£.2]
we will need the following technical lemma, which asserts the existence
of non-singular Z, points on the fibres Z, we will encounter. The
lemma is identical to [34, Lemma 4|. However, we record a proof below
(for C' that is absolutely irreducible) that was suggested to us by Tim
Browning.

Lemma 3.1. Let C(x1,...,2, Yis1,---,Yn) be a cubic polynomial with
integer coefficients in n variables such that the partial derivatives g—g

do not all vanish identically. Assume that C' is irreducible. Let p be
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a prime and assume that C' = 0 has a non-singular solution over Q,.
Then there exists v=v, > 1 and (x,r) € (Z/p*~'Z)" such that

oC (x,r) oC (x,r)
oxr; 7 On

C(x,r) = 0 mod p** ' and ( ) % 0 mod p°.

Proof. Given the existence of a non-singular solution the equation C' =
0 over Q,, it follows from the p-adic implicit function theorem that
the Q, solutions to C' = 0 are Zariski dense (see, for example, [8]
Lemma 3.4]. The lemma follows from our assumption that the partial
derivatives g—g do not all vanish identically. U

3.2. Non-singular solutions to polynomial equations. In this
section, we will study the existence of non-singular solutions to qua-
dratic polynomials. We begin with the following lemma, which is a
generalisation of [7, Lemma 1].

Lemma 3.2. Let p # 2 be a prime. Let

F(xl,...,xr):Q(:El,...,xr)—l—ZB,-x,-—l—N

1=1

be a quadratic polynomial with integer coefficients. Suppose that Q) is of
rank r and that p does not divide the discriminant of Q). Let M denote
the matriz associated with ) and let B = (By,...,B,). Let e, =1 if
p =1mod 4 and equal to i if p= 3 mod 4. Then we have

#{xeF) :F(x)=0and VF(x) #0} =p™ " +¢/ (de;M) X

p? 'K.(4N — B'M~'B, p)

— K’pa
where
£p (%) p/?2  ifris odd,
K (wip)={p—1 if p|w and r is even, (3.1)
-1 if pfw and r is even
and

. 1 ifp] AN — B'M~'B,
P10 otherwise.
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Proof. Let A4 denote the cardinality of non-singular solutions to the
equation F'(x) =0 in F,. Then we have

Z Z ep(aF(x

xmodp a(mod p)

VF(x)#0
The condition VF(x) # 0 implies that 2Mx # —B mod p, i.e., x #

—2M~'B mod p. Here, and in the rest of the paper, for ¢ € F}, ¢ will
denote the multiplicative inverse of c¢. As

F(—2M™'B) = —4B'M~'B + N mod p,

we have that

Z Z ep(aF(x

a (mod p) x mod p

1 > e(—a(4N - B'M™'B)

p a(mod p)

E E ep(aF (X)) — Kp.
a (mod p) x mod p

To analyse the first sum, we recall that there exists a matrix R such
that R'MR = Diag(A, ..., A,) with with the property that p { det R
and pt A;. Put D = R'B. Replacing x with R'x, we get that

,/V*—pml—i- Z epaNH Z (a(A;z; + Dix;)) — Ky

a (mod p) 1=1 z;(mod p)
d tM r * " — - —_
=p" Tt ( ¢ )]ﬁ_l > (9) ep(a(N —1) A;D?)
p a(mod p) p =1

— K}p’

where > " denotes restriction to coprime residue classes modulo p. The
lemma follows from observing that

Y 4D} = D'Diag(4,,...,4,)D

= B'RR'M ' (R")'R'B=B'M'B.

The evaluation of K, (w;p) in (8] is well-known and this completes
the proof of the lemma. O

As an application of the preceding lemma, we have
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Lemma 3.3. Letp # 2 be a prime. Let F(xq,...,xy) = Q(z1,...,Tm)+
L(xy,...,xy) + N be a quadratic polynomial with integer coefficients,
where Q(x) is a quadratic form of rank at least 3 over F,, L(x) is a
linear form and N is an integer. Then

#{x€F): F(x)=0and VF(x) #0} =p" " + O(p" ).

Proof. Since p # 2, we can diagonalise () over F,. As a result, we may
assume without loss of generality that

i=1 j=1

with 7 > 3, p 1 Ay,..., A, and p | Aryq,...,A,. Let A denote
the number of solutions x € F, to the equation F(x) = 0 such that
VF(x) = (24121 + By, ...,2A,2 + Bp) # 0 mod p. Since p | A; for
i > r, we see that VF(x) # 0 mod p if and only if

(2A1x1 + By, ..., 2A,x. + By, B.11, ..., B;) #Z 0 mod p.

Observe that if at least one of B,1, ..., B,, is coprime to p, B, 1, say,
then fixing all the other z; fixes x,, whence it follows that A4* = p™~!

in this case. As a result, we may assume for the rest of the proof that
p| Bri1, ..., By, in which case, we have F'(x) = > ", (Ax7+ B;x;)+ N

over F,,.
Consequently, we get from Lemma that
(/V* — pm—l
vy , ro_
+ ¢, (LZ:I )pm_i_lKr(llN — Z A;B?;p) — K.
p i=1
The lemma follows from (B3.]), since r > 3. O

Next we will now record a well-known result due to Davenport on
lifting non-singular solutions from prime moduli to congruences modulo
prime powers.

Lemma 3.4. Let G(z1,...,x,) be a polynomial equation with integer
coefficients. Suppose that

#{xeF):G(x) =0 and VG(x) £ 0} = p" '+ O(p"?)
Then for all t > 1 we have
#{xmodp': G(x) =0mod p'} > ptm=b L O(pttm=b-1),
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Suppose that the set
{xmod p**" : G(x) = 0 mod p**~" and VG(x) # 0 mod p™ }
is non-empty for some v, > 1. Then for all t > 2v, — 1 we have
# {xmod p" : G(x) = 0 mod p'} > p~Frr=Dm=1)pim=1),
Proof. This follows from [11, Lemma 17.1]. O

3.3. Calculating the rank of certain quadrics over function
fields. Let v > 4 be an integer. Let K denote the function field
Q(z1,...,7,) in m variables. Let ¥1(y),...,%¥,(y) be integral qua-
dratic forms. Set

\II(X’ y) = xl¢l(Y) +...+ szv(Y)'

Over K, the polynomial VU is a quadratic form in y. Note that we may
diagonalise U over K. As a result, we have U(x,y) = > ._, wi(x)y?,
where u;(x) € K and r = ranky ¥ is an invariant of W. In this section,
we will show that W is geometrically irreducible over K provided that
U(x,y) is irreducible over Q and that ¥ is non-degenerate in the x;
variables. The following result is well-known.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that Q(z) is a quadratic form over an alge-
braically closed field k. Then Q(z) is reducible if and only if rank Q < 2.

Write W(X,y) = D1 jem @i (X)yiy; with a;;(x) linear forms in
x with integer coefficients. Suppose that r = 2. This implies that
rank¢; < 2 for each 1 < ¢ < v and ranky = 2 for some i. Assume
without loss of generality that ranky = 2. Then by making a lin-
ear change of variables, we may assume that 1 (y) = a1y? + aoy3, for
some non-zero integers a; and ay. Furthermore, by Lemma we see
that a; j(x) is identically zero if i, 57 > 3. Also observe that ay(x) is
independent of x; whenever k # [.

We clearly have a;1(x) € K*. Completing the square, we get

U(x,y) = ar1(x) <y1 + 2ac;21((x>3)

G(X7 Y2, ... 7ym)7

+ +L’"(X) 2+
LT ) (3.2)

where

Glxreeotm) = 3 (st = D)

Set
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Note that a;,(x)/2a11(x),A;;(x) € K and A, ;(x) = —aq1,;(x)ay;(x)
if i,7 > 3, as a; ;(x) = 0 whenever ¢, j > 3. Observe that rank;, ¥ = 2
if and only if rankx G = 1. Suppose that this is the case. As a2(x)
is independent of xy, we find that Ago(x) € K*. As a result, we may
write

Ay o(x Ay 3(x Aoy, (x 2
G(X, Y2, ..., Yn) = 22(X) <y2+L()y3+---+2’7()ym) :

a 4a171(x) 2A272(X) 2A2,2 (X)
(3.3)

This implies that
4A272(X)Ai7]’ (X) = AQJ'(X)AQ’]' (X) (34)

for each i,5 > 3. The above equation constrains the possibilities for
a; ;(x), as we show below.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that [B4) holds for each 3 < i,j < m. If
Ay i(x) =0 for some i > 3, then ay;(x) = ag;(x) = 0.

Proof. Observe that if Ay;(x) = 0 for some ¢ > 3, then appealing
to (B.4)) with j = ¢, we get that 4, 5(x)A;;(x) = 0. As Ags(x) € K*,
we find that A;;(x) = 0, which in turn implies that a;;(x) = 0. As a
consequence, we get that Ay ;(x) = 4ay1(x)as,;(x) = 0, whence we also
get that as;(x) = 0. The lemma follows. O

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that (34]) holds for each 3 < i,5 < m. Suppose
that Ag;(x) # 0 for some 3 < i < m. Then a;2(x) = 0 and there
exists k; € Q such that as;(x) = kia1;(X) and aga(x) = —kKa11(x).

Proof. As i > 3, we have that A;;(x) = —af ;(x). Therefore, apply-
ing B.4) with j = i we get that A3, (x) = —4A,,(x)a? ;(x). This im-
plies that there exists a linear form /;(x) such that Ay ;(x) = a1,;(x)l;(x)
and —4A,5(x) = [?(x). Note that by our hypothesis that Ay; € K*,
we must have that a;;,[; € K*.

Since aq;(x) divides Ag;(x) = 4ay1(X)ag;(x) — a12(x)a1;(x) and
since a;;(x) is independent of z1, we see that a1 ;(x) | az;(x) over Q.
This implies that as;(x) = k;a;1,(x), for some k; € Q, which implies
that lz(X) = 4/€7;a171(X) — a172(x).

Inserting this into the relation [?(x) = —4A,5(x), we get that
(4%2‘@1’1()() — a172<X))2 = —4(4a171(x)a272(x) — CL1,2(X)2).
Reducing modulo the linear polynomial a;(x) in Z[x|, we see that
a1 2(x) is divisible by a; 1(x), whence we get that a; 2(x) = 0, as a1 2(x)
is independent of x;. This shows that l;(x) = 4k;a1 1(x), which implies
that Ags(x) = —4k7af | (x). From this we obtain the relation ags(x) =
—kZ2ay 1(x), which completes the proof of the lemma. O
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We are now ready to characterise all ¥(x,y) such that r = 2.

Lemma 3.8. Let ¢;(y) be integral quadratic forms and set V(x,y) =
S xipi(y). Suppose that rankg U(x,y) = 2, where K = Q(x).
Then after a Q-linear change of variables, V is equal to

ar1 (%)} + a12(X)y1y2 + a22(X)ys, (3.5)

(Y1 + Ky2) {al,l(x)(yl — KY2) + Z al,z’(X)yz} ; (3.6)

where k € Q, 3 <1 < m is an integer and a; ;(Xx) are linear forms in
Z[x].

Proof. Write W(X,y) = >, jcm @ij(X)yiy; with a; j(x) linear forms
in x with integer coefficients. As rankyx ¥ = 2, equations (B.2]), (33)
and (34) hold. Also recall that we may assume that @, j(x) = 0 when-
ever 1,7 = 3.

We may assume for the rest of the proof that ¥(x,y), considered
as an integral quadratic form (in y), has at least 3 variables. For
otherwise, one can write ¥(x,y) = a11(x)y} + a12(X)y1y2 + a2.2(X)y3,
where q; ;(x) are linear forms, which is of the shape in (3.5]). Our task
then will be to show that W is of the shape (3.6]).

Suppose first that Ay;(x) = 0 for each i > 3. Then we get from
Lemma and (32) and (B3] that ¥(x,y) depends only on i, yo.
However, by the argument in the previous paragraph, this contradicts
the non-degeneracy assumption on W. Thus there exists at least one
i > 3 such that Ay;(x) # 0.

Let S C {3,...,m} denote the set of indices s such that A, 4(x) # 0.
Then S # (). For ease of notation, we will assume that S = {3,... 1}
for some 3 < I < m. Then by Lemmas we get that ay,(x) =
as,;(x) =0 for each j > [. As S is non-empty, we get from Lemma [3.7]
that a;2(x) = 0.

Let i € S. By Lemma [B.7] we get that and that there exists x; € Q
such that ag;(x) = k;a1,;(x) and aga(x) = —kZay1(x). If |S| > 2, then
by taking ¢, 7 € S with i # j, we see that k; = k; = &, say.
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As a result, we see get that there exists k € Q such that

U(x,y) = ana(X)yi + a2 (x)y; + Z ayi (X)y1y; + Z a2 (X) 2y

= a11(x) (?J —K yz) (y1 + Ky2 Zalz

= (41 + Ky2) {al,l(x)(yl — Ky2) + Z al,i(x)yi} ,

i=3
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 3.9. Let v > 4. Suppose that V(x,y) = z1¢1(y) + ... +
T,y (y) s irreducible over Q and non-degenerate in the variables x;.
Then ¥ is geometrically integral over K = Q(x1,...,x,).

Proof. Let r = rankyg ¥, as before. By Lemma B.5 it will suffice to
show that r > 3. Since V¥ is irreducible over Q[x,y], we may invoke
Gauss’s lemma to conclude that W is irreducible over K, whence r > 2
and VU is geometrically reduced. If r = 2, Lemma [B.8 shows that ¥
is equal to ([B.H) or equal to (B.0). However, the former case is not
possible as v > 4 and V¥ is non-degenerate in the x;. The latter case is
also not possible as ¥ is assumed to be irreducible over Q. This shows
that » > 3 and the proposition follows. O

4. SOLUBILITY OF FIBRES OF ™ AND 7’

4.1. Introduction. Let C(x,y) be as in (2] or in (2.5]) and let = and
7' be the morphisms in (2.2)) and (2.6]) respectively with fibres Zy. In
this section, we will show using the Ekedahl sieve [16] that a positive
proportion of fibres Z, (a notion we will make precise below), of 7 and
7" have non-singular Z, points for each prime p. Since the fibres of
and 7’ are cut out by the vanishing of equations of degree 1 or 2, the
Hasse principle holds. If we assume that these fibres are also soluble
over R, we obtain solubility over Z. The main results are as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Set x = (x1,...,x,—x) andy = (y1,...,yx). Let

Cooy) Y p@) + Y ma) +RY), (D)

be an irreducible cubic form with integer coefficients, with Q); and g,
quadratic forms and R a cubic form. Suppose that C' has a non-singular
solution over Q, for each prime p. Let Z denote the hypersurface cut
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out by C = 0 and let m be as in ([2.2) with fibres Zy,. Assume that

rank S5 1,Q;(x) over the function field Q(y) is at least 5 and that
the minors of order 3 of Mly|, the matriz associated to the quadratic

form Zle 1;Q:(y), have no common factor over Z[y]. Let Qy C R*F
be a compact set.

Then there exists an integer M such that for each'Y > 1 there exists
a set €,(Y) C YQu NZF such that the following statements hold.

(1) Lety € 6,(Y). If p| M, there exists an integer v, = v,(C) that
depends only on C' such that there exists x mod p**»~1 with the
property that C(x,y) = 0 mod p*>»~! and w # 0 mod p¥
for some 1 <i<n—k. Ifpt M, we have

# {x (mod p) : C(x,y) = 0 mod p, x non-singular}
— pn—k—l + O(pn—k—2)’
where the implied constant is independent of p.
(2) If y € 6,(Y), the fibre Zy, over'y has a smooth point over Z,

for each prime p.
(8) There exists a constant 0 = 0(C, ) > 0 such that

. #G(Y)
e

In particular, if Y is large enough, then we have

G(Y) > Y™,

(4.2)

Theorem 4.2. Set x = (x1,...,Tp_x) andy = (y1,...,yx). Let
Cx,y): 21Qu(y) + ... + TnkQn-i(y) + R(y) (4.3)

be an irreducible cubic form with integer coefficients, with Q;(y) qua-
dratic forms and R(y) a cubic form. Assume that Q1(y),. .., Qn_r(y)
have no common factors. Suppose that k,n — k > 2, that C is irre-
ducible and that C' has a non-singular zero over every completion Q,.
Let Z denote the hypersurface cut out by C = 0 and let ' be as in (2.0]).
Let Qo C RF be a compact set such that for any Y > 1, we have that
the fibre Zy, of ' over 'y has a real point for anyy € Y.

Then for each Y > 1 there exists a set €x(Y) C Y Qoo NZF* such that
the following statements hold.

(1) For anyy € ¢,(Y), the fibre Z, of ' overy has a point over

Z and ged (Qi(y), - - -, Qs(y)) <c 1.
(2) There exists a constant 0 = o(C, ) > 0 such that

. #E((Y)
A




COUNTING RATIONAL POINTS ON CUBIC HYPERSURFACES 21

In particular, if Y s large enough, then we have
G(Y) > YY"

4.2. Proof of Theorem [4.1l. Let ¢, ..., ¢; denote the minors of or-
der 3 of M[y]. Define the variety

LA oiy)=...=¢sly) =0 (4.4)

Then by hypothesis, .Z is codimension at least 2 in A*. We will now
define certain subsets €2, C Z’; for each prime p.

Let M’ denote the product of the primes that divide all the coeffi-
cients of each of the ¢; in (£4). Set M = 2M’. Lemma Bl shows that
for each p | M there exists an integer v, > 1 and r mod p**»~! such
that the equation C(x,r) = 0 mod p2”P 1'is soluble with the proviso

that === 80” §éOmodp for some 1 < i < n — k. Define for p | M
Qp:{yGZ';:yErmodp%f’_l}.

As Q, is defined by a congruence condition, it follows that p,(€2,) > 0,
where i, is the normalised Haar measure on Z,. If pt M, put

QY ={yeZ :ymodpg L(F,)},

with . as in (44]). Observe that if y € Q,, then y—i—pZ’; C Q,, whence
1p(€2,) > 0, where p, is the normalised Haar measure of Z,,.
Set

¢,(Y)={y € Z"NYQ. 1y € Q, for all primes p},

where (), is as in the statement of the theorem. Since .Z is of codi-
mension at least 2, we see that [4, Equation (3.4)] holds. We have
also verified that p,(£2,) > 0 for each prime p. Thus the hypotheses
of [4, Proposition 3.2] are all satisfied, whence

lim LCKIC(Y)
Y -0 Yk ’
for some 0 = (2, C') > 0. This proves the third statement of the

theorem. We will now prove the first two statements.

Let y € 6:(Y). If p | M, we get from the construction of 2, that
C(x,y) = 0 mod p?*»~! and aC(xy # 0 mod p* for some 1 < i < n—k.
For p M, the fact that y mod p € €2, implies that rankg, M[ | > 3.
Therefore, the estimate (A2]) follows from an application of Lemma B3
This proves the first statement of the theorem. The second statement
follows from invoking Hensel’s lemma, and the theorem follows.
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Remark 4.3. Let 6;(Y) be as in the statement of the preceding the-
orem and let y = (y1,...,yx) € €x(Y). Set g = ged(y1, ..., yk). Then
observe that for p | M, the p-adic valuation, v,(g) < 2v,—1, where v, is
as in the definition of €2,,. In addition, we also have p t g for each prime
pt M, by construction of Q,. Thus we get that ged(yi,...,yn) <¢ 1
for any y € €,(Y).

4.3. Proof of Theorem In order to apply Ekedahl’s sieve to
study the solubility of (A.3]), we will require the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let k. Suppose that Q1(y), ..., Qun_r(y) have no common
factors. Let & C A* : Qi(y) = ... = Qu_i(y) = 0. Suppose that
Qi(y) have no common linear factors. Suppose that'y € Z'; such that
y (mod p) & Z(F,). Then the fibre Zy of n’ overy has a smooth point
over Zy,.

Proof. Under the hypothesis of the lemma, it follows that Q;(y) #
0 (mod p) for some index 7. Thus we get a solution x (mod p) to
the linear equation C'(x,y) = 0 (mod p). This is non-singular, by
definition, which we can lift to a solution in Z, by Hensel’s lemma. [

Proof of Theorem[{.3. As in the proof of Theorem (41l we begin by
defining certain subsets (2, for each prime p. We will show for each
prime p that if y € €2, then Z, has a smooth point over Z,. Recall that
the fibres Z, of 7’ are cut out by the vanishing of linear polynomials,
so Zy has a point over Z if it is everywhere locally soluble.

Let g denote the greatest common factor of the coefficients of the
quadratic forms Q;(y). Then g < 1. Let p be a prime. If p | g, set

Qp:{yEZ’;:yErmodpzv_l},

where r and p are as in the statement of Lemma Bl As Q, is defined

by a congruence condition, it is clear that p,(€2,) > 0.
If p1g, define

Q,={y€Zy:y (modp) ¢.Z(F,)},
where £ is the variety defined in Lemma 4.4l Note that .Z has codi-
mension at least 2 since n —k > 2, by assumption. Since the quadratic
forms Q1(y), ..., Qm(y) are coprime, it is clear that €, # (). Indeed, if
y € Qp, then y 4+ pZF C Q,, whence 4,(€2,) > 0.
Set
¢.(Y)={y € Z"NYQ. 1y € Q, for all primes p},
where {2, is as in the statement of the theorem. Observe that if y €
¢x(Y), then
ged(Q1(y), -, Qu(y)) <c 1.
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This proves the first statement of Theorem [£.2] Since .Z is of codimen-
sion at least 2, the second statement readily follows from [4, Proposition
3.2]. This completes the proof. O

5. COUNTING SOLUTIONS TO LINEAR EQUATIONS

Let a = (a1,...,a,) € Z}, ie., that ged(ar,...,a,) = 1 and let
beZ. Set

i=1

N(a,b, B) = #{(Hxl|§+1>1/2 <B:) ami+b= 0}.

In this section, we will be obtain an asymptotic formula for N(a, b, B)
that is uniform in the coefficients a; and 6. The main result is the

following proposition, which we will prove by appealing to work of
Thunder [31].

Proposition 5.1. Let a € Z*., and let b € Z. Suppose that B >

prim
(|b\/]|a]|2)1%v, for somen > 0. Let \; denote the length of the smallest
non-zero vector in the lattice

Aa={xe€Z":{(a,x)=0}.

Then there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(n) > 0, independent of a and b,
such that

CBn—l Bn—l—n n—2 Bj
N(a,b, B) = vol2Z—_Yio(S 2,
@08 = o+ () (Z A{)

=0

and the implicit constants in the error terms depend only on n.

We will also need the following straightforward generalisation of
Proposition 5.1l For an integer ¢ set

Ny(a,b, B) = # {(||x||§ +1)2<B:(x,9)=1and Zax +b= 0} :

i=1
Then we have

Corollary 5.2. Let a € Z". and let b € Z. Suppose that B >

prim
(|b|/||a||2)ﬁ, for somen > 0. Let Ay denote the length of the smallest
non-zero vector in the lattice

Aa={xe€Z":{(a,x)=0}.
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Then there exists a constant ¢ = c(n) > 0, independent of a, b and g,
such that

Ny(a,b, B) = H) (1— ! )ngO(d(g)BL_")

—1
AL ) Tl fall

n—2 ;
BJ
C )]

J=0

where d(g) is the number of divisors of g and the implicit constants in
the error terms depend only on n.

Observe that Corollary 5.2 follows from Proposition [5.1] since

Ny(a,b,B) = Y u(d)N(a,b/d,\/B?/d> — 1)

d|(b,g)

and the fact that /B2/d? — 1= B/d+ O(d/B).

5.1. Preliminaries. Define

S = {X eQ Zaixi +br,q = O}.

i=1
Then S is an n-dimensional subspace of Q"™ and S ¢ Q™. Let V =
S N Q" whence V is an n — 1 dimensional subspace of S and there
exists B € Q" such that S = Q(B,1) ® V. Clearly we must have
(a,8)+b=0 and

V={xeQ":ax=0}.

Let fo denote the orthogonal complement of Vg. Let eq,...,e,_1 be

a basis for V. Then Vg is spanned by a. Moreover, ey,..., €, 1,a
form a basis for R". Thus we may write 3 = 2?2—11 Aie; + \pa for some

A € R. Let 7 : R™ — Vg denote the projection map onto V. Then
we have m(3) = \,a. However, since a.3 = —b = \,||a||3, we get that

m(B) = —ba/|alls,
with a = a/||al|s.
5.2. Counting lattice points in certain domains. Set [(V) =V N

Z™. Then I(V) = Ay. We may assume without loss of generality that
B € Z". Define

NZ,B)=#{xecI(V): (|x+ B2+ 1)< B}.
Then we clearly have
\(Z,B) = N(a,b, B). (5.1)
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Write 8 = B8’ 4+ 7(8), with 8’ € Vgr. Then for x € I(V') we have
(x+B,x+8)=(x+p6,x+08)+(7(8),7(8))
=x+08.x+0)+ ﬁQ
all3

As a result, we have

b2 1/2
)\(Z,B):#{XEI(V) ; (||X+BIH§+ ||a||2) <B}.
2

This shows that A(Z, B) is the number of lattice points in a domain
that is a translate of a ball of radius B.

Now, I(V) is an n — 1 dimensional lattice in R™. Therefore there
exists a linear transformation P : R® — R""! such that P induces an
isomorphism Vg ~ R"™! and P(Vg) = 0. In particular, P(I(V)) is
a lattice of full rank in R"~!. Furthermore, ||P(x )||2 = ||x||2 for any
x € Vg. Let P(3') = 3", for some 3” € R""!. Set ol ” = a. Then

NZ,B) =#{xe PI(V)): (|x+B"3+a*)"*<B}. (52)
5.3. Volume computations. Set
D,(B)={xeR": (|x|3 +a*)"?* < B} (5.3)
and N
D,(B)={xeR": (|x+B"[3+d*)"* < B}. (5.4)
Since translations preserve volume, we have vol D, (B) = vol D, (B).

Lemma 5.3. Let n > 2. Then there exists a constant C'(n) > 0 such
that

vol D, (B) = C(n)/ u"t du.

(u2+a2)1/2<B

Proof. Let V,,(B) denote the volume in question. Suppose first that
n = 2. Then by switching to polar coordinates we get

Vo(B) = 7T/ udu.
(u2+a2)1/2<B

Suppose next that n > 3. Then we proceed recursively in the following
manner. By Fubini, we write

n—2

dz,_, dz, H dz;

i=1

v = [
(x%+x%71+zzl:712 z2+a2)'/2<B
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Switching to polar coordinates we get
w/2 n—2
V,(B) = / do / wdu | ] da;
—7/2 (u2+2?;12 z24a2)1/2<B i=1
w/2 w/2
= / db / cosfdb | x
—7/2 —7/2

n—3
2
u* du H dz;.
i=1

Proceeding in this fashion, after n — 2 steps we get that

[u2+2?_13 x%+a2)1/2<B

Vo(B) = cos’ HdH/ u" "t du
(u2+a2)1/2<B

=] == )/ u" ! du,
0 F(§+1) (u2+a2)1/2<B

completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.4. For 1 < | < n let V(I,B) (resp. V(I,B)) denote the
sum of the volumes of the regions Dy(B) defined in (53) (resp. Di(B)
defined in (5.4)) projected onto RY by setting n — | coordinates to be
zero. Set V(0,B) = V(0,B) = 1. Suppose that |a| < B for some
n > 0. Then there exists constants c¢(l,n) # 0 such that

V(l,B) = V(l, B) = B'(c(l,n) + O(B™)).

Proof. 1If | = 0, then there is nothing to prove. So we may suppose that
1 <1 < n. A calculation similar to the one in the proof of Lemma
shows that there exist constants c(l,n) such that

V(l,B) = c(l,n)/ u' =1 du.
(u2+a2)1/2<B

Set u = aw. Then we have

V(l,B) = c(l,n)al/ wt dw.

(w24+1)/2<B/a
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Next, make the change of variables w? + 1 = 2. Then we get

z .
V(I B) = @alfl ICEE R
<a< 2 /q2

l l B?/a?-1 7
_ ell,n) / x 7 dr
0

2
!
_ a C(Qll7n) (32/0,2 _ 1)%
= B'(c(l,n) + O(a®/B?)) = B'(c(n,l) + O(B™"),
say, since |a] < B'™". This completes the proof of the lemma. O

5.4. Proof of Proposition 5.1l For 1 <i<n —1 let

d; = min detL
LcI(V)

rank L=1
and set dg = 1. By (5.)) and (5.2]) and by invoking [31, Theorem 5] we
get that
VA.B) (5= V(LB)
N(a,b, B) = +0 :
Jal (Z d
where V (I, B) are as in the statement of Lemma [5.41
Let Ay < Ay < ... < M\,_1 denote the successive minima of the

lattice 1(V') with respect to the unit ball. Then by Minkowski’s sec-
ond theorem, for 0 < I < n — 2, it follows that d; > A ...\ > )\ll.
Proposition 5.1 now follows from Lemma [5.4]

6. PROOF OF THEOREMS [2.3] AND [2.4]

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorems 2.3 and 2.4l Let
C(x,y) be a cubic form in n variables with h(C) = h, as in (2.1]). Let
Z C A" be the cubic hypersurface C(x,y) = 0. Let m be as in (2.2).
Then the fibre over a point y is the affine quadric Zy : Fy(x) = 0,
where

R0 =Y whitd)+ Y )+ Ry). (61

We will denote the quadratic part of Fy by

Qy(x) = Fi(x)+ ...+ ynFr(x). (6.2)

Let M[y] be the matrix associated with the quadratic form @y (x). Let
r = r(C) denote the rank of the fibration = (see Definition [2.2]).
Let

Ny(B) =#{|x| < B:(x,y)=1and F,(x) =0}. (6.3)
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Then for any 1 <Y < B, we have

NB) > Y Ny(B).

yezh

lyl<Y
To prove Theorems and 2.4 we will show that there are ‘many’
y so that the equation Fy, = 0 is soluble, and for each such y we
will use the circle method to obtain a lower bound for Ny (B). While
studying the solubility of the equation Fy, = 0, we will encounter two
distinct classes of quadratic forms @)y (x): forms that can be written as
Qy(x) = l(y)F(x), with [ linear and F" a non-singular definite quadratic

form in r(C') variables, and those that cannot be written in this form.
Observe that if Qy(x) = I(y)F (z1,...,x,), then

Mly] = l(y) N with N= ( Neo Opany ) . (64)
On—T’XT‘ On—T’Xn—T’
with N; a symmetric definite matrix of order r and 0,4, € Mat,,, is
the zero matrix. If this the case, we will say that C' satisfies

Hypothesis 1. Let Fy(x) and Qy(x) be as in (6] and ([6.2). There
exists a linear form [(y) and a definite quadratic form F'(x) of rank r =
r(C) such that after a linear change of variables, Qy(z1,...,Z,—p) =

l(y)F(z,...,z,), or equivalently, that there exists a symmetric definite
matrix N; of order r such that (6.4]) holds.

Note that if C' satisfies Hypothesis [T, then for each fixed y the qua-
dratic form @Qy(x) is definite.

6.1. Proof of Theorem 2.3l To prove the theorem, we may assume
that h < 13, for otherwise, the result is superseded by Theorem [L.2
We have by assumption that » > min {n — h — 4,5}. By the hypothesis
of Theorem 2.3, C satisfies Hypothesis [l We may therefore assume
without loss of generality that Qy(x) = y1F(21,...,z,) with r > 5.
Thus we have

C(x,y) =wnF(z1,...,z,) +i:chj(y) + R(y). (6.5)

We will assume that F' is positive-definite, the negative-definite case
can be handled similarly. We will prove the following propositions,
from which Theorem 23] easily follows, since n — h —4 < r < n — h,
by assumption.
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Proposition 6.1. Let C be as in (6.5) with F' positive definite. Assume
that y1 | ¢i(y) for each 1 < i < r. Then we have

N(B) > BT_2+%(TL_T_1).

Proposition 6.2. Let C be as in (6.5) with F' positive definite. Assume
that y1 1 qi(y) for some 1 < i < r. Then we have

N(B) > Bvh2t"7",

Let M denote the matrix associated to F' and let A denote the
discriminant of F(x). The key tool we will use to count solutions
to (6.3)) is the following result.

Proposition 6.3. Let ' be a non-singular, positive-definite quadratic
form of rank v and determinant A. Let € € Z" and let P> = N be an
integer with P large. Suppose that F(§) — N =0 (mod 2A). Assume
that |€] < P. Let w(x) be a smooth, positive bump function around a
real solution to F(x+&/P) = 1. Define

M(F,N)= Y wP ')
(x,2A)=1
F(x+&)=N

Then there exist constants ¢ = cpn > 0 that depends only on F' and
N, and 6 > 0 such that

1
M(F,N)=c]] (1 — —) P2 4 O(P70).
pT
p2A
Moreover, we have the bound ¢ = cpn > 1, where the implied constant
depends only on the coefficients of F.

In order to prove the proposition, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.4. Let F' be a non-singular positive definite quadratic form
of rank v with determinant A. Let d be a squarefree integer such that
d|2A. Let € € Z" and let P? = N be an integer with P large. Suppose
that F(§) — N = 0 (mod 2A). Assume that |€| < P. Assume that

€| < P. Set
—§
My(F,N) = ) w(XP )

F(x)=
x=¢£(mod d)

Then there exist constants ¢ = cpy > 0 that depends only on F' and N
and 0 > 0 that are independent of d such that
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Moreover, we have the bound ¢ > 1, where the implied constant depends
only on the coefficients of F'.

Proof. The proof of the lemma is a straightforward adaptation of [19,
Theorem 4], so we will only give a brief sketch. We begin by remarking
that since all constants in our work are allowed to depend on C', we
have that d < A < 1. Using the smooth d-function [19, Theorem 1],
we may write

My(F,N) = 2—’: SN S (e) (), (6.6)

ceZ" gL P

where cp = 14 O;(P~7), for any integer J > 1

Seale) = D D eglalF(b) = N))eg(bc),
a(mod ¢) b(mod dq)
b=¢£(mod d)

I(c) = /w (X;f) h <7‘, F(X)T_N) ay(—c.x) dx,

with r = ¢/P. The main difference between the exponential sum S,(c)
defined above and the analogous sum in Heath-Brown’s work is the
appearance of the additional congruence condition modulo d. In place
of [19, Lemma 23], we have the relation

Sd,II<C) = Sl,th (@C>Sd742 (EC), (67)

where ¢ = q1¢o with (¢1,d) = 1 and ¢y | d*° and @3 (resp. 1) denotes the
multiplicative inverse of ¢ (mod ¢;) (resp. ¢; (mod ¢2)). Using (6.7)
and by arguing as in the proof of [19, Lemma 28], we have for |c| < P
that

and

3 Sy() <. X

q<X

By [19, Lemma 19], it follows that I,(c) < P~ unless |c| < P*. For
c in this range, [19, Lemma 22| ensures that for any ¢ > 0 we have

o (PPlel\" (Plel\'"™
o<, o (P2) (7

Combining these estimates, we have that

Z Z q7"S,(c)I,(c) <. P2Te.

c#0 gL P
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All that remains is to evaluate the main term

LN 47 8,(0)1,(0).

T
q<P

Observe that (6.7) ensures that
S:0)= > > elalF(b)=N)),

a(mod ¢q) b(mod q)

which is identical to the exponential sum in the proof of [19, Theorem
4]. Also,

1,(0) = pr/w(x)h (r, F(x+£&/P) — 1) dx.

By definition of the function w(x) it follows from [19, Theorem 3 and
Lemma 13] that I,(0) = P"(cs + On((q/P)Y)), where

e—0

Coo = 1im(25)_1/ w(x) dx > 0.
|F(x+&/P)—1|<e

Note that although c,, has mild dependence on P, it is clear that
Coo > 1 uniformly in P. Proceeding as in the evaluation of the main
term in [19, Theorem 4], we get that

CF7NCOOPT_2

c —r
= q Sq(O)Iq(O) dr

r
g P

with cpy = 2211 ¢ "S,(0). Note that cpy > 0 since rank F' > 5.
Setting ¢ = cooCcpy We obtain the asymptotic formula in the statement
of the lemma. The lower bound ¢ > 1 follows from [7, Proposition
2], since r = rank F' > 5. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition[6.3. We have
M(F,N)= Y wP'x)

+ OE(P%+€),

(x,2A)=1
F(x+&)=N
=> uld) D> w(Pldx)
d)2A F(dx+€&)=N
. (6.8)
“Su X w (X5
d)2A F(x)=N

x=€(mod d)

=Y ud)My(F, N),

d2A
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say. Note that F'(§) — N =0 (mod 2A), by assumption. As a result,
the sum My(F, N) is well-defined. The Proposition is an immediate
consequence of Lemma O

Turning to the proof of Propositions and 6.2 we will set y =
2A(1, z9, ..., z) = 2A(1,z) in (6X). Then we get

n—h
C(x,y) = 2AF (x4, ..., 1,) + 4A? ijqj(l, 294y 2h)
(6.9)
+8A R(1, 2, ..., 21).
For this choice of y, we see that (6.0) is soluble so long as
n—h
F(zy,...,2,) + 20 xq;(1,2) + 4A°R(1,2) = 0. (6.10)
j=1

Note that this equation has a non-trivial solution in Z, for each prime
p provided that it is soluble modulo A. However, this follows since
rank ' > 5. Therefore, in order to count solutions to (6.10)), all that is
required is to ensure solubility over R.

Let

S(Z> = ((h(lvz)v’”v%‘(lvz))’ (611)

Observe that the matrix Adj M, the adjoint matrix of M, has integer
coefficients, whence

A*F~(s(z)) = F((Adj M)s(z))

is an integer, where F~! is the quadratic form with matrix M. By
adding and subtracting F'((Adj M)s(z)), we get that (G.I0) is soluble
if and only if

F(x + (Adj M)s(z)) = A2(F~Y(s(z)) — 4R(1,2))

n—

6.12
+A Z qui(LZQ?"'azh) ( )

i=r+1

is soluble.

Lemma 6.5. Let C be as in (6.0) with F' positive definite. Assume that
y1 | qi(y) for 1 <i < r. Suppose that one of the following statements
hold:
(1) If r < n — h, there exists z € R"™ such that ¢;(0,2) # 0 for
somer+1<j<n—h, or
(2) If r = n — h, there exists z € R"™! such that R(0,z) # 0.
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Then there exists a set €,_,_1(B) C Z" "' N [—B, B]"™""! such that
for any (Tps1, s Tpn_py Y2, -, Yn) € Gor_1(B), the equation ([612) is
soluble over Z. and that

n—h

Z szz(la Z) - AR(L Z) = B2/4

i=r+1
Moreover, we have |€,_,_(B)| > Bs(n=r=1),

Proof. As we have already observed, to ensure solubility of (612]) over
7, it suffices to check that it is soluble over R. We will treat the case
where the first alternative of the lemma holds. A similar argument
works in the other case, so we omit the details.

We have that r < n—h and there exists z € R"~! such that ¢;(0,z) #
0 for some r+1 < j < n—h. Let u € R""! such that ¢;(0,u) # 0. Let
U be an ¢ ball around u, for some fixed 0 < ¢ < 1/1000. Suppose that
z € Z"1 N B*3U. Then for B > 1, we have that |¢;(0,z)| > 4,B*3
for some A; > 0. Note that

q;(1,2) = ¢;(0,2) + O(Bl/?’).

As a result, we have for any z € Z"~1 N B?3U that |¢;(1,2z)| > A, B3,
and that

. < 4/3 < 2
T+f£§??i—h|ql(17Z)‘ < 4B and |R(17Z)| < AB7,
i#)

for a constant A, that depend on U and the coefficients of C.
Let ¢; be a real number we will specify shortly. Define
Gnr1(B) = {(w,z) € Z"""" 1z € (min {1/2, (4,A)7"} B)?3U,
B3 < |w| < 2¢,B*? and

ni w;qi(1,z) — AR(1,z) > 32/4},

i=r+1

Observe that Z;:ﬁrl w;q;(1,2z) — AR(1,2) > B?/4, so long as
wg(1,2) > 0B + AR(Lz) — S win(1,2),
r+1<is<n—h
i#]
which we may ensure by taking ¢; = 1/16(A4; + n), for example.
As a result, we have shown that if (w,z) € %,_,_1(B), then the
equation (6.12) is soluble over Z. In addition, it is easy to see that
€ —rs1(B)| > BY30m—r=1), O
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Proof of Proposition[6.1l. Let ¢;(y) = a;y1l;(y), where o;(y) € Z[y] for
1 <@ < r are linear forms. Suppose first that » = n—h. Then we have

n—h
C(x,y) = F (X, ... ox) + 41 > airili(y) + R(y). (6.13)
i=1

We may suppose that C' is irreducible, for otherwise, we have the
stronger lower bound N(B) > B"~!. If C'is irreducible, then h(C) > 2.
Observe that C(x,0,vy2,...,yn) = R(0,y2,...,yn). This implies that
h(R(0,z)) > 1, i.e., that the cubic form R(0,z) does not vanish iden-
tically. As a result, we get that there exists z € Z"~!' such that
R(0,z) < 0.

On the other hand, if 7 < n — h, then we may assume that ¢;(0,z)
does not vanish identically for some r + 1 < j < n — h, for other-
wise, we may argue as in the previous paragraph. Thus we see that
the hypotheses of Lemma are satisfied and let 6,,_,_1(B) be as in
statement of that lemma.

We will use the notation w = (wy41,...,w,_p) and z = (2, ..., 2).

Then we have by (6.9), (6.10) and (6.12) that
NB)>= Y = Nua(B).

(w,2)€%n—r—1(B)
where

Nwa(B) =#{x,2A) =1:|x| < B and C(x,w,2A(1,2)) =0}.
By setting F' = F},

n—nh
N =AY (F ' (s(2)) — 4R(1,2)) + A > wigi(1, 22, ..., ),

i=r+1

and & = (Adj M)s(z), it follows from Proposition [6.3] that Ny, ,(B) >
B"~2. Putting everything together, we get that N(B) > B'~2+3(n—r=1),
as required. O

Proof of Proposition[6.2. By hypothesis, there exists 1 < i < r such
that ¢;(0,z) does not vanish identically. Let w = (wy, ..., w;,) € R"!
such that ¢;(0,w) # 0. Let V be an e—ball around w with £ small
enough such that ¢;(0,z) # 0 for any z € V. There exists a constant
Ay > 0 such that for any B > 1, we get from the mean value theorem
that |g;(1,2z)| > A; B whenever z/B'2 € V. Furthermore, there exists
a constant Ay > 0 such that for any |z| < B2, we have that |R(1,2)| <
AyB*? and |¢;(1,2z)| < AyB for each 1 <i < n— h.



COUNTING RATIONAL POINTS ON CUBIC HYPERSURFACES 35

Let ¢; = +min {1, A7'} and ¢, = mmin{l,Az_l}. Define

Cor—1(B) = {(W>Z) €Z" " iw € [~eB, e, B]" " and
z/(c,B)?* € V} )

Then |€,_,_1(B)| > B" " +"2" Let s(z) be as in (6II). Set
n—h
P?=N =N (F"(s(z)) —4R(L2) + A > wiqi(1, 22, ..., 2).

i=r+1

If (W,2) € 6,_,_1(B), then we see that N > B?/4, as F~! is positive-
definite. Put & = (Adj M)s(z). Then for any such (w,z) € €,_._1(B),
we see that (6.12]) is soluble. Let

Nwo(B) =#{x,2A) =1 |x| < B and C(x,w,2A(1,z)) = 0}.

Using Proposition [6.3, we get that Ny ,(B) > B2 solutions. As a
result,

N(B) > BT—2‘cgn_r_1(B>| > B?‘—2+n—h_r+%'
This completes the proof of the proposition. ]

6.2. Preliminaries for the proof of Theorem 2.4 Let Aq,..., Ag
denote the minors of M|[y] of rank r. If 7 has rank, then at least one of
the minors A;(y) does not vanish identically. Moreover, all minors of
higher rank vanish identically in y. In this section, we will prove some
technical results that we will need later in the proof of Theorem 2.4

Lemma 6.6. Suppose that the fribration m has rank r > 5 and that
Qy(x) does not satisfy Hypothesis[l. Let A(y) be a minor of order r
that does not vanish identically. Then there exists an open set U in R"
such that A(y) # 0 for anyy € U. Furthermore, for anyy € U, the
quadratic form Qy(x) is indefinite.

Proof. We will show that there exists u = (uy, ..., u;) € R" such that
rank Z?Zl w; F;(x) is r and that if y lies in an e-ball around u then
(Q)y(x) is indefinite. By shrinking the neighbourhood, if necessary, we
will also get that A(y) # 0. This is the open set we seek. We will
discuss the cases where r =n — h and r < n — h separately.

Suppose first that 7 = n — h. Then in this case, A(y) = det M[y]
does not vanish identically. As a result, at least one of the quadratic
forms F;(x) is non-singular. Suppose without loss of generality that
Fy(x) is of full rank. If Fi(x) is also indefinite, set u = (1,0,...,0).
Then in this case, we can take U to be an e-ball around u with ¢ < 1/2.
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Thus we may assume henceforth that Fj(x) is definite. Let s =
ranky, Z?:z v F;(x) where L = Q(ya2,...,yn). As Qy(x) does not sat-
isfy Hypothesis [Il we have that s > 1. Suppose first that s > 2. Then
there exists (ug, . .., u,) € R" ! such that rank 2?22 u;F;(x) > 2. Since
F(x) is definite, there exists an orthogonal transformation R that de-
pends on (ug, ..., u,) such that F;(Rx) and 2?22 u; F;(Rx) are both
diagonal quadratic forms. Let ¢ = 1 if F} is positive-definite and —1
otherwise. Then there exist \;(z) # 0 such that

n—h h n—h
Fi(Rx) = erf and ZuiFi(Rx) = Z Ni(z)x?.
i=1 i=2 i=1

Since at least two of \;(z) # 0, we may choose wu; suitably to ensure
that

h n—nh
Qu(Rx) = Z u;Fy(Rx) = Z 22 (euy 4 Ni(z))

is non-singular and indefinite. As a result, we get that Q,(x) is non-
singular and indefinite. Let U be an e-ball around u. As \;(z) are
continuous functions, if € is small enough, we get that Qy(x) is non-
singular and indefinite for any y € U.

If s = 1, then it is easy to see that there exist linear forms I(ys, . . ., y5)
and m(x) such that Y, 4, Fy(x) = I(ya, ..., yn)m(x)%. Then after a
linear change of variables, we may assume that [(ys, ..., ys) can be re-
placed by y,, whence we may assume that Fy(x) = m(x)? and F; = 0
for 3 < i < m—h. As in the previous case, there exists R € O,_,(R)
and € = £1 such that F}(Rx) and Fy(Rx) are simultaneously diagonal.
Thus we get that

n—h
ur F1 (RX) + ug Fo(Rx) = Z(eul + i) 22,
i=1
where \; # 0 for exactly one 1 < ¢ < n—h. We may now choose u; and
us appropriately to ensure that Q,(x) is non-singular and indefinite,
where u = (ug,u9,0,...,0). Taking U to be a small neighbourhood
around u completes the proof of the lemma when r =n — h.

Suppose next that » < n — h. Then in this case, we get from
Lemma that @y(x) is linear in at least n — h — p variables z;.
If Qy(x) is independent of n — h — r variables, then the lemma follows
by repeating the argument from the full rank case. Therefore, we may
suppose that there exist variables x; and z; with 7 # j such that the
coefficient of 27 in Qy(x) is identically zero, but the coefficient of z;z;
is not. Let L;;(y) denote the coefficient of z;x; appearing in Qy(x).
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Then we may find yo € R" such that A(yo)Li;(yo) # 0. Then it
follows that rank M[yo] = r. Write

Qyo () = Lij(yo)zsx; + Lj;(yo)z; + Q(x,y0),

where Q(x,yp) is a quadratic form in x that vanishes if we let all the
variables except z; and z; to be 0. By setting all the x; except x; and
x;j to be 0, it is clear that @y, (x) is indefinite. Taking U to be an e-ball
around yo completes the proof of the lemma. O

Next, we characterise all matrices M[y| with the property that all
its minors of order 3 have a common factor.

Lemma 6.7. Let ¢(y) € Zly] be the greatest common divisor of the
minors of order 3 in M[y] = Z?:l y; M;. Suppose that ¢(y) is a non-
constant polynomial. Assume thatr = r(C) = 5 and suppose that My =
Diag(ay,...,a,,0,...,0) with a; # 0. Then after a Q-linear change of
variables, we may write M]y] = Z?Zl y; N;, such that rank Ny = r and
rank 2?:2 y;N; < 2 for each (ya,...,yn) € AP7L,

Proof. We begin by recording an observation that we will use repeat-
edly in the proof below: that ¢(1,0,...,0) # 0, for otherwise, we obtain
that rank M; < 2, which contradicts our assumption that rank M; is at
least 5. This observation implies that the degree of y; in the polynomial
¢(y) is equal to the degree of ¢.

Suppose first that {(y) | ¢(y), where [ is a linear form. Making the
change of variables I(y) = z1, Y2 = 22,...,Yn = 2, We get that there
exist oy; € Q (with v # 0) such that

for some matrices N;. Note that rank N; = rank o M7 = rank M, since
a1 # 0. Moreover, the condition z; = 0 implies that rank Z?:z zN; <
2, by our assumption that [ divides ¢, which in turn divides every minor
of order 3. Thus the lemma follows in this case.

We will now proceed to show that ¢ is always divisible by a linear
factor. As ¢ divides every minor of order 3, we see that the degree of
¢ is at most 3, thus it suffices to show that ¢ is reducible over Q.

Let1<i1<i2<i3<n—hand1<j1<j2<j3<n—h. Set
I = {i1,i9,i3} and J = {J1, j2, js3}. The minors of M[y]| of order 3 are
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of the form

@y (y) = det(m;;(y)) e,
JjeJ

where m; ;(y) denotes the entries of the matrix M[y].

Suppose first that ¢ is irreducible polynomial of degree 3. Suppose
that there exists a minor ®; ;(y) with |/ N .J| = 2 that does not vanish
identically. As ¢ divides ®; ;, this forces the degree of y; in ¢ to be
at most 2, which in turn forces ¢(1,0,...,0) = 0, as the degree of
¢ is equal to 3. This implies that the minors ®; ;(y) must all vanish
identically whenever |INJ| = 2. For any (7, j) with 1 < 4,7 < n—h and
i # j, consider the minor ®; ;(y) with I = {a,b,i} and J = {a,b,j}
with a,b < r and a # b. As @7 ;(y) vanishes identically, we see that
the coefficient of y?y, must be 0. This forces m;;(y) = 0 whenever
i # 7. As aresult, if [I N J| =3, with I = {i1, 12,13}, say, we get that

My ,iq (y) 0 0
P y(y) = det 0 My in (¥) 0
0 0 Mg i5 (¥)

Therefore, we obtain that either ®; ; vanishes identically, or it is a
product of three linear factors, which contradicts our assumption that
¢ is irreducible.

All that remains is to eliminate the possibility that ¢ is an irreducible
polynomial of degree 2. Suppose that this is the case. As we have
already observed, ¢ is quadratic in y;. Thus we see that the minors
®; ;(y) vanish identically whenever [I NJ| < 1. If |[INJ| = 2, then we
get that

or.(y) =viL(ya, - un) + iU (o, -, un) + V(yas - -+, yn),

where L is linear, U is quadratic and V' is cubic. And if [I N J| = 3,
we see that

o1.0(y) = oy} +yiS(Yay - yn) + i T (Y2, - - -, Yn),

with a € Z, S linear and T quadratic. In either case, using the fact
that ¢ is quadratic in y;, we get that y; | ¢rs(y), which contradicts
the assumption that ¢ is irreducible. This completes the proof of the
lemma. U

We end this section by using a result of Rojas-Leén [27] to count the
number of x € F} such that f(x) is a quadratic residue modulo p for
homogeneous polynomials f subject to some mild hypotheses on the
dimension of their singular loci.
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Lemma 6.8. f(x1,...,x,) be a homogeneous form of degree d. Sup-
pose that the dimension of the singular locus of f in A™ is at most
m — 2. Then for p 1 d sufficiently large in terms of the coefficients of

f, we have
pxcrr: (F9) 1) e

Proof. Let X = P™ denote projective space with homogeneous coordi-
nates xy,...,Tny, 2. We will denote by L the hypersurface in X given
by 2z = 0. Let H = f and let H also denote the hypersurface cut out
by its vanishing in X. Let V = X\(L U H). We see that H/L* is a
function from V — A'. Note that X N L N H is pure of codimension 2
in X.

Let ¢’ = dim Sing X N H and let 6 = dim Sing X N L. N H. Then 4 is
the dimension of the singular locus of f in A™. Observe that ¢’ = 4.

Let x(t) denote the multiplicative character (%) Set

S= Y x(Hw)/Lw).

weV (Fp)

Then we clearly have

s= 3 aeD- 31

xEA™ () XEA™ (F,): (x)=0
We are now ready to apply [27, Theorem 1.1] with ¢’ = §. Note that
all the hypotheses of that theorem are satisfied and we deduce that

m+d6+1

S<Lp 2 .

As 6 < m — 2, by assumption, we get that S < p™~1/2.

Observe that

2#{XGF;”:<%>:1}:21+ZX(f(x))— 1

xeF xeFy xEF;":f(x)zO

=p"+S=p"+0(pm"?),

by the bound in the previous paragraph. This completes the proof of
the lemma.
O
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6.3. Counting points on a family of affine quadrics. To prove
Theorem 2.4] we may assume once again that h < 13. For otherwise, a
stronger result follows from Theorem Let r = r(C) denote the rank
of the fibration 7. We have by assumption that » > min {n —h — 4,5}.
In addition, by the hypothesis of Theorem 2.4 it follows that Qy(x)
does not satisfy Hypothesis [l

Let u = (uy,...,uy) € R" be a point in the open set U that was
constructed in Lemma Let Q. be a compact ball of radius ¢ > 0
around u, where ¢ is chosen so that Q. C U. Let 1 <Y < B?37" be
a parameter, for some n > 0.

For y € Z" let Fy(x) be as in (6). Then Fy(x) is a quadratic
polynomial in x whose quadratic part is given by Qy(x) (see (6.2)).
For y € Z" MY, we have by construction that @y (x) is indefinite
and of rank equal to r > 5. Furthermore, we have that A(y) > Y7,
where A(y) is a minor of M[y] of rank r.

Let A\i(y),..., A\ (y) denote the non-zero eigenvalues of the qua-
dratic form Q)y. As \;(y) are the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix of
norm O(Y), we see that |\;(y)] < Y. As [A(y)| > Y, we get that
[T, [Ni(y)] > Y", whence we obtain the bound

Y < [N(y)| <Y (6.14)

for each 1 < 7 < r, with the implied constants depending only on the
coefficients of the cubic form C.

Let Ry € O,_5(R) such that Qy(Ryx) = > i, \i(y)z? is a diagonal
quadratic form. Let z € R"™" be a real solution to the equation

~ - d )\i(Y) 2
=2 Ry =0

Let || Fy|| denote the largest coefficient (in absolute value) of the qua-
dratic form Qy(x).

n—h
uy(x) = [ ] wolzi — ).
i=1
Define
wy(x) = uy (R, Dx), (6.15)
where

D = Diag(|M )V, )2 IF 2B Y2).
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For P > 1 set
—1
N(Pwy) = Y wy(P'x).

xeZn—h
Fy(x)=0
(x,y)=1

Recall the counting function Ny (B) defined in (6.3]). Since wy(x) is
non-negative, we see by setting P = BvY and (6.14)) that

Ny(B) > N(BVY ,wy). (6.16)

Let 6,(Y) C Z" N Y, be a set such that the equation F, =0is
soluble over Z, for each prime p. Then we obtain

N(B)> Y  N(BVY, uy).
YEGL(Y)
In order to get a lower bound for N(BvVY ,wy), we will call upon work
of Kumaraswamy [24, Theorem 1.1] to count solutions to the quadratic
equation Fy, = 0. Note that all the hypotheses of that theorem are
satisfied, as @)y is indefinite of rank equal to > 5 by construction,
Y < B*377 and (6.14).
For the rest of this section, we will set m = n — h and define

Sey) = Z Z eq(aky(b)). (6.17)
a mod ¢ b mod g
Define the singular series
S(Fy) = ¢ "S,(y).
=1

If y € 6,(Y), then rank Qy > 5, whence we have

S(Fy) = Hap(Fy)>

L)

where

dtd = lim p_(m_l)tNy(pt)a

pkm t—o00

EQ
<
[
WE
%

k=0
with
Ny (p') = # {xmod p' : Fy(x) =0mod p'}.
On applying [24, Theorem 1.1], we will encounter the constant G(Fy,).

If Fy is soluble over Z, for each prime p, then it follows that &(F},) > 0.
We will prove a lower bound for G(Fy) that is uniform in y on average.
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Let {¢1(y), ..., ¢s(y)} be the set of minors of order 3 in M[y]. Recall
the variety

L CA": i(y) = daly) = ... = ¢s(y) =0
that we used in the proof of Theorem 4.1l We have the following results.

Proposition 6.9. Suppose that dim.Z < h — 2. For each Y > 1,
there exists €,(Y) C Z" N YQy such that if y € €,(Y), the following
statements hold:

(1) For any € > 0 we have S(Fy) >. Y=,
(2) The equation Fy =0 is soluble over Z
(3) We have that ged(yy, ..., yn) <c 1.

Proposition 6.10. Suppose that dim.Z = h — 1. For each Y > 1,
there exists 6,(Y) C Z' N YQy such that if y € €,(Y), then the
equation Fy = 0 is soluble over Z and gcd(ys, ..., yn) = 1. Moreover,
we have for any € > 0 that

Y B(Fy) > Y (6.18)
YEGL(Y)

We will prove Proposition first.
6.3.1. When dim.Z < h — 2. The following is the key result which

allows us to obtain strong lower bounds for G(Fy).

Lemma 6.11. Lety € Z" and assume that rank Q, = r > 5. Suppose
that there exists a constant A = A(C') that depends only on the cubic
form C' such that

#{x € FJ': Fy(x) =0 and VFy(x) # 0} = p™ "+ O0(p™?) (6.19)

for allpt A. Suppose also that for each prime p | A, we have that there
exists v, = v,(C) = 1 such that the set

{xmod p**~" : Fy(x) = 0 mod p**~" and VFy(x) # 0 mod p* }
(6.20)

is non-empty. Then we have that &(F,) > (1 + |y|)~®

Proof. Let ¢1(y),..., ¢ (y) be the minors of Mly] of order r. Then
¢(y) # 0 for some j, by assumption. Set

P(y) = {p prime : pt Aged(o1(y), .., 9s(y))}-
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As we have already remarked, the singular series converges absolutely
as rank @)y > 5. So we may write

S(Fy) = H op(Fy) H op(Fy)

peEZ(y) pZg2(y)
We have
— Sy (y)
Up(Fy) = ]' + Z L k )
1 P

where S,.(0) is as in (GI7). Then if p € Z(y), we obtain from [24,
Lemma 2.4] that

op(Fy) =1+ O(p_3/2)a

since rank )y > 5, where the implied constant is independent of Fj,.
As a result, we get that

I o) ] >t (6.21)
pEP(y)

Suppose next that (6.19) holds, we get from Lemma [3.4] that
Ny(pt) > pt(m—l) + O(pt(m_l)_l).

As a result, we get for any p { A that o,(F}) > 1—¢/p, for some ¢ > 0,
independent of p.

Finally, if p | A, we get from (6:20) and Lemma [3.4] that Ny (p*) >
plm=1 if ¢ > 2vp,, where the implicit constant depends only on C, by
hypothesis. This implies that o,(Fy) >¢ 1if p | A. As a result, we get
for any € > 0 that

[0 o) >Tom T (1-9)

peP(y) plA placd(61(¥),6(3)) p
> (14 |y])7,

since ¢;(y) <¢ (1+]y|)" for each i. The lemma follows from (6.21). O

Proof of Proposition[6.9. If dim . < h —2, let €,(Y) C Z"NYQ be
the set we obtain from applying Theorem [l Let y € %,(Y). The first
statement of the proposition follows from Lemma As &(Fy) > 0,
we obtain that Fy = 0 is soluble over Z, for each prime p. Moreover,
by definition, any such y also lies in Y€, whence we get that Fy, = 0
has a real solution, which shows that Fy is everywhere locally soluble.
Therefore, by the Hasse principle for quadratic polynomials, Fy = 0 is
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soluble over Z. The third statement follows from Remark and this
completes the proof of the proposition. O

6.3.2. When dim.Z = h — 1. By Lemma [6.7] we get after making a
linear change of variables that

h

Fy(x)=C(x,y) = Y _uFi(x) + Z z;q;(y) + R(y),

i=1

where m = n— h, Fj(x) is an indefinite quadratic form of rank equal to
7 and rank S0, y:Fi(x) < 2 for every (ys,...,yn) € A"!. Note that
the polynomials Fj}, ¢; and R could be different to the ones we started
with. We are recycling notation for ease of exposition.

For the remainder of this section, we set

h
s = ranky, Z Y Fi(x) (6.22)
i=2

where L = Q(ya, ..., yn). Although our construction of the set €3, (Y)
will depend on whether s = 0,1 or 2, we will adopt a similar approach
in each case, which we explain below.

We may assume without loss of generality that Fj is non-singular
of rank r with discriminant D. Let M denote the product of all the
coefficients of C. Define

A=2]]»r (6.23)

For each prime p | A, let v, and r, = (7"1()1), . ,rl(yh)) denote the exponent

and residue class that we obtain from applying Lemma B.Il Let § be
a small fixed constant such that 6~' > [], ,p**~" and let &(0Y)
denote the set of primes in the interval [0Y/2,0Y] that are congruent
to ri" mod p?»~1 for every p | A. We will always choose %,(Y) so that
if y belongs to it, then y; € Z(dY). Then by arguing as we did to
obtain (6.21]), we get that

H op(Fy) > 1.

ptAY1

Our choice of %,(Y) be will be strongly infulenced by studying the
solubility of Fy over F,,. Finally, for the finitely many primes p | A,
we will ensure that (€.20) holds by restricting y € %, (Y) to lie in the
arithmetic progression modulo r, mod p?”»~!.
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Lemma 6.12. Suppose that s = 0 and that h(C') > 6. Then for each
Y > 1 there exists a set 6,(Y) C Z" N Y Qo such that

> B(Fy) > Y"/logY.

yEGL(Y)

Proof. 1f s = 0, then we see that F;(x) = 0 for each 2 < i < h. Suppose
first that there exist linear forms [; such that ¢;(y) = yll (x) for each
1 <7< m. Then we have

C(X Y)_ylFl +y12$” )

Observe that C(x,0,92,...,yn) = R(0,y2,...,yn) is a cubic form in
n—1 variables with h-invariant at least h(C')—1. As aresult, we see that
R(0,ysa, . ..,yp) is a cubic form in h(C)—1 variables whose h-invariant is
equal to h(C')—1, which implies, in particular that it is non-degenerate.
As a result, we find that the equation R(0,ys,...,y,) = 0 has no
non-trivial solutions over F,, for large enough p. However, according
to [12, Theorem 3], any non-degenerate cubic form with h-invariant at
least 5 has a non-trivial solution over F, for any prime p. This is a
contradiction, since R(0,ys,...,yn) has h-invariant at least 5.

As a result, we may assume that y; 1 ¢; for some 1 < i < m. Let
y1 € Z(0Y). This implies that the equation ¢;(0, z9,...,2,) is not
identically zero over F,,. As a result, if we set

S(yp) = {(22,...,zh) S FZ;I 2 qi(0, 29, ..., 2p) # O},

we must have that |S(y;)| > y7~". Let A be as in (6.23) and let v, and
r, be the exponents obtained by applying Lemma [3.1] for each p | A.
Define

G(Y)={y € Z"NYQu:y1 € Z(8Y), (y2,y1) =1, foreach p | A

(Y2s -5 yn) = (7’1()2), e r]gh)) mod p?»~!

(y2,.--,yn) mod y; € S(y1)}-

Then it is easy to see that |6, (Y )| > Y"/logY .

Let y € 6,(Y). We will now show that &(Fy) > 1. Indeed, if p | 4,
then the estimate (6.20) holds by construction. If p + A, and p # y,
then rankg, Fy, > 3 and the estimate (6.19) follows from Lemma [3.3
As a result, we obtain that

I on(Fy) > 1. (6.24)

PFEY1
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Finally, if p = y1, we see that VF,(x) # 0 for any x € F}}. As Fy(x)
is a linear equation modulo y;, we see that
Ny(yp) > 5",
for all t > 1, whence we get that o,, (Fy) > 1, and the lemma follows.
O

Next, we deal with the case where s = rank;, Y21, y; Fi(x) = 1.
Then by an application of Lemma 2.5 we get after a linear change of
variables that Fj(x) = a;z? for some o; € Z, not all equal to 0. After

making another change of variables, we may suppose that there exists
a # 0 such that

C(x,y) =y Fi(x) + agori + Y zigi(y) + R(y), (6.25)
i=1
with Fj(x) an indefinite, non-singular quadratic form of rank r. We
will need the following lemma later on in the argument.

Lemma 6.13. Let R(y1,...,ym) be a cubic form with h-invariant
h(R). Suppose that h(R) > 3 and let q(y1, - . ., Yym) be a quadratic form.
Set f(y) = ¢*(y) —4y1R(y). Let Sing f C A™ denote the singular locus
of f. Then dim Sing f < m — 2.

Proof. In order to obtain a contradiction, assume that dim Sing f =
m — 1. This implies that there exists a polynomial ¢(y) such that

¢ | ged (%,...,5—2). If y; | ¢, then we get that vy | g—y’i and that

y1 | f(y). We may then deduce that y; | R(y), which contradicts our
assumption that h(R) > 3. As a result, we must have that y; 1 ¢.

Let ¢(z) = ¢(0,z). Then v doesn’t vanish identically. Observe
that ¢ (z) | f@(0,2) for each 1 < ¢ < m. This in turn implies that
¥(z) | f(0,z), whence we get that 1(z) | ¢(0,z). Using the fact that
W(z) | %ZOI’Z), we also obtain that ¢ (z) | —2q(0,z)%§iz) + R(0,2),
whence we get that ¢(z) | R(0,z). However, this forces h(R(0,2)) < 1,
which contradicts our assumption that h(R(0,z)) > 2. This completes
the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 6.14. Suppose that s = 1. Assume that h(C') > 5. Then for
each Y > 1 there exists a set 6,(Y) C Z" N Y Qo such that

> 8(F) > Y"/logY.
yEG(Y)

Proof. Let C be as in ([6.25). Suppose first that y; 1 ¢:(y) for some
2 <t <m. We will assume without loss of generality that t = 2.



COUNTING RATIONAL POINTS ON CUBIC HYPERSURFACES 47

Define
G (Y)={y €Z"NY Q1 y1 € 2(6Y), (y2,y1) = 1,for each p | A

(Y2, - yn) = (7,;!()2)’ e rl(,h)) mod p*»~!
and ¢2(0,y2, ..., yn) Z 0mod y; },
where r, and A are as before. As y; 1 ¢2(y), we get that the set of
z € F)~! such that ¢;(0,2) = 0 has cardinality O(y?=?). Thus we get
that 6,(Y) > Y"/logY.

Turning to estimating &(Fy ), note that by the same argument as in
Lemma [6.12] we have that (6.24]) holds. Finally, over F,,, we find that

Fy(x) = aysa? + Z z4:(0,y) + R(0,y)
=1

and

va(X) = (2ay2I1 + q1(0a y)> q2(07 Y)a BRI Qm(oa y)) .
Ify € €,(Y), using the fact that ¢2(0,y) € F; , we get that the number
of non-singular solutions to Fy, = 0 over F,, is equal to y;"~'. Therefore,

we have by Lemma B4 that Ny (y}) > yi(m_l) for each t > 1, whence
oy, (Fy) > 1. This shows that G(Fy) > 1 and the lemma follows.
Suppose next that y; | ¢:(y) for each 2 < ¢ < m. Define

G (Y)={y €Z"NYQy :y1 € P(6Y), for each p | A

(y27 s ayh) = (7"1!()2), s ’,,,,I()h)) mOdp
(y2,91) = 1 and

Q%(()? Y2, - - ayh) - 40éy2R(0, Y2, - - - ayh) is
a non-zero quadratic residue modulo ¥, } .

Observe that if we set x; = y; = 0 in ([€25]), we get R(0,ya,...,yn).
As a result, we see that h(R(0,y2,...,yn)) = 3. Let f(y) = ¢?(0,y) —
4aysR(0,y). By Lemma [6.13] we get that dim Sing f < h — 3, and
therefore by Lemma 6.8 we get that €,(Y) > Y"/logY.

By the argument used earlier in the lemma, we get for any y € €, (Y)
that (6.24) holds. All that remains is to estimate oy, (Fy). Since y; |
q:(y) for each 2 < t < m, by assumption, we see that

Fy(x) = ayzﬁf% + lel(Oa y) + R(Ov y)
modulo y;. If ¢}(0,y) — 4y, R(0,y) is a non-zero quadratic residue
modulo y;, we get from Lemma[3.2and (3:1)) (or by direct computation)
that F,(x) = 0 has precisely 2y;*~' non-singular solutions over F,,. As

a result, we obtain from LemmaBA that Ny (y}) > yi(m_l) forallt > 1,

2up—1
Y
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which implies that that o,, (Fy) > 1. This completes the proof of the
lemma. U

Finally, suppose that s = 2. Set z = (y2,...,yn) so that y = (y1,z).
Then we obtain from Lemma that there exist integer linear forms
l1(z),l5(z) and l3(z) € L such that 41,13 — I3 € L*

C(x,y) = yi F1(x) + L(2)a] + lo(z)z125 + I3(2 952+Zf’5z% )+ R(y),
i=1

(6.26)
or
C(x,y) = y1 Fi(x) + la(z)z129 + 73 Zl z)x; + Z z;q;(y (y),
(6.27)

with I; € L linear forms such that I,(z) € L*. In either case, we may
assume that Fj is non-singular with rank r.

Lemma 6.15. Suppose that s = 2. Suppose that if C is as in (6.20)
then dimy V' # 1, where V' = Spang {l1, 2, [3}, or that C' is as in ([6.27).
Then there exists a set 6,(Y) C Z" N Y Q. such that
> S(Fy) > Y"/logY.
yEGH(Y)
Proof. Define
O 4ll3 — 13 if C is of the form (G.26]),
|4 if C'is of the form (6.27).
Note that G € L* by assumption. We set
(gh(Y) = {y S Zh N YQOO Y€ 9((51/), (yg,yl) = 1,
G(yQa s 7yh) §é 0 mod Y1,

<M) =1 and for each p | A
Y1

(Y2s -5 yn) = (7’1()2), . .,rp )Y mod p*r~ 1}

We claim that %,(Y) > Y"/logV. This is obvious if G = 4[3. So
suppose that G = 4ll3 — 3. As dim;V # 1, by hypothesis of the
lemma, it is easy to see that dim Sing G < h — 3 and the claim now
follows from Lemma [G.8

Let y € 6,(Y). We must now obtain a lower bound for &(Fy). By
arguing as in the proof of Lemma [612, we see that (6.24) holds, and
all that remains is to consider the behaviour of o,(Fy) for p = ;.

(6.28)
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If Fy is as in (6.27), then over F,, we may make the linear change
of variables

(Y2, yn)ma+ Y li(ya, -, yn)wi >
i=3

and observe that Fy has the form

nwy +01q1(0,y) + > B+ N
i=1

for some B; and N € F,,.
If Fy is as in (6.20)), then over F,,, we see that

Fy(x) = Li(y)2} + lo(y)zis + ls(y)23 + > Biag + N,

i=1

for some B; and N € F,,. If (B;,y;1) = 1, for some i > 3, as we have
observed previously, we obtain the estimate Ny, (Fy) = y"~ !, whence
we get that o, (Fy) = 1, which is sufficient to deduce the lemma.

Therefore, we may suppose that B; = 0 for each 3 <7 < m. As a
result, over F,,, the equation Fj is of the form

x'Mx + B'x+ N (6.29)

where M is given by one of the following two matrices,

<1(/)2 1(/)2) o (zzl(lz()Z}Q l2liz(%2)’

B = (Bl,BQ) € le and N € Fy1-
By Lemma [3.2] we get that the number of non-singular solutions

to (6:29) is equal to

—det M
y{”_2 {yl + <7) y1 Ko(AN — B'M B, Y1) — Iiyl} . (6.30)

(1
Note that (up to squares) —det M = G, where G is as in ([6.28)). Ob-
serve by (B.1) that (6.30) is > y;* ', so long as (ygl) =1, which holds
by construction of 43,(Y). Thus we get by applying Lemma B.4] that

Ny(y!) > " for all t > 1, whence we get that o, (F,) > 1 and
this completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 6.16. Suppose that s = 2. Suppose that C is as in ([6.26]) and
that dimp V' = 1, where V' = Spang {l1,l5,13}. Then there exists a set
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6, (Y) C Z"NYQy such that
Z S(Fy) > Y"/logY.

YEGH(Y)

Proof. As dim;, V = 1, we may assume without loss of generality that
li = Ays,ly = Bys,l3 = Cys, for some A, B,C € Z such that B? —
4AC # 0. The proof will be similar to that of Lemma .15 so we will
only point out the key differences.

Let J = 4AC — B2%. Then by quadratic reciprocity, there exist inte-

gers r and A (depending on J) such that if p = mod A then (%) =1.

Consider the cubic polynomial
C(x,y) = C(x, Ay + 7,92, - ., Yn).

Observe that C is irreducible, given that C is irreducible. As the set of
Q, rational points of C' are Zariski dense and since C(x,0,Yz, .., yp) =
C(x,7r,Y2,-..,Yn), we see that C has a non-singular solution over Q, for
any p. Furthermore, it is clear that the partial derivatives ‘gé
all vanish. Thus all the hypotheses of Lemma are satisfied.

We redefine the parameter A from (6.23)) as follows:

where D is the discriminant of F; and M is the product of coefficients
of C.

For each prime p | A, let v, and r, = (r,(,l), o ,rl(yh)) denote the
exponent and residue class that we obtain from applying Lemma [3.]
to C. Let  be a small fixed constant such that 0= > [, ,p**~" and
let Z(0Y) denote the set of primes in the interval [0Y/2,0Y] that are

congruent to 75" mod p?~! for every p | A. As before, we will choose

y1 € Z(0Y). Observe now that if Y is large enough, then we have
ensured by construction of C' that (%) = 1.
Define
G (Y)={y €Z"NYQy : y1 € 2(6Y), (y2,11) = 1
and for each p | A

(y27 s ayh) = (7’}()2), ceey ’l"éh)) mod p2vp_1} )

Then it is easily verified that |%,(Y)| > Y"/logY.
To estimate S(Fy) for y € €,(Y), we will follow the argument
from Lemma [6.151 In particular, it suffices to analyse the behaviour
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of ([6.:29). In this case, we see that —det M = Jy2, whence we obtain
<_d;%1tM> = 1. Thus we get G(Fy) > 1 and the lemma follows. O

Proof of Proposition[6.10. If dim ¥ = h—1, (6I8) follows from taking
%1(Y) to be as in Lemmas [6.12 6.14, 6.T5, or depending on the
value of s (see (6.22)). In each case, we see that ged(ys, ..., y,) = 1 for
any y € 6,(Y), by construction, as we have ensured that (y1,y2) = 1.
Next, observe that by our analysis of G(Fy), we obtain that £}, = 0 is
soluble over Z, for each prime p, whenever y € 4,(Y). Asy also lies in
Y Q, we also get real solubility for the equation Fy = 0. Therefore, by
the Hasse principle for quadratic polynomials, Fy, = 0 is soluble over
Z. This completes the proof of the proposition. O

6.4. Proof of Theorem [2.4l. Suppose that Hypothesis [ holds. Let
Qs be as in §6.431 Let 1 <Y < B?37" for some n > 0. Define

m

&(B,Y)=Bm i1y st a4 Brasy st
Our task now will be to show that
N(B) >. B"2Y" 1= L O_((BY)*&(B,Y)Y™"). (6.31)

Then Theorem 2.4 will follow by choosing Y appropriately.

Let .Z be the variety defined in (44]). Suppose that dim.Z = h —
1 and let 6,(Y) C Z" N YQ. be as in Proposition Let y €
¢n(Y). Then ged(ya, ..., yn) = 1. Recall the counting function Ny (B)

from (6.3). We have by (G.I6]) that
Ny(B) > N(BVY ,wy),
where wy, is as in (6.15) and
-1
N(BVY ,wy) = Z Wy ((B\/?) gx) :

Fy(x)=0

0 if2|n
K =
1 otherwise.
We get from Theorem [24] Theorem 1.1], that for any € > 0 we have

NBVT, wy) = T @) SE)B™2YET e o 3y

[T ()21 Fy 22
(6.32)

Moreover, we get by using the fact that Qy(x) has a solution in the
support of uy that

r+K
2

Set

Ooo(Qy, t1y) > 1 (6.33)
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independent of y. Thus we obtain from (6.14)), (6:32)) and (6.33)) that
Ny(B) > N(BVY,wy) >. G(F,)B">Y ' + O.((BY)&(B,Y)).

Summing over y € %,(Y) we get from Proposition that (6.31)
holds.

Suppose next that dim .2 < h—2. We will show that (631]) holds in
this case as well. Let €3, (Y") be the set we obtain from Proposition [6.9.
Let y € ¢,(Y) and let g = gy = ged(ya, ..., yn). Then g < 1. In this
case we have

Ny(B)> Y wy ((B\/?)_lgx>

(x,9)=1
Fy(x)=0

> Z,u(d) Z Wy <d <B\/§_/>_lx> .
dlg Fy(dx)=0

Observe that Fy(dx) = C(dx,y) = d*C(x,y/d) = &®Fy)4(x). Asy/d €
€n(Y), we see that &(Fy/q) > Y 7°. As a result, we may proceed as
before to conclude once again that

Ny(B) >. G(Fy)B™*Y ' + O.(BY)*&(B,Y)).

Using the lower bound G(Fy,) > Y ¢ and summing over 6, (Y"), we get
that (6.31)) holds, as required.

All that remains now is to choose Y in (6.31) so that the main term
exceeds the error term. On writing

&(B,Y) = Bmsy BT {B_% +B_%YNT75}’

we see that

max {B_%, B2y 7

H,} _BYST ifk=0and Y < BF,
T B3 otherwise.

Recall that m = n — h and define for € > 0

2(r—3)

2mtr+1 ©

2(r—4) . .
v {B2m+r4 ° ifriseven and 2r —m < 8,

otherwise.

With this choice of Y, we see that the error term in (6.31]) is smaller
than the main term and we get that

N(B) > Bn—h—2yh—1—€.
This completes the proof of Theorem [2.4]
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7. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section we will examine cubic forms that are of the following
shape:
C(x) = 21Qu(y) + ... + 25Q5(y) + R(y), (7.1)
where y = (zg,...,2,), the Q;(y) are non-zero quadratic forms and
R(y) is a cubic form. Our aim will be to prove Theorem

7.1. Preliminaries. Let
5
F(xy) = Z%Qz(}’) (7.2)
i=1

We will assume that F'(x,y) is non-degenerate in the z; variables. This
implies that none of the quadratic forms Q;(y) can vanish identically.
Suppose that F'(x,y) is reducible over Q and let

F(x,y) =lxy)exy),
where [(x,y) is a linear form and ¢(x,y) is a quadratic form. We
will now show that [(x,y) is independent of x and that ¢(x,y) =
S0 wli(y) for linear forms [;(y). Note that such I;(y) are necessarily
coprime. For otherwise, F'(x,y) becomes degenerate in x.

Let I(x,y) = Z?Zl ;T + Z?:_f’ l;y;, say. Suppose first that [; = 0
for each 7. As F'is linear in x, we see that ¢(x,y) can only comprise of
terms of terms that are quadratic in y;. Then ¢(x,y) = G(y), whence
F(x,y) = l(x)G(y). Making a linear change of variables, F'(x,y) can
be made independent of x,, ..., x4, which contradicts our assumption
that F'(x,y) is non-degenerate in x.

So we must have that [; # 0 for some i. As F(x,y) is at most
quadratic in y, we see that ¢(x,y) cannot have terms that are quadratic
in y. Observe now that a; = 0 for each 1 < j < 5, for otherwise, by
the linearity of F' in x, ¢ cannot have terms of the form z,y, or z,z,,
which would force ¢ = 0, which is impossible.

To recap, we have shown that ((x,y) = [(y) depends only on y and
that ¢(x,y) = ZW SupTully = Dy Tu Py Suply, 10T Sy, € Z. Put
L(y) =D, Suwlo. Then we get

F(x,y) =1(y) > zulu(y),

as required. We record our findings in the following result.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that F(x,y) given in (L2)) is non-degenerate in
the x;. If F(x,y) is reducible over Q, then there exist linear forms l(y),

L(y), L(y), - I5(y) € Zly] such that F(x,y) = I(y) X, wili(y).
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Remark 7.2. Although we will not use this observation in our work,
the preceding argument shows that if F' is irreducible, then F is, in
fact, geometrically irreducible.

As a result of Lemma [7.Il our proof of Theorem naturally splits
into the case where F'(x,y) is irreducible, and the case where F'(x,y)
has a linear factor over Q. The rest of the section is devoted to the
proof of the following theorems, which clearly imply Theorem 2.6l

Theorem 7.3. Let C(x) be a form in n variables such that h(C) >
8. Suppose that C(x) is of the form given in ([[Il). Assume that
Z?Zl x;Qi(y) is reducible over Q and non-degenerate in the x;. Then
for any € > 0 we have

N(B) >. B"°,

Theorem 7.4. Let C(x) be a cubic form inn > 10 variables. Suppose
that C(x) is of the form given in (T1)). Assume that the cubic form
Zle x;Q;(y) is irreducible over Q and non-degenerate in the x;. Then
for any € > 0 we have

N(B) >. B"%.

Our approach in proving the theorems will be as follows. For any
non-empty compact set oo C R" 5, and a parameter Y < B, both of
which will be chosen later, we have

NB)= > oL

YEY QooNZ™~5  |x|<B

such that X,y)EZ" .

C(x,y)=0 is (C}(;)( )p_rE)m
soluble over Z V)=

For an integer [, let
Ny (B) =#{|x| < B:(x,l) =1and C(x,y) = 0}. (7.3)

Our strategy will be to obtain an asymptotic formula for Ny (B) by
appealing to Proposition 5.1l To be able to execute the y-sum in The-
orem [7.4], we will need to restrict y to lie in a carefully chosen subset,
which ensures, in particular, the solubility of the equation C'(x,y) = 0.

Lemma 7.5. Let
2

C(x,y) = Uk Z aiziy; + R (23, 24, 5, y)

i=1

where Ry (73,74, 75,y) = Q3T3Y3yr + QuTayayr + asT5ysyx + R(y), with
a; # 0 and R a cubic form. Suppose that h(C') > 8. Let g = ged(ay, as)



COUNTING RATIONAL POINTS ON CUBIC HYPERSURFACES 55
and let 5; = /g for 1 <1< 2. Define

C(Y) = {|zs|, ||, |zs], |y| <Y 1 (Bryr, Poya) = 1, yx € P(5Y), 7.4)
Ry (23,74, 25,y) = 0 mod y,.} ’

If (x3,24,25,y) € €(Y), then C(x1, 22, gxs, g4, gxs,9y) = 0 soluble
over Z. Moreover, we have |€(Y)| > Y"3/logY .

Proof. Let (z3,74,75,y) € €(Y). For b = (b3,...,b,_5) € A" 7, let
b = (bg, vy bp—1, 0,001, bn_5) € A", Define

M(ys, vz, yx) = # {b € F3* s R(b) = 0 (mod ye)

Observe that modulo y; we have C(x,y) = R(y) = Ri(x3, 14, 75,¥).
For any fixed w1, 2, set

Sylva(yff’ ey Yk—15 Yk, - - - 7yn—5) =
R(y17 Y2, y37 ... 7yk—17 07 Yk+1y - - - 7yn—5)-

Then Sy, ,, is a cubic polynomial in n — 8 variables whose cubic part
is independent of y; and ys».

Since Sy, 4, was obtained by fixing 3 of the variables in C'(x,y), we
have h(Sy, 4,) = h(C)—3. Then according to [12, Theorem 3], we have

n—9 n_8_h(6273
My, y2,96) =y + Oy,

> yp?

(7.5)

if h(C') > 8. Note that the implied constant depends only on the cubic
part of S, which, as we have already noted, is independent of v, ys.
We may write

[e¥)= ) > 1

[z3],|z4],|25|<Y lyl<Y

(6191752312):1
yReP(5Y)
Ry (x3,24,%5,y)=0 mod y,

>Y? > L,

ly|<Y

(51 Y1 752212):1
ULEP(3Y)
Ri(x3,24,25,y)=0 mod yj

as R; is independent of x3, 4 and x5 modulo y;. Fixing y1, 9. and y;
and splitting up the other variables y; into progressions modulo ¥, we
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get from (7.5]) that
[EW) >y Y (Y )y

ly|<Y

(B1y1,B2y2)=1
yLEZ(OY)

> Y" 3/ logY,
since

#{|wnl, ly2l <Y 1 (Biya, Boyz) = 1} =

2 _ i _ H?:l(pv ai)
Y lpg<1 p%}(l = >+O(Y).

This completes the proof of the lemma.
O

Lemma 7.6. Let C be as in (1)) and thatn > 10. Let Q1(y), ..., Qs(y)
be non-zero quadratic forms with no common factors. Then there ezists
a compact set Qoo C R with the property that for any P >¢ 1, there
exists a set € (P) C Z"° N PQe, for which the following hold.

(1) For anyy € € (P), there exists i such that |Q;(y)| > P2.
(2) For any y € €(P), the equation (1)) is soluble over Z and

ged(Qi(y), - -, @5(y)) <c 1.
(3) We have #%€ (P) > P".

Proof. We begin by constructing the set €2,,. By hypothesis, none
of the quadratic forms @;(y) vanish identically. In particular, we
have that rank (); = r > 1. Then there exists an orthogonal matrix
U € O,(R) such that Q1(Uy) = >_i_, A;y? is diagonal and A; # 0.
Consequently, we can find disjoint subsets I, J C {1,2,...,r} such that
TuJ=1{1,2,...,r} and

S A2 =3 1Ay = ST Ay
=1

iel jeJ

Fori e I and j € J let

U = [1/V1Al 2/V/|A]] and % = [1/43/n] Al 1/2+/n|Ay]).
Define 4 C R™ 5 to be the set consisting of tuples (zy,..., T, 5)
such that z; € % ifie I, z; € ¥;if j € Jand o € [-1,1] if k& > r.
Then Q1(Uz) > 1 for any z € B. Set Qo = UZA.
Let P > 1. Observe that if y € PQ., then y = Uz, for some
z € PA, whence |Q1(y)| = |Q1(Uz)] = |Y;_, Aiz?| > P? This
completes the proof of the second statement of the lemma.
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We will deduce the other statements by appealing to Proposition [£.2]
Let X € A™ denote the hypersurface cut out by the equation C'(x,y) =
0. Recall the map 7 from Sectiondl Then for any P > 1, it follows that
PQ. C (X (R)). To see this, note that Q;(y) # 0 whenever y € PQ...
As a result, there exists x € R® such that 327, 2,Qi(y) + R(y) = 0.
Thus the hypotheses of Theorem are all satisfied and the lemma
follows. U

7.2. Proof of Theorem [7.3l Let C(x,y) be as in (T.I]). Suppose
that [(y) is a linear form that divides each @Q;(y). Then after making
a change of variables, we may suppose that
5
Cxy)=uk Z a;xy; + R(y) (7.6)
i=1
where k is an integer between 1 and n —5 and «; are integers. Suppose
that k > 5. The case where 1 < k < 4 is handled similarly, the details
of which are left to the reader.

Since C(x,y) is non-degenerate, in the x;, we see that a; # 0. We

will rewrite this as follows,
2
Cx,y)=yk Z QrYi + Ry (w3, 24, 25,y)
i=1
where R (23,24, T5,Y) = Q3T3Y3Yk + QuaTaYalr + Q5T5ysyr + R(y).

Let 1 <Y < B be a parameter. Let &(0Y") denote the set of primes
in the interval [0Y,26Y], where 0 < ¢ < 1/10 is a small fixed real
number. Let g = (o, a2) and set 81 = ay/g and By = ay/g. We have
the following lemma.

Replacing x3, x4 and x5 by g3, gr4 and gzs and y by gy in (Z6]), we
see that to solve the equation C(x1, 2, gx3, T4, gxs, gy) = 0 it suffices
to solve

2
Yk <Z ﬁzxzyz> —+ Rl (1'3, Ly, Ts, y) = 07

i=1

where 5; = «;/g. Note that (51, 82) = 1. Thus we have

N(B) > > > 1. (7.7)

(z3,74,25,y) €% (Y) lz1|;|z2|<B/g
(z1,22,9)=1
2| Biwiyi+Ri(x3,24,25,y) /yr=0

By construction, we have that Ry (z3, x4, 75,y)/yr < Y?. Let

2
Ny = {X VAR Zﬁzxzyz = 0} .
i=1
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Since o # 0, we see that rank A, ,, = 1 and det A, ,, > Y. Conse-
quently, if Y < B'~¢, for any € > 0, by Corollary we get that

{|ZE1| 22| < B/g and (x,9) =1 Zﬁz Ty = —31(553,934,935,Y)/yk}

=1

> B/Y +O(1).
Therefore, by (7.7) and by Lemma [7.5] we have for any Y < B¢ that

BYn_4
log Y

Theorem [7.3] follows from setting Y = B¢,

N(B) >

+0. (Y"/logY).

7.3. Proof of Theorem [7.4l. We begin with the following result.

Lemma 7.7. Letv > 4. Let 1(y), ..., ¥,(y) be quadratic forms in m
variables with integer coefficients. Suppose that V(x,y) = x1¢1(y) +

.+ xy,(y) is irreducible over Q and non-degenerate in the variables
x;. Let Zy C A™ denote the variety cut out by the equation V(x,y) =
0. Then the set

{x € AY: Z is not integral}

s contained in a proper subvariety of Av. In particular, there exists a
minor of order 3 in M[x] that does not vanish identically, where M x|
denotes the matriz of the quadratic form VU over Q(x1,...,x,).

Proof. Let Z C A™ denote the variety cut out by > .., z;1;(y) = 0.
Let m : Z — A" denote the natural projection map (x,y) — x. It is
clear that 7 is a morphism of finite type with fibres Zx. Let n = (0)
denote the generic point of A”. Then the generic fibre Z,, is nothing but

Spec (FI({X ) , where K = Q(z1,...,,). Recall that a scheme is integral
if and only 1f it is reduced and irreducible. We have by Proposition
that Z, is geometrically integral. As a result, the first assertion of
the lemma follows from [29, Tag 0559] and [29, Tag 0578] applied to
m, since A" is irreducible. The second statement of the lemma follows

from Lemma [3.5] O

Let M[x] denote the matrix associated with the quadratic form
S 2iQi(y). Let {¢1(x), ..., 65(x)} denote the set of minors of M|x]
that do not vanish identically. This set is non-empty by Lemma [7.7
We will now discuss two separate cases:

(1) The minors ¢;(x) have no common linear factor.
(2) U(x) | ¢i(x) for each 1 < i < J and [(x) is a linear form.
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7.3.1. Case 1: The minors ¢;(x) have no common linear factor. Let
1 <Y < B be a parameter we will choose later. Since F(x,y) is
irreducible, it follows from Lemma [Z1] that ();(y) have no common
factor.

Let €(Y) denote the set constructed in Lemma and let y €
€¢(Y). Then ged(Q1(y),...,Q5(y)) <c 1. As a result, if p | y,
then p? | ged(Qi(y),...,Qs5(y)) <c 1. This shows that for any
y € F€(Y), we have that ged(yi,...,yn—5) <c 1. Therefore if we
let g(y) = ged(y1, - - -, Yn_s), we have

Z s g(y (7.8)

yeE(Y)

with Ny 4y (B) as in (Z3) and g(y) <¢ 1.
Let

Ay —{XEZ5 Zx, Qi( _0}. (7.9)

Then Ay is a lattice in R®. If y € €(Y), as Q;(y) > Y? for some i, we
get that rank Ay = 4. Let G(y) = 3.7_, Qi(y)?. Then we also have

_ G(y)
Y ged(@Qi(y), .-, Qs(y))
> Y2

det A

As a result, if y € €(Y) then |R(y)|/detAy < B'™". Therefore,
appealing to Corollary and noting that g(y) < 1, we get that

w0

where A\;(y) > 1 is the first successive minimum of the lattice A,.
As M (y) < (det Ay)V* < Y2 < BY271/2 we see that B7 /A (y)! <
B3 /X (y)? for each 0 < j < 2. Therefore, we have

Ny,g(y)(B) >>

B < B’ )
v.g(y)(B) det A M(y)?
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Summing over vectors y € € (Y), we get that

N(B)= Y Ny(B)
ye?Z(Y)

BS
>BY T Y 140 Y WOIE
yeL(Y) rar‘1}1’<‘§yz4 1y (7.10)

33
>BY"T+0| >
g M)

rank Ay=4

by Lemma Let

Z :
ET = . (7.11)
3
rank Ay=4

To estimate E'T', we will require the following lemma, which is an ef-
fective version of Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem.

Lemma 7.8. Suppose that F(x,y) satisfies the hypotheses in the state-
ment of Proposition [74. Let {¢1(x),...,¢5(Xx)} be the set of minors
of order 3 of M[x| that do not vanish identically. Suppose that ¢;(x)
have no common linear factors. Then for € > 0 we have

5
# {|X\ <R: inQi(y) is reducible over Q} <. R**e
i=1

Proof. We have by Lemma [7.7 that the set of x € A® for which
S 2;Q;(y) is reducible is contained in a proper subvariety in A%,
For any such x, Lemma [B.5] ensures that rank M[x] < 2. Therefore, if
x € A° such that 37 2;Q;(y) is reducible, then ¢(x) = 0, for each
minor ¢ of order 3 in M[x].

Suppose first that there exists a minor A(x) of order 3 that is irre-
ducible over Q. Then an upper bound for the number of |x| < R such
that 37, 2;Qi(y) is reducible is given by # {|x| < R: A(x) = 0},
which is O.(R*™¢), for any £ > 0, by [9, Theorem 3].

Suppose next that we are in the case where all the minors ¢; have a
linear factor. Then by our assumption that ¢; have no common factor,
there exist at least two minors of order 3, Ay(x) = l41(x)q1(x) and
Ag(x) = l5(x)q2(x), say, with [;(x) non-constant. In this case, the set
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of x € A% such that >, #,Q;(y) is reducible lies in
2 = {X S A5 . Al(X) = AQ(X) = 0} .

Using the fact that [;(x) 1 Aq(x) and lo(x) 1 A1(x), we get that 2~ lies
in a codimension 2 subvariety in A°. This completes the proof of the
lemma. 0

As rank Ay =4 for each y in (ZI1]), we have that
M(y) < (det Ay)H* < V12,

Therefore we may write

ET = B® Z RS Z 1

1<R<<Y1/2 ‘Y‘gy
R dyadic such that
rank Ay=
and
R<A(y)<2R
<B* Y RPY M1
I<R<Y1/2 ly|<Y |x|<2R
R dyadic xXEAy
< B3 E R_3 g Z 1.
1<R<<Y.1/2 IX‘<2R ‘Y‘gy
R dyadic Y1 ziQi(y)=0

By Lemma [[.§ and [20, Theorem 2] we get
ET <. B3 Z R—3 {R5yn—7+€ + R3yn—6+€}

ISR<Y/?
R dyadic

<<€ B3yn—6+a

for any fixed € > 0. By setting Y = B'~% the first case of Proposi-
tion [ follows from (7.10).

7.3.2. Case 2: The minors ¢;(x) are divisible by a common linear fac-
tor. Let I(x) be a linear form in x. Let Z; C A" be the variety defined
by F(x,y) = l(x) = 0. Make the change of variables [(x) = z5. Then
we get

F(x,y) =mi(z)Qi(y) + ... +ms(z)Qs(y)

for linear forms mq(z), ..., ms(z). Let m;(z) = 3

=1 Ti,j7; and set

4
Ti<21, ey 24) = mi(zl, ey Z4,0) = ZTZ'JZ]‘.
j=1



62 V. VINAY KUMARASWAMY AND NICK ROME

Let

Fi(z,y) = ZTi(Z) = ZZJ ZTZJQZ ZZJGJ

7=1 i=1 7j=1
Then we find that
Z, CA* x A" Fi(z,y) = 0.

Suppose first that Z; is irreducible. Since Z; is non-degenerate in z;,
we get from Lemma [7.7] that get that the set

{z € A*: Fi(z,y) is reducible over Q}

is contained in a proper subvariety of A, Taking I(x) to be the linear
factor that divides every minor of order 3 in M[x], this in turn implies
that the set

{x € A’ : F(x,y) is reducible over Q}

is contained in a codimension 2 subvariety in A°. As a result, we get
that

{\x| R: ZLQ is reducible over Q} < R

Using the above estimate in place of Lemma [T.8] we may argue as in
Section [T.31 to conclude that N(B) >, B"37¢ if Z; is irreducible.
Turning to the case where Z; is reducible, we find that

Z zig;(y

j=1
for linear forms ¢(y) and g;(y). Moreover, we have
5

F(x,y) = . 7i(2)Qi(y) + 25 ZTi,5Qi(y)

= t(y) Z 9i(¥)zj + 25 Z TisQi(y)

Therefore, by making a change of variables, we may suppose that

Xy _ylzzzz +25Q )
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for certain linear forms /;(y) that have no common factor, and a non-
zero quadratic form Q(y).

We proceed once again as in Section [Z.3.1l Let n > 0 and 1 <Y <
B7". Let €(Y) be as in Lemma and let Ay be as in (9). Then

we get from (Z.8) and (ZI0) that

B* B?
N(B 0] _— 7.12
(B)> ), det i, © 2 M y)? (7.12)
yeE(Y) yl<y
rank Ay =4

where A (y) is the length of the shortest non-zero vector in Ay. Note
that A\ (y) < (detAy)Y* < Y2 Arguing as before, we get from
Lemma [7.6] that

B4
> Tk, By T, (7.13)
yeZ(Y)

Moving on to estimating the error term in (7.12)), define the lattice

Ky:{x€Z4 Zx” —0}

If [;(y) # 0, for some i, we see that /N\y is a sublattice of A, of rank 3.

Observe that if x = (z1,...,25) € Ay, then (z1,...,24) € Ky as long

as y; # 0.
Suppose that R < A;(y) < 2R for some R > 1. Then there exists

a vector x in the annulus R < |x|; < 2R such that x has the least

length in Ay. Then if y; # 0, we find that z = (z4,...,24) € Ky, which
has shorter norm. So the shortest non-zero vector in A must, in fact,

lie in A Note that the length of the shortest integer vector in Ay is
bounded by Y/", where r = rank Ay. As a result, if we let

1
o 3
ET =B Z WOIR

lyl<Y
rank Ay=4



64 V. VINAY KUMARASWAMY AND NICK ROME

we must have

ET<<B3Z%Z o1

1SR<Y1/3 YISY xeAynzi ;.
Y dyadic l{l@iﬁOO R<|x|<R
for some i
1
NP v
lyl<Y 1y
rank Ay=4
either y;1=0,
or l;(y)=0
for each i
3 1 3y n—6
;Y =5 > > 1L +BY"™™,
1<R<<Y1/3 xez?)rim |y|<Y
Y dyadic R<|x|<R S zili(y)=0

where we have used the fact that if either y; = 0, or if [;(y) = 0 for
each 4, then rank Ay # 4 unless Q)(y) # 0, which forces x5 = 0, whence

M(y) =1
Since x € Z7;,, and since ;(y) have no common linear factors, we
have
4 n—6
#AYISY D ailily) =0p < = + YT
i=1 2

Consequently, we get

1 Yn—6
ET < B® Z — Z ( + B3Y"‘7) 4+ By

3 R
ISR<YY/3 XEZY in
Y dyadic R<|x|<R
< BY"C N (1+R/Y) <. B0t
ISRKY!/3
Y dyadic

for any € > 0. Thus by setting Y = B2 we get from (Z.13) that
N(B) . B"3*.
This completes the proof of Theorem [7.4]
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