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ON THE 2-TORSION IN CLASS GROUPS OF NUMBER FIELDS
DANTE BONOLIS

ABSTRACT. In 2020, Bhargava, Shankar, Taniguchi, Thorne, Tsimerman, and Zhao proved

that for a finite extension K/Q of degree n > 5, the size of the 2-torsion class group is
1_1

bounded by #hs(K) = O, (D} " +s), where Dy is the absolute discriminant of K. In

11
the present paper, we improve their bound by proving that #ho(K) = O, (D% 6K+8),

1 3
for a constant dx > 55—~ — B/ran=1)"

1. INTRODUCTION

For a given number field K/Q of degree n and for any ¢ prime, a classical problem in
algebraic number theory is to bound the size of hy(K), the ¢-torsion subgroup of the class
group h(K). Since #hy(K) < #h(K), from the Brauer-Siegel Theorem (see [Lan94, Chapter
XVI]) one deduces that

#hy(K) = O, (D*(log Dg )",
where Dk denotes the absolute value of the discriminant of K over Q. Recently, Lemke

1
Oliver and Zaman (|LZ25, Corollary 1]|) showed that for every ¢, one has #h,(K) = o(D})
(and where the saving is an explicit power of log(Dg)). On the other hand, it is conjectured
that

#hi(K) = One(Di), (1)
for any € > 0. This conjecture remains widely open; the only case currently known is (n, ) =

(2,2), which follows from Gauss’ genus theory. In fact, even establishing the existence of a
constant d,,, > 0 such that for any number field K of degree n, we have

#hy(K) < D2 'm0t

It is already a challenging problem. In this paper, we focus on the case ¢ = 2. It was shown
in [BSTTZ20, Theorem 1.1] that one may take

0.2874... if n = 3,4,
571,2 = 1 .
if n > 5.

2n
Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let K/Q be a number field of degree n > 5. Then, there exists 0x > 0 such
that for any € > 0, one has

Hhy(K) = Opo(DE 6,

1 3

Moreover we have that 0 > S (D)
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2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF

We start by fixing some notation: let Ok be the ring of integers of K. It is a well-known

1
fact that Ok is a Z-lattice of rank n. Moreover, we have Disc(Ok) = D}.. For every a € Ok,

consider the norm:
lal = > lo(a)],
oc€Emb(K/Q)

where Emb(K/Q) denotes the set of embeddings of K into C fixing Q. Since Ok is a
lattice, we can find a basis {oyx = 1,0k,...,q, x} which is Minkowski-reduced, i.e.
such that 1 < |lagk| < -++ < |lankl, and for each i < n — 1, || k|| < ||v|| for every
v ¢ Span{l, as i, -+ ,;_1 x}. Observe that this implies that

1
oz el -+ llam, ke || < D (2)
Finally, for each ¢ = 2,...,n, we denote by d; i the real positive number such that ||a; x| =
D(;;’K . At this point, it is useful to record the following
Proposition 2.1. Let K/Q be a finite extension of degree n. Then

1
i) lan,x|| = On(Df). In particular we have 0 < §; x < =+ o0(1), for each 2 < i < n;

1

i) ookl = On(DE" V). In particular we have 0 < 8y i < m + o(1).

1
Proof. We start with (7). The bound ||, k|| = On(D}) is proved in [BSTTZ20, Theorem
1.6]. Since the basis {1, a2k, ..., i} is Minkowski-reduced, we have ||a; k|| < ||on k|| =
1
O(D}) for every i € {2,...,n}. Hence, 0; x < = 4 o(1) for every i € {2,...,n}, as claimed.
For (i), it is enough to observe that by (2),

1
Die > llazll -+ ol = floe sl

O

Our starting point is the same as [BSTTZ20, Theorem 1.1]: The size of the 2-torsion of a
number field extension is bounded by

1
Dn .
#ho(K) < # {(y,zb ) €zt El << Ehg fori=1,.0n } -
y? = Ni(21 4 2000k + ++ + 2000 k)

In [BSTTZ20|, the bound for #hs(K) (when n > 5) is achieved by fixing a choice of z, ..., z,
and by using the Bombieri-Pila bound ([BP89]) to count integral solutions (y,z;) of the
curve,

Y?= Ng (X1 + 20 + -+ 2l k)

11 11
in the box [-D2,D}] x [-Dj-, Dj]. Similarly to Salberger’s approach ([Sal22]), we shall
instead fix only z3, ..., z, and count integral solutions (y,x1, z3) on the surface
Y?= Ng (X1 + Xooo k + 2303 5 -+ + 200 K ),
in the box
b o Lo Lo i
[—Di. D] x [=Dg, Dg] x [-Dy , D J- (3)

One of the main difficulties in using this approach is that the box in (3) has edges with

highly unequal sizes: for instance, when 5~ < 8, < m + o(1), the range of the variable
2



X5 is smaller than the square-root threshold of the range of the variable X, making the
analysis significantly more challenging. As a result, we are going to use a different approach
depending on the size of ds k.

. The case 0, x < 5-. In this case, it will be enough to deploy the classical square sieve
as mtroduced in [HB84] gettmg

Theorem 2.2. Letn > 5 and € > 0. For any number field K of degree n, we have

#h2( ) <<n5 DK

5, Theorem 1.1 holds for dx = &= — 52;( . Moreover, since
61n 62 £ < 0 when 09 x > 2 , it follows the bound in Theorem 2.2 is actually worst then the
one in [BSTTZ20 Theorem 1.1] in the range 5- < dy x < ( o) T o(1); hence, Theorem 2.2

alone would not suffice to prove Theorem 1.1.

That is, when 0 < dy g <

2
complicated due to the fact that the range of the variable X5 is considerably smaller than

the one of X;. To address this, we combine the square sieve with the g-analogue of van der
Corput (as in [Pie06]), proving

2.2. The case 5= < 0y < ( 17 + o(1). As mentioned earlier, this case will be the most

Theorem 2.3. Let n > 5 be an integer and € > 0. For any number field K of degree n, we
have

#h2( ) <<ns D Ea
provided that ﬁ <o k.

That is, When - S0y x <
defining

( 5+ 0(1), Theorem 1.1 holds for §x = % — %ff. Thus, by

1 dorc 1 302 K 1 3
- 2K - 92K L _ 7
~ 28n 28n(n—1)

one finally proves Theorem 1.1.
The main ingredient in proving Theorem 2.2 is the following stratification result for expo-
nential sums

Proposition 2.4. Let F(X,Y) € F,[X,Y] a square free polynomial such that
FIX)Y]= H(X + a;Y + b;) over Fy,
i=1
and assume that the following conditions hold:

i) There exists i € {2,...,n} such that ay # a;.
i) =2t - (bj — by) # by — by for any i, j such that a; # ay and i # j.

a;

i1i) For every i,j with i # j, b; # b;.
Then there exists A, C {(r,t) € F, x F,} such that
3



i) for any (r,t) € (F, x F,) \ As, one has

> <F(9:,y)> <F(z,y + T)) ep(s(x — 2) + ty)| < p7/%(s,t, )"/

(z,y,2)€F p p
i) #A, = On(1).

When (s,p) = 1, Proposition 2.4, implies that the exponential sum

> <F(I7y)) (F(zay“‘))ep(s(x_z)ﬂy) (4)

@yoers ~ P p

exhibits square root cancellation for all (r,¢) which are not contained in a set of codimension
0 in Ff,. Then Proposition 2.4 is the analogue of showing that the A-number associated to
the exponential sum 4, in the sense of [Kat89|, is not zero. We remark that, in general,

determining whether the A-number associated with an exponential sum does not vanishes is
a difficult problem (see [Kat94], [FKO01]).

3. PREVIOUS RESULTS

The size of the hy(K), for a given number field K of degree n, has been the object of
extensive studies in the past years. As we mentioned in the introduction, the bound in
(1) has been established only in the case n,¢ = 2. Many efforts have been made to prove
power-saving bounds of the form

Bhy(K) e D2

We can summarize all the cases in which some power-saving bound has been achieved in the
following table:

Source On.e n £ Other restrictions

Gauss 1/2 2 2

[Pie05, Pie06] 1/56 2 3

[EIV06] 0.0582 ... 2 3

[EVOT7] 1/6 2,3 3

|CK25] 0.1806 ) 3

[HB24] 1/(20) 2,3 prime | p | Dg = p < D%

[HB24| 1/(4¢) 3 prime | pure cubic extension
[BSTTZ20] 0.2215. .. 3,4 2

[EVOT7] 1/168 4 3 | Gal(K/Q) = Ay or Sy

[EVOT7] o 4 3 | Gal(K/Q)=Cy, Vy, or Dy
[BSTTZ20] 1/(2n) >5 2

[Sal22] SRSV >5 2 | Gox < 1/(2n)

[KW22] 1/2 P’ p° | Gal(K/Q) = G, any p-group G
[Wan21, Wan20| ex, powerful > 2 Gal(K/Q) = G, many nilp. grps G

We remark that Theorem 2.2 improves upon [Sal22| for all number field K with 0 <

dox < Significant efforts have been made to achieve unconditional improvements on
4

1
2n°



the trivial bound on average across families of number fields: [HP17|, [EPW17|, [Wid18|,
[FW18], [PTBW20], [An20], [FW21], [TZ23], [LOTZ24], [KT24], [LOWW?25], and [CK25].

3.1. Some application of Therem 2.3. We conclude the intrudiction by presenting some
consequences of Theorem 2.3.

Corollary 3.1. Let Q C F be a finite extension of Q. Then for every Q C F C K extension

of degree n, we have

#hZ(K) <<Dp,n,€ D?(737+€-

Proof. Since F' C K, one has that ||as k|| < ||ag.r||. Hence, Theorem 2.3 implies

l_i_(i_‘s?,K

7)4‘ 12 12
6n 3 € :DIQ( 3n+€||0{27[(||% S D[Q{ 3n ||CY2F||3 <<DF D2 3n+€'

O
Corollary 3.2. Let € > 0 and let q be a prime number. Then
#1o(QU/a)) <ne Dy 70T
Proof. One has ||os k|| < ¢» and Dgyg = ¢" " Then,
1 n—1y ——— T
los x| < g7 = (¢" )"0 = D
which implies dg[yg,2 < m Hence, an application of Theorem 2.3 complete the proof of
the Corollary. 0

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

4.1. Some Lemmas. As mentioned in the introduction, the idea is to deploy the square
sieve to detect how often the norm

Ng(Xy 4+ Xooo i + 2303 )¢ + -+ - + 2pun ) = F (X1, Xo),

11 1_
is a square, for (x1,z5) € [—D[”(,Dl"(} X [ D” oK ,Dp 62“} N Z2, and where

1_ 1_
zc |:_D[n{ 53,K’Dln< 53,K:| oo |: D" On, K D" nK]mzn72
is fixed. Before applying the sieve, we must exclude certain choices of z for which our method
does not apply. Namely:
(¢) Those z € Z" 2 such that the polynomial N (X + Xoaa i + 2303 k + -+ + 200 i)
is a square, i.e., the equation
Y?= Ng(Xq + Xoog x + 2303 ) + -+ - + 2,0 k)

has a solution for every choice of X7, X5. We denote the set of these points as Zn.
(it) Those z € Z"2 for which the the polynomial F,(X;, X5) does not satisfies the hy-
potheses of Proposition 2.4 over Q. We denote the set of these points as Zp.

To simplify the notation, from now on we denote
- t—ba Kk E—l2kK
B:[—DK,DK]X[ D~ pr ]
and L b3k =03k L 60Kk NE—Onk
cz[—D;; K Dy }x---x[—D}; < Dy }
5



4.1.1. The contribution of Zn. We start by recording the following Lemma, which is proved
in [BSTTZ20, Bottom of page 6] and will be useful in bounding the contribution of the
Z € Zn:

Lemma 4.1. Let K/Q be a number field and assume that there exists Q C F C K, such
that [K : F] = 2. Then #hy(K) <. DL
Corollary 4.2. Assume that K/Q does not contain a subfield of index 2. Then Zg is empty

ifn=2>5,6,7, and
> Y et

zeCNZg (I17$2)€B
Fy(z1,22)=0

forn > 8.

Proof. 1f the polynomial F,(X;,Xs) is a square, then F,(Xi,z2) = Ngo(X1 + 2200k +
2323 + - -+ + 2,04, ) 18 & square for every value of x5 € Z. On the other hand, since we are
assuming that K does not contain any subfield of index 2, one can find (z,2) such that
Fo(X1,23) = Ngo(Xi + 2200 k + 2323+ - - - + 2, i) 1s & square only if there exists F C K
such that [K : F] > 2 even (see [BSTTZ20, proof of Lemma 4.1]). Hence, for n = 5,6, 7 the
set Z is actually empty. Let us assume now n > 8. We start by writing

2. 2 = > >

z2€CNZO (z1,22)€BNZ2 2€CNZ" =2 (x1,x2)EBNZ2
Fz(a:l,azg):D Fz(Xla—XQ):D Fz(xl,xg):D

> > oL

, EZ"71 1
(Iffa)z K o E+0 K lz1|<Dg
(22,2)€[-Dy D xC Fy(z1,22)=0
Fp(X1,22)=0

An application of [BSTTZ20, Lemma 4.1] leads to

1
> 1 <o D

(x2,2)€Zn 1

1
(w2,2)€[~ D]
Fo(X1,22)=0

Z Z 1 <<n,5 D%{"‘%""E’

(22,2)€Z" 1 1
TR N R T ler<Dj

(xg,z)e[—gK(X ' ),Dg TIXC Fa(x1,w2)=0
z 1,22)=

as claimed. O

IN

o0 K E+oo K
K prTtK e

Hence

4.1.2. The contribution of Zr. We now bound the contribution of the vectors in C N Zp.

Since we have
n

FX, X5l = J[(X1+ a2 Xs+2) over Q

=1

= H (X1 + o(azx) Xz + 0(2)) over Q,
o€Emb(K)
6



the polynomial F,[X, X,] satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 2.4 over Q, if

a) the element z does not belong in any intermediate field Q@ C F' C K (this will also
guarantees that F, is square-free);
b) for every o,7 € Emb(K), with 0 # 7, and 7(aw k) # «, one has

—Z O(OQ’K> — 2K T(2) — 2
7(2) 2 # LS () - 2).

Notice that, since ay € K \ Q, the polynomial F' always satisfies condition (i) of Proposition
2.4. We start with the following:

Lemma 4.3. Let A € K\ {0,1}, and let 0,7 € Emb(K/Q) such that o # 7. Let V, . be
the Q-vector space defined as

Vam,\:{xEK:x: L o) = 2 T(x)}.

Then dimg(V;.-) < 2.

Proof. Let L be the Galois closure of K, observe that we can extend any embedding Emb(K/Q)
to an element of Gal(L/Q): for every p € Emb(K/Q), we will denote p one of its extension
to the whole L. Consider the linear map

p: K — L,

defined as ¢(z) =  — 550(2) + 257(2). Then V., = Ker(p). Moreover, denote by
Worn = Im(p). Let d = dimV, .. Then dimg W, ., = n —d, and let {hy,...,h,—q} be
a basis of for W, .. Let p1,..., pp_—ar1 € Emb(K/Q) distinct morphisms and consider the

system

Xipi(hy) + -+ Xp—ar1Pn—ar1(h1) =0
Xip1(ha) + -+ Xo—dr1pn—ds1(h2) =0
Xip1(hp—a) + -+ Xp—ar1pn—as1(hn—q) =0

Since this system has n — d equations in n — d 4 1 variables, one of the columns has to be a
linear combination of the others. Hence, without loss of generality:

Pr—dr1(h1) p1(h1) Prn—d(h1)
Pr—d+1(h2) p1(h2) Pn—d(h2)
+: = : + -+ pna )
ﬁn—d—i—l (hn—d) ﬁl(hn—d) ﬁn—d(h’n—d)a

for some p1, ..., ft—q. Knowing that hy, ..., h,_q is a basis for W, y and that ¢ vanishes on
Vo7, one has

Pr-d+1 0P = p1(Pro @) + - hn—d(Pn—a © ¢)-
By contradiction, assume that d > 2?” Then, n —d < 3. We claim that for every k < %, we
can find Ay = {Id = p1, p2, ..., pr+1} C Emb(K/Q), such that:

PP pEPoo, p#por foranyj<i (5)
7



We do this by induction, when k = 0, we can take {Id}. Assume the claim is true for k — 1,
then the set

Br1 = U {paﬁoaaﬁoT}a

pPEAL_1
has cardinality #B,_1 < 3k < n (we are assuming k < %). Since Emb(K/Q) = n, we can
find pry1 € Emb(K/Q)\ Ay which proves the claim. Since n —d < %, the claim implies that
there exists A,,_q = {Id = p1, ..., pn—at1} C Emb(K/Q) such that for any i =1,...,n —d +1
pi# b PG00, pi#Bor foranyj<i
Since we have n — d 4+ 1 endomorphisms, by the previous part (reordering the morphisms if
necessary), we have that
Pr—dt1 0P = f1(P1o@) + fin—a(Pn-d © ¥).
On the other hand, using the definition of ¢, one would get that

1 Pn—d+1 O‘) ~

Pt = T e oD T ) o
n—d
1 . pi(A) .
+ (= e )+ T2 o),

which would contradict the Artin-Dedekind’s linear independence of characters (|[Rot98,
Page 76, Lemma 76]) since, by construction, the character p, 4.1 does not appear in the
right-hand side of (6). O

We recall that, for every z € Z" 2, we have z = Zgag i+ - + zpo, gk € K. Moreover, in

what follow we denote .
Eyxs = — — 9, .
o= 3 ( ],K)

s 2n
3<j<n

Corollary 4.4. Let K/Q be a number field of degree n > 5 which does not contain any
subfield of index 2. Let o,7 € Emb(K/Q) be two distinct element in Emb(K/Q) such that
T(ag ) # g . Then

n—2 | __oloek) —oak 3 Exs
#{ZECHZ co(z) —z = (o x) = nr (1(2) z)} < Dy

Proof. Consider the vector space

V. = {:c €K o(r) — g = JO2K) Z02k a:')} .

7’(042,1() — Qg2 K

We first handle the case when 2925702 — 1 Tp this case, « satisfies (t71oo0)(z) =, ie.
T(CY2,K)—@2,K

z € K™ ' which is a Q-vectorspace of dimension at most g (since we are assuming that K
does not contain any subfield of index 2). Since 1 € V,,, we have
. n
dim ({(23, .., 20) @ 23035 + -+ + 2p0n Kk € Vor}) < 3~ 1.
Thus,

Cacjcn i1 (—0x)

n— s Ev
#{zcCNZ"?:2€V,,} <Dy < D,
8



since when n > 5, 2 +1 < %” We now assume % # 1. In this case, we can
apply Lemma 4.3 with A = %, getting dimg V' < 22 Moreover, one has that
17 Q2 K € Va‘,T7 thus
. 2n
dim ({(x3, ..., %5) : X33 + -+ + Tpapx € V}) = 3 2.
Thus, it follows that
#(V,. NCNZ"2) < DIEs,

as claimed. 0

Lemma 4.5. Some notation as Corollary 4.13. Then

#{z € CNZ"?:0(z) =2z for some o € Emb(K/Q)\ {ld}} < D<*

Proof. One has that

#{r € K : o(x) =z, for some 0 € Emb(K/Q) \ {Id}} = U K,

o€Emb(K/Q)
o#£ld

where K7 is the field of all the element in K which are fixed by o. Since [K : K?] > 3
(we are assuming that K does not contain any intermediate field of index 2), then K7 is a
Q-vector field of dimension < %, for every o € Emb(K/Q) \ {Id}. Moreover, since 1 € K

dim <{(Z3’ .“7Zn> : 230537[( +et Znan,K S KJ}) S g - 1L

Hence,

#{z € CNZ"?:0(2) = 2, for some o € Emb(K/Q) \ {Id}} <« D23<]<n+1< )

< D23<]<2” (%_ JFK)

sincewhenn25,§+1§%" O
We are finally ready to prove
Corollary 4.6. Assume that K/Q does not contain a subfield of index 2, and 69 x > ﬁ.

Then .
S Y ie.pith

z€C  (21,z2)EBNZ?
ZGZF\ZD F (1'1 Z'Q) O

Proof. We have:

Zp = U ve-|u U &7 |nz
o,7€Emb(K/Q) o€Emb(K/Q)
OH#T o#ld

T(az K )FQ K



where

V., = {z €Co(s) —p o 02K Z 02 z)} .

7(042,1() — Qg K
Moreover, we recall that

3<j<2e
> o2 1= > >
z€C  (x1,x2)EBNZ? zECNZp  (z1,22)EBNZ2
ZEZF\ZD Fz(ml $2) O FZ(XI X2)7£D Fz(z1 1‘2) O
= 2 2 2!
ZGCQZF

—02 K <
P <D” e |<Dw
Fo(X1,X2)20  lz2|< Fy (21 9) =]

<o DZ - DETRE (0 Zp)

where in the last step, we used the Bombieri-Pila bound (|[BP89]). Using Corollary 4.4 and
Lemma 4.5, one gets

#(C N Zp) < DI,
On the other hand, (2), implies that

D?‘F(%*éQ,K)‘FEK,S _ D;:JFZKK%’P (%_ J)K) < D%{_ﬁ_ j>%”(%_ J%K)
If
1 1
Z o 0K | S '
J>%”72
then
S Gk <t
3T
>3 -2

Since from (2) we have

This would imply that

|22 —2)

1 1 1 1 1 6
L_‘ZJ@“ 2 =g Y K<y i tm S

Thus, one deduces that

1 6 omn |
5 - T3] < — h >5
2’K<<6 7n) (3 ) _4, whnen n -~

which would be in contradiction with the fact that we are assuming s x > 4-- Hence, we
have
> ()25,
n K=
j>2r—2

10



which leads to

1 1

Z Z 1 <<n6 Di_%_m

2€CNZr  (z1,x2)€BNZ2
Fo(X1,X2)#0 F,(z1,20)=0

which conclude the proof of the Lemma. O

4.2. Preparation for the sieve: smooth weights. As previously mentioned, our strategy
is to fix z = (z3,..., 2,) and study how often

F,(x1,29) = Ng (X1 + Xooy i + 2303 ¢ + - - + Znan,K)

is a square, as (x1, z3) ranges over the box

1 1 L 6k NE-O2k
B, = [—D;;,D;;] X [—D;; S, Dp T ]

a,(n) = Z 1.

(z1 ,iEQ)EBszQ
Fy(z1,22)=n

Having this in mind, define

Then,

H#{(21,72) € By 1 Fylwy,22) =0} <> ay(k?). (7)

keN

Our goal is to estimate the right-hand side of (7) using the square sieve (including its
version for composite moduli). As we will see in the upcoming sections, after applying
the sieve lemma, we will need to apply the Poisson summation formula. For that reason,
rather than working directly with the sequence (a,(n)),en, we will instead introduce suitable
smooth weights. We begin by choosing two smooth functions gi, go : R — R satisfying the
following properties:

i) g1 is supported on [—DI%(, D[ﬂ and go is supported on [—Di_&“{, Di_éz’K]
it) for any k > 0, we have that

akgl 9" 92
oxy Ok Oxs Oak
From the condition above, one deduces the following bounds on the Fourier transforms of
g1, and go

1_
<<D < Dy Hm—ta) (8)

—2

1 1
G1(u)| < Dp|1+uDp

N 15 L s k|”
, |ge(u)| < D" ‘1+uDI"( 2R
Then, for any n > 0 we define

win) = Y gi(w1)ga(a). (9)

(z1 ,1‘2)622
Fy(z1,22)=n

We remark that when n = 0,
(UZ(’I'L) _ 91(0)92(0) if z= O
0 otherwise,

since Fy(x1,x3) = Ni (21 + 2o k + 2303 k ++ - -+ 2,00, i) and @ € K is such that Ng(z) =0
if and only if z = 0.
11



4.3. The square sieve: proof of Theorem 2.3. We record the following Sieve Lemma
due to Heath-Brown [HB84]:

Lemma 4.7. Let P be a finite set of P prime numbers. Let (w(n))nen be a sequence of non
negative number such that w(n) = 0 if either n =0, orn > . Then

2 1 1 n
;w(k ) K F;w(n) + 52 Z Zw(n) <p_q)‘

p,gEP | n
p#q

We will use the sieve inequality in Lemma 4.7 to show:
Lemma 4.8. Let z € Z" 2\ {0} such that F,(X1, Xs) is not a square in Z[X1, X,|, and
consider the sequence (w,(n))nen defined in (9). Then,

269 f¢

D wnlk?) e D
k

“+e

To prove Lemma 4.8, we start by applying Lemma 4.7 to the sequence (w,(n)),:

9 1 1 n
Zk:wz(k: ) < F;wz(n) + 2 Z sz(n) (p_q>

p,gEP | n
P#q

: (10)

provided that P > (log Dk)?. By the definition of the sequence w,(n), it follows that

2 gk
D
Y Z . 11
p Il < P (1)

Hence, it remains to bound the second term on the left-hand side of (10). We start by
observing that

-t

= > gi@)g(ws) (%)

(z1,22)EZ?
Fz (11,&2 (12)
) ( SED IR TOND DEFACS
(a1,a2) (p T1EZ ToEL
z1=a1 (pq) za=az (pq)

0 < )g (Zj—;) T'(u,z; pg),

where for every r > 2 square-free and v € Z2,

T(v.zir)= Y. (M) er(arv) + agvy).

(a1,a2) (1)

(u1,u2)€Z?

12



An application of the Chinese Remainder Theorem shows that

S(z,p,q) = ! Yo (ﬂ) g2 <%) T(qu,z;p)T(Pu,z;q).

2
(pg)?* |, Soege \PU pq

4.3.1. The exponential sum T(v,z;r). In the next session (see Lemma 5.6), we shall prove
the following

Lemma 4.9. Let z = (23,...,2,) € Z" 2, such that F,(Xy, X5) is not a square. Then for
every prime number p such that

i) the polynomial F,(X1, X3) mod p is not a square;

it) pt Ng(o(az) — ), for every o € Emb(K/Q) such that o(asy) # as.

IT(v,2;p)| <n p(p,v1,02)7.

As a consequence of Lemma 4.9, we obtain

Corollary 4.10. Let () > 0 and let p,q be primes such that QQ < p,q < 2Q) and assume

i) the polynomials F,(X;, Xs) mod p, F,(X1,Xs) mod g are not squares in F, and F,
respectively;
i1) p,q1 Ng(o(ag) — ), for every o € Emb(K/Q) such that o(as) # ao.

Then
D%*(;Z,K

S(z,pq) <n @ + :
Q
provided that D < Q < Df{é“(.

Proof. Since the bound for T'(u, z, pq) depends on the G.C.D. between u;, us and pg we start
by rewriting S(z, pq) as

1 Cfur\ . [ us 1 Cfur\ . [ us
S(z,pq) = E 0 (—> G2 (—) T(u,z;pg)+ § G <—) Go (—) T(u,2z;pq)
(Pa)? &=, ~ \pa P4 (pa)? =, = \pa pq
(u,pg)=1 (u,pg)>1

From (8), it follows that

1 -2 1_g -2
o fur\ . (u 2_5 Dru D %y
i () (2)] 2 1 2h) (1 2 )
pq pq pq pq

On the other hand, by applying Lemma 4.9, one gets

1 Lo fur\ . U2
(pq)g Z ’T(u>ZQPQ)‘ "9 (]7_(]) g2 (p_q) <<n
ucz?
(uvng)zl

-2

2 5y k L L6k
DI”( ’ Dln(ul D}”{ T U2
<<“’Q’WZ(” pq) '<”—

< Q7



provided that D < pg < 4Q* We now deal with the contributions of those u for which
(u,pg) > 1:

o 2 0 () (o) s < 008 g S () ()

€2? uez?
(u,pg)>1 plu
3 1 “ Uy \ . Uz
ot 3 () (%)
) (pQ){gzz pq Pq
qlu

Provided that ¢ < D%_‘;QvK, one has

1 2 1_s
u u D“u Dr %y
Z§1(1>§2(—2)<<D“ ”Z K1 14+ =K 2
pq pq pq pq

ucz? uez?
qlu qlu
2 5y K
<L Dp
which is enough to complete the proof of the Lemma. 0

1
We are finally ready to complete the proof of Lemma 4.8: let () be such that D> <@ <
Df{&“{ and take
Q<p<2Q

P=<p: F,(X1,X5) mod p is not a square in F,
p1 Ng(o(ag) — ) for all 0 € Emb(K/Q) such that o(az) # s

Then combining (10), (11), and Corollary 4.10, one gets

Dy 1
S () <, Dk 18Q e
neZ Q

52 K

2 %2k
The optimal choice here is when @) = D;}» * . So we get

269 f¢

E 2 :%n_ 3 T€

wz(k)<<n,€ DK 9
neZ

4 202K 2 %2 K

1 42K 2 _ %K
provided that Dp < Dy * and D * < D%k which is satisfied as soon as
b < 5=
o — 2n

4.3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.2. We can now prove Theorem 2.2. Thanks to Lemma 4.1, we
may assume that K does not contain a subfield of index 2. We recall that

C— D%_‘SB,K D%_(SB,K D" On, K D%_én,K
= |—Dg Vg X - K )

and that

Zo={z€Z"?: F,(X},X,) is a square}.
14



Then

#h2(K) < # (y 21y ey 2 ) € Zn+1 : |ZZ| < DI%(_(;i’Kv for i = L..,n
Y y? = Ng(z + 2ok + -+ Zn Qi k)
=2 > !
2eCNZ"~2 (x1,22)EBNZ3 (13>
Fz C’3175'32) O
P IED DD DU DR
z€CNZn (z1,x2)EBNZ2 zECNZ" 2 (z1,x2)EBNZ2
Fz(xl,wg):[! ZgZD FZ(:L'l,:L'Q) O

For the second term in (13), we can use Lemma 4.8, getting

S Y i« #Cnz)Dp

2€CNZ" 2 (z1,22)EBNZ?
Fo(X1,X2)#0 Fy(z1,22)=0

26
1 s 4 29K
5_6J7K>+3n 3 1€

—_ D ?:3(

é
2 2,K
Dé—%Jr 3 T

On the other, thanks to Lemma 4.2 we know that

1 1
1+ te
Y Y i< DETT
z€CNZn (z1,x2)EBNZ2
Fy(z1,22)=0

when n > 8 and zero otherwise. Since 1 + % < % — for n > 6, we complete the proof of

1 3_
Theorem 2.2.
4.4. The square sieve for composite moduli: bounding hy(K) when 0, x is large.
In this section, we are going to prove Theorem 2.3. As mentioned in the introduction, we do
this by deploying the square sieve for composite moduli. We record here the sieve Lemma
as stated in [HP12, Lemma 2|

Lemma 4.11. Let A= |A|, U = |U| , and V = |V|, so that A= UV . Furthermore, assume
that V3 < A. Let w be a non-negative weight such that w(n) = 0 for n > expmin(U, V),

then
IEOES SCOES DIPMHIACHICHED

n#0 n#0 v’ €V uu'U In€EZ
u#u’
U n
DI CHECIE
v’V In€Z
vE£v!

In the remainder of this section we will use Lemma 4.11, to prove the following

Lemma 4.12. Let z € Z" 2\ {0} satisfying the following condition:

i) The polynomial F,(X1, Xs) is not a square in Z| X1, Xs].
15



it) For every o,7 € Emb(K/Q), with 0 # 7 and T(qe, k) # 2.k,

—Zz U(QQ’K> — 2K T(2) — 2
o(z) —z# () _a27K< (2) — 2),

i11) For every o € Emb(K/Q) \ {Id}, z ¢ K°.
Let (wz(n))n be the sequence defined in (7). Then,

45 11

Z wz<k2> Kne DI2(87_H52,K+£
k

and ultimately, use Lemma 4.12 to prove Theorem 2.3.
To prove Lemma 4.12, we start by applying Lemma 4.11, getting

D) = 5 St + 5 3 3 130 (5r) () et

ne”z v,v' €V uu't | n€EZ
ut (14)
U n
# o 2|2 () )

where U,V are finite families of primes that will be chosen later. Again, the first term on
the right-hand side of (14) can be easily bounded by

1 Dy "
L K
Y En wz(n) < VI (15)

Hence, we need to focus on the two other terms. We will refer to the term

= 23 () () e

v’ €V uu'U | n€EZ
u#u’

, (16)

as the main sieve and to the term

U

v,0'V

v#v’

I

> () et

nez

as the prime sieve.

Proof of Lemma 4.12: the main sieve. In what follows, we denote ¢; = uu/, g = vv'. We
start again from

S(2: q14) = g1(21) () (

(z1,22)€Z2

Fz<x17 x?))
q142
16



but this time, the first step will be to extend only the summation in x; over all the classes
modulo ¢ ¢s:

SIS WIS D C - B SR

142
z2€L y1 (q192) Nng T2€Z
z1=y1 (q1g2)

1 U

— g <—1) S(Z7U1; q192),

== 1
q1492 " 4192

where
S(z,u1; q1g2) = Z 92(2) Z (u1, T2; q142),

T2€L
and where for every r square-free number,

Z(uy, ;1) = Z <M> er(uyn).

r
y1 (r)
Again, applying the Chinese Remainder Theorem, one has that

S(z,u1;q1q2) = Z G2(22) Z (w1 Gz, 25 q1) Z (ur i, 2; ¢2)
T2EZ

1
—H2

l)’?’l, J
q2

We now deploy the g-analogue of the Van der Corput method: we denote H = |
Then

HS(z,u1;q192) = Z Z 922 + @1) Z(ni @, 22 + g2l 1) Z(uar, 2 + 2h; o)

hel0,H] 22€7
= Z Z (w1, ¥2; ¢2) Z 92(x2 + @21) Z (i@, x2 + @2l 1),
zo€l he(0,H]|

1_ 1_
where I = [Dp b _ ¢@H, D} b _ ¢2]. Applying Cauchy—Schwarz,

H2|S(Z7 U; QIQQ)|2 <K 2122,
where

¥ = Z | Z (w11, w23 go) |2

xo€l

o= > galwa+ eh)Z (i, w2+ g2l 1)

x2€l |he[0,H]
Expanding the square in X5, we get
Sa= Y. R(hihy),
h1,h2€[0,H]

where

R(h1, ho) = Z 922 + @2h1) 9o (2 + @2l2) Z (i@, w2 + goha; 1) Z (w2, T2 + g2h2s ¢ ).

ToE€EZL

17



Since R(hy, ha) = R(hy — ha,0), we get that
o= Y R(hi—hy,0)

hi,h2€[0,H]
= Y (H—|h)R(1,0)
he[—H,H]
< H Z Z 92(22)g2(22 + @2h) Z (w1 G2, %25 1) Z (w1 G2, T2 + q2h; 1) |
he[—H,H] |z2€Z
Then
Yo < H(Xaa + Yap),
where,

Soa = ) (9(22))*|Z (wis, w05 1)

xo€Z
Sop = Y |D 0a(@2)ga(ws + 2h) 2w, w25 91) Z (r G, w2 + @ahi 1) -
hel—H,H] |22€2
h+£0

An application of Lemma 5.4 gives

1_5 1_5
Y <o D qe, Yoa < D,

provided that U,V C {p : F(X,Y) mod p is not a square}. Thus, it remains to estimate
Yop. To do this, we first denote g, (x2) = go(22)g2(x2+q2h). Applying the Poisson summation
formula, one gets

223<<— >

> ( ) (1@, u2, g2h; 1)

U hel-H,H] lusez
where
F,(z, F(w,y+r
W(s.t.riq)= Y. ( ( y))( (w,y >>ep(s(x—w)+ty)
zyw (q1) « N

Applying Proposition 2.4, we have
Corollary 4.13. Let z = (z3,...,2,), and ¢ = uu’ with u,u’ primes such that for every
o € Emb(K/Q) with o # 7:
i) if o(az) # ao, then u,u'f Nk (o(a2) — az),
it) if o #1d, then u,u’' {o(2) — z,
i11) if T(ag k) # o, then
TRTESY ((0’ 2)—z— olask) — drx 7(2) — 2 ))
i ((ote) =~ R (1))

Then, for any s € Z/qZ, there exists Ay, C {(r,t) € (Z/uZ) x (Z/uZ)}, and As. C
{(r,t) € (Z/W'Z) x (ZJW'Z)}, such that

18



a) for any (r,t) such that (r,t) mod u & As., and (r,t) mod u & As ., one has

3 (Fz(Xl,Xz)) (Fz(w,yw))eql(s(x_w)ﬂy) < st

z,y,w (Q1) QI ql

b) #Asu = On(1), and #As. = O,(1).

We are ready to bound the contribution of Yyp. First we recall that ¢; = uu' with
u,u’ € U. From now one we set

U<u<2U
uf Ni(o(ae) — ), Vo :o(az) # as
U= u: uf Ng(o(z) — 2), Vo € Emb(K/Q) \ {Id}

wt N ( (U(z) EPACEY SN o z))) , Vo, 7 € Emb(K/Q) : m(asx) # as

T(ag, k)2 K

Moreover, we assume that H < U: in this way, it is guaranteed that h # 0, implies that
h # 0 (u) for every U < w. Since the bound for W (u1qz, ua, g2h; ¢1) in Corollary 4.13 depends
on the G.C.D. of q1,u1q2, and usqz. We have to handle two cases

i) the case when (u1,q;) = 1. We start by applying Corollary 4.13, getting

1 . U .
Yop K — Z Z Jn (—2> W(u1qz, us, g2h; 1)

L hel—m,H] up€Z 0
h#0 (q2h7u2)€Au1@,u
(q2h,u2)€A, g5 u

1 . (U _
+= > (—2) W w1z, uz, ¢2h; q1)

he[—H,H] U €T N
h#0 (q2h,u2) €Ay g5,u

w199, u!

+ i Z Z gh (%) W(“l@? U2, C]2h7 ql)
<<n H(h + ql Z Z
U2 €L

he[—H,H] us€Z ¢
A U2
gn |\ —
q1
h;éO (q2h u2)€Au1q2 u

h#£0  |(g2hyu2)€A
A Uz
+ Q1 Z Z gn a ;

Y hel—H,m u2€Z
h;éO (q2h, “2)€Au1¢12,u/

19




E-
Provided that we have ¢; > D}: >5. now we have

Tor pElsr x %

—H,H] u2€Z « (r,)E€Au, g3, hE[—H,H] uz€Z
h;éO (q2h, uz)EAu1q2 u h#0  u2=t (u)

gh=r (u)

k™ ¥y o3

(rt)€Au qz,u hE[-H,H] u2€Z
gah=r (u) V2= =t (u)

15
U2Dn 2,K

L6k
<, Dj:

1 1
provided that 4 < D" JQK, le. ¢f < Dp bk Moreover, recalling that H =

-0 K
n il
Dy

q2

|, we conclude that

PP IIEEDY

hE[ H,H) u2€Z
(q2h, UQ)EAuqu,u

fu 1_s
9h< 2>|<<nD" “q
q1

< Hepq
3
< Hqf,

. L_s 2_25 . L_s
provided that max{q2, Dj. ">} < ¢ < D ** (notice that max{¢2, Dj. "} < ¢
gurantees that H < ¢;). Hence, in this case, we have

3
ZQB <<n HCI127

provided that max{q3, D" “‘} <q < Dn “2ax

i1) The case (uy,q1) > 1. We start by writing

1 . U _
Yop K — Z Z dn (q—Q) W (@, ug, ¢2h; q1)
1

! he[-H,H] | wu2€Z
h#£0 (u2,q1)=1

1 A _
fr Y S a () W i)
1 1

he|—H,H] | wu2€Z
h#£0 (u2,q1)>1

(17)

observe that the contribution of the uy coprime ¢; can be bounded as in (i), getting

1 N ’u,2 o %
— Z Z 9n o W (ui@, us, goh; 1)| <n Haf,
1

N he[—H,H] | u2€Z
h#0 (u2,q1)=1

1_ 2_
provided that max{q3, D} 52’1(} <q <Dp X For the contribution of the second

sum appearing on the right-hand side of (17), we are going to use the trivial bound
20



< ¢? for the exponential sum (see Lemma 5.7), getting

1 u B
0 Z Z 9n (_2) W (u1qz, uz, g2h; q1)
q q

L hel—HH] | ez
h#0 (u2,q1)>1
9n | —
q1

SEDIEEDY

he[-H,H] u2€Z
h#0  (u2,q1)>1

L5y K

<<HQ1D[Z( )

1 1
provided that ¢f < Dp 25 Thus

1 f(u . 1_s
— Z Z n (Q—Q) W (w12, ug, g2h; ¢1)| < HDj: ",
1

D heChm| wez
(u2,q1)>1

228 Kk

1_ 2
provided that max{q3, D 62’K} <q <Dy
Combining the estimates for 3, ¥4, and Yo, we conclude

Lemma 4.14. Let z € Z" 2\ {0} satisfying the following condition:
i) For every o,7 € Emb(K/Q), with o # 7 and T(ag k) # Qo K,
o(z)—z o(a2r) = A2k (1(2) — 2),
T(Qox) — QoK
i1) For every o € Emb(K/Q) \ {Id}, z & K°.
Then, provided that H < q, and q5 = q1, one has

1 %K ,
S ) D qu if (ur, 1) =1
Z,U1;q192) <n %02 K
DK—%ql otherwise.
)

. 1_5 2 9§ 1
provided that max{q3, Dy "} < q < Dy ? “* and D02 < Q@27
Then we can finally bound the main sieve. From now on we set

V<ov <2V
V=<Luv: F,(X1,X5) mod v is not a square in F, ,
vt Ni(o(ag) — ag) for all o such that o(as) # as

1 %K

Moreover, we require D2 2 < U < Df{_(;“{ and U = V? and UV? < D < (UV)% We
have

1 R 1 N
S(z;q1q2) = — Z g1 (ﬂ) S(z,u1;q1ge) + —— Z g (ﬂ) S(z,u15 q1g2)

q1492 wie q192 41492 el q192

(u1,q1)=1 (u1,q1)>1
21



We start by dealing with the contribution of those u; such that (u1,¢;) > 1. An application
1

of Lemma 4.14 combined with our assumption that UV? < D, gives

1 N U1 D%75Q’K “ U1
— Z g1 (—) S(z,u; q1g2) <o ——5— Z 9 (—)‘
q192 wiel q192 @ wez q192

(u1,q1)>1 (u1,q1)>1
D%_52,K
< Tov

Let us turn our attention those u; such that (u;,¢;) = 1. Applying Lemma 4.14, combined
1
with our assumption that (UV)? > Dy, gives

1 . Ul J,_E&E, 2
— Z G| — ) Sz, u;q12) <o D 2 U
4192 4192
u1EZL
(u1,q1)=1
Combining the two bounds, we get
1 %K ) D%—52,K
‘S Z; <<n/l)2n 2 l] _+ -
( QIQQ) K UV
Inserting this bound to the main sieve (16), we get
1 n n 1%k Da—02x
7 2 2|3 () () el < DR 0+ = (18)
v,v' €V uu'U |n€EZ
uFtu’

4.4.1. Proof of Lemma 4.12: the prime sieve. We briefly discuss now how to handle the

Prime sieve
U
N = 2 1 () el

v’V | n€EZ
v/

Note that the inner sum in the right-hand side is the same as the one appearing in the second
term of the right-hand side of (10). Since we have

V<ov<2V
V=<uv: F,(X1,X5) mod v is not a square in F,
vt Ni(o(az) — ag) for all o such that o(as) # as

?

arguing as in Lemma 4.10, one gets

> (&)

nez

-2 -2

2 5y i RN
Dy = Dy Dy " ug
h —— 1 14—z . 1
< v’ Z ( * v’ ) ( + v’ ( 9)

uez?

Since v'v < 4V2 <« Dw %25 the inner sum in (19) is a O(1). Thus

e

22

2 6y
<<n = <,




Hence,

U n Df(_gz’K

2 Z Z (W) wg(n)| <y v (20)
v’V In€Z
v#£v’

which is acceptable.

4.4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.12: conclusion. Combining (14) with (18), and (15), we obtain

**52 K 3o K

2) Dy 33772
E:wzk <o~ T DR U2,

Imposing U = V2, the bound above is optimal as soon as

%_52,K
DKV3 Dii 52;!{ V4
which implies
v = ppriii(atex)

and concludes the proof of Lemma 4.12.

4.4.3. Proof of Theorem 2.3. We can now prove Theorem 2.3. Again, thanks to Lemma 4.1,
we may assume that K does not contain a subfield of index 2. We recall that

C _ D%763,K D%763,K Dn 7L K Difén,K
= |—Dg y Uk X - K )

and that
Zn={z€Z"?: F,(X;,X,) is a square};
Zp ={z € 7" : F,,(X1, X3) does not satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition 2.4}

We start by writing

L6k .
ho(K) < # s Z1y eees Zn, S/ |Zi’<<DK , fori=1,..n
2( ) {(y 1 ) y2:NK(Zl+220427K+"'+Znan,1(>
=2 > !
z€CNZ"~2 (x1,22)EBNZ3 (21)
Fy(z1,22)=0
P INED DR LD DD DI LD DR DR ¢
z2€CNZQ (z1,22)EBNZ? z€C  (z1,z2)EBNZ? 2€CNZ" 2 (1 ,z0)€BNZ2
Fy(z1,w9)=0 2€ZF\Z0 F,(z1,22)=0 2¢Z0UZF F,(z1,22)=0

For the first two terms we have the bounds

0 ifn=2>5,6 11
1 = 1,1 , 1 <<n€ D2 2n 7n
I SERES R ST S >
z2€CNZN (x1,32)EBNZ? ’ z2EC  (z1,22)EBNZ?

Fy(z1,00)=0 2€ZP\Z0 F, (21 ,a0)=0
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thanks to Corollary 4.2 and Corollary 4.6. For the third term in (21), we can use Lemma
4.12, getting

2 A U5k
Z Z 1 <<n,5 #(C NZ"— ) . Df{?n 1492,

z2€CNZ" 2 (x1,22)EBNZ?
Z¢ZDUZF Fz(ml,xg)zlj

which completes the proof of Theorem 2.3.

5. THE RELEVANT EXPONENTIAL SUMS.

This section is dedicated to prove the key exponential sums used in proof of Lemma 4.9
and Proposition 2.4.

5.1. Notions of the formalism of /-adic trace functions. We first recall some notions
of the formalism of ¢-adic trace functions. We are assuming the definition of a constructible
(-adic sheaf, for which, as well as for a general introduction on the subject, we refer the
reader to [Del80, Section 1.1] and [Kat80, Section 3.4.2]. We start by introducing the notion
of a trace function attached to a constructible ¢-adic sheaf as in [Kat90, 7.3.7].
In the following p, ¢ > 2 and ¢ = p* for some k > 1 are distinct prime numbers and ¢ : Q, — C
is a fixed embedding. Let F be a constructible ¢-adic sheaf on K]qu. For any z € Klqu (Fgn)
one defines

trn(z) == o(Tr(Fryn | Fr)),
where Fry» is the geometric Frobenius automorphism of F,» and Fz is the stalk of F at a
geometric point T over x. The function tx,, is called the trace function attached to F over
F;n. If there is not ambiguity, we denote by ¢ the trace function ¢z ;.

Definition 5.1. Let F be a constructible (-adic sheaf on Kllgq and j : U — Ké«q the largest

dense open subset of K}qu where F is lisse.

i) The sheaf F is said to be a middle-extension (-adic sheaf if F = j,j7*F (see [Kat80,
4.4, 4.5] for the definition of j,j*F and its basic properties).

i1) The sheaf F is said to be a middle-extension (-adic sheaf, punctually pure of weight
0 if it is a middle-extension sheaf and if for every n > 1 and every = € U(F;n),
the images of the eigenvalues of (Fr,. | F5) via the fixed embedding ¢ : Q, — C, are
complex numbers of modulus 1.

Remark 1. By [FKM15, Definition 1.12|, we will refer to trace functions attached to punc-
tually pure of weight 0 middle-extension l-adic sheaves on Agy as trace functions.
Definition 5.2 (|[FKM19], pp. 4 — 6). Let F be a constructible f-adic sheaf on K;’% and

j:U — K]IF}I the largest dense open subset of KllF}z where F is lisse. The conductor of F is
defined as
¢(F) :=rank(F) + | sing(F)| + Z Swang (j.j*F) + dim HB(K];q,}"),
xe@]bl‘é (Fq)
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where
i) rank(F) := dim F,, for any x where F is lisse.
it) sing(F) :={x € F]IFq (F,) : F is not lisse at x}.
iii) For any x € El% (F,), Swan,(j.j*F) is the Swan conductor of F at x (see [Kat88,
Chapter 1| for the definition of the Swan conductor).

Remark 2. Recall that if F is a middle-extension sheaf then
c(F) = rank(F) + | sing(F)| + Z Swan, (F),
ze@;q (Fy)
since in this case F = j,j*F and dim HS(KIIF(I,}") = 0.
Finally, we recall the following construction:

Example 5.3. let F[X,Y] € F,[X,Y] be a square-free polynomial of degree n. Then for
any non trivial multiplicative character over F*, x, one can consider the following ¢ : F, — C

v 3 X (Fla,y)).

It turns out that we can see this function as a trace function: combining [FKM19, Definition
5.9, Theorem 5.10] and arguing like in [FKM19, Corollary 5.10] one shows that there exists
a middle extension (-adic sheaf Hp, pure of weight 1 such that

b k() = > xu(F(x,y)) +O(1)  forall € Fy \ (sing(Hry) NFy),

yeF &
where xp = x o Norquk /F,- Moreover, one has that
i) sing(Hry) N K;Fq F,) ={y € K;Fq (F,) : F(X,y) is not square-free}
ii) rank(Hpy) = dim(Hl(KIIFq, L (F(zy))) for any x where H is lisse.
iii) C(Hpy) <n 1

5.1.1. A 1-dimensional exponential sum. We conclude this section by recording the following
Lemma about one dimensional exponential sums

Lemma 5.4. Let F[X,Y] € F,[X,Y] be a square free polynomial. Then

Z (M) ep(57)| Kaegr D2,

zelF, p
for all but Ogeg p(1) values of y.
Proof. If s # 0, then the result follows from [We48|. If s = 0, then from [IK04, Theorem

11.23], we have that
F Z, 1
Z ( ( y)) <<degF pz,

z€lF, p
25




for every y such that F'(X,y) € F,[X] is not a square. it rests to show that F'(X,y) can be
a square only for Ogeg (1) values of y: since we are assuming F'(X,Y) € F,(Y)[X] is square
free it follows that disc(F) € F[Y] # 0. Moreover,

F(X,y) is square-free <= disc(F)(y) # 0.
Thus F(X,y) is square-free for but Ogeq (1) values of y. O

5.2. Hooley’s Theorem for exponential sums. Both the proofs of Proposition 2.4 and
Lemma 4.9 rely on a general procedure due to Hooley |[Ho82| (see also (|[BB23, Theorem
A.1])), which allows one to estimate a very general family of exponential sums over a finite
field, provided that one can control the seconds moment of an appropriate counting function.

Theorem 5.5 (Hooley). Let F,G4,...,Gy € Z[Xq, ..., X,,] be polynomials of degree at most

d and let
S = > ep(F(x)).

For each v > 1 and 7 € F)r, write
N.(1)=# {X eFy:Gi(x)="= Gr(x) =0, F(x) = 7'} ) (22)
If there exist N, € R such that
ST INAT) = Nof2 L 7,
TEF,r
where k € Z 1s independent of v, then S <Kgpm P2

5.3. Proof of Lemma 4.9. We are now ready to prove Lemma 4.9 which is a direct conse-
quence of:

Lemma 5.6. Let F[X,Y] € F, [X,Y] be a square-free polynomial such that
FIX,)Y] = H(X +a;Y +b;) over F,.
i=1

Moreover assume that a; # ay for some i € {2,...,n}. Then for any s,t € F,, we have

> (M) ep(s2 + ty)| <o p(p,7y )2

z,y€lfp p

(ST

Proof. We start by dealing with the case when r = s = 0: we have

> (%5)-£5(%5)

z,y€lFp y€Fp z€lFy

Thanks to Lemma 5.4, we get

3 (F(Z’ ) ) <n VP (23)



for all but O,,(1) values of y. Let us denote by S the set of those y for which the bound (23)
does not hold. Hence,

F(z,y) F(z,y) F(a,y)
() - 2222
y€el, €l y€F,\S z€Fp yesS xzelfy,
< P2
Now we deal with the case (s,t) # (0,0). We may assume s # 0 (the case ¢ # 0 is similar).
We start by observing that

Z <w> ep(sr +ty) = Z ep(sT + ty).

z,y€lfp w,z,y€Fyp
w?=F(z,y)

With the goal of using Theorem 5.5 , we are going to compute
Np(k) = #{(w,x,y) € ]Fim cw? = F(x,y), sx+ty =k}
= #{(w,z) € Fop s w* = F(z, 'z + )},
for every m > 1, where s’ = —ts, and k' = tk. We claim that F(X,s'X + k) is square-free
for all but O,(1) values of k’. With this in hand, let us see how we can finish the Lemma:
if the polynomial F(X,s'X + k') is square-free, then the polynomial W? = F(X,s'X + k)
is irreducible. Provided that F(X,s'X + k') is not a square, it follows from the Lang-Weil
bound that
#{(w,2) € Fop :w? = F(a, sz +K)} =p™ + On(p?).

Thus,

D INm(k) = p")? <0 0™,

kEFm
which leads to

5 (F(az,y)) ey (s + ty)| < p,

p
z,y€l,
thanks to Theorem 5.5. It rests to prove that F(X,s'X + k') is square-free for all but O,,(1)
values of k’. First observe that

F(X, SIX + k/) = Asl,k’Gs’,k’(X)a

where

Ay =[] Wi+ak), Gew(X)= [] ((1+as)X +ak' +0).

i:a;s’'=—1 aié/:;él—l
Since we are assuming that there exists ¢ such that a; # a;, then Gy 4 (X) is a non-constant
polynomial. Moreover, F'(X, s'X 4+ k') is square-free if and only if Gy (X)) is. On the other
hand, Gy /(X)) is not square-free if and only if two distinct factors

(1 +az~s’)X —I—aik'+bi, (1 +ajs’)X+ajk’ —I—bj
are proportional. These two linear equations are proportional if and only if
(Iik?/ + bz . Cljk?/ —|— bj

(1+as) (14 a;8)
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which is true if and only if
k'(ai — Clj) = b](l -+ CliS/) — bl(l + CLjSI).
If a; —a; # 0, the equation above is satisfied for a unique value of £’. If a; = a;, the equation
above become (b; — b;)(1 + a;8") = 0 which would implies b; — b; = 0 since every factor
appearing in the decomposition of Gy j/(X) satisfies 1 4 a;s" # 0. On the other hand, since
we are assuming that F(X,Y) is square-free, if two factors
X—i—azY—i—b“ X+(IjY+bj,

are such that a; = a;, then necessarily one has b; — b; # 0. Hence, Gy »(X) is square free
for all but O,,(1) values of £’ as claimed.
d

Proof of Lemma 4.9. Since F, = N (X1 + Xoas + 2), with 2z = 2303 + - - - + 2z, it follows
that
F(X1, %)= [ X1+ Xao(an) +0(2)).
oc€Emb(K/Q)

Now let F, = H2G, with H,, G, € Q[X,Y], monic and G, square-free. Since
Fy(z1, Go(1,
Z (M) ep(sry + tag) = Z (M) ep(sxy + txa) + O, (p),

p p

z1,T2€F)p z1,x2€F)

it is enough to show that G,(X;, X2) satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 5.6. Since we are
assuming F, mod p is not a square, it follows that

G(X1,X,) = H(X1 + Xpo(az) + 0(2)),

el

for some () # & C Emb(K/Q). Let o € £. Since o(as) ¢ Q, we can find 7 € Emb(K/Q)
such that 7(o(ag)) # o(az). On the other hand,

T((X1 + Xz0(a2) + 0(2))[7(G,) = G
Hence, GG, satisfies the hypothesis of lemma 5.6, since it has two linear factors
Xi+ Xoo(ae) +0(z), X1+ Xoroo(az)+7o0(2),
such that o(az) # 7o o(as). O

5.4. Proof of Proposition 2.4. This section is devoted to bounding the exponential sum

3 (F(Z,y)) (F(z,]y) +r)) e (e — )+ 1)

(z,y,2)€F}

for a given square-free polynomial F(X,Y"). We begin by establishing the following general
estimate:

Lemma 5.7. Let F € F)[X,Y] be a square-free polynomial with degy F' > 1. Then

3 (F(az,y)) (F(z,y+7’)) e (5(x — 2) + ty)| Caegr p?

(z,y,2)€F; p p
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Proof. We start by rewriting

> (FE) (PR s -9 1)

(z,y,2)€EF3

=) [ X (FED) e ) (T (FELED) o0

y€Fp z€lF, p z€Fp

Thanks to Lemma 5.4, there exists S C F,, of cardinality #S = Ogeg (1) and such that
F(z,y) Fz,y+r)
S (B ¢ fsa)| <aegr vBe |30 (EELED) ¢ cso)| <r VB

z€lF, p z€F, p

for every y ¢ S. Then

3 <F(;’ y)) <F(z,i —i—r)) e (s(z— 2) + 1)

(z,y,2)€F)

= 3 o) [ (52 atn | [ 3 (P es

y€Fp\S z€lp p
F(z,y) F(z,y+7)
ISR ( ) eisn) | [ (— e(—s1)
yeSs z€lF, p z€Fyp p
<<degF p2'

Lemma 5.8. Let F[X,Y] € F,[X,Y] be a square-free polynomial such that
FIX,Y] = H(X +a;Y +b;) over F,.
i=1
Moreover, assume that the following conditions hold:
i) There ezists i € {2,...,n} such that ay # a;.
i1) H=2L . (b; — by) # b; — by for any i, j such that a; # a; and i # j.

aj;—ai

Then the sheaf Hr,, does not have any irreducible component that is geometrically trivial for
every multiplicative character x of Fjy, i.e.

Y X(F(ay)| <ap,

(z,y)€F2
for every multiplicative character x of F.

Proof. Let Hp,, = @; F; be the decomposition of H, into irreducible components. Define
J={j: Fj Zgeom Q.}. For any r > 1, we have

> e (@) = g% Y Wi +0(0),

xEqu jeJ
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where |w;| = 1 for every j € J, thanks to Deligne’s resolution of the Riemann hypothesis
over finite fields ([FKMS19, Theorem 5.2]). On the other hand, for every m > 0, we have

2
- 3m7‘ Z t?—LFer RZ Zwmr

7rL T

r<R q > z€F ymr r<R |jeJ R
Since w; are all root of unity we get
2

lim —Z Zwm” > #J.

R—oco R <k |ics
which leads to )

.1 1
A | 2 tuearla)| 2 ) 29

r<R q x€Fgmr

We claim that we can find m such that for every r > 1,
Z tHF,X,mr(x) - On(qu)~

xEqur
Assuming the claim, (24) implies that #.J = 0, as stated in the Lemma. Hence, it rests to
prove the claim. First, observe that, for every m > 1

b () = D Xm(F(z,9)) +O(1) for all z € Fym \ (Sing(Hpy) NFym),
yEIF m

So it is enough to prove that for a suitable m > 1 and for every r > 1,

> xwr(F(2,9) = Onlq™).

(E,yE]qu'r

Let m be an integer such that F[X,Y] totally splits over F,m. Then for every r > 1 we have

F(X,Y)=][(X +aY +1b,), over Fynr

=1

Z Xmr (F(2,9)) = Z Her(w"i‘aiy"i‘bi)-

(E,yGqur l’,yGqur 7

Hence

Using the change of variables z = = + a,y, we can rewrite
F(z,y) = 9(2)G(z,y),

where
g(z) = H (z+b), G(zy) = H (z+ (a; —a1)y + by).
i:a;=a1 i:aﬁéal,
Since we are assuming that

e the polynomial

FIX, Y] =[[(X +aY + b;) over F,,
i=1
is square free, and hence whenever a; = a; for ¢ # j, one has b; # b;,
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e a; # ap for some i € {2,...,n},

it follows that G(Z,Y) is a non-constant square-free polynomial. Thus, we can rewrite the
sum above as

Z Xmr (9(2)) Xomr (G Z LN z)) tHGX( z),

Z,yE]qur ZE]F mr

Where:
o L, . (sz) is the Kummer sheaf over K]Fl _associated with the function x,.(g(2)),

with singularities Sing(Ly,..(4(2))) = {oo} U {—b; : i such that a; = a; }.
e the sheaf H¢ ,,,,. is the one 111 Example 5.3 assomated to the polynomial G(Y, Z). In

particular, sing(He.y,..) N A ( ) ={z¢€ A (IF ) : G(2,Y) is not square-free}.
We claim that the sheaf Hg ., is hsse at —b;. To do this, in is enough to show that the
polynomial G(—by,Y") is square-free: for distinct 4, j such that a; # a;, the factors
(@i —ar)Y + (bi = b1), (aj —a1)Y + (b; — by)

are proportional only if
a; — ay

(b —by) # b; — by
j— a1

but this is not possible thanks to hypothesis (iz). Since —b; € Sing(Ly,,.(9(z))) but —b; &
sing(Ha,xm,) and Ly, (g(z)) is irreducible, the sheaf L, (4z)) does not appear in the de-
composition Hp, = €; F;. Then, the semi-orthogonality of trace functions ([FKMS19,
Theorem 5.2|) implies that

Z er Z Ler(g(Z tHG X ( ) <p qmr’

I,yEqur ZE]F mr

a; —

as claimed. 0
We are finally ready to prove:
Proposition 2.4. Let F(X,Y) € F,[X,Y] a square free polynomial such that

FIX,)Y]= H(X +a;Y +b;) over F,,
i=1
and assume that the following conditions hold:

i) There ezists i € {2,...,n} such that ay # a;.
i1) ZI . (bj—by) #b; —b1 for any i, j such that a; # ay and i # j.
) For every i, 7 with © # j, b; # b;.

Moreover, assume that a; # 0 for every i = 1,...,n. Let s € Ty, then there exists A; C
{(r,t) € F, x F,} such that

i) for any (r,t) € (F, x F,) \ As and , one has

Z <F(m,y)> <F(2,y+7“)) ep(s(z — 2) + ty)| < p72(s, 8, )2,

@yo)ers ~ P P

i) #A, = O,(1).
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Proof. The case s =t = 0 is a special case of Lemma 5.7. Hence, we may assume (s,t) #
(0,0). We start by proving the case when s # 0. We begin by noticing that:

o (L) GETE:) PRWER WIS P )

p p

3073/7Z€F;3; w@,y,ZGFg

w?=F(z,y)F(2,y+r)
Then, thanks to Theorem 5.5, it is enough to estimate
Nu(k) = {(w, 2,9, 2) € By : 0? = F(2,y)F(2,y + 1), s(a—2) +ty = k}|
= {(w,2,y) € Fpn : w* = Fz,2)F(z +5(ty — k), y + 1)},

for any m > 1 and any k € F,m. First observe that over IF,, we can decompose F/(X,Y)F(X +
S(tY —k),Y +71) as

F(X,Y)F(X +350tY —k),Y +r) = [[(X +aY + b)) [ (X + (ai + L)Y + b + agr — Tk) .

i=1 i=1

(25)

We start by showing that there exists A, C {(r,t) € F.} such that #A, = O,(1) and such
that for any (r,t) & A, the polynomial FI(X,Y)F(X +35(tY —k),Y + r) is not a square for
any k. The polynomial F'(X,Y") is square-free by hypothesis. The polynomial F'(X +35(tY —
k),Y +r) is also square-free since it is obtained by composing F'(X,Y") with a linear function.
From the decomposition in (25) it follows that that if F(X,Y)F(X +35(tY —k),Y +7r) is
a square, then there exists a permutation o € S,, \ {Id} such that for every i = 1,...,n the
factors

X+ aY +b;, X+ (aa@) +5t)Y + ba) + aa@r — 5k,
are proportional. From this we deduce that for every ¢ = 1,...,n one has

s(a; — anm) —t=0
S(b,‘ - ba(i) — aa(i)r) =k.

Now let i = a7 and j such that a(j) = 1. Then s and ¢ are the solutions of the system

s(a; —a;)) —t=0
s(by — by —a;r) =k
s(a; —a;) —t=0
s(bj — by —ayr) = k.

Hence, from the system above, we deduce that

t =s(a; — a;),
b ibich,
a1—a;

Now, if we define

2b; — b; — b;
ASZ{(t,T)E(F;)2Zt:S(CL1—CLi), r="1"" Jforanyi,j=1,...nst. ai#al},
a1 — Gy
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it follows that for any (¢,7) € A, and any k € Fym the polynomial W? = F(X,Y)F(X +
5(tY — k), Y +r) is irreducible for any k. Hence, using the Lang-Weil bound, we get that

Nu(k) = p*™ + Ou(p*"7?),

for any k € Fym, provided that (t,7) & As. From now on, we always assume that (¢,7) ¢ As.
Moreover, to lighten the notation, we denote by s’ = st, k' = sk The next step is to show
that the polynomial F(X,Y)F(X +s'Y — k'Y +r) satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 5.8 for
all but O, (1) choices of k. Notice that the polynomials F'(X,Y) and F(X +sY — K.Y +7r)
both satisfy the hypothesis of Lemma 5.8: the polynomial F(X,Y) by hypothesis, and
F(X +sY — K.Y + 1) because is obtained by F(X,Y') using a change of variables.

We start by showing that the polynomial in (25) is square-free for all but O, (1) many £’
since both F(X,Y) and F(X + Y — kY 4 r) are square-free, we need only check that for
all but O, (1) values of k" and for every i, j, the polynomials

X—f-aZY—f—b“ X + ((lj +5/)Y+bj + a;r — kl, (26)

are not proportional, which is guaranteed if k' # b; — b; + a;7.

Next, we verify that the polynomial F(X,Y)F(X +s'Y — k', Y +r) also satisfies the second
condition in Lemma 5.8 for all but O, (1) many &’. Since F(X,Y) and F(X +sY —K.,Y +7)
already satisfy this condition individually by hypothesis, it remains to ensure that any pair
of linear factors coming from different components of the product still satisfy condition (i)
of Lemma 5.8. That is, we must check that given two such factors,

X+a;Y+b, X+ (aj+5)Y +bj+amr—Fk,
with a; # a; and a; + s’ # ay, they satisfy

bj+ajT—kfl—b1 _ bi—bl (27>

(lj+Sl—CL1 CLZ'—CL17

for all but O, (1) values of k": since we are assuming a; # a;, equation (27) can be satisfied
by only one value of k’. Therefore, for all but O,,(1) many &', the polynomial F/(X,Y)F(X +
s'Y — k', Y + r) satisfies both conditions of Lemma 5.8.

Hence, if we denote by x,,, the unique character of order 2 over F,m, it follows from Lemma
5.8 that

No(k) = ™™+ xm(F(z,9)F(z + s’y — K,y + 7)) = p*™ + On(p™),
z,y

for all but O, (1) values of k. Thus, we get the result by applying Theorem 5.5.
We now deal with the case s =0, t # 0. In this case, the exponential sum becomes

> <F(x,y)> (F(z,zww")) ) (ty) = 3 e (ty).

x,y,2€F3 p w,z,y,2€F
w?=F(z,y)F(z,y+r)
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With the goal of using Hooley’s Theorem, for any m > 1 and any k € F,m we have to count
Nin(k) = {(w, 2,y,2) € Fyn s w® = F(z,y)F(z,y + 1), sy =k}
= {(w,2,y) € Fpm : w? = F(x,tk)F(2,tk +1)}|
=P+ Y Xwm(F(2, Th)F(2,Tk + 1))

(z,2) GIFIQ)m

=p™"+ | ) X(F(X,Tk) > X(F(z, Tk + 1))

xEFPm ZE]Fpm

We claim that for every value of k # 0 the polynomials F'(X,tk) and F(Z,tk + r) are not
squares. Let us first show how from the claim we can conclude the proof of the proposition:
Since F'(X,tk) and F(Z,5k+r) are not square for every k, we have ([IK04, Theorem 11.23|)

S XFX k)| <ap®, | ) xm(F(zth+1))| <o p?

xG]Fpm ZGFpm

Hence,
Ny (k) = p*™ + On(p™),
for every k. Hence, applying Theorem 5.5, we get

Z (F(x,y)) <F(z,2y)+r))€p(ty) <, p.

x,y,2€F p

It rests to prove the claim. To do this it is enough to show that F(X,tk) is not a square for
every value of k. Since
F(X,tk) = H(X +tka; + b;) over F,
i=1
the polynomial F'(X,tk) is a square if and only if there exists a € S,, \ {Id} such that for
every i, ...,n the factors

X +tka; +b;, X +tkaag) + by are equal for every ¢ € {1,...,n},
that is if and only if
k(a; — aa@y) = t(ba@) — b;) for every i € {1,...,n}, (28)
Now we distinguish two cases:
a) the case k # 0. By contradiction, assume that (28) holds. First observe that if such
a exists, then aq) # a; for all i: indeed, if aqu) = a; for some ¢ € {1,...,n}, then
(28) is satisfied only if b; = bai) Which is not possible in virtue of assumption (4i1).

Now let 4, j such that a(i) =1 and «(1) = j. Then since we are assuming that (28)
holds, we would have

bbb b

a; — ay a]’—a17

k‘:

which would be in contradiction with assumption (ii).
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b) the case k = 0: (28) is true if and only if
b; = by for all i,

but this is not possible since a # Id and our assumption (7iz).
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