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ANDERS MAH

Abstract. We prove an upper bound for the number of rational
points of bounded height on irreducible affine hypersurfaces. More
precisely, given an irreducible polynomial f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn], we
prove an upper bound on the number of points (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Qn

such that f(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 and each component has height at
most B. To prove this, we require a quantitative form of Hilbert’s
irreducibility theorem, where we bound the number of reducible
specialisations of an irreducible polynomial at rational points of
bounded height.

1. Introduction

1.1. Rational points on hypersurfaces. In this paper we study
bounds for the number of solutions to the equation

f(x1, . . . , xn) = 0, (1)

where f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn] is a polynomial with integer coefficients and
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Qn and the height of each variable is bounded. Recall
that the height of a rational number t ∈ Q is defined as

H(t) := max(|x|, |y|),
where t = x/y is written in lowest terms, that is, with relatively prime
integers x, y.

More precisely, we study bounds for the following counting function
NQ(f,B).

Definition 1.1. For a polynomial f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn], define

NQ(f,B1, . . . , Bn) := #{(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Qn : f(x1, . . . , xn) = 0

and H(xi) ≤ Bi for i = 1, . . . , n}.
In the case B1 = · · · = Bn = B, we denote this quantity as simply
NQ(f,B).

Equation (1) defines a hypersurface in affine space, so a reformulation
of the problem is to bound the number of rational points on affine
hypersurfaces.
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Many of the results in the literature give bounds for the number
of integral points on affine hypersurfaces, where the solutions to (1)
satisfy (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Zn. One such bound is the Bombieri–Pila type
bound, which is a bound of the form Od,n,ε(B

n−2+1/d+ε) for irreducible
polynomials f . Bombieri and Pila [BP89] introduced the determinant
method to prove a bound of this form for n = 2. Subsequent refinements
have extended the bound to all n and improved the dependence on d
and ε, see, for example, [BCK25; Cas+20; Clu+25; Pil95].

We also note that the determinant method has been used to bound
the number of rational points on projective hypersurfaces, where the
points are ordered with respect to the projective height.

Let us return to the setting of rational points on affine hypersurfaces.
In this setting, Bombieri–Pila type bounds are only known when n =
2. For a non-zero polynomial f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn], let ∥f∥ denote the
maximum among absolute values of its coefficients and 2. Heath-
Brown [Hea12, Lemma 2] proved that for an irreducible polynomial
f ∈ Z[X1, X2] of degree d1 in X1 and d2 in X2, one has

NQ(f,B1, B2) ≪d1,d2,ε B
2/d2+ε
1 ∥f∥ε. (2)

We refer to Section 1.4 for notation and conventions. Under the same
conditions for f , Vermeulen [Ver24, Theorem 3.1] proved the bound

NQ(f,B1, B2) ≪ (d1d2)
7/2B

1/d2
1 B

1/d1
2 .

Note that these bounds were originally stated as bounds for the number
of rational points on curves in P1 × P1. This is equivalent to bounding
rational points on curves in A2.

Our main results are the following bounds for NQ(f,B).
Theorem 1.2. Let f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn] be an irreducible polynomial of
degree d. Suppose that f has degree at least 2 in X1. Then

NQ(f,B) ≪d,n B2n−3(log∥f∥+ logB)5.

When f is monic in X1, we prove a Bombieri–Pila type bound for
n ≥ 2.
Theorem 1.3. Let f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn] be an irreducible polynomial of
degree d. Let d1 be the degree in X1. Suppose that f is monic in X1.
Then

NQ(f,B) ≪d,n B2(n−2+1/d1)(log∥f∥+ logB)7.

The Schwartz–Zippel bound, see Lemma 5.2, gives the trivial bound
NQ(f,B) ≪n dB2n−2 for non-zero polynomials f . In Theorem 1.2, the
exponent of B is 2n− 3, which improves on the exponent 2n− 2 from
the Schwartz–Zippel bound when f is irreducible and has degree at
least 2 in X1. In Theorem 1.3, the exponent of B is 2n − 4 + 2/d1,
which is an improvement on Theorem 1.2 when d1 ≥ 3.

We also prove a variant of the bound (2), where the Bε
1∥f∥ε factor is

replaced with (logB2)
2.
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Theorem 1.4. Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2] be an irreducible polynomial of degree
d1 in X1 and degree d2 in X2. Then

NQ(f,B1, B2) ≪d1,d2 B
2/d2
1 (logB2)

2.

To prove Theorem 1.2, we consider specialisations of n− 2 variables.
Then we consider the cases where the specialisation (which is a bivariate
polynomial) is irreducible, reducible and zero, and bound the contribu-
tion to NQ(f,B) from each cases separately. We use Theorem 1.4 to
bound the number of points coming from the irreducible case. We use
the Schwartz–Zippel bound, see Lemma 5.2, to bound the number of
points coming from the reducible case. To bound the number of times
the reducible case occurs, we use Corollary 1.7, which is a quantitative
form of Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem.

We use a similar approach to prove Theorem 1.3, but we take more
care when bounding the contribution from the reducible case.

To prove Theorem 1.4, we modify the proof of [Ver24, Theorem 3.1].
The approach is to use the determinant method to construct and bound
the degree of an auxiliary polynomial g, which is not divisible by f and
vanishes at the zeros of f of height at most (B1, B2).

1.2. Quantitative Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem. The classical
Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem states that for an irreducible polynomial
f ∈ Z[T1, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr], there are infinitely many (t1, . . . , ts) ∈ Qs

such that the specialisation

f(t1, . . . , ts, Y1, . . . , Yr) ∈ Q[Y1, . . . , Yr]

is also irreducible, see, for example, [BG06, Section 9.6] or [FJ23,
Chapter 13].

The quantitative forms of Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem give bounds
for the number of (t1, . . . , ts) such that the specialisation is reducible.
Many of these results prove upper bounds for the number of (t1, . . . , ts) ∈
Zs such that |ti| ≤ B for i = 1, . . . , s and f(t1, . . . , ts, Y1, . . . , Yr) is
reducible in Q[Y1, . . . , Yr], see, for example, [CD17; Clu+25; Coh81;
DW08; PS24; Wal05; Zyw10].

In order to prove the main results for NQ(f,B), we need a quantitative
form of Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem where (t1, . . . , ts) ∈ Qs. More
precisely, we need to bound the following quantity.

Definition 1.5. For f ∈ Z[T1, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr], define

S(f,B1, . . . , Bs) := #{(t1, . . . , ts) ∈ Qs :

f(t1, . . . ts, Y1, . . . , Yr) is reducible in Q[Y1, . . . , Yr]

and H(ti) ≤ Bi for i = 1, . . . , s}.

In the case when B1 = · · · = Bs = B, we denote this quantity as simply
Ss(f,B).
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Theorem 1.6. Let f ∈ Z[T1, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr] be an irreducible poly-
nomial of degree d. Assume that B1 ≤ B2 ≤ · · · ≤ Bs. Then

S(f,B1, . . . , Bs) ≪d,r,s B1

(
s∏

i=2

B2
i

)
(log∥f∥+ logBs)

5.

We use the following corollary to bound NQ(f,B), which follows from
Theorem 1.6 after taking B = B1 = · · · = Bs.

Corollary 1.7. Let f ∈ Z[T1, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr] be an irreducible poly-
nomial of degree d. Then, for any B ≥ 2,

Ss(f,B) ≪d,r,s B
2s−1(log∥f∥+ logB)5.

The strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.6 is as follows. We first
consider the case r = s = 1, for which we adapt the approach of [SZ95;
Wal05; PS24]. We reduce the problem to the problem of bounding the
number of specialisations of certain polynomials that have a rational
zero. Then we use a Bombieri–Pila type bound for projective curves to
bound the number of these specialisations.

For the general case, we adapt the proof of [Clu+25, Theorem 1.10].
We reduce the s = 1 case to the r = s = 1 case using a Kronecker
substitution. Finally, we prove the general case by induction on s.

1.3. Structure of the paper. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.6.
In Section 3, we prove Theorem 1.4 assuming that the auxiliary poly-
nomial has been constructed. In Section 4, we construct the auxiliary
polynomial using the determinant method. In Section 5, we prove
Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. In Section 6, we state some possible directions
for future research.

1.4. Notation and conventions. The notations U = Oρ(V ), V =
Ωρ(U), U ≪ρ V and V ≫ρ U are equivalent to |U | ≤ cV for some
positive constant c, which may depend on the parameters included in
ρ (thus these symbols used without subscripts mean that the implied
constants are absolute).

For a polynomial f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn], we say that f is irreducible if
it is irreducible over Q, unless otherwise specified. We say that f is
primitive if the greatest common divisor of its coefficients is one.

1.5. Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my supervisor, Igor
Shparlinski, for introducing this topic to me and for helpful advice.

2. Hilbert’s irreducibility theorem

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.6.
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2.1. Proof outline for the case s = r = 1. We start by establishing
Theorem 1.6 in the case s = r = 1, see Proposition 2.8. We construct
polynomials Pω ∈ Z[T, Y ] such that if f(t, Y ) is reducible, then some
Pω(t, Y ) has a rational root.

Next, we count the number of t ∈ Q with H(t) ≤ B such that Pω(t, Y )
has a rational root. To do this, we bound the height of any y ∈ Q
satisfying Pω(t, y) = 0. We define a projective curve such that solutions
of Pω(t, y) = 0 give rational points on the curve. Then we apply the
bound of [Cas+20, Corollary 3.1.2], on the number of rational points on
projective curves. This bounds the number of t such that Pω(t, Y ) has
a rational root, which implies a bound for the number of t such that
f(t, Y ) is reducible.

2.2. Construction of the polynomials. Let f ∈ Z[T, Y ] be an
irreducible polynomial of degree dT in T and degree dY in Y . Let

f(T, Y ) = a0(T )

dY∏
i=1

(Y − yi(T ))

be the factorisation of f in Q(T )[Y ], where yi(T ) ∈ Q(T ). Let ω ⊆
{1, . . . , dY }. The coefficients of a0(T )

∏
i∈ω(Y − yi(T )) as a polynomial

in Y are of the form ±a0(T )τj(yi(T ) : i ∈ ω), where τj is the jth
elementary symmetric function of its arguments.

Let Pω,j(T, Y ) be the minimal polynomial of a0(T )τj(yi(T ) : i ∈ ω)
over Q(T ). By the remark in [SZ95, p. 296], Pω,j is a polynomial in
Z[T, Y ] and it is monic in Y . Since f(T, Y ) is irreducible over Q(T ), at
least one coefficient of a0(T )

∏
i∈ω(Y − yi(T )), treated as a polynomial

in Y , is not an element of Q(T ). Therefore degY (Pω,j) ≥ 2 for some j.
Denote this Pω,j by Pω.

Lemma 2.1. Let f ∈ Z[T, Y ] be an irreducible polynomial of degree dT
in T and degree dY ≥ 2 in Y . Let t ∈ Q such that f(t, Y ) is reducible
over Q. Suppose that a0(t) ̸= 0. Then there exists a non-empty subset
ω ⊆ {1, . . . , dY } of cardinality |ω| ≤ dY /2 such that Pω(t, Y ) has a
rational root and we have the inequalities

deg(Pω) ≤ dT degY (Pω) ≤ dT

(
dY
|ω|

)
≤ dT2

dY (3)

and
∥Pω∥ ≤ (2dY +1(dT + 1)∥f∥)degY (Pω). (4)

Proof. Each a0(T )yi(T ) is integral over Q[T ] by the argument before
the lemma. By [AM69, Chapter 5, Exercise 2], the specialisation map
T 7→ t defined on Q[T ] can be extended to a0(T )yi(T ) for i = 1, . . . , dY .
Furthermore, since a0(t) ̸= 0, the specialisation map can be extended
to yi(T ). We denote the specialisation of yi(T ) by yi(t).
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Since f(t, Y ) is reducible in Q[Y ], we can write

f(t, Y ) = a0(t)
∏
i∈ω

(Y − yi(t))
∏
i/∈ω

(Y − yi(t)),

where a0(t)
∏

i∈ω(Y − yi(t)) ∈ Q[Y ], for some ω ⊆ {1, . . . , dY } with
|ω| ≤ dY /2. Then a0(t)τj(yi(t) : i ∈ ω) ∈ Q because it is a coefficient
of a rational polynomial. Since Pω,j is the minimal polynomial of
a0(T )τj(yi(T ) : i ∈ ω), we have

Pω,j(t, a0(t)τj(yi(t) : i ∈ ω)) = 0.

In particular, Pω(t, Y ) has a rational root.
The inequalities (3) and (4) are proved in [Wal05, Lemme 3.1]. □

Lemma 2.1 lets us bound the number of t such that f(t, Y ) is reducible
by bounding the number of t such that some Pω(t, Y ) has a rational
root. Let us look at an example.

Example 2.2. Consider the polynomial

f(T, Y ) = Y 4 + 2Y 2 + 3T 2.

Note that f is irreducible in Q[T, Y ]. We can factor f over Q(T ) as

f(T, Y ) = (Y − y1(T ))(Y − y2(T ))(Y − y3(T ))(Y − y4(T )).

where

y1(T ) = −y2(T ) =

√
−1 +

√
1− 3T 2,

y3(T ) = −y4(T ) =

√
−1−

√
1− 3T 2.

Let ω = {1, 2}. Then Pω(T, Y ) is the minimal polynomial of y1(T )y2(T )
over Q(T ), given by

Pω(T, Y ) = Y 2 − 2Y + 3T 2.

Observe that

f

(
1

2
, Y

)
= Y 4 + 2Y 2 +

3

4
=

(
Y 2 +

1

2

)(
Y 2 +

3

2

)
is reducible and that y1(1/2)y2(1/2) = 1/2 is a rational root of Pω(1/2, Y ).

2.3. Counting specialisations with rational roots. In order to
bound the number of t such that Pω(t, Y ) has a rational root, we first
show that these t give rational points of bounded height on the projective
curve defined by the homogenisation of Pω. Then we bound the number
of rational points of bounded height on this projective curve.

The following result is certainly well known, see, for example, [Fuj16].
It also follows instantly from [Mig92, Theorem 4.2 (iii)] taken with

λk = 2k
2d − 1

2d
, k = 1, . . . , n.
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Lemma 2.3 (Lagrange). Let f(X) = Xd+ad−1X
d−1+ · · ·+a0 ∈ C[X].

Then any root α of f satisfies

|α| ≤ 2 max
1≤k≤d

|ad−k|1/k.

Lemma 2.4. Let f ∈ Z[T, Y ] be a polynomial, monic in Y , of degree
dT in T and degree dY in Y . Let t = a/b ∈ Q be written in lowest
terms. Let y ∈ Q be such that f(t, y) = 0. Then we can write y = c/bdT

for some c ∈ Z such that |c| ≤ 2(dT + 1)∥f∥H(t)dT .

Proof. Define the polynomial g by

g(T, Y ) := bdT dY f

(
T,

Y

bdT

)
.

Note that y is a root of f(t, Y ) if and only if bdT y is a root of g(t, Y ).
Therefore it suffices to show that every rational root c of g(t, Y ) is an
integer satisfying |c| ≤ 2(dT + 1)∥f∥H(t)dT .

Now write

f(T, Y ) = Y dY +

dY −1∑
i=0

fi(T )Y
i,

where fi ∈ Z[T ] are polynomials of degree of at most dT . Then

g(t, Y ) = Y dY +

dY −1∑
i=0

b(dY −i)dT fi(t)Y
i.

Each bdT fi(t) is a sum of the form

fi,0b
dT + fi,1b

dT−1a+ · · ·+ fi,dT a
dT , (5)

which is an integer. Hence g(t, Y ) is a monic polynomial with integer
coefficients, so any rational root must be an integer.

We claim that

|b(dY −i)dT fi(t)|1/(dY −i) ≤ (dT + 1)∥f∥H(t)dT (6)

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ dY − 1. If |fi(t)| < 1, then

|b(dY −i)dT fi(t)|1/(dY −i) ≤ |b|dT ≤ (dT + 1)∥f∥H(t)dT .

If |fi(t)| ≥ 1, then

|b(dY −i)dT fi(t)|1/(dY −i) ≤ |bdT fi(t)|.

We have |fi,j| ≤ ∥f∥ for all i, j and |a|, |b| ≤ H(t). Putting this into
(5) gives

|bdT fi(t)| ≤ (dT + 1)∥f∥H(t)dT .

This proves that (6) holds in all cases.
We apply Lemma 2.3 to g(t, Y ) and use the bound (6) to get that any

rational root c of g(t, Y ) must satisfy |c| ≤ 2(dT + 1)∥f∥H(t)dT . □
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To state the bound on the number of rational points of bounded
height on projective curves, we first define a counting function. Recall
that the height of (x0 : · · · : xn) ∈ Pn, where x0, . . . , xn ∈ Z and
gcd(x0, . . . , xn) = 1 is defined as

H(x0 : · · · : xn) := max(|x0|, . . . , |xn|).

Definition 2.5. For a homogeneous polynomial f ∈ Z[X0, . . . , Xn],
define

NP(f,B) := #{(x0 : · · · : xn) ∈ Pn : f(x0, . . . , xn) = 0

and H(x0 : · · · : xn) ≤ B}.
We use the following bound on NP(f,B).

Lemma 2.6 ([Cas+20, Corollary 3.1.2]). Let f ∈ Z[U, T, Y ] be an
irreducible homogeneous polynomial of degree d. Then

NP(f,B) ≪ d4B2/d.

The following lemma gives a bound for the number of specialisations
of a polynomial with a rational root, which we apply to the Pω.
Lemma 2.7. Let f ∈ Z[T, Y ] be an irreducible polynomial, monic in
Y , of degree dT in T and degree dY in Y . The number of t ∈ Q with
H(t) ≤ B such that f(t, Y ) has a root in Q is

O(d8Y d
4
T (log∥f∥)5B2/dY ).

Proof. If dY = 1, then the lemma is true because there are O(B2) values
of t ∈ Q such that H(t) ≤ B, so we may assume that dY ≥ 2.

Let t ∈ Q with H(t) ≤ B and let y ∈ Q be a root of f(t, Y ). Write
t = a/b in lowest terms. By Lemma 2.4, we can write y = c/bdT where
c ∈ Z and |c| ≤ 2(dT + 1)∥f∥BdT .

Let d be the total degree of f . We split into cases based on whether
d is large or small. Let H := max(ee, ∥f∥). Let L1 := logH and
L2 := log logH.

Case 1: d ≥ dTdYL1/L2. Consider the homogenisation

g(U, T, Y ) := Udf

(
T

U
,
Y

U

)
.

The zero (t, y) of f gives an integral zero (bdT , abdT−1, c) of g. Fur-
thermore, these zeros give distinct projective points. Also note that
H(bdT : abdT−1 : c) ≤ 2(dT + 1)∥f∥BdT , so it suffices to show that

NP(g, 2(dT + 1)∥f∥BdT ) ≪ d8Y d
4
T (log∥f∥)5B2/dY .

We know that g is an irreducible polynomial of degree d, because it
is the homogenisation of the irreducible polynomial f , so Lemma 2.6
gives the bound

NP(g, 2(dT + 1)∥f∥BdT ) ≪ d4(dT + 1)2/d∥f∥2/dB2dT /d. (7)
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Since d ≥ dTdYL1/L2 and dY ≥ 2, we have (dT + 1)2/d ≤ 2 and
∥f∥2/d ≤ HL2/L1 ≤ logH and B2dT /d ≤ B2/dY . Putting this into (7)
gives

NP(g, (dT + 1)∥f∥BdT ) ≪ d4(log∥f∥)B2/dY .

This gives the desired bound since d4 ≪ d8Y d
4
T .

Case 2: d < dTdYL1/L2. Let E = ⌊dTdYL1/L2⌋+ 1. Consider the
polynomial f̃(T, Y ) := f(T, TE + Y ) and let

g̃(U, T, Y ) := Udeg f̃ f̃

(
T

U
,
Y

U

)
be the homogenisation of f̃ . Note that f̃ is irreducible because f is
irreducible and every factor h(T, Y ) of f̃ gives a factor h(T, Y − TE) of
f . We also have

dYE ≤ deg g̃ ≤ dYE + dT ≤ 3d2Y dTL1.

Every zero (t, y) of f̃ corresponds to a zero (t, tE+y) of f , so it suffices to
bound the number of t such that f̃(t, Y ) has a rational root. By applying
Lemma 2.4 to the zero (t, tE + y) of f , we can write tE + y = c/bdT

where |c| ≤ 2(dT + 1)∥f∥BdT . Then

y = (tE + y)− tE =
c

bdT
− aE

bE
=

cbE−dT − aE

bE
.

Note that

|cbE−dT − aE| ≤ |c||b|E−dT + |a|E

≤ 2(dT + 1)∥f∥BE +BE

≤ 3(dT + 1)∥f∥BE.

Therefore a rational root of f̃(t, Y ) gives a zero (bE, abE−1, cbE−dT − aE)
of g̃ with height at most 3(dT + 1)∥f∥BE. To bound such zeros, we
apply Lemma 2.6, similarly to case 1, which gives

NP(g̃, 3(dT + 1)∥f∥BE) ≪ (deg g̃)4((dT + 1)∥f∥BE)2/deg g̃

≪ d8Y d
4
T (log∥f∥)5B2/dY .

This completes the proof. □

2.4. Univariate specialisation. We first prove Theorem 1.6 in the
special case of s = r = 1.

Proposition 2.8. Let f ∈ Z[T, Y ] be irreducible over Q of degree d.
Then

S1(f,B) ≪d (log∥f∥)5B.
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Proof. For ω ⊆ {1, . . . , dY }, let Sω(B) be the number of t with H(t) ≤ B
such that Pω(t, Y ) has a rational root. By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.7, we have

Sω(B) ≪ (degY Pω)
8(degT Pω)

4(log∥Pω∥)5B2/degY Pω

≪ 212dY d4T (2
dY ((dY + 1) log 2 + log(dT + 1) + log∥f∥))5B

≪ 217dY d5Y d
4
T (log(dT + 1) + log∥f∥)5B.

There are at most dT values of t such that a0(t) = 0. By Lemma 2.1, if
t is such that a0(t) ̸= 0 and f(t, Y ) is reducible then t must be counted
by some Sω(B). Therefore

S1(f,B) ≤ dT +
∑

ω⊆{1,...,dY }

Sω(B) ≤ dT + 2dY max
ω⊆{1,...,dY }

Sω(B).

We conclude that

S1(f,B) ≪ 218dY d5Y d
4
T (log(dT + 1) + log∥f∥)5B

≪d (log∥f∥)5B,

as desired. □

The exponent of B in Proposition 2.8 is optimal as the following
example shows.

Example 2.9. Consider the polynomial

f(T, Y ) = Y 2 − T.

Then f is irreducible in Q[T, Y ]. Let a, b ∈ Z with 0 < a, b ≤
√
B and

gcd(a, b) = 1. If t = a2/b2, then H(t) = max(a2, b2) ≤ B and we can
factor f(t, Y ) in Q[Y ] as

f(t, Y ) = Y 2 − a2

b2
=
(
Y +

a

b

)(
Y − a

b

)
.

This gives the bound
S1(f,B) ≫ B.

We now prove Theorem 1.6 for s = 1 and r ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.10. Let f ∈ Z[T, Y1, . . . , Yr] be an irreducible polynomial of
degree d. Then

S1(f,B) ≪d,r (log∥f∥)5B.

Proof. We adapt the proof of [Clu+25, Theorem 1.10]. Let a := 1 +
max1≤i≤r degYi

f . Consider the Kronecker substitution

Kr(f)(T, Y ) := f(T, Y, Y a, Y a2 , . . . , Y ar−1

) ∈ Z[T, Y ].

Notice that ∥Kr(f)∥ = ∥f∥ and deg(Kr(f)) ≤ ar−1d. Let

Kr(f)(T, Y ) =
m∏
i=1

Qi(T, Y )
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be the factorisation of Kr(f) into irreducible polynomials in Z[T, Y ].
Then deg(Qi) ≤ deg(Kr(f)) ≤ ar−1d. By [Lan83, Chapter 3, Proposi-
tion 2.3], we have

∥Qi∥ ≤ ∥Qi∥∥Kr(f)/Qi∥ ≤ 4(deg(Kr(f))+1)2∥Kr(f)∥ ≪d,r ∥f∥.

From the proof of [FJ23, Lemma 13.1.3], there exists a collection of
non-zero polynomials cI ∈ Z[T ], where I ranges over the non-empty
proper subsets I ⊆ {1, . . . ,m}, with the following properties:

• deg cI ≤ degT f for all I.
• If Qi(t, Y ) is irreducible in Q[Y ] for all i and cI(t) ̸= 0 for all I,

then f(t, Y1, . . . , Yr) is irreducible in Q[Y1, . . . , Yr].

Therefore

S1(f,B) ≤
∑

1≤i≤m

S1(Qi, B) +
∑

I⊆{1,...,m}

deg cI .

Applying Proposition 2.8 to each Qi gives the bound

S1(Qi, B) ≪d,r (log∥Qi∥)5B ≪d,r (log∥f∥)5B.

Since m ≤ ar−1d and deg cI ≤ d, we obtain the desired result. □

2.5. Proof of Theorem 1.6. We proceed by induction on s. If s = 1,
the theorem follows from Lemma 2.10. Now assume s > 1 and suppose
that the theorem has been proved for s− 1.

Let f ∈ Z[T1, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr] be irreducible. By applying Lemma
2.10, there are Od,r,s((log∥f∥)5B1) values of t ∈ Q with H(t) ≤ B1 such
that f(t, T2, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr) is reducible. For these values, there are
trivially

Os

(
s∏

i=2

B2
i

)

specialisations of (T2, . . . , Ts) that contribute to S(f,B1, . . . , Bs). There-
fore the total contribution from this case is

Od,r,s

(
(log∥f∥)5B1

s∏
i=2

B2
i

)
. (8)

Now suppose that f(t, T2, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr) is irreducible. Write ft
for the polynomial obtained by clearing denominators. We note that



12 ANDERS MAH

∥ft∥ ≤ (d+ 1)∥f∥Bd
1 . By the inductive hypothesis, we have

S(ft, B2, . . . , Bs) ≪d,r,s B2

(
s∏

i=3

B2
i

)
(log∥ft∥+ logBs)

5

≪d,r,s B2

(
s∏

i=3

B2
i

)
(log((d+ 1)∥f∥Bd

1) + logBs)
5

≪d,r,s B2

(
s∏

i=3

B2
i

)
(log∥f∥+ logBs)

5.

There are O(B2
1) choices for t, so these t contribute

Od,r,s

(
B2

1B2

(
s∏

i=3

B2
i

)
(log∥f∥+ logBs)

5

)
reducible specialisations. Since B1 ≤ B2, this is at most

Od,r,s

(
B1

(
s∏

i=2

B2
i

)
(log∥f∥+ logBs)

5

)
. (9)

Theorem 1.6 follows after adding the contributions from (8) and (9).

3. Rational points on affine plane curves

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.4.

3.1. Counting function for P1 × P1. Instead of working with curves
in A2 directly, we prove a bound for curves in P1 × P1. We define a
counting function for curves in P1 × P1 as follows.

Definition 3.1 (Bihomogeneous polynomials). A polynomial f ∈
Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] is bihomogeneous of bidegree (d1, d2) if it is homo-
geneous in (X1, X2) of degree d1 and homogeneous in (Y1, Y2) of degree
d2.

Definition 3.2. For a bihomogeneous polynomial f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2],
define

NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) := #{((x1 : x2), (y1 : y2)) ∈ P1 × P1 :

f(x1, x2, y1, y2) = 0 and H(x1 : x2) ≤ B1 and H(y1 : y2) ≤ B2}.

3.2. Main results. The main result of this section is the following
bound for the number of rational points on an irreducible plane curve
in P1 × P1.

Theorem 3.3. Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be an irreducible bihomogen-
eous polynomial of bidegree (d1, d2). Then

NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≪ d71d
4
2B

2/d2
1 (logB2)

2.
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As a corollary, we obtain the following bound for the number of
rational points on irreducible plane curves in A2. This is the bound
stated in Theorem 1.4.

Corollary 3.4. Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2] be an irreducible polynomial of degree
d1 in X1 and degree d2 in X2. Then

NQ(f,B1, B2) ≪ d71d
4
2B

2/d2
1 (logB2)

2.

In particular, we have

NQ(f,B1, B2) ≪d1,d2 B
2/d2
1 (logB2)

2.

To prove Theorem 3.3, we modify the proof of [Ver24, Theorem 3.1].
The approach is to use the determinant method to construct and bound
the degree of an auxiliary polynomial g, which is not divisible by f and
vanishes at the zeros of f of height at most (B1, B2). We construct g
in Section 4. Finally we apply Bézout’s theorem to f and g to bound
NP1×P1(f,B1, B2).

3.3. Lower bounds. Before we prove Theorem 3.3, we give some
examples of polynomials satisfying the lower bound NQ(f,B) ≫ B2/d2 .

Example 3.5. Let d2 ≥ 1. Consider the polynomial

f(X1, X2) = X1X
d2
2 +X1 +Xd2

2 ∈ Z[X1, X2].

Note that f is irreducible in Q[X1, X2]. Let a/b ∈ Q \ {−1} with
H(a/b) ≤ (B/2)1/d2 . Then H(−ad2/(ad2 + bd2)) ≤ B and

f

(
− ad2

ad2 + bd2
,
a

b

)
= 0,

so NQ(f,B) ≫ B2/d2 .

Example 3.6. Consider the polynomial
f(X1, X2) = X2

1X
2
2 +X2

1 −X2
2 ∈ Z[X1, X2].

Note that f is irreducible in Q[X1, X2]. Let (a, b, c) be a primitive
Pythagorean triple, with a, b, c ≤ B. Then f(a/c, a/b) = 0. There are
Ω(B) such Pythagorean triples, see for example [Leh00, p. 328], so

NQ(f,B) ≫ B = B2/deg2 f .

3.4. Bézout’s theorem. Bézout’s theorem is the main tool used to
bound the number of zeros of f . We use the following special case of
Bézout’s theorem, see for example [Sha13, Example 4.9] for a proof.

Lemma 3.7 (Bézout’s theorem). Let f ∈ Q[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be irre-
ducible and bihomogeneous. Let g ∈ Q[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be a bihomo-
geneous polynomial that is not divisible by f . Then there are at
most deg f · deg g points ((x1 : x2), (y1 : y2)) ∈ P1 × P1 such that
f(x1, x2, y1, y2) = g(x1, x2, y1, y2) = 0.
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3.5. Reductions to special cases. In the construction of the auxiliary
polynomial, we use a determinant estimate that applies to absolutely
irreducible polynomials f , so we need a separate argument to handle the
case where f is irreducible but not absolutely irreducible. The following
lemma shows that Theorem 3.3 holds in this case.

Lemma 3.8. Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be a bihomogeneous polyno-
mial of bidegree (d1, d2). If f is irreducible over Q, but not absolutely
irreducible, then

NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≤ (d1 + d2)
2.

Proof. First we show that if g ∈ Q[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] is an absolutely
irreducible bihomogeneous polynomial of bidegree (e1, e2) that is not a
multiple of a rational polynomial, then

NP1×P1(g,B1, B2) ≤ (e1 + e2)
2. (10)

Let {λ1, . . . , λl} be a basis for the Q-vector space spanned by the
coefficients of g. By writing the coefficients of g as a rational linear
combination of the λi, we can express g in the form g =

∑l
i=1 λigi where

the gi are rational bihomogeneous polynomials of bidegree (e1, e2). Since
the λi are linearly independent over Q, all rational zeros of g must satisfy
g = gi = 0.

Since g is absolutely irreducible and not a multiple of a rational
polynomial, there is a polynomial gi that is not a multiple of g. By
Lemma 3.7, there are at most (e1 + e2)

2 zeros of g, which proves (10).
Let f1, . . . , fk be the irreducible factors of f over Q. Every zero of f

must be a zero of one of the fi. By applying (10) to every fi, we get

NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≤
k∑

i=1

NP1×P1(fi, B1, B2)

≤
k∑

i=1

(deg1 fi + deg2 fi)
2

≤ (d1 + d2)
2.

This completes the proof of the lemma. □

Let cf be the Xd1
1 Y d2

1 coefficient of f . The following lemma allows
us to assume that cf is large, which is used in the construction of the
auxiliary polynomial. It is a slight refinement of [Ver24, Lemma 3.9].

Lemma 3.9. Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be a bihomogeneous polynomial
of bidegree (d1, d2). Then there exists a bihomogeneous polynomial
f̃ ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] of bidegree (d1, d2) with the following properties.

(1) ∥f̃∥ ≤ dd11 dd22 (d1 + 1)(d2 + 1)∥f∥,
(2) |cf̃ | ≥

∥f̃∥
3d1+d2d

d1
1 d

d2
2 (d1+1)(d2+1)

,
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(3) NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≤ NP1×P1(f̃ , d1B1, d2B2),
(4) If f is primitive, irreducible or absolutely irreducible, then f̃ has

the same properties.

Proof. In the proof of [Ver24, Lemma 3.9], the polynomial f̃ is construc-
ted such that f̃ = f ◦A for some integer matrix A, where A−1 is also an
integer matrix, and the first three properties are proved. This construc-
tion preserves primitivity, irreducibility and absolute irreducibility. □

3.6. The auxiliary polynomial. The following lemma constructs and
bounds the degree of the auxiliary polynomial. We prove this lemma in
Section 4 using the determinant method.

Lemma 3.10. Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be a primitive absolutely irre-
ducible bihomogeneous polynomial of bidegree (d1, d2). If |cf | ≥ ∥f∥/Cd,
where Cd = 3d1+d2dd11 dd22 (d1 + 1)(d2 + 1), then there exists a bihomogen-
eous polynomial g, not divisible by f , such that g vanishes at every zero
of f of height at most (B1, B2), and

deg g ≪ d41d
3
2B

2/d2
1 (logB2)

2.

3.7. Proof of Theorem 3.3. By dividing by the greatest common
factor of the coefficients, we may assume that f is primitive. If f is
irreducible over Q, but not absolutely irreducible, then Theorem 3.3
follows from Lemma 3.8. If f is absolutely irreducible, then applying
Lemma 3.9 gives a primitive absolutely irreducible polynomial f̃ of
bidegree (d1, d2) such that

|cf̃ | ≥
∥f̃∥

3d1+d2dd11 dd22 (d1 + 1)(d2 + 1)

and
NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≤ NP1×P1(f̃ , d1B1, d2B2).

By applying Lemma 3.10 to f̃ , we obtain a bihomogeneous polynomial
g with

deg g ≪ d41d
3
2(d1B1)

2/d2(log(d2B2))
2,

such that g is not divisible by f̃ and g vanishes at every zero of f̃ of
height at most (d1B1, d2B2). Lemma 3.7 implies that

NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≤ NP1×P1(f̃ , d1B1, d2B2)

≤ deg f̃ · deg g

≪ d71d
4
2B

2/d2
1 (log(d2B2))

2.

If d2 < B2, then log(d2B2) ≪ logB2, so

NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≪ d71d
4
2B

2/d2
1 (logB2)

2.
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If d2 ≥ B2, then for each (y1 : y2) ∈ P1, there are at most d1 values of
(x1 : x2) ∈ P1 such that f(x1, x2, y1, y2) = 0, so

NP1×P1(f,B1, B2) ≪ d1B
2
2

≪ d71d
4
2B

2/d2
1 (logB2)

2.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.3.

3.8. Proof of Corollary 3.4. Corollary 3.4 follows from Theorem 3.3
and the following result.

Proposition 3.11. Let f ∈ Z[X, Y ] be a polynomial of degree dX in X
and degree dY in Y . Let

g(X1, X2, Y1, Y2) = XdX
2 Y dY

2 f

(
X1

X2

,
Y1

Y2

)
∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2]

be the homogenisation of f . Then

NQ(f,B1, B2) ≤ NP1×P1(g,B1, B2).

Proof. Suppose that (x1/x2, y1/y2) is a point counted by NQ(f,B1, B2),
so that f(x1/x2, y1/y2) = 0 and H(x1/x2) ≤ B1 and H(y1/y2) ≤ B2.
Then

g(x1, x2, y1, y2) = xdX
2 ydY2 f

(
x1

x2

,
y1
y2

)
= 0

and H(x1 : x2) = H(x1/x2) ≤ B1 and H(y1 : y2) = H(y1/y2) ≤
B2, so ((x1 : x2), (y1 : y2)) is a point counted by NP1×P1(g,B1, B2).
Furthermore, these points are distinct. □

4. Construction of the auxiliary polynomial

In this section, we prove Lemma 3.10 using the determinant method.
To prove Lemma 3.10, we assume that there is no auxiliary polynomial

of bidegree (M1,M2). Then we consider determinants of matrices
consisting of the monomials of bidegree (M1,M2) evaluated at the zeros
of f of height at most (B1, B2). We use an upper and lower bound on
the determinant to obtain an upper bound on (M1,M2).

4.1. Determinant estimates. Before we prove Lemma 3.10, we state
the bounds for the determinant that we use.

To state the bounds for the determinant, we need to define a quantity
b(f).

Definition 4.1. For a polynomial f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] of bidegree
(d1, d2), we set b(f) := 0 if f is not absolutely irreducible, and otherwise,
we set

b(f) :=
∏
p∈P

p1/p,

where P is the set of primes p > (d1d2)
2 such that f mod p is not

absolutely irreducible.
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Lemma 4.2 ([Ver24, Lemma 3.6]). Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be primit-
ive and absolutely irreducible of bidegree (d1, d2). Then

b(f) ≪ max

(
log∥f∥
d1d2

, 1

)2

.

We can now state the bounds for the determinant. First, we state a
lower bound for the determinant.

Lemma 4.3 ([Ver24, Proposition 3.8]). Let f ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be
bihomogeneous and absolutely irreducible. Let ξ1, . . . , ξk be rational
points on V (f). Let Fli ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2] be bihomogeneous for 1 ≤
l ≤ L and 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Write ∆l for the determinant of (Fli(ξj))ij. Let
∆ be the greatest common divisor of the ∆l. If ∆ ̸= 0, then

log∆ ≥ k2

2
(log k − 2 log(d1d2)− log b(f) +O(1)).

To obtain an upper bound for the determinant, we use the following
well known result of Bombieri and Vaaler [BV83, Theorem 1]. It is also
known as Siegel’s lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let A be a k ×m integer matrix of rank k, where k < m.
Then there exists a non-zero x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Zm such that Ax = 0
and

max
1≤i≤m

|xi| ≤ (∆−1
√

|det(AAT )|)1/(m−k),

where ∆ is the greatest common divisor of all k × k minors of A.

We use the following reformulation of Lemma 4.4 as the upper bound
for the determinants.

Lemma 4.5. Let A be a k ×m integer matrix of rank k, where k < m.
Let ∆ be the greatest common divisor of all k× k minors of A. Suppose
that every non-zero x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Zm such that Ax = 0 satisfies
max1≤i≤m|xi| ≥ C. Then

log∆ ≤ 1

2
log|det(AAT )| − (m− k) logC.

Proof. By Lemma 4.4, there exists a non-zero x = (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Zm

such that Ax = 0 and

max
1≤i≤m

|xi| ≤ (∆−1
√

|det(AAT )|)1/(m−k).

Applying the assumption max1≤i≤m|xi| ≥ C, we obtain

C ≤ (∆−1
√

|det(AAT )|)1/(m−k).

Rearranging gives

∆ ≤
√
|det(AAT )|C−(m−k).

The lemma follows after taking the logarithm of both sides. □
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4.2. The setup. The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of
Lemma 3.10.

Let S ⊆ P1 × P1 be the set of rational points of height at most
(B1, B2) on the curve defined by f . Let M1 and M2 be such that there
is no bihomogeneous polynomial g of bidegree (M1,M2), where g is not
divisible by f and g vanishes at every point of S. Our goal is to deduce
an upper bound on (M1,M2).

The first step is to construct a matrix A consisting of monomials of
bidegree (M1,M2) evaluated at the points of S.

The next step is to apply the determinant estimates of Lemma 4.3
and Lemma 4.5 and manipulate the estimates to give an upper bound
for M1. In order to manipulate the estimates to give the desired upper
bound, we need to make some assumptions on the value of M1 and M2.
We assume that

M1 ≥ K0(d
2
1d

2
2 + d1d2 logB1 logB2) (11)

for some K0 to be specified later, and that

1

d1 logB2

≤ M2

M1

≤ min

(
1

d1
,

1

logB2

)
. (12)

The final step is to construct the auxiliary polynomial g such that
the degree satisfies the assumptions (11) and (12), but not the upper
bound on M1 and M2. This guarantees that g is not divisible by f and
g vanishes at every point of S.

4.3. Construction of the matrix. First, we construct the matrix A
and compute its dimensions.

For D1, D2 ≥ 0, write B[D1, D2] for the set of bihomogeneous monomi-
als of bidegree (D1, D2), so |B[D1, D2]| = (D1 + 1)(D2 + 1). For each
x ∈ S, we can construct a vector vx by applying all monomials in
B[M1,M2] to x. Let S ′ ⊆ S be a maximal subset such that the set
{vx : x ∈ S ′} is linearly independent. Let A be the k×m matrix where
the rows are given by vx for x ∈ S ′.

The number of columns in A is the number of monomials in B[M1,M2],
so we have

m = |B[M1,M2]| = (M1 + 1)(M2 + 1). (13)

The solutions to Ax = 0 correspond to the coefficients of the bihomo-
geneous polynomials of bidegree (M1,M2) that vanish on every point
of S ′ and therefore vanish on every point of S. By our assumption on
(M1,M2), these polynomials are exactly the multiples of f of bidegree
(M1,M2). The assumptions (11) and (12) imply that M1 ≥ d1 and
M2 ≥ d2, so a basis for this set is

{fp : p ∈ B[M1 − d1,M2 − d2]}.
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Therefore
k = |B[M1,M2]| − |B[M1 − d1,M2 − d2]|
= d2M1 + d1M2 − d1d2 + d1 + d2.

(14)

4.4. Applying the determinant lower bound. Next, we apply the
lower bound for the determinant of A and manipulate the bound to
give an upper bound for logM1.

Let ∆ be the greatest common divisor of all k × k minors of A. The
rows of A are linearly independent, so ∆ ̸= 0. Applying Lemma 4.3
where the ∆l ranges over the k × k minors of A, we obtain

log∆ ≥ k2

2
(log k − 2 log(d1d2)− log b(f) + C0)

for some constant C0. Dividing by M1k gives

log∆

M1k
≥ k

2M1

(log k − 2 log(d1d2)− log b(f) + C0). (15)

From (14) and the fact that M1 ≥ d1, which comes from the assump-
tion (11), we have that k − d1M2 > 0.

If the right hand side of (15) is non-negative, then we can replace
the k with k − d1M2 in the numerator of the right hand side, because
it makes the right hand side smaller.

On the other hand, if the right hand side of (15) is negative, we
can replace the k with k − d1M2 because the left hand side is non-
negative, while the right hand side remains negative after replacing k
with k − d1M2 > 0.

Putting this together yields

log∆

M1k
≥ k − d1M2

2M1

(log k − 2 log(d1d2)− log b(f) + C0). (16)

Now we focus on the right hand side of (16). By (14), we have

k − d1M2

M1

= d2 +O

(
d1d2
M1

)
.

By the assumptions (11) and (12), we have d1M2/M1 ≤ 1 and d1d2/M1 ≤
1. Together with (14), this implies that

log k = logM1 + log d2 +O(1). (17)

Thus we can replace the right hand side of (16) with

d2
2
(logM1 − 2 log d1 − log d2 − log b(f) +O(1))

+O

(
d1d2(logM1 + log d1 + log d2)

M1

+
d1d2 log b(f)

M1

)
.
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By the assumption (11), the first error term is O(1). Putting this into
(16) and rearranging, we obtain

logM1 ≤
2 log∆

d2M1k
+ 2 log d1 + log d2 +

(
1 +O

(
d1
M1

))
log b(f) +O(1).

(18)

4.5. Applying the determinant upper bound. Next, we apply the
upper bound for the determinant of A.

We know that the solutions to Ax = 0 correspond to the coefficients
of multiples of f of bidegree (M1,M2). Since f is primitive, every
multiple of f with integer coefficients must be of the form fp for some
p ∈ Z[X1, X2, Y1, Y2]. The coefficient of fp with the greatest degree in
X1 and Y1 must then have size at least |cf | ≥ ∥f∥/Cd.

Therefore every integer solution to Ax = 0 satisfies max1≤i≤m|xi| ≥
∥f∥/Cd. Since the rows of A are linearly independent, A has rank k, so
we can apply Lemma 4.5 to obtain the bound

log∆ ≤ 1

2
log|det(AAT )| − (m− k)(log∥f∥ − logCd).

The entries of A are bounded by BM1
1 BM2

2 , which gives the estimate

|det(AAT )| ≤ k!(mB2M1
1 B2M2

2 )k.

Putting this together, we get

log∆ ≤ log k!

2
+

k

2
logm+ kM1 logB1 + kM2 logB2

− (m− k)(log∥f∥ − logCd).

Now we multiply both sides by 2/(d2M1k) so that the left hand side
matches the term in (18). This gives

2 log∆

d2M1k
≤ log k!

d2M1k
+

logm

d2M1

+
2

d2
logB1 +

2M2

d2M1

logB2

− 2(m− k)

d2M1k
(log∥f∥ − logCd).

From the estimate log k! ≤ k log k and (17), we see that the first
term on the right hand side is O(1). The assumption (12) implies that
M2 ≤ M1, so that logm ≪ logM1 + logM2 ≪ logM1, so the second
term is also O(1). Additionally, (12) implies that M2/M1 ≤ 1/ logB2,
so the fourth term is also O(1). Hence we have

2 log∆

d2M1k
≤ 2

d2
logB1 −

2(m− k)

d2M1k
(log∥f∥ − logCd) +O(1). (19)

Next, we estimate (m− k)/(M1k). By (13) and (14), we have

m− k = M1M2 +O(d2M1 + d1M2)
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and
M1k = d2M

2
1 + d1M1M2 +O(d1d2M1).

This gives

m− k

M1k
=

M1M2 +O(d2M1 + d1M2)

d2M2
1 + d1M1M2 +O(d1d2M1)

=
M1M2

d2M2
1 + d1M1M2 +O(d1d2M1)

+O

(
1

M1

)
=

M2

d2M1 + d1M2

+O

(
1

M1

+
d1d2M2

(d2M1 + d1M2)2

)
=

M2

d2M1 + d1M2

+O

(
1

M1

)
.

By the assumption (12), we have 1/(d1 logB2) ≤ M2/M1 ≤ 1/d1, so

1

d1(d2 logB2 + 1)
≤ M2

d2M1 + d1M2

≤ 1

d1d2
.

Therefore

−2(m− k)

d2M1k
log∥f∥ ≤ − 2 log∥f∥

d1d2(d2 logB2 + 1)
+O

(
log∥f∥
d2M1

)
.

Recall that Cd = 3d1+d2dd11 dd22 (d1 + 1)(d2 + 1). Using the assumption
(11), we have

2(m− k)

d2M1k
logCd ≤

(
2

d1d22
+O

(
1

d2M1

))
(d1 log d1 + d2 log d2 +O(d1 + d2))

≤ 2 log d1 +
2

d2
log d2 +O(1)

≤ 2 log d1 +O(1).

Putting this into (19), we obtain

2 log∆

d2M1k
≤ 2

d2
logB1 + 2 log d1 −

2 log∥f∥
d1d2(d2 logB2 + 1)

+O

(
log∥f∥
d2M1

)
+O(1).

We now put this into (18), which gives

logM1 ≤
2

d2
logB1 + 4 log d1 + log d2 −

2 log∥f∥
d1d2(d2 logB2 + 1)

+

(
1 +O

(
d1
M1

))
log b(f) +O

(
log∥f∥
d2M1

)
+O(1). (20)
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4.6. An upper bound for M1. We now use (20) to obtain an upper
bound on M1.

We take the K0 in (11) sufficiently large, so that the terms in (20)
satisfy

O

(
d1
M1

)
≤ 1

d2 logB2

and

O

(
log∥f∥
d2M1

)
≤ log∥f∥

d1d2(d2 logB2 + 1)
.

Then (20) becomes

logM1 ≤
2

d2
logB1 + 4 log d1 + log d2 −

log∥f∥
d1d2(d2 logB2 + 1)

+

(
1 +

1

d2 logB2

)
log b(f) +O(1).

By [Cas+20, Lemma 3.5.5], for any x > 1 and a, c > 0, we have

a log log x− log x

c
= a

(
log log x− log x

ac

)
≤ a(log c+ log a+O(1)).

Taking a = 2(1+1/(d2 logB2)) and c = d1d2(d2 logB2+1) and applying
Lemma 4.2 gives(

1 +
1

d2 logB2

)
log b(f)− log∥f∥

d1d2(d2 logB2 + 1)

≤ amax{log log∥f∥ − log d1 − log d2, 0} −
log∥f∥

c
+O(1)

≤ amax{log c− log d1 − log d2 + log a+O(1), 0}+O(1)

≤ 2

(
1 +

1

d2 logB2

)
(log logB2 + log d2) +O(1)

≤ 2 log logB2 + 2 log d2 +O(1).

Hence

logM1 ≤
2

d2
logB1 + 2 log logB2 + 4 log d1 + 3 log d2 +O(1),

which implies that

M1 ≪ d41d
3
2B

2/d2
1 (logB2)

2. (21)

4.7. Construction of g. Finally, we construct the auxiliary polynomial
g. Consider the bihomogeneous polynomials of bidegree (M1,M2) where

M1 = Kd41d
3
2B

2/d2
1 (logB2)

2

for some large constant K, and
1

d1 logB2

≤ M2

M1

≤ min

(
1

d1
,

1

logB2

)
.
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Notice that if K is sufficiently large, (M1,M2) satisfies the assumptions
(11) and (12) because if d2 ≥ logB1/ log logB1, then d22 ≥ logB1, and
otherwise B

2/d2
1 ≥ logB1. However, if K is larger than the implied

constant of (21), (M1,M2) does not satisfy (21).
This proves the existence of a bihomogeneous polynomial g of bidegree

(M1,M2) that vanishes at every zero of f of height at most (B1, B2),
which completes the proof of Lemma 3.10.

5. Rational points on irreducible affine hypersurfaces

The goal of this section is to prove Theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

5.1. Proof outline. In the proof of Theorem 1.2, we consider special-
isations of X3, . . . , Xn and bound NQ(f,B) by bounding the number of
points coming from each specialisation. Then we split into the cases
where the specialisation is irreducible, reducible and zero.

When the specialisation is irreducible, we use Theorem 1.4 to bound
the number of points. We trivially bound the number of these special-
isations by On(B

2(n−2)).
When the specialisation is reducible, we bound the number of points

using the Schwartz–Zippel bound, see Lemma 5.2. The number of these
specialisations is bounded using Corollary 1.7.

When the specialisation is the zero polynomial, we trivially bound
the number of points by O(B4). To bound the number of these special-
isations, we consider the specialisations of Xn and use induction.

We use a similar approach to prove Theorem 1.3, but we take more
care when bounding the contribution from the reducible case.

5.2. Schwartz–Zippel bound. To bound the number of points coming
from the reducible case, we use the following bound, which is known as
the Schwartz–Zippel bound or the trivial bound. We state the bound
in the form of [BT12, Lemma 14], which gives a bound on NQ(f,B) as
a special case.

Lemma 5.1 (Schwartz–Zippel bound). Let X ⊆ An be a variety of
dimension m and degree d. Let A1, . . . , An ⊆ A1 be finite sets of the
same size. Then

#{(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ X : xi ∈ Ai for i = 1, . . . , n} ≤ d|A1|m.

Lemma 5.2. Let f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn] be a non-zero polynomial of degree
d. Then

NQ(f,B) ≪n dB2(n−1).

Proof. Apply Lemma 5.1 with A1 = · · · = An = {t ∈ Q : H(t) ≤
B}. □
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5.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. First, we bound the number of special-
isations that result in the zero polynomial.

Lemma 5.3. Let n ≥ 3. Let f ∈ Z[X1, . . . , Xn] be an irreducible
polynomial of degree d. Suppose that f has degree at least one in X1.
The number of (x3, . . . , xn) ∈ Qn−2 such that H(xi) ≤ B for all i and
f(X1, X2, x3, . . . , xn) is the zero polynomial is at most

Od,n(B
2n−7(log∥f∥+ logB)5).

Proof. For x ∈ Q, let fx be the polynomial given by clearing the
denominators of f(X1, . . . , Xn−1, x). Then fx is not the zero polynomial,
because if fx = 0, then f is divisible by Xn − x. Since f is irreducible
over Q, this implies that f is a constant multiple of Xn − x, which is
not possible because f has degree at least one in X1.

Thus for n = 3, we are done. Now assume that n > 3 and the lemma
has been proved for n− 1.

Case 1: Consider the case where fx is irreducible and deg1 fx ≥ 1.
When H(x) ≤ B, we have ∥fx∥ ≤ (d+1)∥f∥Bd, so log∥fx∥ ≪d log∥f∥+
logB. By induction, there are at most

Od,n(B
2n−9(log∥fx∥+ logB)5) = Od,n(B

2n−9(log∥f∥+ logB)5)

values of (x3, . . . , xn−1) such that fx(X1, X2, x3, . . . , xn−1) = 0 and
H(xi) ≤ B for all i. There are O(B2) choices for x, so the total
contribution from this case is

Od,n(B
2n−7(log∥f∥+ logB)5).

Case 2: Next consider the case where fx is reducible or deg1 fx = 0.
If we treat fx as a polynomial with coefficients in Z[X3, . . . , Xn−1] and
variables X1 and X2, there must be a non-zero coefficient g. In order
for fx(X1, X2, x3, . . . , xn−1) = 0, we must have g(x3, . . . , xn−1) = 0. By
Lemma 5.2, this occurs for at most Od,n(B

2(n−4)) values of (x3, . . . , xn−1)
such that H(xi) ≤ B for all i.
fx is reducible for at most Od,n((log∥f∥)5B) values of x with H(x) ≤

B by Lemma 2.10. Also, deg1 fx = 0 occurs for at most d values of x
because if we consider f as a polynomial with coefficients in Z[Xn], this
requires x to be a root of the coefficients for the terms of degree at least
one in X1.

Therefore the total contribution from the reducible case is

Od,n((log∥f∥)5B2n−7).

Lemma 5.3 follows after adding the contribution from the two cases. □

We now prove Theorem 1.2. Let d1 ≥ 2 be the degree of f in X1. We
consider specialisations of f of the form

g(X1, X2) := f(X1, X2, x3, . . . , xn),

where (x3, . . . , xn) ∈ Qn−2.
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Case 1: If g is irreducible and deg1 g = d1, then we have

NQ(g,B) ≪d B
2/d1(logB)2 ≪ B(logB)2

by Theorem 1.4. There are On(B
2(n−2)) values of (x3, . . . , xn) with

H(xi) ≤ B for all i, so the total contribution from this case is

Od,n(B
2n−3(logB)2).

Case 2: Next, consider the case where g is the zero polynomial.
There are O(B4) specialisations of X1 and X2 with H(xi) ≤ B for
i = 1, 2. By Lemma 5.3, the total contribution from this case is

Od,n(B
2n−3(log∥f∥+ logB)5).

Case 3: Finally, consider the case where g is non-zero and g is either
reducible or deg1 g < d1. By Lemma 5.2, we have

NQ(g,B) ≪d B
2.

By Corollary 1.7, there are

Od,n(B
2n−5(log∥f∥+ logB)5)

values of (x3, . . . , xn) such that g is reducible and H(xi) ≤ B for all
i. In order for deg1 g < d1, when we consider f as a polynomial with
coefficients in Z[X3, . . . , Xn], the coefficient of a leading term in X1

must vanish. By Lemma 5.2, this occurs at most Od,n(B
2(n−3)) times.

Therefore, the total contribution from this case is

Od,n(B
2n−3(log∥f∥+ logB)5).

Theorem 1.2 follows after adding the contribution from all the cases.

5.4. Proof of Theorem 1.3. In the proof of Theorem 1.3, we use the
following lemma. The proof of the lemma follows a similar approach to
the proof of Theorem 1.2, but we take more care when bounding the
points coming from the reducible case. Specifically, we split into the
case where there is a factor that is linear in Y and the case where every
factor has degree at least two in Y . Additionally, the case where the
specialisation is the zero polynomial does not occur because the leading
term in Y does not vanish.

Lemma 5.4. Let f ∈ Z[Y, T1, . . . , Tn] be an irreducible polynomial of
degree d and degree dY in Y . Suppose that the leading coefficient in
Y is constant. Write R(f,B) for the number of (t1, . . . , tn) ∈ Qn with
H(ti) ≤ B such that f(Y, t1, . . . , tn) has a root in Q. Then

R(f,B) ≪d,n B2(n−1+1/dY )(log∥f∥+ logB)7.

Proof. We adapt the proof of [CD17, Lemma 7]. The proof is by
induction.

The base case is n = 1. Suppose that t ∈ Q and f(Y, t) has a rational
root y. Let ft be the polynomial obtained by clearing denominators
in f(Y, t). Then ∥ft∥ ≤ (d+ 1)∥f∥H(t)d. Since f has constant leading



26 ANDERS MAH

coefficient in Y , we see that ft is non-zero, so by the rational root
theorem, we have H(y) ≤ ∥ft∥ ≤ (d+ 1)∥f∥H(t)d. So the number of
t contributing to R(f,B) is bounded by NQ(f, (d + 1)∥f∥Bd, B). By
Theorem 1.4, we have

R(f,B) ≤ NQ(f, (d+ 1)∥f∥Bd, B) ≪d B
2/dY (log∥f∥+ logB)2.

Now assume that the lemma has been proved for n−1. For (t2, . . . , tn) ∈
Qn−1, let g ∈ Z[Y, T1] be the polynomial obtained by clearing denomin-
ators in f(Y, T1, t2, . . . , tn). Since f has constant leading coefficient in Y ,
we see that g also has constant leading coefficient in Y and degY g = dY .
If H(ti) ≤ B for all i, then we have

log∥g∥ ≪d,n log∥f∥+ logB. (22)

Case 1: First, consider the case where g is irreducible. Applying the
n = 1 case of the lemma to g and using (22) gives

R(g,B) ≪d,n B2/degY g(log∥g∥+ logB)2

≪d,n B2/dY (log∥f∥+ logB)2.

There are O(B2(n−1)) values of (t2, . . . , tn) such that H(ti) ≤ B for all
i, so the total contribution to R(f,B) from this case is

Od,n(B
2(n−1+1/dY )(log∥f∥+ logB)2).

Case 2: Next, consider the case where g is reducible over Q. Since f
has constant leading coefficient in Y , every factor of g must have degree
at least one in Y and the factors also have constant leading coefficient
in Y . Suppose that every irreducible factor of g has degree at least two
in Y . By [Lan83, Chapter 3, Proposition 2.3] and (22), every factor h
of g satisfies log∥h∥ ≪d,n log∥g∥ ≪d,n log∥f∥ + logB. Then applying
the n = 1 case of the lemma to each irreducible factor of g gives

R(g,B) ≪d,n B(log∥f∥+ logB)2.

By Corollary 1.7, there are

Od,n(B
2n−3(log∥f∥+ logB)5)

values of (t2, . . . , tn) such that g is reducible and H(ti) ≤ B for all i, so
the total contribution to R(f,B) from these values is

Od,n(B
2(n−1)(log∥f∥+ logB)7).

Case 3: Finally, consider the case where g is reducible over Q and
there is a factor that is linear in Y . Let U be the set of (t2, . . . , tn) ∈ Qn−1

such that H(ti) ≤ B for all i and this case occurs.
By [Clu+25, Corollary 1.11], there exists t1 ∈ Z such that

ft1(Y, T2, . . . , Tn) := f(Y, t1, T2, . . . , Tn)

is irreducible and |t1| is at most polynomial in log∥f∥, where the degree
and coefficients depend on d and n. Then ∥ft1∥ ≤ (d+1)∥f∥|t1|d, which
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implies that log∥ft1∥ ≪d,n log∥f∥. Also, degY ft1 = dY because f has
constant leading coefficient in Y .

If (t2, . . . , tn) ∈ U , then

ft1(Y, t2, . . . , tn) = f(Y, t1, t2, . . . , tn) = g(Y, t1)

must have a rational root because g(Y, t1) has a linear factor over Q.
Therefore every (t2, . . . , tn) ∈ U is counted by R(ft1 , B). By induction,
we have

|U | ≤ R(ft1 , B)

≪d,n B2(n−2+1/degY ft1 )(log∥ft1∥+ logB)7

≪d,n B2(n−2+1/dY )(log∥f∥+ logB)7.

For each (t2, . . . , tn) ∈ U , we trivially bound the number of t1 con-
tributing to R(f,B) by O(B2). Thus the total contribution from this
case is

Od,n(B
2(n−1+1/dY )(log∥f∥+ logB)7).

This completes the proof of the lemma. □

We now prove Theorem 1.3.
Suppose that (x1, . . . , xn) contributes to NQ(f,B). Then x1 is a

rational root of the polynomial f(X1, x2, . . . , xn). By Lemma 5.4,
f(X1, x2, . . . , xn) has a rational root for at most

Od,n(B
2(n−2+1/d1)(log∥f∥+ logB)7)

values of (x2, . . . , xn) ∈ Qn−1 such that H(xi) ≤ B for all i. Since f
is monic in X1, we see that f(X1, x2, . . . , xn) has degree d1, so it has
at most d1 rational roots. That is, for a fixed (x2, . . . , xn), there are
at most d1 values of x1 such that (x1, . . . , xn) contributes to NQ(f,B).
Hence

NQ(f,B) ≪d,n B2(n−2+1/d1)(log∥f∥+ logB)7.

6. Future research directions

Finally, we state some possible directions for future research.
We do not expect the exponent 2n− 3 in Theorem 1.2 to be optimal.

One possible direction for research would be to either improve the
exponent in the bound or prove a matching lower bound for NQ(f,B).
We believe that 2(n− 2 + 1/d1), which is the exponent in Theorem 1.3,
is the optimal exponent.

In Theorem 1.2, we assume that f has degree at least 2 in X1, and
in Theorem 1.3, we assume that f is monic in X1. We do not expect
these assumptions to be necessary for these bounds to hold, so another
possible direction for research would be to weaken these assumptions.

In Theorems 1.2, 1.3 and 1.6, one could make the dependence on d
explicit, improve the dependence on log∥f∥ or improve the exponent of
logB.
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Another possible direction for research would be to generalise the
main results to varieties or to global fields.

We considered a quantitative form of Hilbert’s irreducibility the-
orem, where for an irreducible polynomial f ∈ Z[T1, . . . , Ts, Y1, . . . , Yr],
we bounded the number of (t1, . . . , ts) ∈ Qs of bounded height such
that f(t1, . . . , ts, Y1, . . . , Yr) is irreducible. Another form of Hilbert’s
irreducibility theorem concerns the Galois group of the specialisations.
One possible direction for research would be to obtain quantitative
bounds in this setting. More precisely, given an irreducible polynomial
f ∈ Z[T1, . . . , Ts, Y ] and group G, one can ask for a bound on the
number of (t1, . . . , ts) ∈ Qs of bounded height such that f(t1, . . . , ts, Y )
has Galois group G.
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