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RATIONAL POINTS ON LINEAR SLICES OF DIAGONAL
HYPERSURFACES

JORG BRUDERN AND OLIVIER ROBERT

ABSTRACT. An asymptotic formula is obtained for the number of rational
points of bounded height on the class of varieties described in the title line.
The formula is proved via the Hardy-Littlewood method, and along the way, we
establish two new results on Weyl sums that are of some independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

The varieties alluded to in the title line are defined by pairs of equations

(11) ZCUI? = ijll)j =0
j=1 Jj=1

in which the natural numbers k,s and the integers a;,b; are fixed once and for
all. We shall be concerned with deriving an asymptotic formula for the number
N(P) = Nap(P) of solutions to (1.1) in integers x; satisfying

(1.2) lz;| <P (1<j<5s).

The cases K = 1 and k = 2 are part of the classical theory: When k = 1,
the equations (1.1) describe a lattice, and the asymptotic evaluation of N(P) is
elementary. When k = 2, one inserts the linear equation into the quadratic one to
eliminate a variable, thus reducing the problem to that of counting those integer
points where an integral quadratic form vanishes. For the latter problem, there is
a vast literature to which we have nothing to add. Thus, we concentrate on the
cases where k > 3.

Theorem 1. Let k > 3, s > 2% + 2 and suppose that a; # 0 (1 < j < s). Suppose
that the pair of equations (1.1) has non-singular solutions in R and in Qp, for all
primes p. Then there is a positive number €(a,b) such that

(1.3) Nap(P) = €(a,b)P* 1 + O(P* " (log P)?).

In algebraic geometry, it is more customary to count rational points on the
projective variety defined by (1.1). A rational point on (1.1) corresponds to an
integral solution with (x1;x2;...;x5) = 1. The latter is unique up to sign, and its
natural height is defined by max |x;|. By Mo6bius’ inversion formula, the number of
rational points on (1.1) with height not exceeding P equals

% > wd)(N(P/d) - 1).

d<p

AMS subject classification 11D45 (primary), 11L15, 11P55 (secondary).
1
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Subject to the conditions in Theorem 1, this expression is asymptotic to
%C(s —k—1)"t¢(a,b)Ps—F1,

as expected.

Theorem 1 should be considered as part of a programme to establish similar
asymptotic formulae for intersections of diagonal hypersurfaces, at least when the
dimension is suitably large (see [6, 9, 10, 23, 32, 33] and the references therein).
Recent ground-breaking work of Wooley [35, 37, 36] on Vinogradov’s mean value
theorem has a revolutionary impact in this area. At the time of writing, publicly
available descriptions of Wooley’s ”efficient congruencing” provide conclusions sim-
ilar to Theorem 1, but subject to a condition slightly milder than s > 2(k — 1)2
when £ > 6. However, progress is still ongoing, and Wooley has now announced
results that have the potential to supersede Theorem 1 for all £ > 5. In the light
of this, the main interest is in the cases k = 3 and k = 4, but our proof for k = 4
works equally well for k > 4.

When k = 3, the condition on s in Theorem 1 is s > 10. As in the quadratic
case, one may substitute the linear equation into the cubic one to obtain a cubic
form in nine or more variables. For cubic forms in nine variables, important work
of Hooley [18, 19, 20] provides an asymptotic formula for the number of its integral
zeros within a suitable expanding region, provided that the form is non-singular, a
condition that may in some cases be relaxed to allow the singular locus of the form
to consist of isolated linearly independent ordinary double points. However, as one
readily checks, the projective cubic defined by

10 10

3 _ -
E T; = E z; =0
Jj=1 j=1

has 126 singular points, and hence provides an example covered by Theorem 1 but
not by Hooley’s work. When k = 4, one may again insert the linear equation into the
quartic one. This leads to a quartic form that one may analyse by the methods of
Birch [1] and Browning and Heath-Brown [4], but this strategy apparently requires
s to be as large as 40 or thereabouts, and is therefore is not competitive at present.

We prove Theorem 1 by a two-dimensional version of the Hardy-Littlewood
method. Our argument rests on a new mean value theorem for the generating
function

(1.4) fla, ) = e(aa” + px)

z<P

that we now describe. Fix a number 0 with 2%k < 0 < % and then take Q = P?.
Let m denote the set of real numbers a € [0, 1] for which the inequality |ga — a| <
QP~* with ¢ € N, a € Z is only possible when ¢ > Q.

Theorem 2. Let k > 3. Then

1
//WWWme<ﬁ”Wmm%
0Jm
Theorem 2 should be compared with the celebrated estimate

(1.5) / (e, 0)2" daw < P¥*~F(log P)~2
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due to Vaughan (see [26], Theorem B, for k = 3 and [27] for k > 4, with a slightly
different power of log P; for refinements see Boklan [2] and Harvey [14]). Vaughan’s
approach involves a considerable refinement of the conventional proof of Hua's
Lemma (see [29], Lemma 2.5). Certain divisor sums require treatment by mean
value estimates for Hooley’s A,-functions to propagate an initial saving through
an induction. The initial saving itself comes in through a sieving of the variable
of summation in (1.4) and an appeal to a paucity estimate for the diophantine
equation
:E’f—i—m’g :xlg—&—mi.

originally obtained by Hooley [15, 17, 21] (see also Wooley [34], Skinner and Wooley
[24]). We are able to keep the architecture of Vaughan’s treatment largely intact,
now building on a paucity estimate for the pair

i+l +al =y + b+ ok, vt aatas =y +ye +us

(Vaughan and Wooley [31] for k = 3, Greaves [11] for k > 4 ; see also de la Breteche
[3]). Once Theorem 2 is established, it is fairly routine to derive Theorem 1. We
postpone a more comprehensive discussion of several complications to the appro-
priate stage of the argument.

No direct attack on the problem considered here, via the circle method, seems
to have been launched in the past, but there is related work of Parsell [23]. Parsell
considers more generally a pair of diagonal equations

ala:]er...JraS:L’];:blﬂer...ers:cg:O,

and applies smooth number technology within a circle method approach to verify
the Hasse principle for this pair of equations when s is suitably large. Such a
strategy typically supplies a lower bound for the number of solutions within a box
which is of the expected order of magnitude. In the special case n = 1 which is the
theme of this paper, Parsell proves the Hasse principle for £k = 3, s > 10 and for
k=4, s > 17, amongst other results. It is interesting to note that in the case k = 3
his method fails to give a lower bound for N(P) of the expected size, a defect that
is now cured by Theorem 1.

Before we move on to proofs of Theorem 1 and 2, we briefly comment on the
condition in Theorem 1 that all a; be non-zero. It suffices to require only that at
least 2% of the a; are non-zero. In fact, the presence of isolated linear variables
n (1.1) facilitates the exercise. However, it seems difficult to relax this condition
further without improving (1.5), and some lower bound on the number of non-zero
a; is definitely necessary. To see this, consider the system

(1.6) 523 + 923 + 1023 + 1225 = 1 + 29+ -+ 210 = 0.

Here, the cubic equation (when considered in the variables x1, ..., z4 only) violates
the Hasse principle (Cassels and Guy [7]). Thus there are real and p-adic non-
singular solutions of (1.6), but a solution x € 70 satisfies 1 = 29 = 23 = x4 = 0,
and it follows easily that there is a positive constant C' such that N(P) = CP® +
O(P*), in contrast to the leading term of size P*~*~! in Theorem 1.

Notation. Throughout this paper, small italics a, b, . .. denote integers, and ¢ is a
natural number. The letter p is reserved for primes, and k is a natural number with
k > 3. Real numbers are denoted by small greek letters a, 3, . ... These conventions
apply whenever these symbols do not obviously denote functions. Whenever e
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occurs in a statement, it is asserted that the statement is valid for any fixed positive
value of . Note that if A < P® and B <« P¢, then we may conclude that AB < P=.
The leading parameter is P, and all statements are true whenever P exceeds a
certain real number P, that depends only on k.

Vectors are in bold face, x = (x1,...,%s), the dimension s will depend on the
context. To avoid ambiguity, the greatest common factor of a and b is (a;b).

The number of u € N with ujus...u; = n is denoted by d;(n), and we write
d(n) = dz(n) for the number of divisors of n. Similarly, Hooley’s functions are
defined by

Aj(n) = magx #{ue N/ T .. u; =n, & <logu; <& +1(1<i< )}

1rio1
and again we put A(n) = Ay(n). Further, 2(n) denotes the total number of prime
factors of n, counted with multiplicity. Less standard, but common in related
literature are the abbreviations

(1.7) L=1logP, K=2F1 J=2"1

Acknowledgements. The authors thank the anonymous referee for his very de-
tailed inspection of the manuscript. While this paper was refereed, further progress
with the problems considered here was made in the case k = 3, see T.D. Wooley,
Mean value estimates for odd cubic Weyl sums, arXiv:1401.7152.

2. THE GENERATING FUNCTION

Central to the major arc analysis is a good approximation to f(«, ) when «,
are near rational numbers a/q, b/q. The approximating function is built from the
expressions

q P
(2.1) S(q,a,b) Ze (az® +bx)/q), (& ()= / e(&th + ct)dt
r=1 0

For frequent use later on, recall the estimates of Hua

(2.2) S(g,a,b) < q*V/ETE (€, ¢) < P(1+ PF¢] + PIC))

that are valid for any real numbers &, ¢ and natural numbers a,b,q subject to
(g;a;b) = 1 (see Vaughan [29], Theorems 7.1 and 7.3).

Theorem 3. Let ¢ € N, a,b € Z with (a;q) = 1. Let o,8 € R and o = %Jr{,
B =2+ ¢ with [¢| <1/(2q). Then

—-1/k

(23)  flnB) =q 8,0, b)v(€, Q)+ O(q* (1 + PEIE|).
If further |€| < 1/(4kqP*=1), then
(2.4) fle, ) = a7 'S (g,a,b)u(€, ) + O ("~ V/*+e).

While we still work under the condition that & > 3, it may be worth pointing
out that the conclusions in Theorem 3 and their proofs below remain valid when
k = 2. However, when k = 2, a stronger version of Theorem 3 (with € = 0) was
obtained recently by Vaughan [30]. Apparently, Theorem 3 is new for all k£ > 3 and
the best estimate available hitherto is the special case of [29], Theorem 7.2, which
gives (2.3) with the error term inflated to 1 + P*|¢| + P|¢|. Tt is vital for our later
work that both ¢ and || occur in (2.3) with exponents below 1.
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Our proof of Theorem 3 is an adaptation of a standard argument for the classical
Weyl sum f(«,0). We follow Vaughan [29], pp. 4344, quite closely, but differences
in detail justify a moderately detailed exposition. By (1.4), (2.1) and orthogonality
of additive characters, one confirms the initial identity

(2.5) fap =2 ¥ Sab-nfEct /).
—q/2<r<q/2
We apply a truncated Poisson summation formula to f(§ ,C+ g) The phase
F(t) =&tk + (¢ + 2)15 has derivative F'(t) = k&th=1 4+ ¢ + &> which is monotonic
for t > 0, and for 0 <t < P and |r| < 1q, one has |F'(t)| < k[¢|P*~1 + 2%] + 1.
With H = [k|¢|P*~1] + 2, we have now verified the hypotheses of [29], Lemma 4.2,
which gives

Fec+z) =3 vlec+ - h) + O(log ).

|h|<H

One uses this within (2.5). On writing r—gh = m and M = q(H +3), this produces

flas)== S S@ab-mp(ec+ ™)+ E
q —M<r<M q
in which

log H
E< 2

Z |S(q,a,b—1)l|.

Ir|<q/2

Here, one isolates the term m = 0 and then applies (2.2) to all other terms to
conclude that
(2.6)
fla,B) =g S(g,a,b)0(&, Q) < ¢ VF > o6 ¢+ )| +¢* Ve log H.
1<|m|<M

We proceed to deduce (2.4). In the admissible range for £, one has H = 2. We take
F(t) = &th+(¢+ %)t in Lemma 4.2 of Titchmarsh [25]. One has F’(t) = %+ R with
|R| < % for 0 <t < P, so that F’ does not change sign and satisfies |F’(t)| > %'.
The estimate provided by [25], Lemma 4.2, then shows that v({, ¢+ 75) < q/Im|,
and (2.4) is immediate from (2.6).

It remains to prove (2.3) for [¢] > 1/(4kqP*~1), as we now assume. Let F be
as before. Its derivative F'(t) = k&tF=1 + ¢ + % is still monotonic for ¢ > 0, but

may have a zero in [0, P]. We therefore apply a stationary phase argument. For
1 < |m| < M, let 7 (m) be the set of all ¢t € [0, P] where |F'(¢)| > %l. This is an
interval or the union of two intervals, so that [25], Lemma 4.2, still shows that

(2.7) / e(F(t))dt < g/|ml.
T (m)
It remains to estimate the contribution from [0, P]\ .7 (m). If this is non-empty,

then t € [0, P] \ 7 (m) satisfies

et ™ < 1L
q 4q
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This implies that
5|m|

(23) o

] < prgri 1) <
4q

For 1 < |m| < M, let

§=4(m)= |£‘1/(2k*2)(|m|/q)(k72)/(2k72).
We claim that

(2.9) / e(F(t))dt < 61,
[0,PI\T (m)

To see this, first note that an argument similar to the above shows that the set

of all 0 < ¢ < P with § < |F'(t)] < % contributes O(671). For the remaining

1
t, one has |k&thF=1 + ¢ + %| < 4, and if t1,ts satisfy this inequality, one finds
that k|&[|th~" — t571| < 25. But (2.8) together with |¢| < 1/(2¢) implies that

=1 > 4;|J|'§||q= so that the binomial expansion yields

Ak|Elgy B-2/G-1) 1
— 19 < < =
f =t < km( )

d
Hence, the set of ¢ € [0, P] with |F(t)| < ¢ has measure O(1/0), and (2.9) follows.
On combining (2.7) and (2.9) to an estimate for v (&, ¢ + ) we find that

3 |v(§,§+%)|<<q2%+ > %

1<|m|<M m<M m<142kq|€| Pk~
< gL+ PREDY.
In view of (2.6), the desired bound (2.3) is immediate. O

We now apply Theorem 3 to establish a strong from of Weyl’s inequality for
f(a, B). Recall (1.4), (1.7) and the definition of m in Theorem 2.

Lemma 1. Uniformly in 8 € R, « € m, one has
[f (e, B)[F < PETILIFE,

The proof is essentially that of Lemma 1 in Vaughan [26], suitably generalised
to k > 3. However, our analysis relies on Theorem 3 rather than [29, Theorem 4.1],
and some care is required to accomodate the weaker error estimates. In particular,
it turns out that mimicry of the argument outlined on p. 131 of [26] leads to a
satisfactory bound only in the case when k > 4, which we temporarily suppose
from now on.

Let 6 = 1/(100k) and « € m. By Dirichlet’s theorem, there are coprime a, g
with 1 < ¢ < P*='7% and |ga — a| < P'*°~F. First suppose that ¢ < P* where
w=1+ I%&-S One checks that %u <1-— % holds for all £ > 4. Hence by Theorem
3 and (2.2),

210 fla, B) < ¢ V*P(1+ PHla — 2[)7VF 4 provK,
q

Since a € m, we have ¢ > Q or |a — a/q| > Q/(¢P*), and in both cases it follows
that
(2.11) flo,8) < Qf—l/kP+P1—1/K < Pl_l/K,

as required.
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This leaves the case where ¢ > P*. Then |a —a/q| < P**9~#=F_ and one checks

that 14+ —pu = k+3 + § < —=. Consequently,

flop) = (5.5) = Z e(Br) (elaa) —e(Tat) ) < PVE,
z<P

Thus, we are reduced to estimating f(a/q,3). We begin by observing that the
substitution y = x + h produces

fB))?= > elal® —2") + By - )

z,y<P
(2.12) = > eBh) > ela((z+n)k—a"))
|h|<P 1<z<P

1<z+h<P

<P+ Z ’ Z e(oz((;l:Jrh)kf:ck))‘.

0<|h|<P  1Zz<P
1<z+h<P

Note that § is absent in this inequality. We now take o = a/q and repeat Weyl
differencing in the usual way. Then, as in [26], p. 131, one arrives at

Klahy .. hy_ ||~
f(a/q, B[ < PE-1 4 PEF " min<P, %H >

1<h;<P
1<j<k—-1

and one may then complete the estimation in the same way as in the final part of
the proof of [26, Lemma 1], but using Hall and Tenenbaum [13, Theorem 70] for
Ag_1(n) instead of referencing Hooley [16]. This completes the proof of Lemma 1
when k > 4.

Now suppose that k = 3. More care is required in the part that relies on Weyl
differencing. On applying Cauchy’s inequality to

flaB)y=>"" > e(az®+Bx)
one finds that

z,y<P
z=y mod 2

and the substitution 2z = x 4+ y, 2h = x — y transforms this to
fla. B <2 Y > e(2Bh)e(20h(32% + h?))
|h|<P/2 z€1(h)

where I(h) is the subinterval of [1, P] described by the inequalities 1 < z 4+ h < P,
1 <z-—h<P. It follows that

flapP<z 3 ‘Z (6ah2?) ‘

|h|<P/2 zeI(h)

<2P+4 Z ’Z 6ahz)‘

1<h<P/2 z€I(h)
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By Cauchy’s inequality,

lf(a,B)* < P2+ P Z ’ Z Gahz ’

0<|h|<P/2 zeI(h)

The double sum over h, z here is that same as the one estimated in Lemma 4 of
Vaughan [26] with H = P/2, except that in that lemma, 6« is 3, and the range
for zis 1 < z < P. An inspection of the proof shows that these changes are
irrelevant, and that the conclusion is still valid in our context. Moreover, similar to
an earlier comment, the use of Theorem 70 of Hall and Tenenbaum [13] within the
proof of [26, Lemma 4] reduces the factor L*/™*¢ in that lemma to L'*¢. Hence, on
choosing 1 < ¢ < P?7?% and a € Z with |ga —a| < P°~2, the augmented form of [26,
Lemma 4] now shows that |f(a, 8)|* < P3L'*¢ holds in all cases where ¢ > P'*9.
When ¢ < P9, then Theorem 3 and (2.2) yield (2.10) for & = 3, and one then
also confirms (2.11) for & = 3. The proof of Lemma 1 is complete. g

We close this section with a technical observation concerning the exponential
sum defined in (2.1).

Lemma 2. Let p be a prime, and suppose that a, b are integers with p | a and p t b.
Then, for all | € N, one has S(p',a,b) = 0.

Proof. On substituting = p'~'y + z in (2.1), one finds that

S0 = (2 ) -3 () (e g
z=1 y=1 z=1

3. PREPARATORY MEAN VALUE ESTIMATES

We begin with certain divisor sums that are routinely estimated by van der
Corput’s method. Let t € N, put x = (z1, ..., ;) and define the sums

(3.1) Z — ), Z - y]

Jj=1 j=1

Lemma 3. Lett € N, [ € N. Then, there exists positive numbers § and n such that

(3.2)
Y dMxy) < P2LY, S d(M(x,y)) ef2MeY) < PR,
z;<P,y; <P z;<P,y; <P
M(x,y)#0 M(x,y)#0
(3.3)
S dMxy) < PP Y d(M(x,y)) M) « pRtp,
z; <P, y; <P z; <P, y; <P
M(x,y)7#0 M(x,y)7#0
A(x,y)=0 A(x,y)=0

Proof. The first estimate in (3.2) is a special case of Theorem 3 of Hua [22],
and the second can be established by a development of the underlying method
(see also Lemma 1 of Vaughan [27]). To verify the first bound in (3.3), substitute
yr = Zz 11( —y;j)+ x; into M(x,y). Then the sum on the left hand side of (3.3)
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does not exceed the sum
t—1 t—1

) ) d(z($§_y§)+$f—(Z(xj—yj)+ﬂ?t>k)l,

@1 <SPy, g1 <P =1 j=1

and the desired bound again follows from Theorem 3 of Hua [22]. Finally, once
again a development of the method also yields the second estimate in (3.3). g

We now consider the pair of diophantine equations
(3.4) o 4o+ af =yl +yb s, o+ as =y 4y + s

Let I'(P) denote the number of solutions of (3.4) with 1 < z; < P, 1 <y; <P
such that z1,zs,z3 is not a permutation of wi,¥y2,y3. Then, by Vaughan and
Wooley [31] when k = 3, and by Greaves [11] when k > 4, there exists 7 > 0 such
that T'(P) < P3~7. With this value of v, this immediately implies the following
estimate.

Lemma 4. For % C {1,2,...,[P]}, let U(P) denote the number of solutions of
(3.4) with x; € %, y; € %. Then

U(P) < (#%)° + PP,

The next lemma should be compared with the classical lemma of Hua in the
theory of Waring’s problem.

Lemma 5. There is a positive number n such that whenever 2 < 5 < k, then

1,1 . .
// [f(a, B))* T2 dadB < P¥IHILN.
0J0

Proof. Let j = 2. By orthogonality, the integral equals U(P) with % = [1, P|NZ
so that this case of Lemma 5 is a consequence of Lemma 4.

We now suppose that the conclusion of Lemma 5 has been established for a
particular value of j with 2 < j < k, and proceed by induction. Recall that
J = 2771 and return to (2.12). Repeated Weyl differencing via Cauchy’s inequality
then gives

(3.5) [fla, BT < P71 3" 0N > e(ah .. hiQu(x))

|h1|<P |hj|<P z€l(h)

where I(h) C [1, P] is a suitable interval and Qy € Z[X] has degree k — j. Now let
r(l) denote the number of solutions of

(36) hl N h]Qh(l‘) =1
with all variables h1,..., h;, z subject to the summation conditions in the preceding
display. Then
(e, )P < PP7771 N " r(1)e(—al).
leZ
By (1.4),
B2 = 3 e(aM(x,y) + BA(x,y))

z;<P,y; <P
1<i<J+1
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where A and M are the forms defined in (3.1) with ¢ = J + 1. Hence, by orthogo-
nality,

bt 4J42 2J—j5—1
3.7 , dadf < P¥—i- M(x,y)).
(3.7) /0/0 |f(a, B)] adf < (XE,y): r(M(x,y))
A(x,y)=0

One has 7(0) < P7, and r(I) < d(|I|)7*?* for [ # 0. Hence the contribution to (3.7)
of all terms where M(x,y) # 0 can be estimated by (3.3), and does not exceed
P4/=J [, This leaves the solutions of M(x,y) = A(x,y) = 0, and by orthogonality
again, these contribute to (3.7) at most

1,1
P [ e P dads < P L,
0J0

This completes the induction step, and the proof of the lemma. 0
Let k denote a positive number sufficiently large in terms of k, and write
(3.8) D=L" D =pY6R,

Let & denote the set of all n < P with no prime factor in the interval [D, D’]. Then,
uniformly for d < P and m € N, the number Ey,,(P) of n € & with n =m mod d
satisfies

Ploglog P
¢(d)log(2P/D)
(see Lemma 2 of Vaughan [27] or Halberstam-Richert [12], Theorem 3.4). We now
define the exponential sum

(3.10) ha, B) = Z e(az® + ).

TEE

(3.9) Eym(P) <

The next lemma is a considerable refinement of the preceding lemma, and crucial
for all later work.

Lemma 6. Let 2 < j <k. Then
// |h(a, B)7+2 dadf < P?—IHLLem 12300,

Proof. When j = 2, this follows from orthogonality, Lemma 4 and (3.9). Now
suppose the estimate is known for a particular value of 7 with 2 < j < k, and
proceed by induction. The argument to follow is very similar to that on pp. 14-19
of [27], so we shall be brief whenever the modifications to [27] are evident.

We begin by applying Weyl differencing to (3.10). The first differencing is per-
formed as in (2.12), and delivers the initial inequality

haBP<#e+ S | Y elall@+ )t —ah)).

0<|h|<P  z€&
z+he&

Since j > 2, we have to difference further to reach the inequality

h(a, B < PP=I71(#6) + P51 N S e(ahy .. h;Qi(x, b))
1<|hi|<P =
1<i<y
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in which the sum over x is subject to the constraints + € & and = + h; € &
(1 <i<j), and Q; is as in (3.5). Now multiply with |h(a, 8)|* 2 and integrate.
Then, recalling that J = 2771, one finds that

(3.11)

1 p1
// |h(a7ﬁ)|4J+2dad6
0J0
. SRS )
< P2J—]—1(#éa)]// |h(a7ﬂ)|2J+2dOld6+P2J_J_1 Z r(M(X,}’))
0J0

X,y
A(x,y)=0

where r(l) has the same meaning as in (3.6), M and A are defined by (3.1) with
t = J+1, and x,y are subject to z;,y; € &, M(x,y) # 0. By the induction
hypothesis, the first term on the right hand side does not exceed

< P2J—1Ls—jP2J—j+1Ls—l—%j(j—l) < P4J—jL5—1—%j(j+1),
as required. In view of (3.11), the induction will be complete once the inequality
(3.12) ST r(M(x,y)]) < PPHLTImRI0HD
AGey)=0

is established; here and later the sum is subject to same conditions as in (3.11).
Let D = L" be as in (3.8). The contribution to (3.12) arising from summands with
IM(x,y)| < (P/D)* is small. To see this, we use Cauchy’s inequality to infer that

1/2

(3.13) M r(M(x,y))) < (T1T2) "
A(x,y)=0
1<|M(x,y)|<(P/D)*
where
Ty= ) d(M(x,y)])*¥
A(x,y)=0

and T, denotes the number of all 1 < z;,y; < P, 1 <i < J 4+ 1 with
(3.14) Alx,y) =0, 1<|M(x,y) < (P/D)".

By (3.3), we have Ty < P?/*1L7. With any solution x,y counted by T5, we
associate the numbers

J+1 J+1
UZZ(%—%)’ IU:Z(?J?—%"?)-
i=2 i=2

Let Ty denote the number of solutions counted by T, where 0 < u < P/D, and
let T3’ denote the number of those solutions counted by 75 where P/D < u < JP.
Then, by symmetry in x and y, it follows that

Ty <2(T5+T3).

To estimate Ty, we consider one particular choice of s, ..., Z711,Y3, - - ., Ysy1; there

are O(P?/~1) possibilities for this. The conditions that 0 < u < P/D leaves

O(P/D) choices for yo. Once these variables are fixed, u is also fixed, and so

x1—y1 = u leaves O(P) choices for the pair z1,y;. This shows that Ty < P2/*1/D.
The initial treatment of T4 is similar. Fix one of the O(P?”) choices for

Xy s Tg41,Y2, -, Yg41 with uw > P/D. This fixes u and w, and by (3.14) it
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remains to count the x1,y; with ¥y —y; = u, [2¥ —y¥ —w| < (P/D)*. We eliminate
x1, and consider the inequality

(3.15) (1 +u)* —yt —w| < (P/D)".
Let z; and 25 be two solutions (for y;) of (3.15) with 1 < 27 < z9 < P. Then
(3.16) (22 + ) — 28 — (2 +u)* + zﬂ < 2(P/D)*.

A direct computation yields
u zZ2—2z21
(72 +w)' =25 — (21 +u)" +2f = k(k — 1) / / (21 + ¢+ M2 dCde
o Jo

> k(k—1) /Ou /OZQ_Zl ¢F2d¢ dg = ku(zo — 1)1

Recalling that one has u > P/D in the current context, one infers from (3.16) that
zo — z1 < P/D. This shows that (3.15) has at most 2(P/D) + 1 solutions in ;.
Collecting together, we see that Ty < P?*1/D, that Tp < P?/*!'/D, and by
(3.13),

(3.17) > r(IM(x,y)|) < P>+ Lz0="),
A(x,y)=0
IM(x,y)|<(P/D)*

We are reduced to estimating

(3.18) T= > r(IM(x, y)))-

A(x,y)=0
IM(x,y)|>(P/D)*

Let o(n) denote the number of solutions of the system |M(x,y)| = n, A(x,y) =0
with @,y € & (1 <i < J+1). Then g(n) = 0 for n > (J+1)P*, and the definition
of r(n) shows that for (P/D)* < n < 2JPF one has r(n) < (loglog P)?Aj1(n).
It follows that

(3.19) Y <L) Ajpa(n)e(n).

Let v be a (small) positive number, and let ¢ be as in Lemma 3. Let

Vo ( ovL )
=exp|—5——).
P (n+k2)log L
Let
M={neN:pln=p<Y}, A ={neN:p/n=p>Y}

Then, any n € N has a unique factorisation n = n*nt with n* € ., nt € 4. Note
that n* > P” implies Q(n)logY > logn* > vL so that §Q(n) > (n+ k?)log L. By
(3.3),

(3.20) Z Aji1(n)o(n) < Zd(n)2j+2659(")g(n)L_’7_k2 < P2k
n*>pPv n
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which is acceptable. For the complementary portion of (3.19), we have

> Ajamen) < Y DT Aja(mn)e(mn)

n*<Pv meM neN
m<PY
< Y Ajua(m) Y dja(n)e(mn).
me. M neN
m<PY

We now require the following simple observation.

Lemma 7. Let k > 3 and v > 0. There exists a number Ly depending only on k
and v with the property that for any 2 < j < k — 1 and any n < 2JP* there is a
dwisor ny of n with ny < P¥ and dj;1(n) < jLof(na)

Although not highlighted as a lemma, the conclusion of Lemma 7 is established
inter alia in [27], starting on p. 16 after [27, (3.15)]. O

We apply Lemma 7 to the inner sum in the previous display and obtain

(3.21) Z Aj+1(n)g(n) < Z Aj+1(m) Z jLOQ(nl) Z Q(n)

n*<Pv me/{ ni€N n=0 mod mn1
m<PY ni <P?

It will be convenient to write d = mn;. Then, the conditions active in (3.21) imply
that d < P2 < +/P. Further, thesum }_ _, . o(n) does not exceed the number
of solutions of

J+1 J+1

(3.22) Z(scz —yi) =0, Z(xf —y¥)=0mod d

i=1 i=1
with z;,y; € & (1 <i < J+1). Let a,b be a solution of the pair of congruences

J+1 J+1
(3.23) D (ai—b)=> (af —bf)=0modd

i=1 i=1
and choose z;,y; € & with z; = a; mod d for 1 <¢ < J+ 1 and y; = b; mod d for
1 <4 < J. Then determine y ;41 through the linear equation in (3.22). By (3.23), it
follows that y ;41 = by+1 mod d, and by (3.9), we infer that the number of solutions
to (3.22) with z;,y; € & and x; = a; mod d, y; = b; mod d (1 < i < J+1) does not
exceed O((P/d)*’*1L==1=27). We conclude that

Z Q(TL) < P2J+1L€7172Jd7172JS(d)
n:dln

where S(d) is the number of incongruent solutions to the pair of congruences (3.23).
Since S(d) is multiplicative, we deduce from (3.21) that

(3.24) > Ajp(n)e(n) < PPTHL 2 EE,
n*SPlI
in which
= Ajii(m)S(m) Lo S(n)
== ) T opttzr TP Copltl
meA neN

m<PY n<P?
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Further progress depends on upper bounds for S(d) that we now derive. By (2.1)
and orthogonality,

d d
(3.25) S(d)=d*> Y 1S(q.a,b)>/ .

a=1b=1
But j > 2, so that 2J 4+ 2 > 6, and then

d d
d) <d* =63 "N " |S(q,a,b)|% = d* 1S, (d)

a=1b=1
where Sy(d) is the number of solutions of the congruences
3 3

Z(Uvz*w) EZ(ukfv ) =0 mod d.
i=1 i=1
In particular, So(d) is a multiplicative function. We now have

-Lo2(n)
=< Y g+1 So(m) %< Y j So(n)

)

me.H neN
m<PY n<PY

By (2.1), whenever d = (g;a;b), one has S(q,a,b) = dS(q/d,a/d,b/d). Hence,
on noting that Sy(d) equals the right hand side of (3.25) with J = 2, and then
collecting terms according to (g; a; b), one readily confirms that

(3.26) ) > Al
qlm
where
q
(3.27) A@=q¢"° Y S(g,a,b)°
a,b=
(asb;q)=1

By (3.26) and M&bius inversion, A(q) is multiplicative. We shall prove momentarily
that the series

oo

(3.28) Z Alq g+1(f1), Z ]LOQ

q=1 qeEN

converge, and that the second series (which depends on P) is bounded above by
a constant depending only on k. Once this is established, the proof of Lemma 6
is swiftly completed. Indeed, the familiar inequality A, ;i (vw) < Ajiq(uw)djp1(w)
now implies that

=, < g+1 ZA Z Ajy1(u) Z A(Q>dj+1(‘J)7

mes qlm u< PV q<Pv q

and by (3.28) the sum over ¢ is bounded. Also, by Hall and Tenenbaum [13],
Theorem 70, the sum over u is O(L'*¢), whence =; < L**¢. Similarly,

2 Y PV ans ¥ 0

neN qln ueN qeN
n<PY u<PY q<P¥

LOQ Lo (u)

Z jLoQ(q) Alg) )
q



LINEAR SLICES OF DIAGONAL HYPERSURFACES 15

Here again, the sum over ¢ is bounded and

LoQ(u) © Lol
J N 7 ko
E — = H <1+ E o ) < (loglog P)? |
ueN Y <p<P¥ =1
u<PY

so that =5 < L°. On collecting together, it follows that the expression on the left
hand side of (3.24) is O(P?*/*1L==2/). But 2J > 1+ 3j(j + 1) for j > 2, and
therefore, by (3.24), (3.19) and (3.20), the sums (3.18) and (3.17) (with k = n+ k?)
are both sufficiently small to imply (3.12). This completes the proof of Lemma 6.

In preparation for the discussion of the series in (3.28), we require an upper
bound for A(q). By multiplicativity, it will suffice to consider the case where ¢ = p'
is a prime power. In this case, one infers from (3.27) and Lemma 2 that

i l
p p

(3.29) A ) =p™ YD IS0 b))%

a=1 b=1
pta

For a crude bound, note that whenever p { a one has p~'S(p!, a,b) < p~!/*. This
is slighly stronger than (2.1) but follows from the proof of [29], Theorem 7.1, or
Chalk [8], for example. By (3.29), it follows that

Py
A@p') < p YN IS a,b)

a=1b=1
and by orthogonality, one derives the estimate

(3.30) pt AR < p R,
We proceed to establish the alternative estimate
(3.31) ptAQ') < p~?

that is valid for all primes p with p { k. Indeed, by Lemma 4.3 of Vaughan [29],
one has S(p,a,0) < p'/? whenever p t a, and when p { b, Lemma 4.1 of Vaughan
[29] gives S(p,a,b) < p'/2. By (3.29), it follows that A(p) < p~!. This already
confirms (3.31) when [ = 1, and by (3.26), one also finds that

(3.32) So(p) < p".
Now let [ > 2, and consider a solution of the system of congruences
3 3

(3.33) Z(ul —v;) = Z(uf —vF) =0 mod p!
i=1 i=1
with 1 < u;,v; < p'. Such a solution is said to be non-singular modulo p if the
array
( e VA T I A 7t )
1 1 1 -1 -1 -1
has rank 2, modulo p, and otherwise singular modulo p. Note that for p { k, a
solution is singular modulo p if and only if
(3.34) ub =k = ub T = o = 0h T = 05 mod p.

It follows that there are at most (k — 1)*p5~* singular solutions of (3.33), because
for each of the p! choices for u1, the remaining variables will satisfy (3.34), leaving
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at most (k — 1)*p*—* possibilities for us, uz, v1,ve by the theory of power residues.
The value of v3 mod p' is then fixed through (3.33).

When p { k, we count the non-singular solutions to (3.33) with u¥~! # v¥~! mod
p with the aid of Hensel’s Lemma. Indeed, each such solution, when reduced modulo
p, corresponds to one of the O(p*) solutions counted by Sy(p) , and at most O(p*—*)
of them will reduce to the same solution modulo p, because for a solution u,v of
the system

uf —v* =amodp, u—v=bmodp

k—1

with p { uF~1 — v*¥~1 there is exactly one pair uy,v; with 1 < ug,v; < p' and

u¥ — ¥ =amodyp!, wu; —v; =bmodp.

A similar argument applies for counting non-singular solutions with u’f_l %= u’;_l mod
p, so that, by symmetry, there are at most O(p*) non-singular solutions of (3.33).
It follows that Sp(p') < p* + p>~*. We now ignore the condition p { a in (3.29)
and use orthogonality to deduce that

AP < pHSy(ph) < 1 +p %
For | > 2, this contains (3.31), as required.

We are ready to discuss the first of the two series in (3.28). The easy bound
dj+1(p') < (I+1)7 coupled with (3.30) suffices to recognise the sum

A(ph)
pl

(3.35) > din ()
=0

as a convergent one, and if one uses (3.31) for p > k > 1 > 1, and (3.30) for | > k,
then this sum is seen to be of the form 1+ O(p~2). The sums (3.35) are the factors
in the Euler product for the sum (3.28), so that the latter indeed converges.

A similar argument applies to the second sum in (3.28). Rewritten as an Euler
product, this sum becomes

(3.36) 11 Z ]Lol

p>Y =0

When P is sufficiently large, one has jLop=%/* < 1/2 for all p > Y, so that (3.30)

yields
> Lot AW) <<Z( 4/k) <p ™t

I>k 1>k
On using (3.31) for 1 <! < k as in the previous discussion, one again finds that
the Euler factors in (3.36) are of the type 1+ O(p~2), thus confirming the claims
concerning the second sum in (3.28).

4. THE PRINCIPAL PROPOSITION

Our next result is a version of Hua’s lemma with a logarithmic saving, similar
to Theorem B of Vaughan [27].

Lemma 8. Let k>3, K = 2k=1 gnd t = %K + 2. Then

// |f(a, )" dadp < PF7E-12 L3
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Note that Theorem 2 follows on combining the conclusions of Lemmas 1 and 8.

The proof of Lemma 8 will occupy this and the next two sections. Only the
initial steps of the proof work for all values of k. Let I denote the integral that
is estimated in Lemma 8. On noting that ¢ is the arithmetic mean of K 4+ 2 and
2K + 2, one deduces from Lemma 5 and Schwarz’s inequality that

(4.1) I < pPt=k=172pn,

A similar argument may be applied to the exponential sum h(«, 3). An application
of Schwarz’s inequality combined with Lemma 6 yields

1,1
(4.2) // \h(ev, B)|f dadp < PI=k=1/2pe=1=5(k=1)%
0J0

We now apply a differencing argument that reduces the estimation of I to that of
the integral considered in (4.2). The main ideas are adopted from Vaughan [27].
By orthogonality, I is the number of solutions of the pair of equations

3K/2 3K/2
(4.3) o=y =Y @y, w—y=) (zi—y)

i=1 i=1
with ,y,x;,y; all constrained to the interval [1, P]. Also, when % is a subset of
{(z,y) € N?: 1 < x,y < P}, let I(%) denote the number of solutions counted by I
that have (z,y) € .

Recall the parameters D = L* and D’ = PY/6% For 1 < 2 < P, let m(z) be the

smallest prime factor of x that exceeds D if such a factor exists, and otherwise put
m(z) = co. Consider the sets

o ={(x,y) eN?: 2 < P,y <P, (z;y) > D},
B={(z,y) eN*: 2 < P,y <P, (;y) <D, m(z) < D'},
€ ={(z,y) eN*: 2 <P,y <P (v;y) <D, m(y) <D'}.

If a solution to (4.3) is counted by I, but the pair (x,y) is not in the union of &/, #

and %, then we have z < P, y < P, (z;y) < D and m(z) > D', m(y) > D'. In
particular, x € & and y € &. Consequently

I<IA)+I(B)+I(C)+I(&xE).
Moreover, by symmetry, I[(8) = I(€), and so
(4.4) I <4maxI(Z)

where 2 runs through the sets o7, # and & x &.
First suppose that I < 4I(& x &). Then recalling (3.10), orthogonality shows
that

1 p1
I<4 / / (v, B) 211 (0, B da B

(// o ) dads) /t</01/01|f(a75)|tdad5>12“.

Here Holder’s inequality was used to infer the second inequality. The second integral
on the right is I, and therefore

I<2t// |h(ev, B)[* e dB.
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Hence in this case, the desired estimate for I is a consequence of (4.2).
Next, suppose that I < 41(«7). We define

(4.5) fap;w) = 3 elauw® + fu)

w<W

and sort the pairs (x,y) € & according to the value of d = (z;y). Then, by
orthogonality, a consideration of the underlying diophantine equations reveals that

1)< Y [ [ 1rted s PrayPi o, g 2 daas

d>D

The initial assumption and Holder’s inequality yield

1 p1 2/t
> </0/0 f<adk’ﬁd;P/d)’*dadﬁ) -2

d>D

We use the bound for I provided by (4.1), and for the remaining integral on the
right hand side here, a consideration of the underlying diophantine equations shows
that (4.1) again supplies a bound, this time with P/d in place of P. One then finds
that
I < pt=k=1/2pn Z d—-(2t=2k=1)/t o pt=k=1/2pnpH-1/8
d>D

Hence for k > 8(n + k2), this shows that I < P!=F=1/2L=** which is acceptable.

It remains to consider the case where I < 4I(%). The initial steps are along
familiar lines. Recall the definition of % and sort the solutions of (4.3) counted by
I(A) according to the value of p = m(x). Then D < p < D’, and the condition
that (z;y) < D implies p {y. Hence I(#) does not exceed the number of solutions
to the equation

3K/2 3K/2
(4.6) (pw)* —y* =" (@F —yf), pw—y=Y (zi—w)
=1 =1

in primes p with D < p < D’ and natural numbers w, y, x;,y; satisfying w < P/p
and

(4.7) y<P ;<P y <P ptly

Let Ips denote the number of solutions of (4.6) constrained to (4.7) and M < p <
2M, w < P/M. Then, on splitting the range for p into dyadic intervals, one finds
that there is some M with D < M < D’ and

(4.8) [ <4I(B) < LIy

We now recall (4.5) and write
fp(avﬁ): Z e(ayk+ﬁy)7 g(avﬂ):f(avﬁ7P/M)
y<P
ply

Then, by orthogonality,

1 p1
@0 = X [ [ attansi-a sl 2 dads.

M<p<2M
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One may reduce the estimation of I to bounding the integral

1,1
(4.10) 0= [ [ Ul 9 2lg(r e, p3) <+ daras,

0Jo
which can be brought into play via Holder’s inequality. Indeed, on noting that
|fp(—a,=B)| = |fp(a, B)] , one readily finds that

// (P pB) f,(—a,—B) | f (v, B)[*2 devd

1 p1 K+4
_ t( )
<oy (2/t)(/0/0 |fp(a,ﬂ)|tdad5) sl

On considering the underlying diophantine equations, it is immediate that the in-
tegral on the far right is bounded by I. Hence

1 p1
l//g@%m@th—MV@ﬂW”mwﬂ<®3““UW“WKM-
0J0

By orthogonality, the integral on the left is non-negative. We may sum over p to
first infer from (4.9) that

1/(K+2)
Ing < (IM)E+D/ <K+2>( 3 @,,) ,
M<p<2M
and then, by (4.8),
(4.11) I < LFPME N,
M<p<2M
The next step is to show that whenever D < M < D’ then
(4.12) DGR Sy Vel AN

M<p<2M

Once this is established, it suffices to recall that D = L*, and to combine (4.11)
and (4.12) to finally conclude that I <« Pi=k=1/2[=k* 110]ds in this last case as
well, provided only that « is large enough.

We shall estimate the sum in (4.12) by a differencing argument. When k > 4,
the problem at hand can be approached by combining ideas contained in Vaughan
[27] and Wooley [32]. The rather technical details are provided in the next section.
For k = 3 this argument collapses, and we present an alternative approach via the
Hardy-Littlewood method in the following section.

5. EFFICIENT DIFFERENCING

Throughout this section we suppose that k > 4. Then K/4 > 2, and K/4 is
even. We will use this frequently. We prepare for the differencing operation with
a technical estimate concerning certain congruences. For p > k, let Z,(a,b) be the
set of solutions z = (21, 22, ..., 2xk/4) to the simultaneous congruences

(5.1) zf+z§+...+zlf(/4zamodpk, 21+ 22+ ...+ 2g/4 =bmod p
with 1 < z; <pFand pfz for all 1 <i < K/4. Also, let
Z, = max #Z,(a,b).
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Lemma 9. Let p >k > 4. Then

Z, <<piKk—k—1.
Proof. First suppose that k = 4. Then K/4 = 2. Consider the solutions wy, ws
of
(5.2) wi +wi =amodp, wy +ws=bmodp

with 1 <w; <p-—1 (¢ =1,2). Here, one may eliminate wo. Then w; satisfies a
polynomial congruence of degree 4 which has at most 4 solutions. For any solution
z of
zf—kzgzamodp‘l, z1+ 22 =bmodp

that is counted by Z,, there is a solution w of (5.2) with z; = w; mod p. However,
for a fixed solution w of (5.2), there are p3 choices for zo with 1 < 25 < p? and
23 = wy mod p, and for any such zy, there are at most four solutions of z{ + 25 =
a mod p* with p{z; and 1 < z; < p*. This shows that Z, < 16p®, as required.

Next, suppose that k > 5. Let 2/ (a’,b") denote the set of solutions 21, 23, 23 of
the congruences

(5.3) b 42k = mod pF, 2+ 24 23 = mod p
with p{ 212023 and 1 < z; < p* for i = 1,2,3. The bound

2%k—1
(5.4 22 ¥) < p

holds uniformly for a,b € Z, p > k. This can be seen as follows. In the system of
congruences

(5.5) wf +wh +wh =a modp, w; +wy 4+ ws = mod p

one may eliminate wz. But w¥ + w§ + (V' — w; — w2)¥ is a polynomial in w;, and
when 2 | k, the degree is k and the leading coefficient is 2. Hence we find at most
kp incongruent solutions of (5.5). When k is odd, and we # b mod p, then the
degree is k — 1 and the leading coefficient is k(b — ws), so that (5.5) can have at
most (k — 1)(p — 1) solutions with wy # b mod p, and further p solutions with
we = b mod p. Hence in all cases, there are at most kp solutions. Any solution
of (5.3) reduces to one of (5.5). There are p>*~2 choices of 2, z3 mod p* with
z; = w; mod p. Now solve for z; from the first congruence in (5.3). Since p 1 21,
there are at most k solutions for z;. This confirms (5.4). To complete the proof of
the lemma, it now suffices to take

a’za—sz—...—zf(/él, V=b—zy—...—2g
in (5.4), and to sum over zg, ..., zx/4 trivially.

We now return to the main theme. Let p be a prime with M < p < 2M. The
goal is to estimate ©,, as defined in (4.10). By orthogonality, ©, is the number of
solutions to the pair of equations

K/4 14+K/2 K/4 1+K/2

(5.6) Z(xf_yf):pk Z (uf—vf), Z(xi_yi):p Z (ui—vi)

i=1 i=1 i=1
in natural numbers x;, y;, u;, v; constrained to

5.7 ;<P y, <P u <P/M, v,<P/M, ptxzyy; (1<i<K/4).
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Note that solutions to (5.6) satisfy

(5.8) x’f+x’§—|—...+x’§(/4 = yf+y§+...+y’f</4modpk,
Ti+T2+ ...+ T = Y1+y2+...+Yg/2 modp.

The following argument is an elementary variant of a very similar exponential
sum technique underpinning the proof of Lemma 2.2 in Wooley [32]. For given data
n,Mm, 21, ..., 2K /4, let ®@p(z,m,m) denote the number of solutions to

K/4 1+K/2 K/4 1+K/2

fo—i—pk Z uf:n, in—l—p Z U; =M
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

satisfying the relevant conditions in (5.7) and x; = 2; mod p*, for 1 < i < K/4.
Then, by (5.8) and the discussion preceding this observation,

o= Y Y3 T nm)|

n,m=—coa=1b=1 z€%,(a,b)

By Cauchy’s inequality and Lemma 9,

(5.9) < ptFRRL ST N g (g0, m)[P < ptERELY,

n,M=—00 z mod pk

where ¥, is the number of solutions to (5.6) and (5.7) with the additional con-
straints that

(5.10) z; =y; mod p* (1 <i<K/4).
Now let
(5.11) Gl,B)= > ela@® —y*) +Bx—-y).
z<Py<P
z=y mod pk

By orthogonality,

1,1
(5.12) v, < [ [ Glam L gtart, sl dads.
By (5.11),
G(a, B) = [P] + 2Re Z e(a(azk —y*) + Bz — y))

y<z<P
r=y mod p’C

which implies that

K/4
(613) (GBI <P Y elalt )+ B - y)
y<z<P
z=y mod p*

We use this in (5.12) and apply Lemma 5 to deduce that
(5.14) U, < W, + PRA(p /)RR
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where
K/4
W?.// Y elolat —y") + 8@ -w)|  lowFa,pd)< dads.
y<z<P
r=y mod p

By orthogonality, W, is the number of solutions of the pair of equations

K/4 1+K/2 K/4 1+K/2

DD =y =" Y W =), Y (D)@ —y) =p Z i — i)

i=1 i=1 i=1
subject to (5.7), (5.10) and x; > y;. We write
zi=xi+yi hi=p " (xi —y).
Then, since 2z; = z; + pkhi and 2y; = z; — pkhi, one finds that
25 (af — i) = P"ep(zi, hi)
where ¢, is the integral polynomial
p(zh) = p " ((z + hp")* = (2 = ")),
and we may then conclude that W}, does not exceed the number of solutions of the
system
K/4 14+K/2 K /4 14+K/2

DDz hi) =25 3 (uf —of), PP (D= Y (wi—w)

i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
in which the variables are subject to
1<h;<PM* 2 <2P, w; <P/M, wv;<P/M.
Now write H = PM~* and introduce the exponential sum
Z Z e(apy(z, h) + Bhp"~1).
h<H z<2P

Then, once again by orthogonality,

1 1
(5.15) %sAAmme%mmw“%wﬂ

We have now completed the first differencing step. The differencing was efficient
because the congruences (5.8) reduce the potential reservoir for the variables x;, y;
by a factor p~*~!, and one recovers this through Lemma 9. We proceed by taking
further differences. By Cauchy’s inequality,

|Fy (v ‘2<HZ‘Z oappzh‘2

h<H z<2P

Note that 3 is absent from the right hand side. Thus, we may proceed as with the
usual proof of Weyl’s inequality (see Lemma 2.4 of Vaughan [29]) to confirm that
there are certain natural numbers ¢(l) (depending also on p which we suppress)
with

c(0) < PP IMF . c(l) < di(l) (1#0),
and such that

(5.16) |Fp(a, B)[ K72 < PRFMOA=3IOR S c(1)e(al).
l
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At this point it might be worth recalling that in the current context one has k > 4,
and that therefore 3 is indeed absent from this bound, for all k£ under consideration.
To bound the integral

1 1
_ K/2| ok K42
v /0/0 1P (o B)|</2)g(2% r, 8)| K2 dav dB,

one inserts the inequality (5.16), and then separates off the contribution arising
from [ = 0. This term will contribute to V' at most

1,1
< PRk p0=310k(0) / / 92", B)[* 2 da dB.
0Jo
We may apply Lemma 5 to the integral on the right, and then conclude that this
contribution to V does not exceed
< (PKfch(lféK)k)(Pkflek)(P/M)K+2kan < P2K7k+1M(17%K)k7K72L77'
By orthogonality, the terms that correspond to I # 0 produce a term not exceeding

K~k r(1-LK)k k_k k k
< PRy (A=25) de(ul—U1+...+U%K+1—U%K+l)

in which the variables are restricted by u; < P/M, v; < P/M and
Up =1t T UL T VLR =0.
By Lemma 3, this does not exceed
< (PkaM(lféK)k)(P/M)KJran < P2K—k+1 (-3 K)k—1-K n
Collecting together yields
V < P2K—k+1M(1—%K)k—1—KL7]-
By (5.15) and Hélder’s inequality,

1,1 1/2
v, < V([ [ lgra, ) dads)
0Jo
and another use of Lemma 5 produces
(5.17) U« PREREE 3-SR K -Gt 3k .
By (5.9) and (5.14), we may now conclude that
S0, < MIFFE(max W, 4 PRA(P/M)KH2RLN),
M<p<2M r

As is readily checked, this establishes (4.12), as was required to complete the proof
of Lemma 8.

6. INEFFICIENT DIFFERENCING

In this section we establish the case k = 3 of Lemma 8. Our approach needs
substantial revision because Lemma 4 provides optimal control on the sixth moment
of Weyl sums, and if one differences two blocks of two variables beyond this as would
be needed for efficient differencing, then one works with ten variables. But when
k = 3 one has t = 8. One could, at least in principle, study a tenth moment,
but savings can then be expected only if differencing is performed over minor arcs
only. This would entail considerable complication in detail, and we prefer an eighth
moment for consistency with our work in the previous section. Fortunately, the
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inevitable loss of a factor M in an inefficient differencing can be restored in part by
averaging over the auxiliary prime p. The technique elaborates on ideas of Vaughan
[26].

We now return to (4.10), temporarily fix a prime p with M < p < 2M, and
observe by orthogonality that ©, equals the number of solutions of the diophantine
system

o+ 0Py + s+ u3) = 23 + 3 (vd + v3 + d),

6.1
(6.1) 1 +pyr +y2 +y3) = 22+ p(ya + ys + ye)

with variables constrained to
x; <P, y;<P/M, ptzixs.

Any solution of (6.1) satisfies 23 = 23 mod p* and x; = x3 mod p. Since p { z172,
this implies £; = z2 mod p>. By Lemma 4, the number of solutions with z; =
amount to at most O(P(P/M)3). By symmetry, it now suffices to count solutions
where z; > z3. According to the preceding comment, we put z; = x5 + hp® with
h >0, and z = 21 + x2. Then (6.1) transforms to

(6.2) h(32% + h2p°) =4y} +v3 + i — vi — v — v,
hp? =1+ Yo +Ys — Y1 — Y5 — Yo.

Let = denote the number of solutions of (6.2) subject to
z2<2P, y;<P/M, h<H, M<p<2M
where H = PM~3. Then, on summing over p, the above argument yields

(6.3) Y 6, <2E+0(PM?).
M<p<2M

Let
F(a) = Z e(3az?), E(a,p) = Z e(ap® + Bp?)

2<2P M<p<2M

and recall that g(«, 8) = f(«, 8, P/M). Then, by orthogonality,

(6.4) E:/o/o > F(ah)E(ah®, Bh)|g(4a, B)|° dadp.

h<H

Note the similarity with (5.15).

We apply the Hardy-Littlewood method to estimate =. Let § > 0 be a small
parameter to be determined later. Let 91 be the set of all « € [0, 1] where there are
coprime a,q with 0 < a < ¢, 1 < ¢ < P and |ga —a| < P°"'H~'. Let n be the
complement of M in [0, 1]. Then, by Lemma 4 of Vaughan [26], one has

(6.5) sup »  |F(ah)|* < HPL?,
aenhSH

Unlike in [26], the actual exponent of L is of no importance for us. Next recall (4.5)
to observe that

Yo Bk pn)fP = Y f(a®f —p8), 8~ p2). H).

h<H M <pi,p2<2M
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The contribution of summands with p; = py here is O(HM). We claim that
whenever a € n and p1 # pa, then f(a(p$ — pS), B(p1 — p2), H) < H3/*(log H)?.
Once this is established, it follows that

(6.6) > |E(ah®, Bh)|* < HM + M*H**(log H)* < HM
h<H
holds for M < P'/'5. To confirm these claims, let M < p1,ps < 2M with p; # py
and |f(a(p$ — p§),B(p1 — p2), H)| > H**(log H)?. Then, by Lemma 1 (with
0 = 7/9), there are coprime numbers b,r with » < H7/? and |ar(p$ — pS) — b| <
H~20/% and consequently there is a ¢ with ¢ | 7(p¢ — pS) and an a € Z with
lag —a] < H=29/9. Hence ¢ < H/°(2M)¢ = 26P7/9M'/3 and therefore o € N,
as one readily confirms, and as was desired. This establishes (6.6).
By (6.5), (6.6) and Cauchy’s inequality,

> F(ah)E(ah®, gh)| < H(PM)'/?L.
h<H

sup
aen

We use this in conjunction with Lemma 4 to infer that
1
(6.7) / / S F(ah)E(ah?, 5h)|g(da, B)[°dB da < H(PM)V2(P/M)L.
nJO h<H

We now consider the major arcs 9. When a, g are coprime with |ga — a| < 1/g,
then Lemma 3.1 of Vaughan [28] asserts that

P2’H
> IF(eh))? < Ps( 5
= q+ P?2H|qa — a

+ PH + g+ P*Hlqa - a).

For a € M, there are such a, g with ¢ < P9 and |go —a| < H7'P?~!, and a short
calculation then confirms that

(6.8) > |F(ah))* <

h<H

P2+36H
q+ P2H|ga —a|

Moreover, by orthogonality,
1
(69) [ latta, s = Y vie(a)
0 l

in which v; equals the number of solutions of the pair of diophantine equations
A+ —vi—vD) =1 yi+y2—ys—ya=0
with y; < P/M (1 < i < 4). The integral representation shows that the Fourier

series in (6.9) takes non-negative values only. Hence we may apply Lemma 2 of
Briidern [5] to conclude that

1
/m > [Flah) /O lg(da, )l dBda < PHHE (P10 + 3 ),
l

h<H

and the bounds 1y < (P/M)? and Y, ¢ < (P/M)? are immediate. This gives

1
(6.10) fn > |F(ah) /0 lg(4a, B)[* dBda < P3T50 M2,

h<H
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Also, on using a trivial bound for E(«, 8) and Lemma 5 only, we have

1
[ [ ¥ 1B@n swPlgtaa, ) dsda

h<H

1,1 1/2 1,1 1/
(6.11) <<HM2</O/O |g(4a,ﬁ)|10dadﬁ) (/O /O |g(4a7ﬂ)|6dad6>

< HM*(P/M)°/2L".
By (6.10), (6.11) and Schwarz’s inequality,

2

1
// Y Flah)E(ah®, ph)|g(da, )|° dB da < P40 104,
NJO oy

When M < P'/'5 this bound is superior to the one in (6.7). Hence, by (6.7) and
(6.4) we conclude that = < P?/2M~'1/2[. The case k = 3 of Lemma 8 now follows
via (6.3).

7. PRUNING

In order to facilitate the major arc analysis within the proof of Theorem 1, the
minor arc estimate provided by Theorem 2 is to be augmented by a device that
restricts the integration for the linear equation to suitable major arcs as well. Some
notation is required to make this precise.

Let 1 < g < P, and let 9, denote the union of the intervals

{a €[0,1]: |[go —a| < (4k)"1P17F}

with 0 < a < ¢q and (a;¢q) = 1. Note that these intervals are disjoint, as are the
various M,. Let R, = M, x [0,1], and let & be the disjoint union of the K, with
1 < ¢ < P. Further, when 1 < g < P9, let £, be the union of the rectangles

{(@B) €01 [a—§] < P78, |3 §| < P77}

with0<a <¢q, 0<b<gand (a;q) =1. Then, for 1 < g < Pl/g7 one has £, C R,.
Let £ be the union of £, with 1 < ¢ < P'/? so that £ C &.

Lemma 10. Let s > 3k. Then
// |f(e, B)I* derd < poimtmt/O0Fe,
g\
Proof. Let (a, 3) € R Then there are a unique ¢ € [1, P] with (o, ) € &, and
unique a,b with 0 < a <¢q, 0 <b < ¢ with (a;¢) =1 and
~1pl—k
lgae — a| < (4k)" P77, —%<qﬂ—b§%.
Define f*: 8 — C by
f*(aaﬂ) = qils((Lavb)’U(a - %76 - g)
Whenever (a, 5) € &, one infers from Theorem 3 that
f(a76) _ f*(mﬁ) + O(P(k_l)/k+a).

Consequently
|F(on B)* < | (o, B)|* + Pr=e/bF=,
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The linear measure of M, is O(P1~*), whence the planar measure of & is O(P?~*).
Since s > 3k + 1, it follows that

(7.1) // B dadﬂ<<// B)* dardp 4 Ps—h-1-1/k+e,
R\L A/\L

Now consider the integral on the right hand side. First, we estimate the contri-
bution from &, with P/® < ¢ < P which amounts to

(7.2) 3 EIE)SW%M)/‘/ o(£,C)J* dedC.

P1/9<q<pP a=1_b=1
(a;

)

By (2.2), we have the alternative estimates

(7.3) v(€,¢) < P(L+ P*e))™Y*, w(&,¢) < P(1+ P[¢)~F,

and consequently
/ / (&, Q)P déd¢ < PRt

By (2.2) again, the expression in (7.2) is bounded by
< ( Z q2—s/k+s)Ps—k—1 < ps—k—1-(1/9%)+e
P1/9<q<P

which is acceptable.
It remains to consider the contribution from the sets £, \ £q with ¢ < PY9 1o
the integral on the right hand side of (7.1), which in fact does not exceed

q q
(7.4) > >0 > aIS(g,a,b)*(By + B)
q<p1/9 ( a:)l b=1
a;q)=1

where

= Sd d — o Sd d .
B /OO/£>P1/H [v(& Q)P dEdC, Bo /oo/<|>p8/9 (&, ¢)]* d¢ d¢

By (7.3), and since s > 3k + 1, one has
(7.5)

B r [P [ (2 PIED e Pk
_ £|>P1/9- k:
A similar reasoning yields the same bound for Bs. By (2.2), it is now readily seen
that the expression in (7.4) does not exceed O(P*~#710/9) "and the lemma follows
from (7.1).

8. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1

This final section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1 which we launch by
disposing of some simple cases. Throughout this section, let s > 2¥ 4 2, let a; # 0
for 1 <17 < s, and suppose that exactly r of the s numbers b; are non-zero. Since
the equations (1.1) have a non-singular real solution, one concludes that » > 1. On
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renumbering the variables, we may arrange that b; # 0 for 1 < i < r. The system
(1.1) now takes the shape

arzh + - +axk 4+ +aal =0,

(81) bixy + -+ brx, =0.

Here, we may clear common factors in the second equation, so that we may further
suppose that b is a primitive vector.

If = 1 then 2; = 0, and we are left with a single equation in 2% + 1 variables
that may be treated by the methods of chapter 2 of Vaughan [29].

If r = 2 and (by;b2) = 1, then any solutions to (8.1) has by | 29, by | 1. We
substitute x1 = bay, xo = —byy to infer that N(P) equals the number of solutions
to the equation

(a1bh — axb¥)y® + azak + ... a2® =0
with |z;| < P and |y| < P/max(|b1|,|b2]). If a1b5 # azb¥, then this single equation
in s —1 > 2% + 1 variables may again be treated by the methods of chapter 2 of
Vaughan [29], the unconventional size constrained on y being readily absorbed by
the classical method that need not be commented on any further here. If a;b5 =
azb¥, one has

N(P) = (2P/ max([by], |bs]) + O(1)) Ny
where Ny is the number of solutions to the equation azz + --- + asz® = 0 with
|z;| < B. Now s —2 > 2% If s —2 > 2¥ then we may proceed as before to establish
an asymptotic formula for Ny by the methods of chapter 2 of Vaughan [29], and
this will complete the proof of Theorem 1 in this case. This leaves the case where
s—2 =2k, In this case, the methods of Vaughan [27] (and in particular (1.5)) may
be combined with the singular series work in chapter 2 and 4 of Vaughan [29] to
establish that

No = xoo ([T ) P*42(1+ O((hog P) 1))

where the Euler product is absolutely convergent. Also, x, is non-zero if and only if
a3x§ +-- -—l—asac’; = 0 has a no trivial solution in ), and X is non-zero if and only
if ag,aq,...,as are not all of the same sign. On collecting together, this establishes
Theorem 1 in the case r = 2.

This leaves the case r > 3. Here we define

(82) g(avﬁ) = H f(aiaa blﬁ)a
i=1
and observe that the integral

1 p1
+ _ ar a a
(8.3) NZ(P) = /0 /0 F (0. 8) dardp

counts the solutions of (1.1) with 1 <z; <P (i=1,...,s).
In preparation for an application of the Hardy-Littlewood method to the integral
(8.3), we define the major arcs 20 as the union of the boxes

(8:4) {(a,8) € [0,1]*: [a — 2| < PU/O7F |3 L] < p=T/%}

with 0 <a <¢q,0<b<gq, (a;b;q) =1 and ¢ < P'/8. This union is disjoint. When
(a, B) € 2T is in the box (8.4), we put

fi(e, B) = ¢~ S(q, aa;, bb;)v(a;(a — a/q),b:(B — b/q)).
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Note that Theorem 3 is not a suitable tool to compare f(a;a,b;8) with f*(a, )
because the condition (a;q) = 1 is not met on some boxes. However, Theorem 7.2
of Vaughan [29] readily yields

Flaio,biB) = £ (a, B) + O(P*F9)

uniformly for (o, ) € 20. When inserted into (8.2), the "trivial” bounds f(«, f) <
P (see (1.4)) and f7(«, ) < P (see (2.2)) suffice to infer that

(85) Hf +O P 3/4+5)
We put
q s
(86) T()= > ¢ °[[5q aai,bb)
a,b=1 i=1
(a3b59)=1

and integrate (8.5) over 20. Since the measure of 2 is O(P~*=3/%), this yields
pl/8—k

R Y sy i

<P1/8
+ O(Ps_k_9/8+s).

Note that the main term on the right hand side of (8.7) is a product. The next
natural step is to complete the sum over g to a series, and likewise, to complete the
integral to one extended over R2. This requires some care in cases where many of
the b; are zero. In fact, when r = 3, the bounds in (2.2) are not of strength sufficient
to conclude that the integrand in (8.7) is integrable over R2. In preparation for a
debugging argument, let

1
w(€,0) = /O e(eth 1 ¢ty dt

By (2.1), one has v(&,¢) = Pug(P*¢, PC) so that an obvious substitution gives

pl/8—k -7/8 g
s—k—1 1/8
(8.8) /Pw k/PmH” a;:&,b;¢) d¢dé = P*=Ft g (PY/8)
where
w W s
8.9 W) = &, 0;¢)dCdE.
(3.9) W) /_W/_ngo<as ¢)d¢ de

If ¢ > 1 and ¢ > 8k|¢|, then £ (£t% + () > 2( holds for all 0 < ¢t < 1. Observing
symmetry, Lemma 4.2 of Titchmarsh [25] now shows that

(8.10) w(£,¢) < (L+I¢h™

holds throughout the domain described by || > 8k|¢|. It follows that

L+ @+1E)~>  if [¢] = 8kI¢],
1+1eh~° if [¢] < 8k[¢].

To see this, first note that (7.3) (with P = 1) yields wvo(a:&,bi¢) < (1 + |¢])~1/*
because |a;| > 1. Since s > 3k, this already shows the left hand side of (8.11)

(8.11) H vo(as€, bi¢) < {
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bounded by (1 + |£])~3 irrespective of the value for ¢. If |[¢| > 8k|¢|, we estimate
vo(a;&, bi¢) as before for 3 < i < s, and this yields a factor (14 |¢])~2 for the upper
bound. Now recall that bibs # 0, so that (8.10) gives vg(a1&, b1{)vo(az€, b2() <K
(14 [¢|)~2, as required.

The right hand side of (8.11) is an integrable function on R?, and it is immediate
that its integral over max(|¢|,|¢]) > W is O(W~1). Tt follows that

(8.12) = g = / / TT volasé, b:C) d¢ de
—o0/—oo iy
exists and that

(8.13) IW)= 7Z+0W™).
The treatment of the singular series also involves an unconventional element. We
shall prove that

(8.14) T(q) < ¢*~/k+=,

The difficulty is implied by zero values of b; because then a factor S(g,aa;,0) is
present in (8.6), and when (b;¢) = 1 but a = ¢, this factor is ¢ and will not
contribute to the savings needed to prove (8.14). As we shall see momentarily, some
other factor in (8.6) will vanish whenever S(q, aa;, 0) is unduly large. To make this
precise, we first apply the method leading from (3.26) to (3.27) to confirm T'(q) is
multiplicative. Now let p be a prime, [ > 1 and suppose that p | a but p{b. Since b
is primitive, there is some b; with p { b;, whence Lemma 2 gives S(p', aa;, bb;) = 0
By (8.6), it follows that

1

p 2 s
= Z p lsHS(pl7aai7bbi)
1 b=1 i=1
p’fa
because the remaining pairs a,b with (a;b;p) = 1 have p | a, and hence p { b,

and then the summand vanishes. For p { a, one may apply (2.2) to see that
S(p!, aa;, bb;) < pt(=1/k)+e (even when b; = 0). This confirms (8.14) for prime
powers, and by multiplicativity, (8.14) holds for all q. This estimate shows that the
singular series

(8.15) 6 =6 = ZT(Q)
) g
converges absolutely, and that
> T(g)=6&+0ow"*)
q<W

We may now combine this with (8.7), (8.8) and (8.13) to conclude as follows.
Lemma 11. Let s > 3k + 1 and r > 3. Suppose that b is primitive. Then

It remains to consider the complementary set of the major arcs 20. Let 91 be
the union of the intervals {a € [0,1]: |ga —a| < P¥57*} with 0 < a < ¢, (a;q) = 1
and 1 < ¢ < P¥5 and let n = [0,1] \ M. Now define U =N x [0,1], v = n x [0, 1].
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Note that [0, 1]? is the disjoint union of 203, 0\ 20 and v. For tv € {v, 0\ 20}, and
1<5<2,3<i<s,let

w) = [[ 17 b\ fasa. B dads.
iy
Then, applying the simple inequality
(a1, 018) f(azer, ba )| < |f(arer, b1 B)|? + | f(asex, ba3)|?
together with Holder’s inequality, one infers that
(8.16) / |.Z(a, B)|dadf < ZHY )t/ (5=2),
j=1¢=3

We proceed by estimating Y;;(tv). First consider the case where tv = v, and
3 <1 < s is an index with b; = 0. Then, by orthogonality, and recalling that
b1bs # 0, one finds that

(8.17)
U)=/\f(aia70)ls‘2/0 |f(aje, b;B)* dB do = [P]/|f(aia70)\3_2da.

We now substitute o’ = «|a;|. The definition of m in the preamble to Theorem 2
shows that {a: a/|a;| € n} N[0, 1] C m. Since |f(e,0)| is of period 1, it follows that

/\f aic, 0)* 2 da
|a2| {a’: a’/|a;|€n}

g/ |f(,0)* 2 da < PS727F L2
m

|f(e’,0)]"* do’

In the last step, we have used s > 2¥ + 2 and (1.5). By (8.17), this yields
(8.18) Yi;(0) < PR L2

Next consider the case where v = v and b; # 0. Then b;b; # 0, and Holder’s
inequality gives

2/s 1-(2/s)
(8.19) Y, ( / |Flajon b B)[° dadﬂ) ( / f(aia,biﬁ)Sdadﬁ) .

Here, both integrals are of the same type. A substitution argument similar to the
one in the preceding case yields

’ 1 1651 ,
[ @) dads = [ 1@ dasda
v |ajbj| {a: af|a;|€n} JO
1
< / / f (a0, B) dBda < PP~1FL2,
m JO
Here, we used Theorem 2 for the last inequality. Because the same argument applies
with ¢ in place of j, we conclude that (8.18) holds in this case as well. Consequently,

by (8.16),

(8.20) / |Z (o, B)|dadf < PS717FL72
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This leaves the set U\ 20 = i, say. A successful estimation is possible with the
aid of Lemma 10. An inspection of the definitions of the sets 2,20, R and £ shows
that whenever a;b; # 0, that

{(a,ﬂ): (a/|aj|,ﬁ/|b'|) € il} n[o,1> c 8\ £.
Hence, whenever b; # 0, one notes that f(«, ) is Z2-periodic to conclude that

b dad *dad
[ reebrands =i ff st g)dads

< //ﬁ\£ (e, DI dard,

and Lemma 10 estimates the last integral as O(P*~*~179) where § is any real
number not exceeding 1/(9%). By using Holder’s inequality as in (8.19), it now
follows that whenever j = 1,2 and 3 < j <r, then

(8.21) Vi () < iRm0,

For r < i < s, we merely use orthogonality, and use (1.5) together with a straight-
forward major arc estimate to infer that

1 1
) < / | Flaza, 0) / Fajab;8)P dBda

1
< P]/ f(ara, 0)" 2 dav < PPF1,
0

We now take to = 4l in (8.16). Since r > 3, the bound (8.21) applies to at least one
of the factors, so that one may deduce that

(8.22) / | F(a, B)|dadf < Ps=F=1=9/s,

An asymptotic formula for N - »(P) is now available by combining the conclusions
in (8.20) and (8.22) with those in Lemma 11. We summarise our work so far in the
next lemma.

Lemma 12. Let s > 2 +2, r > 3 and b be primitive. Then
NI (P) =3 6L P+ O(P 7+ 1L72).

We are ready to establish Theorem 1 in all cases where r > 3. Let N(©)(P) be
the number of solutions counted by N, p(P) where z; = 0 for at least one index ¢
with 1 <4 < s. For the remaining solutions, we have x; # 0 for all 7, and we write
1; = x;/|x;]. We group the solutions according to a given value of n € {1, —1}*, and
substitute x; = n;z; in (1.1). We are then reduced to count solutions in positive
integers of the system (1.1) with b; replaced by 7;b; and a; replaced by n¥a;. Thus,
on WI‘itil’lg 7]b = (nibi)lgigsa na = (nz’-“ai)1<i<s, we find that

(8.23) Nap(P) = N(O) Z na nb
7716{:‘:1}
‘We shall establish the estimate

(8.24) NO(p) « ps=h-1-8
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at the end of this section. Taking this for granted, the asymptotic formula (1.3) is
now available from (8.23) and Lemma 12, with

(825) @(3.7 b) = Z GZa,nb:j:;a,nb'

me{£1}
However, substituting —z for z in (2.1) yields S(q, —a, —b) = S(q,a,b) when k is
odd, and S(q,a,—b) = S(q,a,b) when k is even. By (8.6) and (8.15), this implies

GZamb = 6:1) = &. Moreover, since T'(q) is multiplicative, we have

(8.26) & =[x

By (8.6) and orthogonality

H H

P " s
(8:27)  xp= ngnoo p Z Z H S(p™, aa;, bb;) = ngﬂoo P My, (p™)
a=1b=1i=1

where Mayb(p is the number of incongruent solutions to the system of congru-

ences

")

alx’f+-~-+asx§ =bixy+ -+ bxs EOmode.
In particular, it follows that x, is real and non-negative. Because the product (8.26)
converges absolutely, it now follows that there is a pg = po(a, b) such that

& >3 [ x
P<po
Moreover, the method of proof of Parsell [23, Lemma 7.5] combines with (8.27) to
show that whenever (1.1) has a non-singular solution in Q,, then x, > 0. Hence, if
(1.1) has non-singular solutions in Q, for all primes p, then & > 0.
We may now conclude that €, 1, = &J where

(8.28) I= D Fams
ni€{£1}
Also, provided only that (1.1) has non-singular solutions in all Q,, we may apply
Lemma 12 together with & = Gj;a,nb’ & >0 and N;'amb(P) > 0 to conclude that
3;‘;3 nb 18 real and non-negative, and in view of (8.28), the same is true for J.
Now suppose that the equations

(8.29) a1€f 4. afh =018 o b =0

have a non-singular real solution £,. By the implicit function theorem, the equations
(8.29) define a (s—2)-dimensional manifold in a neighbourhood of &,. Consequently,
we may choose &, such that fl-(o) # 0 forall 1 <14 < s. By homogeneity, we may also
suppose that |§¢(0)| <1, for 1 <i<s. Now define n; = §§O)/|§Z-(O)|. Then, the proof
of [23, Lemma 7.4] confirms that fj:"amb > 0. Note that once this is established,
it follows from (8.28) and the discussion following that formula that J > 0. Then,
recalling the properties of & and €1, = 67, it follows that €, > 0 certainly
holds whenever (1.1) admits non-singular solutions in all completions of Q. This
establishes Theorem 1.

We are left with the task to prove (8.24). First consider the contribution to
N©O(P) that stems from solutions where two or more of the z; are zero. If, say,
u>2and xy =x9 =+ =x, =0, x; # 0 for u < i < s, then these solutions of
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(1.1) satisfy ay412% ; + - 4+ a,2% = 0, and by writing their number as an integral
suitable for application of the Hardy-Littlewood method, the inequalities of Hélder
and Hua show that the number of these solutions does not exceed

1
/ £ (c,0)" " dav < PP-27 .
0

By symmetry, this argument applies when any set of u variables x; vanishes.

If exactly one of the variables vanishes, say 1 = 0, then an analysis of the signs
of the other variables similar to (8.23) reduces the problem of counting solutions to
(1.1) with z; =0 but 1 < |z;] < P (2 < i < s) to an estimate for

1 p1 S8
| [ Miria.ns)dads.
070 =3

Note that bobs # 0 (recall » > 3). An argument similar to (8.16) bounds the above
integral by

3 s - )
ZH (/0/0v |f(ajOé,bjﬁ)|2|f(a,ia7biﬁ)|s—3dad6)l/( 3).

j=2i=4

When b; = 0, we use orthogonality and the classical lemma of Hua to deduce that

1 1 1
// 1F(aj00 b, 8) 2] f(asr, biB)|"~3 dardB < P/ | F (a5, )3 da < Po-k—1-0
0J0 0

where § > 0. When b; # 0, one may apply Hoélder’s inequality again, to separate
f(ajo, b;B) from f(a;o,b;3). An obvious substitution then reduces the problem to

that of estimating
1,1
| [ 1r@prdaas
0Jo

Lemma 5 coupled with Holder’s inequality shows that this is O(P*~*=179) for
some § > 0. Hence, the contribution to N(©)(P) from solutions with z; = 0, z; # 0
(2 <i < s) is acceptable. The argument applies when some other variable vanishes

(note that two b; with b; # 0 remain active, which is crucial), and this completes
the proof of (8.24).

REFERENCES

[1] Birch, B. J. Forms in many variables. Proc. Roy. Soc. Ser. A 265 (1961/1962), 245-263.

[2] Boklan, K. D. A reduction technique in Waring’s problem. I. Acta Arith. 65 (1993), 147-161.

[3] R. de la Breteche, Répartition des points rationnels sur la cubique de Segre, Proc. Lond.
Math. Soc. (3) 95 (2007), 69-155.

[4] T.D. Browning and D.R. Heath-Brown, Rational points on quartic hypersurfaces. J. Reine
Angew. Math. 629 (2009), 37-88.

[5] J. Briidern, A problem in additive number theory. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 103
(1988), 27-33.

[6] J. Briidern, and R.J. Cook, On simultaneous diagonal equations and inequalities. Acta Arith.
62 (1992), 125-149.

[7] JW.S. Cassels and M.J.T. Guy, On the Hasse principle for cubic surfaces. Mathematika 13
(1966), 111-120.

[8] J.H.H. Chalk, On Hua’s estimates for exponential sums. Mathematika 34 (1987), 115-123.

[9] H. Davenport and D.J. Lewis, Cubic equations of additive type. Philos. Trans. Roy. Soc.
London Ser. A 261 (1966), 97-136.

[10] H. Davenport and D.J. Lewis, Simultaneous equations of additive type. Philos. Trans. Roy.

Soc. London Ser. A 264 (1969), 557-595.



LINEAR SLICES OF DIAGONAL HYPERSURFACES 35

[11] G. Greaves, Some Diophantine equations with almost all solutions trivial. Mathematika 44
(1997), 14-36.

[12] H. Halberstam and H.E. Richert, Sieve methods. London Mathematical Society Monographs,
No. 4. Academic Press, London-New York, 1974.

(13] R.R. Hall and G. Tenenbaum, Divisors. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 90. Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1988.

(14] M. Harvey, Minor arc moments of Weyl sums. Glasgow Math. J. 55 (2013), 97-113.

[15] C. Hooley, On the representation of a number as the sum of two h-th powers. Math. Z. 84
(1964), 126-136.

[16] C. Hooley, On a new technique and its applications to the theory of numbers. Proc. London
Math. Soc. (3) 38 (1979), 115-151.

[17] C. Hooley, On another sieve method and the numbers that are a sum of two hth powers.
Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 43 (1981), 73-1009.

[18] C. Hooley, On nonary cubic forms. J. Reine Angew. Math. 386 (1988), 32-98.

[19] C. Hooley, On nonary cubic forms. II. J. Reine Angew. Math. 415 (1991), 95-165.

[20] C. Hooley, On nonary cubic forms. III. J. Reine Angew. Math. 456 (1994), 53-63.

[21] C. Hooley, On another sieve method and the numbers that are a sum of two hth powers. II.
J. Reine Angew. Math. 475 (1996), 55-75.

[22] L.K. Hua, Additive theory of prime numbers. Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol.
13 American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I. 1965

[23] S.T. Parsell, Pairs of additive equations of small degree. Acta Arith. 104 (2002), 345—402.

[24] C. Skinner and T.D. Wooley, Sums of two kth powers. J. Reine Angew. Math. 462 (1995),
57-68.

[25] E.C. Titchmarsh, The theory of the Riemann zeta-function. Second edition. Edited and with
a preface by D. R. Heath-Brown. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York,
1986.

[26] R.C. Vaughan, On Waring’s problem for cubes. J. Reine Angew. Math. 365 (1986), 122-170.

[27] R.C. Vaughan, On Waring’s problem for smaller exponents. II. Mathematika 33 (1986), 6-22.

[28] R.C. Vaughan, A new iterative method in Waring’s problem. Acta Math. 162 (1989), 1-71.

[29] R. C. Vaughan, The Hardy-Littlewood Method, Second Edition, Cambridge University Press
(1997)

[30] R.C. Vaughan, On generating functions in additive number theory. I. Analytic number theory,
pp. 436-448, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2009.

[31] R.C. Vaughan and T.D. Wooley, On a certain nonary cubic form and related equations, Duke
Math. J. 80 (1995), 669-735.

[32] T.D. Wooley, On simultaneous additive equations. II. J. Reine Angew. Math. 419 (1991),
141-198.

[33] T.D. Wooley, On simultaneous additive equations. III. Mathematika 37 (1990), 85-96.

[34] T.D. Wooley, Sums of two cubes. Internat. Math. Res. Notices 1995, 181-184.

[35] T.D. Wooley, Vinogradov’s mean value theorem via efficient congruencing. Ann. of Math. (2)
175 (2012), 1575-1627.

[36] T.D. Wooley, The asymptotic formula in Waring’s problem. Internat. Math. Res. Notices
2012, 1485-1504.

[37] T.D. Wooley, Vinogradov’s mean value theorem via efficient congruencing. II. Duke Math.
J. 162 (2013), 673-730

MATHEMATISCHES INSTITUT, BUNSENSTRASSE 3-5, D-37073 GOTTINGEN, GERMANY
E-mail address: bruedern@uni-math.gwdg.de

UNIVERSITE DE LYON, AND UNIVERSITE DE SAINT-ETIENNE, INSTITUT CAMILLE JORDAN CNRS
UMR 5208, 23, RUE DU DrR P. MICHELON, F-42000, SAINT-ETIENNE, FRANCE
E-mazil address: olivier.robert@univ-st-etienne.fr



