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Abstract

Fix an integer ¢ such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. Let d > 0 be a squarefree
integer and let Ny(z,%) be the principal binary quadratic form of Q(v/d). Building on a
breakthrough of Smith [31], we give an asymptotic formula for the solubility of Ny(x,y) =
¢ in integers = and y as d varies among squarefree integers divisible by ¢.

As a corollary we give, in case £ > 0, an asymptotic formula for the event that the
Hasse Unit Index of the field Q(v/—/, \/E) is 2 as d varies over all positive squarefree
integers. Our principal new tool is a generalization of a classical reciprocity law due to
Rédei [29].

1 Introduction

The study of integral points on conics goes back to at least the ancient Greeks. Much later
significant progress was made by the Indian mathematicians Brahmagupta and Bhaskara II
around the years 650 and 1150 respectively. Brahmagupta was able to solve the Pell equation

2 —dy’=1inz,yclZ (1.1)

in special cases, while Bhaskara II was the first to give a method to solve the Pell equation
in full generality.
Let ¢ be an integer such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. For a squarefree integer d > 0,

we define 9 d—1,2
2+ oy —2y? ifd=1mod4
N, = !
a(z,y) { z2 — dy? otherwise,

which is the principal binary quadratic form of Q(\/E) In this paper we look at the equation
Ny(z,y) =L in x,y € Z (1.2)

with d squarefree. Unlike equation (L)) it is not always possible to find z,y € Z that satisfy
the above equation. We denote by H(K) the narrow Hilbert class field of a number field K,
which is the maximal abelian extension of K that is unramified at all finite places, while the
ordinary Hilbert class field must also be unramified at the infinite places. Then equation (.2))
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is soluble if and only if there is an ideal in Q(v/d) with norm ¢ and trivial Artin symbol in
the narrow Hilbert class field of Q(v/d), see Lemma If we take £ = —1 in equation (L.2),
then we get the classical negative Pell equation.

Given d, there exists an algorithm to compute the Hilbert class field of Q(\/E) both in
the narrow and ordinary sense. Hence it is possible to decide given £ and d whether equation
(L2) is soluble. In fact, for a fixed squarefree integer d, an appeal to the Chebotarev Density
Theorem gives an asymptotic for the number of primes ¢ such that equation (L2) is soluble.

In this paper we ask the opposite question. Instead of fixing d, we shall treat ¢ as fixed
and vary d. Equivalently, we ask how often there is some ideal with norm ¢ and trivial Artin
symbol in H(Q(v/d)) as d varies. Unfortunately, the distribution of the Hilbert class field as
d varies is not well understood at the moment.

In fact, the only proven results for the distribution of C1(K) with K imaginary quadratic
are Davenport-Heilbronn [6] on 3-torsion, Fouvry—Kliners [9) [10] on 4-torsion, based on earlier
work of Heath-Brown [14] on 2-Selmer groups, and Smith [30, BI] on respectively 8-torsion
and 2°°-torsion. Heuristically, we understand the situation much better due to the seminal
work of Cohen and Lenstra [3], which was later extended by Gerth [12].

Therefore we restrict our attention to only those squarefree integers d that are divisible by
¢. In this case we know that ¢ ramifies in Q(v/d). Gauss genus theory states that the ramified
primes generate C1(Q(+/d))[2], and that there is precisely one non-trivial relation between
them. Here Cl denotes the narrow class group. In particular we see that [ € CI(Q(v/d))[2],
where [ is the unique ideal above £. In this case equation (2] is soluble if and only if [ is
the relation in CI(Q(v/d))[2]. Hence we need to study the distribution of C1(Q(v/d))[2], and
this naturally brings the methods of Smith [31] into play.

Note that for equation (L2]) to be soluble, it is necessary that it is soluble over Q. Or
formulated differently, [ must split in the genus field of @(\/3), which is by definition the
maximal subextension of H(Q(v/d)) that is abelian over Q. By the Hasse-Minkowski theorem
it is easy to determine necessary and sufficient conditions on d for the solubility of equation
(C2) over Q. With this in mind we can state our first main theorem after introducing the
following quantities

K | = 277 oo
M = .Hl<1 —277) with k € ZzoU {00}, 7= Z% i -
J= .

and with R € {Z,Q} and ¢ any integer
Srxe:=1{0<d < X :dsquarefree, { | d, Ng(x,y) = { is soluble with =,y € R}.
Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ be an integer such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. Then we have

Szxel 1
Y 5

X=o0 [Sgxel

Our main equidistribution statement is Theorem [Z.Il We show in Appendix[A.T] how this
equidistribution statement implies that the above limit equals . This argument bears strong
similarities with an argument due to Stevenhagen [32]. The rather surprising identity v = 1/2
is entirely combinatorial, and is proven in Appendix [A2]

We remark that v has a very natural interpretation. Informally speaking, the quantity
2*12770077]._2 represents the probability that the 4-rank of a random element in the set Sg x ¢



is equal to j. This will be made precise in Theorem Note that if the 4-rank of Cl(K)
is j, we have a natural generating set, coming from Gauss genus theory, of size j + 1 for
2C1(K)[4]. Furthermore, Gauss genus theory says that there is exactly one relation between
the generators. Hence 1/(2/7! — 1) represents the probability that the ideal above / is the
relation, if one thinks of the relation as being “random”. This is very much in spirit of
Stevenhagen’s conjecture [32] on the solubility of the negative Pell equation. Although we
shall not prove it, our techniques readily give the distribution of 2C1(Q(v/d))[2°°] as d varies
in S(Q),oo,é-

We obtain the distribution of 2C1(Q(v/d))[4] inside Sg e, in Theorem [GI4, which is
already a new and exciting result. The 4-rank in the family Sg ¢ is elevated thanks to
the solubility of equation (L.2]). This leads to the somewhat surprising conclusion that the
distribution of 2C1(Q(v/d))[4] inside our family is the same as the 4-rank distribution of
imaginary quadratic fields. An important step in this proof is that we need to both adapt
and make effective the Markov chain analysis of Gerth [12], which we achieve in our companion
paper [19].

It is worthwhile to compare with the case £ = —1 at this point, which is precisely Steven-
hagen’s conjecture. This conjecture was recently proven by the authors [20]. In this case the
limit equals

1- JJ(1-27)~0581,
j odd

and it was already observed by Stevenhagen that this number is irrational. So despite some
similarities with the case £ = —1, there is at least one remarkable difference in the rationality
of the limiting value.

We will now give a brief comparison between the material in [20] and this paper. Two
key results in this paper, Theorem (originally proven in this paper) and Theorem [4.8] are
now superseded by respectively [20, Theorem 3.2] and [20, Theorem 4.6]. It is for this reason
that we have opted to cite these strictly stronger versions. This makes the key new algebraic
result in this paper Theorem B.7, where we make essential use of the Rédei reciprocity law.

By classical techniques one can give an asymptotic formula for [Sg x ¢|; this requires only
slight modifications of [24] Exercise 21, Section 6.2], see also [25] Section 3]. Indeed, we have

s ’L_C(e)-a(e)_ X
QXL /] Viog X'

where
3/2 if £{=1mod38
L P 1 ) 3/4 if£=3mod8
C(g)_ll—% s— 1 l_gd <1+E> » o) = if =5 mod 8
(5/3):1 3/4 if £ =7 mod 8.

—

This yields the following corollary of Theorem [Tl
Corollary 1.2. Take ¢ to be an integer such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. Then

cw -5 X

v
S ~ L .
192, % J /] VIog X




Earlier work was done by Milovic [23], who showed that Sz, x,+2 has the same order of
magnitude as Sg,x,+2. It is plausible that our methods can be adapted to the case £ = +2 as
well.

An immediate application is the following result. For a biquadratic field Q(+/a, \/5), the
Hasse Unit Index is defined to be

Hyy = |0 0% O O

(vavb) - Yava) Y o) @wm]-

If the biquadratic field is totally complex, then it is known that H,; € {1, 2}, see for example
the work of Lemmermeyer [22]. Our next theorem determines the distribution of the Hasse
Unit Index in many cases.

Corollary 1.3. Let £ > 3 be a prime 3 modulo 4. Then we have

{0 < d < X squarefree : H_; g = 2}| ~ |Sz x| + |5z, x,—¢| ~

(l‘cw)-a(e)+i‘0(—e)-5(—e)>‘ X
N NG ¢ Vieg X

From a more geometric perspective, Theorem [[LT] counts how often there exists an integral
point in a family of conics. As such, it is natural to view this result from the perspective of
the integral Brauer—-Manin obstruction. The seminal work [4] was the first to systematically
study the integral Brauer—-Manin obstruction.

Theorem [[T] critically relies on a generalization of a reciprocity law due to Rédei [29]. This
generalization is proven in Section[dl An extensive treatment of the classical Rédei reciprocity
law can be found in Corsman [5], and was one of the main ingredients in Smith’s work on
4-Selmer groups and 8-torsion of class groups [30]. Corsman’s and Smith’s formulations of
the Rédei reciprocity law have a minor flaw, which was corrected by Stevenhagen [33].

We will now roughly explain how we make use of our new reciprocity law. Following
Smith’s method, we need to prove equidistribution of

AAAAA

as we vary y, where K, .. is a completely explicit field depending only on z1,...,z,, and
y. Our reciprocity law implies that under suitable conditions

This allows us to apply the Chebotarev Density Theorem to obtain the desired equidistribu-
tion. In the case m = 1, the fields K, , are constructed by Rédei, and one recovers the Rédei
reciprocity law. In the case m = 2, the field K, 4, first appears in Amano [I] for special
values of x1, x2 and y, while the fields K, . ., , are constructed in full generality by Smith
[31].

In the language of Smith, these fields are the field of definition of certain maps from
G to Fy that Smith calls ¢4, .. 4,,, or simply ¢z. The field of definition is an unramified
multiquadratic extension of a multiquadratic extension of Q. As such, they are intimately
related to the 2-torsion of the class groups of multiquadratic fields. This connection is explored
in recent work of the authors [1§].

We finish the introduction by mentioning some other important results related to class
groups. A lot of attention has recently be given to providing non-trivial upper bounds for



CI(K)[/] for a fixed prime £. This was initiated by Pierce [26, 27] for ¢ = 3 and continued by
Ellenberg and Venkatesh [§], Ellenberg, Pierce and Wood [7], Frei and Widmer [11], Pierce,
Turnage-Butterbaugh and Wood [28].

Instead of studying class groups of quadratic extensions of QQ, one can study the distri-
bution of class groups in the family of degree £ cyclic extensions of Q. This was explored
by Gerth [I3] and Klys [16], whose work was later generalized by the authors [17] using the
Smith method [3I]. It is natural to wonder if the methods in this paper can also be used to
study norm forms coming from degree £ cyclic extensions.
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2 Algebraic criteria

In this section we collect the algebraic lemmas that link our theorems to questions about
the narrow class group. These lemmas are valid for arbitrary non-zero integers ¢, and we
shall only later restrict to ¢ with || = 3 mod 4 a prime. For a non-zero integer ¢, we define
sign(¢) = 0 if £ > 0 and sign(¢) =1 if £ < 0.

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢ be a non-zero integer and let d > 0 be a squarefree integer. Then there
are x,y € Z with Ng(z,y) = £ if and only if there is an integral ideal I of (9@(\/3) with norm

0| such that I - (v/d)¥8™©) has trivial Artin symbol in H(Q(\/d)).

Proof. Suppose that there are x,y € Z with Ny(z,y) = £. In case d = 1 mod 4, we look at the
ideal I = (z + y@) It has norm |¢|, and furthermore the element x + y@ has norm /.
Then I - (\/E)Sign(z) is a principal ideal that has a generator with positive norm. This implies
that - (\/E)Sign(é) is a principal ideal with a totally positive generator, and hence it has trivial
Artin symbol in H(Q(v/d)). In case d # 1 mod 4, we use a similar argument with the ideal
I = (z+yVad).

For the other direction suppose that there is an integral ideal I of OQ( V) with norm ||
and T - (v/d)¥#*) has trivial Artin symbol in H(Q(v/d)). Then I - (v/d)*8"® is a principal
ideal with a totally positive generator o, so No /g /0 (o) = a@*'#()|¢|. Hence we have

«

o
I= (\/Esign(€)> and NQ(\/E)/Q <\/Esign(€)> =L

Expanding a/\/ESign(g) as x—l—y@ if d = 1 mod 4 and z + yv/d otherwise, we get the desired
x,y € Z with Ny(z,y) = £. O



In case that ¢ | d, we see that every prime dividing ¢ ramifies in @(\/3) Hence there
is exactly one ideal [ of Q(v/d) with norm |¢|. Furthermore, since [ € Cl(Q(v/d))[2], we see
that it is enough to demand that [ has trivial Artin symbol in the narrow 2°°-Hilbert class

field of Q(v/d), denoted Ho(Q(v/d)), which is the maximal abelian extension of Q(v/d) that is
unramified at all finite places and has degree a power of 2. This yields the following criterion.

Lemma 2.2. Toke a non-zero integer £ and take a squarefree integer d > 0 divisible by (.
Then there exist x,y € 7 with Ny(x,y) = ¢ if and only if there is an integral ideal I of (9@(\/3)

with norm |€] such that T - (v/d)¥#O has trivial Artin symbol in Ha(Q(Vd)).
Our final lemma allows us to deduce Corollary [[3] directly from Theorem [Tl

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that ¢ > 3 is an odd squarefree integer and let d > 0 be a squarefree
integer with d # ¢ and d # 3(. Then we have H_yq = 2 if and only if £ | d and there are
x,y € Z with Ng(x,y) =¥ or Ny(z,y) = —L.

Proof. By our assumptions on £ and d we have that the roots of unity of Q(v/—¢, \/E) are
{#1}. Let € be the fundamental unit of Q(v/d). Then Kubota’s work [21], Satz 2] shows that
H_;q=2if and only if —¢ is a square in Q(vV—4, \/E) By Kummer theory this is equivalent
to € = £22 for some z € Q(v/d)*. This is in turn equivalent to the requirements that every
prime dividing ¢ must ramify in Q(v/d), and furthermore that the unique ideal with norm ||
is principal in Q(v/d). These last two conditions are equivalent to ¢ | d and the existence of
x,y € Z with Ny(x,y) = ££. O

3 Expansions

The goal of this section is to briefly summarize the main results about expansion maps that
we need. The significance of expansion maps is that these are the main actors in the higher
Rédei reciprocity law and our reflection principles.

3.1 Notation

Fix an algebraic closure Q of Q for the rest of the paper. All our number fields are implicitly
taken inside this fixed algebraic closure Q. If K is a number field, we define G = Gal(Q/K).

Throughout, we view [Fy as a discrete Gg-module with trivial action. If ¢ : Gg = X is a
continuous map with X a discrete topological space, we define L(¢) to be the smallest Galois
extension K of Q through which ¢ factors via the canonical projection map Gg — Gal(K/Q).
This is well-defined by [I7, Lemma 2.3]. For us an unramified extension L/K shall always
mean unramified at all finite places of K.

In this paper X will always be a product set X7 X -+ x X,., where each X; is a finite,
non-empty set of primes intersecting trivially with all the other X;. This allows us to identify
(x1,...,2,) € X with the squarefree integer x; - ... - x,, and we shall often do so implicitly.
For a € Z>¢, we will write [a] for the set {1,...,a}. If S C [r], we define

75’ = H(XZ X Xz) X H Xi7
€8 iZ[r]—S

and we let m; be the projection to X; x X; if ¢ € S and to X; if ¢ ¢ S. The natural projection
maps from X; x X; to X; are denoted by pr; and pry. For two subsets S, Sy C [r], we let



73,5, be the projection map from Xg to

1€SNSo 1€([r]—S)NSoy

given by m; on each i € Sp. The set S shall often be clear from context, in case we will simply
write g, for mg g,. Finally, take some Z € Xg and T"C S C [r]. Then we define Z(T) to be
the following multiset

{7 € X771y (5-1)(§) = 7y (s-1)(T) and Vi € S — T3j € (2] : m(y) = pr;(mi(2))}
with the multiplicity of § € Z(T') being

I 145 €2 : m@) = pr;(m(@)}] -

1€S-T

3.2 Expansion maps

In this subsection, we shall quickly recall the facts about expansions that we will need. These
are treated more elaborately in [31], Section 2.1] and [I7), Section 7]. The paper [18] is entirely
devoted to a careful study of the properties of expansions. We start by recalling a definition
from [I8), Definition 3.21].

Definition 3.1. Let X C Homtop_gr,(G@,Fg) be linearly independent and let xo € X. An
expansion map with support X and pointer xo is a continuous group homomorphism

¢ . G(Q) N FQH@?*{XO}] 0 Fg(*{XO}

;(—{Xo}] v Fg(_{XO}

such that my, o) = x for every x € X — {xo}, where m, : Fy[F — Fy is

?*{Xo}] “ Ff*{Xo}

the natural projection, and wo 1) = xo, where 7 : Fo[F — Fy is the unique

non-trivial character that sends the subgroup {0} x Fg(f{XO} to 0.

Note that an expansion map is automatically surjective, since an expansion map surjects
modulo the Frattini by assumption. There is another characterization of expansion maps that
we give now, first given in Section 3.3 of [18]. We have an isomorphism

FolFy X 2 Fyl{t, : 2 € X — {xo}}/({t2: z € X — {x0}})

by sending t, to 1-id 4+ 1 - e;, where e, is the vector that is 1 exactly on the x-th coordinate.

Note that the squarefree monomials ty := [,y ty give a basis of

Fol{tz 1z € X — {xo}}]/({t2 : 2 € X — {x0}}),

as Y varies through the subsets of X — {xo}. Therefore, projection on monomials gives rise
to a collection of continuous 1-cochains

gby(?/)) : GQ — ]FQ

for every Y C X — {xo}. Together they allow us to reconstruct ¢ by the formula

v)=| Y. v @ty (x(9)xex—{xo} | - (3.1)

YCX—{xo}



Now define xg := er g X, where the product is taken in Fy. From equation (3.I) and the
composition law for the semidirect product we deduce that

(doy (¥))(g1,92) = Y xs(g1)dy—s(1)(92), (3.2)

2CSCY

where d is the operator that sends Map(Gg,F2) to Map(Gg x Gg, Fg) with the rule

(do)(g1,92) = ¢(g1) + ¢(g2) + d(g192)-

Equation (3.2)) is simply [3I, eq. (2.2)]. Conversely, if we are given a system of maps
(Py)yc X—{xo} Satisfying equation B2) and ¢y = x0, we get an expansion map v with
support X and pointer xp.

For each odd prime p, we choose an element o, € Gg such that

X(0p) =1 <= x has conductor divisible by p
for all quadratic characters y. We also choose elements o3(1),02(2) € Gg such that
X(02(1)) = 1 <= x has conductor exactly divisible by 4

and
X(02(2)) = 1 <= x has conductor exactly divisible by 8.

We define
S :={op : p odd} U{o2(1),02(2)}.

Write G&ro_z for the maximal pro-2-quotient of Gg.

Lemma 3.2. The image of & in Ggo'Q is a minimal set of topological generators for G&ro_z.
Proof. This is a standard fact, see for example [20, Proposition 2.2] for a proof. O

Definition 3.3. For any integer x, we let x, : Gg — 2 be the character corresponding to
Q(Vx). Let X := Xy x -+ x X, with |X;| = 2 fori € [r]. For a subset U C [r], we declare
xv : Gg — Fa to be
x0(@) = LT Xpr, (ri(a))pra (a2 ()
€U
A pre-expansion for X is a sequence (¢r)rc|,) where each ¢r : Gg — Fa is a continuous
1-cochain satisfying

(dér)(o,7) = > xulo)ér_u(r). (3.3)

o£UCT

For the remainder of the paper, we shall always assume that ¢y is linearly independent from
the space of characters spanned by {x; : i € [r]}.

Furthermore, a pre-expansion is said to be good if ¢r(c) = 0 for all 0 € & and all
@ C T G [r]. An expansion for X is a sequence (¢1)rc|y satisfying the recursive equation
(33) for each T C [r]. An expansion is good if ¢p7(0) =0 for allo € & and all @ C T C [r].



The following result is the key result regarding expansions. It is a rephrasing of [31],
Proposition 2.1], see also [17, Proposition 7.3] for a similar statement. Informally, it shows
that a pre-expansion can be completed to a good expansion under favorable circumstances.

Proposition 3.4. Let X := Xj x --- x X, with |X;| =2 fori € [r]. Let (¢1)rc[y be a good
pre-expansion for X. Assume that for every i € [r], every prime p € X; splits completely in
L(pp- {Z-}). Further assume that the character x(;y is locally trivial at 2 and at each prime
p € Xj for each distinct i,j € [r].

Then there is a unique continuous map ¢, : Go — Fo such that

o) (o) = > xvlo)dp—uv(r)
2#UC[r]
and such that (¢1)rc() a good expansion.

Proof. See [20l Proposition 2.16]. O

In Section [7 we work with many expansions simultaneously. For a box X = X7 x--- x X,
S C [r] and Z € Xg, we shall use the shorthand ¢z,q for an expansion map ¢g associated
to the box 7g(Z) with ¢p = x4. In case that pr;(m;(Z)) # pry(m;i(z)) for all i € S, we can
naturally view each 7;(Z) as a set with two primes as required for Definition B3l If instead
pry(m;(Z)) = pro(m;(Z)) for some i € S, we set ¢z 4 to be zero. Observe that ¢z, only depends
on a and 7wg(T).

3.3 Governing expansions

Since we have to work with many expansions simultaneously in the final section, we abstract
the essential properties in the notion of governing expansions.

Definition 3.5. Let X := X x---x X,, let S C [r] and let a € Z be squarefree. We say that
there exists a governing expansion & on (X, S,a) if

e we have for all T C S and all ¥ € X1 a good expansion ¢z, satisfying

(d¢i,a)(av T) - Z XT/(U)(bﬂT,T/ (a’c),a(T);

@CT'CT
o take T C S,i €T and To,T1,T2 € X7. Suppose that
Tr—(iy(To) = Tr_giy (1) = Tr_giy(T2)
and that there are primes pg,p1,ps satisfying
pr; (mi(%x)) = Praj—1
for all j € {1,2} and k € {0, 1,2}, where the indices are taken modulo 3. Then we have

gb:fo,a + ¢i1,a = ¢:7:2,a- (34)

These conditions are rather stringent, and typically there does not exist a governing
expansion & on (X, S,a). To construct governing expansions, we introduce additive systems.



Definition 3.6. Let X := X x .-+ x X,.. An additive system A on X is a tuple
(Ys, Vg, Fs, As)scpp
satisfying

e for each S C [r], we have that Ag is a finite Fy vector space, Y and 7; are sets
satisfying

72 CYsCXs
and Fs : Y g — Ag is a function such that
Vg:={yeYs: Fs(y) = 0}
e we have for all non-empty S C [r] that
Ys={zecXg5:Z(T)C Yy forall T C S}

Here we view Z(T) as a set by forgetting the multiplicities;

o takei € S C [r] and take Tg, %1, T2 € Y g satisfying
Ts— (i} (To) = ms_iy(21) = T (53 (Z2)
such that there are primes pg, p1,p2 with
pr;(mi(Zk)) = Prtj—1

for all j € {1,2} and all k € {0,1,2}, where the indices are taken modulo 3. Then we
have

Fs(zo) + Fs(z1) = Fs(Z2). (3.5)
We will sometimes write Y s(2), Y g(A), Fs(2) and Ag(A) to stress that this data is associated
to the additive system 2.
We remark that equation (3.3]) implies that
F S(f) =0
in case pry(m;(Z)) = pry(m;i(z)). We will now construct an additive system that will help us
find governing expansions.

Lemma 3.7. Let r > 2 be an integer and let X := X; x --- x X, be such that X; contains

only odd primes. Take an odd squarefree integer a = q1 - ... - q; such that
/
<E> =1 and <]2> =1 for all ¢ € [t] (3.6)
p di

for all p,p’ € X; with j € [r]. Let Q be a set of places of Q disjoint from the X; and g;.
We assume that every v € Q splits in Q(y/a). Let W C X be a subset such that for all
wy,wy € W, for all distinct i,j € [r] and for all v € Q

(%) - <%) . mi(wy)mi(ws) = 1 mod 8, 7;(wy )mi(ws) = 0 mod v.

Then there exists an additive system A on X such that

10



e we have ?;(Ql) =W;

o we have [Ag(A)| < 277 for all S C [r];

e suppose that Z := Zy X -+ X Z, satisfies Z; C X; and suppose that
Z4y € Y (20).

Then there exists a governing expansion & on (Z,[r],a) such that every v € Q splits
completely in ¢z q for z € Zy,).

Proof. Note that an additive system 2 is uniquely specified by the maps Fg(2l) and the set
Y5 (2). We take Y4() = W and we will inductively construct the maps Fg(21). If S = @,
we take Fjz(2A) to be the zero map.

Now suppose that S = {i}. For z € Y;;(2), Proposition B4l and equation (B8) imply
that there is a good expansion ¢z,. We claim that equation (B.4) holds. Indeed, suppose
that Zg, Z1,Z9 € ?{i}(ﬂ) satisfy the assumptions for equation ([3.4]). Then we have

d (¢io,a + ¢il,a + ¢j27a) =0.

This shows that ¢z,q + ¢z,.a + ¢z,,0 s a quadratic character, which vanishes on all 0 € &.
Since & is a set of topological generators by Lemma [3.2] we obtain the equality

¢i‘0,a + ¢i1,a + (ﬁi‘g,a - 07
proving the claim. Then we define Fy; (%) by sending = € 7{2}(9[) to
¢z,q(Frob k)

as k runs through 7;(z) for j € [r] — {i¢} and Q. We observe that Frob(k) lands in the center
of Gal(L(¢z,4)/Q) by the assumption Z € Y ;3 () and the assumptions on W. Then equation

B3) follows from equation (B.4]).
Now we proceed inductively. We see that Proposition B4l implies that there is a good
expansion ¢z, for Z € Y g(). Once more we have that

d (¢f0,a + gb:il,a + ¢f2,a) = 07

which follows from the fact that equation (B.4) holds for all the Pry(z;)a for TS S by the
induction hypothesis. From this, we deduce just like before that

gb:fo,a + ¢i1,a + gbfg,a — 0
We define Fig(2() by sending 7 € Y g(2A) to
(b@a(FrOb k)

as k runs through 7;(z) for j € [r] — S and Q. This defines our additive system 2, which
indeed satisfies the listed properties. ]
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4 Higher Rédei reciprocity

This section summarizes what was formerly the main algebraic innovation of this paper, a
generalization of the classical Rédei reciprocity law (in turn a generalization of quadratic
reciprocity). This higher Rédei reciprocity law is now superseded by [20, Section 3], which is
why we have opted to state this new slightly stronger reciprocity law.

4.1 Statement of the reciprocity law

Let n € Z>1 and let A C Homyop gr. (G, F2) with |[A] = n. Let x1,x2 ¢ A be two distinct
elements of Homyop gr (Gg,F2). Write

A =AU{x1}, Az:=AU{x2}.

For a finite extension L/Q, we denote by Ram(L/Q) the set of places of Q that ramify in L/Q.
Furthermore, for a collection of characters T' C Homygp or. (G, F2), we denote by Q(7") the
corresponding multiquadratic extension of Q. We make the following assumptions throughout
this subsection:

e as y varies in A, the n sets Ram(Q(x)/Q) are non-empty and pairwise disjoint;

e the sets Ram(Q(x1)/Q) and Ram(Q(x2)/Q) are non-empty and disjoint from

| Ram(Q(x)/Q);

XEA

e we have the inclusion Ram(Q(x1)/Q) NRam(Q(x2)/Q) C {(2)} and inva(x1 U x2) =0,
where invy is the invariant map of Qo;

e the conductor of x; or the conductor of yo is not divisible by 8;
e the places (2) and oo split completely in Q(A)/Q.

In particular, the first assumption yields that A is a set of n linearly independent characters
over Fy. Furthermore, x; is linearly independent from A, and the same holds for ys.
Now suppose that we have two expansion maps

W1, : Gg — Fo[F4] x F,

with supports A;, Ay and pointers 1, x2 respectively. Let (¢1,8)Bca, (¢2,8)Bca be the cor-
responding system of continuous 1-cochains from Gg to Fy with ¢1 5 = X1, $2.5 = x2. Note
that L(v1), L(¢9) are central Fo-extensions of

M) == QA) [] Ll¢1.8)/Q, M(y) := Q(A) [] L(¢2.8)/Q.

BCA BCA

We need one more definition before stating our reciprocity law. In the next definition, we will
use index notation modulo 2. Since (2) splits completely in Q(A), it follows from equation
B.2) that ¢7(¥i)|cg, s a quadratic character.

Definition 4.1. Let (A1, A2,11,12) be a 4-tuple as above. We say (A1, Az, 11,19) is Rédei
admissible if the following conditions simultaneously hold

12



e if the infinite place co of Q splits completely in Q(A; U Ay), then oo splits completely
in M(11)M(102)/Q as well;

e ifi € {1,2} and co ramifies in L(1);)/Q, then oo splits completely in M (i1 mod 2)/Q;

o ifi € {1,2} and an odd place w of Q(A) ramifies in L(1);)/Q(A), then the unique place
v of Q below w splits completely in M (1; 41 mod 2)/Q. Furthermore, v is unramified in

L(wi—l—l mod 2)/@;

o if L(v1)L(v2)/Q is ramified at (2), then there exists i such that 1; is a good expansion
map, X; has conductor not divisible by 8 and ¢r(1);) restricts trivially to Go, for all
@ C T C A. Furthermore, we have invy(x; U ¢7(1i41 mod 2)’G’Q2) =0 forallT.

We call (x1,x2) the pointer vector of the 4-tuple and we call A the base set of the 4-tuple.

Let now (Aj, A2,11,12) be a Rédei admissible 4-tuple, as above, with pointer vector
(x1,Xx2)- Then it follows by the definition that each odd place v € Ram(Q(x1)/Q) is unrami-
fied in L(12)/Q and furthermore the consequently defined Artin class Art(v, L(2)/Q) lands
in Gal(L(t9)/M (1)), which is a central subgroup of Gal(L(2)/Q) of size equal to 2 and
hence can uniquely be identified with Fo. We conclude that Art(v, L(12)/Q) is a well-defined
element of Fo. Symmetrically, the same holds if we swap the role of 1 and 2.

Now suppose that (2) ramifies in L(t)1)L(12)/Q. Let i be as guaranteed in the last part
of the above definition. If (2) splits in x;, then (2) splits completely in M (z);)/Q and is
unramified in L(1);)/Q. Therefore Art((2), L(;)/Q) is again a well-defined element of Fs.
Now suppose that (2) does not split in y;. Write t for the unique place of Q(x;) above (2).
Then the Artin symbol Art(t, L(1);)/Q(x;)) is once more a well-defined element of Fo. We
will often abuse notation, and simply write this Artin symbol as Art((2), L(v;)/Q).

Finally, for a quadratic extension Q(v/d)/Q, we put ﬁf;r/n(@(\/a) /Q) to be the set of places
in Ram(Q(+/d)/Q) with the only exception of (2), which is excluded in case d has even 2-adic
valuation.

Theorem 4.2. Let (A1, Az, 11,12) be a Rédei admissible 4-tuple with pointer vector (x1,X2).
Then we have

S A LE)/Q= Y A, L)/Q),

veRam(Q(x1)/Q) v'€Ram(Q(x2)/Q)
Proof. See [20, Theorem 3.2]. O

4.2 Raw cocycles

We will now introduce raw cocycles. These are the fundamental objects of interest in our
paper, but difficult to calculate with. Our main idea is to eventually relate raw cocycles to
governing expansions, which are more workable. To achieve this, we shall need to develop a
substantial amount of theory.

Let N := Q2/Z2, which we endow with the discrete topology. We view N as a Gg-module
with trivial action. For any x € X, we let N(z) be the Gg-module N twisted with the action
of Q(v/x), ie. o-zn=nif xz(c)=0and 0 -, n = —nif x,(o) = 1.

Definition 4.3. We define Cocy(Gg, N(z)[2¥]) to be the set of continuous 1-cocycles ¥ such
that Q(v/z)L(v)/Q(v/x) is unramified.
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Remark 4.4. If k > 1, then L(¢)) automatically contains Q(\/x). However, this need not be
the case if k = 1.

By definition of Cocy(Gg, N(x)[2*]), inflation of cocycles induces an isomorphism

Cocy(Gg, N(x)[2*]) 2 Cocy(Gal(H (Q(V2))/Q), N (x)[2°]).

Of fundamental importance is the split exact sequence

0 — N(2)[2"] = Cocy(Gal(H(Q(vx))/Q), N(x)[2°]) — CUQ(Vx))"[2"] = 0.

Fix an element o € Gal(H(Q(y/x))/Q) projecting non-trivially in Gal(Q(y/x)/Q). The first
map is given by sending n to the unique cocycle that sends ¢ to n and sends the group
Gal(H(Q(v/x))/Q(v/x)) to zero, while the second map is simply restriction of cocycles. The
exact sequence is split, since all the groups appearing are killed by 2¥ and N (z)[2¥] = Z/2F7Z
as abelian groups. This allows us to work with cocycles instead of the class group.

If x is a squarefree integer, we have a natural map

f:{d squarefree : d | Ag/m} — CLQ(VZ))[2],

where Ak denotes the discriminant of K. We now define the m-th Artin pairing

Artyg [ (27T CAQ(VE))[2™]) x 2 Cocy(Gal(H (Q(v7)) /Q), N(2)[2™]) — Fa

by sending (b, x) to ¥(Frob b), where b is the unique ideal of norm b and furthermore
Y € Cocy(Gal(H(Q(v/7))/Q), N(x)[2™]) is any lift of x satisfying 2™ 1y = x. The left
kernel of this pairing is f~1(2™CI(Q(v/7))[2™*!]) and the right kernel of this pairing is
2 Cocy(Gal(H (Q(v/7))/Q), N(a)[2"]).

We introduce the notion of a raw cocycle.

Definition 4.5. A raw cocycle for z is a sequence (¥;)o<i<z with 1; € Cocy(Gg, N(z)[2¥])
and 2; = ;1 for all 1 < i< k.

4.3 Profitability

With the higher Rédei reciprocity law, we have taken our first major step towards the reflection
principles that we need. This reciprocity law is also the key input for the theory of profitable
triples first developed in [20], Section 4]. We will now replicate the main result on profitable
triples.

Definition 4.6. Let X = X; x -+ x X, let S C [r] with s := |S| > 1 and let T €
Xs. We assume that pry(m;(Z)) - pro(m; (%)) = 1 mod 8 for alli € S. Let xg € Z(D). Let
(Vs+1(7))pez(2)— {20} be @ tuple with each Ysi1(x) a raw cocycle for x. We assume that there
exists a character x, such that

Y1(x) = 2% Ysp1(x) = Xa

for all x € (@) — {xo}. We call the triple (T, Xa, (¥s1+1(T))rez(o)—{xo}) Profitable if the
following properties are all satisfied for alli € S
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e we have

> Vs1-7)(2) | (0p) =0
T€T(D)
VieT:m; (:L');ﬁﬁj (z0)

for each T C S containing i and each p € {pry(m;(Z)), pro(m(Z))};

e we have

Yo () =

2 E€T(D)
mi(2)#mi(zo)

e there exists a good expansion map ¢ for wg_g;y(T) with pointer ¢z = Xpr, (x:(z))-pro(mi (7)) -
Furthermore, for every j € [r] — S, the prime m;(Z) splits completely in L($). Finally,
(2) and oo split completely in M ().

Given a profitable triple (T, Xa, (Vs+1(T))rez(@)—{zo}) and a subset & CT C S, we attach the
map

Y1(Z, Xa» (Vs41(2))ecz(@)—{20}) = Z Yirpga(2).
2€T(2)
VjeS—T:m;(x)#m;(xo)

We will also use this notation for T = S in case we are further given a raw cocycle 11 (xo)
for xq.

Remark 4.7. Since s > 1, we see that x, is a double in CL(Q(y/z))Y for all x € (&) — {xo}.
This forces a > 0 by checking the local embedding problem at R.

Theorem 4.8. Let (T, Xa, (Vs+1(%))zez(e)—{z0}) be a profitable triple. Then there exists a
raw cocycle s11(xg) for xo satisfying the following properties

e we have for all1 <i<s

Z Yi(z) = 0;

©€7(9)
e the tuple
(Yr(Z, Xa, (T/Jerl(x))xef(z)—{mo}))TQS

is an expansion map v for wg(x) with pointer xo. If some place above an odd prime p
ramifies in the extension

¥)/QU{V/pr(mi(2)) - pra(mi(z)) : i € S}),

then there exists j € [r] — S such that p = 7;(Z). Furthermore, the ramification index
of any prime in L(v)/Q is at most 2.

Finally, the restriction of Yr(Z, Xa, (Vs+1(7))zez(o

)—{z0}) to Gq, is a quadratic charac-
ter contained in the span of {x5, Xz, } for each T C S.

Proof. See [20, Theorem 4.6]. O
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5 Reflection principles

The section proves three reflection principles, which relate the class group structure of differ-
ent fields. This will serve as the algebraic input for our analytic machinery. We will start with
minimality and agreement, which correspond directly to reflection principles in [31], Section
2]. In our final subsection, we prove a completely new reflection principle. This new reflec-
tion principle is the main innovation of our work, and relies critically on the higher Rédei
reciprocity law and profitability.

5.1 Minimality

Definition 5.1. Let X := X; x - x X;, let S C [r] and let € Xg. Suppose that we are
given for each v € T(9) a raw cocycle (Vi(z))o<i<|s|- We say that the set of raw cocycles is
minimal at T if

Z Y|y (5.1)

yey(9)
for allT C S and all j € Z(T). Note that the sum here has to be taken with multiplicities.

We have all the necessary notation to state our first reflection principle, which is directly
based on part (i) of Theorem 2.8 of Smith [31].

Theorem 5.2. Let X = X1 x -+ x X, let S C [r] with |S| > 2 and let * € Xg. Take
zo € (D). Let (Yi(7))o<i<|s| be a raw cocycle for all z € (@) — {zo}. We assume that for
all T C S and all § € z(T) not containing xo, we have that (Vi(y))o<i<|r| is minimal at y.
Also suppose that for every i € S we have that pry(m;(Z)) - pro(mi(Z)) is a square locally at 2
and at all primes in 7;(Z) with i # j. Then there is a raw cocycle (1i(x0))o<i<|s| such that
1(xo) = Y1 (x) for all x € (D).

Additionally, suppose that there is an integer b such that b € f~1(2m 1C1(Q(v/x))[2™])
for all x € T(@). Then we also have

Z Artig) (b, ¥1(z)) = 0.

z€x(D)

Proof. We note that minimality implies that 11 (x) = 11 (2’) for all 2,2’ € (&) not equal to
xg. For the first part, we put

dis(xo) == — D g (@ (5.2)

z€T(D)

T#£T0
Then it is readily seen that 2‘S|_1¢‘5|(x0) = ¢1(x) for any = € z(&). Furthermore, our
minimality assumption (5.I) and [20, Proposition 2.9] show that 1g(z0) is a cocycle from
Gg to N(z0)[2¥]. Tt remains to deal with the ramification locus of L(¢s)(z0))-

We first claim that 2¢g/(z0) € Cocy(Gal(H(Q(/70))/Q), N(z0)[2!°I=1]). But observe
that the minimality assumptions and equation (5.2]) imply that

Wig(wo) =— Y. Yg-1(@)

z€x(2)-y(9)
xF#x0
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for any y € Z(T) not containing x¢ such that |T'| = |S| — 1. Therefore we can find for any
prime p not dividing Ag(/z;) a cube y such that p is unramified in every L(¢)s)_1(2)) for
x € (D) — y(&). This gives the claim, since equation (0.2 implies that the ramification
degree of any prime p in the larger field L(1g(70)) is at most 2.

Since L(vs((20))/L(2¢)5)(70))Q(1/T0) is a central Fa-extension, we see that the exten-
sion L(s(70))/L(2¢s)(z0))Q(\/T0) can be made unramified over Q at all primes, except
those that ramify in L(2¢g(70))Q(/Z0), by twisting with a character x, see for example
[17, Proposition 4.8]. Using once more that the ramification degree of any prime p in the
field L(yg(w0)) is at most 2, it follows that the primes that already ramify in the field
L(2¢5/(20))Q(y/T0) can not ramify further in L(¢)s|(%0))/L(2¢5/(20))Q(y/70). Therefore
L(¢s)(w0) + x) is an unramified extension of Q(/g) for some character x, proving the first
part of the theorem.

For the second part, recall that Art|g ,(b,1(z)) does not depend on the choice of the
lift ¢ with 2/91=1¢) = ¢ (), and hence we may choose the lift Yis)(zo) + x of P1(zo). By
definition we have that

> Artig Z W5)(z) (Frob b),

z€Z() z€T(D)

where b is the unique ideal of Q(y/z) of norm b. Now locally at any prime p dividing b, we
know that Q,(v/z) = Q,(v/2') for all 2,2’ € (@) by our assumptions. Since Y|s)() becomes
a character when restricted to Q,(y/x), the relation

D g () =

T€E(D)

yields
Z Y)5)(x)(Frob b) = x(Frob b).

T€T(D)

We claim that the last expression is trivial. Indeed, b is in 2C1(Q(y/x))[4] for all z € Z(@), and
therefore pairs trivially with any character that is unramified outside the union of the primes
dividing Ag, /z) as  ranges through Z(2). But equation (5.2]) shows that the character x is
of this shape, concluding the proof of our theorem. O

5.2 Agreement

Our second reflection principle is based on the notion of agreement.

Definition 5.3. Let X := X1 x --- x X, let S C [r], let i, € S and let T € Xg be given.
Take for each x € (@) a raw cocycle (Yi(r))o<i<|s|- We further assume that we have a good
eTPansion G (ia} ()91 (Tig (7)) -Pro(mig (7)) - We say that the set of raw cocycles agrees with the
expansion at T if

D iy (5),901 (i () Pro(mig (2)) i ta €T
Z by { ifig ¢ T
yeY(D)

for allT C S and all y € (T).
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We are now ready to state a reflection principle that is very similar to part (ii) of [31]
Theorem 2.8].

Theorem 5.4. Let X := X1 x -~ x X,., let S C [r] with |S| > 2, leti, € S and let 7 € X5
be given. Take xo € Z(@). Let (¥i(x))o<i<|s) be a raw cocycle for all x € (@) — {wo} such
that there is a character x with the property

Pi(z) = x + Xrs, () for all z.

Assume that there is a good expansion ¢ tiay( We further assume that

2),pry (mig (2))-pra(miq (2)) -
for all'T C S and all y € 2(T) not containing xo, we have that (Yi(y))o<i<|T| agrees with the
expansion at §. Also suppose that for every i € S, pry(mi(z)) - pro(mi(Z)) is a square locally
at 2 and at all primes in 7;(Z) with i # j. Then there is a raw cocycle (1i(z0))o<i<|s| such
that 11 (x0) = Y1(z) for all x € T(D) with m;, (zo) = m;, ().

Moreover, assume that there exists an integer b satisfying b € f~1(2m 1CI(Q(y/x))[2™])
for all x € T(@). Then we have

Z Artyg) 2(b,¥1(2)) = Z Prrs_ 1y (@).0r1 (mig (2))-pra(mi, (z)) (FrOb ). (5.3)
z€x(2) plb
If instead x/b € f~1(2™1CUQ(y/Z))[2™]) for all x € (D), we have
> Artsa(@/b,91(2) = D bry_ i, @)rs (g (@) prs (i, (@) (FrOb D). (5.4)
2E€T(D) p|boo
Proof. This can be proven in the same way as Theorem O

Remark 5.5. Write ¢ = ¢7rs—{ia}(i),prl(ma(i))-prz(ma(i‘))' The agreement assumptions imply
that p splits completely in M (@), so that Frob(p) lands in Gal(L(¢p)/M(¢)) = F,.

5.3 New reflection principles

Let ¢ be a prime congruent to 3 modulo 4. We say that a squarefree integer d > 0 is ¢-special
if £ | d and all odd primes p # ¢ dividing d satisfy (¢/p) = 1. We say that Z is ¢-special in case
all its elements are (-special. If £ | z, we write Upg, z)/q(f) for the unique prime of Q(y/z)
above £. We now define /-profitable triples and —¢-profitable triples.

Definition 5.6. Let (Z, Xa, (Vs41(%))ser(e)—{z0}) b€ a L-special, profitable triple with T € Xg.
We say that (T, Xa, (Vs+1(T))vez(@)—{a0}) 5 @ L-profitable triple if

e there exists a good expansion map ¢r(z) - Furthermore, oo splits completely in the field
M (¢rg(z),e) and the unique prime above (2) splits completely in M(gbﬂs(j),g)/(@(ﬂ);

e all odd primes 7;(Z) # L split completely in the field M (¢rq(z),e) for all j € [r] = S;
e we demand that Upg(/z)/0(¢) € 2°C1(Q(v/7))[2°TY] for each = € T(D);

e we have for all @ CT C S

Z Ys—r1+1(7) | (00) = 0.
r€T(D)
VjET:T('j(:B);ﬁﬂ'j(:Bo)
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We say that the triple is —{-profitable if

e there exists a good expansion map ¢ryz),—¢- Furthermore, all places above (2) split

completely in M(¢rg ), — 0)/Q(—1);
e all odd primes m;(Z) # L split completely in the field M (¢rq(z),—¢) for all j € [r] = S;
o we demand that (\/z) - Upg(/z),0(¢) € 25CI(Q(y/))[25FY] for each x € 7(D);

e we have for all @ CT C S

Z Vs i7+1(2) | (00) = 0.
2€3(2)
ViET mj(z)#m;(w0)

We have the following tailor-made reflection principle for f-special integers. We remind
the reader of our convention on Art((2), L(t);)) given right after Definition .11

Theorem 5.7. (a) Let (T, Xa, (Vs41(2))vez(e)—{z0}) be a L-profitable triple. Then

Xa € 2°CLQ(v/70))"[277].

Furthermore, each prime number p | a splits completely in M(¢Ws(i)7g)/(@, the unique prime
above (2) splits completely in M (¢ ), 0)/Q(V?) and

> Artey1a(lxa) = Z% (Frob(p)).

2€T(D)
(b) Let (Z,Xa» (Vs+1(2))zez(2)—{xo}) be a —L-profitable triple. Then

Xa € 2°CLQ(v/70)) " [277]

Moreover, each prime number p | a splits completely in M(¢rgz),—¢)/Q and

Z Art8+1x 1’/6 Xa Z(ﬁﬂ's(l‘) FI‘Ob( ))

TET(D) pla

Proof. Let us prove part (a). We will then explain the changes for part (b). We choose a
prime [, lying above ¢, of the field

K = Q({\/pry(mi(2)) - pro(mi(2)) : i € S}, /o).

For each z € (@), the extension Q(y/z) is contained in K. Hence we see that

KL(thsy1(x))/ K

is an abelian extension unramified at [. As such, for each = € Z(@), the Artin symbol of [ is
a well-defined element of the group Gal(K L(¢sy1(x))/K). We now claim that

Arts—l—lﬂ?(& Xa) = 1/}5+1(x)‘GK (FrOb([))
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Indeed, ¢ splits completely in Q({+/pry(mi(2)) - pro(mi(z)) : i € S}) thanks to our assump-
tions. This shows that

Ps41(2)lagz (Frob(Upg () g (€))) = st1 ()]s (Frob(h)).

Hence our claim follows from the definition of the Artin pairing. Summing up all the contri-
butions, we obtain the relation

Z Arterl,:B(ga Xa) = Y(Z, Xas (T;Z)erl(x))xeg’c(ﬁ)—{xo})(FrOb([))' (5.5)

T€Z(D)

Observe that thanks to the last point of Definition 5.6, we have that

M((Z, Xa, (¢s+1(x))xef(ra)—{mo}))/@

is unramified at £. Also observe that

(T, Xar (Ys11(2))zez(@)~{zo}) Frob(D) = (Y(T; Xar (Vs41(2))ea(2)-{ao}) + Xer) (Frob(1)),

where £* = —{. Note that L(¢')/Q is unramified above ¢ for precisely one element of the set

Y € {U(Z, Xar (Vs11(2)) pez(@)—{zo})> (&, Xas (Vs41(T))zes(@)—{z0}) + Xer}-

Denote that element by ¥'(Z, Xa, (Vs41(%))zez(2)—{az0})- We now show that the 4-tuple

({Xpr, (ms(@))pro(m(@) 8 € S} UA{Xa} {Xpr, (ms(2)) pro(m(@) + 1 € ST U {xe}
V(T Xar (Vs11(2))wes(@)—fwo})s (Prp(@),0)TCS)

is Rédei admissible. Once we have established this, the theorem follows from equation (5.5])
and Theorem We will adopt the notation of Section [, and denote the two maps in the
4-tuple by 1 and )s.

Observe that a and ¢ are coprime in virtue of the fourth point of Definition applied
with "= S. Since a is positive by Remark 7] we therefore conclude that Ram(Q(y/a)) N
Ram(Q(v?)) C {(2)}. Let us now check that inve(xq U x¢) = 0.

We distinguish two cases. If (2) ramifies in Q(,/Z¢), then x, must be in the span of x,, lo-
cally at 2, since X, is a double in the dual class group. Since Upg. /z5)/0(¢) € 2CLHQ(y/Z0))[4],
it follows that x,,Ux/ is locally trivial everywhere, in particular at 2. This implies that x,Ux/
is certainly locally trivial at 2. If instead (2) does not ramify in Q(,/zg), then x, must be in
the span of x5 locally at 2. Since £ = 3 mod 4, we see that x, U xy is again locally trivial at 2.

Hence it remains to verify the four conditions of Definition .1l We first consider the
infinite place. Note that £ is positive and so is a by Remark [£7. Hence we need to check
that oo splits completely in M (1) M (1)2). For 1)1, this follows from the fact that the field
L(vs(x)) is totally real for each x € Z(@), in virtue of the equation 2941 (x) = ¥s(z). Hence
M(41) is contained in the compositum of totally real fields, and so is totally real. For o,
this is explicitly asked in Definition

Let us now check the fourth condition of Definition £.Jl Note that 15 is a good expansion
map with pointer y,. Recalling that £ = 3 mod 4, we see that the extension @(\/Z) /Q is
ramified at 2 and that y, vanishes at 09(2). Furthermore, 15 is a good expansion map,
which forces the characters qﬁT(l/Jz)\G@Q to be in the span of ys5 for each non-empty subset
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@ C T C S. The first condition of Definition implies that the unique prime of Q(\/Z)
above (2) splits completely in M (t2)/Q(v/¢). This implies the triviality of or(12)|cq, for
each proper non-empty subset @ C T C S.

We still need to check that the map ¢T(¢1)|GQ2 is orthogonal to x, with respect to the
local Hilbert pairing at 2. Thanks to the third condition of Definition £.6l applied to = := x,
we see that x,, U x¢ is locally trivial at all places of Q. Therefore the desired orthogonality
follows from the last part of Theorem [4.8] since the character ys is certainly orthogonal to xg
and so is X, as we just argued.

Let us now show that the third condition of Definition 1] holds. If p is an odd prime
not in the cube Z, then o, is sent to 0 by any good expansion map. Therefore such a p
is unramified in the field of definition of a good expansion map. We therefore derive, as a
consequence of Theorem A8 that the only odd ramified primes in L(1;)L(¢2)/Q are odd
primes in the cube Z. Let p be an odd prime of the shape 7;(Z) for some i € [r] —S. We only
need to check that p splits completely in M (12)/Q. But this is explicitly asked in the second
condition of Definition

We will now consider the prime ¢. Since ¢ in particular divides the pointer of ¥y, we
need to guarantee that it is unramified in L(t1) and splits completely in M (1)1). That ¢
is unramified in M (¢;) follows upon combining equation (B.I) with the fourth condition of
Definition By construction of ¢/, this ensures that £ is also unramified in L(t1).

We still have to show that ¢ splits completely in M (;)/Q. This extension is con-
tained in the compositum of L(¢s(z)) as x runs through z(@). Therefore the equation
2 - si1(x) = Ps(x) proves that 1s(x) pairs trivially with CI(Q(y/x))[2] and so in particu-
lar with Upg(,/z),0(¢). Hence ¢ is both unramified in M (¢)1) and has residue field degree 1,
thus ¢ must split completely in M (¢1).

Take ¢ € S and j € [2]. We need to check the third condition of Definition [£.1] for places
above pr;(m;(%)). We claim that all places of Q({y/pry(m(Z)) - pro(mi(Z)) : i € S}) above
some pr;(m;(Z)) are unramified in L(t1)L(h2) /Q({y/pry(mi(Z)) - pro(mi(z)) : i € S}). To
verify our claim, we use the last statement in Theorem [£.8| for v/;. Then, for 1o, we remark
that Opr; (i () is sent to an element of order 2. Therefore the ramification index of o

pr; (m (%))
in L(1p2) equals 2. Since pr;(m;(Z)) already ramifies in Q({y/pr;(mi()) - pro(mi(T)) : i € S}),
the claim follows. This ends the proof that the 4-tuple is Rédei admissible, which, as explained
above, ends the proof of part (a).

Let us now briefly summarize the changes for part (b). Now —/ is negative so we have to
make sure that a is positive, which, again, follows from Remark A7l Now —¢ = 1 mod 4, so
we have to examine orthogonality at 2 only in case —¢ = 5 mod 8. It follows from the third
condition of Definition £.6 applied to z := x¢, that z is odd. But then a is also odd, and
therefore y, is orthogonal to y_; under the local Hilbert pairing at 2.

Finally, we examine the changes in the various splitting conditions. Since —/ is negative,
we need to check that oo splits completely in M(t1). But this can be proved verbatim as
above. The argument for (2) also goes through, except that we need to check that

inva(x—¢ U o1 (¢1)lcg,) =0

for all T. If £ = 7 mod 8, this is immediate. If £ = 3 mod 8, then we have just argued that x
is odd for all x € z(@). Hence it follows from the last part of Theorem [£.8 that the quadratic
character ¢T(7/)1)|GQ2 is contained in the span of the set {x5,x-1}. This gives the desired
local triviality of the cup product. ]
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6 Analytic prerequisites

Throughout the paper our implied constants may depend on ¢. We shall not record this
dependence. The material in this section is rather similar to [31, Section 5] and [31, Section
6], but there is one major hurdle to overcome. Indeed, Smith does not prove the analogue of
Corollary 6.11 for class groups. To do so, one needs to make the Markov chain analysis of
Gerth effective.

Another significant complicating factor is that the 4-rank distribution in our family is
different due to the fact that Ng(z,y) = £ is soluble over Q by assumption. This requires
some changes to be made to the Markov chains appearing in Gerth [I2]. These problems are
dealt with in our companion paper [19].

6.1 Combinatorial results

In Section [l we will make essential use of the following two combinatorial results first proven
in Smith [31] with slightly different notation.

Let X := X1 X --- x X, let S C [r] and let Z C X with |7,)_5(Z)| = 1. We define the
Fo-vector spaces

V :=Map(Z,Fs), W :=Map(Cubeg(Z),Fq),

where Cubeg(Z) is the set of Z € X g such that (&) C Z. We define a linear map d : V. — W,
not to be confused with the map d on 1-cochains, by

aF@) = 3 Fl),

€z(2)
where the sum has to be taken with multiplicities. This has the effect that
dF(z) =0

as soon as there exists some ¢ € S with pry(m(Z)) = pro(mi(z)) just like in Smith [311
Definition 4.2]. Define 9s(Z) to be the image of d.

Lemma 6.1. Let X = X1 X -+ x X, let S C [r] and suppose that |X;| =1 fori € [r]—S.
We have that

dimp, 95(X) = [J(1X:| - 1).

€S
Proof. See [17, Proposition 9.3]. O

Recall the definition of an additive system given in Definition Given an additive
system 2, we set

c@) = {m € Xs: 2(S — {i}) N Vo_ (@) # @}.

ieS
We call an additive system 2 on X (a, S)-acceptable if
o |Ar(21)| < a for all subsets T of S;

o T C() implies (@) C V().
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Proposition 6.2. There exists an absolute constant A > 0 such that the following holds. Let
r > 0 be an integer, let Xq,..., X, be finite non-empty sets and let X be their product. Take
S C [r] with S| > 2, |m—s(X)| =1 and put n := min;es|X;|. Let a > 2 and e > 0 be given.
Assume that € < a~! and

logn > A -6 . loge!.

Then there exists g € 9s(X) such that for all (a,S)-acceptable additive systems A on X and
for all F:Y () — Fy satisfying dF(Z) = g(z) for all & € C(2A), we have

Yo (A Yo (A
7| ®2( )|—|X|-e§|F71(0)|§7| Z2( )|+|X|-e.
Proof. This is Proposition 4.4 in Smith [31] and reproven in a slightly more general setting

in Proposition 8.7 of [17]. O

6.2 Prime divisors

Let ¢ be an integer such that |¢| is a prime congruent to 3 modulo 4. In Theorem [T we are
only interested in those squarefree integers d > 0 with the properties

d J4
tld, pl 7 implies (;}) =lorp=2 (6.1)

<%’/£> =1. (6.2)

Indeed, this is equivalent to ¢ | d and the solubility of the equation
> —dy? =0inz,yeQ.

We remark that equation (6.2]) is equivalent to a set of congruence conditions for d modulo 8.
Hence we need to insert congruence conditions in Section 5 of Smith [31]. This has already
been done in Section 10 of [17] for squarefree integers d such that p | d implies p = 0,1 mod ¢,
and in Section 4 of [2] with completely different techniques for squarefree integers d such that
p | d implies p = 1,2 mod 4. Both these techniques are straightforward to generalize to obtain
the following results, here we shall follow [31], Section 5].

Define

S(N, L) := {1 <d < N :d squarefree and satisfies equation (6.1]) and (6.2)}

and
Sp(N,0) :=={d € S(N,¥) : w(d) =r}.

We list the distinct prime divisors of d as p1 < py < --- < p,.. With these notations we can
state our next theorem.

Theorem 6.3. Fiz an integer { such that || is a prime congruent to 3 modulo 4. Then there
are constants Ay, As > 0, depending only on £, such that

AN Mr—l AsN Iur—l

. < < .
logN (r—1)! — 1Sk, O < logN (r—1)!

(6.3)
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for all 1 <r <200u and all N > As, where we put u := %log log N. Furthermore, we have

Nold) — 2/3
{d € SN, €)|3|( N(dz))| LTl | <_§M1/3>- (6.4)

Now assume that r is such that
r—pl < p@?? (6.5)
and take D1 > 3 and Cy > 1. In this case we have

(i) the bound

’{dGSr(N,E):QDl <pi<pi+1/2 for allpi>D1}’ < 1 n 1 )
5.V, 0) log D1 {log M)1/A"

(ii) the bound

Hd € 5,(N,0) : {%bglogpi - l‘ < 05/5 max(i, Cp)*/" for all i < %T’}‘
1
‘ST(Nag)’

< exp(—kCp)
for some absolute constant k;

(iii) the bound

{de8.(N,0): e < (logloglog N)'/2 - X717 logp for all §r/2 <i < 4r |
1Sr(N, £))|

< exp <—(10g log log N)1/4> .

Proof. Condition (6.]) is incorporated in Smith’s argument just as in [I7] by inserting a con-
gruence condition in the definition of F'(z) [31], p. 51]. To deal with the congruence condition
(62), we simply impose further congruence conditions on the primes for each invertible residue
class in (Z/8Z)* and then sum up the contributions.

More explicitly, we define for a congruence class a € (Z/8Z)* the sum

P = 3 %.

p<z
(¢/p)=1

p=a mod 8

Then there exist constants B,, A, ¢ > 0 such that
log log x

8

< A. efc\/log:v.

F,(x) - B,

Let (a1,...,a,) € (Z/8Z)*" be a vector. Then for T any set of tuples of primes (p1,...,p,)
of length r with p; = a; mod 8 and (¢/p) = 1, we define the grid

wiar) = | I [8- <Fai(pi) - % - B> 8+ (Fay(ps) — Bay)

(P1yeespr) €T 1< i
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Following the proof of Smith [31] p. 52], we compare the quantity

o
Proepr<N pPr--..-Pr
(¢/p)=1

pi=a; mod 8
against the integral I, (see [3I], p. 42] for the definition of the integral I,) for each vector
(a1,...,a.) € (Z/8Z)*". Then equation (B3] follows from a version of [31, Proposition 5.5]
for the set of squarefree integers d satisfying equation (6.1]) and the condition p; = a; mod 8
after summing over all possible vectors (a1, ...,a,) € (Z/8Z)*" such that 22 —ay-...-a,y*> = ¢
is soluble in Q5.

The assertion ([6.4]) is deduced from equation (6.3)), from standard bounds on the tails
of the Poisson distribution and from a good bound for the number of integers with more
than 100loglog N prime divisors. Such a bound follows immediately when one computes
the average of 7(n). The claims (i), (ii) and (iii) are a straightforward generalization of the
material in Section 5 of Smith [31]. O

6.3 Equidistribution of Legendre symbol matrices

In this subsection we state several equidistribution results pertaining to matrices of Legendre
symbols. These results are straightforward modifications of the material in [2, [3T]. We start
with two definitions.

Definition 6.4. Suppose that £ is a non-zero integer. A preboz is a pair (X, P) satisfying

e P consists entirely of prime numbers such that the images of P, £ and —1 are linearly
independent in &;

e X =X, x---xX,, where each X; consists entirely of prime numbers with X; NP = &;

o there exists a sequence of real numbers
O0<s1 <t1 <so<tg< <8 <ty
such that every prime p € X; satisfies s; <p <t; and ({/p) = 1.

Define the (potentially infinite) sequence dy,ds, ... as in Definition 6.2 of Smith [31]. Then
we have d? < |di+1|. We say that (X, P) is Siegel-less above t if for all x € X we have that
di | bz [, pp implies |d;| < t.

Definition 6.5. Write AU B for the disjoint union of two sets A and B. Let (X, P) be a
prebox. Put
M:={(i,j):1<i<j<r}, Mp:=[r]x(PU{-1}).

Let M C M and let N C Mp. Given a map a : MUN — {+1}, we define X(a) to be the
subset of tuples (x1,...,x,) € X with

<ﬁ> = a(i, ) for all (i,7) € M, <£> = a(i,p) for all (i,p) € N.

CC]' ZT;
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Ideally we would like to show that every X (a) is of the expected size. Although we are
not able to prove this in full generality, we will prove slightly weaker results that still suffice
for our application.

Proposition 6.6. Let £ be a non-zero integer. For every choice of positive constants cy, ..., cs
satisfying cs > 1, c5 > 3 and

c7log 2 1 CoCy

g & T o 2

there exists a constant A such that the following holds.

Let A < t < s1 and suppose that (X, P) is a prebox that is Siegel-less above t. Let
MC M and let N C Mp. Let 1 < k < r be an integer such that (i,p) € M implies i > k.
Furthermore, if i > k, we assume that X; equals the set of primes in s; < q < t; satisfying

<§> — 1 and <§> — a(i,p) for all (i,p) € N.

Finally, assume that

(i) p € P implies p < s1 and |P| <logt; —i for all 1 <i <r;

(11) logty < t7* and if k < r, we assume that log tj41 > max((logt1)®,t);
(iii) we assume that for all1 <i <r

9cst L ¢

|1 X > ——r;
(logt;)e4

(iv) 0 < ty;

(v) putting j; := i — 1+ |crlogt;|, we assume that j1 > k. Furthermore, j; < r implies

(log ti)c5 < log tji .

Then we have for alla : MUN — {£1}

Proof. This is a straightforward generalization of [3I], Proposition 6.3] and [2, Proposition
5.7]. O

Our next proposition deals with the small primes but at the cost of introducing permuta-
tions. We define P(k2) to be the set of permutations o : [r] — [r] that fix every ko < i < 7.
Furthermore, if a : M U Mp — {£1}, we define o(a) to be

o(a)(i,j) = a(o(i),0(j)), o(a)(i,p) = a(o(i),p).

Here we use the convention that for ¢ > j

a(i,—1)—1 a(j,—1)—1
2 2

a(%]) = a(j72) : (_1)

26



Proposition 6.7. Let £ be a non-zero integer. For all choices of positive constants c1, ..., c12
satisfying cs > 1, c5 > 3 and
c7log2 1 CoCa

1
§>08+ 5 —i—c——i-T, ciolog2 +2ci1 +c12 <1 and ci2 +c11 < ¢y,
1

there exists a constant A such that the following holds.

Let A < t and suppose that (X, P) is a prebox that is Siegel-less above t such that X;
equals the set of primes p in the interval (s;,t;) satisfying (¢/p) = 1. Let ko, k1, ko be integers
such that 0 < kg < k1 < ko <r. We assume that

(i) p € P implies p < Sg,+1 and |P| <logt; —i for all i > ko;
(i) logty, <t ., and logty, 11 > max((log tk,11)%,1);

(i) for all i > ko
olPItesi . oo ¢,

(logt;)es ;

| X >

(iv) r < tpot1;
(v) we assume that k1 —ko < c7logty,+1. Furthermore, i > ko andi—1+ |cylogt;| <j<r
implies
(logt;)® < logtj;
(vi) ko > A and spy41 > t;
(vii) ci9log ke > |P| + ko and cq1 log ko > log ky.
Then we have
oo MMl X = Y X (@)l < (k) - Rt
a:MLlMpH{:i:l} Uep(kg)

Proof. This is a straightforward generalization of [31, Theorem 6.4] and [2, Theorem 5.9]. O

6.4 Boxes
We now define boxes. Boxes are product spaces of the shape X := X7 x -+ x X,., where
X1,..., X, are “nice” sets of primes. Then we state an important proposition that allows us

to transition from squarefree integers to boxes.

Definition 6.8. Let ¢ be such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. Suppose that Dy > max(100, |¢])
is a real number and let 1 < k < r be integers. Let t := (p1,...,Dk,tks1,--.,t) be a tuple
satisfying the following properties

o the p; are prime numbers satisfying p1 < --- < pr < D1 and the t; are real numbers
with D1 < oyl < -0 <ty

e we have |¢| € {p1,...,pr} and we have for all i = 1,... k that ged(2¢,p;) > 1 or

Ly=1.
pi
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To t we associate a box X := X1 x -+ x X, as follows: we set X; := {p;} for 1 <i <k, while
for i >k we let X; be the set of prime numbers p with (ﬁ) =1 in the interval

1
ti, ([1+—=——— ] -t ).
(1 (g ) )

Note that for £ = —1 this is the same as Definition 5.12 in [2]. Furthermore, we can turn
any box into a prebox by removing {|¢|} and taking P = @. We define

S*(N, L) :={1 <d < N :d squarefree and satisfies equation (G.I])}
and
Sy(N,0) :={d e S*(N,?) :w(d) =1}.

Then there is a natural injective map i : X — S}(00,¢), which is a superset of S, (o0, ?).
Hence it makes sense to speak of the intersection i(X) NV for V a subset of S, (co,?). We
can now state our analogue of Proposition 6.9 in Smith [31].

Proposition 6.9. Take ¢ to be an integer such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. Let N > Dy >
max(100, [¢|) and loglog N > 2loglog Dy. Take any r satisfying equation (G.3). Let V,W be
subsets of S,(N,¥) with the additional requirement that

W C {d € ST(N,E) 12D <p; < pi+1/2 for all p; > Dl}.

Take any € > 0 with
(W[> (1 =€) -[S:(N,0)].

Assume that there exists a real number 6 > 0 such that for all bores X with i(X) C Sy(N,¥)
and i(X)NW # & we have

(0 =€) [i(X) NS (N, O)] < [i(X)NV] < (6 +¢€) - [i(X) NS (N, £)]. (6.6)
Then )
VI= 515000 +0 (e ) s, )
Proof. This is a straightforward adaptation of Proposition 6.9 in Smith [31]. U

When we apply Propositions and [6.7], we need to ensure the Siegel-less condition, i.e.
we need to avoid all boxes X such that there are x € X and some ¢ with |d;| > D; and d; | .
To do so, we shall add the union of all such boxes X to W. Therefore it is important to show
that this union is small, and this is exactly what the following proposition does.

Proposition 6.10. Let ¢ be an integer such that |¢| is a prime. Take N and r satisfying
equation (6.73). Also take N > D1 > max (100, |¢|) with loglog N > 2loglog Dy. Let fi, fa,. ..
be any sequence of squarefree integers greater than Dy satisfying f? < fiy1. Define
W; == {d € S,(N,¥) : there is a box X with d € X and f; | z for some z € X}.
Then we have
]S (N, 0)]
log Dy

UW

Proof. This is a small generalization of Theorem 5.14 in [2], which is based on Proposition
6.10 in Smith [31]. O

28



6.5 Rédei matrices

The previous subsections provide us with enough tools to deal with the 4-rank distribution
in our family of discriminants. Analogous results for £ = —1 can be found in [2, Section 5].
We now define the Rédei matrix associated to a squarefree integer d > 0.

Definition 6.11. Let d > 0 be a squarefree integer and suppose that A@(\/E) has t prime
divisors, say p1 < --- < pt. We can uniquely decompose xq as

t
Xd = Z Xis
i=1

where x; : Gg — Fa has conductor a power of p;. In case p; # 2, we have x; = xpr,
where p; has the same absolute value as p; and is 1 modulo 4. When p; = 2, we have

Xi S {X—47 X—8 XS}
The Rédei matriz R(d) is a t x t matriz with entry (i,j) equal to

X;(Frob p) if i # j, > xn(Frob p;) if i = j,
ki
so the sum of every row is zero.

It is a classical fact, going back to its namesake Rédei, that
rky CI(Q(Vd)) =t — 1 — 1k R(d).

One of the pleasant properties of X (a) is that all x € X (a) have the same Rédei matrix, and
hence the same 4-rank. There are several constraints for the possible shapes of the Rédei
matrix. First of all, there is quadratic reciprocity that relates the entry (i,j) with (j,4).
Second of all, if d € S(N, /), then there are further constraints coming from equation (6.1])
and equation ([6.2]). We will now indicate what conditions this forces on a.

Definition 6.12. Let X be a box corresponding to t = (p1,...,Pkstk+1,---,tr) and let j be
the index for which X5 = {|¢|}. We define Map(M U Mg, {£1}) to be the set of maps from

M U My to {+1}. Put Map(M U My, {£1},7,£) to be the subset of Map(M U My, {+1})
satisfying

o if X1 # {2} and ¢ > 0, then a(i,j) =a(i,—1) for alli < 7, a(j,i) =1 for alli>j and
[TaG.-1) =1
i=1

o if X1 # {2} and £ <0, then a(i,j) =1 for all i < j, a(j,i) = a(i,—1) for all i > j;

o if X1 = {2} and £ >0, then a(i,j) = a(i,—1) for all2 <i < j, a(j,i) =1 foralli>j

and . )
ITet:-0 = (i7):

o if X1 ={2} and £ <0, then a(i,j) =1 for all2 <i < j, a(j,i) = a(i,—1) for alli > j
and £ =1 mod 8.
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We will now describe exactly the kind of boxes that we will be working with for the rest
of the paper.

Definition 6.13. Let X be a box and let N be a real number. Put

& logloglog N
Dy = elloglog )10 o — %, C| := \/logloglog N.

We let W be the largest subset of Sy(N,{) satisfying

o the requirement WNW,; = & for alli > 1, where W; is the set constructed in Proposition
(610 using the sequence d; from Definition [6-4);

e the requirement

W C{d € S,(N,l):2Dy < p; < piy1/2 for all p; > D}, (6.7)
e and the requirement

1
W C {de Sp(N,0) : 'iloglogpi —1

< C’é/S max (4, 00)4/5} .

We say that X is N-decent if r satisfies equation (6.3), i(X) C Sf(N,0) and i(X)NW # @.
Now let W' be the largest subset of W satisfying

e the requirement

1
W' C {de Sp(N,0) : 'iloglogpi —1

< 061/5 max (3, 06)4/5} ; (6.8)

e and the requirement that for every d € W' there is some i with %rlﬂ <1< %r and

i—1
log p; 1/2
————— > (loglog log N /2. E log p;. 6.9
log log p; ( ) = J (6.9)

We say that X is N-good if X is N-decent and i(X) N W' # &.

The main point of Definition is that we can apply the results in Subsection to
these boxes provided that N is sufficiently large. Let P(m,n,j) be the probability that a
randomly chosen m x n matrix with coefficients in Fo has right kernel of rank j. Then we
have the explicit formula

1 n—j—1
P(m,n,j) = 5o 11

=0

(2m _ 22)(2n _ 22)
on—j —2i

which we will use throughout the paper. For the remainder of this paper, ¢ denotes the unique
group isomorphism between {£1} and Fg. To prove the next theorem, it suffices to work with
N-decent boxes X, while we will work with N-good boxes in Section [7l
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Theorem 6.14. Let ¢ be such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. Then we have for all k > 0
. , [S(N, 0]
Tim P(s, 5,k) - |S(N, 0)] - Hd € S(N, ) : tky CL(Q( }H - ( loglog N
for some absolute constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. Thanks to equation (6.4]), it suffices to prove the theorem for S, (N, ¢) with r an integer
satisfying equation (6.5]). Since one easily bounds the differences

lim P(s,s,k) — P(r —1,r — 1,/<;)(,

5—00

we may work with P(r — 1,7 — 1, k) instead. We now follow the proof of Smith [31, Corollary
6.11]. The first step is to reduce to N-decent X, for which we use our Theorem[6.3], Proposition
and Proposition

Now let X = X; x --- x X, be an N-decent box, so in particular i(X) C S*(N,?). It
suffices to prove that

Plr— 1,7 —1,k)-i(X) NS, (N, 6)| — Hd € i(X) N SN, 0) : tky CHQ(VA)) = k}H

for some absolute constant ¢ > 0, since |X| < [i(X) N S-(N,¢)|. We now apply Proposition
to the box X’ with X; removed. Then we obtain an absolute constant ¢’ such that

> 2 MMl (r— ) X = YT (X (0(a))] SM

M log log N )¢
a€Map(M'UM, {+1}) cEP(r—1) (loglog N)
(6.11)

where M" = {(i,j) : 1 <i < j <r—1} and M}, = [r — 1] x {—1}. Let S be the set of
permutations of [r] that fix 7. Then equation (G6.I1]) implies

M - !X

2 MM — 1)1 | X X(o(a)l| < T 61

D -0t = S x| < UL )
a€EMap(MUMg,{£1},7,0) o€ES

Note that if a € MEIp(M U Mg, {1}, 7, E) then so is o(a) for any permutation o € S.

Also observe that a € Map(M U Mg, {£1}, 7, ¢) implies i(X (a)) € Sp(N, f) Furthermore, if

i(X(a)) N Sy (N, ) # @, then we certainly have a € Map(M LI My, {£1},7,0).
Set

{a € Map(M U Mg, {£1},],0) : dim, ker(A) = k + 1}
[Map(M U Mg, {+1}, ], )|

where A is the Rédei matrix associated to a in the obvious way. Note that the the matrix
A" associated to o(a) has the same rank as the matrix A associated to a. Then, because of
equation (6.I2)), it is enough to show that there is an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that

Q(X,k,0) =

)

[P(r—1,r—1,k) = Q(X,k,0)| = O <m)

for every r satisfying equation (6.5]). But this follows from [19] Theorem 4.8]. O
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7 Proof of main theorems

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem [[LIl Let Dyi(n) be the set of squarefree
integers d divisible by ¢ such that rky«Cl(Q(v/d)) = n and furthermore Upg(va) /Q(ﬁ) €

28 1CHQ(VA))[2M if £ > 0 and Upg g 0(0) - (Vd) € 287 'CHQ(VA))[2*] if ¢ < 0. Then
we have the decomposition

UD(Q OOE)

Our next theorem is very much in Splrlt of the heuristical assumptions that led to Steven-
hagen’s conjecture [32]. The first equality in Theorem [[T] is an immediate consequence of
Theorem [6.14] the material in Appendix [A. ] and the theorem below. The second equality in
Theorem [[T] is a consequence of the identity v = 1/2, proven in Appendix

Theorem 7.1. Let ¢ be an integer such that || is a prime 3 modulo 4. There are ¢, A, Ny > 0
such that for all integers N > Ny, all integers m > 2 and all sequences of integers ng > -+ >
Ny 2 Npy1 > 0

L AlS(N )

ﬂ Dg 7”L < —.
ﬂ o (log log log log N ) m2em

=2

ﬂ DZZ nz

To prove Theorem [T} our first step is to reduce to boxes with some nice properties. Def-
inition precisely pinpoints the boxes for which we will prove the desired equidistribution.
We will now state a proposition and prove that the proposition implies Theorem [7.1] so that
it remains to prove the proposition.

‘ m+1

(nma N, nm—l—l) )
2nm

Proposition 7.2. Let ¢ be an integer such that |€| is a prime 3 modulo 4. There are ¢, A, Ny >
0 such that for all integers N > Ny, all integers m > 2, all sequences of integers ng > -+ >
Nm > Nma1 > 0 and all N-good boxes X

m+1

N ﬂ Dy, (n;)
=2

2nm

P ms ms m . ~
 P(nmy s Mim 1) ‘Z(X)ﬂﬂDz,z(m)

A-Ji(X) N S,(N,0)]
(loglogloglog N) e

Proof that Proposition [7.3 implies Theorem [71]. Due to equation (6.4]) we may restrict to
Sy (N,¢) with r satisfying equation (63). Let D; and W’ be as in Definition Part
(i), (ii) and (iii) of Theorem [6.3] give upper bounds for the complements of the sets appearing
in equation (6.7)), equation (6.8) and equation (6.9]) respectively. Furthermore, Proposition
shows that most d € S,(IV, ) are outside the union of the W;. Therefore we see that
there is an absolute constant C' > 0 with

W > [1- < 8.V, ).

exp ((log log log N)1/4>

We now apply Proposition two times with respectively

m-+1
Vi = S.(N,0)N ﬂDhnz Va := S,(N,0) N ﬂDhnz
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and with the above D and W' in both cases. Theorem [6.14] and Proposition ensure that
equation (6.0 is satisfied. Then we get

1 Pni,ni, ni (N,
V1: hm P(S?S’nQ)HWLST(N,EN‘FO ’S ( 6)‘ _
e i=2 2 (loglogloglog N) m2em
and
m—1
P iy 1gy Tl r N,f
Vo = lim P(s,s,ng)- WW&UW@H—O |15 (NV, £)| _ -
e i=2 2n (log log log log V) m2e™
This quickly implies Theorem [T.11 H

Our next goal is to fix the first Rédei matrix. In other words, we split X into the union
X (a) with @ running over all maps from M UM to {£1}. If S C [r], Q € [[,cg Xs and j € S,
we write

Xj(a,Q) = {xj €X;: (

We also define X (a, Q) to be the subset of z € X(a) with mg(x) = Q. Smith’s method does
not prove equidistribution for all a, but only for most a. This prompts our next definition.

mi(Q)

Lj

> =a(i,j) for i € S and <£> = a(j,p) for p € P}.

Lj

Definition 7.3. Let X be a N-good box and let a € Map(M U Mg, {£1}). Set

r if Xp ={2}or [[;_;a(i,-1)=1
r+1 otherwise.

" (a,X) i= {

Recall that we associated a r'(a, X) X r'(a, X) matriz A with coefficients in Fy to the map
a € Map(M U Mgy, {£1}) during the proof of Theorem [6.14), which is simply the Rédei matrix
of x for any choice of x € X(a). Let V be the vector space F; @X)  We define

Dyo:={veV:vlA=0}, DYy,:={veV:Av=0}

a,

c .
Nmax ‘= \‘\/mZ—(jm log log log log log NJ , Mg i=dimp, Dy o — 1,

where ¢ is a constant specified later. Let X be a N-good box and let j be the index such that
Xz ={[{[}. We define the vectors R:=(1,1,...,1) € Dy and

O (1,1,...,1) if Xy ={2}or [[;_,a(i,-1)=1
’ (0,1,1,1,...,1) otherwise.
We next define the vector

;.o (0....,0,1,0,....0) € Dy if >0
1 (,...,0,1,0,...,0) +C € D, if £ <0,

where (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) has a 1 ezactly on the j-th position. Since £ | d, the solubility of
22 —dy* = { in x,y € Q is precisely equivalent to L being in Dq 2. We fiz a choice of an index
i satisfying equation (6.9) and we call it kgap. Then we say that a € Map(M U Mg, {£1}) is

(N, m, X )-acceptable if the following conditions are satisfied
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® Ng2 < Nmax;

e we have a € MAai)(M U Mg, {#1},7,¢), see Definition [6.12;
e we have for all j > k

| X; |

[ X(a, Q)| = {108ty 100" (7.1)
where Q) is the unique point in X1 X -+ X X
e pulting
Spre = {z € [r]: kg;p <i< k:gap} , Opre = |Sprel
and
Spost 1= {1 € [1]  kgap <& < 2kgap},  Qpost := |Spost|
we have for all Ty € Dy, Th € DZ,Q such that Ty & (L) or Ty & (R)
M{Z € Spre : mi(T1 +T2) = 0} — O‘I;re ~ log 10gallz)rge log N (72)
and
‘HZ € Spost : M1 +T2) = 0} - ap208t ~ log logf(());tlogN' (73)

Let us explain the second condition. Note that given a € Map(M U Mg, {£1}), i(X(a)) is
entirely contained in S, (N, {) or completely disjoint from S,.(N,¢). Since we only care about
the intersection i(X) N S, (N, ¢), we restrict to only those a with i(X (a)) C S,(N,¥), and this
is exactly what the second condition does. The importance of the fourth condition will be
explained after our next two definitions.

Once we have fixed the first Rédei matrix, we are ready to study all the higher Rédei
matrices. In fact, we will prove equidistribution of all the relevant higher Rédei matrices. We
formalize this as follows.

Definition 7.4. Let a € Map(M U Mg, {£1}) and m € Z>y be given. Choose filtrations of
vector spaces

Da,Z;)"':_)Da,ma Dc\z/,2:_>"':—)Dc\L/,m
with L € Dy and R € DY/, Define for 2 <i <m
Na,i = diHlIE‘2 D(m — 1.

If Artg; : Dgi x DY, — Fo are bilinear pairings for 2 < i < m, we call (Artg;)a<i<m @

sequence of Artin pazzm'ngs if for every 2 <1 < m the left kernel of Arty; is Dgir1 and the
right kernel of Arty; is Dliﬂ. We say that a bilinear pairing
AI‘taﬂ' : Da,i X D;/,i — FQ

s valid if L and R are respectively in the left and right kernel. We call a sequence of Artin
pairings valid if every element of the sequence is.
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Let X be an N-good boz, let a € Map(M U Mg, {+1}) be (N, m,X)-acceptable and also
let d € i(X(a)). We can naturally associate an infinite sequence of Artin pairings to d
as follows. Write the prime divisors of the discriminant of @(\/3) as Pi, .. Dpi(a,x) With
p1 <+ < Pppra,x). By construction, we have that for each v € Dg 2 that the unique ideal in
Q(V/d) with norm

r’(a,X) -
I
i=1
is in 2CI(Q(V/d))[4]. Similarly we have for each v € D/, that the character

r'(a,X)

Z mi(V)Xi

i=1

is in 2C1(Q(V/d))V[4], where x; is as in Definition B11. In other words, we have natural
epimorphisms

Dq2 — 2CH(Q(Vd))[4] and DY, — 2CHQ(Vd))V[4].

Now we declare D, ;.4 and DY . , to be the inverse image of respectively 2~*C1(Q(v/d))[2] and
2-1CHQ(VA))Y[2°] under these maps. Furthermore, we let Art,; 4 be the natural pairing

2 1CIQ(Vd))[2'] x 271 CUQ(Vd))V[2'] — Fy

pulled back to Dg;q and D), ;.

This gives an infinite se7q7uence of Artin pairings Art,;q for every d. Furthermore, the
sequence is valid if and only if equation (I2) is soluble. Finally, we define for a sequence of
Artin pairings

X(a, (Artg)2<i<m) == {d € X(a) : Arty;q = Arty; for 2 <i < m}.

For d € i(X(a)), we have a natural isomorphism between D, 5 and f~'(2C1(Q(v/d))[4]).
Similarly, we have a natural isomorphism between the dual D, and 2Cocy(Gg, N(d)[4]).
Furthermore, the resulting Artin pairings are compatible. This is also true for D,,, and
F7EH2mICQ(VA))[2™]) provided that Art,; 4 and Art,; are equal for 2 < i < m, and the
same holds on the dual side.

Take a non-trivial character F': Mat(n,, + 1,ny,, Fa) — Fa. Our goal is to prove equidis-
tribution of F'(Art, m, q), where we view Art,,, ¢4 as a matrix using fixed bases of D, ,, and
Dg/,m. In order to prove equidistribution of F', we will start by finding a suitable set of variable
indices S C [r]. Then we shall fix one choice of prime in X; for the indices ¢ € [r] — S and
we will only vary over the primes in X; for the remaining ¢ € 5. We make this precise in our
next definition, where we shall also fix the bases used to identify Art, ,, 4 with a matrix.

Definition 7.5. Let a € 1\71\2;1)(M U Mg, {%+1},7,¢) and let m € Z>9 be an integer. We fix a
basis v1,...,Vn,,, L for Da2 and a basis wy, ..., wy, ,, R for DX,Z for the rest of the paper in
such a way that vy, ..., v, , L is a basis for Dy ; for 2 <1 < m, such that wy, ..., wp,,, R
is a basis for Dg,i for 2 < i < m and such that W;(wk) =0 for all1 <k < nga. We can
decompose any F : Mat(ng m + 1,nq.m,F2) = {£1} as

B ei1.50(F)
F= I B

1<j1<ng,m+1
1<ja<na,m
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where ¢;, j,(F') € Fo and Ej, j, is the map that sends a matriz to the coefficient in the entry
(j1,72) viewed as an element of {1} via 1='. We say that S C [r] is a set of variable
indices for a non-zero character F' : Mat(ngm + 1,nqm,F2) — {£1} if there are integers
1 < jl < Na,m +1 and 1 < j2 < Na,m and z'ntegers il(jl,jg),’iQ(jl,jg) with thjQ(F) 75 O,
ig(jl,jz) € Spost NS and S — {iz(jl,jg)} - Spre such that

e in case ji = Ngm + 1, we have ¢;j j,(F) = 0 for all 1 < ji,52 < Nam, |S| = m,
i1(j1,J2) = 7 and

S —{i1(jr, j2),i2(j1, J2)} m{j € [r]:mi(vi) =0} N m{j € [r]: mj(wi) = 0}
=1 =1
and
21, j2) € U € [r] s mi(wy,) = 10 (G € ] mi(wi) = 030 ()45 € 1] = 5 (ws) = 0}
i=1 =1
i#£j2

e in case ji # Ngm + 1, we have |S| =m+1, i1(j1,j2) € S and

8 — {iaU, do), 21,20} € (4 € 0 my(ws) = 030 (V{5 € 1] ) = 0}
i=1 i=1

and

i1(J1,J2) € {j € [r] : mj(wj,) = 1} N ﬂ{] € [r]:mi(v;) =0} N ﬂ {j elr] : mj(w;) = 0}

and

i2(J1,72) € {j € [r] - m(vj,) =1} N ﬂ {jelr] :mj(v;) =0} N ﬂ{] € [r] :mj(w;) =0},
i=1 i=1
1#1

In simple words, the last row of Art, ., 4 corresponds to the Artin pairing with ¢. This
is exactly the case ji = ng,m + 1 in the above definition. To prove equidistribution of these
entries, we will use our higher Rédei reciprocity law. It is for this reason that in this case our
choice of variable indices is different than Smith’s choice [31, p. 32], while if j; < ng, we
make exactly the same choice as Smith.

We will now find our variable indices. It is here that the fourth condition in Definition
[7.3] turns out to be crucial.

Lemma 7.6. Suppose that a € 1\71\2;1)(M U Mgy, {£1},5,¢) satisfies equation (7.3). Assume
that vi,...,vq,L € Dg2 and vgq1,...,0e, R € DX,Q are linearly independent. Then we have
for all v € F§ the estimate

Qpre | _ _100° - kyap

{i € Spre : mi(v;) = 7j(v) forall 1 < j <e}|— 2¢ | = Toglogloglog N
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Proof. This is a small adjustment of Lemma 13.7 in [I7]. We stress that the term generic in
[17, Lemma 13.7] is an unfortunate clash of terminology, and refers to a satisfying the natural
analogue of our equation ([T.2]). O

We have a completely similar result for the range kgap < ¢ < 2kgap, using equation (Z.3).
This brings us to our next reduction step.

Proposition 7.7. Let ¢ be an integer such that |€| is a prime 3 modulo 4. There are ¢, A, Ny >
0 such that for all integers N > Ny, all integers m > 2, all sequences of integers ng > -+ >
N > 0, all N-good boxes X, all (N,m,X)-acceptable a € Map(M U Mg, {+1}), all sequences
of valid Artin pairings (Artqi)o<i<m—1 with ng; = n; for 2 < i < m and an Artin pairing
Artym : Do m X Dc\im — Fo with R in the right kernel

A X@
~ (loglogloglog N) 6T

X (@, (Arta,)a<i<m)| — 27" "D - | X (a, (Artgi)a<i<m—1)]

Remark 7.8. We do not need to assume that (Artg;)a<i<m—1 15 valid, but it suffices for our
purposes and avoids some casework later on.

Proof that Proposition [7_7 implies Proposition [7.3. We observe that (X (a)) N S,(N,{) # @
implies a € Map(M U Mgy, {£1},7,£). Hence we can bound

m+1 P(TL — ) m
) ) 1 .
i(X) N () Deilna)| — —= 2:; 2 fi(X) N () Dealna) || <
1=2 =2
m—+1

>

ae%(MUMg,{il},‘;,f)

i(X(a)) N () Dei(ni)
=2

Pl ). 'i(X(a)) 1) Deatr)

We split this sum over the (N, m, X)-acceptable a € Map(M U Mg, {£1}) and the remaining
a. For the (N, m, X)-acceptable a we may apply Proposition [Z.7] by further splitting the sum
over all possible sequences of valid Artin pairings and an Artin pairing Dy, ,, X D;’m — [y
with R in the right kernel.

Note that in the set of bilinear pairings D, X D&m — Fy with R in the right kernel,
there are precisely

Qnm(nerl) . P(nmanm7nm+1)
2mm
such that the left kernel has dimension n,,y1 + 1 and L is in the left kernel. There are at
most 2MMimax sequences of Artin pairings, so we stay within the error term of Proposition
provided that we take the constant ¢’ in the definition of nyax smaller than the constant ¢
guaranteed by Proposition [7.7]
Hence it suffices to bound

> |i(X(a))]-
ae%(MUMg7{i1}7j7£)
a not (N,m,X)-acceptable

We first tackle those a for which n42 > nmax. These a can easily be dealt with using equation
(610) for & < npax inducing an error of size

O(( i(X) 0 S, (N, O) )

log log log log N') 2o
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for some absolute constant ¢ > 0.
We will now dispatch those a that fail equation (). We declare two maps a,a’ €
Map(M L Mg, {£1},7,£) to be equivalent at some integer i > k, written as a ~; a/, if

a(j,i) = d'(j,i) for all 1 < j <k and a(i,—1) = d'(i, —1).

Observe that if a fails equation (1), then so does any a’ with a ~; a’. We call an equivalence
class bad if there exists some a in its equivalence classes failing equation (Z.I)). In a given bad
equivalence class we clearly have the bound

| X
(log tg41)100"

U x@@)|<

a’:a~;a

A simple computation shows that we stay within the error term of Proposition when we
sum over all ¢ and all bad equivalence classes.

We still have to deal with those a failing equation equation (Z.2]) or equation (Z3]). Call
a generic if Dy o N Dt;? = {0}, where we view D, and DX,Z as subspaces of V. Let us now
suppose that r = r/(a, X), the other case can be dealt with similarly. Take a non-zero vector
v € F}, with X ones with v # L and v # R. We claim that

[{a € Map(M U Mgy, {£1},7,0) : v € Dyp N DYy, = r'(a, X)}]
[{a € Map(M U Mg, {+1},],0) : 7 = '(a, X)}

= 027",

We have that the proportion of a with v € D, 2 is equal to O(27"). Furthermore, the condition
that also v € D, implies that for every i with 7;(v) = 1 we have a(i,—1) = 1. These are
O(27) independent extra conditions giving a total of O(27"~*). This establishes the claim.
For the case that v = L or v = R, we make fundamental use of the fact that || is equivalent
to 3 modulo 4 to show that the above proportion is still O(27").

Summing over all non-zero vectors v € V' then gives that the proportion of a € MXp(M U
Mg, {£1},7,¢), which are not generic, is bounded by

0 (;:1 9=r=X (;)) = 0(0.75").

Take some v,w € V. Recall that the proportion of a with v € D, is bounded by O(27")
provided that v ¢ (L). Similarly, the proportion of a with w € D(XQ is bounded by O(27") if
w ¢ (R). Finally, if a is generic, the proportion of a with (v,w) € D2 x Dy 5 is bounded by
O(47") as long as v & (L) and w & (R).

But Hoeffding’s inequality yields that the proportion of (v,w) € V x V satisfying

Qpre
log log log log N

Qpre
2

i € Spre : milw +w) = 0}] -

is at most
O (exp (—(loglogloglog N) ™2 - apre) ) -

From the last two observations we quickly deduce that the proportion of generic a for which
equation ((Z.2) fails is also bounded by

O (exp (—(loglogloglog N) ™2 - apre) )
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and a similar argument applies for the proportion of a failing equation (Z.3)).

We have now found an upper bound for the proportion of a failing equation (7.2) or
equation (Z3]). We therefore obtain an upper bound for the proportion of a that are not
(N, m, X)-acceptable. To finish the proof, we merely need to bound the union of X (a) over
these a. This follows from Proposition O

We remark that we can always find variable indices as in Definition if ais (N,m, X)-
acceptable and N is sufficiently large. This is a simple computation once we use that

m < logloglog loglog log N, (7.4)

since otherwise Theorem [ 1] is trivial. We now have all the required setup for our next
proposition, where we fix one prime for all indices smaller than kg,, except the variable
indices.

Proposition 7.9. Let ¢ be an integer such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. There are ¢, A, Ny >
0 such that for all integers N > Ny, all integers m > 2, all N-good bozes X, all (N,m,X)-
acceptable a € Map(M U Mg, {%1}), all sequences of valid Artin pairings (Arty;)o<i<m—1,
all non-zero multiplicative characters F' : Mat(ng m, + 1, nq.m, F2) = {£1}, all sets of variable
indices S for F and all Q € [] _gX; such that

i€ [kgap)
1 Xj(a, Q)] > 47w - | X (7.5)

for all j € S, we have

(log log log log N)mo™

Z F (Arta7m7i(x)) S

2€X(a,Q,(Arta i)2<i<m—1)

Here X (a,Q, (Artqi)2<i<m—1) 1s defined as the subset of x € X (a, (Artqi)o<i<m—1) with m;(x)
equal to m;(Q) for i € [kgap] — S.

Proof that Proposition [7.9 implies Proposition [7.7. The proof is almost identical to the one
given in [2) Proof that Proposition 6.9 implies Proposition 6.6]. We have to show that equation
(7)) is typically satisfied. We apply Proposition to

(XkJrl(aa QI) X X Xr(av QI)? Q/)v

where Q' is the unique element of X; x --- x X}. Crucially, all the required conditions for
Proposition are satisfied due to equation (I]), completing our reduction step. O

It is time for our final reduction step. If ¢;, j,(F) # 0 for some 1 < ji,j2 < ngm,
Smith’s method applies without any significant changes. If however ¢;, ;,(F) = 0 for all
1 < 41,72 < ng,m, Smith’s method breaks down. It is here that we make essential use of our
generalized Rédei reciprocity law.

We shall now add the algebraic structure needed to apply our reflection principles. The
required equidistribution will then be a consequence of the Chebotarev Density Theorem
and Proposition From now on we shall make heavy use of the notation introduced in

Subsections [3.1] and B.31
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Definition 7.10. Take a N-good box X, a (N, m,X)-acceptable a € Map(M U Mgy, {£1})
and a non-zero multiplicative character F' : Mat(ngm + 1, ngm,F2) — {£1}. Let S be a set
of variable indices for F. Fiz a choice of ji and jo with ¢;, j,(F) # 0 as in Definition [7.5
Put 8" := SN [kgap). For each i € S’, let Z; be subsets of X; with cardinality

1
Moy := L(log log log log N)WJ .
Note that Myox > 2 for N greater than an absolute constant by equation (7.4]). Put

z:=1]2. 2= 11 Z.

ies’ i€S’'—{i1(j1,52)}

If 51 < nam, we say that Z is well-governed for (a, I) if for every distinct ai,az € Z; (;, j»)
there is a governing expansion &;q 4, on (Z',S" — {i1(j1,72)}, a1a2), in which all primes in

Q, (2) and oo split completely. Put

MO(Z) = H H Q(VZ1Z2) H H H L(¢f,a1a2)

1€S5’ 21,22€7Z; a1,02€7;, (51 ,4o) TSS'—{i1(j1,42)} €Y 1
a1#az

and

M(Z) = H H L(¢f,a102)'

a1,02€Z5) (5, ,jg) TEX g/ _
a1#az

{i1(1,52)}

If 1 = ngm + 1, we say that Z is well-governed for (a, F') if there is a governing expansion
&,y on (Z,5',0), in which all primes in Q coprime to 2¢ split completely and all primes of
Q(V?) above (2) and oo split completely, and furthermore for each j € S’ and each distinct
a1, az € Xj there is a governing expansion 8ja,a, on ([Licg ;) X, 8" —{j},a1a2), in which
all primes in Q, (2) and oo split completely. Put

Mo Z)=I] II L= [T TII Il ZL(¢raran)

TCS zeXr Jjes’ a1,a2€X; 7€ X g1 (5
al 750«2

and
M(Z):= Mo(Z) ] L(d20)-
TeX g
so M(Z) is a central Galois extension of My(Z) in both cases.
Take some Q € Hz’e[kgap]—s/ X;. Then we define, for i > kgap, Xi(a,Q,Mo(Z)) to be the
subset of primes p € X; such that p splits completely in M,(Z), p € X;(a,Q) and

z

(—) =a(j,i) for all j € $" and all z € Z;.
p

Note that these conditions are equivalent to Frob, being equal to a given central element in
the Galois group of the compositum of M.(Z) and Q(\/x) with x running through —1, the
prime divisors of Q and the primes in Z; for j € S'.
We let
Z:=Qx2Zx || Xia,Q,Ms(2)).

i>kgap

We call Z a satisfactory product space for (X, a, F,Q) if
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e 7 is well-governed for (a,F);

o we have for all i < j with i,j € S', all z € Z; and all zj € Z;
Zi\
<Z> - CL(Z,]),

Once we added the necessary algebraic structure to our box, we can construct a suitable
additive system 2( to which we apply Proposition This is the goal of the next lemma,
which provides the critical link between our algebraic results and Proposition

e we have Z; C X;(a,Q).

Lemma 7.11. Let a (N, m, X)-acceptable a € Map(M UMy, {+1}), a sequence of valid Artin
pairings (Artq;)o<i<m—1, a non-zero multiplicative character F' : Mat(ngm + 1,nq.m,F2) —
{£1} and a set of variable indices S for F be given. Take Z to be a satisfactory product
space for (X,a, F,Q). Then there is a (2Mmax(Mmaxtm+2) Q)_geceptable additive system A with

()

Y@(Ql) = Z N X(a, (AI“C(M‘)Qgigm_l) such that

S UF(Artame)) = bry o (@e(Frob(py) - Frob(p)) (7.6)

€T (D)

for allz € C(A), where (p1,p2) = Tiy(jy jn)(T). Here ¢ equals pry(m;, (5, j,) (2))Pr2(mi, (51 j2) (T))
if 1 < ngm and equals £ otherwise.

Proof. We shall proceed to explicitly construct 2 by induction. We start by introducing
some notation. Let w € DCYQ be one of the chosen basis vectors and let z € X(a) be
given. A raw cocycle for (z,w) is a sequence (g w,i)o<i<k Oof maximal length with v .,; €

Cocy(Go, N(2)[2), 2¢s,w,i+1 = Yo,w,is L(¥e,w,i)Q(vZ)/Q(v/7) unramified and

r’(a,X)

¢x,w,1: Z Wi(w)Xi

i=1

with y; as in Definition [B.IIl We now make a choice of raw cocycle for every (x,w) with
x € X(a). Recall that i1(j1,j2), i2(J1,72), 71 and ja are the integers associated to our set of
variable indices S as in Definition Set

?; (Q[) = va N X(CL, (Arta,i)ggigmfl).
First suppose that j; < ng,. To shorten our formulas, we define for z € Xg and i € S
prp(Z, @) = pry(mi(T)) - pra(mi(T))-

Let T C S. We shall construct our maps Fyr with 77 C T in such a way that Y (2) is
precisely the set of cubes Z satisfying #(2) C Y (2) and the following properties

e we have for all 77 C T with i2(j1,72) € T', all § € Z(T") and all j # jo

> Yy = 0;

y€y(2)
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e we have for all 7" C T with i3(j1,72) € 7" and all § € Z(T")

Z (02 %T' 1 Gy @@ Grg2)) I 111, 2) € T
Y, w]g?‘T |

yey 1 Zl(.]la.]?) ¢ 5

e we have for all 7" C T with i3(j1,j2) € T', y€ z(T"),all jand i € S — T’

> %wMT +1(0, (@) = 0. (7.7)

yEY(2

Now suppose that j; = ngm + 1. Let T C S. In this case we construct our maps Frs ()
such that Y7-(2) equals the cubes Z with 7(2) C Y () and

e we have for all 7" C T with i3(j1,72) € T', all § € Z(T") and all j

Z ,l/}vajv‘Tq =0

yEY(D)

e we have for all @ C T C T with i3(j1,72) € T, all y € Z(T"), all j and all i € S — T’

Z Vy,w;, /1741 (O, (@) = 0

yey(9)
e we have for all 7" C T with ia(j1,72) € 7', all § € Z(T") and all j

Z Tzz)y,wj7|T’\+1(o-f) =0.

yEY(D)

Let us prove by induction that Y (%) is as claimed. We shall construct the map Fr(2l)
during the induction. Until otherwise stated, we shall treat the case j; < ng . At the end
we indicate the modifications necessary to deal with the case j1 = ng, + 1. Take Z € Y (21).
If i2(j1,72) € T or T = S — {i2(j1,72)}, we simply let Fp be the zero map. Henceforth we
will assume that i2(j1,72) € T and |T| < |S| — 1. Then we define

Z % w; [T if j # j2 or i1(j1,J2) € T
¢J = :BE!L' )
(bTrT_{il(jl’J-Q)}(z)7prp(f,il(jl7j2)) + Z ¢$7wj27|T‘ otherwise.
z€T(D)

Then [20, Proposition 2.9] demonstrates that 1); is a quadratic character. We claim that 1;
is an unramified character of Q(1/z) for all x € z(2).

If p = m(z) with i ¢ T, this is clear. So suppose that i € T' and write 7;(Z) = {p1,p2}
with p; = m;(x). It is clear that 1); does not ramify at pi, so it suffices to show that 1; does
not ramify at py. Let g € Z(T — {i}) be the cube with m;(7x) = px. Then we have

Up2 - Z 1/}:1: wj,|T| Up2 Z % wj,|T| Up2 Z wy,wj,\T|(Up2) =0+0=0.

z€T(D) yEY, (D) YE€Y2 ()
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The first sum is clearly zero, since all the Yy w; 7| With y € y1(@) are unramified at ps.
Furthermore, the second sum is zero by equation (7)) with 77 := T — {i}. This proves our
claim.

Next we claim that 7;(Z) splits completely in L(1);) for all i ¢ T'. Indeed, 7;(Z) has residue
field degree 1 in every v, ., 7| for o € Z(2), because 2¢5 w; | T1+1 = Yz, 7). Furthermore,
7;(Z) splits completely in L(QSWT%Z,I(],I7],2)}(f)7prp@,il(jhj2))), establishing the claim.

Pick some = € 7(@) and let p € m;(x) for some i € T'. It is straightforward to deduce from
z(2) C X(a) that

Giley, e, (Frob(p))

does not depend on x, where p is the unique ideal above p in Q(y/z). From this, it becomes

clear, from the additivity of v;, that this defines an additive map Fr ;1 to IF|2T‘.

It follows from Lemma [Z.6] that there exists a set A C [r| and a bijection f : [n,2+1] — A
such that ANS = @ and

() (Wk) = 04k

for 1 <4,k < ngy 2 and furthermore

T f(ng.o+1) (W) =0

for all 1 <k < mngpo. Then we define an additive map Fr ;2 to F;“’ﬁl by

(V5 (Or;(2))ica-

Finally, we define an additive map Fr ;3 to F‘;Hﬂ by sending z to

Z ¢x,w]~,\T|+1 (Uﬁl(f))

z€z(2) i€eS—T

We define our map Fr() to be (Fr 1, FT,J-Q,FT7j,3)1§j§na"T‘+1. Note that the maps Fr
and Fr o encode precisely when ¢; = 0. From this it becomes clear that Y7 (%) has the
claimed shape.

Our next task is to verify that our additive system is (27max(Pmaxtm+2) G)_acceptable.
For the first requirement, this follows from the construction of Fpr above and the inequality
Na2 < Nmax. We still need to deal with the second requirement. Take z € C'(). If there is
some ¢ € S such that

(S — {i}) NYs_ ()| =2,

then we are done. Henceforth we assume that
Z(S = {i}) N Y (5 (0)] =1

for all i € S and let z¢ be the unique element in Z(&) outside (S — {i}) N ?;,{i}(ﬁl) for all

i € 5. Then we need to prove that =g € Yg(2). Clearly, zy € Z N X(a). Take an integer
2<m' <m—1,integers 1 < ji < ngny +1 and 1 < j) < ng . It suffices to prove that

UEj 1 (Arta m 20)) = L(Ejr j (Artgm)).
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Choose a subset T' of S of size m' not containing i1 (j1,j2) and i3(j1,j2). Then the above
identity follows from Theorem applied to any cube in Z(T') containing xg.

We still need to prove equation (.6)). Recall that j; < ng,,. Take some indices (j3, ja)
with (73,74) # (j41,72). We claim that

Z U(Ejy,j4(Arta,m,a)) = 0.

T€T(D)

First suppose that j3 < ng . Then this follows from two applications of Theorem In
case j3 = Ngm + 1 we apply Theorem [5.4] twice to obtain

S UEjju(Artam)) = 0.

T€T(D)

Here we use equation (B.3)), if £ > 0, and equation (5.4), if ¢ < 0. We deduce from another
double application of Theorem [(.4] that

> UEj g (Artama)) = by, (i1 01dary (@):PEp(@5i1 (j1,2)) (FTOD(p1) - Frob(pa)).

T€T(D)

Adding these identities together yields equation (Z.6]). This proves the lemma for j; < ng .
It remains to indicate the necessary changes in case ji = ng, + 1. In this case we let Frp
be the zero map if i2(j1,7j2) € T. Otherwise we define

Yy = Z VT

T€T(D)

Now we proceed by defining the maps Fr ;; just as in the case j; < ng,,. Then we see that
2 is certainly (27max(Mmaxtm+2) G)_acceptable. Now we have for all (js, j4) with jz < Na,m

> B (Artans)) = 0
z€z(2)

simply because cj, j,(F)) = 0 by our choice of variable indices. Furthermore, Theorem
shows that for all (j3,j1) with js = ngm41 and jo # ja

S UEjju(Artama)) = 0.

€T (D)

Finally, Theorem [5.7] implies that

Z L(Ej17j2 (Artamz)) = ¢7rs/(:z),£(Fr0b(p1) - Frob(p2))

T€T(D)

with (p1,p2) := Tiy(j, ju) (7). Hence we conclude that

Z UF (Attamz)) = r g (),(Frob(pr) - Frob(pz)),

T€T(D)

which completes the proof of our lemma. ]
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Proposition 7.12. Let ¢ be an integer such that || is a prime 3 modulo 4. There are
¢, A, Nog > 0 such that for all integers N > Ny, all integers m > 2, all N-good bozxes
X, all (N, m,X)-acceptable a € Map(M U My, {£1}), all sequences of valid Artin pairings
(Artg i)o<i<m—1, all non-zero multiplicative characters F' : Mat(ng m + 1, ngm,F2) — {£1},
all sets of variable indices S for F, all Q € Hie[kgap}—s X; and all satisfactory product spaces

Z for (X,a,F,Q)

A-1ZNX(a,Q)
(log log log log N)mc%m.

Z F (Arta,m,i(x)) <

xesz(anv(Arta,i)QSigm—1)

Proof that Proposition implies Proposition [7.9. The proof is very similar to the proof of
Proposition 7.5 implies Proposition 7.4 in Smith [31]. We only indicate the necessary changes
here. There is a small gap in Smith’s argument, namely when he applies the Chebotarev
Density Theorem on page 81. Indeed, Smith does not argue why there are no Siegel zeroes.
Fortunately, this can be easily overcome by an appeal to the classical result of Heilbronn [15]
and the fact that our box X is Siegel-less.

We need to construct an additive system 2’ on S’ that guarantees the existence of the
governing expansions &, and &, 4,. This is done in Lemma B.71

Now let Z and Z’ be well-governed for (a, F') and suppose that Z N Z’ = {z}. Let K be
the field obtained by adjoining ,/p to Q where p runs over all the prime divisors of x. Then,
for Smith’s reduction step to work, we need to prove that

KM.(Z)M(Z') : K] = [KMo(2) : K] = [KM(Z') : KT,
which follows from [20, Lemma 6.8 & Lemma 6.10]. O
Proof of Proposition [7.13. Take o € Gal(M(Z)/M,(Z)) and define
Kin(ir.g2) (@, @, Mo(Z), 0)

to be the subset of p € X, (5, j,)(a, @, Mo(Z)) that map to o under Frobenius. By [20, Lemma
6.9 & Lemma 6.10] we have an isomorphism

Gal(M (7)Mo (2)) = F5/(2) (7.5)
by sending ¢ to the map

_ { ¢j,£(0') if j1 = Nagm + 1
T

(ﬁﬂs’f{il(jl,jg)}(f)vprp(i'vil(j17j2))(U) otherwise.

The Chebotarev Density Theorem and Lemma imply that

|XZ(,)(Q’Q’MO(Z))| —92k
|Xi2(j1,j2)(a’Q’MO(Z)aUN - i ]122\413@(*1)\5’\ ’ (1 +0 (6 ’ gap)) ’

Then it follows from Proposition that for almost all choices of
mi(Q)

Q € 11 Xi(a,Q,M,(Z)) with <

i€[r]—[kgap] —{i2 (j1,42)}
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we have

| Xy 1) (2, @ X Q', Mo (Z)))] _
Xt o) (0, Q X @'\ Mo(2),0)] = 2w (rro(eter)) @)

for each o, where X, (;, i,)(a, @ xQ', Mo(Z)) is the subset of X;,;, i,y(a,Q, Mo(Z)) consistent
with @', and similarly for X, ;, j,)(a,Q x Q', M(Z), o).
We now apply Proposition to the space Z x [Myox| with
1

(loglogloglog N) g nem

€ =

for some sufficiently small constant c¢. Let gg € 9s(Z x [Mpex]) be the function guaranteed by
Proposition If we pick primes 1, ..., 205, € Xiy(j, jo) (@, Q@ X Q', Mo(Z)), then we have
an isomorphism

017 X [Myox) 2{Q} x {Q'} x Z x {z1,..., 201, }-

To the primes 1,..., 2, € Xiy(,j)(a, Q x Q,Mo(Z)), we can associate a function
Gor,margy, € I5(Z X [Mpox]) by setting

(2, (i,4)) = ¢z(Frob z;) + ¢z(Frob x;),

where ¢z is ¢z or ¢WS’—{i1(j1,j2)}(2)7prp(27i1(j17j2)) depending on the value of j;. In case g = gy,
we get the desired oscillation from Proposition [6.2 applied to the function F’ (Arta7m7,~(x)) pulled
back to Z x [Mpex]| via ¢ and the additive system 2 from Lemma [I.TT] also pulled back to
Z X [Myex] via .

It remains to split the set X, (;, j,)(a,Q x Q', My(Z)) in blocks of size Moy (and a small
remainder) such that we have g;, My = 90 for almost every block. For this we we claim
that given Frob(zi), there is a unique choice of Frob(zs),...,Frob(zs,, ) such that

gml,...,:vMbox = Jo,

and furthermore Frob(xz), ..., Frob(zyy,,, ) are linear functions of Frob(x;). Once we establish
the claim, we use equation (Z9) to partition Xj,(;, j,)(a,Q x Q', Mo(Z)) in the desired way.

To prove the claim, we remark that there is an isomorphism between ¥s(Z x [Mpox]) and
the sets of maps g from [Myox| X [Mpox] to s/ (Z) satisfying

Hence, thinking of gp as a map from [Myx| X [Mpox] to ¥s/(Z), we see that for any 1 < j <
Mbox

(ﬁg(FI‘Ob 1’1) + ¢5(Fr0b .%']) = 90(17]) € gs’(Z)a

which uniquely specifies Frob(z;) as linear function of Frob(z1) and gy by equation (ZJ]).
Finally, we see that with this choice of Frob(xs),...,Frob(xy, ), we also have for all 4,5 €
[Mbox]

¢z(Frob x;) + ¢z(Frob x;) = go(4, j)

so that Yor1,wnr,, = 90 @S desired. O
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A Density computations

A.1 Stevenhagen’s conjecture revisited

Let ¢ be an integer such that |¢| is a prime 3 modulo 4. Define for any integer n > 0 the
quantity

. |SzNeN Dya(n)
P =1 il 7
re2(n) N IIN] N Dya(n)]

where Dy 1, (n) is defined at the beginning of Section [l Let us first prove that the limit exists.
To do so, we look at

liming 52NN Dep()] Lo sup |5z,n,0 N Dya(n)|
N=oo  |[N]N Dya(n) Nooo  |[[N] N Dya(n)]

Theorem [T.]] gives increasingly better lower bounds for lim inf, and increasingly better upper
bounds for limsup. We conclude that the liminf and limsup are equal, and hence the limit
exists. From the Markov chain behavior in Theorem [T.I] we also see that

Prg3(m,n) ;= lim 525,60 Dea(m) 0 Des(n)]
e3\n, )= G [[N] N DZ,Q(m) N Dé,3(n)’

exists and equals Pro(n) for every m > n. Then we deduce from the identity

|SZ N,e N Dgg Z |SZ N, D&Q(’I’L) N Dg73(i)| . |[N] N D&Q(TL) N Dg73(i)|
[[N] N Dya( NN Dya(n) N Dys(i)| |[[N] N Dy a(n)]

by taking N — oo that

Pryo(n ZPI‘gg n,1) n ") ZPrgg Pn,n Z) (A1)
We claim that .
1 1 P(n,n,1)
oan+1l _ 1 - Z 2i+1 _ 1 ' mn : (A-2)

Let us first show that the claim implies Theorem [Tl Since we clearly have Pr;»(0) = 1, the
claim and equation ([A.I)) imply that

Prys(n) — ﬁ (A.3)
Now consider the decomposition
Sz.vel _ i Sz,5,6 N Dya(n)| [[N] N Dya(n)]
[Sonel £ IIN] N Dya(n) 1Sq, Nl
Then equation ([A.3]), Theorem .14 and Fatou’s lemma imply
X H—n? -2
hﬁfélop ﬁfé%j > lim inf ﬁ&z%j > Z 2" Mool 2n+7z00_77711 : (A.4)
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Similarly, we get

S S
lim sup [Sq.n e\ Sz

X 5—n? -2 (on+1 _
Nosoo |Sq, el N—o0 |Sq,nel Z

oan+1l _ 1

n=0

But it is a classical fact that
o0
2 _
Z 2" ey 2 = 1.
n=0

Therefore equation (A.4]) and equation (A.5) imply that

lim inf
N—oo |So,n .l Nooo Syl

|Sz,nel Sz.vl o= 27" ool
= lim sup = Z W7

and Theorem [[T] follows.
It remains to prove the claimed equation (A.2)). Look at the probability space of pairs

(T, U) with the uniform measure, where 7' is a surjective linear map F[QN—H] — F[zn}

and U is a
pairing F[Qnﬂ} X F[Qn} — 5. All our probabilities will be with respect to this probability space.

Now fix a non-zero element x € F[Qnﬂ}. Note that

1

(A.6)

We write leftker(U) for the set of vectors v € F[HH] such that U(v,w) = 0 for all w € IF'[Q"].
Write A, for the event that z € leftker(U) and dlmFQIeftker(U ) =i+ 1. Then we have

P(z € ker(T ZP (z € ker(T)|Aiz) - P(Aiz). (A7)

Observe that P(A; ;) = P(n,n,i)/2". Next we have

P(z € ker(T)|A; ») Z]P’ (x € ker(T)|A; 5, T (leftker(U)) = V) - P(T (leftker(U)) = V|A; 2),

n]

where the sum is over i-dimensional subspaces V' of IF[2 . But we have

1

P(x € ker(T)|A; z, T (leftker(U)) = V) = PSR

since restricting 7' to leftker(U) gives a random surjective linear map 7" from leftker(U) to
V', with x € leftker(U). Hence we conclude that

1

Inserting this in equation (A6 and (A7), we obtain the desired identity.
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A.2 Study of the limiting value

Recall the definition of v in equation (I3]). The goal of this subsection is to prove the following
result by combinatorial means.

Theorem A.1. We have v =1/2.

Proof. We have to show that

- iy
1 _ Z Hj (1 —2 J)
k _
2 ok (2R 1) TG (1 —277)2
We rewrite this as
1 > 1

[ (—27) g;; (1—27k=1) T5 (2 — 1)

This last identity follows from the formal identity

1 w 1 (A.8)
= E — - : .
[Z (1 —a277) o (L= k1) T, (29 = 1)2
valid for [z| > 1. Using the geometric series identity -1~ =1+ 2 + 2%+ ... on each term of

the product, we obtain the equality

1 o o

_ 27 _ t

- — =JJa+z T+ ¥+ )= aa,
2 —a7) 25 —

where

o
= {(al,ag, ...) t oy € Lo, ; eventually zero, Ziai = t} .
i=1

This is readily verified to be a finite, and therefore well-defined, sum. Furthermore, it is well-
known that a; equals the number of partitions p(t) of ¢, which may also be directly verified
by writing a partition of ¢ in k parts as

=(ar+- o)+ (et +ap)+- (A.9)

We may similarly expand the other side of equation (A.8) as

2

o) o) o) k o) 00
1 (k+1) ) ( —jt —t
s rer=r et i D Dl Il O D II{> = =D b,
i—o (1—= R szl(xj -1 = <t:0 j=1 t=0
where
00 k k
b= {(a,ﬁ,w € Z¥F! 1 ai > 0,8,>0.) iai+ Y ifi+ (k+1)y =t} :
k=0 i=1 i=1
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It therefore remains to prove that p(t) = b;. Before we proceed, we remark that

0o k
Z {(al,...,ak) €zt Ziai :t}‘
k=0

i=1
is equal to the number of partitions of ¢ into distinct parts, which follows once more by writing
t as in equation (A.9). We know that p(¢) equals the number of Young tableaux, and we will
now use this to give a bijective proof. Given a Young tableau, we will produce two partitions
into the same number of distinct parts as follows.

Take the top row of the tableau, use it as the first part of the first partition and remove
it from the tableau. Next take the left column of the tableau, use it as the first part of the
second partition, and remove it from the remaining tableau. We continue this process, until
we are left with either nothing or a potential leftover row of some length r. At this point,
we have produced two partitions into say k distinct parts, and a leftover row of length r.
Furthermore, we know that every element of the first partition must always be strictly bigger
than r. We now remove r from each part of the first partition, and take v := r(k 4+ 1). This
gives the desired bijection. O
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