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Abstract

We propose a framework to prove Malle’s conjecture for the compositum of two number
fields based on proven results of Malle’s conjecture and good uniformity estimates. Using
this method we can prove Malle’s conjecture for S,, x A over any number field k for n = 3
with A an abelian group of order relatively prime to 2, for n = 4 with A an abelian group
of order relatively prime to 6 and for n = 5 with A an abelian group of order relatively
prime to 30. As a consequence, we prove that Malle’s conjecture is true for C3 ! C2 in
its Sg representation, whereas its S¢ representation is the first counter example of Malle’s
conjecture given by Kliiners.

Key words. Malle’s conjecture, compositum, uniformity estimate, counter example, density
of discriminants

1 Introduction

There are only finitely many number fields with bounded discriminant, therefore it makes
sense to ask how many there are. Malle’s conjecture aims to answer the asymptotic question
for number fields with prescribed Galois group. Let k be a number field and K/k be a degree n
extension with Galois closure K /k, we define Gal(K/k) to be Gal(K /k) as a transitive permuta-
tion subgroup of S,, where the permutation action is defined by its action on the n embeddings
of K into k. Let Ni(G, X) be the number of isomorphism classes of extensions of k with Galois
group isomorphic to G as a permutation subgroup of S;,, and absolute discriminant bounded by
X. Malle’s conjecture states that Ny (G, X) ~ CX /G It =1 X where a(G) depends on the
permutation representation of G and b(k,G) depends on both the permutation representation
and the base field k. See section 2.3 for explanations on the constants.

Malle’s conjecture has been proven for abelian extensions over Q [M&ak85] and over arbitrary
bases [Wri89]. However, for non-abelian groups, there are only a few cases known. The first
case is S3 cubic fields proved by Davenport and Heilbronn [DH7I] over Q and later proved by
Datskovsky and Wright [DW8S8] over any k. Bhargava and Wood [BWO0S| and Belabas and
Fouvry [BE10] independently proved the conjecture for Sy sextic fields. The cases of Sy quartic
fields [Bha05] and S5 quintic fields [Bhal0] over Q are also proved by Bhargava. In [BSWI7],
these cases are generalized to arbitrary k by Bhargava, Shankar and Wang. The case of Dy
quartic fields over Q is proved by Cohen, Diaz y Diaz and Olivier [CyD0O02].

The main result of this paper is to prove Malle’s conjecture for S,, X A in its S, 4| represen-
tation for n = 3,4, 5 with certain families of A.
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Theorem 1.1. Let A be an abelian group and let k be any number field. Then there exists C
such that the asymptotic distribution of Sy, x A-number fields over k by absolute discriminant is

Ni(Sn x A, X) ~ CX /1Al
in the following cases:
1. n=3, z‘fQHAL.
2. n=4,if 2,31|4|;
3. n=>5,if2,3,51|A].

Please see section 2.3 for the explanation that this agrees with Malle’s conjecture. We can
write out the constant C' explicitly given the generating series of A-extensions by discriminant,
see e.g.[Mak85 [Wool(, [WriS9]. The constant C could be written as a finite sum of Euler products
when the generating series of A-extensions is a finite sum of Euler products.

For example, if we count all homomorphisms Gg — S3 x C3 that surject onto the S3 factor,
the asymptotic count of these homomorphisms by discriminant is

1/3
2[[ex (1.1)
p

where ¢, = (14+p 1 4+5p~242p~7/3)(1—p~ ) forp=1 mod 3and ¢, = (1+p~ +p~2)(1—p~?) for
p=2 mod 3. For p = 3, we use the database [LMF13] to compute that c3 = 3058-37°+4-3%/3 ~
29.8914. If we count the actual number of isomorphism classes of S3 x C3 extensions, i.e., all
surjections Gg — Ss x C5 up to an automorphism, the asymptotic constant is naturally a
difference of two Euler products. One is given above divided by |Aut(Ss x C3)| = 12 and the
other one comes from the subtraction of the S extensions.

However, Malle’s conjecture has been shown to be not generally correct. Kliiners [KIi05]
shows that the conjecture does not hold for C3:Cy number fields over Q in its Sg representation,
where Malle’s conjecture predicts a smaller power for In X in the main term. See [KI105] and
[Tur08] for suggestions on how to fix the conjecture. And by relaxing the precise description
of the power for In X, weak Malle’s conjecture states that Ni(G, X) ~ CX Y&+ Kliiners
and Malle proved weak Malle’s conjecture for nilpotent groups [KMO04]. Kliiners also proved the
weak conjecture for groups in the form of Cy ¢ H [KIii12] under mild conditions on H.

Notice that for Kliiners’ counter example, C31Cy ~ S3 x C'3, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2. Malle’s conjecture holds for Cs 1 Cy in its Sy representation over any number
field k.

Counting non-Galois number fields could be considered as counting Galois number fields by
discriminant of certain subfields. A natural question thus will be: what kind of subfields provide
the discriminant as an invariant by which the asymptotic estimate is as predicted by Malle.

Malle considered the compatibility of the conjecture under taking compositum in his original
paper [Mal02] and estimates both the lower bound and upper bound of asymptotic distribution
for compositum when the two Galois groups have no common quotient. By working out a product
argument, we show a better lower bound in general, see Corollary 3.3. And by analyzing the
behavior of the discriminant carefully and applying good uniformity results, we show a better
upper bound for our cases S, x A, see Theorem [[LT] which gives the same order of main term
and actually matches Malle’s prediction.



In section 2, we analyze the discriminant of a compositum in terms of each individual discrim-
inant, and then compute the case explicitly for S, x A. Then we check that our computation
agrees with Malle’s prediction. In section 3, we prove the product argument in two different
cases. In section 4, we include and prove some necessary uniformity results for S, extensions
where n = 3,4, 5 and abelian extensions. Finally, in section 5 we prove our main theorems based
on what we have developed before.

Notations
p: a finite place in base field k
| - |: absolute norm Nmy, g
disc(K/k) : relative discriminant ideal in base field k
discy, (K /k): p-part of disc(K/k)
Disc(K): absolute norm of disc(K/k) to Q
Disc,, (K): absolute norm of disc,(K/k)
K: Galois closure of K over base field k
ind(+): the index n - #{orbits} for a cycle or minimum value of index among non-identity elements
for a permutation group
Ni(G, X): the number of isomorphic classes of G extension over k with Disc bounded by X

Rt fz)
f(x) ~g(x): limg_ e o) = 1

2 Discriminant of Compositum

2.1 General Description

We will describe the relation between Disc(K L) and Disc(K ), Disc(L) when K and L have
trivial intersection.

Theorem 2.1. Let K/k and L/k be extensions over k which intersect trivially, then Disc(K L) <
Disc(K)™ Disc(L)™, where n = [L : k], m = [K : k].

Proof. If k = Q, then the ring of integers Ok and Op are free Z-modules with rank m and
n. Then Disc(OxOr) = Disc(K)" Disc(L)™ and OxOpr, C Ogp. Over arbitrary k, we have
disc(S71Ok /S710y) = S71disc(Ok /Oy) as an Op-module, see e.g. Theorem 2.9 [Neu99]. We
take S = O \p for some prime ideal p C Oy to look at disc,(K/k). Now S7'O; C kis a
discrete valuation ring with the unique maximal ideal S~'p, and S~'Of is a finitely generated
S710k-module, therefore admits an integral basis. Notice that S™1(Ok) intersects trivially with
SOy, so it follows disc, (K L) < disc, (K )™ disc,(L)™ similarly. O

This gives an upper bound of Disc(K'L). To be more precise, we focus on the study of
Disc(K L) at tamely ramified primes over arbitrary number field k. Firstly, any tame inertia
group is cyclic, therefore it could be described by the generator. Secondly, suppose I = (g) at a
certain finite place p, then the index of g € G C S,

ind(g) = n — f{orbits} = Z(ei -1fi,

is exactly the exponent for the p-part of the relative discriminant ideal. So we can determine
the discriminant at p by looking at the cycle type of g.

If KNL =k, then Gal(KL/k) ~ Gal(K /k) x Gal(L/k), where the isomorphism is a product
of the restrictions to K and L. Say Gal(K/Q) = G; C S,, and Gal(L/Q) = G5 C S, then



G = G4 x G5 has a natural permutation representation in Sp,,. Suppose K and L are both
tamely ramified at p with I, = (g;) € G; , for i = 1,2, then KL is also tamely ramified
since tamely ramified extensions are closed under taking compositum. And the inertia group is
I = {g) = ((g1,92)) for KL because the inertia group for a sub-extension behaves naturally as
quotient.

Theorem 2.2. Let K and L be given above, and let e;, for i = 1,2, be the ramification indices
of K and L at a tamely ramified p. If (e1,es) = 1, then ind(g) = ind(g1) - n + ind(gs) - m —
ind(g1) - ind(g2).

Proof. Suppose g1 € G1 C Sy, is a product of disjoint cycles [] cx, then e; will be the least
common multiple of |¢x|, the length of cycles ¢ for all k. Similarly for go as a product of cycles
[T1di. Now embed (g1,92) to Spmn, the permutation action is naturally defined to be mapping
aij t0 ag, (i),g.() for 1 <i <m, 1 < j < n. If (e1,e2) = 1, then for any k,l, (|cxl,|di]) = 1
and (cg,d;) forms a single cycle of length |cx||d;| in Sppn. So the number of orbits in g is the
product of number of orbits in g;. Therefore ind(g) = mn — (m — ind(¢1))(n — ind(g2)) =
ind(g1) - n+ ind(g2) - m — ind(g1) - ind(g2). O

This gives a nice description of disc, (K L) independent of the cycle type when the ramification
indices are relatively prime. In general, to know ind(g) requires more information on the cycle

type of g;.

Theorem 2.3. Let K and L be as given above, g1 be a product of disjoint cycles [[cr and go
be a product of disjoint cycles [[d; where g; is the generator for a tame ramified p for Kand L,
then ind(g) = mn — 3, ; ged(|exl, |di)-

Proof. Notice that we can write ind(g1) = >, (lex] —1). In general, (cg,d;) is no longer a
single orbit in Sy,,. Instead, it splits into ged(|ekl, |d;|) many orbits. So the summation is

ind(g) = > i (exlldi| — ged([exl, |di])) = mn =32, ged(lex|, [di)- -

2.2 Discriminant for S, x A

We will describe the example of S,, x A for our interests in detail here. We will only consider
the cases where n = 3,4,5 and A is an odd order abelian group.

Firstly, we take the example of S3 x A where A = Cjx is cyclic with odd prime power order

. Possible tame inertia generators in S3 could be (12), (123). For A C S|4, possible generators

are of the form g = (123...1¥) or powers of g, i.e., a single cycle of length I* or a product of

lk

I" cycles of length [*~". So ind(g) is minimized when g is [¥~1 product of cycles of length I,

therefore ind(A) is [¥ — [¥~1 and inldj?Lx) = ﬁ If [ # 3, then we can apply Theorem 22l to get

Table 1. The numbers in the table give the exponent for p in disc, for each field.

SB Clk Sg X Clk
(12) | IF—1" | 31k — 21"
(123) | (k=1 | 31k —1"

Table 1: Table of Disc,, for S3 x Cy, [ # 3

If | = 3, we apply Theorem 23] to get Table 2.
We do not include in the table the cases where one of the inertia groups is trivial since disc, (K L) =
discy, (K)™ disc,(L)™ at these p from previous computation. To compute the precise table for



S3 Clk S3 X Clk
(12) | 1F —1m | 31k — 21"
(123) | IF —1" | 31k —3I"

Table 2: Table of Disc,, for S3 x Cpx, I =3

general A, we can compute the table for all abelian [-groups and then apply Theorem in-
ductively to combine different [-parts. The general pattern we need for the proof of the main
theorems is:

Lemma 2.4. Let A be an abelian group of odd order m and (12), (123) be elements in Ss. Then
for all c € A, ind((12),¢)/m > 2, ind((123),¢)/m > 1.

Proof. For any abelian group A, % = ﬁ where p is the minimal prime divisor of |A|, and

1% < 2if p # 2. This can be seen by combining the different [-parts of A inductively. The value

ind((12),¢) = m+ 3-ind(c) —ind(c) = m + 2 -ind(c) > m +2-ind(A) > 2m because in'(féL‘) < 2.

For ind((123), ¢), if 3 1 | A, then ind((123),¢) = 2m+ 3-ind(c) — 2-ind(c) = 2m +ind(c) > m
with no problem. If 3||A|, we separate 3-part of A to compute ind((123),¢). Let A = A3 x A3
where A3 is the 3-part of A and A~ 3 contains all p > 3 part. Let ¢ = (c3, ¢>3) be any element in
A, then ind((123),¢) = ind((123), c3, ¢>3) = ind(((123), ¢3), c>3) where ((123),c3) is an element

in S3 x Az. Say ind((123), c3) = i, then

ind((123), c3, C>3) = i|A>3| + (3|A3| — ’L) . ind(c>3)

_ (2.1)
=i(]As3| —ind(c>3)) + 3|As| - ind(cs3).

Therefore the minimal value of ind((123), ¢) is obtained when both i and ind(cs3) are smallest
possible. The smallest possible ind(cs3) is ind(As3). The smallest ind((123), ¢3) is ind((123),¢) =
2|As|. Therefore, if A = As, then 2|As|/m = 2 > 1. If A.j3 is non-trivial, then by (21,
ind((123),¢) > 2m + |As| - ind(As3) > m. O

Lemma 2.5. Let A be an abelian group of odd order and 2,31 |A| = m and (12), (123), (1234),
(12)(34) be elements in Sy. Then for all ¢ € A, ind((12),¢)/m > 2, ind((12)(34),¢)/m > 1,
ind((123),¢)/m > 3, ind((1234),¢)/m > 2.

Proof. We can apply Theorem since 2,3 ¥+ m. Then ind((12),¢) = m + 3 - ind(c) > m +
3-ind(A) > 2m, ind((12)(34),¢) = 2m + 2 - ind(c) > m, ind((1234),¢) = 3m + ind(c) > 2m,
ind((123),¢) = 2m + 2 - ind(c) > 2m + 2 -ind(A) > 2m +2- 2m > 3m. O

Lemma 2.6. Let A be an odd abelian group and 2,3,51 |A| = m. Then Ve € A and k € S5
ind(k,c)/m > 1+ind(k) — 1/7.

Proof. We can apply Theorem since 2,3 4 m. Then ind(k,¢) = mind(k) + 5ind(c) —
ind(k)ind(c) = mind(k) + (5 — ind(k))ind(c) = (m — ind(c)) ind(k) + 5ind(c). So for a cer-
tain k, the value is smallest when ind(c¢) = ind(A). And at this time ind(k,c)/m = ind(k) +
(5— ind(kz))% = ind(k)+ (5 — imd(k))pj.%1 where p is the smallest divisor of m and p > 7. So
ind(k)/m — ind(k) = (5 — ind(k)) 25+ > (5 — 4)¢ = §. O

2.3 Malle’s Prediction for S,, x A

In this section we compute the value of a(G) and b(k,G) for S, x A. A similar discussion
on a(@G) for a direct product of two Galois groups in general is in [Mal02]. We include here for



the convenience of the reader. Recall that given G C S,, a permutation group, for each element
g € G, ind(g) = n — #{orbits of g}. We define a(G) to be the minimum value of ind(g) among
all g # e. The absolute Galois group G}, acts on the conjugacy classes of G via its action on the
character table of G. We define b(k, G) to be the number of orbits within all conjugacy classes
with minimal index.

Let G; C Sp,;,i = 1,2 be two permutation groups. Consider G = G; X G2 C Sp,n,. Suppose
that ¢g; € G; gives minimal index, then for G C Sy, n,, the minimal index will either come from
g1 X e or e X g since for any g € G, ind(g1,e) < ind(g1,g). One can compute ind(g; X e) =
nyind(gy). Therefore a(G) = min{ns - a(G1),n1 - a(G2)} = ning min{a(n—cil), a(n—CzZ)}

If a(n—cil) < a(n—G;Q), then g x e for all g with ind(g) = a(G;) are exactly the elements with
minimal index in G. Irreducible representations of G; x G2 are p; ® pa where p; are irreducible
representations of G; with character x;. The corresponding character is i - x2. Therefore the
G}, action on g X e has the same orbit as its action on g. So b(k, G) = b(k, G1).

Our case S, x A satisfies the above condition, therefore a(S,, x A) = nmmin{=, pp%l} =m

where p is the smallest prime divisor of |A| = m and n = 3,4,5. And b(k, S, x A) = b(k, Sy) = 1.

3 Product Lemma

This section answers the question: given two distributions F;, ¢ = 1,2, each describes the
asymptotic distribution of some multi-set of positive integers S;, i.e., F;(X) =1{s € S; | s < X},
what is the product distribution P, ;,(X) = #{(s1,52) | s; € S;,s¢s5 < X} where a,b > 0. We
will split the discussion into two cases.

Lemma 3.1. Let F;(X), i = 1,2, be as given above, F;(X) ~ A; X" In"™ X where 0 < n; <1
and r; € Z>o. If 2t — 72 =0, then

A1A2 T1!7’2! ny
amb™ (ry +re+ 1) a

Pay(X) X @ Ittt x

Proof. We will prove this in three steps.
Casel: n; =1, i(X) =4 XIn" X +o(XIn™ X), Fo(X) = A2 X In™ X + O(1).
We can assume a = b = 1. Define a,, to be the number of copies of n in Sy, then

Fi(X)=> an.

n<X

To simplify, we denote the main term of F;(X) by M;(X), then

Pa(X)= > FQ(f—l) =3 aan(%)

s1€S1 n<X
- 3.1
=y anMy(2) + > a,0(1). Y
n
n<X n<X
The last term is easily shown to be small
> a,0(1) <O an) = O0(XIn" X). (3.2)
n<X n<X '
Assuming X is an integer, we apply summation by parts to compute the first sum
X X d X
nMo(—) = F1(X)Ms(1) — Fi(t)— (Mo (—)) dt.
> a 2(—-) = F1(X)M2(1) /1 1) (Ma() (3.3)

n<X



If ro = 0, the boundary term is
A1 A2 X I X + o(X In™ X),

otherwise it is 0. The derivative in the integral is

d X 1 .X
E(Mg(—)) = 7A2Xt—2(1n T —+ 179 In

t
=X( ) Pt)h'X)

0<i<ry

ro—1 {)
t (3.4)

So the integral is

b's

> X' X/ Fi(t)Pi(t) dt. (3.5)
0<i<rs 1

It is standard in analysis that if f and g are positive and limx . flx f(t)g(t)dt = oo, then
flx o(f(t)g(t)dt = o(flx f(®)g(t) dt). Therefore we can plug in M (t) for Fy(t) to estimate each
integral up to a small error. One can check that for each ¢ the integral of M (t)P;(t) together
with X In* X has a main term in the order X In"*"™"! X. So we can replace F}(t) by M, (t) in
(3.3) with an error in the order of o(X In X" 7"21). Denote the following integral I,

X
d X
1= [ 3G 0nE)
1 X X X dt (36)
= *AlAQX/ In™¢-(In"™ — + 1y In"! —)—.
L t t/t
Using the substitution u = llnn—;(, we reduce the integral
X 1
X dt
/ In"' ¢-In"? = — = In" 2Tt X/ u (1 —u)?du (3.7)
1 tt 0
to Beta function[ WW96] B(ry + 1,72 + 1), therefore
—I=A1AB(r1 + 1,7+ 1) X In" 2 X 4 o(X (In X )2ty (3.8)

This is always of greater order than the boundary term, and hence finishes the proof of the first
case.
Case 2: n; =1, Fj(X)=A4,XIn" X 4+ o(X In" X).
For any €, we can bound F;(X) by A; X In™ X (1 4 €) + O.(1). Therefore we can bound
P1(X
171( ) < (1 + 6>2A1A2B(T1 + 1, ro + 1),

Hmsup < Ty S

by Case 1. Similarly we can bound

. P (X) 2
1§n—>1<£10f W Z (1 — 6) AlAQB(Tl + 1, T2 —+ 1)
So the limit exists and has to be A1 A3B(r1 + 1,72 + 1). In case where some A; = 0, we only
need the upper bound to show the limit is 0.
General case:

Generally, we consider all possible a and b. The condition s{s} < X is equivalent to s]'sh? <
Xmi/a = xn2/b. The distribution of s} is

A; _ .
Fy(XYmi) = — X" X 4 o(X In" X), (3.9)

3



and we can regard as the new coefficients. The general distribution is the product distribution

n;

in Case 2 when one plugs in xm/a

A A
Pop(X) = S 52 Blry + 1y + 1)(Sn) ety m/a(in X)rretd (X /(o X)ritret)
1 Mg a
A A
~ e B L+ )2 X (In X)L
(3.10)
O

Lemma 3.2. Let F;(X), i = 1,2 be as given above, F;(X) ~ A; X" In" X where 0 < n; <1
and r; € Z>o. If 2t — 72 > 0, then there exists a constant C such that

Pop(X) ~CX & In' X.

Furthermore if F;(X) < A; X™ 1In" X, then we have

1 nq ni

——~ X% In™

bT2 1 (ﬂ _ %)7‘24-1 a X In™ X.
a

Pup(X) < A1 Ay

Proof. We first prove the existence of C' in two steps.
Case 1: F1(X)=A1 X" In"™ X 4+ O(1), F5(X) = A3X™1In"? X + o(X" In" X).
As in Lemma 3.1l we need to bound the sum

Xl/a
Pa,b(X): Z anbm: Z bmFl(m)

namb<X mb<X
Xl/a . 7‘1 Xl a
B SYWHELUINE <L SR o
mb<X mb<X
= A ey x 3 (1= Byn L oxm/t e X)
ar = mbnl/“ In X ’

It suffices to show the sum

b, ln mb
— _ 1
C(X) o Z mbni/a (1 InX ) ’
mb<X
converges to a constant C’, i.e., C(X) = C"+0(1). Notice that C(X) is monotonically increasing,
so it suffices to show C(X) is bounded. We will assume X to be integral for simplicity, by

summation by parts,

by Fo(XVY) by (X o e
OO < D m = ;gm/a +7/1 Fy(t)t=tm/etde
mP<X (3.12)
b

x1/b
< O(xma/bmm/ay 4 / (Mt"In" ¢ + M)t=m/o= 1 dt,
1

a

is bounded by a constant. The first term is o(1) since "+ — %2 > 0. For the second term, we

can always find M such that F5(t) < Mt In" t + M, where the constant term M is a technical
modification when t = 1. One can compute the integral to see that it is bounded by a constant.
Therefore, we have proved that C(X) = C" 4 o(1) and

A7

a”

Poy(X) ~ Xm/a;m X,




Case 2: F;(X)=A;X""In" X +o(X™ In"" X).
Notice that C(X) is purely dependent on F5(X) and independent of F (X)) once we have decided
on these constants 7;, n; and a, b. Therefore the coefficient of the main term of P, is linearly
dependent on A;.

To get the upper bound, we can bound F;(X) < Aj(1+4¢)X™ In™ X + O(1) by definition
and compute the upper bound of P, ;(X),

P, (X A
lim sup _Pap(X) <(1+e¢)—C'

1
X oo Xm/aln™ X — am
by Case 1. Similarly, we can deal with the lower bound. Therefore,

P, (X A
lim 7’b( T) =Ll
X500 Xm/aln™ X gt

A C!

a”™

which proves the general case with C' =

Bound on C:
Next we assume further that F;(X) are bounded by M;(X) = 4, X™ In" X. We want to show
the constant C' can be bounded by O(A; As). By summation by parts,

Xl/b
Pap(X) < > anMof 75
nsX1/e (3.13)
1 LX) d X1/b
< R0 - [T M) () b

If ro = 0, the boundary term is bounded by

A1 A, /e X,

a”t

otherwise it is 0. Consider the following integral

XV
_[:_/1 Ml(t)%(]\@(%))dt

[xt/e)
ny @ _a N9 X T9 1 X, dt
= A A, X7 (= trimen2 . (£ 0" = In2~ 1 2y =~ (3.14)
1 (b)/l W et T 2
X
n n_n X X dt
< A AXTT Py (M2 e 2 -t 2y 4
< A1 Ag (a”b”)/l n (bn t+7"211 t)t
The integral is a sum of multiple pieces in the form of
X
X dt
In T, — / tn hlrl tlnrz _—
o L t t
It satisfies an induction formula
1 2
In,h,m = 7g1n,r171,r2 + Eln,rl,mfl (315)

with initial data 1
Inpo<—X"In"X
n



7"2!

n
In,O,Tg < nratl

Notice that I, ,, », is always positive, by the induction formula one can show

TQ! r
Inrig < ——X"In" X. (3.16)
sT1,T2 nT2+1

If ro = 0, —1I together with the boundary term is bounded,

A A 1 om
Pap(X) < 2122 X% ™ X. (3.17)

When r; # 0, we have

7’2! ni1

1 n
T, (L _ n2 1
b2’ @ (a 7 )T2+

XaIn™ X. (3.18)

Pp(X) < A1 A

This formula is compatible with the special cases where r; could be 0. O

Corollary 3.3. Let k be an arbitrary number field, and G1 C Sy, and Go C Sy, be two Galois
groups with montrivial isomorphic quotient. Suppose Malle’s conjecture holds for both groups,
then there is a lower bound on N(G1 X Ga C Syn, X) that

N(G1 x Gy C Sppy X) > CX%In" X 4+ o(X*In" X),

where a = maz{a(G1)/m,a(Gz2)/n}. If a(G1)/m = a(Gz)/n, then r = b(G1, k) + b(Ga, k) — 1;
if a(G1)/m > a(G2)/n, then r = b(G1,k) — 1.

A lower bound X is also obtained in [Mal02] Proposition 4.2. Here we improve on the lower
bound by adding a In" X factor.

4 Uniformity Estimate for S, and A number fields

In this section, we are going to include and prove some necessary uniformity results we need
for S3 cubic, Sy quartic, S5 quintic and A number fields over arbitrary global field k.

4.1 Local uniformity for S, extensions for n = 3,4

We will include the uniformity estimates for S3 and S, extensions with certain ramification
behavior at finitely many places. Both results are deduced by class field theory.
For totally ramified S5 cubic extensions, we have Proposition 6.2 from [DWSS]:

Theorem 4.1. The number of non-cyclic cubic extensions over k which are totally ramified at
a product of finite places q = [[p; is:

X

Nq(Sg,,X) = O(W

))

for any number field k and any square free integral ideal q. The constant is independent of q,
and only depends on k.
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For discussions about overramified S; quartic extensions, we will follow the definition of
[BhaO5]: p is overramified if p factors into P*, P? or PP% for a finite place p and if p factors
into a product of two ramified places for infinite place. Equivalently, this means the inertia group
at p contains ((12)(34)) or ((1234)). The uniformity estimate for overramified Sy extensions over
Q is given in [Bha05], see Proposition 23. And we are going to prove the same uniformity over
an arbitrary number field £ by the same method. Let Ko4 be an Sy extension over k. Denote
K¢ and K3 to be the subfields corresponding to the subgroup E = {(e, (12), (34), (12)(34))} and
H = (E, (1234)).

Theorem 4.2. The number of Sy quartic extensions over k which are overramified at a product

of finite places q =[] p; is:
X

Ny(Sa, X) ZO(W),

for any number field k and any square free integral ideal q. The constant is independent of q,
and only depends on k.

Proof. We can apply the class field theory argument in [Bha05]. On one hand, over arbitrary k
we still have that Nmg, /. (disc(Ke/K3)) is a square ideal in & for any Sy extension. Actually

N,/ (disc(Kg/K3)) = Disc(Kg)/ Disc(K3)?,

which is the Artin conductor associated to the character y = Indg -2 Indg where F and H
are corresponding subgroups of Kg and K3. Here Indg is the induced character of the identity
character of E as a subgroup of G = S;. By computation, the character y has value —4 at
the conjugacy class of (12)(34), and —2 at (1234). The character values are even and so the
Artin conductor is always a square. On the other hand, we still have the result on the mean
2-class number of non-cyclic cubic extensions over any number field k in [BSWI7]. It follows
that the summation of 2-class number is O(X) over non-cyclic cubic extensions with bounded
discriminant. O

4.2 Local uniformity for S, extensions for n =5

In this section, we are going to prove the uniformity of S5 extensions by geometry of numbers
based on previous works [Bhal(), [Bhaldl [BSWI17]. We will use slightly different notation just for
this section. Denote K to be an arbitrary number field with degree d = deg(K). For a certain
scheme Y € A7, let k£ be its codimension.

Theorem 4.3. The number of S5 quintic extensions over K which are totally ramified at a
product of finite places q = [ p: is:

X

Ny (S5, X) :O(W%

for any number field K and any square free integral ideal q. The constant is independent of q,
and only depends on k.

The proof is an application of Bhargava’s geometric sieve method [Bhal4]. By [Bhal4l, the
points in the prehomogenous space with certain ramification at a finite place p are Ok /pO -
points on a certain scheme Y, which is cut out by partial derivatives of the discriminant
polynomial. And to get a power saving error, we can apply the averaging technique like in

[BBPI0, BSTT3, [ST] as suggested in Remark 4.2 in [Bhal4]. Instead of considering points that

11



have extra ramification at primes greater than M, we only need to look at the number of points
that have extra ramification at specified primes ¢ = [[ p. So we will first determine the number
of Ok /qOk-points of a scheme Y in an expanding ball and then compute the number of lattice
points in the fundamental domain by averaging technique. We first look at the case when K is
Q. Corresponding to Theorem 3.3 in [Bhald], we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Let B be a compact region in R™ having finite measure. Let Y be any closed
subscheme of A} of codimension k. Let r be a positive real number and q be a square free integer.
Then we have

#{a € rBNZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)} = O(r™ ) - C*@ - max{1, (2)’“},

where the implied constant depends only on B and Y, and C' is an absolute constant only de-
pending on'Y .

Proof. The case when k = 0 is trivial since the number of lattice points in the box is O(r™). So
the initial case is k = 1 with n = 1 . Then there is only one polynomial f(x) for n = 1. The
number of points is O(C¥@ - max{1, 1) where we could choose C' to be the degree of f and the
implied constant depends on f and B.

We will apply induction on n and k. Let 7 : A} — Agfl be the projection onto the first
n — 1 coordinates. By dimension formula, the image Y of Y in A%fl is a closed subscheme with
codimension at least k — 1. And we can choose 7 carefully so that for each y = (a1, - ,an—1) €
7"~ that y(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ), the number of lattice points lying in the fiber is

t{a=(a1,...,an—1,b) €rBNZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)},

and is bounded by C*(9) . max{1, g} Indeed suppose f € Z[x1,- -+ ,x,] vanishes on Y, and s
is the direction of projection, then f(v + st) as a polynomial in ¢ has leading coefficients as a
polynomial in s. So if we choose s such that the leading coefficients is non-zero, then aside from
finitely many p, the number of solutions in Z/pZ at a fixed v is bounded by the degree of f.
Therefore, the number of solutions in Z/qZ is at most O(C*(?)) where C' is the degree of f and
the implied constant depends on the bad primes. And the number of lattice points follows by
the induction to n =1 case.

By induction, the number of y € Z"~! in the projection of B and in Y (Z/qZ) is O(r"~*) -
C¥(@ . max{1, (g)kfl}, and the number of z,, for each y is C*(@) - max{1, 2}. So the totaly
estimate is

HaerBNZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)}

—O(r" ) - C*@ . max{1, (2)’“1, 5 (2)’@ = O(r" %) - C¥@ . max{1, (2)’@.

(4.1)

O

Notice that although Theorem 3.3 in [Bhal4] deals with all p > M, it can also give an
upper bound for counting at a single prime. On one hand, our statement includes the cases
where finitely many ramification conditions are specified. On the other hand, as suggested by
Bhargava, we can get a slightly better error of order r* instead of r"~*+1.

In order to apply the averaging technique, we also need to consider the number of lattice
points in the box mrB that is not necessarily expanding homogeneously in each direction. Here
m is a lower triangle unipotent transformation in GL,,(Q) which does not change the estimate

much. And r = (r1,...,7,) is the scaling factors and the estimate will depend on 7;.

12



Theorem 4.5. Let B be a compact region in R™ having finite measure. Let Y be any closed
subscheme of A} of codimension k. Let r = (r1,...,ry) be a diagonal matriz of positive real
number where r; > Kk for a certain k, q be a square free integer, and m be a lower triangle
unipotent transformation in GL,(R). Then we have

k

n ) 2
Hi;km) O a1, L Ly
q ri Ty Hﬁ":il 7

where the implied constant depends only on B, Y and k, and C is an absolute constant only

HlaemrBNZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)} = O(

depending on Y .

n

Proof. For case k = 0, we can get the result O([[;"_; r;) directly because the total count of lattice
points in mrB only differs with those in B by lower dimension projections of B which could
be bounded by O([], r;) where the implied constant depends on k.

The initial case when k = 1, n = 1 is estimated to be O(%) - C*(@ . max{1, L} It is the
same with Theorem [£4] since there is no non-trivial unipotent action. For general n and k,
we will still consider the projection to the first n — 1 coordinates. By induction, the number

of points in Y is at most O(Lllun) - 0@ . max{1, L ¢ e }. And for a fixed

qt- Yy iy

k—u

q

"k—u
Hi:il T

y=(ai,...,an_1) € Z" ', the number of lattice points lying in the fiber is

t{la=(a1,...,an—1,b) € mrBNZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)}

(4.2)
=t#{b € P,(mrB)NZ | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)}.

Here P, (R) means the section of R with y = (a1, ...,an—1) fixed where R is any compact region.
A lower triangle unipotent transformation m has the property that once x; is fixed for i < k,
then the action on x, is just a translation. Therefore there exists y’ such that P,(mR) and
P,/ (R) only differ by a constant translation, i.e., Py(mR) = P,/(R) + by where by is a constant
vector. Since the estimate only depends on the compact region in terms of its low dimension
projection, constant translation will not affect the estimate, so we can look at instead

#{b € P,y (rB)NZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)}

:O(T—n) 0¥ . max{1, ri}

q

(4.3)

The implied constant in the last equality could be bound uniform for all y by similar argument
in Theorem [£4l Therefore by taking the product, we get

H{a e mrBNZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)}

"oy 2 k 4.4
—oI=iiy o) gy, 4,4 4y (4.4)
q Ty Tl sz:“ 7
and the implied constant depends only on B, Y and k. O

Remark 4.6. We can consider the above theorem as an improvement on Theorem 26 [BST13)]
in this special case. Indeed, the cubic rings K that are ramified at p with p*| Disc(K) are a union
of O(p*~F*) translation of lattices. So we basically prove that when we count these lattice points
in the expanding ball mrB, we do not get those error terms at the tail in line (29) in [BSTI3).

Proof of Theorem [{.3 over Q. We first prove this statement over Q and then will show that
the computation over other number field K should give the same answer. Recall that the quintic
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order is parametrized by G(Z)-orbits in V(Z) where G = GL4s x GL5 and V is the space of
quadruples of skew symmetric 5 x 5 matrices. Denote the fundamental domain of G(R)/G(Z) by
F and B is a compact region in V(R). Let S be any G(Z)-invariant subset of VZ(i) which specifies
a certain property of quintic orders, S be the subset of irreducible points in S, and N(S; X)
denotes the number of irreducible-G(Z) orbits in S with discriminant less than X. Then by
formula (20) in[BSTT3]|, the averaging integral for a certain signature ¢ is

N(S;X) = ML t{zx € S""NgBN V]Rgi) : |Disc(z)] < X }dg (4.5)

1 JgeF

where M; is a constant depending on B.

Here for our purpose, S = S, should be the set of maximal orders that are totally ramified
at all primes plg. In order to apply Theorem L5 we can replace the condition z € S by
x € Y(Z/qZ) where Y is a codimension k = 4 variety in a 40 dimensional space defined by
@) =0 for all partial derivatives of the discriminant polynomial with order j < 4. See [Bhal4]
for the definition of Y.

For g € G(R), we have g = mak\ as the Iwasawa decomposition [Bhal(]. Here m is an lower
triangle unipotent tranformation, a = (t1,...,t,) is a diagonal element with determinant 1 and
k is an orthogonal transformation in G(R) and A = AI is the scaling factor. We will choose B
such that KB = B, so ¢B = maAB = mrB, in which r = A(t1,...,t,) satisfies that ]} ¢, = 1.
Lastly, the requirement |Disc(z)| < X could be dropped as long as we take A < O(X'/?) where
this implied constant depends only on B. So we have

tH{x € S NgBN V]Rgi) : |Disc(z)] < X} <t#{x € mrBNZ" | a(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)}.

We are going to apply Theorem 5] to estimate the integral in (4.5). By [Bhal()], all S5 orders
are parametrized by quadruples of skew symmetric 5 x 5 matrices. So there are 40 variables and
therefore the dimension for the whole space is n = 40. Let’s call those variables aéj where
1 <[ <4 means the m-th matrix, 1 <14 < 4 is the row index of a skew-symmetric 5 X 5 matrix,
2 < 7 < 5 is the column index. We can define the partial order among all 40 entries: a;'-k is

l

smaller than a if 1 <1, 7 <m and k < n. The scaling factor ¢; in our situation could be

mn

described by a pair of diagonal matrices (A, B) where
. -3 —1_—1 —1_—1 -1 3
A = diag(s]”s; "S3 .81, S5, 515255 ,515253)

and
. —4,-3,-2 -1 —3.-2 -1 2,.-2.—1 2.3 1 2.3.4
B = diag(sy "S5 °Sg “S7 , 5455 °Sg -S7 548555 S7 ,S4S5S§Sy , S4S554S7).

Then t;; = A;B;Bj is the scaling factor for the aéj entry. Since the fundamental domain requires
that all s; > C, this partial order also gives the partial order on the magnitude of r;; = Aty;;.
There are many regions in the fundamental domain that provides irreducible Ss-orders. We
will consider the biggest region first, i.e., the points with al, # 0. This region requires that
)\5;352715;1823!95?686745772 > K, therefore r;;; > w for all [,4,j. Let us denote this region in F
to be Dy = {s; > C; | s3s9535355s¢s2 < A/k}. So we could apply Theorem FH directly. Let’s
call this count N*(Y; X). The corresponding integrand, i.e., the number of lattice points in the
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expanding ball gB where g € D) is bounded by

L' =t{z e mrBN V" | 2(mod q) € Y (Z/qZ)}

A7 2 k
:O(—k)-C“’(q) -max{l,i, 2q e, q% }
q Atz A titj M\ Hik:il ti
)40 2 2 3 3
:O(_4) ’ CW(q) ’ max{l, . D) d LD a '\ 3 g ’\3 d )
q At Mtiiatiis AN tiiatore Atiiatiistios Atiiatiistiig
¢ ¢ ¢t q* q*
Nti1otistare’ ANtiiatoratsie’ AMi12tiistiiatioz’ M ii2tiistiiatore’ M 112tiistizators’
4 4 4
q q q

Mtiotiistarators’ Mtiiatiistoratzia’ AMtiiataiatsiataie (46)
To integrate L' over D, and then against A\, we just need to focus on the inner integral over
D), and see whether the integral of those product of ¢;;; over Dy produces O(1) or A" for some
r > 0 as the result. If it is O(1), then we just need to integrate against A and get the expected
% for 0 <7 < 4 where ¢ is the number of ¢;;; factors in the product; if it is A"
for some power r > 0, then we will get a bigger power of X.

estimate, i.e.,

-8

-1 _ 3 3.6 .42 _ X _ —12
For example, t]15, = sys2s3s3Spss7 and dg = Jsds™ = s]° s,

S§88Z2055—3086—3087—20d8x ,
therefore ¢;505 contains s; with negative power for each i. So after integrating over Dy, it is
O(1). Same thing holds for all other products listed as above except: t112t113t123, t112t113t114,
ti1atiistiiatios, tiiatiistiataiz, tiiati13tizgtaiz. All these products have at most 4 t;;; factors,
so the biggest power we could get for s4, s5, s¢ and sy should be (ByBs)* = 5212552245(;1657_8,
so those later s; is never a problem.

Among the product with 3 factors, the s; part for small i in t112t115t123 and t112t113t114 i
577553553, Since s; < O(A\'/?), the integral over Dy should be O(A\/?). Among the product
with 4 factors, t112t113ﬁ114t212 and t112t113ﬁ123t212 has factor 81_882_483_4, while t112t113ﬁ114t123
1255 %s5*, whose integral ends up being O(A*/3).

So the whole result is:

has a bigger term s

O(X1/4U)
NY(Y;X) < _/ / LlS;SS;1253?88220557305673057720(15><d/\x
i JA=0(1) Dy

X X39/40 x38/40 x(37+1/3)/40 x (36+4/3)/40

=0(C¥@) . max{g, (4.7)

A1 A 43 P
X X38/40  x(36+4/3)/40
= 0(Cc¥). max{—, ——5—, !
q q q

We know that there are a lot of regions containing irreducible points for S5 extensions.
However notice that the last term above is X (37+1/3)/40 therefore we will not compute for those
regions with a total counting smaller than this. They must contribute an even smaller counting
when we consider this restriction in those regions. By [Bhal(] Table 1, we can see that there
are still three left to be considered when ai, = 0:

2. aj3 #0, afy # 0;
3. aly =0 but al,, als, a3y #0;
4. a2y =0, but als,al, # 0.

For 2, Dy = {s; > C; | s3s25353s55452 < /\/fi,51_15253sisgsés$ < A/k}. The definition of D
makes it clear that for all ¢;;; > t113, %212 in the partial order we define, we have ¢;;; > k. And
t112 could be arbitrarily small. So we will assume t112 to be 1 when we plug into Theorem
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and get an upper bound on L?:

40 2 k
L? =0 HL;l ~C’“’(Q)~max{1,q,q—,...,i§7l}
q T Hi:;j T
)40 2 2 3 3
:O(_4) ’ CW(q) ’ max{ g D) d LD d ’ N3 g ’\3 d )
q At Mtiiatiis AMtiietare Atiiatiistios Atiiatiisting
¢ ¢ q* q* q*
Nti1atistare’ ANtiiatoratsie’ AMri2tiistiiatiaz’ AMii2tiistiiatore’ M 112tiistizators’
4 4 4
q q q

Mtiiatiistaiatars’ Mratiistoratsiz’ XMtiiataiatsiatars (48)

The list L? contains everything in L' except the first term O(%) -C*(9) . As considered before,
we only need to focus on those difficult terms and it suffices to see that s; < O(A\'/?) again in
this D,\.

For 3 and 4, things can be done similarly. In case 3, a114 # 0 and aj23 # 0 together implies
that ¢t = s9sdsdsys?sist < O(N\?), so 53 < O(AY/3). In case 4, aj;3 # 0 implies that
s3s95353855052 < O(N), s0 51 < O(AV/3).

Therefore, we get the uniformity result for N, (Ss, X) = O(qz;/l%). O

In order to prove Theorem over arbitrary number field K, we will need to prove the
analogue of Theorem over an arbitrary number field K. The setup is a bit more complex
than the case over Q. The variety that describes points with extra ramification is defined over
Ok. Since p : Og — R"EPC?® is a full lattice, an Og-point on the variety corresponds to
a lattice point in R ~ (R” @ C*)" where d is the degree of K/Q. Denote R" @ C* by F.
The scaling vector is r = (r1,...,r,) where r; € F for each 7. Define |- | to be the norm in
F: |v|oe = I, Jvili 1, lvj|; where | - |; means standard norm in R at real places and square of
standard norm in C at complex places.

Theorem 4.7. Let B be a compact region in F™ ~ R™ with finite measure. LetY be any closed
subscheme of Af,  of codimension k. Let v = (r1,...,m,) be a diagonal matriz of non-zero
elements where |ri|oo > K for a certain k. Let q be a square free prime ideal in Ok and m be a
lower triangle unipotent transformation in GL,(F). Then we have

t{a € mrBN (Ok)" | a(mod q) € Y(Ok /qOK)}
(4.9)

:O(H;l:l |rz|00) .Cw(q) -max{l, |q| , |q|2 . i |q|k }
lq|* 7iloc " 73700 T, il
where the implied constant depends only on B, Y and k, and C is an absolute constant only
depending on Y .

In order to prove this analogue, we need the following lemma on the regularity of shapes of
the ideal lattices for a fixed number field K. Given an integral ideal I C O, we can embed it
to F as a full lattice with covolume compared with Ok to be [Of : I] = Nmg ,q(1).

Lemma 4.8. Let K be a number field and I C Ok be an arbitrary ideal. Given A = (\;) € F =
R" & Cs, then

, Aloo
Ha € 110l < N = O( 1) +1
where o; fori=1,...,7+ s are the Archimedean valuations of K and |- |; is the usual norm in

R for real embeddings and square of the usual norm in C for complex embeddings . The implied
constant depends only on K.
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Proof. Given I in the ideal class R in the class group of K, denote [a] to be the equivalence class
of non-zero a in I where a ~ a’ if a = ua’ for some unit u. Then we have [Lan94]

t{la] € | |lalloe < 11X} =t{a C Ok | € R, |0 < X} = O(X). (4.10)

To take advantage of the equality above, we cover the original set W by a disjoint union of
subsets Wi:

. . Aloo Aloo
W= {a e 1| ¥iJoa)l < LNV0) = UHa € 1 Vi lou(@ls < e, A2 <l < D2y = Ui,
E>1
(4.11)
For a € Wy, we have that
|\ii

? < |0'i(a)|i < |)\i|ia

and if wa is in W, it must be also in the same W}, since |ua|e = |a|oo. So the magnitude of u is
bounded as 27% < |o;(u)|; < 2F by the above inequality. By Dirichlet’s unit theorem, the units

of K aside from roots of unity after taking logarithm form a lattice of rank r 4+ s — 1 satisfying
> In|oi(u)]; = 0, therefore

ﬁ{u = OI><( | |1n|0'i(U)|i| < k;} = O(kT+S_1)_

So for each [a] € W}, the multiplicity is bounded by O(k"**~1), and the number of equivalence
classes in Wy, is bounded by

[Aloo Mo 1
Hla] € IT'| |aleo < 2k71} < O( ] . 21@71)' (4.12)
Therefore
Wi | < 0(—|A|°°) i (4.13)
ST e |
The total counting by summation over all k is
) by oo kr-{-s—l A oo
Ha e 11 vilol < IO} = Sl < o) 52 <o)
k k
So the total counting with the origin is
. Ao
tla e I'| Vi, |oi(a)li < [Aili} = O(W) + 1L
O

A corollary of this lemma is that the shape of the ideals lattices inside Ok cannot be too
skew. We will make this precise in the following lemma and prove it by a more direct approach.

Lemma 4.9. Given a number field K with degree d, for any integral ideal I C Ok, denote p;
to be the successive minimum, for the Minkowski reduced basis for I as a lattice in R?. Then p;
is bounded by

i < O(I1]M%)

for all 1 < i < d. The implied constant only depends on the degree of K, the number of complex
embeddings of K and the absolute discriminant of K.
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Proof. Given an integral ideal I, and an arbitrary non-zero element a € I, we have («) C I, so
|(a)| > |I]. The length of o in R? is

V0aB + -+ lal2 +lalrsa + -+ lalss

2 lad? \y
NG I | i (4.14)

1<i<r r+1<i<r+s
Z\/E275/d|(a)|1/d
Z\/E2fs/d|l|1/d.

The first inequality comes from the fact that the arithmetic mean is greater than the geometric
mean. While Minkowski’s first theorem guarantees that p; < O(|I|*/?), we can bound pu; by
O(|I]*/?) in the other direction. This amounts to saying that the first minimum g of Minkowski’s
reduced basis is exactly at the order of the diameter O(|I|*/?). Moreover Minkowski’s second

theorem states that
1/2
1<i<d

therefore for all 7 < d,
pi < O(|11Y%)

where the implied constant only depends on d, s and Dy. O

Remark 4.10. By Lemma [[.3, if we pick X\ with |No = O(|I|) such that |\;|; = O(|I|*/9) for
real places and |\;|; = O(|I|>/?) for complex places, we get a square box with side length O(|I*/4)
in R, Since the first term in Lemma 4.7 could be bounded by O(%) = O(1), we can find a
uniform upper bound of C(|I|*/?) on the side length such that the only lattice point in a smaller
square box is the origin. Therefore the first successive minimum v is greater than the upper

bound.

On the other hand, the Minkowski’s reduced basis generates the whole lattice with covolume
|7 |D}(/27 so the angle among the vectors in the basis is away from zero. This basically means
that among the family of lattices of all integral ideals of K under Minkowski’s reduced basis all
look like square boxes, and we can find a fundamental domain within the square box.

Corollary 4.11. Given a number field K with degree d, for any integral ideal I C Ok and
any residue class ¢ € Ok /IO, denote ¢; to be the i-th coordinate in Re. Then we can find a
representative ¢ such that each

jes| < O(l11M4)

for all 1 < i < d. The implied constant depends only on K.

Proof of Theorem [].7. The case where k = 0 is trivial since the number of lattice points in
the box is O[]}, |ri|~0). It suffices to prove the statement for the initial case when k = 1 and
n = 1. The induction procedure works similarly with Theorem

There is only one polynomial f(z) to be considered for n = 1 and k = 1. Since ¢ is square
free, the number of solution in Ok /qOk is bounded by C“(@) by Chinese remainder theorem.
Therefore the solutions of f(mod ¢) in O is a union of C*(9) translations q + ¢ of the lattice ¢
where ¢ is a certain residue class in Ok /qO that is also a solution.
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Lemma [L.§] states that for arbitrary r € F,

r
HlaerBNOk |a€0+q} = O(max{%, 1
when B is a unit square in F. It follows that the equality is true for any general compact set B
since it could be covered by a square and then the implied constant will also depend on B. For

other nontrivial translations by a root ¢, we have
HlaerBNOkg|acc+qt=t{ae (rB—-c)NOk|a€q}. (4.15)

So it is equivalent to consider the number of lattice points in a translation of the box. We could

cover B by 2" sub-boxes By which is defined by sign in each R space. Then rB — ¢ could be

covered by rBs — c¢. It suffices to count the lattice points in each rBs — ¢ and add them up. For

each s, if there exists one lattice point P € rBy — ¢, then we can cover rBs — ¢ by P +rB,, and
the number of lattice points in 7By + P is equivalent to that in rBs which is

r

H(P+7B.) 016} = 4B 1) < OGmax( 2, 1)),

If there are no lattice points in Bg, then there is nothing to add. Altogether we have that for

any residue class ¢ and any compact set B,

t{laerBNOk |a€c+q} <O2" max{%, 1}) = O(max{%, 1}).

q q

Here the implied constant depends only on B and K. Adding up all solutions of f, we get

t{a € Y BN Ok | f(a) =0 mod ¢} = 0(|7|"|qj°) 0% max{1, % .

This finishes the proof for the case k =1, n = 1. O

Finally, based on Theorem 7] we can prove Theorem over a number field K.

Proof of Theorem [[.3 over K. We will follow the notation [BSW1T] in this proof. Counting
Sp-number fields for n = 3,4,5 over a number field K is different from that over Q mostly in
two aspects.

Firstly, the structure of finitely generated Ox-module is more complex than that of Z, there-
fore the parametrization of S,, number fields over K will involve other orbits aside from G(Of )-
orbits of V(Og) points. Actually finitely generated Ox-modules with rank n are classified in
correspondence to the ideal class group CI(K) of K. So for each ideal class 3, we get a lattice
Lg corresponding to S, extensions L with Or, corresponding to 3. We just need to count the
number of orbits in £5 under the action of I'g where I'g is commensurable with G(Ok ) and Lg
is commensurable with V(Ok). See section 3 in [BSW17] for more details.

Secondly, the reduction theory over a number field K is slightly different in that the de-
scription of fundamental domain requires the introduction of units, and this effect of units is
especially beneficial for summation over fundamental domain. The most significant difference is
at the description of the torus. Originally over Q, we have G(R)/G(Z) = NAKA [Bhal0] where
A is an [-dimensional torus (I = 7 for S5) embedded into GL,(R) (n = 40 for S5) as diagonal
elements

T(c) = {t(s1,...,5) € T(R) = G! (R) | Vi,s; > c}.
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Given a number field K, recall that p : O — F = R" € C® is the embedding of Ok as a full
lattice in RY. Then A could be described as a subset of

il
Here |s;|; < O(|si|) for all j, k guarantees that |s;|; ~ |s|x, thus |s;|, ~ [s;|5." ). Therefore,
if we have a bound that |s;|o. < A, then we can get the bound |s;|, < O(A'"). See section 4

[BSW1T] for more details.

Recall that we need to compute

T(c,d)={t=1t(s1,...,8) € T(F) =G (F)|VYi,|siloo > ¢, Vj,k,In <}

1 ; i .
N(S;X):ﬁ/ }_ﬁ{xeS"TﬂgBﬂV;) : |Disc(2)]0o < X }dg (4.16)
i Jge

where V}i) is a subspace of Vp with a certain signature, and B is a compact ball in the space Vg
that is invariant under the action of the orthogonal group K. By Theorem [£7] the integrand is

tH{x € S NgBN V}Si) 1| Disc(z)|oo < X} < #{z e mAMBNL | z(mod q) € Y(Z/qZ)}
Al [ lal” |l (4.17)

:O_ .CW(Q).ma’X 17 s gee ey - .
( q|k) { |)\ti|oo |)‘2titj|00 |)‘k sz:zl tll"o}

Here in order to present the result in a similar form with that over Q, for each A € R™ we denote
A to be the diagonal matrix such that |Disc(Av)|eo = |A|% |Disc(v)]oc where n = 40 for S.

The first case is to compute G(Og )-orbits in V(O ), which corresponds to the trivial class
in CI(K). Denote F to be G(F)/G(Ok) and L to be the image of V(Og) in V(F). We first
look at the case where a}, # 0. Since L is a lattice, z with non-zero ai, is away from zero and

|a|oo could be bounded from below by «, so we would only integrate over
Dy ={t=1t(s;) € T(c,c) | |s3s2535158555%]00 < N/K}.

The integral over F' = R gives the same result as over Q

A O(Al/(r+s)) O(A1/2(r+s))
/ slsas < T / stds? I / P2 Y rdry = O(AY).
o) 1<i<r”/01) r1<i<r4s? O1)

(4.18)
So we will end up with the same result over K.

For fields corresponding to other ideal class § € C1(K), we can similarly compute the average
number of lattice points in Fv for v € B with bounded discriminant. Denote Fg = I'3\G(F).
By [BSWI1T7], we can cover Fg by finitely many ¢;F where g; € G(Ok) are representatives of
G(Ok)/(G(Ok) NTg). Let’s call D; = Fz N g;F, then we just need to sum up

S
Mi g€D;
1 ; i .
<— HzxeS"" NgBN Vé) : |Disc(2)]0o < X }dg (4.19)
i JgEgi F

t{z € g7 1S" N gBN V) by

t{z e S NgBN VY : Disc(z)|o < X}dg

1
<—
M; geF

As in [BSWIT] section 3,
Ly = VoK) [T VO [TV(5)
pfoo

ploo
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where 3 is a representative of the double coset cls = ([],o G(Op))\G(Af)/G(K). Here Af
is the restricted product of K for all finite places p. So given a class 8, we can choose a
representative such that j3, is the identity element in G(O,) except at a finite set of places S.

Atpe S, By isin G(K,). Given v € Lg, we have
vp € Bp_lV(Op).
Since 3, L can be regarded as a linear action, there must exist r large enough such that
v’ € ﬂ;lﬂTV(Op) e V(O,)

and (7") = (a,) is a principle integral ideal in O where 7 is a uniformizer for O,. Glue all the
a, and we get a = Hpes ap. By the way it is defined, we have that aLls is in Ox and a € O
at p ¢ S. So for p outside S, v € L3 is in Y(Oxk/p), if and only if, av € O is in Y(Og /p).
Therefore we can consider aLg inside O instead and do not lose the information of ramification
at all but finitely many places. Since there are only finitely many ideal classes it will not affect
the form of the uniformity estimate but only the implied constant. From now on, we will assume
Ls to be in Og.

In ([EI9), S denotes the set of totally ramified points at ¢ in Lg. If ¢ is a square free
integral ideal away from S and z € S satisfies # € O and = € Y(Og/q), then g{lv € Ok
and g; 'v € g; 'Y (O /q). Denoting g; 'Y =Y;, then it suffices to count

t{z € g7 'L NgBNYi(Ox/q)}- (4.20)

Since g; 'y only differs with Y by a linear transformation on coordinates, Y; has the same
codimension. Apply Theorem [£7] to get the same estimates. To consider arbitrary square free
ideal ¢ = q1¢2 with g2 containing the involved factors in S, we can estimate with ¢; and replace
lq1] by |g| with a difference of at most O(1) since there are only finitely many p € S. O

4.3 Local uniformity for Abelian extensions

It has been proved [WriS9] that Malle’s conjecture is true for all abelian groups over any
number field k.

Theorem 4.12. Let A be a finite abelian group and k be a number field, the number of A-
extensions over k with the absolute discriminant bounded by X 1s

N(A, X) ~ CXV*A) (1n X)PEA-1,

We will need to prove a uniformity estimate for A extensions with certain local conditions.
For an arbitrary integral ideal ¢ in Oy, define Ny(A, X) = 4{K | Disc(K/k) < X, Gal(K/k) =
A, q| disc(K/k)}.

Theorem 4.13. Let A be a finite abelian group and k be a number field, then

Ny(A,X) < O(CW(Q))(%)l/a(A)(lnX)b(k,A)_l

for an arbitrary integral ideal q in Oy, where C and the implied constant depends only on k .

Proof. We will follow the notation and the language of [Wool0] to describe abelian extensions.
To get an upper bound of A-number fields, it suffices to bound on the number of continuous
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homomorphisms from the idele class group Cx — A. Similarly, for A-number fields with certain
local conditions, it suffices to bound on the number of continuous homomorphisms from the idele
class group Cy — A satisfying certain local conditions.

Let S be a finite set of primes such that S generates the class group of k, including infinite
primes and possibly wildly ramified primes, i.e., primes above the prime divisors of |A|. Denote
Ji to be the idele group of k, Jg to be the idele group with component O for all v ¢ S and OF to
be k*NJg. By lemma 2.8 in [Wool0), the idele class group Cy = Ji/k* ~ Jg/OZ. Therefore to
bound the number of continuous homomorphisms Cj — A, we can choose to bound the number
of continuous homomorphisms Jg — A. The Dirichlet series for Jg — A with respect to absolute
discriminant is an Euler product, see [Wool0] section 2.4,

Fsas) = TTC X2 e [IC X0 oo = 2 (4.21)

PES ppik;—A P¢S pp:OF—A n

where d(p,) is the exponent of p in the relative discriminant and can be determined by the tame
inertia group at p, which is the image of O} in A. Lemma 2.10 [Wool0] shows that Fs a(s) has
exactly the same right most pole with Dirichlet series for A-number fields at s = a(i‘) with the
same order b(k, A).

Fg 4(s) is a nice Euler product: for all p-factor there is a uniform bound M on the magnitude

of coefficient a,- and a uniform bound R on r such that a,r is zero for » > R. Denote the
counting function of Fg a(s) by B(X) = >, ¢ an,. Then for a certain integer ¢ = [, p.",

denote By(X) = 3", < x an- Let qo = [1, pF then

X X _
By(X) = Z ad Z ap < Z adB(E) < Z Mw(q)(g)l/a(A) A=t x
qldlqo  k,(d,k)=1,dk<X qld|qo qld|qo

1

— M) x1/a(A) 1p(A)=1 -

= M*@X In X |§d VY (4.22)
qialqo

1 X
= w(q) 1/a(A) 1,.b(A)—1
q1/a(A) O(C¥)( P ) In X.

< (MR)*(@ x1/a(4) |ph(A)=1 x

We have N, (A, X') bounded by B4 (X) for an arbitrary integral ideal g. O

5 Proof of the Main Theorem

In this section, we prove our main results Theorem [l

Lemma 5.1. For n = 3,4,5, let A be an abelian group satisfying the corresponding condition
on m = |A| in Theorem [l Then Ve € A and k € S,, ,

ind(k,c)/m —ind(k) +r > 1 (5.1)

where the uniformity O(X/|q|™) holds for S, degree n extensions with k as the inertia group at
plg.

Proof. This can be checked by Lemma 2.4] and with Theorem AT and O

Then we are going to prove the main results.
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Proof of Theorem [1.1l We will describe S,, X A number fields by pairs of S, degree n field
K and A-number fields L

N(S, x A, X) =t{(K,L)|Gal(K/k) ~ S,,Gal(L/k) ~ A,Disc(KL) < X }.

We will write N(X) for short and omit the conditions Gal(K/k) ~ S,, and Gal(L/k) ~ A when
there is no confusion. The equality holds since S,, and odd abelian group have no isomorphic
quotient. We will prove this result by three steps.

1. Estimate pairs by Disc(OxOr).
By Theorem 2] we can get a lower bound for N(S,, x A, X) by counting the number of pairs
by Disc(OxOpr). Denote |A| =m,

N(S, x A, X)

> t{(K,L)| Gal(K/k) ~ S,,Gal(L/k) ~ A, Disc(OxOp,) = Disc(K)™ Disc(L)" < X}. (5:2)

By Lemma 32 there exists C such that N (S, x 4, X) > CoX'/™ asymptotically. We can get
a better understanding of the constant Cy in view of Dirichlet series. Let f(s) be the Dirichlet
series of S,, cubic number fields, and g(s) be the Dirichlet series of A-number fields. Then the
Dirichlet series for {(K, L)} with respect to Disc(K)™ Disc(L)™ is f(ms)g(ns). The analytic
continuation and pole behavior of f and g are both well studied [TT13, [Wrig9, [Wool(]. It has
been shown that f(s) has the right most pole at s = m = 1 and g(s) has the right most

m

pole at s = m. Recall that for A arbitrary abelian group, W) =
1 1

m > nind(A) "
at s = %, and the order of the pole is exactly the order of the pole of f(s) at s = 1, which is 1.
By Tauberian Theorem|Nar83],

N A X
lim inf M

X —o00 Xl/m

ﬁ where p is the

minimal prime divisor of |A|, so Therefore the right most pole of f(ms)g(ns) is

> Resy_1 f - g ) = Ress_1 f - g(%). (5.3)

o
ind(Sy,)-m

2. Estimate pairs by Discy (K L).
Define Discy to approximate Disc as follows:

Disc,(KL) |p| <Y

(5.4)
Disc,,(K)™ Disc,(L)" |p| > Y.

Discy (KL) = {
Recall that Disc, means the norm of p-factor in the discriminant, while Discy, as described
above, is an approximation of Disc. The notation would be distinguished by whether the lower
index is capital or little letter.

Define Ny (X) = #{(K,L)|Discy (KL) < X}. Since Discy(KL) > Disc(KL), as Y gets
larger, we get Ny (X) < N(X) which is an increasingly better lower bound for N(X).

To compute Ny (X), denote the set of primes smaller than Y to be {p;} with i =1,--- ,n.
Let 37 be a set containing a local étale extension over k,, of degree n for each |p;| < Y and
¥ = (%1, X2) contains a pair of local étale extension for each p;. There are finitely many local
étale extensions of degree n and m, so there are finitely many different ¥;’s and thus finitely
many Y’s for a certain Y. We will write K € X4 if for all [p| <Y K, as a local étale extension
is in 4.

For each 31, we know counting result of S,, cubic field [BSW17] with finitely many local
conditions

Ny, (Sp, X) = ${K| Gal(K/k) ~ Sn, K € %1}
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and similarly for abelian extensions with in 35 [M&k85, [Wri89, [Wool().
We can relate Discy (K L) and Disc(K L) for pairs (K, L) € X,

Discy (KL) = [[ Disc,(KL) J] Disc,(K)™ Disc,(L)"
lpI<Y [p|>Y
= Disc(K)™ Dise(L)" [] Disc,(KL)Disc,(K) ™ Disc,(L) ™" (5.5)
|p|<Y
_ Disc(K)™ Disc(L)"
- .

where dyx, is a factor only depending on 3. We have seen in section 2 that at tamely ramified
primes, Disc, (K L) can be determined by inertia groups of K and L, therefore it depends on ¥
at p. For wildly ramified primes, it suffices to see that Disc,(K L) could be determined by K,
and L,. This is always true under taking product: if K and L have trivial intersection, we can
get the map from absolute local Galois group G, to S, x A by taking the product of such maps
to S, and A. Then we get the precise local information for K L including Disc, (K L).

Therefore Discy (K L) < X is equivalent to Disc(K)™ Disc(L)" < dxX for (K, L) € . Apply
Lemma B2l to Ny, (S,, X) and Ny, (A4, X), we get

Ny (X)
Xlgl(lw Xi/m = Cy. (5.6)
For each Y, Ny (X) < N(X), therefore
o Ny(X) . N(X)
= < —. 5.7
A S = O = e >0

By definition of Ny, Cy is monotonically increasing as Y increases and will be shown to be
uniformly bounded in next step. So this limit does exist and gives a lower bound.

3. Bound N(X) — Ny (X)
Our goal is to prove the other direction of the inequality

. NKX)
> .
Jim O 2 limewp 5)
and thus N (X)
. . . Y .
T A . 5.9
Aim s = Jim lim —ms = lim Oy (5.9)

To get an upper bound of N(X) via Ny (X), we need to bound on N(X) — Ny (X). It suffices
to show the difference is o(X/™). There are only finitely many wildly ramified primes, so they
would only affect the constant but not the order.

N(X) — Ny(X) = #{(K, L)| Disc(KL) < X < Discy (KL)}

— S #{(K, L) € /| Dise(K L) < X < Discy (KL)} (5.10)
~

where the local condition ¥’ is a little bit different from ¥ in last part. Each ¥’ specifies a finite
set of primes S = {p,} and a pair of inertia groups at tame p and a pair of ramified local étale
extensions at wildly ramified p for each p in S. Denote the pair of local information by (h;, g;)
for each p;. We will not write the index j each time when there is no confusion. We write
(K,L) e ¥ if K, and L, are in ¥’ for each p € S, and are not ramified simultaneously outside
S. Denote exp(+) to be the corresponding exponent of p in discriminant. At tame place, exp(+)
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is equal to ind(-) as described before. For (K, L) € ¥/, we can relate precise Disc(K L) to the
product,
Disc(K L) =Disc(K)™ Disc(L)" H |p| PR 95)=m-exp(h;) —n-exp(g;)
pes (5.11)
~ Disc(K)™ Disc(L)"
= i _

Each ¥/ summand is

#{(K,L) € ¥|Disc(KL) < X < Discy (KL)}
<#{(K,L) € ¥'| Disc(KL) < X'}
=t{(K,L) € ¥'| Disc(K)™ Disc(L)" < Xdx/} (5.12)
) : s . X
=#{(K, L) € ¥'| [ [ Disc,(K)™ Disc,(L)" < T |p|exp(hj’gj)}.

PES

Notice only ¥’ summand where [ ¢ [p| > Y is non-zero. Denote [] ¢ Disc,(K) by Discres (K).
For a certain Y/, define ¢, = H;e S 1, =<k> P where H/ means the product is taken only over
tamely ramified p in ¥’. Similarly we write K € ¥’ if K satisfies the local conditions specified
at S in ¥’. Then we can bound the number of K € '

${K|K € ¥/, Disces(K) < X}
|

=${K|K € ¥/, Disc(K) < X [ [p|"®")}
peS
=Oc | [Tlael™™ TT o) | X (5.13)
k peS

=0, <H |Qk|_”+ind(k)> X.
!

Here we can ignore wildly ramified primes since there are only finitely many wildly ramified
primes and finitely many wildly ramified local étale extensions. Hence the discriminant at those
primes are uniformly bounded by some constant. Similarly,

#{L|L € ¥, Discyes(L) < X}
=t#{L|L € ¥/, Disc(L) < X [ Ip|™P“)}

pes (5.14)

=0, (H |p|eXP(gj))€ x 1/a(A) |nb(A)

peES
Now apply Lemma B2l to (512,
X
’ . m e n
H{(K, L) € ¥'| Discyes (K)™ Discyres(L)" < Hpes |p|exp(hig;)

<0 H| |7rk+ind(k)+e ( X )1/m

<O . qxk es |p|exP(hi i) (5.15)

<O <H |qk|—rk+ind(k)+e—ind(k,g;)/m> xlm
k
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Each Y/ gives a list of (gi) of relatively prime ideals. Conversely, for each list (g ), there are at
most M*ILx4) = O (T],. gx)¢ many ¥'s, where M is an upper bound of the number of possible
tame inertia groups for A-extensions, then

X
N(X) = Ny(X) <> #{(K, L) € ¥'|Discyes(K)™ Discres (L) < T
. [1,cs [plexe(i:

<xmo [ Y [lier (.10

(ar),I1x lak|>Y K

< XYmO (> 1)

l[q|>Y

7

where the for every k, the exponent ¢ is strictly smaller than —1 by Lemma[5.J]and € is arbitrary
small. Therefore the summation is convergent and N(X) — Ny (X) is O(X/™) which proves
the boundedness of Cy. Moreover,

N(X) = Ny (X)

. . < . (5-‘1-6 _
Ylgnooh;nj;lop—Xl/m _Ylgnoo Oc(lq[*™) =0, (5.17)
la|>Y
therefore it proves that

N(X Ny (X N(X)— Ny (X

lim sup (1 )S lim lim v )JrlimsupM
X—o0 X /m Y =00 \ X—o0 Xl/m X—o0 Xl/m (518)

= lim Cy.
Y —oco

O
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