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UNIVARIATE AND BIVARIATE ZETA FUNCTIONS OF

UNIPOTENT GROUP SCHEMES OF TYPE G.

MICHELE ZORDAN

Abstract. We compute the representation and class counting zeta functions
for a family of torsion-free finitely generated nilpotent groups of nilpotency

class 2. These groups arise from a generalisation of one the families of unipo-
tent groups schemes treated by Stasinski and Voll in [18, 19] and Lins in [10].
The univariate zeta functions are obtained by specialising the respective bi-
variate zeta functions defined by Lins in [9]. These are also used to deduce a
formula for a joint distribution on Weyl groups of type B.

1. Introduction

1.1. A family of group schemes. Stasinski and Voll [19, Section 2.4] associate a
unipotent group scheme GΛ with a 2-nilpotent Lie lattice Λ over the ring of integers
of a number field. In this note we shall consider group schemes arising from the
following Z-Lie lattices.

Definition 1.1. Fix throughout m,n ∈ N. We define the following Z-Lie lattice:

Λm,n = 〈x1, . . . , xm+n, zij , 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ n | [xi, xm+j ] = zij〉,

where all non-specified Lie brackets which do not follow formally from the given
ones are zero.

1.2. Main results. For ease of notation, we denote the group scheme GΛm,n
by

Gm,n. Without loss of generality we may assume that m ≤ n. Indeed the Z-Lie
lattices Λm,n and Λn,m are isomorphic, so Gm,n and Gn,m are isomorphic as Z-
group schemes. Hence all formulas valid for m ≤ n work for n ≤ m, after swapping
m and n. Throughout, a T-group is torsion-free finitely generated and nilpotent.

1.2.1. Twist representation zeta functions. Let G be a group and let i ∈ N. We
define Irri(G) to be the set of characters of the irreducible complex representations
of G of dimension i. If G is a topological group, we stipulate that Irri(G) contains
only the characters of the continuous irreducible representations.

Let θ1, θ2 ∈ Irri(G). We say that θ1 and θ2 are twist equivalent and write θ1 ∼ θ2,
when there is χ ∈ Irr1(G) such that θ1 = χθ2. We define

ãi(G) = # (Irri(G)/ ∼) .

If the group G is such that ãi(G) ∈ N for all i ∈ N, we say that the group is twist
rigid and we define the twist representation zeta function of G as

ζG(s) =
∑

i∈N

ãi(G)i−s.

It is well known that T-groups are twist rigid (cf. [8, Theorem 6.6]).

Theorem A. Let O be the ring of integers of a number field K, and let ζK be the

Dedekind zeta function of K. Then

ζGm,n(O)(s) =

m−1∏

i=0

ζK(s− n− i)

ζK(s− i)
.

http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03849v2
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We briefly digress from the presentation of the main results to discuss the context
of Theorem A. First of all, this theorem compares to [19, Theorem B] where the
authors compute the representation zeta function for three infinite families of T-
groups generalising the Heisenberg group. The Lie lattice Λm,n coincides with their
Gn when m = n. Hence Theorem A is a generalization of [19, Theorem B] for the
groups Gn(O). In particular the properties of the Dedekind zeta function imply
that the results on functional equation and abscissa of convergence in [19, Corollary
1.3] hold, mutatis mutandis, for the representation zeta function of Gm,n(O). Also
the statement on meromorphic continuation holds but it is now a consequence of
the more general [4, Theorem A] by Dung and Voll.

Secondly, the groupsGm,n(O) are a generalization of the Grenham’s groupsG1,n.
These were used by Snocken to prove that every rational number may be attained
as the abscissa of convergence of the representation zeta function of a T-group of
class 2 (cf. [17, Theorem 4.22]). In particular, Theorem A may be used to recover
Snocken’s result. Indeed, if ×k

ZGm,n denotes the k-fold central product of Gm,n,
then it is a well known fact that

ζ×k
Z
Gm,n(O)(s) = ζGm,n(O)(ks).

This clearly has abscissa of convergence (m+n)/k. Notice that by [5, Theorem 1.5]
the abscissa of convergence must be rational (cf. also [4, Theorem A] for T-groups
and [6, 20] for compact p-adic analytic groups and [1] for arithmetic groups).

Finally, on the one hand, Theorem A also compares to [3, Section 1.3], where
Carnevale, Shechter and Voll consider Lie lattices obtained from Gn by adding an
extra linear relation for its generators. On the other hand, in the same vein of
generalising the Heisenberg group, Theorem A (and its corollaries) compare with
the result in [21, Section 3.6] by Voll.

1.2.2. Local representation zeta function. Let K be a number field with ring of
integers O. For a non-zero prime ideal p of O we denote the completion of O at p
by Op. Let Λ be a 2-nilpotent O-Lie lattice. By [19, Proposition 2.2] one has the
following Euler factorization over the non-zero prime ideals of O:

(1.2) ζGΛ(O)(s) =
∏

p

ζGΛ(Op)(s).

Note that here we view GΛ(Op) as a topological group. Thus, by our convention,
the factors on the right-hand side of the last equality (local factors) are defined
by counting continuous representations only. Note also that on the one hand, in
its current form, equation (1.2) applies to group schemes arising from Lie lattices
over O. On the other hand, GΛm,n⊗ZO(O) ∼= Gm,n(O). To avoid unnecessary
technicalities, now that O is fixed, we re-define Gm,n = GΛm,n⊗ZO.

Notation 1.3. Henceforth X , Y and Z will denote indeterminates in the field
Q(X,Y, Z). We define the following objects.

1. Let N ∈ N, we write

(N)X = (1 −XN) (0)X = 1

(N)X ! = (1)X(2)X · · · (N)X (0)X ! = 1.

2. Gauss polynomial. For a, b ∈ N0 b ≤ a, we define
(
a

b

)

X

=
(a)X !

(a− b)X !(b)X !
.

3. Let j ∈ N. We write [j] for the set {1, . . . , j} and [j]0 for {0, . . . , j}.
4. We write {i1, . . . , iℓ}< for an ordered subset of N, i.e. a subset such that

i1 < i2 < · · · < iℓ.
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5. X-multinomial coefficient. Let j ∈ N and let I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆ [j − 1]0.
We write (

j

I

)

=

(
j

iℓ

)

X

(
iℓ

iℓ−1

)

X

· · ·

(
i2
i1

)

X

.

6. Pochhammer symbol. Let k ∈ N. We define

(X ;Y )k =

k−1∏

i=0

(1−XY i).

We introduce the following polynomial, which is related to counting m× n ma-
trices of a given rank (see Lemma 3.4 and (3.14) for more detail).

Definition 1.4. Let I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆ [m− 1]0. We define

f I
m,n(X) =

(
m

I

)

X

(Xn−mX i1+1;X)m−i1 .

Theorem B. Let p be a non-zero prime ideal of O and q be the cardinality of its

residue field. Then

(1.5) ζGm,n(Op)(s) =
∑

I⊆[m−1]0

f I
m,n(q

−1)
∏

i∈I

q(m−i)(n+i)−(m−i)s

1− q(m−i)(n+i)−(m−i)s
,

where I under the summation symbol denotes an ordered subset.

1.2.3. Topological zeta functions. In [13] Rossmann defines topological representa-
tion zeta functions for T-groups arising from unipotent group schemes.

Corollary 1.6. For all non-zero prime ideals p of O, the topological representation

zeta function of Gm,n(Op) is
m−1∏

i=0

s− i

s− n− i
.

1.3. Bivariate zeta functions. We shall prove Theorems A and B by computing
the bivariate representation zeta function (cf. Remark 3.15) introduced by Lins in
[9]. In addition, we shall also compute another bivariate zeta function defined by
Lins, which will give the class counting zeta function of Gm,n(O). We need to in-
troduce some additional notation, in order to state the results of our computations.

Let G be a group and let n ∈ N. We define the following sequences:

rn(G) = #{irreducible complex characters of G of degree n}

cn(G) = #{conjugacy classes of G of size n}

Let G be such that rn(G) ∈ N or cn(G) ∈ N, for all n ∈ N, we define respectively

ζirrG (s) =

∞∑

n=1

rn(G)n−s or ζccG (s) =

∞∑

n=1

ccn(G)n−s.

Let G be a unipotent group scheme over O. Then, for any non-zero ideal I E O,
G(O/I) is a finite group. Thus rn(G(O/I)) and cn(G(O/I)) are finite for all n ∈ N.

Definition 1.7 ([10, Definition 1.2]). The bivariate representation zeta function

and the bivariate conjugacy class zeta function of G(O) are, respectively,

Z irr
G(O)(s1, s2) =

∑

(0) 6=IEO

ζ irr
G(O/I)(s1)|O : I|−s2

Zcc
G(O)(s1, s2) =

∑

(0) 6=IEO

ζcc
G(O/I)(s1)|O : I|−s2 .
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By [9, Proposition 2.4], bivariate zeta functions have an Euler product factori-
sation. Namely, for ∗ ∈ {irr, cc},

(1.8) Z∗
G(O)(s1, s2) =

∏

p∈Spec(O)r{(0)}

Z∗
G(Op)

(s1, s2).

Theorem C. Let p be a non-zero prime ideal of O and q be the cardinality of its

residue field. Define

δn,m = n−m,

am,n(i) = (m− i)(n+ i) + 2i+ δn,m.

Then

Z irr
Gm,n(Op)

(s1, s2) =
1

1− qam,n(m)−s2

∑

I⊆[m−1]0

f I
m,n(q

−1)
∏

i∈I

qam,n(i)−(m−i)s1−s2

1− qam,n(i)−(m−i)s1−s2
.

Zcc
Gm,n(Op)

(s1, s2) =
N cc

m,n;q(q
−s1 , q−s2)

Dcc
m,n;q(q

−s1 , q−s2)
,

where

N cc
m,n;q(T1, T2) =T1q

m+n

+ (T 2m+n
1 T 2

2 qmn+1 − Tm+1
1 T2) (q

m + qn) qmn

+ (Tm+n+1
1 T 2

2 qmn − Tm+n
1 T2 q) (q

m + qn − 1) qmn

− T
2(m+n)
1 T 3

2 q3mn+1

Dcc
m,n;q(T1, T2) =T1q

m+n(1 − Tm+n−1
1 T2q

mn+1)(1− T n
1 T2q

(m−1)(n+1)+1)

· (1 − Tm
1 T2q

(n−1)(m+1)+1)(1− T2q
mn).

The second part of this theorem is proved in [10, Section 3.3] when m = n. The
proof we shall give in Section 4, however, is not a direct generalisation of that proof.

1.3.1. Class counting zeta function. As anticipated, we shall use Theorem C to de-
duce the main results on the representation zeta function from its bivariate coun-
terpart. The bivariate conjugacy class zeta function will, instead, be used to obtain
a special case of [16, Proposition 8.7] (for r = 2, n1 = n, n2 = m).

Recall that the number of conjugacy classes of a group G is called the class

number and is denoted by k(G). Let G be a unipotent group scheme over O. The
class counting zeta function of G(O) is defined as

ζk
G(O)(s) =

∑

(0) 6=IEO

k(G(O/I))|O : I|−s.

Unipotent groups have the strong approximation property (cf. [12, Lemma 5.5])
and therefore, by [2, Lemma 8.1], the class counting zeta function has an Euler
product decomposition.

Corollary 1.9. The class counting zeta function ζkGm,n(O)(s) is

∏

p

q2mn−m−n+1−2s − ((q + 1)qm − (qm − q − 1)qn − q)qmn−m−n−s + 1

(1− qmn+m−n−s)(1− qmn+n−m−s)(1− qmn+1−s)
,

where q is the residue field cardinality of p, and p ranges over the non-zero prime

ideals of O.

Remark 1.10. Although we shall use the bivariate conjugacy class zeta function to
derive the class counting zeta function, it is worth noting here, that the latter is
also part of the larger theory of ask zeta functions formulated by Rossmann in [14]
(see Theorem 1.17 therein).
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1.3.2. Statistics on Weyl groups. The last main result in this work follows from an
alternative expression of the bivariate representation zeta function in Theorem C.
We recall some definitions and basics on Weyl groups from [19, Section 4.2]. Let
(W,S) be a finite Coxeter system, with Coxeter group W and Coxeter generating
set S.

Notation 1.11. Let w ∈ W . We denote the Coxeter length of w by ℓ(w). That
is, ℓ(w) is the shortest length of a word in the elements of S representing w. We
denote the (right) descent type of w by

D(w) = {s ∈ S | ℓ(ws) < ℓ(w)}.

We have some additional notation for Weyl groups of type B. Let [±m]0 =
{−m, . . . , 0, . . . ,m}. The group Bm is defined as the subgroup of the symmetric
group on [±m]0, consisting of those permutations w such that, for all i ∈ [±m]0,
w(−i) = −w(i). We choose the standard set of Coxeter generators for Bm, namely
S = {σ0, σ1, . . . , σn−1} where

s0 = (−1, 1)

si = (−i− 1,−i)(i, i+ 1) for all i ∈ [m− 1].

For w ∈ Bm, we define

neg(w) = #{i ∈ [m] | w(i) < 0}.

Applying [19, Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5] to the formula in Theorem B, we obtain the
following expression of the bivariate representation zeta function in the fashion of
[10, Lemma 5.4].

Corollary 1.12. Let p be a non-zero prime ideal p in O and let q be its residue

field cardinality. For w ∈ Bm, let

χm,n(w) = (−1)neg(w)

hm,n(w) = ℓ(w) + δn,m neg(w).

Then

Z irr
Gm,n(Op)

(s1, s2) =

∑

w∈Bm
χm,n(w)q

−hm,n(w)
∏

i∈D(w) q
am,n(i)−(m−i)s1−s2

∏m
i=0(1− qam,n(i)−(m−i)s1−s2)

.

Note that – in comparison to [19, Lemma 4.4] – the formula in the last corollary
has an extra factor for i = m in the denominator. This accounts for the factor
(1− qa(m)−s2) in the expression for Z irr

Gm,n(Op)
(s1, s2) in Theorem C.

Similar to [10, Propositions 5.5 and 5.6] we deduce the following formula for a
joint distribution of the following statistics on Bm. We define

σmn =
∑

i∈D(w)

(m− i)(n+ i)

maj(w) =
∑

i∈D(w)

i

des(w) = |D(w)|.
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Corollary 1.13. For all m,n ∈ N with m ≤ n, we have the following identity in

Q[X,Z].

∑

w∈Bm

(−1)neg(w)X−(σmn−ℓ+2maj)(w)+δmn(des− neg)(w)Z =

n∏

i=3

(1−X(m−i)(n+i)+2i+δmnZ)·

(X2mn−m−n+1Z2 − ((X + 1)Xm − (Xm −X − 1)Xn −X))Xmn−m−n + 1).

Notation 1.14. Throughout, Z denotes the integers, N the set of positive integers
and N0 = {0} ∪ N the set of natural numbers. The set of rational numbers is
denoted by Q.

Let R be a ring, an R-Lie lattice is a free finitely generated R-module endowed
with a Lie bracket. If g is an R-Lie lattice, we write g′ for its derived Lie sublattice.
If not otherwise specified, when R is considered as an R-Lie lattice it is always
endowed with the trivial Lie bracket.

Let i, j ∈ N. The ring of i×j matrices with entries in R is denoted by Mati×j(R).
The zero element of this ring is denoted by Oi×j . If i = j the identity matrix is
denoted by Idj . The diagonal matrix with a1, . . . , aj ∈ R on the diagonal is denoted
by diag(a1, . . . , aj).

We shall denote tuples by x,y, z, . . . , while their components will be denoted by
x1, x2, x3, . . . , y1, y2, y3, . . . , z1, z2, z3, . . . respectively. Often we shall represent mn-
tuples of elements in a ring R as m×n matrices. In this case the components of the
mn-tuple x ∈ Matm×n(R) are denoted by xij for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

1.4. Acknowledgement. The formulae for the (univariate) representation zeta
functions computed here were first obtained during my doctoral studies. I wish
to thank my PhD supervisor Christopher Voll and I acknowledge financial support
by the School of Mathematics of the University of Southampton, the Faculty of
Mathematics of the University of Bielefeld, and CRC 701. The remaining parts
of this work were completed while supported by Research Project G.0939.13N and
G.0792.18N of the Research Foundation - Flanders (FWO), the University of Auck-
land, and Imperial College London. I am grateful to Ben Martin and Christopher
Voll for their comments.

2. Preliminaries on bivariate zeta functions

Let p be a non-zero prime ideal in O. Lins shows in [10] that the p-local factor
in (1.8) may be expressed in terms of p-adic integrals. We briefly recall how it is
done.

2.0.1. Igusa-type integrals. For the rest of this note, let o = Op. The main tool is
an Igusa-type integral associated with a matrix of linear forms. Namely, let d ∈ N
and let X = (X1, . . . , Xd). Let R(X) be a matrix of linear forms in o[X]. Let Kp

be the field of fractions of o. We define

(2.1) uR = rkKp(X)(R(X)).

Let µ be the additive Haar measure on od+1. For k ∈ [u], let also

Fk(R(X))

be the ideal of o[X] generated by the k-minors of R(X). We set

Wd(o) = o
d r p

d.
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One defines

ZR(ρ, τ) =
1

1− q−1

∫

(w,x)∈p×Wd(o)

|w|τp

uR∏

k=1

‖Fk(R(x)) ∪wFk−1(R(x))‖ρp
‖Fk−1(R(x))‖ρp

dµ.

2.0.2. Commutator matrices. The matrices of linear forms one uses in this context
are related to the structure constants of the Lie lattice defining the unipotent group
scheme. Recall that Λ is a Lie lattice over O. Let

g = Λ⊗O o g
′ = [g, g] z = Z(g),

h = rko(g), a = rko(g/z), b = rko(g
′), r = rko(g/g

′), z = rko(z).

Let e = (e1 + z, . . . , ea + z) be an ordered set of o-module generators of g/z and
f = (f1, . . . , fb) be an ordered set of o-module generators of g′. For i, j ∈ [a], the
following equation defines the structure constants of g: λ1

ij , . . . , λ
b
ij ∈ o such that

[ei, ej] =

b∑

k=1

λk
ijfk.

Definition 2.2 ([11, Definition 2.1]). Let X = (X1, . . . , Xa) and Y = (Y1, . . . , Yb)
be independent variables. We define the following commutator matrices of o-linear
forms: (with respect to e and f)

A(X) ∈ Mata×b(o[X]) where A(X)ik =
a∑

j=1

λk
ijXj , i ∈ [a], k ∈ [b],

B(Y) ∈ Mata×a(o[Y]) where B(Y)ij =

b∑

k=1

λk
ijYk, i, j ∈ [a].

We used the structure constants to define the two commutator matrices. How-
ever, the duality between them may be expressed in a coordinate-free way. This
has been done by Rossmann in [15, Remark 4.13].

2.0.3. Bivariate zeta functions as integrals. The following result by Lins gives the
bivariate zeta functions in terms of p-adic integrals. Note that here uB is defined
as in (2.1) and is twice uBΛ from [9].

Proposition 2.3 ([9, Proposition 4.8]). We may express the bivariate zeta func-

tions of GΛ(o) as

Z irr
GΛ(o)(s1, s2) =

1

1− qr−s2

(

1 + ZB

(

−
s1 + 2

2
,
s1 + 2

2
uB + s2 − h− 1

))

Zcc
GΛ(o)(s1, s2) =

1

1− qz−s2

(

1 + ZA

(

− (s1 + 1), (s1 + 1)uA + s2 − h− 1
))

.

Remark 2.4. In [9], the last proposition is stated with restrictions on the residue
field characteristic in relation to the nilpotency class of λ. However, in our case –
and whenever the nilpotency class is 2 – it is possible to use the construction of GΛ

introduced in [19, Section 2.4]. The Kirillov orbit method explained there gives the
first equality in the statement of Proposition 2.3 for general p. Moreover, for all
x, y ∈ GΛ(o),

xyx−1y−1 = [x, y].

Thus CGΛ(o)(x) = ker(adx). Following the proof of Proposition 4.8 in [9], this
gives the second equality for general p. Indeed, the result above appears without
restriction on the prime for nilpotency class 2 as [10, Proposition 2.6].
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3. Computing the bivariate representation zeta function

In this section we compute the p-adic integral giving the local bivariate rep-
resentation zeta function of Gm,n(o). For convenience, in what follows we iden-
tify mn-tuples with m × n matrices, so that, for example, omn is identified with
Matm×n(o).

We start by computing the matrix B for the Lie lattice Λm,n. Using (x1 +
z, . . . , xm+n + z) as e and (z11, z12 . . . , zmn) as f , we immediately see that the B-
commutator matrix with respect to e and f is

B(Y11, Y12, . . . , Ymn) =














Y11 Y1n

Ym1 Ymn

−Y11 −Ym1

−Y1n −Ymn












On×m

Om×n

.

It follows that uB = 2m because m ≤ n.
Let N ∈ N0 and let oN = o/pN (so that o0 = o/o). By abuse of notation, in what

follows B(w) is the reduction of B(Y) modulo pN evaluated at w ∈ (o/pN)mn.

Definition 3.1. For N > 0, we define

νN (B(w)) = (min{ai, N})i∈{1,...,m},

where pa1 , pa1 , . . . , pam , pam are the first 2m elementary divisors of a lift of B(w)
to a matrix with entries in o. Note that uB = 2m, so B(w) has at most 2m non-
maximal elementary divisors. We extend this definition for N = 0 by saying that
ν0(B(w)) = (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Nm

0 , where w is the unique element of (o/o)mn.

Let I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆ [m− 1]0. We set i0 = 0 and iℓ+1 = m. Let

µj = ij+1 − ij for j ∈ {0, . . . , ℓ},

N =
∑

i∈I

ri for rI = (ri1 , . . . , riℓ) ∈ NI .

Let Wmn(oN ) = (oN)mn r (p/pN)mn for N > 0, and Wmn(o0) = (o/o)mn. We
define

No
I,rI (m,n) = {w ∈ Wmn(oN ) | νN (B(w)) = (0, . . . , 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

µℓ

, riℓ , . . . , riℓ
︸ ︷︷ ︸

µℓ−1

,

riℓ + riℓ−1
, . . . , riℓ + riℓ−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

µℓ−2

, . . . , N, . . . , N
︸ ︷︷ ︸

µ0

) ∈ Nm
0 }.

Note for later that we use the convention N∅ = {∅}. Hence, for I = ∅, we have
rI = ∅. Thus, in this case, N = 0 and |No

I,rI
(m,n)| = 1.

Following the proof of [10, Equation 4.2], we obtain that

(3.2) Z irr
Gm,n(o)

(s1, s2) =

1

1− qm+n−s2

∑

I⊆[m−1]0

∑

rI∈NI

|No

I,rI (m,n)| q
∑

i∈I ri(−(m−i)s1−s2+2i+δm,n).
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3.1. Lifting matrices of a given rank. In what follows we compute the quanti-
ties |No

I,rI
(m,n)|. The techniques are similar to those in [19, 22], in that they are

based on lifting the Smith normal forms of B(Y) evaluated over Fq.
Let π be a generator of p. According to our convention of representingmn-tuples

as matrices, for all I ⊆ [m− 1]0 and rI ∈ NI , we identify the set No
I,rI

(m,n) with
the set of matrices over oN having Smith normal form

diag(1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

µℓ

, πri1 , . . . , πri1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

µℓ−1

, . . . , πN , . . . , πN

︸ ︷︷ ︸

µ0

).

3.1.1. Base step. The computation is an induction on the size of the set I. We
start by considering the base case |I| = 1. We need the following notation.

Definition 3.3. Let N ∈ N and i ∈ [m]0. We define Matm−i
m×n(oN ) as the set of

matrices in Matm×n(oN ) that have Smith normal form
[

Idm−i 0

0 0

]

.

Note that, with the notation above,

Matm−i
m×n(Fq) = {x ∈ Matm×n(Fq) | rk(x) = m− i}.

We start by considering the situation over the residue field. The following lemma
appears, with different notation, as Proposition 3.1 in [7].

Lemma 3.4. For i ∈ [m]0,

|Matm−i
m×n(Fq) | =

(
n

n−m+ i

)

q−1

(q−i−1; q−1)m−i · q
(m−i)(n+i).

We now consider how matrices of Matm−i
m×n(Fq) lift to oN for N ∈ N. The

following lemma will form the base of our induction.

Lemma 3.5. Let i ∈ [m]0 and x ∈ Matm−i
m×n(Fq). Let also N ∈ N. Then there are

exactly

q(N−1)(m−i)(n+i)

different lifts of x to Matm−i
m×n(oN).

Proof. The matrix x has m− i independent rows, say v1, . . . , vm−i. Each of these
lifts in q(N−1)n ways.

Assume, now, that we have chosen v1, . . . , vm−i ∈ (oN )n lifting v1, . . . , vm−i

respectively. The remaining i rows of x are Fq-linear combinations of the initial
rows, and – in order to achieve the desired Smith normal form – each of these linear
combinations needs to be lifted to an oN -linear combination of v1, . . . , vm−i.

Let α1, . . . αm−i ∈ Fq and let v =
∑m−i

j=1 αjvj . Since v1, . . . vm−i are linearly
independent over Fq, their lifts v1, . . . vm−i are linearly independent over oN . This

means that an oN -linear combination of v1, . . . , vm−i, say
∑m−i

j=1 αjvj , is a lift of v

if and only if αj ≡ αj mod p for all j ∈ [m−i]. There are exactly qN−1 independent
choices for each of the α1, . . . , αm−i. Thus a linear combination of v1, . . . , vm−i lifts
to a linear combination of v1, . . . , vm−i in q(N−1)(m−i) different ways. We conclude
that there are

q(N−1)(m−i)n+(N−1)(m−i)i = q(N−1)(m−i)(n+i)

lifts of x having the prescribed Smith normal form. �
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3.1.2. Inductive step. The next lemma will be key for the inductive step of the
proof. We need the following definition for ease of notation.

Definition 3.6. Let I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆ [m− 1]0, I 6= ∅. Let rI ∈ NI . We define

I− = I r {iℓ},

r−I =







∅ |I| = 1

(ri1 , . . . , riℓ−1
) |I| > 1.

Lemma 3.7. Let I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆ [m− 1]0 and rI ∈ NI . Then

|No

I,rI (m,n)| = |Matm−iℓ
m×n (Fq) | · |N

o

I−,r−
I

(iℓ, n−m+ iℓ)| · q
(N−1)(m−iℓ)(n+iℓ).

Proof. Let x ∈ Matm−iℓ
m×n (Fq). In order to simplify the notation, in this proof we set

Nx = {w ∈ No
I,rI (m,n) | w reduces to x mod p}.

We shall show that there is an onto map

Nx −→ No

I−,r−
I

(iℓ, n−m+ iℓ)

that has fibres of cardinality q(N−1)(m−iℓ)(n+iℓ).
Since x has Fq-rank m − iℓ, there are two matrices P ∈ GLm(Fq) and Q ∈

GLn(Fq) such that

PxQ =

[

Idm−iℓ 0

0 0

]

.

Let P ∈ GLm(oN ) and Q ∈ GLn(oN) be lifts of P and Q respectively. The sets Nx

and PNxQ have the same cardinality. Moreover, if r±I = r−I + (riℓ , 0, . . . , 0), then
the sets No

I−,r−
I

(iℓ, n−m+ iℓ) and

N− := πriℓ · No

I−,r±
I

(iℓ, n−m+ iℓ)

have the same cardinality. We shall find an onto map

σx : PNxQ −→ N−

and prove that its fibres have cardinality q(N−1)(m−iℓ)(n+iℓ).
Before proceeding with the definition of σx we recall the following fact about

block matrices with an invertible diagonal block. Let

A ∈ GLm−iℓ(oN ), B ∈ Mat(m−iℓ)×(n−m+iℓ)(oN ),

C ∈ Matiℓ×(m−iℓ)
(oN ), D ∈ Matiℓ×(n−m+iℓ)

(oN ) .

We have that

(3.8)

[

Idm−iℓ O(m−iℓ)×iℓ

−CA−1 Idiℓ

][

A B

C D

][

Idm−iℓ −A−1B

O(n−m+iℓ)×(m−iℓ) Idn−m+iℓ

]

=

[

Idm−iℓ O(m−iℓ)×iℓ

−CA−1 Idiℓ

][

A O(m−iℓ)×(n−m+iℓ)

C D − CA−1B

]

=

[

A O(m−iℓ)×(n−m+iℓ)

Oiℓ×(m−iℓ) D − CA−1B

]

.

We shall now define σx. Let w ∈ PNxQ. Then there are (uniquely determined)

a ∈ GLm−iℓ(oN ), b ∈ Mat(m−iℓ)×(n−m+iℓ)(oN ),

c ∈ Matiℓ×(m−iℓ)
(oN ), d ∈ Matiℓ×(n−m+iℓ)

(oN),
such that w =

[

a b

c d

]

.
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We set σx(w) = d − ca−1b. This gives a function PNxQ → N−, because d −
ca−1b ∈ N− by (3.8) as w ∈ No

I,rI
(m,n).

We now show that σx is surjective and its fibres have the required cardinality.
More precisely we will show that, for all z ∈ N−,

σ−1
x

(z) =

{

y +

[

0 0

0 z

] ∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
y ∈ Matm−iℓ

m×n (oN ) lifting PxQ

}

.

We start by proving that the set on the right-hand side is contained in the fibre of
z. Let z ∈ N−. For y ∈ Matm−iℓ

m×n (oN ) lifting PxQ, we set

w = y +

[

0 0

0 z

]

.

We show that w ∈ PNxQ and σx(w) = z. Indeed, since y lifts PxQ, its first
principal (m− iℓ)-minor is invertible. Hence, by (3.8), there exist

a ∈ GLm−iℓ(oN ),

b ∈ Mat(m−iℓ)×(n−m+iℓ)
(oN),

c ∈ Matiℓ×(m−iℓ)(oN ),

such that y =

[

a b

c ca−1b

]

.

Therefore, it is enough to show that w ∈ PNxQ, as in that case the definition of σx

will imply that σx(w) = z. To this end, note that PNxQ is exactly the set of those
matrices in No

I,rI
(m,n) lifting PxQ. Clearly, on the one hand, PNxQ ⊆ No

I,rI
(m,n)

and its elements lift PxQ. On the other hand, if v ∈ No
I,rI

(m,n) and lifts PxQ,

then P−1vQ−1 lifts x. Thus P−1vQ−1 ∈ Nx.
The fact that w lifts PxQ is immediate from its definition. Thus, by the above,

we only need to show that w is in No
I,rI

(m,n). However this is also clear, because

[

Idm−iℓ 0

−ca−1 Idiℓ

]

w

[

Idm−iℓ −a−1b

0 Idn−m+iℓ

]

=

[

Idm−iℓ 0

−ca−1 Idiℓ

](

y +

[

0 0

0 z

])[

Idm−iℓ −a−1b

0 Idn−m+iℓ

]

=

[

a 0

0 0

]

+

[

0 0

0 z

]

=

[

a 0

0 z

]

.

We finish the proof by showing that the reverse inclusion also holds. Let w ∈
σ−1
x

(z), and let

a ∈ GLm−iℓ(oN ), b ∈ Mat(m−iℓ)×(n−m+iℓ)
(oN ),

c ∈ Matiℓ×(m−iℓ)(oN ), d ∈ Matiℓ×(n−m+iℓ)(oN),
such that w =

[

a b

c d

]

.

Clearly

w =

[

a b

c d

]

=

[

a b

c d− z

]

+

[

0 0

0 z

]

.

Since, by definition, σx(w) = d− ca−1b,

y =

[

a b

c d− z

]

=

[

a b

c ca−1b

]

,

which is in Matm−iℓ
m×n (oN ) by (3.8). Moreover y lifts PxQ, because w is a lift of

PxQ and z reduces to the zero matrix modulo p. This finishes the proof that σx is
surjective and that, by Lemma 3.5, its fibres have cardinality q(N−1)(m−iℓ)(n+iℓ). �
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Remark 3.9. Note that, combining the last lemma with Lemma 3.4, we obtain that,
for I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆ [m− 1]0 and rI ∈ NI ,

(3.10) |No

I,rI (m,n)| =
(

n

n−m+ iℓ

)

q−1

(q−iℓ−1; q−1)m−iℓ |N
o

I−,r−
I

(iℓ, n−m+ iℓ)|q
N(m−iℓ)(n+iℓ).

Proposition 3.11. Let I ⊆ [m− 1]0 and rI ∈ NI . Then

|No

I,rI (m,n)| =

(
n

I + n−m

)

q−1

(q−(i1+1); q−1)m−i1q
∑

i∈I
ri(m−i)(n+i).

Proof. We proceed by induction on the size of I. The case I = ∅ is immediate
because, by convention, empty products are equal to 1 and so the right-hand side
of the equality in the statement is 1. The base of our induction is |I| = 1: in this
case the equality in hand follows by Lemma 3.5.

For |I| > 1, Remark 3.9 gives the inductive step. Indeed, by the inductive
hypothesis,

|No

I−,r−
I

(iℓ, n−m+ iℓ)| =
(
n−m+ iℓ
I− + n−m

)

q−1

(q−i1−1; q−1)iℓ−i1q
∑

i∈I−
ri(iℓ−i)(n−m+iℓ+i).

Substituting the last equality in (3.10) we obtain

(3.12) |No

I,rI (m,n)| =

(
n

n−m+ iℓ

)

q−1

(
n−m+ iℓ
I− + n−m

)

q−1

·

(q−iℓ+1; q−1)m−iℓ(q
−i1+1; q−1)iℓ−i1 ·

qN(m−iℓ)(n+iℓ)+
∑ℓ−1

k=1
rik (iℓ−ik)(n−m+iℓ+ik).

First, the definition of multinomial coefficient implies that
(

n

n−m+ iℓ

)

q−1

(
n−m+ iℓ
I− + n−m

)

q−1

=

(
n

I + n−m

)

q−1

.

Secondly,

(q−iℓ−1; q−1)m−iℓ =

m−iℓ−1∏

k=0

(1− q−iℓ−1qk)

=

m−iℓ−1∏

k=0

(1− q−i1−1qi1−iℓ−k)

=

m−i1−1∏

k=iℓ−i1

(1− q−i1−1q−k).

Therefore

(q−iℓ−1; q−1)m−iℓ(q
−i1−1; q−1)iℓ−i1 = (q−i1−1; q−1)m−i1 .

Finally, for all k ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ− 1},

(m− iℓ)(n+ iℓ) + (iℓ − ik)(n−m+ iℓ + ik) = (m− ik)(n+ ik).
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Thus

N(m− iℓ)(n+ iℓ) +

ℓ−1∑

k=1

rik(iℓ − ik)(n−m+ iℓ + ik) =

riℓ(m− iℓ)(n+ iℓ) +

ℓ−1∑

k=1

rik(m− ik)(n+ ik) =

∑

i∈I

ri(m− i)(n+ i).

The equality in the statement now follows by substituting in (3.12). �

We finish the computation of |No
I,rI

(m,n)| by re-writing the multinomial coeffi-
cients in a more natural way.

Lemma 3.13. Let a ∈ N0 and I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆ [m− 1]0. Then
(
m+ a

I + a

)

X

=

(
m

I

)
(X i1+1+a;X)m−i1

(X i1+1;X)m−i1

.

Proof. For r, s ∈ N0 with r ≥ s,

(
r + a

s+ a

)

X

=

(
r

s

)

X

r−s∏

i=1

1−Xs+a+i

1−Xs+i
.

Indeed,

(
r + a

s+ a

)

X

=

r−s∏

i=1

1−Xs+a+i

1−X i

=

r∏

i=1

1−X i

1−X i

r−s∏

i=1

1−Xs+a+i

1−X i

=

∏r
i=1(1−X i)

∏r−s
i=1 (1−X i)

∏s
i=1(1−X i)

∏r−s
i=1 (1−Xs+a+i)
∏r

i=s+1(1 −X i)

=

(
r

s

)

X

r−s∏

i=1

1−Xs+a+i

1−Xs+i
.

Thus
(
m+ a

I + a

)

X

=

(
m+ a

iℓ + a

)

X

(
iℓ + a

iℓ−1 + a

)

X

· · ·

(
i2 + a

i1 + a

)

X

=

(
m

I

)

X

m−iℓ∏

j=1

1−X iℓ+a+j

1−X iℓ+j
· · ·

i2−i1∏

j=1

1−X i1+a+j

1−X i1+j

=

(
m

I

)

X

m∏

j=i1+1

1−Xj+a

1−Xj
.

�

A direct application of the lemma above gives that, for all I = {i1, . . . , iℓ}< ⊆
[m− 1]0,

(3.14)

(
n

n−m+ I

)

X

(X i1+1;X)m−i1 =

(
m

I

)

X

(Xn−mX i1+1;X)m−i1 .
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To finish the computation, recall that we defined

δn,m = n−m,

am,n(i) = (m− i)(n+ i) + 2i+ δn,m.

By substituting in (3.10) and using the definition of f I
m,n(X), we have that, for all

I ⊆ [m− 1]0 and rI ∈ NI ,

|No

I,rI (m,n)| = f I
m,n(q

−1)q
∑

i∈I
ri(am,n(i)−2i−δn,m).

Using (3.2) we readily deduce that

Z irr
Gm,n(o)

(s1, s2) =

1

1− qam,n(m)−s2

∑

I⊆[m−1]0

∑

rI∈NI

f I
m,n(q

−1)q
∑

i∈I
ri(am,n(i)−(m−i)s1−s2).

Computing the sum of the geometric series above we obtain the bivariate represen-
tation zeta function in Theorem C.

Remark 3.15. By [9, Proposition 4.11],

ζGm,n(o)(s) =
(
(1− qm+n−s2)Z irr

Gm,n(o)
(s1, s2)

)∣
∣s1→s−2
s2→m+n

.

Making the substitution in the last equality, we readily obtain that

ζGm,n(o)(s) =
∑

I⊆[m−1]0

f I
m,n(q

−1)
∏

i∈I

q(m−i)(n+i)−(m−i)s

1− q(m−i)(n+i)−(m−i)s
.

This proves Theorem B. Moreover, by [19, Proposition 1.5],

∑

I⊆[m−1]0

(
m

I

)

X−1

(Y X−i1−1;X−1)m−i1

∏

i∈I

(X iZ)m−i

1− (X iZ)m−i
=

(X−mY Z;X)m
(Z;X)m

.

Applying the last equality to Theorem B, we deduce that

ζGm,n(o) =
(q−s; q)m
(qn−s; q)m

.

Substituting this last form of ζGm,n(o) in the Euler product of ζGm,n(O), we easily
deduce Theorem A. The corollary on the topological zeta function follows by taking
the limit q → 1 of the local representation zeta function (cf. [13, Section 3]).

4. The conjugacy class bivariate zeta function

We now turn to computing the bivariate conjugacy class zeta function in Theo-
rem C. Let X = (X1, . . . , Xm+n). We shall give a full description of the minors of
A(X). This will allow us to determine the integral in Proposition 2.3.

4.1. The matrix A(X). We start by computing the matrix A(X). Since the as-
sumption m ≤ n does not play a role in this computation, we temporarily drop it for
this and the next subsection. Moreover, adhering to the notation in Definition 2.2,
we relabel the central generators of Λm,n so that their indices range in [mn] rather
than in [m]× [n]. Concretely, we write z(i−1)n+j = zij for all i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n]. With
this notation, the non-zero commutators defining Λm,n are

[xi, xm+j ] = z(i−1)n+j i ∈ [m], j ∈ [n].

We perform a case distinction based on the row in the A-commutator matrix.
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4.1.1. First m rows. Let i ∈ [m]. Then, for k ∈ [mn],

λk
ij = 0 j ∈ [m]

λk
i,m+j =







1 k = (i − 1)n+ j

0 otherwise
j ∈ [n].

Therefore for k > in or k ≤ (i − 1)n we have A(X)ik = 0. For all k such that
(i − 1)n < k ≤ in we have only one j ∈ [n] such that λk

i,m+j 6= 0. Namely,

j = k − (i− 1)n, for which λk
i,m+j = 1. It follows that the i-th row of A(X) is

0 · · · 0 Xm+1 Xm+2 · · · Xm+n 0 · · · 0

|

column (i− 1)n+ 1.

4.1.2. Last n rows. Let j ∈ [n]. Then, for k ∈ [mn],

λk
m+j,m+i = 0 i ∈ [n]

λk
m+j,i = −λk

i,m+j =







−1 k = (i − 1)n+ j

0 otherwise
i ∈ [m].

It follows that

A(X)m+j,k =







−X k−j+n
n

k ∈ {(i− 1)n+ j | i ∈ [m]}

0 otherwise.

Hence the last n rows of A(X) are

−X1 0 0

0

0

0 0 −X1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n columns

−X2 0 0

0

0

0 0 −X2

. . .

−Xm 0 0

0

0

0 0 −Xm

︸ ︷︷ ︸

m blocks

.

Example 4.1. Let m = 3 and n = 2. Then A(X) is the 5× 6 matrix









X4 X5

X4 X5

X4 X5

−X1 −X2 −X3

−X1 −X2 −X3










,

where the non-specified entries are zero.

4.2. The minors of A(X). In this section we compute the minors of A(X). We
start by introducing some notation.

Notation 4.2. For h ∈ [m], we write Xh for the (m + n − 1)-tuple of variables
obtained from X by removing Xh. Namely,

Xh = (X1, . . . , Xh−1, Xh+1, . . . , Xm, Xm+1, . . . , Xm+n).

For h ∈ [n], we write Xh for the (m+ n− 1)-tuple of variables obtained from X by
removing Xm+h. Namely,

Xh = (X1, . . . , Xm, Xm+1, . . . , Xm+h−1, Xm+h+1, . . . , Xm+n).
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In what follows, A(i, j) is the A-commutator matrix of Λi,j for i, j ∈ N. As already
defined, we write A = A(m,n).

4.2.1. The rank over the function field. We start the computation of the minors of
A(X) by bounding the rank of A(X). Recall that Kp is the fraction field of o.

Proposition 4.3. The rank of A(X) over Kp(X) is at most m+ n− 1.

Proof. We shall use induction on m + n, but we first need to isolate some initial
cases. Namely, if m = 1, then m + n − 1 = n, which is the number of columns of
A(X), so the statement is trivially true. The same is true if n = 1 by symmetry.

If m 6= 1 6= n we show that all (m+n)-minors of A(X) are zero. We proceed by
induction on m+ n. The base case is m = n = 2, for which

A(X) =








X3 X4

X3 X4

−X1 −X2

−X1 −X2








.

It is immediate to check that the only 4-minor of this 4 × 4 matrix is 0. Thus the
statement holds for m = n = 2.

Now, let N ∈ N and assume that the statement holds for all m,n such that
m + n < N . We show that it also holds for n,m such that m + n = N . To this
end, let m 6= 1 and n 6= 1 be such that m+n = N and let M be an (m+n)-square
submatrix of A(X). We show that det(M) = 0.

Case 1 Assume there is an i ∈ [m] such that M is formed by selecting no more
than one column having −Xi as an entry. In this case, after possibly rearranging
the rows and columns of M , we may assume without loss of generality that M is a
submatrix of

Ai(X) =





















−Xi 0 0

0

0

0 −Xi

0 0 Xm+1 Xm+n





















O(m−1)×n

A(m− 1, n)(Xi)

and that it is formed by choosing at most one column from the last n columns of
Ai(X).

Note that this is always the case if m > n. Indeed the matrix A(X) is formed
by m groups of n columns, each of the form

(4.4)

0 0 0

0 0 0

Xm+1 Xm+2 Xm+n

0 0 0

0

−Xh 0

0 −Xh

0

0

0 0 −Xh

· · · ,
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for h ∈ [m]. Hence the submatrix M cannot be formed by choosing 2 columns from
each of these groups, because 2m > m+ n.

The matrix A(m−1, n)(Xi) hasm+n−1 rows. This implies that we are forced to
choose the last row of Ai(X) when we form an (m+n)-square submatrix. Moreover,
by assumption, M is formed by choosing at most one of the last n columns of Ai(X).
Thus, either det(M) = 0 because the last row of M is zero or there are a j ∈ [n]
and some (n+m− 1)-square submatrix M ′ of A(m− 1, n)(Xi) such that

det(M) = ±Xm+j det(M
′),

so det(M) = 0 by the inductive hypothesis.
Case 2 Assume there is a j ∈ [n] such that M is formed by choosing at most one
column, having Xm+j as an entry. In this case we may assume without loss of
generality that M is a submatrix of

Aj(X) =





















Xm+j 0 0

0

0

0 Xm+j

0 0 −X1 −Xm





















O(m−1)×n

A(m,n− 1)(Xj)

and M is formed by selecting at most one of the last m columns of Aj(X).
Note that, as in Case 1, this is the only possible situation when n > m because

we may arrange the columns of A(X) in n groups of the form

(4.5)

Xm+h 0 0

0 Xm+h

0 0

Xm+h

0

0 0 0

−X1 −X2 −Xm

0 0 0

0 0 0

· · · ,

for h ∈ [n]. Since 2n > m+n, it follows that, when we form M , we may not choose
two columns for each of these groups.

As in Case 1, the assumptions imply that the last row of M has at most one
non-zero entry. Thus either det(M) = 0 because its last row is zero or there are an
i ∈ [m] and some (n+m− 1)-square submatrix M ′ of A(m,n− 1)(Xj) such that

det(M) = ±Xi det(M
′),

so det(M) = 0 by the inductive hypothesis.
Case 3 The only remaining case is when m = n and each row of M has more than
one non-zero entry. Indeed, assume that a row of M has only one non-zero entry
and originates as row i of A(X). Then M must have been formed choosing only
one column having −Xi as an entry and we are in Case 1. Similarly, if a row of M
has only one non-zero entry and comes from row m+ j of A(X) for some j ∈ [n],
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then we are in Case 2, because M has been formed choosing only one column of
A(X) having Xm+j as an entry.

The last paragraph implies that, forming M , we have to choose at least two
columns from the m groups in (4.4). In fact, since we are defining a 2m-square
submatrix, we may choose at most two columns for each of those groups. As a
consequence, there are exactly two non-zero entries for each of the first m rows of
M . An analogous argument using the groups of columns in (4.5) yields that there
are also exactly two non-zero entries for each of the last m rows. Thus, there are
M11,M12,M21,M22 ∈ Matm×m(Z[X]), such that M is equivalent to

[

M11 M12

M21 M22

]

=



























Xm+j1 Xm+j2 ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗

0 0 Xm+j1 Xm+j2

0 0

0 0 ∗ ∗ 0 0 ∗ ∗

−Xi1 0 0 −Xi′1
0 0

0 −Xi2 0 −Xi′2

0 0

0 0 −Xim 0 0 −Xi′m



























,

for some i1, . . . , im, i′1, . . . , i
′
m ∈ [m], j1, j2 ∈ [n]. Now, M21 and M22 commute and

det(M11) = det(M12) = 0. Therefore

det(M) = ±(det(M11) det(M22)− det(M12) det(M21)) = 0.

�

4.2.2. The minors of A(X). We shall now describe the minors of A(X). We intro-
duce the following notation.

Definition 4.6. Let m,n ∈ N. For all k < m + n we denote the ideal generated
by the k-minors of A(X) by J k

m,n.

Definition 4.7. Let m,n ∈ N. For all k < m + n, we define the set Mk
m,n(X) as

the set of monomials

Xi1Xi2 · · ·Xiλ Xm+j1Xm+j2 · · ·Xm+jω ,

for some λ ∈ [n]0, ω ∈ [m]0 such that λ+ω = k, i1, . . . , iλ ∈ [m] and j1, . . . , jω ∈ [n].

In what follows we shall see that, for all k, Mk
m,n(X) is a generating set for J k

m,n.

We start with the following description of the degree of the polynomials in J k
m,n.

Lemma 4.8. Let m,n ∈ N and k ∈ N such that k < m + n. Let f 6= 0 be a k-
minor of A(X) and let M be a submatrix of A(X) such that f = det(M). Assume

that M is formed by choosing ω rows from the first m rows of A(X) and λ rows

from the last n rows of A(X). Then f is homogeneous of degree λ when viewed

as a polynomial in X1, . . . , Xm and is homogeneous of degree ω when viewed as a

polynomial in Xm+1, . . . , Xm+n.

Proof. By definition of A(X) the last λ rows of M have entries in Z[X1, . . . , Xm],
while the first ω rows of M have entries in Z[Xm+1, . . . , Xm+n]. Since every non-
zero entry of M is a linear homogeneous polynomial and det(M) 6= 0, the Leibniz
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formula for the determinant of M shows that all terms of f have degree ω in
X1, . . . , Xm and degree λ in Xm+1, . . . , Xm+n. �

Proposition 4.9. Let m,n ∈ N. Then, for all k < m + n, the ideal J k
m,n is

generated by Mk
m,n(X).

Proof. We shall prove the following stronger fact. For all k < m+ n,

(a) all non-zero k-minors of A(X) are in Mk
m,n(X) up to sign,

(b) every monomial in Mk
m,n(X) is a minor of A(X) up to sign.

We proceed by induction on m + n. The base case is m = n = 1. Clearly, the
non-zero minors of (

X2

−X1

)

are −X1 and X2, so both statements (a) and (b) hold. We split the inductive step
in two subcases.

Case 1 Assume that m 6= 1 and m ≥ n so that 2m ≥ m + n > k. We start by
proving (a). Note that, by Lemma 4.8, it suffices to show that every non-zero minor
of A(X) is a monomial with coefficient 1 or −1.

Let M be a k-square submatrix of A(X). Since 2m > k, there is an i ∈ [m] such
that −Xi is an entry of at most one column of M . Hence we may assume, without
loss of generality, that M is a submatrix of

Ai(X) =





















−Xi 0 0

0

0

0 −Xi

0 0 Xm+1 Xm+n





















O(m−1)×n

A(m− 1, n)(Xi) ,

and that it is formed by selecting at most one from the last m columns of Ai(X).
There are now 4 subcases:

i. the matrix M is a submatrix of A(m−1, n)(Xi). In this case, by the inductive
hypothesis, its determinant is a monomial with coefficient ±1.

ii. The last row or the last column of M is zero. This gives det(M) = 0.
iii. The last row of M is

0 · · · 0 Xm+j .

Then det(M) = ±Xm+j ·det(M ′) where M ′ is a submatrix of A(m−1, n)(Xi).
Thus, by the inductive hypothesis, det(M) is a monomial with coefficient ±1.

iv. The last column ofM has only one non-zero entry, namely −Xi. Similar to the
previous subcase, a Laplace expansion along the last column and the inductive
hypothesis give that det(M) is a monomial with coefficient ±1.

We now prove (b). Let f ∈ Mk
m,n(X). Then

f = Xi1Xi2 · · ·Xiλ Xm+j1Xm+j2 · · ·Xm+jω ,

for some λ ∈ [n]0, ω ∈ [m]0 such that λ + ω = k, i1, . . . , iλ ∈ [m]. We prove that
f = ± det(M) for some submatrix M of Ai(X). Since 2m > k, there is an i ∈ [m]
such that X2

i ∤ f . We have three subcases.
i. Assume that Xi ∤ f and there is no j ∈ [n] such that Xm+j | f . Then

f = Xi1Xi2 · · ·Xiλ
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and k = λ ≤ n ≤ m+ n− 1. Thus, by the inductive hypothesis, f is – up to
sign – a minor of A(m − 1, n)(Xi). Since the latter is a submatrix of Ai(X),
we conclude that f is a minor of Ai(X) up to sign.

ii. Assume that Xi ∤ f and there is j ∈ [n] such that Xm+j | f . Then f/Xm+j

is in Mk−1
m−1,n(Xi) up to sign. Hence, by the inductive hypothesis, there is a

submatrix M ′ of A(m− 1, n)(Xi) such that

f

Xm+j
= ± det(M ′).

Since A(m− 1, n)(Xi) is a submatrix of Ai(X),

M =









∗

∗

0 0 Xm+j









M ′

is also submatrix of Ai(X). Clearly f = ± det(M); therefore, it is a minor of
Ai(X) up to sign.

iii. Assume that Xi | f . In this case f/Xi is in Mk−1
m−1,n(Xi) up to sign. Thus,

by the inductive hypothesis, there is a submatrix M ′ of A(m− 1, n)(Xi) such
that

f

Xi
= ± det(M ′).

Moreover, the degree of f/Xi in X1, . . . , Xm is at most n − 1. Thus by
Lemma 4.8, not all of the last n rows of A(m− 1, n)(Xi) appear in M ′. Hence
Ai(X) has a submatrix

M =









0

0

∗ ∗ Xi









M ′

,

and f = ± det(M).
Case 2 Assume that n 6= 1 and m < n. Then there are two permutation matrices
P and Q such that

PA(X)Q = A(n,m)(−Xm+1, . . . ,−Xm+n,−X1, . . . ,−Xm).

Thus the case n > m follows from Case 1, after relabelling the variables.

�

4.3. The bivariate conjugacy class zeta function. We reinstate the assump-
tion m ≤ n. The integral from Proposition 2.3 has integrand

(4.10)
m+n−1∏

k=1

‖J k
m,n(X) ∪ wJ k−1

m,n (X)‖p

‖J k−1
m,n (X)‖p

.

Let x ∈ Wm+n(o) and w ∈ p. We start by computing the value of each factor x.
We perform a case distinction based on k.

Case 1. Assume k ≤ min(m,n) = m. In this case for all i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [n]

Xk
i , X

k
m+j ∈ J k

m,n(X),

Xk−1
i , Xk−1

m+j ∈ J k−1
m,n (X).

Thus ‖J k
m,n(x) ∪ wJ k−1

m,n (x)‖p = 1 and ‖J k−1
m,n (x)‖p = 1.

Case 2. Assume m < k ≤ n. Let M = ν(x1, . . . , xm), N = ν(xm+1, . . . , xm+n).
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i. M ≤ N (thus M = 0). In this case for all i ∈ [m],

Xk
i ∈ J k

m,n(X), Xk−1
i ∈ J k−1

m,n (X).

Thus ‖J k
m,n(x) ∪ wJ k−1

m,n (x)‖p = 1 and ‖J k−1
m,n (x)‖p = 1.

ii. 0 = N < M . Let j ∈ [n] such that xm+j is invertible and let i ∈ [m] such that

ν(xi) = M . Then Xk−m
i Xm

m+j has minimal valuation among the monomials

of J k
m,n(X) evaluated at x. Hence

‖J k
m,n(X)‖p = q−(k−m)M .

Similarly, ‖J k−1
m,n (X)‖p = q−(k−m−1)M . It follows that, for all w ∈ p,

‖J k−1
m,n (x)‖p = max(q−(k−m)M , ‖w‖pq

−(k−m−1)M )

= q−(k−m−1)M max(q−M , ‖w‖)

= q−(k−m−1)M‖x1, . . . , xm, w‖p.

Hence
‖J k

m,n(X) ∪wJ k−1
m,n (X)‖p

‖J k−1
m,n (X)‖p

= ‖x1, . . . , xm, w‖p.

Case 3. Assume k > n. We set M = ν(x1, . . . , xm) and N = ν(xm+1, . . . , xm+n).
i. M ≤ N . Let i ∈ [m] such that xi is invertible and let j ∈ [n] such that

ν(xm+j) = N . Since k > n, the monomial Xn
i X

k−n
m+j has minimal valuation

among the monomials in J k
m,n(X). Thus

‖J k−1
m,n (x)‖p = q−(k−n−1)N‖xm+1, . . . , xm+n, w‖p

and ‖J k−1
m,n (X)‖p = q−(k−n−1)N . Hence

‖J k
m,n(X) ∪wJ k−1

m,n (X)‖p

‖J k−1
m,n (X)‖p

= ‖xm+1, . . . , xm+n, w‖p.

ii. N < M . A similar argument as the one for M ≤ N shows that

‖J k
m,n(X) ∪wJ k−1

m,n (X)‖p

‖J k−1
m,n (X)‖p

= ‖x1, . . . , xm, w‖p.

We summarise the computations above in the following table.

Table 1. Values of the k-th factor in the product (4.10) at x.

k respect to m and n k-th factor

Case 0 = M ≤ N Case 0 = N < M

1 ≤ k ≤ m 1 1

m < k ≤ n 1 ‖x1, . . . , xm, w‖p
n < k < m+ n ‖xm+1, . . . , xm+n, w‖p ‖x1, . . . , xm, w‖p

From this we deduce that

(4.11)

m+n−1∏

k=1

‖J k
m,n(x) ∪ wJ k−1

m,n (x)‖p

‖J k−1
m,n (x)‖p

=







‖xm+1, . . . , xm+n, w‖
m−1
p M ≤ N

‖x1, . . . , xm, w‖n−1
p N < M.
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4.3.1. Computation of the integral. Splitting the domain of integration according
to Table 1,

(4.12) Zcc
Gm,n(Op)

(s1, s2) = (1− qmn−s2)−1(1 + Z1 + Z2 + Z3),

where

Z1=

∫

(w,x)∈p×Wm(o)×Wn(o)

|w|
(m+n−1)s1+s2−mn−2
p dµ

Z2=

∫

(w,x)∈p×Wm(o)×p(n)

|w|
(m+n−1)s1+s2−mn−2
p ‖xm+1, . . . , xm+n, w‖

−(m−1)(s1+1)
p dµ

Z3=

∫

(w,x)∈p×p(m)×Wn(o)

|w|
(m+n−1)s1+s2−mn−2
p ‖x1, . . . , xm, w‖

−(n−1)(s1+1)
p dµ.

By [10, Proposition 2.2],

Z1 =
(
1− q−m

)(
1− q−n

)
(
1− q−1

)
q−(m+n−1)s1−s2+mn+1

(
1− q−(m+n−1)s1−s2+mn+1

)

Z2 =
(
1− q−m

)
(
1− q−1

)(
1− q−(m+n−1)s1−s2+(m−1)n+1

)
q−ns1−s2+(m−1)(n+1)+1

(
1− q−(m+n−1)s1−s2+mn+1

)(
1− q−ns1−s2+(m−1)(n+1)+1

)

Z3 =
(
1− q−n

)
(
1− q−1

)(
1− q−(m+n−1)s1−s2+(n−1)m+1

)
q−ms1−s2+(n−1)(m+1)+1

(
1− q−(m+n−1)s1−s2+mn+1

)(
1− q−ms1−s2+(n−1)(m+1)+1

) .

Substituting in (4.12) finishes the proof of the second part of Theorem C. Corol-
lary 1.9 follows from equation (1.2) in [9], that is

ζkGm,n(o)
(s) = Zcc

Gm,n(o)
(0, s).

This last equality, together with [9, (1.3)] also gives that

Zcc
Gm,n(o)

(0, s) = Z irr
Gm,n(o)

(0, s),

which holds for arbitrary q and infinitely many values of s. Thus, equating the
formula in Corollary 1.9 and that in Corollary 1.12, gives the formal identity in
Corollary 1.13.

References

[1] N. Avni, Arithmetic groups have rational representation growth, Ann. of Math. (2) 174

(2011), no. 2, 1009–1056. MR2831112
[2] M. N. Berman, J. Derakhshan, U. Onn, and P. Paajanen, Uniform cell decomposition with ap-

plications to Chevalley groups, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 87 (2013), no. 2, 586–606. MR3046287
[3] A. Carnevale, S. Shechter, and C. Voll, Enumerating traceless matrices over compact discrete

valuation rings, Israel J. Math. 227 (2018), no. 2, 957–986. MR3846349
[4] D. H. Dung and C. Voll, Uniform analytic properties of representation zeta functions of

finitely generated nilpotent groups, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 369 (2017), no. 9, 6327–6349.
MR3660223

[5] E. Hrushovski, B. Martin, and S. Rideau, Definable equivalence relations and zeta functions
of groups (with an appendix by Raf Cluckers), J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 20 (2018), no. 10,
2467–2537. MR3852185

[6] A. Jaikin-Zapirain, Zeta function of representations of compact p-adic analytic groups, J.
Amer. Math. Soc. 19 (2006), no. 1, 91–118 (electronic). MR2169043 (2006f:20029)

[7] D. Laksov and A. Thorup, Counting matrices with coordinates in finite fields and of fixed
rank, Math. Scand. 74 (1994), no. 1, 19–33. MR1277786

[8] A. Lubotzky and A. R. Magid, Varieties of representations of finitely generated groups, Mem.
Amer. Math. Soc. 58 (1985), no. 336, xi+117. MR818915

[9] P. Macedo Lins de Araujo, Bivariate representation and conjugacy class zeta functions as-
sociated to unipotent group schemes, I: Arithmetic properties, J. Group Theory 22 (2019),
no. 4, 741–774. MR3975690

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2831112
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3046287
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3846349
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3660223
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3852185
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2169043
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2169043
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1277786
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=818915
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3975690


ZETA FUNCTIONS OF UNIPOTENT GROUP SCHEMES OF TYPE G 23

[10] , Bivariate representation and conjugacy class zeta functions associated to unipotent
group schemes, II: Groups of type F , G, and H, Internat. J. Algebra Comput. 30 (2020),
no. 5, 931–975. MR4135016

[11] E. A. O’Brien and C. Voll, Enumerating classes and characters of p-groups, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 367 (2015), no. 11, 7775–7796. MR3391899

[12] V. Platonov and A. Rapinchuk, Algebraic groups and number theory, Pure and Applied
Mathematics, vol. 139, Academic Press, Inc., Boston, MA, 1994. Translated from the 1991
Russian original by Rachel Rowen. MR1278263

[13] T. Rossmann, Topological representation zeta functions of unipotent groups, J. Algebra 448

(2016), 210–237. MR3438311
[14] , The average size of the kernel of a matrix and orbits of linear groups, Proc. Lond.

Math. Soc. (3) 117 (2018), no. 3, 574–616. MR3857694
[15] , The average size of the kernel of a matrix and orbits of linear groups, II: duality, J.

Pure Appl. Algebra 224 (2020), no. 4, 106203, 28. MR4021917
[16] T. Rossmann and C. Voll,Groups, graphs, and hypergraphs: average sizes of kernels of generic

matrices with support constraints, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. (to appear) arXiv:1908.09589
(August 2019).

[17] R. Snocken, Zeta functions of groups and rings, Ph.D. Thesis,
https://eprints.soton.ac.uk/372833/, 2014.

[18] A. Stasinski and C. Voll, A new statistic on the hyperoctahedral groups, Electron. J. Combin.
20 (2013), no. 3, Paper 50, 23. MR3118958

[19] , Representation zeta functions of nilpotent groups and generating functions for Weyl
groups of type B, Amer. J. Math. 136 (2014), no. 2, 501–550. MR3188068

[20] A. Stasinski and M. Zordan, Rationality of representation zeta functions of compact p-adic
analytic groups, arXiv:2007.10694 (July 2020).

[21] C. Voll, Ideal zeta functions associated to a family of class-2-nilpotent Lie rings, Q. J. Math.
71 (2020), no. 3, 959–980. MR4142717

[22] M. Zordan, Adjoint orbits of matrix groups over finite quotients of compact discrete valuation
rings and representation zeta functions, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 67 (2018), 1683–1709.

Department of Mathematics, Imperial College, London SW7 2BZ, UK

Email address: mzordan@imperial.ac.uk

http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4135016
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3391899
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1278263
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3438311
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3857694
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4021917
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.09589
https://eprints.soton.ac.uk/372833/
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3118958
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3188068
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.10694
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4142717

