COUNTING EXTENSIONS OF NUMBER FIELDS WITH FROBENIUS GALOIS GROUP

HARSH MEHTA

ABSTRACT. Let G be a Frobenius group with an abelian Frobenius kernel F' and let k be a finite extension of Q. We obtain
an upper bound for the number of degree |F| algebraic extensions K/k with Galois group G with the norm of the discriminant
Nk/@(dK/k) bounded above by X. We extend this method for any group G that has an abelian normal subgroup. If G has
an abelian normal subgroup, then we obtain upper bounds for the number of degree |G| extensions N/k with Galois group G
with bounded norm of the discriminant. Malle made a conjecture about what the order of magnitude of this quantity should be

(@)) as the degree of the extension d and underlying Galois group G vary. We show that under the ¢-torsion conjecture, the upper
— bounds we achieve for certain pairs d and G agree with the prediction of Malle. Unconditionally we show that the upper bound
o for the number of degree 6 extensions with Galois group A4 also satisfies Malle’s weak conjecture.
AN
)
O
O 0.1. This is a preliminary version of this work.
C?') 1. INTRODUCTION
Let K/k be a degree d extension that lies in a fixed algebraic closure of Q. We assume that G = Gal(K /k) is non-trivial
— and view it as a permutation group G < Sy that acts transitively on d letters. We are interested in Ny(k, G; X) as X — oo,
= where
= Na(k, G; X) = {K/k : Gal(K /k) = G, [K : k] = d, and Ny,q(dg/x) < X}. (1.1)
H Malle made a conjecture [22] on what the order of magnitude of Ny(k,G; X) should be, and in order to state it we need

notation.

—Definition 1.1. Let G be a non-trivial subgroup of the permutation group S4. Let G act transitively on [d] := {1,2,...,d}
and let g € G.

;' 1. The index of g, is ind(g) := d— the number of orbits of g on [d].

o] 2. ind(G) := min{ind(g) : 1 # g € G}.

O\ 3. a(G,d) :=1/ind(G).

S Now we are in a position to state what Malle conjectured. Malle conjectured that
3 Na(k, G: X) ~ e(k, G) X *OD 1og"B-C-D=1(X),

— for a certain explicit function b that depends on k, G and d. For a precise formulation of his original conjecture see [22]. For
O) our purpose it suffices to consider a weaker form of the conjecture.

. - Conjecture 1.2. [Malle’s weak conjecture] For any non-trivial group G < Sy acting transitively on [d], and any number
= field k,

XGD « Ny(k,G; X) < X UG Dte (1.2)
a holds for all e > 0 as X — oo.

Throughout this work, we say f(X) < ¢g(X) when there exist positive constants C' and N such that for all X > N, we
have | f(X)| < C|g(X)|. We say f(X) = O(g(X)) if and only if f(X) < g(X).

The purpose of this work is to establish upper bounds for Ny(k, G; X) for certain pairs (G, d). We study the case that G
is a finite non-trivial subgroup of S; as above, and impose another condition on GG: G must satisfy

0—-F—G—H—=0 (1.3)

where F' is non-trivial and abelian. With G described as above, we develop the work of Kliiners [I§] and Ellenberg and
Venkatesh [15] to obtain upper bounds for Ng((k,G; X ). Moreover, if G is a Frobenius group with an abelian Frobenius
kernel F, we make use of a Brauer relation to obtain upper bounds for Nz (k, G; X).

Definition 1.3. Let F; be the set of groups {1} # G < S4 that act transitively on [d] and satisfy (L3]). Let F and H be
defined as in ([[L3]). We define F to be the subset of F; that contains all groups G that are Frobenius, with Frobenius kernel
F. G is said to be Frobenius if for all g € G\ H, H N H9 = {1} where HY := {ghg~':h € H}.

Example 1.4. For odd m, F contains dihedral groups D,,. Let C,, denote the cyclic group of order n. F also contains
groups of the form C; x Cy_1, where £ is an odd prime. Groups such as A4 x Cs are contained in F; \ F.

Before stating the main result, we give an example of what the expected order of magnitude for Ng(k,G; X) is under
Malle’s conjecture.
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Example 1.5. Let G = Dy = {r, s|r* = s? = (sr)? = 1} be the dihedral group of size 2¢, with £ an odd prime. Let G act on
[ ={1,...,£} by the induced left multiplication action of Sy acting on [£]. In particular,

“—3“—1> r=(12...0).

s_mwmw43w—2®m(z 2

The rotation r has one orbit, therefore ind(r) = £ — 1. The reflection s has one orbit of length one (the fixed point) and
(¢ — 1)/2 orbits of length 2, implying there are (¢ + 1)/2 orbits in total. This implies that elements of order 2, have the
smallest index, ind(s) = (¢ — 1)/2. Thus a(D,¢) = 2/(¢ — 1). By a similar argument (provided explicitly in Section 2) one
can conclude that a(Dy,2¢) = 1/¢.

Notation 1.6. Throughout this work e will be an arbitrary (small) positive constant. With the notation in Definition (3],

all groups in F; are finite, with |F| = m and |H| = t. Let p and p; denote the smallest prime divisors of m and ¢ respectively.

Let M/k be a Galois extension with Galois group H. Let Clps[m] be the m-torsion elements of the ideal class group of M.

Let D(H,m) = D be any known constant such that |Cly/[m]| < dﬁ/(@. Let a1(G,d) denote a known constant such that
Na(k,G; X) < X0 (Gdte,

Let a(G, d) denote the constant defined in Definition[ITl Corresponding to this notation, we have the following field diagram.

N
|H|=t
K = Fix(H) ¥l
€] (1.4)
M = Fix(F)
|F|=m
||
k

The main result of this paper is the following:
Theorem 1.7. With notation as above, we have
Na(k,G; X) < XAGd)+e
where A(G,d), d, and G are given by:

G d | A(G,d)

(Dtar (H.0) %1
GeF |m | max p—— , m(;’_l))
G e ]:1 mt | max al(H,,;:)+D7 mt(i—l))

Here,
D = min(D(k, H.p)).
plm

If we are able to attain better upper bounds for D then A(G,d) may reduce, implying a tighter upper bound. It is believed
that D can be arbitrarily small.

Conjecture 1.8. ((-torsion conjecture) Let K/Q be a number field of degree n. Then for every £ € N, |Clg[{]] <n.e d -
The impetus for this conjecture may be found in Duke [I3], Zhang [25] and Brumer and Silverman [§].

Corollary 1.9. Let G be a group in Fi. If we assume the following conditions:
o The (-torsion conjecture holds, in particular, we need that |Clg[€]] < k.0, dy¢ g Jor any prime divisor £ of [N : M].
e Nig|(k, H; X) satisfies Malle’s conjecture.
then the following hold true
(1) For any G in F1, N\g|(k,G; X) satisfies Malle’s conjecture.
(2) For any Cp, x Cy in F, Nip|(k,G; X) satisfies Malle’s congecture.

Example 1.10. With the same notation as in Theorem [[.7] above we have the following results:
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G Conditions d A(G,d) a(G,d)
CyxCp_q £ is an odd prime 12 %—l—% 2/¢—1
Cyx Cy_y Cis an odd prime | €2 — 0 | g7 + g7y | 2/(£(0 = 1))
Ay 4 0.7783 1/2

C3 % (Cy % Cs) 168 | 9/112 1/84

C3 % (C7 x C3) | £-torsion conjecture | 168 | 1/84 1/84

C3 x Cy E=Q 8 0.595 1/4

C1o3s ¥ C17 E=Q 103 0.0104 0.09369

02 % C} 6 1/2 1/2

Ay 6 1/2 1/2

The first 3 examples are direct consequences of Theorem [[L7 the next two examples are shown by applying Theorem [LL7]
twice. The last four examples are extensions of the method used to prove Theorem [[L7l The last two examples indicate
that the method can be used to obtain upper bounds for Ny(k, G; X) for d # mt in certain cases. In fact, the last examples
implies that, unconditionally, we have Ng(k, Ag; X) < X1/2+¢ and Ng (k,C2xCpi; X) < X 1/2+¢ which are exactly as Malle’s
conjecture predicts. Details regarding these extensions may be found in Section A1l

We outline the main ideas behind obtaining an upper bound for N,,;(k, G; X) for G € F;. Fix the notation as in Diagram

T4

e Fix a base field k and a degree ¢t extension M/k with Galois group H. The idea is to exploit the discriminant relation
dnyi = diyp e Naye(dnym)-
e We count the number of abelian extensions N/M of degree m with the discriminant dy/y; having a certain fixed

support. To count Ny, (k,G; X), we sum over all M/k and the corresponding possible supports of dy/,. Precisely,
Npi(k, G; X) is bounded above by

X
H{M/k with Ny q(dar/i) < XYMy x Habelian extensions N/M of degree m, with Ny /q(dn/ar) < 7}‘
Niesoldarsi)™
e Show that the number of distinct integer values Nys/q(dn/a) < X above can take is O(X'/E(&)) for some function
R that depends only on G. We can do this by finding the power of the primes ¢ € Z that ramify tamely in N and
04 Nyjo(daryi). This is made precise in Lemma [3.21

Obtaining upper bounds for N,,(k, G; X) for groups in F is done in the same manner as above, with a different discriminant
relation, one stemming from a Brauer relation.

1.1. Known results. Malle made his conjecture in 2002, though the problem of counting number fields ordered by an
invariant has been investigated earlier. A conjecture in this direction, generally attributed to Linnik, states that if we fix a
number field k& the number of degree d extensions K/k with N q(dg /i) < X for X — oo is O(X). We denote the statement
of Linnik’s conjecture as

Nd(k;X) :Odyk(X). (15)
The conjecture holds for d < 5.. The cases of d =1 and N5(Q; X) are trivial and do agree with the conjecture. The order of
magnitude for Na(k; X) and N3(k; X) for general k were obtained by Datskovsky and Wright [12] who show that

Ny(k; X) = CpX + o(X)

for an explicit constant Cj that depends on k. Manjul Bhargava showed that N4(Q; X) ~ ¢4 X and N5(Q; X) ~ ¢5X in
[3] and []. For arbitrary & and permutation groups Sy, Bhargava, Shankar and Wang [7] compute explicit constants ¢4 in
Ny(k,Sq; X) = caX +0o(X) for d = 2,3,4 and 5. Ellenberg and Venkatesh [I5] establish upper bounds for all d > 3, precisely,
they show for a positive constant C,
Ny(k; X) < X EeXP(CvTlogd)

The upper bounds that are conjectured by Malle are never greater than one, thereby making it a stronger conjecture than
(LE). For abelian groups, Wright [24] established the order of magnitude of Ni¢g|(k, G; X ), showing that it does satisfy Malle’s
conjecture. For any group G with an |G| > 4, Ellenberg and Venkatesh [I5] show that N|g|(k, G;z) < X*/3%<. The result in
Theorem [ match the results in [I5] and only do better when there is non trivial information about the size of the torsion
of the class group available to use. The method of proof for bounding N|(k,G; X) for G € F in [I5] is almost the same as
the method here except they do not make explicit use of the size of the class group. Kliiners was the first to explicitly study
a Frobenius group, G = D, where £ is an odd prime. We generalize his techniques to all groups in F. Kliiners showed the
following

Ny(k,Dy; X) < X7T1te Nao(k, Dy; X) < X7, (1.6)

The first of the above results was improved upon by Cohen and Thorne in [I1], Theorem 1.1, in the case that k = Q. Their
methods also imply an improvement in Nop(Q, Dy; X). Their method applies non-trivial bounds for the average value of
Clyvp) [4], they show

Ni(Q, Dg; X) < XT1ma e, (17)
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The above result is implied by work of Pierce, Turnage-Butterbaugh and Wood [23]. Pierce, Turnage-Butterbaugh and Wood
additionally establish non-trivial upper bounds for the size of the m-torsion of the class group for almost all Galois extensions
M/Q with a wide range of possible Galois groups. Using these bounds for quadratic extensions, Theorem [[7] subsumes the
result of Cohen and Thorne for Ny(Q, Dy; X) and improves on the result of Kliiners’ for Noy(Q, Dy; X) by showing

Noo(Q, Dy; X) < X3 -2z te,

For the Frobenius group C5 x Cy, we are able to show N5(k,Cs x Cy; X) < X +€ which is not as tight as the upper bound
of Bhargava, Cojocaru and Thorne, [5] who show

Nis(k,Cs x Cy; X ) < X39/40F¢, (1.8)

Alberts [I] showed upper bounds for Ny4(k, G; X) in the case that G is a solvable group. The set of solvable groups is a subset
of the groups in F;. Upper bounds for Nig|(k, G; X) for solvable groups that we are able to show in this paper are as tight,
or tighter than the upper bounds for the same quantity in Alberts’ work. For Frobenius groups G € F, upper bounds for
Nip|(k,G; X) are tighter in this work than they are in [I]. Alberts’ method has other advantages such as it may be used
to count number fields ordered by an invariant other than the discriminant, such as the conductor. Alberts is also able to
obtain upper bounds for Ny(k,G; X) for all d # |G|. Recently, Alberts [2] wrote another paper that computed lower bounds
for Ny(k,G; X) as well for G € F.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 discuss the structure of Frobenius groups and introduces the Brauer relation.
Section 3 contains technical lemmas needed to prove the main theorem, and then proves the main theorem. Section 4 is divided
into two sections that talk about different ways to generalize the method of the proof. Section 4.1 explores how the method
may be extended to obtain upper bounds for Ny(k,G; X) for d ¢ {m,mt}, for instance, we show Ng(k, Ay; X) < X/2+e,
Section 4.2 explores how non-trivial bounds for |Clys[¢]| for almost all extensions M /k for a certain family of field extensions
may be used to improve Ng(k,G; X). And finally, Section 5 inspects in which situation a stronger bound for |Cly/[¢]| does
and does not play a further role in improving upper bounds for N4(k, G; X).

2. FROBENIUS GROUPS

We introduce Frobenius groups here and compute the expected order of magnitude for Ny, (k, C,, x Ct; X). A Frobenius
group G < S, acts transitively on [m] such that no non-trivial element fixes more than one point and some non-trivial
element fixes a point. Frobenius groups have form G = F x H where the normal subgroup F' is referred to as the Frobenius
kernel and |H| =t is a divisor of m — 1. We now explore the structure of a certain family of Frobenius groups, those that
have the form G = Cy, x Ct. Under Notation [[L6l we compute a(G,m) and a(G, mt). We represent G as

Com % Cy = {0, 0 : 9! = 0™ = 1,4poy™" = 0"}
where v is any primitive root modulo m. The action of G on a set of m elements is unique. When G acts on the set of m

elements, every o has orbits of length s and a total of m/s orbits, where s is some divisor of m. Every v has one fixed point
in this action, and every other orbit has length j where j is some divisor of ¢. Therefore

ind(o) =m — n ind(¢)) =m — (1 + m——1> .
s J
This implies
1
a(Cp % Cy,m) = (2.1)

m m—1Y)
m—max(?,l—i- pl)

We now compute a(G, mt). More generally, we show that for any group G, if p is the smallest prime divisor of |G|, then
I p
o(G,|G|) = ———. 2.2
(G.16]) = 7725 (22)

Every group G has an element g of order p. Every orbit of g has length p and hence ¢g has |G|/p orbits. No non-identity
element can have more orbits since the length of each orbit must be a divisor of |G|. Hence g is the element with most orbits,
which shows the claim.

The main tool in showing upper bounds for N, (k, G; X) when G is Frobenius, is a Brauer relation. By a result of Kliiners
and Fieker ([16], Theorem 4):

Theorem 2.1. Fiz an algebraic number field k. Let G = F x H be any Frobenius group. Let N/k be a normal extension
with Gal(N/k) = G. Let K be the fized field of H and M be the fized field of F. Then

dg/y = dgdf;';v;l)/‘H‘NM/k(dN/M)l/IHI- (2.3)

Observe that F' need not be abelian.
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3. UPPER BOUNDS

This section is divided into two subsections, the first establishes the technical tools needed to prove Theorem [[L7] and the
second subsection proves it. A broad overview of the procedure can be found in the introduction. Throughout this section,
we use the notation established in Notation and Diagram [I.4]

3.1. Technical results. We now make more precise the definition of D that was defined in Notation Let M/k be a
Galois extension with Galois group H. Then

D = D(k, H,m) := limsup log(|Clas[m]])

. 3.1
DU S (/) (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Let M/k be a finite extension of degree t. Let P be a finite set of primes in Opr. The number of abelian
extensions N/M of degree m which are at most ramified in P is bounded above by

C0x (Niyo(daiyi)?) -

Proof. Let m = mgmy, such that mg is the product of primes in P and m., consists of the real places of M. Every extension
N/M as described above is a subfield of the ray class field of m.
Denote the ray class group of m by Clys(m). The following is an exact sequence for ray class groups,

Oy — (Op/m)* — Clpr(m) — Clpyr — 1.

By class field theory, subgroups of index m of Clys(m) are in bijection with abelian extensions N/M of degree m with ramified
primes contained in P. Thus we compute the m-torsion of the ray class group Clys(m). By the exact sequence above,

|Clag (m)[m]] < [(Onr/m)* [m]] x [Clay [m]].
By the Chinese remainder theorem, with M, denoting the completion of M with respect to the norm v, we have
(Onr/m)* = (Onr/mo)* & (Onr/mee)* = [[(One/p)* [ M /M)
peP v Mmoo

Hence we have that |(Oa;/mg)*[m]| is bounded above by 2(mM@IP) There are at most [M : Q] distinct real places, hence
the contribution to the |(O/m)* [m]| from the real places is bounded above by 2[*‘@. Hence, by choosing C' > (2m)M:Q

(Onr/m)*[m]| < CI71.
By @.1),
|Cla[m]| < diyy g < (dijoNeso(dai/i))? <n Nijo(dar/i) -

By combining the two pieces above, we have that the number of abelian extensions of degree m with discriminant supported
on m is bounded above by CP10, (N, /g (dar/i)P).
O

Lemma 3.2. Fiz a tower of number fields M/k/Q. Fix G € Fy and its corresponding normal abelian subgroup F. For any
integer s such that slm and s > 1 we have that

L e COWNrr DN o (digy ) PHEXE (3.2)

L/M:[L:M)=s, L/M is abelian
{ Gal(L/M) = F, Gal(L/k) = G, Najg(dpm) < X}

where R is the largest integer such that for all primes q € Z such that q 1 dyolL : Q] and q|Naryg(dr ), ¢ Nayo(drar).-
If L/k is a Galois extension, R > |G|(1 —p™1), if L/M is not Galois, R > p — 1 where p is the smallest divisor of |F|.

The tower of fields N/L/M/k may be represented as follows:

N
m/s
Le] X
M = Fix(F)
|H|



6 HARSH MEHTA

Proof. Let Pr,;(Onr) denote the set of primes in M that ramify in the extension L/M. Let Pp/y(Z) be the set of primes
in Z that divide Ny q(dr/a) and let £ denote a prime in Z. Since |Pp/p(Z)| = Or,c(|Pr/am(Onr)l), by Lemma B, with
M/Q and Py (Z) fixed, we have

Z 1 <LG.ek Nk/@(dM/k)DC‘PL/M(Z)I-
L/M
[L:M]=s, L/M is abelian
LNk (AL ya)—LEPL 0 (Z)

Now we relax the condition that PL/M(Z) is fixed, and sum over all degree s extensions NM/Q(dL/M) < X. First we define
Py (X) as

]P)M(X): U PL/M(Z).
L/M
[L:M]=s,L/M is abelian
Nurjo(do ) <X
Hence we have
Z 1< Nk/Q(dM/k)D Z O Pr/m(Z)|
L/M P Z)ePy (X
[L:M]=s, L;M is abelian v/ (B)ER (X) (3.3)
Gal(L/M)=F, Gal(L/k)=G
Nujoldrm)<X

We can split each Pr/p/(Z) into the union of two disjoint sets, P,/ (Z) = Ur/a(Z) U Vi /a(Z) such that

e BEvery ¢ € U ) (Z) is such that £ is tamely ramified in L/Q and £ { dp/q.
e Bvery ¢ € Vi p(Z) is such that £|dy o[ : Q].

Hence

Py (X) = U Upym(Z) | U U Vim(Z)
L/M L/M
[L:M]=s,L/M is abelian [L:M]=s,L/M is abelian
Nuyoldoym)<X Nursodo ) <X
This implies that
Nk/@(dM/k)D Z ClPrm@)| Nk/@(dM/k)D Z C'VeL/m(2)] Z Ve (@) (3.4)
Pr v (Z)EPa(X) UL/m(Z)EPr(X) Vi m(Z)EPp (X)

As dyp/g[L : Q] is fixed,

Z CWVerm (@) < Z ILLQ(d)Ow(d) _ (C + 1)W(dM/Q[N¢Q]) < O‘l"(dM/@).

(3.5)
Vi /m(Z)EPm (X) dldp/o[L:Q]

For a prime ¢ € Uy p(Z), denote the exact power of £ dividing Nyyq(dr/a) by ve(Naryo(dr ). Since £ is tamely
ramified, we have that

9¢(L/Q) , 9¢(L/Q)
0, = H PO ve(Narjg(dr ) Z F(Bi, 0)(e(Ps, 0) — 1)
=1

with e(;,¢) and f(;,¢) being the respective ramification degrees and inertia degrees. Consider first the case that L/k is
a Galois extension. In this case m = [L : M] and we see that v4(Na/q(dr/n)) > |G|(1 — p~') where p is the smallest prime
divisor of m. Hence we have

1 e
Z CWUr/m@)] o Z /f(ﬂ)Cw(n) <k,@ XTeT (3.6)
UL/m(Z)EPM (X) nlGl0-P~H<x

If L/k is not a Galois extension, then the smallest any e(P3;,¢) > 1 can be is p where p is the smallest prime divisor of |F.

By combining (B3]), 30) and (B6), we get (32).
O

Note that in the above proof, we only made use of the fact that Gal(L/M) = F and were not able to make use of the fact
that Gal(L/k) =
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Proposition 3.3. [Abel Summation] Let f and g be functions with f : (NN[1, X]) — C and let g be a differentiable function
on [1, X]. Let M¢(X) =3, f(n), we have

b's
S~ fmgln) = My (X)g(X) ~ [ My(0)g' (01 (3.7
n<X 1
3.2. Proof of main theorem. Throughout this section, we use the terminology established in Notation and Diagram
[[4 We let G € F; be the Galois group of the Galois extension N/k. Our strategy to obtain an upper bound for N, (k, G; X)
for G € F and Ny (k,G; X) for G € F7 is to make use of ([23) and the following discriminant relation

For G € Fi, using (B.8) we have

M/k N/M (3.9)
Nk/@(dM/k)SXI/m [N:M]=m, Gal(N/M)=F
Gal(M/k)=H  Nuo(dn/m) <XNyo(dnr/r) ™™

Similarly for G € F, using (23) we have

N (k,G; X) < > > 1.

M/k N/M (3.10)
Nk/@(dM/k)SXt/(ynil) [N:M]=m, Gal(N/M)=F
Gal(M/k)=H Niutyg(dnyan) KX Ny jg(dagys) ~ D

We first bound (BI0). By Lemma B2l the inner sum above is

Z 1< X%Nk/Q(dM/k)D’#}u“CW(Nk/@(dwk)).

N/M
[N:M]=m, Gal(N/M)=F
Nityg(dn/an) KX Ny jg(dagys) ~ D

This implies that

N (k,G; X) <<XﬁﬂL€ Z Nk/@(dM/k)D—#?U-i-ecw(/\/km(d]wk)).
5 (3.11)
Nijo(dagyi) <X/ m=1
Gal(M/k)=H

By assumption we have
> 1=N(k,HY) < yulhite

Mk
Nijo(daryr) <Y
Gal(M/k)=H

Consequently, by Abel summation, [B.I1)) is bounded above by

Nm(k,G,X) <<X—m(1§)’1) +e <Xﬁ<a1(H7t)+D—mt(T;l))+e 4 0(1))
(3.12)
t(ay (H,t)+D)

<XFo DT 4 X T e e
Using (3.9) we now obtain the upper bound for N,,:(k, G; X) in similar fashion.

N, G X) <X 77 ¢ > Niejg(dagyp) P~ T <O Niraldaon)
Mk
Niojo(dagyp) <X/ m=1
Gal(M/k):H (313)

< X m=n e (X%(‘“(H’t)w’ﬁ) + 0(1))

ay (H,t)+D

< Xmnte g X e

This proves Theorem [I.7]
We now prove Corollary [L9 If Malle’s conjecture holds for N¢(k, H; X), then a1 (H,t) = p1/(t(p1 — 1)). Using this and
assuming the ¢-torsion conjecture, (B13)) implies that

Nont (I, G X) < X700 4 X = e

Using the above and equation (Z2)) shows part (1) of Corollary [l Assuming the ¢-torsion conjecture and Malle’s conjecture
for Ny(k, H; X), B12) agrees with [2.1)). This shows part (2) of Corollary [[L9
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4. ExpLICIT COMPUTATIONS AND EXTENSIONS

In this section, the tools needed to prove the examples in Example [[.T0 will be addressed. The section has two parts. The
first part addresses the flexibility of the method of proof as we may use it to count subfields of various degrees. The next
part addresses the occasions in which we can say something non-trivial about the size of the m-torsion of the class group.
Throughout this section, we use the same notation as in Notation

4.1. Extensions. In this section we obtain upper bounds for Ng(k,C3 x Cy; X) and Ng(k, Ag; X). In terms of MAGMA
notation, we obtain upper bounds for Ng(k,6710; X) and Ng(k,674; X). The method used to obtain these bounds is an
extension of the method used to prove Theorem [[L7 and can be used to bound Ny4(k, G; X) for various d that depend on G.

Proposition 4.1. For any number field k, the number of degree 6 extensions Ny /k with Gal(Ny/k) = A4 satisfies
No(k, Ag; X) < X1/, (4.1)
The upper bound is as predicted by Malle.

Note that A4 has normal abelian subgroup F' = {e, (12)(34), (13)(24), (14)(23)}. The subgroup F; = {e, (12)(34)} of F is
not normal in A4. To count the number of degree 6 extensions with Galois group A4, we fix a base field k and let N/k vary
over Galois extensions with Galois group A4. For each fixed N/k, we have the following field diagram with M = Fix(F), and
up to conjugacy we set K = Fix(C3) and Ny = Fix(Fy).

N

RN

3 N
PN
K 0 M
\ /
k
To show the proposition note that dy, /;, = d?\/[/kNM/k(dM/M)' Hence, Ng(k, Ag; X) is bounded above by

D D 1

M/k Ny /M
Nijoldaryn)<X/? [N1:M]=2
Gal(M/k)=C3 Gal(N1/k)=A4

Natjoldny yar) SXNiyo(daryn) ™2
Now we use a result by Kliiners.

Lemma 4.2. [Kliiners, [19], Lemma 4] Let N1/M/k be extensions of number fields with Gal(M/k) = H and [Ny : M] = 2.
Assume there exists a prime p which is unramified in M/k with p||Nao(dn, jar). Then Gal(Ny/k) = Cy 1 H.

Since Ay # C21C3, there can be no prime p € N that is unramified in M and p||Nyq(dn, /ar). This implies that R in
Lemma [3.2] is 2. Hence by Lemma [3.2]

NG(k,A4;X) < X1/2+€ Z Nk/Q(dM/k)D—l-l-ecw(Nk/Q(dM/k))

M/k (4.2)
Nk/@(dM/k)§X1/2
Gal(M/k)=C}

Now, using that M/k is a normal extension, and N3(k, C3; X) < X1/2+¢ and using partial summation, we have that
Ne(k, Ag; X) < X1/ ((X1/2)1/2+D*”E + 0(1)) < X/*e,

This proves the proposition.

Remark 4.3. By the same method we can show results like N14(k,C35 x Cr; X) < X1/2Fe,

Example 4.4. In this example we show Ng(k, C2 x Cy; X) < X/2F¢. This improves on the result of Alberts ([14] Appendix
A) who was able to show Ng(k,C3 x Cy; X) < X?*¢. Malle’s conjectured upper bound for Ng(k,C2 x Cy; X) is O(X1/2F¢),
as well.

We start by fixing k and letting N/k vary over Galois extensions with Galois group Gal(N/k) = C% x Cy. As N/k varies,
we have the following field diagram where the degree 6 extensions of k are denoted by Ni/k. Here, N1 /k need not be unique.
Here M = Fix(C?%), M is the degree 2 subfield of M /k and up to conjugacy we set K = Fix(Cy).
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N
4 6
9
K Ny M
’X %
9 My
A

k

We note that dy, /i, = d?\/ll/kNMl/k(le /u,) and that M/k is a Galois extension. Since Cy is normal in Cy, M /k is a Galois

extension. Fixing M;/k we count the extensions N;/M; with discriminant supported on a certain modulus. In particular,
Ng(k,C3 x Cy; X) is bounded above by

> > 1.

M /k N1 /My
Nk/@(dMl/k)SXI/S [NI:MI]:BJ N, /M, is abelian
Gal(M; /k)=Cs Gal(N1/k)=C3xCa

Natyolday yary ) SX Ny jo(dary 1) 2

By Lemma for Ny /My, we have that R = 2 and we notice that

Ne(k,C3 % Cy; X) < X1/2He > Nieja(dar, )P =320 Nereldary /i)
Ml/kl

Nijoldar ) <X3
Gal(M1/k)=C2

< X1/2+e ((X1/3)1+D—3/2+6 —|—O(1)) < X/2+e

where D = D(Cy, 3).
Above we see that since 1 +D —3/2 < 0, getting a better upper bound than 1/2 for D will not further improve the upper
bound for Ng(k,C3 x Cy; X).

Remark 4.5. The same method can be used to show that Ng(k,C? x Cy; X) < X/2+€ and Ng(k, Dg; X) < X1/2%¢ these
are exactly what Malle’s conjecture predicts.

4.2. Size of the Class group. The best general upper bound for D is 1/2 + € however, we can do better in certain cases.
For instance, in Example [[L10 the result Ny(k, A4; X) < X%77*€ makes use of non-trivial bounds for the two torsion of
the class group. In particular, Bhargava, Shankar, Taniguchi, Thorne, Tsimerman, and Zhao [6] show that for any degree
3 extension M/Q, |Cly[2]] <. |dg)j2/gf4“'+€|. Similarly, we explore the consequence of another such result about non-trivial
bounds on the size of the torsion of the class group. If M/Q is a Galois extension with Galois group Cp, where p; is a
prime, then we can use of non trivial estimates for Cly/[¢] for any ¢. We make use of this in Example where we show
that N1o3(Q, Cro3 % C17; X) < X0-09369+€ (a5 opposed to what we would get otherwise, ie, < X©99375+¢) Pierce, Turnage-
Butterbaugh and Wood establish non-trivial bounds on D for most prime cyclic extensions M/Q, and this suffices for our
purpose. In order to make this rigorous, we need to establish terminology as stated in [23].

Definition 4.6. (0—exceptional field)

Let M/Q be a degree n extension with Galois group G. Such an extension is called a §—exceptional field for 0 < 6 < 1/2
precisely when the Dedekind zeta function of the Galois closure M of M over Q has the property that (,(s)/¢(s) has a zero
in the region

[1— 8] x [~(log dyy )*/°, (log iy sq)*/°).

Theorem 4.7. [[23], Theorem 1.19] Let M/Q represent degree p extensions with Galois group Cp, where p is a prime, with
dyjg < X. Fiz 0 <eo <1/(4(p—1)). Define
5= 0
CBp+2/(p—1) +4e’

Then we have that there are at most Op ,(X) fields M/Q that are d—exceptional. Aside from the é—exceptional fields,
every field extension M/Q that is counted in N,(Q, Cp; X) satisfies the following, for every ¢ € N

t - +e
| Ol [0)] <pte dpyyyg (4.3)
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In fact, Pierce, Turnage-Butterbaugh and Wood have shown similar statements for a larger set of groups. We can make
use of their results to obtain better upper bounds for certain families of groups, in particular, those families where H is a
group of the form C,, where p; is a prime. We now make precise how to make use of their results. Let G = C,, x C},, € F,
we compute Np,(Q,G; X), and as in Diagram [ M = Fix(F). Let D.,(X) be the set of J-exceptional fields M/Q and
ldnjol < X. Let wa = [{M/Q: N(dg) = A}|. We may write equation (B.1T) as

— _ m—1 €
Nm(@u C’m, X Cp17X) < Xl/m(l—p 1)+6 Z wAAD Mt(lfpil)+

Asxt/(m—l)

-1 . m=-1 . m=1
< X V/m=p")te E wAADl mt—p=1) T€ 4 E wAAD2 mti—p=1) T€
ASXt/(mfl) ASXt/(Mfl)

M@De, (X (1) M€Deo (X*/ (™71

Here we have Dy = 1/2(1 — 1/(p1m —m)) and Dy = 1/2. By Theorem [A.7]
> wa=0(X%).

A<X
MeD.,(X)

Consequently the above is

t m—1 m—1

< Xl/m(lfpfl)JrE (Xml (ﬁ+%72m(1}171)77nt(17p71))+€ + Xﬁ(EOJr%im)Jre + O(l)) .

The second term in the parenthesis will not contribute to the main term as we can take ¢y < 1/(4py — 4). This implies that

N (Q, Cpy % Cp s X) < XY/mO-—pDte 4 ot (Gt e ) e (4.4)

Using that above, we can show that Njp3(Q,Cio3 x Ci7; X) < X0:09369F¢ We can similarly apply this technique to
Nyt (Q, G; X) for G € Fy.

5. FINAL REMARKS

Finally we describe the limitations of this method. We will use the same notation here as that in Notation Let
N/N1/M./k be a tower of number fields with the following conditions:

1. Gal(N/k) = Gal(N,/k) = G € Fi.

2. M is the fixed field of F', and M is any subfield of M/k. Let number of M, /k of degree [M; : k] with Ny jq(dar, /1) < X
be bounded above by X ¢(H:[Mi:k])

We classify when we need to address |Cly, [[N1 : Mi]]| and when we do not have to, when finding an upper bound for
Nin,.x (k, G5 X). We have the following corresponding field diagram.

k

We have dy, /, = dg\gll}fl]/\/ /0(dn, /ar, )- We go over the same process as in equation (B.I3). Let R be the smallest exponent

of a prime ¢ € N that is unramified in M; and ramified tamely in N7/Q. Recall by Lemma B2, R =p — 1 if N;/M; is not a

Galois extension, and R = [N; : k](1 — p~!) in the case that N7 /k is a Galois extension. If

[Nl . Ml]
R

then Niy, . (k, G5 X) < X1/F+¢ In the case that (5.1) does not hold, we have, Niny k) (k, G; X) < X7 where

_ a(H,[My : k]) + |Clag, [[N1 2 Mq]]|
[Nl : Ml] '
In the case that (1l) does hold, improving the upper bound for |Clyy, [Ny : M;]]| does not play a further role in improving

Nin,:x)(k, G5 X). The only obstacle from reaching Malle’s conjectured upper bounds in these cases is being able to increase
the value of the constant R (as done by Kliiners in Lemma 4 of [19]). As Lemma indicates, the inequality (G.1)) is less

a(H, [M, : K]) + [Clag, [Ny < My — <0 (5.1)
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likely to hold in the case that N;/k is a Galois extension. In fact, when Ny /k is Galois, Ny = N and M; = M, and if Malle’s
conjecture is realized for Nz (k, H; X), then (B.1]) holds when

TR (plpi oo 1) +[Cly[[V = M]]| < 0.

Here p and p; above are the smallest prime divisors of [M : k] and [N : M] respectively. Under the assumption of the

{-torsion conjecture, the above holds only if p < p;. However, there may be instances where results weaker than the ¢-torsion

conjecture may suffice. For instance when computing Ng(k, Fse; X ) where showing Cl/[2] < d}\é}?@ suffices to show an upper

bound that matches Malle’s conjecture.
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