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UNIVERSALITY OF THE COKERNELS OF RANDOM p-ADIC

HERMITIAN MATRICES

JUNGIN LEE

Abstract

In this paper, we study the distribution of the cokernel of a general random Hermitian

matrix over the ring of integers O of a quadratic extension K of Qp. For each positive integer

n, let Xn be a random n × n Hermitian matrix over O whose upper triangular entries are

independent and their reductions are not too concentrated on certain values. We show that

the distribution of the cokernel of Xn always converges to the same distribution which does

not depend on the choices of Xn as n → ∞ and provide an explicit formula for the limiting

distribution. This answers Open Problem 3.16 from the ICM 2022 lecture note of Wood in

the case of the ring of integers of a quadratic extension of Qp.

1. Introduction

1.1. Distribution of the cokernel of a random p-adic matrix

Let p be a prime. The Cohen-Lenstra heuristics [5] predict the distribution of the p-Sylow subgroup

of the class group Cl(K) of a random imaginary quadratic field K ordered by the absolute value

of the discriminant. (When p = 2, one needs to modify the conjecture by replacing Cl(K) with

2Cl(K).) Friedman and Washington [9] computed the limiting distribution of the cokernel of a

Haar random n× n matrix over Zp as n → ∞. They proved that for every finite abelian p-group

G and a Haar random matrix An ∈ Mn(Zp) for each positive integer n,

lim
n→∞

P(cok(An) ∼= G) =
1

|Aut(G)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1− p−i)

where Mn(R) denotes the set of n × n matrices over a commutative ring R. The right-hand side

of the above formula is equal to the conjectural distribution of the p-parts of the class groups of

imaginary quadratic fields predicted by Cohen and Lenstra [5].

There are two possible ways to generalize the work of Friedman and Washington. One way is to

consider the distribution of the cokernels of various types of random matrices over Zp. Bhargava,

Kane, Lenstra, Poonen and Rains [1] computed the distribution of the cokernel of a random alter-

nating matrix over Zp. They suggested a model for the p-Sylow subgroup of the Tate-Shafarevich

group of a random elliptic curve over Q of given rank r ≥ 0, in terms of a random alternating

matrix over Zp. They also proved that the distribution of their random matrix model coincides

with the prediction of Delaunay [6–8] on the distribution of the p-Sylow subgroup of the Tate-

Shafarevich group of a random elliptic curve over Q. Clancy, Kaplan, Leake, Payne and Wood [4]

computed the distribution of the cokernel of a random symmetric matrix over Zp.

In the above results, random matrices are assumed to be equidistributed with respect to Haar

measure. The distributions of the cokernels for much larger classes of random matrices were

established by Wood [17], Wood [18] and Nguyen-Wood [16].
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Definition 1.1. Let 0 < ε < 1 be a real number. A random variable x in Zp is ε-balanced if

P(x ≡ r (mod p)) ≤ 1 − ε for every r ∈ Z/pZ. A random matrix A in Mn(Zp) is ε-balanced if its

entries are independent and ε-balanced. A random symmetric matrix A in Mn(Zp) is ε-balanced

if its upper triangular entries are independent and ε-balanced.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a finite abelian p-group.

(1) ([18, Theorem 1.2], [16, Theorem 4.1]) Let (αn)n≥1 be a sequence of positive real numbers

such that 0 < αn < 1 for each n and for any constant ∆ > 0, we have αn ≥ ∆ logn
n for

sufficiently large n. Let An be an αn-balanced random matrix in Mn(Zp) for each n. Then,

lim
n→∞

P(cok(An) ∼= G) =
1

|Aut(G)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1− p−i).

(2) ([17, Theorem 1.3]) Let 0 < ε < 1 be a real number and Bn be an ε-balanced random

symmetric matrix in Mn(Zp) for each n. Then,

lim
n→∞

P(cok(Bn) ∼= G) =
# {symmetric, bilinear, perfect φ : G×G → C∗}

|G| |Aut(G)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1 − p1−2i).

Another way is to generalize the cokernel condition. We refer to the introduction of [13] for

the recent progress in this direction. The following theorem provides the joint distribution of the

cokernels cok(Pj(An)) (1 ≤ j ≤ l), where P1(t), · · · , Pl(t) ∈ Zp[t] are monic polynomials with

some mild assumptions and An is a Haar random matrix in Mn(Zp). It is a modified version of

the conjecture by Cheong and Huang [2, Conjecture 2.3].

Theorem 1.3. ([13, Theorem 2.1]) Let P1(t), · · · , Pl(t) ∈ Zp[t] be monic polynomials whose

mod p reductions in Fp[t] are distinct and irreducible, and let Gj be a finite module over Rj :=

Zp[t]/(Pj(t)) for each 1 ≤ j ≤ l. Also let An be a Haar random matrix in Mn(Zp) for each positive

integer n. Then we have

lim
n→∞

P

(

cok(Pj(An)) ∼= Gj

for 1 ≤ j ≤ l

)

=

l
∏

j=1

(

1
∣

∣AutRj
(Gj)

∣

∣

∞
∏

i=1

(1− p−i deg(Pj))

)

.

1.2. Hermitian matrices over p-adic rings

Before stating the main theorem of this paper, we summarize the basic results on quadratic

extensions of Qp and Hermitian matrices over p-adic rings. Every quadratic extension of Qp

is of the form Qp(
√
a) for some non-trivial element a ∈ Q×

p /(Q
×
p )

2. For a, b ∈ Q×
p , we have

Qp(
√
a) = Qp(

√
b) if and only if b

a ∈ (Q×
p )

2. Therefore the number of quadratic extensions of Qp

is given by
∣

∣Q×
p /(Q

×
p )

2
∣

∣− 1. Since Q×
p
∼= Z×Zp ×Z/(p− 1)Z for odd p and Q×

2
∼= Z×Z2 ×Z/2Z,

there are 3 quadratic extensions of Qp for odd p and 7 quadratic extensions of Q2.

Let K be a quadratic extension of Qp with the ring of integers O := OK , the residue field κ

and the uniformizer π that will be specified. Denote the generator of the Galois group Gal(K/Qp)

by σ. Fix a primitive (p2− 1)-th root of unity w in Qp. Then K = Qp(w) is the unique unramified

quadratic extension of Qp and satisfies O = Zp[w] and κ = O/pO ∼= Fp2 ([15, Proposition II.7.12]).

In this case, fix the uniformizer by π = p. The element σ ∈ Gal(K/Qp) maps to the Frobenius

automorphism Frobp ∈ Gal(Fp2/Fp) (x 7→ xp) so it satisfies σ(w) = wp. If K/Qp is ramified,

then we always have O = Zp[π] and κ = Fp. When K/Qp is ramified and p > 2, there exists a

uniformizer π ∈ O such that σ(π) = −π. There are two types of ramified quadratic extensions of

Q2 ([3, p. 456]):
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(1) K = Q2(
√
1 + 2u) for some u ∈ Z×

2 , π := 1 +
√
1 + 2u is a uniformizer and σ(π) = 2− π.

(2) K = Q2(
√
2u) for some u ∈ Z×

2 , π :=
√
2u is a uniformizer and σ(π) = −π.

A matrix A ∈ Mn(O) is called Hermitian if A = σ(At), where At denotes the transpose of A.

This is equivalent to the condition that Aij = σ(Aji) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n, where Aij denotes

the (i, j)-th entry of the matrix A. Denote the set of n× n Hermitian matrices over O by Hn(O).

For an extension of finite fields Fp2/Fp, the set Hn(Fp2) is defined by the same way.

A Hermitian lattice over O of rank n is a free O-module L of rank n equipped with a bi-

additive map h : L × L → O such that h(y, x) = σ(h(x, y)) and h(ax, by) = aσ(b)h(x, y) for

every a, b ∈ O and x, y ∈ L. When (L, h) is a Hermitian lattice with an O-basis v1, · · · , vn,
a matrix H = (Hi,j)1≤i,j≤n ∈ Mn(O) given by Hi,j = h(vj , vi) is Hermitian. Conversely, if

H ∈ Hn(O), then (L, h) given by L = On and h(x, y) = σ(yT )Hx is a Hermitian lattice and we

have h(ej , ei) = eTi Hej = Hi,j where e1, · · · , en is the standard basis of L.

We say two Hermitian matrices A,B ∈ Hn(O) are equivalent if B = Y Aσ(Y t) for some Y ∈
GLn(O). The correspondence between Hermitian lattices and Hermitian matrices gives a bijection

between the set of equivalent classes of Hermitian matrices in Hn(O) and the set of isomorphism

classes of Hermitian lattices over O of rank n.

1.3. Main results and the structure of the paper

The purpose of this paper is to establish the universality result for the distribution of the cokernels

of random p-adic Hermitian matrices. First we provide the definition of ε-balanced random matrix

in Hn(O). We will consider the unramified and ramified cases separately. Let X ∈ Hn(O). If

K/Qp is unramified, then Xij = Yij + wZij for some Yij , Zij ∈ Zp. If K/Qp is ramified, then

Xij = Yij + πZij for some Yij , Zij ∈ Zp. For both cases, Zii = 0 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n and X is

determined by n2 elements Yij (i ≤ j), Zij (i < j).

Let Eij ∈ Mn(Zp) be a matrix defined by (Eij)kl = δikδjl. If K/Qp is unramified, then Hn(O)

is generated by n2 matrices Eij (i ≤ j) and wEij (i < j) as a Zp-module. If K/Qp is ramified,

then Hn(O) is generated by n2 matrices Eij (i ≤ j) and πEij (i < j) as a Zp-module. Therefore

an additive measure on Hn(O) defined by the product of the Haar probability measures on Yij

(i ≤ j), Zij (i < j) is same as the Haar probability measure on Hn(O) by the uniqueness of the

Haar probability measure.

Definition 1.4. Let 0 < ε < 1. A random matrix X in Hn(O) is ε-balanced if the n2 elements

Yij (i ≤ j), Zij (i < j) in Zp are independent and ε-balanced.

The following remarks shows that our definition of ε-balanced random matrix in Hn(O) is

independent of the choice of the primitive (p2 − 1)-th root of unity w (unramified case) and the

uniformizer π (ramified case).

Remark 1.5. (1) Assume that K/Qp is unramified. By the relation

(p+ 1) + (wp−1 − 1)

p+1
∑

i=1

iw(p+1−i)(p−1) =
wp2−1 − 1

wp−1 − 1
= 0,

we have w − σ(w) = w(1 − wp−1) ∈ O×. Now let w′ be any primitive (p2 − 1)-th root of

unity in Qp. For random elements x, y ∈ Zp, we have x+ yw = x′ + y′w′ for

x′ = x+
w′σ(w) − wσ(w′)

w′ − σ(w′)
y, y′ =

w − σ(w)

w′ − σ(w′)
y.
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Then we have x′, y′ ∈ Zp and x and y are independent and ε-balanced if and only if x′ and

y′ are independent and ε-balanced.

(2) Assume that K/Qp is ramified and let π′ be any uniformizer of K. Then π′ ≡ uπ (mod π2)

for some u ∈ Z×
p . For random elements x, y ∈ Zp, we have x + yπ′ = x′ + y′π for some

x′, y′ ∈ Zp such that x ≡ x′ (mod p) and uy ≡ y′ (mod p) so x and y are independent and

ε-balanced if and only if x′ and y′ are independent and ε-balanced.

Let Γ be an O-module and σΓ be its conjugate which is same as Γ as abelian groups, with the

scalar multiplication r ·g := σ(r)g. A Hermitian pairing on Γ is a bi-additive map δ : Γ×Γ → K/O
such that δ(y, x) = σ(δ(x, y)) and δ(ax, by) = aσ(b)δ(x, y) for every a, b ∈ O and x, y ∈ Γ. We

say a Hermitian pairing δ : Γ × Γ → K/O is perfect if σΓ → HomO(Γ,K/O) (g 7→ δ(·, g)) is an

O-module isomorphism. The following theorem is the main result of this paper, which settles a

problem suggested by Wood [19, Open Problem 3.16] in the case that o is the ring of integers of a

quadratic extension of Qp.

Theorem 1.6. Let 0 < ε < 1 be a real number, Xn ∈ Hn(O) be an ε-balanced random matrix

for each n and Γ be a finite O-module.

(1) (Theorem 4.20) If K/Qp is unramified, then

lim
n→∞

P(cok(Xn) ∼= Γ) =
# {Hermitian, perfect δ : Γ× Γ → K/O}

|AutO(Γ)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
). (1)

(2) (Theorem 5.14) If K/Qp is ramified, then

lim
n→∞

P(cok(Xn) ∼= Γ) =
# {Hermitian, perfect δ : Γ× Γ → K/O}

|AutO(Γ)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
). (2)

In Section 2, we provide a proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption that each Xn is equidis-

tributed with respect to Haar measure (Theorem 2.3). Our proof follows the strategy of [4, Theorem

2] which consists of four steps (see the paragraph after Lemma 2.6). The most technical part of

the proof is the second step, i.e. the computation of the probability that 〈 , 〉Xn
= 〈 , 〉M for a

given M ∈ Hn(O). When K/Qp is ramified, this computation is even more complicated than the

proof of [4, Theorem 2] for p = 2.

To extend this result to ε-balanced Hermitian matrices, we use themoments as in the symmetric

case. For a random O-module M and a given O-module G, the G-moment of M is defined by

the expected value E(#SurO(M,G)) of the number of surjective O-module homomorphisms from

M to G. The key point is that if we know the G-moment of M for every G and if the moments

are not too large, then we can recover the distribution of a random O-module M . In Section 3,

we show that the limiting distribution of the cokernels of Haar random Hermitian matrices over

O is determined by their moments (Theorem 3.3). We conclude the proof of Theorem 1.6 in the

general case by combining the following result with Theorem 2.3 and 3.3.

Theorem 1.7. Let Xn be as in Theorem 1.6 and G =
∏r

i=1 O/πλiO for λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr ≥ 1.

(1) (Theorem 4.19) If K/Qp is unramified, then

lim
n→∞

E(#SurO(cok(Xn), G)) = p
∑r

i=1(2i−1)λi . (3)

4



(2) (Theorem 5.13) If K/Qp is ramified, then

lim
n→∞

E(#SurO(cok(Xn), G)) = p
∑r

i=1

(

(i−1)λi+
⌊

λi
2

⌋)

. (4)

For both cases, the error term is exponentially small in n.

The unramified and ramified cases should be considered separately in the proof of the above

theorem. Moreover, the ramified extensions K/Qp are classified by two types (see the first para-

graph of Section 5) and the proof for these cases are slightly different for some technical reasons.

We prove the unramified case in Section 4 and the ramified case in Section 5. Our proof of Theorem

1.7 is based on the innovative work of Wood [17], but it cannot be directly adapted to our case. In

particular, we need some effort to deal with the linear and conjugate-linear maps simultaneously,

which is different from the symmetric case where every map is linear. For example, a lot of conju-

gations appear during the computations on the maps αc
ij and αd

i in HomR(V, (
σG)∗), which make

the proof more involved than the proof for the symmetric case.

2. Haar random p-adic Hermitian matrices

Throughout this section, we assume that random matrices are equidistributed with respect to Haar

measure. More general (i.e. ε-balanced) random matrices will be considered in Section 4 and 5.

This section is based on [4, Section 2], where the distribution of the cokernel of a Haar random

symmetric matrix over Zp was computed. Some notations are also borrowed from [4].

Jacobowitz [12] classified Hermitian lattices over p-adic rings. We follow the exposition of Yu

[20, Section 2], whose original reference is also [12]. Let (L, h) be a Hermitian lattice over O. (We

refer Section 1.2 for the definition of a Hermitian lattice.) A vector x ∈ L is maximal if x /∈ πL.

(Recall that π is a uniformizer of O.) For each i ∈ Z, (L, h) is called πi-modular if h(x, L) = πiO
for every maximal x ∈ L ([12, p.447]). We say (L, h) is modular if it is πi-modular for some i ∈ Z.

Any Hermitian lattice can be written as an orthogonal sum of modular lattices [12, Proposition

4.3]. When K/Qp is unramified, any πi-modular lattice (L, h) is isomorphic to an orthogonal sum

of the copies of the πi-modular lattice (πi) of rank 1 [12, Theorem 7.1]. Using the correspondence

between Hermitian lattices and Hermitian matrices, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. Assume that K/Qp is unramified. For every A ∈ Hn(O), there exists Y ∈
GLn(O) such that Y Aσ(Y t) is diagonal.

The classification of Hermitian lattices overO for the ramified case can be found in [12, Proposi-

tion 8.1] (the case p > 2) and [3, Theorem 2.2] (the case p = 2). Using the correspondence between

Hermitian lattices and Hermitian matrices, we can summarize the results of [12, Proposition 8.1]

and [3, Theorem 2.2] as follow. For a, b ∈ Zp and c ∈ O, denote

A(a, b, c) :=

(

a c

σ(c) b

)

∈ H2(O).

Proposition 2.2. Assume that K/Qp is ramified. For every A ∈ Hn(O), there exists Y ∈ GLn(O)

such that Y Aσ(Y t) is a block diagonal matrix consisting of

(1) the zero diagonal blocks,

(2) diagonal blocks
(

uip
di

)

for some di ≥ 0 and ui ∈ Z×
p ,

5



(3) 2× 2 blocks of the form Bj = A(aj , bj , cj) for some aj, bj ∈ Zp and cj ∈ O such that cj 6= 0,
aj
cj

∈ O and
bj
πcj

∈ O.

Let Γ be a finite O-module. Recall that we have defined the conjugate σΓ of Γ and a perfect

Hermitian pairing on Γ in Section 1.3. When Γ1, Γ2 are finite O-modules and δi (i = 1, 2) is a

perfect Hermitian pairing on Γi, we say (Γ1, δ1) and (Γ2, δ2) are isomorphic if there is an O-module

isomorphism f : Γ1 → Γ2 such that δ1(x, y) = δ2(f(x), f(y)) for every x, y ∈ Γ1. For X ∈ Hn(O),

a Hermitian pairing 〈 , 〉X : On ×On → K/O is defined by

〈x, y〉X := σ(yt)X−1x

and this induces a perfect Hermitian pairing δX on cok(X). The following theorem provides the

limiting distribution of the cokernel of a Haar random Hermitian matrix over O.

Theorem 2.3. Let Xn ∈ Hn(O) be a Haar random matrix for each n, Γ be a finite O-module,

r := dimκ(Γ/πΓ) and δ be a perfect Hermitian pairing on Γ.

(1) If K/Qp is unramified, then the probability that (cok(Xn), δXn
) is isomorphic to (Γ, δ) is

µn(Γ, δ) =
1

|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1− 1

p2j
)
n−r
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
),

which implies that

lim
n→∞

P(cok(Xn) ∼= Γ) =
# {Hermitian, perfect δ : Γ× Γ → K/O}

|AutO(Γ)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
). (5)

(2) If K/Qp is ramified, then the probability that (cok(Xn), δXn
) is isomorphic to (Γ, δ) is

µn(Γ, δ) =
1

|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1 − 1

pj
)

⌈n−r
2 ⌉
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
),

which implies that

lim
n→∞

P(cok(Xn) ∼= Γ) =
# {Hermitian, perfect δ : Γ× Γ → K/O}

|AutO(Γ)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
). (6)

Before starting the proof, we provide three lemmas that will be used in the proof. The first one

is an analogue of [4, Lemma 4], whose proof is also similar. For an arbitrary Hermitian pairing

[ , ] : On ×On → K/O, define its cokernel by

cok [ , ] := On/ {x ∈ On : [x, y] = 0 for all y ∈ On}

and denote the canonical perfect Hermitian pairing on cok [ , ] by δ[ , ]. Note that cok [ , ] is always

a finite O-module.

Lemma 2.4. The number of Hermitian pairings [ , ] : On ×On → K/O such that (cok [ , ] , δ[ , ])

is isomorphic to given (Γ, δ) is

|Γ|n∏n
j=n−r+1(1− |κ|−j

)

|AutO(Γ, δ)|
,

where r := dimκ(Γ/πΓ).

6



Denote the set of n × n symmetric matrices over a commutative ring R by Symn(R). For

a matrix A ∈ Hn(O), A := A mod (π) is an element of Hn(Fp2) (resp. Symn(Fp)) if K/Qp is

unramified (resp. ramified).

Lemma 2.5. (1) ([10, equation (4)]) The number of invertible matrices in Hn(Fp2) is

∣

∣GLn(Fp2) ∩Hn(Fp2)
∣

∣ = pn
2

n
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
). (7)

(2) ([14, Theorem 2]) The number of invertible matrices in Symn(Fp) is

|GLn(Fp) ∩ Symn(Fp)| = p
n(n+1)

2

⌈n
2 ⌉
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
). (8)

The following lemma is a variant of [1, Lemma 3.2]. Since an n× n matrix over O is invertible

if and only if its reduction modulo π (which is a matrix over κ) is invertible, the proof is exactly

same as the original lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that A,M ∈ Hn(O) and detM 6= 0. Then we have 〈 , 〉A = 〈 , 〉M if and

only if A ∈ M +M Hn(O)M and rankκ(A) = rankκ(M).

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.3, which is the main result of this section. Our proof

follows the strategy of [4, Theorem 2].

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Throughout the proof, we denote a Haar random matrix Xn ∈ Hn(O) by

A for simplicity. First we prove the case that K/Qp is unramified.

(1) By Lemma 2.4, the number of Hermitian pairings [ , ] : On × On → K/O such that

(cok [ , ] , δ[ , ]) is isomorphic to (Γ, δ) is

|Γ|n
|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1− 1

p2j
).

(2) Let [ , ] : On ×On → K/O be a Hermitian pairing. Choose a matrix N ∈ Hn(K) such that

Nij ∈ K is a lift of [ei, ej] ∈ K/O. There exists m ∈ Z≥0 such that pmN ∈ Hn(O). By

Proposition 2.1, there exists Y ∈ GLn(O) such that

Y Nσ(Y t) = diag(u′
1p

d′

1−m, · · · , u′
np

d′

n−m),

where u′
i ∈ O× and d′i ∈ Z≥0 for each i. By possibly changing the lift Nij of [ei, ej] ∈ K/O

for each 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n, one may assume that d′i − m ≤ 0 for each i. In this case, M :=

(Y Nσ(Y t))−1 ∈ Hn(O) satisfies [ , ] = 〈 , 〉M and is of the form

M = diag(u1p
d1 , · · · , unp

dn),

where ui ∈ O× and di ∈ Z≥0 for each i.

(3) Let M ∈ Hn(O) be as above. Then we have Γ ∼= cok(M) ∼=
∏n

i=1 O/pdiO. By Lemma 2.6,

we have 〈 , 〉A = 〈 , 〉M if and only if X := M−1(A −M)M−1 ∈ Hn(O) and rankFp2
(A) =

rankF
p2
(M) = n− r. First we compute the probability that Xij ∈ O for every i ≤ j.

7



• For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, we have Xij = (uip
di)−1Aij(ujp

dj )−1 ∈ O if and only if pdi+dj | Aij

for a random Aij ∈ O. The probability is given by p−2(di+dj).

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have Xii = (uip
di)−1Aii(uip

di)−1 ∈ O if and only if p2di | Aii for a

random Aii ∈ Zp. The probability is given by p−2di .

By the above computations, the probability that X ∈ Hn(O) is given by

∏

i<j

p−2(di+dj)
∏

i

p−2di = |Γ|−n . (9)

Given the condition X ∈ Hn(O), we may assume that M is zero outside of its upper left

(n− r)× (n− r) minor by permuting the rows and columns of M . In this case, rankF
p2
(A) =

n− r if and only if the upper left (n− r)× (n− r) minor of A, which is random in Hn−r(Fp2),

has a rank n− r. Therefore the probability that 〈 , 〉A = 〈 , 〉M is given by

∣

∣GLn−r(Fp2) ∩ Hn−r(Fp2)
∣

∣

∣

∣Hn−r(Fp2)
∣

∣

· |Γ|−n
=

n−r
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
) |Γ|−n

.

(The equality holds due to Lemma 2.5.)

(4) Using the above results, we conclude that

µn(Γ, δ) =
n−r
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
) |Γ|−n · |Γ|n

|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1− 1

p2j
)

=
1

|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1− 1

p2j
)

n−r
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
).

Let ΦΓ denotes the set of Hermitian perfect pairings on Γ and ΦΓ be the set of isomorphism

classes of elements of ΦΓ. The orbit-stabilizer theorem implies that

∑

[δ]∈ΦΓ

1

|AutO(Γ, δ)|
=
∑

δ∈ΦΓ

1

|AutO(Γ)|
(10)

([17, p. 952]) and this implies that

lim
n→∞

P(cok(A) ∼= Γ) = lim
n→∞

∑

[δ]∈ΦΓ

µn(Γ, δ) =
|ΦΓ|

|AutO(Γ)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1 +
(−1)i

pi
).

Now assume that K/Qp is ramified.

(1) By Lemma 2.4, the number of Hermitian pairings [ , ] : On × On → K/O such that

(cok [ , ] , δ[ , ]) is isomorphic to (Γ, δ) is

|Γ|n
|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1 − 1

pj
).

(2) Let [ , ] : On ×On → K/O be a Hermitian pairing. Choose a matrix N ∈ Hn(K) such that

Nij ∈ K is a lift of [ei, ej] ∈ K/O. There exists m ∈ Z≥0 such that pmN ∈ Hn(O). By

Proposition 2.2, there exists Y ∈ GLn(O) such that

Y Nσ(Y t) = diag(u′
1p

d′

1−m, · · · , u′
kp

d′

k−m, p−mB′
1, · · · , p−mB′

s) (k + 2s = n),

8



where u′
ip

d′

i (1 ≤ i ≤ k) and B′
j = A(a′j , b

′
j , c

′
j) (1 ≤ j ≤ s) satisfy the conditions appear in

Proposition 2.2. By possibly changing the lift Nij of [ei, ej] ∈ K/O for each 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n,

one may assume that d′i −m ≤ 0 for each i and (p−mB′
j)

−1 = pmA(b′j , a
′
j,−c′j) ∈ H2(O) for

each j. In this case, M := (Y Nσ(Y t))−1 ∈ Hn(O) satisfies [ , ] = 〈 , 〉M and is of the form

M = diag(u1p
d1 , · · · , ukp

dk , B1, · · · , Bs) (k + 2s = n),

where uip
di ∈ Zp (1 ≤ i ≤ k) and Bj = A(aj , bj , cj) ∈ H2(O) (1 ≤ j ≤ s) satisfy the

conditions appear in Proposition 2.2.

(3) Let M ∈ Hn(O) be as above. The conditions cj 6= 0,
aj
cj

∈ O and
bj
πcj

∈ O imply that

cok(Bj) ∼= cok

(

aj cj

σ(cj)− ajbjc
−1
j 0

)

∼= cok

(

0 cj

σ(cj)− ajbjc
−1
j 0

)

∼= (O/cjO)2

so we have

Γ ∼= cok(M) ∼=
k
∏

i=1

O/π2diO ×
s
∏

j=1

(O/πejO)2

for πej ‖ cj . By Lemma 2.6, we have 〈 , 〉A = 〈 , 〉M if and only if X := M−1(A−M)M−1 ∈
Hn(O) and rankFp

(A) = rankFp
(M) = n− r. First we compute the probability that Xij ∈ O

for every i ≤ j. To simplify the proof, we will introduce some notations. For a positive

integer x, denote x := x+ k. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ s, denote Yij :=
(

Xi, 2j−1 Xi, 2j

)

.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ j′ ≤ s, denote Zjj′ :=

(

X2j−1, 2j′−1 X2j−1, 2j′

X2j, 2j′−1 X2j, 2j′

)

.

• For 1 ≤ i < i′ ≤ k, we have Xii′ = (uip
di)−1Aii′ (ui′p

di′ )−1 ∈ O if and only if π2(di+di′ ) |
Aii′ for a random Aii′ ∈ O. The probability is given by p−2(di+di′ ).

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ k, we have Xii = (uip
di)−1(Aii − uip

di)(uip
di)−1 ∈ O if and only if

p2di | Aii − uip
di for a random Aii ∈ Zp. The probability is given by p−2di.

• For 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ s, denote (aj , bj , cj) = (a, b, c) for simplicity. Then we have

Yij = (uip
di)−1

(

Ai, 2j−1 = x Ai, 2j = y
)

B−1
j ∈ M1×2(O)

⇔ − b

σ(c)
x+ y, x+−a

c
y ∈ π2di+ejO

⇔ x, y ∈ π2di+ejO.

The probability is given by p−2(2di+ej).

• For 1 ≤ j < j′ ≤ s, denote (aj , bj , cj) = (a, b, c) and (aj′ , bj′ , cj′ ) = (a′, b′, c′) for

9



simplicity. Then we have

Zjj′ = B−1
j

(

A2j−1, 2j′−1 = x A2j−1, 2j′ = y

A2j, 2j′−1 = z A2j, 2j′ = w

)

B−1
j′ ∈ M2(O)

⇔













bb′ −bσ(c′) −cb′ cσ(c′)

−bc′ ba′ cc′ −ca′

−σ(c)b′ σ(c)σ(c′) ab′ −aσ(c′)

σ(c)c′ −σ(c)a′ −ac′ aa′

























x

y

z

w













∈ π2(ej+ej′ ) M4×1(O)

⇔ T













x

y

z

w













:=













bb′

cσ(c′) − b
c − b′

σ(c′) 1

− b
c

ba′

cc′ 1 −a′

c′

− b′

σ(c′) 1 ab′

σ(c)σ(c′) − a
σ(c)

1 −a′

c′ − a
σ(c)

aa′

σ(c)c′

























x

y

z

w













∈ πej+ej′ M4×1(O).

Since the matrix T ∈ M4(O) is invertible, the probability is given by p−4(ej+ej′ ).

• For 1 ≤ j ≤ s, denote (aj , bj , cj) = (a, b, c) for simplicity. Then we have

Zjj = B−1
j

(

A2j−1, 2j−1 = x A2j−1, 2j′ = y

A2j, 2j−1 = σ(y) A2j, 2j′ = z

)

B−1
j ∈ M2(O)

⇔













b2

cσ(c) − b
c − b

σ(c) 1

− b
c

ba
c2 1 −a

c

− b
σ(c) 1 ab

σ(c)2 − a
σ(c)

1 −a
c − a

σ(c)
a2

σ(c)c

























x

y

σ(y)

z













∈ π2ej M4×1(O)

⇔ x, z ∈ pejZp, y ∈ π2ejO

for a random x, z ∈ Zp and y ∈ O. The probability is given by p−4ej .

By the above computations, the probability that X ∈ Hn(O) is given by

∏

i<i′

p−2(di+di′)
∏

i

p−2di

∏

i,j

p−2(2di+ej)
∏

j<j′

p−4(ej+ej′ )
∏

j

p−4ej = |Γ|−n
. (11)

Given the condition X ∈ Hn(O), we may assume that M is zero outside of its upper left

(n−r)×(n−r) minor by permuting the rows and columns ofM . In this case, rankFp
(A) = n−r

if and only if the upper left (n − r) × (n − r) minor of A, which is random in Symn−r(Fp),

has a rank n− r. Therefore the probability that 〈 , 〉A = 〈 , 〉M is given by

∣

∣GLn−r(Fp) ∩ Symn−r(Fp)
∣

∣

∣

∣Symn−r(Fp)
∣

∣

· |Γ|−n =

⌈n−r
2 ⌉
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
) |Γ|−n .

(The equality holds due to Lemma 2.5.)

(4) Using the above results, we conclude that

µn(Γ, δ) =

⌈n−r
2 ⌉
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
) |Γ|−n · |Γ|n

|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1− 1

pj
)

=
1

|AutO(Γ, δ)|

n
∏

j=n−r+1

(1 − 1

pj
)

⌈n−r
2 ⌉
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
)
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and the equation (10) implies that

lim
n→∞

P(cok(A) ∼= Γ) = lim
n→∞

∑

[δ]∈ΦΓ

µn(Γ, δ) =
|ΦΓ|

|AutO(Γ)|

∞
∏

i=1

(1− 1

p2i−1
).

For a partition λ = (λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr) (λr ≥ 1), an O-module of type λ is defined by
∏r

i=1 O/πλiO.

The moments of the cokernel of a Haar random matrix Xn ∈ Hn(O) are given as follow. The next

theorem is a special case of Theorem 1.7.

Theorem 2.7. Let G = Gλ be a finite O-module of type λ = (λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr).

(1) If K/Qp is unramified, then

lim
n→∞

E(#SurO(cok(Xn), G)) = p
∑r

i=1(2i−1)λi . (12)

(2) If K/Qp is ramified, then

lim
n→∞

E(#SurO(cok(Xn), G)) = p
∑r

i=1

(

(i−1)λi+
⌊

λi
2

⌋)

. (13)

Proof. For n ≥ r, denote A = Xn for simplicity. Assume that det(A) 6= 0 (so cok(A) is finite),

which holds with probability 1. Following the proof of [4, Theorem 11], the problem reduces to

the computation of the probability that AOn ∈ DOn where

D := diag(πe1 , · · · , πen) (e1 = λ1, · · · , er = λr , er+1 = · · · = en = 0).

The condition AOn ∈ DOn holds if and only if Aij ∈ πeiO for every i ≤ j.

• For i < j, Aij is a random element of O so

P(Aij ∈ πeiO) =

{

p−2ei (K/Qp is unramified)

p−ei (K/Qp is ramified)
.

• For i = j, Aii is a random element of Zp. If K/Qp is unramified, then Aii ∈ πeiO if and only

if Aii ∈ peiZp. If K/Qp is ramified, then Aii ∈ πeiO if and only if Aii ∈ p⌈
ei
2 ⌉Zp. Thus

P(Aii ∈ πeiO) =

{

p−ei (K/Qp is unramified)

p−⌈
ei
2 ⌉ (K/Qp is ramified)

.

Since the probability that a random uniform element of HomO(On, G) is a surjection goes to 1 as

n → ∞, we have

lim
n→∞

E(#SurO(cok(Xn), G))

= lim
n→∞

|SurO(On, G)|
∏

1≤i<j≤n

P(Aij ∈ πeiO)
∏

1≤i≤n

P(Aii ∈ πeiO)

=

{

p
∑r

i=1(2i−1)λi (K/Qp is unramified)

p
∑r

i=1

(

(i−1)λi+
⌊

λi
2

⌋)

(K/Qp is ramified)
.

Let λ be a partition and λ′ be its transpose partition. Then we have
∑

i(2i − 1)λi =
∑

j λ
′2
j .

(This follows from the formula
∑

i(i−1)λi =
∑

j

λ′2
j −λ′

j

2 which appears in [4, p. 717].) By Theorem

2.7, the n → ∞ limit of the moment E(#SurO(cok(Xn), G)) for a finite O-module G of type λ is

bounded above by |κ|
∑λ1

j=1

λ′2
j
2 in both unramified and ramified cases. In the next section, we will

prove that these moments determine the distribution.
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3. Moments

Unlike the equidistributed case, it seems almost impossible to compute the distribution of the

cokernel of an arbitrary ε-balanced matrix directly. The use of moments enables us to compute

the distributions of random groups (in our case, random O-modules) without direct computation.

Wood [17, 18] and Nguyen-Wood [16] proved Theorem 1.2 by computing the moments of the

cokernels of ε-balanced matrices and showing that these moments determine the distribution. In

the remaining part of the paper, we follow the same strategy.

In this section, we prove that the distribution of the cokernel of a Haar random Hermitian

matrix over O is uniquely determined by its moments that appear in Theorem 2.7. Since the

ring O is a PID, the structure theorem for finitely generated modules over a PID implies that the

partitions classify finite O-modules. Our arguments are largely based on [17, Section 7–8], so some

details will be omitted.

For a partition λ, denote the finite O-module of type λ by Gλ and let m(Gλ) := |κ|
∑λ1

j=1

λ′2
j
2 .

For partitions µ ≤ λ, let Gµ,λ be the set of O-submodules of Gλ of type µ. The following lemma

is an analogue of [17, Lemma 7.5].

Lemma 3.1. We have
∑

G≤Gλ
m(G) ≤ Fλ1m(Gλ) for F :=

∏∞
i=1(1− 2−i)−1 ·∑∞

d=0 2
−d2

2 > 0.

Proof. Let C =
∏∞

i=1(1− 2−i) and D =
∑∞

d=0 2
− d2

2 , so that F = C−1D. Then we have

|Gµ,λ| =
∏

j≥1



|κ|µ
′

jλ
′

j−µ′2
j

µ′

j−µ′

j+1
∏

k=1

1− |κ|−λ′

j+µ′

j−k

1− |κ|−k





≤ |κ|
∑λ1

j=1(µ
′

jλ
′

j−µ′2
j )

λ1
∏

j=1

(

∞
∏

k=1

1

1− |κ|−k

)

≤ 1

Cλ1
|κ|

∑λ1
j=1(µ

′

jλ
′

j−µ′2
j )

(14)

by [11, Theorem 2.4]. Now the equation (14) implies that
∑

G≤Gλ

m(G) =
∑

µ≤λ

|Gµ,λ|m(Gµ)

≤ 1

Cλ1

∑

µ≤λ

|κ|
∑λ1

j=1(µ
′

jλ
′

j−µ′2
j +

µ′2
j
2 )

=
|κ|

∑λ1
j=1

λ′2
j
2

Cλ1

∑

µ≤λ

|κ|
∑λ1

j=1 −
(λ′

j−µ′

j )2

2

≤ |κ|
∑λ1

j=1

λ′2
j
2

Cλ1

∑

d1,··· ,dλ1
≥0

|κ|−
∑λ1

j=1

d2j
2

≤ Fλ1m(Gλ).

Lemma 3.2. Let m be a positive integer, M be the set of partitions with at most m parts and

t > 1 and b < 1 be real numbers. For each µ ∈ M , let xµ and yµ be non-negative real numbers.

Suppose that for all λ ∈ M ,

∑

µ∈M

xµt
∑

i λiµi =
∑

µ∈M

yµt
∑

i λiµi = O(Fmt
∑

i

λ2
i+bλi

2 )

for an absolute constant F > 0. Then we have xµ = yµ for all µ ∈ M .
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Proof. See [17, Theorem 8.2]. The upper bound given there is of the form O(Fmt
∑

i

λ2
i −λi
2 ), but

the same proof works for the bound O(Fmt
∑

i

λ2
i+bλi

2 ) for every b < 1.

The following theorem can be proved exactly as in [17, Theorem 8.3] using Lemma 3.1 and 3.2

(for t = |κ| and b = 0). Since the limits of the moments appear in Theorem 2.7 are bounded above

by m(Gλ), this theorem implies that the limiting distribution of the cokernels of Haar random

matrices in Hn(O) is uniquely determined by their moments.

Theorem 3.3. Let (An)n≥1 and (Bn)n≥1 be sequences of random finitely generated O-modules.

Let a be a non-negative integer and Ma be the set of finite O-modules M such that πaM = 0.

Suppose that for every G ∈ Ma, the limit lim
n→∞

P(An ⊗O/πaO ∼= G) exists and we have

lim
n→∞

E(#SurO(An, G)) = lim
n→∞

E(#SurO(Bn, G)) = O(m(G)).

Then for every G ∈ Ma, we have lim
n→∞

P(An ⊗O/πaO ∼= G) = lim
n→∞

P(Bn ⊗O/πaO ∼= G).

4. Universality of the cokernel: the unramified case

In this section, we assume that K/Qp is unramified. Let m be a positive integer and G be a finite

O-module of type λ = (λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr) such that pmG = 0 (equivalently, m ≥ λ1). Let R and R1

be the rings O/pmO and Z/pmZ, respectively. Denote the image of w in R also by w. (Recall that

w is a fixed primitive (p2 − 1)-th root of unity in Qp.) For X ∈ Hn(O) (resp. X ∈ Hn(R)), denote

Xij = Yij +wZij for Yij , Zij ∈ Zp (resp. Yij , Zij ∈ R1). Then Zii = 0 and X is determined by n2

elements Yij (i ≤ j), Zij (i < j).

Definition 4.1. Let 0 < ε < 1. A random variable x in Zp (or R1) is ε-balanced if P(x ≡
r (mod p)) ≤ 1− ε for every r ∈ Z/pZ. A random matrix X in Hn(O) (or Hn(R)) is ε-balanced if

the n2 elements Yij (i ≤ j), Zij (i < j) are independent and ε-balanced.

Let V = Rn (resp. W = Rn) with a standard basis v1, · · · , vn (resp. w1, · · · , wn) and its

dual basis v∗1 , · · · , v∗n (resp. w∗
1 , · · · , w∗

n). For an ε-balanced matrix X0 ∈ Hn(O), its modulo pm

reduction X ∈ Hn(R) is also ε-balanced and we have

E(#SurO(cok(X0), G)) = E(#SurR(cok(X), G)) =
∑

F∈SurR(V,G)

P(FX = 0). (15)

(Here we understand X ∈ Hn(R) as an element of HomR(W,V ), so FX ∈ HomR(W,G).) There-

fore, to compute the moments of cok(X0), it is enough to compute the probability P(FX = 0) for

each F ∈ SurR(V,G).

Lemma 4.2. Let ζ := ζpm ∈ C be a primitive pm-th root of unity and Tr : R → R1 be the trace

map given by Tr(x) := x+ σ(x). Then we have

1FX=0 =
1

|G|n
∑

C∈HomR(HomR(W,G),R)

ζTr(C(FX)). (16)

Proof. Write J := HomR(HomR(W,G), R) for simplicity. When FX = 0, the right-hand side of

the equation (16) is given by
1

|G|n
∑

C∈J

ζTr(C(0)) =
|J |
|G|n = 1.
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Therefore it is enough to show that if α ∈ HomR(W,G) is non-zero, then

1

|G|n
∑

C∈J

ζTr(Cα) = 0.

Let t > 0 be an integer such that pt−1α 6= 0 and ptα = 0 in HomR(W,G). Without loss of

generality, we may assume that pt−1α(w1) 6= 0 (and ptα(w1) = 0). For each x ∈ R with ptx = 0,

there exists C1 ∈ HomR(G,R) such that C1(α(w1)) = x. Since we have G ∼=
∏r

j=1 R/pλjR,

α(w1) ∈ G corresponds to (α(w1)1, · · · , α(w1)r) ∈
∏r

j=1 R/pλjR and pt−1α(w1)k 6= 0 for some k.

Then α(w1)k = pλk−tu for some u ∈ R× so the map C1 ∈ HomR(G,R) defined by C1(y1, · · · , yr) =
x

pλk−tu
yk is well-defined and satisfies C1(α(w1)) = x.

Using an isomorphism HomR(W,G) ∼= Gn (f 7→ (f(w1), · · · , f(wn)), let C ∈ J be the element

which corresponds to (C1, 0, · · · , 0) ∈ HomR(G,R)n. Then Cα = C1(α(w1)) = x. Conversely, if

there exists C ∈ J such that Cα = x, then ptx = C(ptα) = 0. Therefore Jx := {C ∈ J : Cα = x}
is nonempty if and only if x ∈ R[pt] := {x ∈ R : ptx = 0}. For any x ∈ R[pt] and Cx ∈ Jx, we have

Jx = {Cx + C0 : C0 ∈ J0} so each of the sets Jx has the same cardinality
|G|n
|R[pt]| =

|G|n
p2t

. Now we

have
1

|G|n
∑

C∈J

ζTr(Cα) =
1

p2t

∑

x∈R[pt]

ζTr(x) =
1

p2t

∑

y,z∈R1[pt]

ζ2y+(w+wp)z. (17)

(Recall that we have σ(w) = wp in the unramified case.) When p is odd, we have

∑

y∈R1[pt]

ζ2y+(w+wp)z = ζ(w+wp)z
∑

y∈R1[pt]

ζ2y = 0

for each z ∈ R1[p
t]. When p = 2, we have w + w2 = −1 so

∑

z∈R1[pt]

ζ2y+(w+wp)z = ζ2y
∑

z∈R1[pt]

ζ−z = 0

for each y ∈ R1[p
t]. Thus the right-hand side of the equation (17) is always zero.

By the above lemma, we have

P(FX = 0) = E(1FX=0) =
1

|G|n
∑

C∈HomR(HomR(W,G),R)

E(ζTr(C(FX))). (18)

For a finite R-module G, its conjugate σG is an R-module which is same as G as abelian groups,

but the scalar multiplication is given by r · x := σ(r)x. For every f ∈ G∗ := HomR(G,R), there

is a conjugate σf ∈ (σG)∗ defined by (σf)(x) := σ(f(x)). Define an R-module structure on G∗ by

(rf)(x) := rf(x).

Lemma 4.3. Let G and G′ be finite R-modules.

(1) There is a canonical R-module isomorphism σ(G∗) ∼= (σG)∗.

(2) There is a canonical R-module isomorphism HomR(G,G′) ∼= HomR(
σG, σG′).

Proof. (1) Let φ : σ(G∗) → (σG)∗ be the map defined by f 7→ σf . It is clear that φ is a

bijection. For f, g ∈ σ(G∗), we have (σ(f + g))(x) = σ((f + g)(x)) = σ(f(x)) + σ(g(x)) =

(σf)(x) + (σg)(x) so σ(f + g) = σf + σg. For f ∈ σ(G∗) and r ∈ R, we have (σ(r · f))(x) =
(σ(σ(r)f))(x) = σ((σ(r)f)(x)) = σ(σ(r)f(x)) and (r(σf))(x) = (σf)(r · x) = σ(f(σ(r)x)) =

σ(σ(r)f(x)) so σ(r · f) = r(σf). Therefore φ is an R-module isomorphism.
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(2) Let φ : HomR(G,G′) → HomR(
σG, σG′) be the map defined by φ(f)(x) = f(x). It is clear

that φ is an isomorphism of abelian groups. For f ∈ HomR(G,G′) and r ∈ R, we have

φ(rf)(x) = f(r · x) = φ(f)(r · x) = (rφ(f))(x) for every x ∈ σG so φ(rf) = rφ(f).

Now we identify V = (σW )∗ (so W ∼= σ(V ∗) ∼= (σV )∗), vi = σ(w∗
i ) and wi = σ(v∗i ). For

F ∈ HomR(V,G) and

C ∈ HomR(HomR(W,G), R) ∼= HomR(W
∗, G∗) ∼= HomR(

σ(W ∗), σ(G∗)) ∼= HomR(V, (
σG)∗),

denote eij := C(vj)(F (vi)) ∈ R. (By abuse of notation, we denote the image ofC in HomR(V, (
σG)∗)

also by C.) Since X is Hermitian, Xji = σ(Xij) = Yij + wpZij . Therefore

Tr(C(FX)) = Tr(
∑

i,j

eijXij)

=

n
∑

i=1

Tr(eiiXii) +
∑

i<j

Tr(eij(Yij + wZij) + eji(Yij + wpZij))

=

n
∑

i=1

Tr(eii)Yii +
∑

i<j

Tr(eij + eji)Yij +
∑

i<j

Tr(eijw + ejiw
p)Zij .

(19)

By the equations (18) and (19), we have

P(FX = 0)

=
1

|G|n
∑

C

(

∏

i

E(ζTr(eii)Yii)

)





∏

i<j

E(ζTr(eij+eji)Yij )









∏

i<j

E(ζTr(eijw+ejiw
p)Zij )





=
1

|G|n
∑

C

pF (C)

(20)

for

pF (C) :=

(

∏

i

E(ζTr(eii)Yii)

)





∏

i<j

E(ζTr(eij+eji)Yij )









∏

i<j

E(ζTr(eijw+ejiw
p)Zij )



 .

For every i ≤ j, define E(C,F, i, j) := eij + σ(eji).

Remark 4.4. Let eij = a+ wpb and eji = c+ wd for a, b, c, d ∈ R1. Then we have

Tr(eij + eji) = 2(a+ c) + (w + wp)(b + d),

Tr(eijw + ejiw
p) = (w + wp)(a+ c) + 2wp+1(b+ d).

One can check that both are zero if and only if a + c = b + d = 0. (Assume that Tr(eij + eji) =

Tr(eijw+ejiw
p) = 0. If one of a+c and b+d is zero, then the other one should also be zero. If both

a+ c and b+d are non-zero, then we have 2(a+ c) ·2wp+1(b+d) = (w+wp)(b+d) · (w+wp)(a+ c)

so (w + wp)2 − 2 · 2wp+1 = (w − wp)2 = 0, which is not true.) Since

E(C,F, i, j) = (a+ c) + wp(b+ d),

this is equivalent to the condition E(C,F, i, j) = 0. By [17, Lemma 4.2], we have |pF (C)| ≤
exp(− εN

p2m
) where N is the number of the non-zero coefficients E(C,F, i, j).
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For F ∈ HomR(V,G) and C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗), define the maps φF,C ∈ HomR(V,G ⊕ (σG)∗)

and φC,F ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗ ⊕ G) by φF,C(v) = (F (v), C(v)) and φC,F (v) = (C(v), F (v)). Then,

for a map

t : ((σG)∗ ⊕G)× (G⊕ (σG)∗) → R

((φ1, g1), (g2, φ2)) 7→ φ1(g2) + σ(φ2(g1))),

we have t(φC,F (vj), φF,C(vi)) = E(C,F, i, j). For ν ⊂ [n], let Vν (resp. V\ν) be an R-submodule of

V generated by vi with i ∈ ν (resp. i ∈ [n] \ ν). The following definitions are from [17, p.928–929].

Definition 4.5. Let 0 < γ < 1 be a real number. For a given F , we say C is γ-robust for F if for

every ν ⊂ [n] with |ν| < γn, we have ker(φC,F |V \ν) 6= ker(F |V \ν). Otherwise, we say C is γ-weak

for F .

Definition 4.6. Let d0 > 0 be a real number. An element F ∈ HomR(V,G) is called a code of

distance d0 if for every ν ⊂ [n] with |ν| < d0, we have FV\ν = G.

The following lemmas are analogues of [17, Lemma 3.1 and 3.5], whose proofs are also identical.

Since the classification of finitely generated modules over O/pmO and finitely generated modules

over Z/pmZ are the same, we can imitate the proof given in [17]. The only difference is that

the equation t(φC,F (vi), φF,C(vi)) = 2E(C,F, i, i) in [17] has changed to t(φC,F (vi), φF,C(vi)) =

E(C,F, i, i) in our case, which does not affect the proof at all.

Lemma 4.7. There is a constant CG > 0 such that for every n and F ∈ HomR(V,G), the number

of γ-weak C is at most

CG

(

n

⌈γn⌉ − 1

)

|G|γn .

Lemma 4.8. If F ∈ HomR(V,G) is a code of distance δn and C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is γ-robust

for F , then

# {(i, j) : i ≤ j and E(C,F, i, j) 6= 0} ≥ γδn2

2 |G|2
.

Let H(V ) be the set of Hermitian pairings on V = Rn, i.e. the set of the maps h : V × V → R

which are bi-additive, h(y, x) = σ(h(x, y)) and h(rx, sy) = rσ(s)h(x, y) for every r, s ∈ R and

x, y ∈ V . Define a map

mF : HomR(V, (
σG)∗) → H(V )

by

mF (C)(x, y) := C(x)(F (y)) + σ(C(y)(F (x))).

It is clear that mF (C) is bi-additive and mF (C)(y, x) = σ(mF (C)(x, y)). For every r, s ∈ R, we

have

mF (C)(rx, sy) = C(rx)(F (sy)) + σ(C(sy)(F (rx)))

= rC(x)(σ(s) · F (y)) + σ(sC(y)(σ(r) · F (x)))

= rσ(s)C(x)(F (y)) + σ(sσ(r)C(y)(F (x)))

= rσ(s)mF (C)(x, y)

so mF (C) is an element of H(V ).

Let e1, · · · , er be the canonical generators of an R-module G ∼=
∏r

i=1 R/pλiR and e∗1, · · · , e∗r
be generators of G∗ given by e∗i (

∑

j ajej) = pm−λiai for a1, · · · , ar ∈ R. For an element F ∈

16



HomR(V,G), a map e∗i (F ) ∈ V ∗ is defined by v 7→ e∗i (Fv). Now consider the following elements

in HomR(V, (
σG)∗) for a given F . For θ := w − σ(w), we have θ ∈ R× (see Remark 1.5) and

σ(θ) = −θ.

• For every i < j and c ∈ R/pλjR, αc
ij :=

ce∗i (F )(σe∗j )− σ(c)e∗j (F )(σe∗i )

pm−λi
∈ HomR(V, (

σG)∗).

• For every i and d ∈ R1/p
λiR1, α

d
i :=

dθe∗i (F )(σe∗i )

pm−λi
∈ HomR(V, (

σG)∗).

The basic properties of the elements αc
ij and αd

i are provided in the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.9. The elements αc
ij and αd

i are contained in HomR(V, (
σG)∗).

Proof. Since
e∗i (Fv)

pm−λi
∈ R for every v ∈ V , αd

i ∈ HomZ(V, (
σG)∗) for d ∈ R1. Also, σe∗i ∈ (σG)∗

is a pλi -torsion element so αd
i ∈ HomZ(V, (

σG)∗) for d ∈ R1/p
λiR1 is well-defined. Now we prove

that the map αd
i is R-linear. For every r ∈ R, v ∈ V and w ∈ σG,

αd
i (rv)(w) =

dθe∗i (F (rv))σ(e∗i (w))

pm−λi
= r

dθe∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (w))

pm−λi

and

(r · αd
i (v))(w) = (αd

i (v))(σ(r)w) =
dθe∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (σ(r)w))

pm−λi
= r

dθe∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (w))

pm−λi

so αd
i is R-linear. The R-linearity of αc

ij can be proved by the same way.

Lemma 4.10. The elements αc
ij and αd

i are contained in ker(mF ).

Proof. For every x, y ∈ V , we have

mF (α
c
ij)(x, y) = αc

ij(x)(F (y)) + σ(αc
ij(y)(F (x)))

=
ce∗i (Fx)σ(e∗j (Fy))− σ(c)e∗j (Fx)σ(e∗i (Fy))

pm−λi

+ σ

(

ce∗i (Fy)σ(e∗j (Fx)) − σ(c)e∗j (Fy)σ(e∗i (Fx))

pm−λi

)

= 0

and

mF (α
d
i )(x, y) = αd

i (x)(F (y)) + σ(αd
i (y)(F (x)))

=
dθe∗i (Fx)σ(e∗i (Fy))

pm−λi
+ σ

(

dθe∗i (Fy)σ(e∗i (Fx))

pm−λi

)

= 0,

where the last equality follows from the facts that σ(d) = d and σ(θ) = −θ.

Lemma 4.11. If FV = G, then
∑

i<j α
cij
ij +

∑

i α
di

i = 0 if and only if each cij and di is zero.

Proof. Assume that α :=
∑

i<j α
cij
ij +

∑

i α
di

i is zero. Choose x1, · · · , xr ∈ V such that Fxi = ei

for each i. For every 1 ≤ t ≤ r, we have

α(xt) =
∑

i<t

αcit
it (xt) +

∑

t<j

α
ctj
tj (xt) + αdt

t (xt)

= −
∑

i<t

σ(cit)p
λi−λt(σe∗i ) + dtθ(

σe∗t ) +
∑

t<j

ctj(
σe∗j )

= 0.
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For all t < j, α(xt)(ej) = pm−λjctj = 0 (in R) so ctj = 0 (in R/pλjR). Since θ is a unit in R, the

relation α(xt)(et) = pm−λtdtθ = 0 (in R) implies that dt = 0 (in R1/p
λtR1) for all t.

Definition 4.12. An element C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is called special if C =

∑

i<j α
cij
ij +

∑

i α
di

i for

some cij ∈ R/pλjR and di ∈ R1/p
λiR1.

For a special C, we have E(C,F, i, j) = mF (C)(vj , vi) = 0 for every i ≤ j by Lemma 4.10 so

pF (C) = 1. The following corollary (of Lemma 4.11) tells us that the number of special C coincides

with the moment appears in Theorem 2.7(1).

Corollary 4.13. If FV = G, then the number of special C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is

∏

i<j

∣

∣R/pλjR
∣

∣×
∏

i

∣

∣R1/p
λiR1

∣

∣ = p
∑r

i=1(2i−1)λi .

The next proposition, which is an analogue of [17, Lemma 3.7], tells us that if C is not special,

it is not even close to ker(mF ).

Proposition 4.14. If F ∈ HomR(V,G) is a code of distance δn and C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is not

special, then

# {(i, j) : i ≤ j and E(C,F, i, j) 6= 0} ≥ δn

2
.

Proof. Let η := {(i, j) : i ≤ j and E(C,F, i, j) 6= 0} and ν be the set of all i and j that appear in

an (i, j) ∈ η. Suppose that there exists a non-special C such that |η| < δn
2 (so |ν| < δn). Since F

is a code of distance δn, we can find τ ⊂ [n] \ ν such that |τ | = r and FVτ = G.

For wi ∈ Vτ such that Fwi = ei, one can show that w1, · · · , wr form an R-basis of Vτ as in the

proof of [17, Lemma 3.6]. Let τ = {τ1, · · · , τr} (τ1 < · · · < τr) and define

zi :=

{

vi (i /∈ τ)

wj (i = τj ∈ τ)
.

Then z1, · · · , zn is a basis of V . Denote its dual basis by z∗1 , · · · , z∗n.
Let Z1(V ) and Z2(V ) be (additive) subgroups of H(V ) defined by

Z1(V ) := {f ∈ H(V ) : f(x, y) = 0 for all x ∈ V, y ∈ Vτ} ,
Z2(V ) := {f ∈ H(V ) : f(x, y) = 0 for all x, y ∈ Vτ} ⊃ Z1(V )

and let Hi(V ) := H(V )/Zi(V ) for i = 1, 2. Also the map mi
F : HomR(V, (

σG)∗) → Hi(V ) is

defined by the composition of mF and the projection H(V ) → Hi(V ). If i ∈ τ or j ∈ τ , then

mF (C)(vj , vi) = E(C,F, i, j) = 0. This shows that mF (C) ∈ Z1(V ) and m1
F (C) = 0. To prove the

contradiction, it is enough to show that every C ∈ ker(m1
F ) is special, or equivalently the inequality

∣

∣im(m1
F )
∣

∣ =
|HomR(V, (

σG)∗)|
|ker(m1

F )|
≤ |HomR(V, (

σG)∗)|
|{special C}| = p

∑r
i=1(2n−2i+1)λi (21)

is actually an equality.

• For each 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n and c ∈ R, there exists f c
ij = f

σ(c)
ji ∈ H(V ) such that

f c
ij(zi′ , zj′) =











c ((i′, j′) = (i, j))

σ(c) ((i′, j′) = (j, i))

0 (otherwise)
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for every i′ and j′. Similarly, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n and d ∈ R1, there exists gdi ∈ H(V ) such

that

gdi (zi′ , zj′) =

{

d ((i′, j′) = (i, i))

0 (otherwise)
.

• Since V is a free R-module, the natural map HomR(V,R)⊗ (σG)∗ → HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is an

isomorphism. Thus for c ∈ R and 1 ≤ b ≤ a ≤ r, cz∗τa ⊗ σe∗b is an element of HomR(V, (
σG)∗)

and

mF (cz
∗
τa ⊗ σe∗b)(zτi , zτj) = (cδai

σe∗b)(
σej) + σ((cδaj

σe∗b)(
σei))

= pm−λb(cδaiδbj + σ(c)δajδbi)

so

m2
F (cz

∗
τa ⊗ σe∗b) =

{

pm−λbf
σ(c)
τbτa (b < a)

pm−λbg
c+σ(c)
τb (b = a)

as elements in H2(V ). We also have that each element of R1 can be expressed by c+σ(c) for

some c ∈ R. (For c = x+wy (x, y ∈ R1), we have c+σ(c) = 2x+(w+wp)y. When p is odd,

each element of R1 is of the form 2x for some x ∈ R1. When p = 2, we have w + w2 = −1

so wy + σ(wy) = −y for every y ∈ R1.) The image of m2
F contains every element of H2(V )

of the form

f =
∑

i<j

f cij
τiτj +

∑

i

gdi
τi

where cij ∈ pm−λiR and di ∈ pm−λiR1. As in the proof of Lemma 4.11, one can deduce that

∑

i<j

f cij
τiτj +

∑

i

gdi
τi = 0

if and only if each cij and di is zero. This implies that the number of f in H2(V ) of the form
∑

i<j f
cij
τiτj +

∑

i g
di
τi is

∏

i<j

p2λi ·
∏

i

pλi = p
∑r

i=1(2r−2i+1)λi .

Thus we have
∣

∣im(m2
F )
∣

∣ ≥ p
∑r

i=1(2r−2i+1)λi . (22)

• For ℓ /∈ τ , c ∈ R and 1 ≤ b ≤ r,

mF (cz
∗
ℓ ⊗ σe∗b)(zi, zτj ) = cpm−λbδℓiδbj

so

m1
F (cz

∗
ℓ ⊗ σe∗b) = fpm−λbc

ℓτb

as elements in H1(V ). Let S be the set of the elements of H1(V ) of the form

f =
∑

ℓ/∈τ

∑

b

f cℓb
ℓτb

for some cℓb ∈ pm−λbR. Then |S| = p
∑r

i=1 2(n−r)λi (since
∑

ℓ/∈τ

∑

b f
cℓb
ℓτb

= 0 if and only if

each cℓb is zero) and S is contained in the kernel of the surjective homomorphism im(m1
F ) →

im(m2
F ), which implies that

∣

∣im(m1
F )
∣

∣ ≥ p
∑r

i=1 2(n−r)λi
∣

∣im(m2
F )
∣

∣ . (23)
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By the equations (22) and (23), the inequality (21) should be an equality.

Now we compute the moments of the cokernel of an ε-balanced matrix X ∈ Hn(O). Although

the proof follows the strategy of the proof of [17, Theorem 6.1], we provide some details of the

proof for the convenience of the readers. For an O-module G of type λ = (λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr), let MG

be the number of special C for a surjective F ∈ HomR(V,G), i.e. MG := p
∑r

i=1(2i−1)λi .

Lemma 4.15. For given 0 < ε < 1, δ > 0 and G, there are c,K0 > 0 such that the following

holds: Let X ∈ Hn(R) be an ε-balanced matrix, F ∈ HomR(V,G) be a code of distance δn and

A ∈ HomR((
σV )∗, G). Then for each n,

∣

∣

∣
P(FX = 0)−MG |G|−n

∣

∣

∣
≤ K0e

−cn

|G|n

and

P(FX = A) ≤ K0 |G|−n .

Proof. By the equations (18) and (19) (replace FX by FX −A), we have

P(FX = A) =
1

|G|n
∑

C

E(ζTr(C(FX−A)))

=
1

|G|n
∑

C

E(ζTr(C(−A)))E(ζTr(C(FX)))

=
1

|G|n
∑

C

E(ζTr(C(−A)))pF (C).

(24)

For γ ∈ (0, δ), we break the sum into 3 pieces:

S1 := {C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) : C is special for F} ,

S2 := {C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) : C is not special for F and γ-weak for F} ,

S3 := {C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) : C is γ-robust for F} .

(a) C ∈ S1: By Lemma 4.11, |S1| = MG. Since pF (C) = 1 for C ∈ S1 by Lemma 4.10, we have
∑

C∈S1
E(ζC(−A))pF (C) = MG for A = 0 and

∣

∣

∑

C∈S1
E(ζC(−A))pF (C)

∣

∣ ≤ MG for any A.

(b) C ∈ S2: By Lemma 4.7, |S2| ≤ CG

(

n
⌈γn⌉−1

)

|G|γn for some constant CG > 0. By Remark 4.4

and Proposition 4.14, we have |pF (C)| ≤ exp(−εδn/2p2m) for every C ∈ S2.

(c) C ∈ S3: By Remark 4.4 and Lemma 4.8, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

C∈S3

E(ζC(−A))pF (C)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |G|n exp(εγδn2/2p2m |G|2).

Now the proof can be completed as in [17, Lemma 4.1] by applying the above computations (for a

sufficiently small γ) to the equation (24).

For an integer D =
∏

i p
ei
i , let ℓ(D) :=

∑

i ei.

Definition 4.16. Assume that δ < ℓ(|G|)−1. The depth of an F ∈ HomR(V,G) is the maximal

positive integer D such that there is a σ ⊂ [n] with |σ| < ℓ(D)δn such that D = [G : FV\σ], or is

1 if there is no such D.

The following lemmas are analogues of [17, Lemma 5.2 and 5.4].
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Lemma 4.17. There is a constant K0 depending on G such that for every D > 1, the number of

F ∈ HomR(V,G) of depth D is at most

K0

(

n

⌈ℓ(D)δn⌉ − 1

)

|G|n D−n+ℓ(D)δn.

Lemma 4.18. Let ε, δ,G be as in Lemma 4.15. Then there exists K0 > 0 such that if F ∈
HomR(V,G) has depth D > 1 and [G : FV ] < D, then for all ε-balanced matrix X ∈ Hn(R),

P(FX = 0) ≤ K0e
−ε(1−ℓ(D)δ)n(|G| /D)−(1−ℓ(D)δ)n.

Proof. We follow the proof of [17, Lemma 5.4]. It is enough to show that

P(x1f1 ≡ g in G/H) ≤ 1− ε ≤ e−ε,

where H is an O-submodule of G of index D, f1 ∈ G \ H and x1 is a non-diagonal entry of X .

Write x1 = x + wy for ε-balanced x, y ∈ R1. Since AnnG/H(f1) := {r ∈ R : rf1 ∈ H} is a proper

ideal of R, it is of the form πkR for some k ≥ 1. Thus the elements of the set

{x ∈ R1 : x1f1 ≡ g in G/H for some y ∈ R1}

are contained in a single equivalence class modulo p. Since x is ε-balanced, we conclude that

P(x1f1 ≡ g in G/H) ≤ 1− ε.

Theorem 4.19. Let 0 < ε < 1 and G be given. Then for any sufficiently small c > 0, there is a

K0 = Kε,G,c > 0 such that for every positive integer n and an ε-balanced matrix X0 ∈ Hn(O),
∣

∣

∣
E(#SurO(cok(X0), G))− p

∑r
i=1(2i−1)λi

∣

∣

∣
≤ K0e

−cn.

In particular, the equation (12) holds for every sequence of ε-balanced matrices (Xn)n≥1.

Proof. Throughout the proof, K0 denotes a positive constant which may vary from line to line.

Let X ∈ Hn(R) be the reduction of X0 ∈ Hn(O). By the equation (15), we have

|E(#SurO(cok(X0), G)) −MG|

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

F∈SurR(V,G)

P(FX = 0)−
∑

F∈HomR(V,G)

MG |G|−n

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

F∈SurR(V,G)

∣

∣

∣P(FX = 0)−MG |G|−n
∣

∣

∣+
∑

F∈HomR(V,G)\SurR(V,G)

MG |G|−n
.

(a) By Lemma 4.15, we have
∑

F∈SurR(V,G)
F code of distance δn

∣

∣

∣P(FX = 0)−MG |G|−n
∣

∣

∣ ≤ K0e
−cn.

(b) By Lemma 4.17 and 4.18, for a sufficiently small δ we have
∑

F∈SurR(V,G)
F not code of distance δn

P(FX = 0)

≤
∑

D>1
D|#G

K0

(

n

⌈ℓ(D)δn⌉ − 1

)

|G|n D−n+ℓ(D)δne−ε(1−ℓ(D)δ)n(|G| /D)−(1−ℓ(D)δ)n

=
∑

D>1
D|#G

K0

(

n

⌈ℓ(D)δn⌉ − 1

)

|G|ℓ(D)δn e−ε(1−ℓ(D)δ)n

≤K0e
−cn.
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(c) By Lemma 4.17, for a sufficiently small δ we have

∑

F∈SurR(V,G)
F not code of distance δn

MG |G|−n

≤
∑

D>1
D|#G

K0

(

n

⌈ℓ(D)δn⌉ − 1

)

|G|n |D|−n+ℓ(D)δnMG |G|−n

≤K0

(

n

⌈ℓ(|G|)δn⌉ − 1

)

2−n+ℓ(|G|)δn

≤K0e
−cn.

(d) We also have

∑

F∈HomR(V,G)\SurR(V,G)

MG |G|−n ≤
∑

H�G

∑

F∈SurR(V,H)

K0 |G|−n

≤
∑

H�G

K0 |H |n |G|−n

≤ K02
−n.

Combining the above theorem with Theorem 2.3 and 3.3, we obtain the universality result for

the distribution of the cokernels of random p-adic unramified Hermitian matrices.

Theorem 4.20. For every sequence of ε-balanced matrices (Xn)n≥1 (Xn ∈ Hn(O)), the limiting

distribution of cok(Xn) is given by the equation (5).

Proof. We follow the proof of [17, Corollary 9.2]. Choose a positive integer a such that pa−1Γ = 0.

Then for any finitely generated O-module H , we have H ⊗O/paO ∼= Γ if and only if H ∼= Γ. Let

An be the cokernel of a Haar random matrix in Hn(O) and Bn = cok(Xn). Then Theorem 2.3,

3.3 and 4.19 conclude the proof.

5. Universality of the cokernel: the ramified case

In this section, we assume that K/Qp is ramified. We say K/Qp is of type II if p = 2 and

K = Q2(
√
1 + 2u) for some u ∈ Z×

2 . Otherwise we say K/Qp is of type I. By the choice of the

uniformizer π in Section 1.2, we have σ(π) = −π if K/Qp is of type I and σ(π) = 2 − π if K/Qp

is of type II. Let G be a finite O-module of type λ = (λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr). Define the rings R, R1, R2

and the map T ∈ HomZ(R,R1) as follow. Recall that we have O = Zp[π].

• If K/Qp is of type I, choose an integer m > 1 such that π2m−1G = 0. Define R = O/π2m−1O,

R1 = Zp/p
mZp

∼= Z/pmZ and R2 = Zp/p
m−1Zp

∼= Z/pm−1Z. Every element of O is of the

form x+πy for x, y ∈ Zp, and the images of x+πy and x′+πy′ in R are the same if and only

if (x− x′) + π(y− y′) ∈ π2m−1O, which is equivalent to x− x′ ∈ pmZp and y− y′ ∈ pm−1Zp.

Therefore every element of R is uniquely expressed as x + πy for some x ∈ R1 and y ∈ R2.

Define the map T ∈ HomZ(R,R1) by T (x+ πy) = x.

• If K/Qp is of type II, choose an integer m > 0 such that π2mG = 0. Define R = O/π2mO
and R1 = R2 = Zp/p

mZp
∼= Z/pmZ. Every element of R is uniquely expressed as x+ πy for

some x ∈ R1 and y ∈ R2. Define the map T ∈ HomZ(R,R1) by T (x+ πy) = x+ y.
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For both cases, we have x + σ(x) = 2T (x) for every x ∈ R. This shows that it is natural to

replace the trace map in Section 4 by the map T .

For X ∈ Hn(O), denote Xij = Yij + πZij for Yij , Zij ∈ Zp. Similarly, for X ∈ Hn(R), denote

Xij = Yij + πZij for Yij ∈ R1 and Zij ∈ R2. Then Zii = 0 and X is determined by n2 elements

Yij (i ≤ j), Zij (i < j). Define V , W , vi, wi, v
∗
i and w∗

i and identify them as in Section 4. For an

ε-balanced matrix X0 ∈ Hn(O), its reduction X ∈ Hn(R) is also ε-balanced and we have

E(#SurO(cok(X0), G)) = E(#SurR(cok(X), G)) =
∑

F∈SurR(V,G)

P(FX = 0). (25)

Lemma 5.1. Let ζ := ζpm ∈ C be a primitive pm-th root of unity. Then we have

1FX=0 =
1

|G|n
∑

C∈HomR(HomR(W,G),R)

ζT (C(FX)).

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 4.2, it is enough to show that
∑

r∈R[πt]

ζT (r) = 0

for t > 0. Let s :=

⌈

t

2

⌉

≥ 1. If K/Qp is of type I, then we have

∑

r∈R[πt]

ζT (r) =
∑

x∈R1[ps], y∈R2[pt−s]

ζx = pt−s
∑

x∈R1[ps]

ζx = 0.

If K/Qp is of type II, then we have

∑

r∈R[πt]

ζT (r) =
∑

x∈R1[ps], y∈R2[pt−s]

ζx+y =





∑

x∈R1[ps]

ζx









∑

y∈R2[pt−s]

ζy



 = 0.

By the above lemma, we have

P(FX = 0) = E(1FX=0) =
1

|G|n
∑

C∈HomR(HomR(W,G),R)

E(ζT (C(FX))). (26)

Define the maps F and C as in Section 4. If X ∈ Hn(R), then Xji = σ(Xij) = Yij + σ(π)Zij .

Therefore

T (C(FX)) = T (
∑

i,j

eijXij)

=

n
∑

i=1

T (eiiXii) +
∑

i<j

T (eij(Yij + πZij) + eji(Yij + σ(π)Zij))

=

n
∑

i=1

T (eii)Yii +
∑

i<j

T (eij + eji)Yij +
∑

i<j

T (eijπ + ejiσ(π))Zij

(27)

for eij := C(vj)(F (vi)) ∈ R. Note that if K/Qp is of type I, then T (eijπ + ejiσ(π)) ∈ pR1 so

T (eijπ + ejiσ(π))Zij is well-defined as an element of R1 for Zij ∈ R2. By the equations (26) and

(27), we have

P(FX = 0)

=
1

|G|n
∑

C

(

∏

i

E(ζT (eii)Yii)

)





∏

i<j

E(ζT (eij+eji)Yij )









∏

i<j

E(ζT (eijπ+ejiσ(π))Zij )





=
1

|G|n
∑

C

pF (C).

(28)

23



for

pF (C) :=

(

∏

i

E(ζT (eii)Yii)

)





∏

i<j

E(ζT (eij+eji)Yij )









∏

i<j

E(ζT (eijπ+ejiσ(π))Zij )



 .

Define E(C,F, i, i) := T (eii) and E(C,F, i, j) := eij + σ(eji) for every i < j.

Remark 5.2. For i < j, write eij = a+ πb and eji = c+ πd for a, c ∈ R1 and b, d ∈ R2.

• Type I:

E(C,F, i, j) = (a+ c) + π(b − d),

T (eij + eji) = a+ c,

T (eijπ + ejiσ(π)) = π2(b − d).

Note that for b− d ∈ R2, π
2(b − d) is well-defined as an element of R1.

• Type II: π(π − 2) = 2u ∈ R1 so T (π2) = T (π(π − 2) + 2π) = π2 − 2π + 2. This implies that

E(C,F, i, j) = (a+ c+ 2d) + π(b − d),

T (eij + eji) = (a+ c+ 2d) + (b− d),

T (eijπ + ejiσ(π)) = (a+ c+ 2d) + (π2 − 2π + 2)(b− d).

One can check that for both types,

E(C,F, i, j) = 0 ⇔ T (eij + eji) = 0 and T (eijπ + ejiσ(π)) = 0.

By [17, Lemma 4.2], we have |pF (C)| ≤ exp(− εN

p2m
) where N is the number of the non-zero

coefficients E(C,F, i, j).

Define φF,C , φC,F and t as before. Then

t(φC,F (vj), φF,C(vi)) = E(C,F, i, j)

for i < j and

t(φC,F (vi), φF,C(vi)) = eii + σ(eii) = 2E(C,F, i, i).

The following lemmas are analogues of [17, Lemma 3.1 and 3.5], whose proofs are also identical.

Since the classification of finitely generated modules over O/π2m−1O (resp. O/π2mO) and finitely

generated modules over Z/p2m−1Z (resp. Z/p2mZ) are the same, we can imitate the proof given

in [17]. The γ-robustness, γ-weakness and the code of distance d0 are defined as in Definition 4.5

and 4.6.

Lemma 5.3. There is a constant CG > 0 such that for every n and F ∈ HomR(V,G), the number

of γ-weak C is at most

CG

(

n

⌈γn⌉ − 1

)

|G|γn .

Lemma 5.4. If F ∈ HomR(V,G) is a code of distance δn and C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is γ-robust

for F , then

# {(i, j) : i ≤ j and E(C,F, i, j) 6= 0} ≥ γδn2

2 |G|2
.
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Recall that H(V ) denotes the set of Hermitian pairings on V = Rn. An element f ∈ H(V ) is

uniquely determined by the values f(vj , vi) for 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n. Define a map

mF : HomR(V, (
σG)∗) → H(V )

by

mF (C)(vj , vi) := E(C,F, i, j)

for every i ≤ j. Let m′ := 2m − 1 if K/Qp is of type I and m′ := 2m if K/Qp is of type II.

Let e1, · · · , er be the canonical generators of an R-module G ∼=
∏r

i=1 R/πλiR and e∗1, · · · , e∗r be

generators of G∗ given by e∗i (
∑

j ajej) = πm′−λiai for a1, · · · , ar ∈ R. Consider the following

elements in HomR(V, (
σG)∗) for a given F .

• For every i < j and c ∈ R/πλjR, αc
ij :=

ce∗i (F )(σe∗j )

πm′−λi
−

σ(c)e∗j (F )(σe∗i )

σ(π)m′−λi
.

• The definition of αd
i for d ∈ R1/p

⌊

λi
2

⌋

R1 depends on the type of K/Qp.

– (Type I) For every i and d ∈ R1/p

⌊

λi
2

⌋

R1, α
d
i :=

dπe∗i (F )(σe∗i )

p

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉ .

– (Type II) For every i and d ∈ R1/p

⌊

λi
2

⌋

R1, α
d
i :=

d(1− π)e∗i (F )(σe∗i )

p

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋ .

Lemma 5.5. The elements αc
ij and αd

i are contained in HomR(V, (
σG)∗).

Proof. We will prove the lemma for αd
i . The proof for αc

ij can be done by the same way.

• (K/Qp is of type I) Since
πe∗i (Fv)

p

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉ ∈ π
1+(m′−λi)−2

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉

R ⊆ R for every v ∈ V , we have

αd
i ∈ HomZ(V, (

σG)∗) for d ∈ R1. Also,
σe∗i ∈ (σG)∗ is a πλi -torsion element and

1 + (m′ − λi)− 2

⌈

m′ − λi

2

⌉

+ 2

⌊

λi

2

⌋

= −λi − 2

⌈−1− λi

2

⌉

+ 2

⌊

λi

2

⌋

≥ λi

so αd
i ∈ HomZ(V, (

σG)∗) for d ∈ R1/p

⌊

λi
2

⌋

R1 is well-defined. For every r ∈ R, v ∈ V and

w ∈ σG, we have

αd
i (rv)(w) =

dπe∗i (F (rv))σ(e∗i (w))

p

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉ = r
dπe∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (w))

p

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉

and

(r · αd
i (v))(w) = (αd

i (v))(σ(r)w) =
dπe∗i (Fv))σ(e∗i (σ(r)w))

p

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉ = r
dπe∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (w))

p

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉

so αd
i is R-linear.

• (K/Qp is of type II) Since
d(1 − π)e∗i (Fv)

p

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋ ∈ π
(m′−λi)−2

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋

R ⊆ R for every v ∈ V , we

have αd
i ∈ HomZ(V, (

σG)∗) for d ∈ R1. Also,
σe∗i ∈ (σG)∗ is a πλi -torsion element and

(m′ − λi)− 2

⌊

m′ − λi

2

⌋

+ 2

⌊

λi

2

⌋

= −λi − 2

⌊−λi

2

⌋

+ 2

⌊

λi

2

⌋

≥ λi
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so αd
i ∈ HomZ(V, (

σG)∗) for d ∈ R1/π
λiR1 is well-defined. For every r ∈ R, v ∈ V and

w ∈ σG, we have

αd
i (rv)(w) =

d(1 − π)e∗i (F (rv))σ(e∗i (w))

p

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋ = r
d(1 − π)e∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (w))

p

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋

and

(r · αd
i (v))(w) = (αd

i (v))(σ(r)w) =
d(1− π)e∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (σ(r)w))

p

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋ = r
d(1 − π)e∗i (Fv)σ(e∗i (w))

p

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋

so αd
i is R-linear.

Lemma 5.6. The elements αc
ij and αd

i are contained in ker(mF ).

Proof. For every 1 ≤ k < l ≤ n,

mF (α
c
ij)(vl, vk) = αc

ij(vl)(Fvk) + σ(αc
ij(vk)(Fvl))

=
ce∗i (Fvl)σ(e

∗
j (Fvk))

πm′−λi
−

σ(c)e∗j (Fvl)σ(e
∗
i (Fvk))

σ(π)m′−λi

+ σ

(

ce∗i (Fvk)σ(e
∗
j (Fvl))

πm′−λi
−

σ(c)e∗j (Fvk)σ(e
∗
i (Fvl))

σ(π)m′−λi

)

= 0.

Since π + σ(π) = 0 for type I and (1− π) + σ(1 − π) = 0 for type II, mF (α
d
i )(vl, vk) = 0 for both

types. For every 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

mF (α
c
ij)(vk, vk) = T

(

ce∗i (Fvk)σ(e
∗
j (Fvk))

πm′−λi
−

σ(c)e∗j (Fvk)σ(e
∗
i (Fvk))

σ(π)m′−λi

)

= T (u− σ(u)) (u :=
ce∗i (Fvk)σ(e

∗
j (Fvk))

πm′−λi
)

= 0,

mF (α
d
i )(vk, vk) =

de∗i (Fvk)σ(e
∗
i (Fvk))

p

⌈

m′
−λi
2

⌉ T (π) = 0 (type I),

mF (α
d
i )(vk, vk) =

de∗i (Fvk)σ(e
∗
i (Fvk))

p

⌊

m′
−λi
2

⌋ T (1− π) = 0 (type II).

Lemma 5.7. If FV = G, then
∑

i<j α
cij
ij +

∑

i α
di

i = 0 if and only if each cij and di is zero.

Proof. Assume that α :=
∑

i<j α
cij
ij +

∑

i α
di

i is zero. Choose x1, · · · , xr ∈ V such that Fxi = ei

for each i. For each 1 ≤ t ≤ r, we have

α(xt) =
∑

i<t

αcit
it (xt) +

∑

t<j

α
ctj
tj (xt) + αdt

t (xt)

=















−∑i<t
σ(cit)π

m′
−λt

σ(π)m
′
−λi

(σe∗i ) +
dtπ

m′
−λt+1

p

⌈

m′
−λt
2

⌉ (σe∗t ) +
∑

t<j ctj(
σe∗j ) (type I)

−∑i<t
σ(cit)π

m′
−λt

σ(π)m
′
−λi

(σe∗i ) +
dt(1−π)πm′

−λt

p

⌊

m′
−λt
2

⌋ (σe∗t ) +
∑

t<j ctj(
σe∗j ) (type II)

= 0.
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For all t < j, α(xt)(ej) = πm′−λjctj = 0 (in R = O/πm′O) so ctj = 0 (in R/πλjR). If K/Qp is of

type I, then

α(xt)(et) = πm′−λt
dtπ

m′−λt+1

p

⌈

m′
−λt
2

⌉ = 0 in R

⇔ 2vp(dt) + ((2m− 1)− λt + 1)− 2

⌈

2m− 1− λt

2

⌉

≥ λt

⇔ vp(dt) ≥ λt +

⌈

−λt + 1

2

⌉

=

⌊

λt

2

⌋

(vp(dt) denotes the exponent of p in dt) so dt = 0. Similarly, if K/Qp is of type II, then

α(xt)(et) = πm′−λt
dt(1− π)πm′−λt

p

⌊

m′
−λt
2

⌋ = 0 in R

⇔ 2vp(dt) + (2m− λt)− 2

⌊

2m− λt

2

⌋

≥ λt

⇔ vp(dt) ≥ λt +

⌊

−λt

2

⌋

=

⌊

λt

2

⌋

so dt = 0.

Definition 5.8. An element C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is called special if C is of the form

∑

i<j α
cij
ij +

∑

i α
di

i for some cij ∈ R/πλjR and di ∈ R1/p

⌊

λi
2

⌋

R1.

For a special C, we have E(C,F, i, j) = mF (C)(vj , vi) = 0 for every i ≤ j by Lemma 5.6 so

pF (C) = 1. Moreover, Lemma 5.7 implies that the number of special C is

∏

i<j

∣

∣R/πλjR
∣

∣×
∏

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

R1/p

⌊

λi
2

⌋

R1

∣

∣

∣

∣

= p
∑r

i=1

(

(i−1)λi+
⌊

λi
2

⌋)

when FV = G. This number coincides with the moment appears in Theorem 2.7(2). Now we

prove that for a non-special C, there are linearly many non-zero coefficients E(C,F, i, j).

Proposition 5.9. If F ∈ HomR(V,G) is a code of distance δn and C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is not

special, then

# {(i, j) : i ≤ j and E(C,F, i, j) 6= 0} ≥ δn

2
.

Proof. Define f c
ij = f

σ(c)
ji (c ∈ R), gdi (d ∈ R1), Ht(V ) and mt

F : HomR(V, (
σG)∗) → Ht(V )

(t = 1, 2) as in the proof of Proposition 4.14. Following the argument of the of Proposition 4.14,

the proof reduces to show that the inequality

∣

∣im(m1
F )
∣

∣ ≤ |HomR(V, (
σG)∗)|

|{special C}| = p
∑r

i=1

(

(n−i)λi+
⌈

λi
2

⌉)

(29)

is actually an equality.

• Since V is a free R-module, the natural map HomR(V,R)⊗ (σG)∗ → HomR(V, (
σG)∗) is an

isomorphism. Thus for c ∈ R and 1 ≤ b ≤ a ≤ r, cz∗τa ⊗ σe∗b is an element of HomR(V, (
σG)∗)

and

mF (cz
∗
τa ⊗ σe∗b)(zτi , zτj ) =

{

cδaiδbjσ(π)
m′−λb + σ(c)δajδbiπ

m′−λb (i < j)

T (cδaiδbiσ(π)
m′−λb) (i = j)
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so

m2
F (cz

∗
τa ⊗ σe∗b) =







f
πm′

−λbσ(c)
τbτa (b < a)

g
T (πm′

−λbσ(c))
τb (b = a)

as elements in H2(V ). Since we have

{

T (πm′−λbσ(c)) : c ∈ R
}

=











p

⌈

m′
−λb
2

⌉

R1 = p
m−

⌈

λb
2

⌉

R1 (type I)

p

⌊

m′
−λb
2

⌋

R1 = p
m−

⌈

λb
2

⌉

R1 (type II)

,

the image of m2
F contains every element of H2(V ) of the form

f =
∑

i<j

f cij
τiτj +

∑

i

gdi
τi

where cij ∈ πm′−λiR and di ∈ p
m−

⌈

λi
2

⌉

R1. As in the proof of Lemma 5.7, one can deduce

that
∑

i<j

f cij
τiτj +

∑

i

gdi
τi = 0

if and only if each cij and di is zero. This implies that the number of f in H2(V ) of the form
∑

i<j f
cij
τiτj +

∑

i g
di
τi is

∏

i<j

pλi ·
∏

i

p

⌈

λi
2

⌉

= p
∑r

i=1

(

(r−i)λi+
⌈

λi
2

⌉)

.

Thus we have
∣

∣im(m2
F )
∣

∣ ≥ p
∑r

i=1

(

(r−i)λi+
⌈

λi
2

⌉)

. (30)

• For ℓ /∈ τ , c ∈ R and 1 ≤ b ≤ r,

mF (cz
∗
ℓ ⊗ σe∗b)(zi, zτj ) = cσ(πm′−λb)δℓiδbj

so

m1
F (cz

∗
ℓ ⊗ σe∗b) = f

πm′
−λbσ(c)

τbℓ

as elements in H1(V ). Let S be the set of the elements of H1(V ) of the form

f =
∑

ℓ/∈τ

∑

b

f cbℓ
τbℓ

for some cbℓ ∈ πm′−λbR. Then |S| = p
∑r

i=1(n−r)λi (since
∑

ℓ/∈τ

∑

b f
cbℓ
τbℓ

= 0 if and only if

each cbℓ is zero) and S is contained in the kernel of the surjective homomorphism im(m1
F ) →

im(m2
F ), which implies that

∣

∣im(m1
F )
∣

∣ ≥ p
∑r

i=1(n−r)λi
∣

∣im(m2
F )
∣

∣ . (31)

By the equations (30) and (31), the inequality (29) should be an equality.

Now we compute the moments of the cokernel of an ε-balanced matrix X ∈ Hn(O). As in the

unramified case, we provide some details of the proof for the convenience of the readers. For an

O-module G of type λ = (λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr), let MG be the number of special C for a surjective

F ∈ HomR(V,G), i.e. MG := p
∑r

i=1

(

(i−1)λi+
⌊

λi
2

⌋)

.
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Lemma 5.10. For given 0 < ε < 1, δ > 0 and G, there are c,K0 > 0 such that the following

holds: Let X ∈ Hn(R) be an ε-balanced matrix, F ∈ HomR(V,G) be a code of distance δn and

A ∈ HomR((
σV )∗, G). Then for each n,

∣

∣

∣P(FX = 0)−MG |G|−n
∣

∣

∣ ≤ K0e
−cn

|G|n

and

P(FX = A) ≤ K0 |G|−n
.

Proof. By the equations (26) and (27) (replace FX by FX −A), we have

P(FX = A) =
1

|G|n
∑

C

E(ζT (C(FX−A)))

=
1

|G|n
∑

C

E(ζT (C(−A)))E(ζTr(C(FX)))

=
1

|G|n
∑

C

E(ζT (C(−A)))pF (C).

(32)

For γ ∈ (0, δ), we break the sum into 3 pieces:

S1 := {C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) : C is special for F} ,

S2 := {C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) : C is not special for F and γ-weak for F} ,

S3 := {C ∈ HomR(V, (
σG)∗) : C is γ-robust for F} .

(a) C ∈ S1: By Lemma 5.7, |S1| = MG. Since pF (C) = 1 for C ∈ S1 by Lemma 5.6, we have
∑

C∈S1
E(ζC(−A))pF (C) = MG for A = 0 and

∣

∣

∑

C∈S1
E(ζC(−A))pF (C)

∣

∣ ≤ MG for any A.

(b) C ∈ S2: By Lemma 5.3, |S2| ≤ CG

(

n
⌈γn⌉−1

)

|G|γn for some constant CG > 0. By Remark 5.2

and Proposition 5.9, we have |pF (C)| ≤ exp(−εδn/2p2m) for every C ∈ S2.

(c) C ∈ S3: By Remark 5.2 and Lemma 5.4,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

C∈S3

E(ζC(−A))pF (C)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |G|n exp(εγδn2/2p2m |G|2).

Now the proof can be completed as in [17, Lemma 4.1] by applying the above computations (for a

sufficiently small γ) to the equation (32).

Recall that for an integer D =
∏

i p
ei
i , we have defined ℓ(D) :=

∑

i ei in Section 4. The depth

of F ∈ HomR(V,G) is defined exactly as in Definition 4.16. The next lemmas are analogues of

[17, Lemma 5.2 and 5.4].

Lemma 5.11. There is a constant K0 depending on G such that for every D > 1, the number of

F ∈ HomR(V,G) of depth D is at most

K0

(

n

⌈ℓ(D)δn⌉ − 1

)

|G|n D−n+ℓ(D)δn.

Lemma 5.12. Let ε, δ,G be as in Lemma 5.10. Then there exists K0 > 0 such that if F ∈
HomR(V,G) has depth D > 1 and [G : FV ] < D, then for all ε-balanced matrix X ∈ Hn(R),

P(FX = 0) ≤ K0e
−ε(1−ℓ(D)δ)n(|G| /D)−(1−ℓ(D)δ)n.
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Proof. The proof is same as Lemma 4.18. In the ramified case, one can write x1 = x + πy for

ε-balanced x ∈ R1 and y ∈ R2. For an O-submodule H in G of index D, f1 ∈ G \ H and a

non-diagonal entry x1 of X , the elements of the set

{x ∈ R1 : x1f1 ≡ g in G/H for some y ∈ R2}

are contained in a single equivalence class modulo p. Since x is ε-balanced, we conclude that

P(x1f1 ≡ g in G/H) ≤ 1− ε.

The following theorem can be proved exactly as in Theorem 4.19. (Replace the Lemma 4.15,

4.17 and 4.18 to the Lemma 5.10, 5.11 and 5.12, respectively.)

Theorem 5.13. Let 0 < ε < 1 and G be given. Then for any sufficiently small c > 0, there is a

K0 = Kε,G,c > 0 such that for every positive integer n and an ε-balanced matrix X0 ∈ Hn(O),

∣

∣

∣

∣

E(#SurO(cok(X0), G)) − p
∑r

i=1

(

(i−1)λi+
⌊

λi
2

⌋)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K0e
−cn.

In particular, the equation (13) holds for every sequence of ε-balanced matrices (Xn)n≥1.

Combining the above theorem with Theorem 2.3 and 3.3, we obtain the universality result for

the distribution of the cokernels of random p-adic ramified Hermitian matrices.

Theorem 5.14. For every sequence of ε-balanced matrices (Xn)n≥1 (Xn ∈ Hn(O)), the limiting

distribution of cok(Xn) is given by the equation (6).

Proof. Choose a positive integer a such that πa−1Γ = 0. Then for any finitely generated O-module

H , we have H ⊗ O/πaO ∼= Γ if and only if H ∼= Γ. Let An be the cokernel of a Haar random

matrix in Hn(O) and Bn = cok(Xn). Then Theorem 2.3, 3.3 and 5.13 conclude the proof.
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