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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 Q,. For each positive integer
n, let X, be a random n x 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 X, always converges to the same distribution which does
not depend on the choices of X, as n — oo 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 Q.

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 CI(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
2C1(K).) Friedman and Washington [9] computed the limiting distribution of the cokernel of a
Haar random n x n matrix over Z, as n — co. They proved that for every finite abelian p-group

G and a Haar random matrix A,, € M, (Z,) for each positive integer n,

I

nl;ngo P(cok(A,) =2 Q) = m H(1 -p7")

where M,,(R) denotes the set of n x 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 Z,. Bhargava,
Kane, Lenstra, Poonen and Rains [1] computed the distribution of the cokernel of a random alter-
nating matrix over Z,. 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 Z,. 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 Z,.

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 < ¢ < 1 be a real number. A random variable z in Z, is e-balanced if
P(z =r (mod p)) <1 —¢ for every r € Z/pZ. A random matrix A in M,,(Z,) is e-balanced if its
entries are independent and e-balanced. A random symmetric matrix A in M,,(Z,) is e-balanced

if its upper triangular entries are independent and e-balanced.
Theorem 1.2. Let G be a finite abelian p-group.

(1) ([18, Theorem 1.2], [16, Theorem 4.1]) Let (ay)n>1 be a sequence of positive real numbers
such that 0 < «a, < 1 for each n and for any constant A > 0, we have «,, > % for

sufficiently large n. Let A, be an a,,-balanced random matrix in M,,(Z,) for each n. Then,
1 oo
lim P(cok(4,)=2G) = ——c 1
Jim P(cok(4n) = G) = s i];[l(

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

symmetric matrix in M,,(Z,) for each n. Then,

. # {symmetric, bilinear, perfect ¢ : G x G — (C*} P2
1 P(cok(B,,) = = )
Aim P(cok(Bn) = G) IG[|Aut(G)] H

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(P;(Ay)) (1 < j <), where Pi(t),---,P/(t) € Zp[t] are monic polynomials with
some mild assumptions and A,, is a Haar random matrix in M, (Z,). It is a modified version of

the conjecture by Cheong and Huang [2, Conjecture 2.3].
Theorem 1.3. ([13, Theorem 2.1]) Let Pi(t),---,Fi(t) € Zy[t] be monic polynomials whose

mod p reductions in F,[t] are distinct and irreducible, and let G; be a finite module over R; :=
Zyp[t]/(P;(t)) for each 1 < j <. Also let A,, be a Haar random matrix in M,,(Z,) for each positive

integer n. Then we have

o [cok(Py(An) = G l I i des(Py)
nl;rr;QP( for1<j <l ) H |AutR |l_[(1 P )]

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 Q, and Hermitian matrices over p-adic rings. Every quadratic extension of Q,
is of the form Qp(y/a) for some non-trivial element a € Q) /(Q))?. For a,b € Q, we have
Qy(va) = Q,(vb) if and only if £ € € (Q@))?. Therefore the number of quadratic extensions of @,
is given by |Qx/(Q)?| —1. Smce(@X 7 xZyxZ/(p—1)Z for odd p and Q3 X Z x Zy X Z/2Z,
there are 3 quadratic extensions of Q, for odd p and 7 quadratic extensions of Q.

Let K be a quadratic extension of Q, with the ring of integers O := Of, the residue field &
and the uniformizer 7 that will be specified. Denote the generator of the Galois group Gal(K/Q)p)
by o. Fix a primitive (p? — 1)-th root of unity w in Q,. Then K = Q,(w) is the unique unramified
quadratic extension of Q, and satisfies O = Z[w] and kK = O/pO = F,» ([15, Proposition 11.7.12]).
In this case, fix the uniformizer by # = p. The element ¢ € Gal(K/Q,) maps to the Frobenius
automorphism Frob, € Gal(F,2/F,) (z — 2aP) so it satisfies o(w) = wP. If K/Q, is ramified,
then we always have O = Z,[n] and k = F,. When K/Q, is ramified and p > 2, there exists a
uniformizer m € O such that o(n) = —w. There are two types of ramified quadratic extensions of
Q2 ([3, p. 456]):



(1) K = Qa(v/1+ 2u) for some u € Z5, m := 1+ +/1 + 2u is a uniformizer and o(7) = 2 — 7.
(2) K =Q2(v2u) for some u € Z5, m:= v/2u is a uniformizer and o(7) = —.

A matrix A € M,,(0) is called Hermitian if A = o(A"), where A* denotes the transpose of A.
This is equivalent to the condition that A;; = o(Aj;) for every 1 < i < j < n, where A;; denotes
the (i, j)-th entry of the matrix A. Denote the set of n x n Hermitian matrices over O by H,,(O).
For an extension of finite fields Fj2 /F,, the set H,,(IF,2) 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 x L — O such that h(y,z) = o(h(z,y)) and h(az,by) = ac(b)h(z,y) for
every a,b € O and z,y € L. When (L,h) is a Hermitian lattice with an O-basis vy, -, v,
a matrix H = (H; j)i<ij<n € Mp(O) given by H;; = h(v;,v;) is Hermitian. Conversely, if
H € H,(0), then (L, h) given by L = O™ and h(z,y) = o(y?)Hz is a Hermitian lattice and we
have h(e;,e;) = el He; = H; ; where e, , e, is the standard basis of L.

We say two Hermitian matrices A, B € H,(O) are equivalent if B = Y Ao (Y") for some Y €
GL,(0O). The correspondence between Hermitian lattices and Hermitian matrices gives a bijection
between the set of equivalent classes of Hermitian matrices in H,,(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 e-balanced random matrix
in H,(O). We will consider the unramified and ramified cases separately. Let X € H,(0). If
K/Q, is unramified, then X;; = Y;; + wZ;; for some Y;;,Z;; € Z,. If K/Q, is ramified, then
Xij =Y + 72y for some Y;;, Z;; € Z,. For both cases, Z;; = 0 for each 1 < i < n and X is
determined by n? elements Y;; (i < j), Zi; (i < 7).

Let E% € M,,(Z,) be a matrix defined by (E%); = §;.0;;. If K/Q, is unramified, then H, (O)
is generated by n? matrices E¥ (i < j) and wEY (i < j) as a Z,-module. If K/Q, is ramified,
then H,,(0) is generated by n? matrices EY (i < j) and 7E¥Y (i < j) as a Z,-module. Therefore
an additive measure on H, (O) defined by the product of the Haar probability measures on Y;;
(i <), Zij (i < j) is same as the Haar probability measure on H,,(O) by the uniqueness of the

Haar probability measure.

Definition 1.4. Let 0 < ¢ < 1. A random matrix X in H,(O) is e-balanced if the n? elements
Yi;i (i <), Zij (i <j)in Z, are independent and e-balanced.

The following remarks shows that our definition of e-balanced random matrix in H,(O) is
independent of the choice of the primitive (p? — 1)-th root of unity w (unramified case) and the

uniformizer 7 (ramified case).
Remark 1.5. (1) Assume that K/Q, is unramified. By the relation
s, wP’ =1 — 1

(p+1)+ W™t = 1)) w0 = ———— =,

wp~l — 1
i=1
we have w — o(w) = w(l — wP~!) € OX. Now let w’ be any primitive (p* — 1)-th root of
unity in Q,. For random elements x,y € Z,, we have z + yw = 2’ + y'w’ for

x,:z+w’a(w)—wo(w’) , w—o(w)

w' —o(w') T w —o(w)



Then we have 2,y € Z, and = and y are independent and e-balanced if and only if 2’ and

1y’ are independent and e-balanced.

(2) Assume that K/Q, is ramified and let 7’ be any uniformizer of K. Then 7/ = um (mod 72)
for some v € Z). For random elements z,y € Z,, we have x + yn’ = 2’ + y'n for some
x',y" € Z, such that x = 2’ (mod p) and uy =y’ (mod p) so = and y are independent and

e-balanced if and only if 2’ and 3’ are independent and e-balanced.

Let T’ be an O-module and °T" be its conjugate which is same as I' as abelian groups, with the
scalar multiplication - g := o(r)g. A Hermitian pairing on T is a bi-additive map § : T xT" — K/O
such that 6(y,x) = o(d(z,y)) and d(azx,by) = ac(b)é(z,y) for every a,b € O and z,y € I'. We
say a Hermitian pairing § : I' x I' = K/O is perfect if °T' — Homo(I', K/O) (g — 6(-,¢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 Q.

Theorem 1.6. Let 0 < € < 1 be a real number, X,, € H,(O) be an e-balanced random matrix

for each n and T" be a finite O-module.

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

, # {Hermitian, perfect § : I' x I' = K/O} 15 (1)
lim P(cok(X,)=T) = 14+ —). 1
Tim_P(cok(X,) = T) Auto T 1:I< L)

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

lim P(cok(X,)=T)

n—o00 |Aut(9(1—‘)| '_1)' (2)

_ # {Hermitian, perfect § : I' x I' = K/O} ﬁ(l 1
b p21

In Section 2, we provide a proof of Theorem 1.6 under the assumption that each X,, 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 (, )y = (, ), for a
given M € H,,(O). When K/Q, is ramified, this computation is even more complicated than the
proof of [4, Theorem 2] for p = 2.

To extend this result to e-balanced Hermitian matrices, we use the moments 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(# Surp (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 X,, be as in Theorem 1.6 and G = H2:1 O/mrO for Ay > - > A\ > 1.

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

lim E(# Surp(cok(X,,), G)) = pi=i(2=DAi, (3)

n—roo



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

lim E(# Suro(cok(X,,), G)) = p=i=t (03[ 3]) )

n—oo
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/Q,, 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 af; and ad in Hompg(V, (°G)*), 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. e-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 Z, 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 € L is mazimal if © ¢ wL.
(Recall that 7 is a uniformizer of O.) For each i € Z, (L, h) is called 7'-modular if h(z,L) = ©'O
for every maximal x € L ([12, p.447]). We say (L, h) is modular if it is 7i-modular for some i € Z.
Any Hermitian lattice can be written as an orthogonal sum of modular lattices [12, Proposition
4.3]. When K/Q, is unramified, any 7’-modular lattice (L, h) is isomorphic to an orthogonal sum
of the copies of the m*-modular lattice (7*) 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/Q, is unramified. For every A € H, (O), there exists ¥ €
GL,,(0O) such that Y Ao (V") is diagonal.

The classification of Hermitian lattices over O 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 € Z, and ¢ € O, denote

c

A(a,b,¢) == <U?C> b) € Ha(0).

Proposition 2.2. Assume that K/Q), is ramified. For every A € H,(0O), there exists Y € GL,,(O)
such that Y Ao(Y?) is a block diagonal matrix consisting of

(1) the zero diagonal blocks,

(2) diagonal blocks (uipdi) for some d; > 0 and u; € Z),



(3) 2 x 2 blocks of the form B; = A(aj,b;,¢;) for some aj,b; € Z, and ¢; € O such that ¢; # 0,

a; b;
2L ec©and L € 0.
Cj 7TC]'

Let I be a finite O-module. Recall that we have defined the conjugate °T" of I and a perfect
Hermitian pairing on I' in Section 1.3. When T';, T's are finite O-modules and 6; (i = 1,2) is a
perfect Hermitian pairing on T';, we say (I'1, 61) and (T2, d2) are isomorphic if there is an O-module
isomorphism f : 'y — T'g such that 61 (z,y) = d2(f(x), f(y)) for every z,y € T'y. For X € H,(0),
a Hermitian pairing (, )y : O™ x O™ — K/O is defined by

(z,y)x =o)X 'z

and this induces a perfect Hermitian pairing dx 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 X,, € H,(O) be a Haar random matrix for each n, I be a finite O-module,
r:= dim, (I'/7T) and § be a perfect Hermitian pairing on T

(1) If K/Q, is unramified, then the probability that (cok(X,),dx,, ) is isomorphic to (T, §) is

_ : L D

which implies that

) # {Hermitian, perfect § : T' x T’ — K/O} 13 (1)

lim P(cok(X,)=T) = 14+ —). 5
Tim B(cok(X,) = T) e [lo+55 6

(2) If K/Q, is ramified, then the probability that (cok(X,,),dx, ) is isomorphic to (T, ) is
n [22*]
1 1 1
) =—— [ a-1) [ -
Ao o=y
which implies that

) # {Hermitian, perfect 6 : T' x T — K/O} 15 1

lim P(cok(X,)=T) = 1——=—).
ni}H;O (CO ( ) ) |Aut(9(1—‘)| J_:[( p21_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
[,]: 0" x O™ = K/O, define its cokernel by

cok[, | :=0"/{z € O": [z,y) =0forally € O"}
and denote the canonical perfect Hermitian pairing on cok [, ] by oy 1. Note that cok[, ] is always
a finite O-module.
Lemma 2.4. The number of Hermitian pairings [, | : O™ x O™ — K/O such that (cok[, ],d ;)

is isomorphic to given (T, §) is ‘
|F|n H;’L:nfaurl(l - |"€|_J)
|[Auto (T, 9)| ’

where r := dim, (I'/#T).



Denote the set of n x n symmetric matrices over a commutative ring R by Sym,, (R). For
a matrix A € H,(0), A := Amod (r) is an element of H,(F,2) (resp. Sym,(F,)) if K/Q, is

unramified (resp. ramified).
Lemma 2.5. (1) ([10, equation (4)]) The number of invertible matrices in H,, (F2) is

|GL (Fp2) N Hy (Fpe)| = p™ ﬁ(l + “p?i

i=1

)- (7)

(2) ([14, Theorem 2]) The number of invertible matrices in Sym,, (F,) is

n

3
n(n+1) 1
|GLA (Fp) N Symy, (Fp)| =p~ = J](1- 1) (8)
i=1
The following lemma is a variant of [1, Lemma 3.2]. Since an n x n matrix over O is invertible
if and only if its reduction modulo 7 (which is a matrix over k) is invertible, the proof is exactly
same as the original lemma.
Lemma 2.6. Suppose that A, M € H,(O) and det M # 0. Then we have (, ), = (, ),, if and
only if A € M + M H,,(O)M and rank, (A) = rank, (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 X,, € H,(O) by
A for simplicity. First we prove the case that K/Q, is unramified.

(1) By Lemma 2.4, the number of Hermitian pairings [, ] : O™ x O" — K/O such that
(cok[, ],0r,;) is isomorphic to (T, 4) is

LY & SR
Ao 1L 0 5m)

j=n—r+1

(2) Let [, ]: O™ x O™ — K/O be a Hermitian pairing. Choose a matrix N € H,,(K) such that
N;; € K is a lift of [e;,e;] € K/O. There exists m € Zx¢ such that p™N € H,(O). By
Proposition 2.1, there exists Y € GL,(O) such that

YNU(Yt) = diag(ullpdll_ma U ’u;zpd:l_m)a

where u; € O* and d} € Z>( for each i. By possibly changing the lift N;; of [e;, e;] € K/O
for each 1 < i < j < n, one may assume that d, — m < 0 for each . In this case, M :=
(YNo(Y?)~™! € H,(O) satisfies [, ] = (, ),, and is of the form

M = diag(ulpdla e aunpdn)a
where u; € O and d; € Z>¢ for each 1.

(3) Let M € H,,(O) be as above. Then we have I' 2 cok(M) = [, O/p%O. By Lemma 2.6,
we have (, ), = (, ),, if and only if X := M~1(4A - M)M~' € H,(O) and rankg , (A) =
ranky , (M) = n —r. First we compute the probability that X;; € O for every i < j.



e For 1 <i < j<n, wehave X;; = (u;p®) " A;j(u;p%)~1 € O if and only if pditdi | A;;

for a random A;; € O. The probability is given by p~2(di*di),

e For 1 <i < n, we have X;; = (u;p?) " Ay (u;p?) =1 € O if and only if p>% | A for a

random A;; € Z,. The probability is given by p=24:.

By the above computations, the probability that X € H,,(O) is given by

[T T =i (9)

i<j

Given the condition X € H,(0), we may assume that M is zero outside of its upper left
(n—7) x (n—r) minor by permuting the rows and columns of M. In this case, rankr , (A) =
n—r if and only if the upper left (n —r) x (n—r) minor of A, which is random in H,,_, (F,2),
has a rank n — r. Therefore the probability that (, ), = (, ), is given by

|GLp—r (Fp2) N Hy—p (Fp2) | o Tﬁ(u(,pi

)"
|H"*T p? )‘ i=1

(The equality holds due to Lemma 2.5.)

(4) Using the above results, we conclude that

Tr o CDY n " - 1
W(T,8) = 1+ —4r" — 1— —
M ( ) Zl;[l( pz ) | | |Auto(1", (S)| j:TH+1( p2])

n

B 1 1., (-1
BTG WAl | el

j=n—r+1

Let ®r denotes the set of Hermitian perfect pairings on I’ and ®r be the set of isomorphism

classes of elements of ®p. The orbit-stabilizer theorem implies that

Z |Auto F 5 Z |Auto (10)

[6]e®r

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

i o — |(I)F|
nh_}ngo P(cok(A) =T) = nh_)n;@ Z wn(T,8) = TAuto (D] | p
[bledr
Now assume that K/Q, is ramified.
(1) By Lemma 2.4, the number of Hermitian pairings [, ] : O™ x O" — K/O such that

(cok[, ],0r,;) is isomorphic to (T',d) is
i - !
S ol 1——).
Ao, 1L 075

(2) Let [, ]: O™ x O™ — K/O be a Hermitian pairing. Choose a matrix N € H,,(K) such that
N;; € K is a lift of [e;,e;] € K/O. There exists m € Zx¢ such that p”N € H,(O). By
Proposition 2.2, there exists Y € GL,(O) such that

YNo(Y?) = diag(u)p™ =™, ,ufp® =™ p~™B} .- ,p~™B.) (k+2s=n),



where ujp® (1 <i < k) and B} = A(a},b},¢;) (1 < j < s) satisfy the conditions appear in
Proposition 2.2. By possibly changing the lift N;; of [e;,e;] € K/O for each 1 <i < j <mn,
one may assume that d; —m < 0 for each ¢ and (}me})’1 = pMA(b},a}, —c}) € Ha(O) for

each j. In this case, M := (Y No(Y"))™! € H,(O) satisfies [, | = (, ),, and is of the form
M = dia’g(ulpdla e 7ukpdkaB17 e 5BS) (k +2s = TL),

where u;p € Zy, (1 < i < k)and B; = A(aj,bj,¢;) € Hao(O) (1 < j < s) satisfy the
conditions appear in Proposition 2.2.

. b.
Let M € H,,(O) be as above. The conditions ¢; # 0, Y eoand 2L 0O imply that
Cj 7TC]'

a; c;j 0 c;j
cok(B;) = cok / 7| = cok T =2 (0/c;0)?
(B3) (O’(Cj) —ajbjcj_l 0) (O’(Cj) —ajbjcj_l 0 (©0/¢,0)
so we have i
I = cok(M) = [[O/m* 0 x [[(0/=* 0)
i=1 j=1

for 7% || ¢;. By Lemma 2.6, we have (, ), =(, ),, ifand only if X := M1 (A—M)M~' €
H,(O) and ranky, (A) = rankg, (M) = n —r. First we compute the probability that X;; € O
for every i < j. To simplify the proof, we will introduce some notations. For a positive
integer x, denote z :=x + k. For 1 <7 <k and 1 < j < s, denote V;; 1= (XLQj,l X, 2]-).
Xoj_1,25-1 X2j1,2j/>

For 1 <j <j' <s, denote Zj; := < X X
2,25’ -1 24,25"

e For1 <i<i' <k, wehave X;;r = (u;p%) ™' Ay (upp’ )=t € O if and only if 2(ditdy) |
Ay for a random A;; € O. The probability is given by p=2(ditdi)

e For 1 < i < k, we have X;; = (uip®)~ (A — uip®)(up®)~! € O if and only if

p?di | Ay — up®i for a random A;; € Z,. The probability is given by p~2%i.

e For1 <i<kandl<j<s,denote (aj,b;,c;) = (a,b, c) for simplicity. Then we have

Vij = (up™) ™" (Ai, 2j-1 =10 Aj o= y) Bj_l € Mix2(0)

b a e
& ——zxty x+——ycnhtyQ
c

a(c)
o x,y e ndite O,
The probability is given by p—2(dit+es),

e For 1 < j < j' < s, denote (aj,b;,¢;) = (a,b,¢) and (aj,bj,c;r) = (a/,V,c) for



simplicity. Then we have

_ /12'71,2"7115C A2'71,2":y _
Zjy =B} ( S 0= B;' € My(0)

! A2_J1 2j'—1 = z AQ_J72_J/ =w
by’ —bo(d) —cb  co(c) x
/ I / I
b b e e ey, (0)
—o(e)b o(c)o(d) abl —ao(d) z
o(c)d  —o(c)d —ad aa’ w
bb! [
x CO.(Z/) ;? a(c) 1 ) x
- v 1 -
er| M= 5 Y| eniter Masa (0).
< D) , o(c)o(c’) _U(/C) <
w 1 e “o(c) o(c)c’ w

Since the matrix T' € M4 (O) is invertible, the probability is given by p

e For 1 < j <s, denote (aj,b;,c;) = (a,b, c) for simplicity. Then we have

2 _p-1 Agjo1,2j-1 = Agj_1,25 =y B! e My(0)
» ’ Aﬁ, 2j—1 = a(y) Aﬁ,Lj’ =z !
1

0 b b
co’(g) bc o(c) €
_b  ba 1 _a
s v T ‘ Y| e 7 Muya (0)
— 1 =2 | |oy
o(c) o(c)? 0'2(6)
1 T oo o(c)c z

& 2,2 €EPily, Yy € 2% 0
for a random z,z € Z, and y € O. The probability is given by p~4¢.

By the above computations, the probability that X € H,,(O) is given by

H p72(di+di,) przdi Hp72(2di+ej) H p74(ej+ej,) Hp74ej _ |F|7n )
4,J

i</ i j<j’ j

74(ej+ej/)'

(11)

Given the condition X € H,(0), we may assume that M is zero outside of its upper left

(n—r)x(n—r) minor by permuting the rows and columns of M. In this case, rankp, (A) = n—r

if and only if the upper left (n — r) x (n — ) minor of A, which is random in Sym,,_,.(F,),

has a rank n — r. Therefore the probability that (, ), = (, ),, is given by

‘GLnfr(IFp) N Symnfr(Fp” |1—\|7n _ [ . -|(1 1 ) |F|7n
’Symn—’r(Fl))’ i=1 p2i71 -
(The equality holds due to Lemma 2.5.)
(4) Using the above results, we conclude that
2] n n

n 7| 1
pin (L', 0) = (1= =) I (1-—=)

E G Auto(T, )] ]—:nllﬂ P




and the equation (10) implies that

. [P

nl;ngo P(cok(A) =T) = nl;ngo Z un(L,0) = TAuto (0] | H ) -) O
[5]€<I>r‘

For a partition A = (A; > -++ > A.) (A, > 1), an O-module of type X is defined by [[;_, O/m*O

The moments of the cokernel of a Haar random matrix X,, € H, (O) are given as follow. The next

theorem is a special case of Theorem 1.7.
Theorem 2.7. Let G = G be a finite O-module of type A = (A1 > -+ > \,.).
(1) If K/Q, is unramified, then

lim E(# Sure(cok(X,), G)) = p2i=1(2i=DAi, (12)

n—roo

(2) If K/Q, is ramified, then

lim E(# Suro(cok(X,), G)) = poimt (=02 3]) (13)

n—oo

Proof. For n > r, denote A = X,, for simplicity. Assume that det(A4) # 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 AO™ € DO™ where

D :=diag(7®, - ,7) (e1 = A1, - ,er = Apy €p1 = -- =€, =0).
The condition AO™ € DO™ holds if and only if A;; € 7O for every ¢ < j.
e For i < j, A;; is a random element of O so

p~2¢%  (K/Q, is unramified)

P(A;; € 7 0) =
(4 €m0) {p‘ei (K/Q, is ramified)

e For i =j, A;; is a random element of Z,,. If K/Q, is unramified, then A;; € 7% O if and only
it A;; € p%Z,. If K/Qp is ramified, then A;; € 7% O if and only if A;; € p[%wzp. Thus
p~%  (K/Q, is unramified)

Ci

]P’(Aii S ﬂeiO) = {p (71 (K/(@p is ramiﬁed)

Since the probability that a random uniform element of Home (O™, G) is a surjection goes to 1 as

n — oo, we have

lim E(# Surp(cok(X,),G))

n—o0
= lim_|Suro(0",G)| II P er0) [ P(4ien0)
1<i<j<n 1<i<n
pi=1(Zi=DXi (K/Q, is unramified) -
- pzi:l((z 1)>\i+[71J) (K/Q, is ramified) .

Let A be a partition and A’ be its transpose partition. Then we have (2 — 1)\ = >, NP
(This follows from the formula )", (i—1)\; = Zj A ;)\j which appears in [4, p. 717].) By Theorem
2.7, the n — oo limit of the moment E(# Surp(cok(X,,), G)) for a finite O-module G of type A is

A AP
bounded above by |/i|ijl * 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 e-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 e-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.

2

S
For a partition A, denote the finite O-module of type A by G and let m(G,) := |/i|zfél R
For partitions p < A, let G, » be the set of O-submodules of G\ of type u. The following lemma

is an analogue of [17, Lemma 7.5].
. 2
Lemma 3.1. We have } o, m(G) < FMm(Gy) for F =T, (1—279)71- 350 2-% > 0.
. 2
Proof. Let C =T[2,(1 27" and D = Y02 2=%, so that F = C~'D. Then we have
N‘;_HIJ+1 1 . |’i|7)\;+,u.;7k

Gual =TT [ 15~ 11

i>1 k=1 — sl

A1
S |,€|Zj:1(/"‘] 3 M])H (H | |7 )
A1 NI 02
S W |H|Z]‘:1(P‘J G MG )
by [11, Theorem 2.4]. Now the equation (14) implies that

> m(G) = |Gualm(G

G<G\ p<A

12
A My
E |K,|Eji1('u; ;7“;‘24'%)

y.<A

S CAI

dy,eer,dxy 20
< FMm(GY). O
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 p € M, let z,, and y,, be non-negative real numbers.
Suppose that for all A € M,

Z xutzi Xipi Z yutzixm _ O(Fmtz +b>\ )

pneM peM

for an absolute constant F' > 0. Then we have x, =y, for all p € M.

12



2_x,
i~z ), but
the same proof works for the bound O(FmtZ ) for every b < 1. O

Proof. See [17, Theorem 8.2]. The upper bound given there is of the form O(

The following theorem can be proved exactly as in [17, Theorem 8.3] using Lemma 3.1 and 3.2
(for t = |k| and b = 0). Since the limits of the moments appear in Theorem 2.7 are bounded above
by m(G)), this theorem implies that the limiting distribution of the cokernels of Haar random

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

Theorem 3.3. Let (A4,)n>1 and (By)n>1 be sequences of random finitely generated O-modules.
Let a be a non-negative integer and M, be the set of finite O-modules M such that 7*M = 0.
Suppose that for every G € M,, the limit lim P(A4, ® O/7°0O = G) exists and we have
n—oo
lim E(# Surp(4,,G)) = lim E(# Surp(B,,G)) = O(m(Q)).

n—00 n—00

Then for every G € M,, we have 1i_>m P(A, ® O/7°0O 2 G) = lim P(B, ® O/7°0 = G).
n o0 n—00

4. Universality of the cokernel: the unramified case

In this section, we assume that K/Q, is unramified. Let m be a positive integer and G be a finite
O-module of type A = (A\; > -+ > \,.) such that p™G = 0 (equivalently, m > \;). Let R and R;
be the rings O/p™O and Z/p™Z, respectively. Denote the image of w in R also by w. (Recall that
w is a fixed primitive (p? — 1)-th root of unity in Q,.) For X € H,,(O) (resp. X € H,,(R)), denote
Xi; =Y +wZ;; for Yj, Z;j € Zy, (vesp. Yij, Zij € Ry1). Then Z; = 0 and X is determined by n?
elements Y;; (1 < j), Zi; (i < 7).

Definition 4.1. Let 0 < ¢ < 1. A random variable x in Z, (or Ry) is e-balanced if P(z =

r (mod p)) <1 —¢ for every r € Z/pZ. A random matrix X in H,,(O) (or H,,(R)) is e-balanced if
the n? elements Y;; (i < j), Z;; (i < j) are independent and e-balanced.

Let V. = R™ (resp. W = R™) with a standard basis vy, - ,v, (resp. wi,--+,w,) and its

dual basis vy, -+, v} (resp. wi,---,w}). For an e-balanced matrix Xy € H,(0), its modulo p™

rn

reduction X € H,,(R) is also e-balanced and we have
E(# Suro(cok(Xo), G)) = E(# Surg(cok(X),G)) = Y P(FX =0). (15)
FeSurgr(V,G)

(Here we understand X € H,(R) as an element of Homp(W, V), so FX € Homg(W,G).) There-
fore, to compute the moments of cok(Xjp), it is enough to compute the probability P(FX = 0) for
each F' € Surg(V,G).

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ := (= € C be a primitive p™-th root of unity and Tr : R — R; be the trace
map given by Tr(x) := z + o(z). Then we have

veom e Y (e, ()
| | CeHompg(Hompg(W,G),R)

Proof. Write J := Hompg(Hompg (W, G), R) for simplicity. When FX = 0, the right-hand side of
the equation (16) is given by
11
CT‘r 0)) — -1
> ar

ceJ

IGI

13



Therefore it is enough to show that if a € HomR(VV, G) is non-zero, then

Tr(Ca) _ —0.

CG]

Let t > 0 be an integer such that p'~'a # 0 and pa = 0 in Homg(W,G). Without loss of
generality, we may assume that p'~!a(w1) # 0 (and p'a(w;) = 0). For each # € R with p'z = 0,
there exists C1 € Homp(G, R) such that Ci(a(w;)) = z. Since we have G = [[7_, R/pM R,
a(wy) € G corresponds to (a(wi)1, -+ ,a(wr),) € H;:1 R/p* R and p'~'a(w;)y # 0 for some k.
Then a(w ) = p** ~tu for some u € R* so the map C € Homg (G, R) defined by C1(y1,- -+ ,y,) =
——— Yk is well-defined and satisfies C (a(wy)) = x.
pre—ty

Using an isomorphism Homgz(W,G) = G™ (f — (f(w1),---, f(wy)), let C' € J be the element
which corresponds to (C1,0,---,0) € Homg(G, R)". Then Ca = Ci(a(wy)) = z. Conversely, if
there exists C' € J such that Ca = x, then p'z = C(p'a) = 0. Therefore J, := {C € J: Ca =z}
is nonempty if and only if z € R[p!] := {x € R : ptxz = 0}. For any = € R[p] and C, € J,, we have

Jr ={C, + Cy: Cy € Jp} so each of the sets J, has the same cardinality |]|%ny|375]| = |G2|t . Now we
b
have )
Tr(Ca Tr(z) _ 2y+(w+wP)z
Ay merl $ ool 5 e )
ceJ € R[pt] y,2€R1[p?]
(Recall that we have o(w) = w?P in the unramified case.) When p is odd, we have
Z C2y+(w+wp)z — C(w-{-wp)z Z §2y =0
YyER1[p'] YyER1[p!]
for each 2z € Ry[pf]. When p = 2, we have w + w? = —1 so
Z <2y+(w+w”)z _ <2y Z sz =0
z€Ra[p'] zE€Ra[p']
for each y € Ry[p]. Thus the right-hand side of the equation (17) is always zero. O
By the above lemma, we have
1
P(FX =0) =E(lpx—0) = = E(¢T(CFX), 18

CeHomp(Homp(W,G),R)

For a finite R-module G, its conjugate G is an R-module which is same as G as abelian groups,
but the scalar multiplication is given by r - x := o(r)z. For every f € G* := Hompg(G, R), there
is a conjugate 7 f € (°G)* defined by (? f)(x) := o(f(x)). Define an R-module structure on G* by

(rf)(x) :=rf(z).
Lemma 4.3. Let G and G’ be finite R-modules.

~

(1) There is a canonical R-module isomorphism 7 (G*) = (?G)*.
(2) There is a canonical R-module isomorphism Hompg(G,G") 2 Homg(°G,°G").

Proof. (1) Let ¢ : °(G*) — (°G)* be the map defined by f +— 7f. It is clear that ¢ is a
bijection. For f,g € 7(G*), we have (“(f + g))(z) = o((f + g)(z)) = o(f(x)) + o(g(x)) =
(“f)(@) + (79)(x) so 7(f +g) = 7f + 7g. For f € 7(G") and r € R, we have ("(r - f))(x) =
(“(o(r)))(x) = o((o(r)f)(x)) = o(o(r)f(z)) and (r(7f))(z) = (“)(r-2) = o(f(o(r)z)) =
o(a(r)f(x)) so 7(r- f) =r(?f). Therefore ¢ is an R-module isomorphism.

14



(2) Let ¢ : Homp(G,G') — Hompg(°G,?G’) be the map defined by ¢(f)(z) = f(z). It is clear
that ¢ is an isomorphism of abelian groups. For f € Homp(G,G’) and r € R, we have

o(rf)(@) = f(r-z) = o(f)(r-z) = (ro(f))(z) for every x € 7G so ¢(rf) = ro(f). .

Now we identify V- = (W)* (so W = 7(V*) = (°V)*), v; = 7(w]) and w; = “(v]). For
F € Hompg(V,G) and

C € Homg(Hompg(W,G), R) 2 Homgz(W*,G*) 2 Hompg (" (W*),?(G*)) = Homg(V, (°G)"),

denote e;; := C(v;)(F(v;)) € R. (By abuse of notation, we denote the image of C'in Homg(V, (°G)*)
also by C'.) Since X is Hermitian, X;; = 0(X;;) = Y;; + wPZ;;. Therefore

Tr(C(FX)) = Tr(Z eii Xij)

D Tr(eaXa) + Y Tr(es(Yig + wZiy) + €u(Yij + wPZy;)) (19)
=1

1<j

[
M=

Tr(ei:)Yii + Z Tr(ei; + €4i)Yij + Z Tr(ejjw + ejiw?) Zsj.

1 1<j i<j

<.
Il

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

_ @ ; <];[ E(gTr(eii)Yii)> HE(gTr(eijJreji)Yij) HE(gTr(eiijrejin)Zij) (20)

1<J 1<J

for
pF(C) — <H E(gTr(eii)Yii)> HE(gTr(eijJreji)Yij) HE(gTr(eijw+ejiwp)Zij)
i i<j i<y
For every ¢ < j, define E(C, F,i,j) := e;; + o(ej;).

Remark 4.4. Let e;; = a +wPb and ej; = ¢+ wd for a,b,c,d € R;. Then we have

Tr(ei; +eji) = 2(a+ ¢) + (w + wP) (b + d),
Tr(eijw + ejwP) = (w +wP)(a + ¢) + 2w’ (b + d).
One can check that both are zero if and only if a + ¢ = b+ d = 0. (Assume that Tr(e;; + e;;) =
Tr(e;;w+ej;wP) = 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™ (b+d) = (w+wP)(b+d) - (w+wP)(a+c)

so (w +wP)? — 2 2wPT! = (w — wP)? = 0, which is not true.) Since
E(C, Fi,5) = (a+c) +wP(b+d),

this is equivalent to the condition E(C, F,i,j) = 0. By [17, Lemma 4.2], we have |pp(C)| <

N
exp(fi—m) where N is the number of the non-zero coefficients E(C, F,1,j).
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For F € Homg(V,G) and C' € Hompg(V, (?G)*), define the maps ¢pc € Homg(V,G @ (°G)*)
and ¢c,r € Homp(V, (°G)* & G) by ¢rc(v) = (F(v),C(v)) and ¢c,r(v) = (C(v), F(v)). Then,

for a map
t: ()G x(Ge(°G)") = R
((01,91), (g2, 92)) = d1(g92) + a(P2(g1))),

we have t(¢o,r(v)), or,c(vi)) = E(C, F,i,j). For v C [n], let V,, (resp. Wi,) be an R-submodule of
V generated by v; with i € v (resp. i € [n]\v). The following definitions are from [17, p.928-929].

Definition 4.5. Let 0 < v < 1 be a real number. For a given F', we say C' is y-robust for F if for
every v C [n] with |v| < yn, we have ker(¢c,r |y\,) # ker(F [y,). Otherwise, we say C'is y-weak
for F.

Definition 4.6. Let dy > 0 be a real number. An element F' € Homp(V,G) is called a code of
distance dy if for every v C [n] with |v] < do, we have F1{,, = 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/p™O and finitely generated modules
over Z/p™Z are the same, we can imitate the proof given in [17]. The only difference is that
the equation t(¢pc r(vi), pr.c(vi)) = 2E(C, F,i,i) in [17] has changed to t(¢c,r(vi), drc(vi)) =
E(C, F,i,1) 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 € Hompg(V, G), the number

CG(HR? 1) 1™

Lemma 4.8. If F € Hompg(V,G) is a code of distance on and C € Hompg(V, (?G)*) is y-robust
for F, then

of v-weak C'is at most

~on?

206"
Let H(V) be the set of Hermitian pairings on V' = R"™, i.e. the set of the maps h: V xV — R
which are bi-additive, h(y,z) = o(h(x,y)) and h(rz,sy) = ro(s)h(z,y) for every r,s € R and

#1{(i,4) i < j and E(C, F.i,j) # 0} >

z,y € V. Define a map

mp : Homg(V, (?G)") = H(V)
by

mp(C)(z,y) := C(x)(F(y)) + o (Cy)(F(z)))-
It is clear that mp(C) is bi-additive and mp(C)(y,x) = o(mpr(C)(x,y)). For every r,s € R, we
have
mp(C)(rz, sy) = C(ra)(F(sy)) + o(C(sy)(F(rz)))
=rC(x)(o(s) - F(y)) + o(sCly)(o(r) - F(x)))
ro(s)C(z)(F(y)) + o(so(r)C(y)(F(x)))

ro(s)me(C)(z,y)

so mp(C) is an element of H(V).
Let ey, ,e, be the canonical generators of an R-module G = [[;_, R/p* R and e}, - ,e;

rEr

be generators of G* given by eX(>.aje;) = p™ *ia; for aj,--- ,a, € R. For an element F €
g g i\2.j Aj€j
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Homp(V,G), a map e (F) € V* is defined by v — e} (Fv). Now consider the following elements
in Hompg(V, (°G)*) for a given F. For 6 := w — o(w), we have § € R* (see Remark 1.5) and
o(0) = —0.

cel(F)(%e) —a(c)ei(F)(%er
e For every i < jand c € R/pY R, of; := i(F)e) /(\) i) € Hompg(V, (°G)*).

_ d0ei(F)(7e))

e For every i and d € Ry /p™ Ry, af —
p T

€ Hompg(V, (°G)).

The basic properties of the elements af; and o are provided in the following lemmas.

J

Lemma 4.9. The elements of; and af are contained in Homp(V, (G)*).

(F
Proof. Since Lf_) € R for every v € V, af € Homz(V, (°G)*) for d € Ry. Also, 7ef € (°G)*
prT

is a pi-torsion element so a¢ € Homgz(V, (°G)*) for d € Ry /p*i Ry is well-defined. Now we prove
that the map af is R-linear. For every r € R, v € V and w € ?G,

dbe; (F(rv))o(ef(w)) _  dbei(Fv)o(ef(w))

o (ro)(w) = TSy =Y
" st = e - 2 leeiole)) _  Balirletw)
so o is R-linear. The R-linearity of of; can be proved by the same way. a
Lemma 4.10. The elements af; and af are contained in ker(mp).
Proof. For every x,y € V, we have
mp (o) (x,y) = of; () (F(y)) + o(af; (y) (F(z)))
_ cef(Fz)a(e; (Fy))pm j)e}‘(F z)o(e; (Fy))
F Fz)) — F Fx
+U( (Fy)o(ej( ))pmgl) (Fy)o(e; ( )))
=0
and
mp(af)(z,y) = af (2)(F(y) + o(af (y)(F ()
dfe; (F;nligf: ) ., <d9e (Fy p")L g e (F x)))
=0,
where the last equality follows from the facts that o(d) = d and o(§) = —6. 0

Lemma 4.11. If 'V =G, then }_,_; a; ag’ +3 o’ = 0 if and only if each ¢;; and d; is zero.

Proof. Assume that o := ZKJ C” +>, a is zero. Choose x1,---,x, € V such that Fx; = ¢;

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

Za‘” Tt +Zo¢t Zt) Jrozt (x¢)

1<t t<g
== olc)p™ (7€) + dib(Te;) + ) e (7€)
<t t<g
=0.
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For all t < j, a(z;)(e;) = p™ e =0 (in R) so ¢;j = 0 (in R/p* R). Since 6 is a unit in R, the
relation a(x;)(e;) = p"~Mdi0 = 0 (in R) implies that d; = 0 (in Ry /p* Ry) for all t. O

Definition 4.12. An element C' € Homp(V, (?G)*) is called special if C'=3_,_, o’ + 3, ot for
some ¢;; € R/pM R and d; € Ry /p N R;y.

For a special C, we have E(C, F,i,j) = mpr(C)(v;,v;) = 0 for every i < j by Lemma 4.10 so
pr(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 F'V = G, then the number of special C € Hompg(V, (?G)*) is

H ’R/pAJR‘ X H ’Rl/p)”Rl‘ =p ::1(21'_1)&_
i<J i
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(mp).

Proposition 4.14. If F' € Homp(V,G) is a code of distance én and C' € Hompg(V, (?G)*) is not

special, then
on

#4(6.9) 1< J and B(C,F,i ) # 0} >
Proof. Let n:={(i,j) : i < j and E(C, F,i,j) # 0} and v be the set of all ¢ and j that appear in
an (,j) € n. Suppose that there exists a non-special C' such that [n| < 2 (so |v| < én). Since F
is a code of distance én, we can find 7 C [n] \ v such that |7| =r and FV, = G.

For w; € V; such that Fw; = e;, one can show that wy,--- ,w, form an R-basis of V, as in the
proof of [17, Lemma 3.6]. Let 7 = {m, -+ , 7} (71 <--- < 7) and define

Zﬁ:{w (i ¢7)

w; (i:TjET)-

, 2

Then z;,--- , 2, is a basis of V. Denote its dual basis by 27, -, 2*.
Let Z1(V) and Z3(V') be (additive) subgroups of H(V) defined by

Z1(V):={feHV): f(z,y)=0forallz € V,y e V; },
Zo(V):={f eH(V): f(z,y) =0for all z,y € V. } D Z1(V)

and let H;(V) := H(V)/Z;(V) for i = 1,2. Also the map m% : Homg(V, (°G)*) — H;(V) is
defined by the composition of mp and the projection H(V) — H;(V). If i € 7 or j € 7, then
mp(C)(vj,v;) = B(C, F,i,j) = 0. This shows that mp(C) € Z1(V) and m%(C) = 0. To prove the

contradiction, it is enough to show that every C' € ker(mk) is special, or equivalently the inequality

. 1 [Hompg(V, (°G)*)| [Hompg(V; (7G)")| T (2n—2i41)A;
= < = =1 *
jim ()| ker(mb)| = |{special C}[ 7

(21)
is actually an equality.
e Foreach 1 <i < j <nand c€ R, there exists ff; = f;(c) € H(V) such that
¢ ((4") = (7))

fij(zinszj) = Y ole) ((@',5") = (4,9))
0 (otherwise)
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for every i and j’. Similarly, for each 1 < i < n and d € Ry, there exists g¢ € H(V) such
that
d ((7,j") = (i,))

0  (otherwise)

9i (201, 2j0) = {

Since V is a free R-module, the natural map Hompg(V, R) ® (?G)* — Hompg(V, (?G)*) is an
isomorphism. Thus for c € Rand 1 <b < a <7, czf ®e; is an element of Homg(V, (°G)*)

and

mp(czr, @ 7€) (2r, 2r;) = (c0ai”e)(“ej) + 0((cda; 7 e3) (" €i))

= P (8450 + (€)84500i)

SO

o %k

m—kb U(C) b<
s = | ST, 029

P g 0 (b= a)

as elements in Ho(V'). We also have that each element of R; can be expressed by ¢+ o(c) for
some ¢ € R. (For c =z +wy (z,y € Ry), we have c+o(c) = 22+ (w+wP)y. When p is odd,

each element of R; is of the form 2z for some x € R;. When p = 2, we have w + w? = —1
so wy + o(wy) = —y for every y € Ry.) The image of m?% contains every element of Ha (V)
of the form
F=) fm )
i<j i

where ¢;; € p™ Y R and d; € p™~* R;. As in the proof of Lemma 4.11, one can deduce that
Do fa Y o=
i<j i
if and only if each ¢;; and d; is zero. This implies that the number of f in Ha(V') of the form
Zi<j f:;‘]rj +2 ggf is
HpQ)\i . HpAI — pzi:1(2ri2l+1))‘i.

1<J 7
Thus we have
[im(m)| > pim Gro2 DA (22)
For{¢r,ce Rand 1 <b<r,
mp(cz; @ %ep)(2i, 2r;) = cpm_’\”égiébj
S0
1 * o _x* pmi}bc

mp(czp ® “ep) = fi,

as elements in Hy (V). Let S be the set of the elements of Hy (V) of the form
f=22 1
L¢r b

for some ¢y, € p™ M R. Then |S| = pXi=1 2"~ (since > ogr 2 fin, = 0 if and only if
each cgp is zero) and S is contained in the kernel of the surjective homomorphism im(mk) —

im(m%), which implies that

‘Hn(m};)‘ > pZ::1 2(n—r)X;

im(m%)’ . (23)
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By the equations (22) and (23), the inequality (21) should be an equality. O

Now we compute the moments of the cokernel of an e-balanced matrix X € H,(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 A = (A; > --- > \;), let Mg

be the number of special C' for a surjective F € Homp(V,G), i.e. Mg := pXi=1(2i=DXi,

Lemma 4.15. For given 0 < ¢ < 1, § > 0 and G, there are ¢, Ko > 0 such that the following
holds: Let X € H,(R) be an e-balanced matrix, F' € Hompg(V, G) be a code of distance én and
A € Hompg((°V)*,G). Then for each n,

Koe—cn

P(FX = 0) — Mg |G| "] < 20
@

and
P(FX =A) < Ko|G|™".

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

1 _

PFX = 4) = o D B(OFX )
C

1

GI"

- g S B pre(c),
C

C

For v € (0,0), we break the sum into 3 pieces:

S1:={C € Hompg(V, (°G)*) : C is special for F},
Sy :={C € Homg(V, (°G)*) : C is not special for F and v-weak for F'},
S3 :={C € Homg(V, (°G)*) : C is v-robust for F}.

(a) C € S1: By Lemma 4.11, |S1| = M¢. Since prp(C) =1 for C € S; by Lemma 4.10, we have
Sces, E(CCEMpr(C) = Mg for A=0 and |Yocg, E(CCCY)pp(C)| < Mg for any A.

(b) C € S3: By Lemma 4.7, | S| < CG(HnT%A) |G| for some constant Ci > 0. By Remark 4.4
and Proposition 4.14, we have |pr(C)| < exp(—edn/2p?™) for every C € Ss.

(¢) C € S5: By Remark 4.4 and Lemma 4.8, we have
> ECCCDpr(0)| < |GI" expleron’/20°™ |GF).
CeSs

Now the proof can be completed as in [17, Lemma 4.1] by applying the above computations (for a
sufficiently small ) to the equation (24). O

For an integer D =[], pi*, let £(D) := " e;.

Definition 4.16. Assume that § < ¢(|G|)~!. The depth of an F € Hompg(V, Q) is the maximal
positive integer D such that there is a o C [n] with |o| < £(D)dn such that D = [G : FV\,], 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 K depending on G such that for every D > 1, the number of
F € Hompg(V, G) of depth D is at most

n
K, nD—n—i-Z(D)én-
0@@%0”

Lemma 4.18. Let ¢,0,G be as in Lemma 4.15. Then there exists Ky > 0 such that if F' €
Homp(V,G) has depth D > 1 and [G : F'V] < D, then for all e-balanced matrix X € H,,(R),

P(FX =0) < Kge 04D (|G| /D)~ (A—HD)3)n.
Proof. We follow the proof of [17, Lemma 5.4]. It is enough to show that
Plxz1fi=ginG/H)<1—-e<e ™",

where H is an O-submodule of G of index D, f; € G\ H and x; is a non-diagonal entry of X.
Write 21 = 2 + wy for e-balanced x,y € Ri. Since Anng,/y(f1) := {r € R:rf1 € H} is a proper
ideal of R, it is of the form 7*R for some k > 1. Thus the elements of the set

{r € Ry :x1f1 =g in G/H for some y € Ry}
are contained in a single equivalence class modulo p. Since z is e-balanced, we conclude that
Plx1f1=gin G/H)<1-—¢. O
Theorem 4.19. Let 0 < € < 1 and G be given. Then for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0, there is a
Ko = K. g, > 0 such that for every positive integer n and an e-balanced matrix Xy € H, (O),
E(# Suro(cok(Xp), G)) — pi=1 =D | < Kpemon,
In particular, the equation (12) holds for every sequence of e-balanced matrices (X, )n>1.

Proof. Throughout the proof, Ky denotes a positive constant which may vary from line to line.
Let X € H,(R) be the reduction of X, € H,(O). By the equation (15), we have

|E(# Suro(cok(Xp), G)) — Mg

= > PFx=0- >  M|G™"

FeSurgr(V,G) FeHomg(V,G)
< ¥ ’P(FX:O)—MMGF"‘ + 3 Mc|G|™".
FeSurr(V,Q) FeHompg(V,G)\Surr(V,G)

(a) By Lemma 4.15, we have

3 ’P(FX = 0) - Mg |G|*"’ < Koe™°".

FeSurg(V,G)
F code of distance én

(b) By Lemma 4.17 and 4.18, for a sufficiently small 6 we have

> P(FX =0)
FeSurr(V,G)
F not code of distance dn

n
< K, n D—n+€(D)6n —e(1—4(D)d)n D —(1—£4(D)é)n
<3 Fol {yppmy ) 1€ ‘ (1¢1/D)

. n LD)on —e(1—£(D)d)n
= K
52 5o jypgny 1) €I
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(c) By Lemma 4.17, for a sufficiently small § we have

> Mg |G|™"

FeSurgr(V,G)
F not code of distance dn

n
< K n D—n—i—Z(D)énM —n
< 5 Kol [y 1) 161D e

D>1
n
_KO< )2n+€(|G)§n
[€(lGhon] =1
< Kge™ "

(d) We also have

> MalGI™"< > Y KG™

FeHompg(V,G)\Surr(V,G) H<G FeSurgr(V,H)
< Y KolH|"|GI™"
H<G

< K2 O

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 e-balanced matrices (Xp)n>1 (X, € Hy,(O)), the limiting
distribution of cok(X,) is given by the equation (5).

Proof. We follow the proof of [17, Corollary 9.2]. Choose a positive integer a such that p®~'T" = 0.
Then for any finitely generated O-module H, we have H @ O/p*O = T if and ounly if H = T. Let
Ay, be the cokernel of a Haar random matrix in H, (O) and B,, = cok(X,). Then Theorem 2.3,
3.3 and 4.19 conclude the proof. O

5. Universality of the cokernel: the ramified case

In this section, we assume that K/Q, is ramified. We say K/Q, is of type II if p = 2 and
K = Qa(v/1 + 2u) for some u € Z;. Otherwise we say K/Q, is of type I. By the choice of the
uniformizer 7 in Section 1.2, we have o(r) = —7 if K/Q, is of type I and o(7) =2 — 7 if K/Q,
is of type II. Let G be a finite O-module of type A = (A; > --- > \,). Define the rings R, Ry, R
and the map T' € Homy (R, R1) as follow. Recall that we have O = Zj[n].

e If K/Q, is of type I, choose an integer m > 1 such that 72"~ *G = 0. Define R = O/m*™~10,
Ry = Zy/p"Zy =2 Z/p™Z and Ry = Z,/p™ 'Z, =2 Z/p™~'Z. Every element of O is of the
form x4 my for z,y € Z,, and the images of x + 7y and 2’ + 7y’ in R are the same if and only
if (z—2')+7(y—vy') € *™~10, which is equivalent to x — 2’ € p™Z, and y —y' € p™~17Z,,.
Therefore every element of R is uniquely expressed as x + 7y for some x € R; and y € Rs.
Define the map T' € Homgz(R, Ry) by T'(z + 7y) = x.

e If K/Q, is of type II, choose an integer m > 0 such that 72"G = 0. Define R = O/7*"O
and Ry = Ry = Z,/p™Z, = Z/p™Z. Every element of R is uniquely expressed as x + my for
some = € Ry and y € Ry. Define the map T € Homy (R, R1) by T'(z + 7y) = x + y.
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For both cases, we have z + o(x) = 2T (z) for every x € R. This shows that it is natural to
replace the trace map in Section 4 by the map T

For X € H,(0), denote X;; =Y;; + nZ;; for Y;;, Z;; € Zp. Similarly, for X € H,(R), denote
Xi; =Yi; +7Z;; for Y;; € Ry and Z;; € Ry. Then Z; = 0 and X is determined by n? elements
Y (i <3j), Zi; (i <j). Define V, W, v;, w;, v} and w} and identify them as in Section 4. For an
e-balanced matrix Xy € H,,(0), its reduction X € H, (R) is also e-balanced and we have

E(# Surp(cok(Xp), G)) = E(# Surg(cok(X),G)) = Z P(FX =0). (25)
FeSurg(V,G)
Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ := (,» € C be a primitive p™-th root of unity. Then we have
Lpyy = — T(C(FX)) |
T it

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

Z CT(T) =0

reR[rt]

t
for t > 0. Let s := {5-‘ > 1. If K/Q, is of type I, then we have

Z gT(r) — Z Cm — pt—s Z gz —0.

reR[n?] z€ R1[p®], yERa[pt—*] TER1[p?]

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

D D o | B SRR) ET
reR[r!] € R1[p°], yER2[p*~] € R [p] yER2[pt~]
By the above lemma, we have
P(FX =0) =E(lpx—o) = " > E(¢TCEX) (26)

CeHompg (Hompg (W,G),R)

Define the maps F and C as in Section 4. If X € H,(R), then X;; = 0(X;;) = Yi; + o(7)Z;;.
Therefore

T(C(FX)) = T(Z eij Xij)

=

' T(enXii) + Y Tlei;(Yij +72i5) + e5i(Yij + 0(7) Zij)) (27)

i<j

Il
N

3

|

Il
i

T(eq)Yii + Y Tleij+ i)Yy + Y T(eym + eji0(m) 2y

i<j i<j
for e;; := C(v;)(F(v;)) € R. Note that if K/Q, is of type I, then T'(e;;m + ej;o(m)) € pR1 so
T(ei;m + eji0(m))Z;; is well-defined as an element of Ry for Z;; € Ry. By the equations (26) and
(27), we have

3

P(FX = 0)
1 . B e
= —|G|n Z <H E(CT( n)Kl)) HE(CT( ij+ JI)Y;]) HE(CT( ij T+e€ji ( ))Zu) (28)
C i i<j 1<j
1

=—= > pr(C).
I€ ;pF
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for

pF(C) — <HE(CT(%)YM)> HE(gT(ew-i-Eji)Yn) HE(CT(eijF-‘:-ejiU(F))Zm)

i<j 1<j
Define E(C, F,i,1) := T(e;;) and E(C, F,i,j) 1= e;; + o(ej;) for every i < j.
Remark 5.2. For ¢ < j, write e;; = a+ wb and ej; = ¢+ 7d for a,c € Ry and b,d € R».

e Type I:

E(CaFaZaj) = (a+c)+7r(b—d),
T(eij +eji) =a+tec,
T(eym + ejio(m)) = 72(b — d).

Note that for b —d € Ra, 72(b — d) is well-defined as an element of Rj.
e Type II: m(m —2) = 2u € Ry so T(7?) = T(w(m — 2) + 27) = % — 27 + 2. This implies that
E(C,Fi,j) = (a+c+2d) + (b —d),
T(eij + eji) = (a +c+ 2d) + (b - d),
T(eyjm+ ejio(m)) = (a + ¢+ 2d) + (7% — 27 + 2)(b — d).
One can check that for both types,
E(C, F,’L,]) =0 & T(eij + eji) =0 and T(eijﬂ + ejiO'(W)) =0.
eN .
By [17, Lemma 4.2], we have |[pp(C)| < exp(———) where N is the number of the non-zero
p m
coefficients E(C, F\ 1, j).

Define ¢ c, ¢c,r and t as before. Then
t(po,r(vj), dr.c(vi)) = E(C, F, i, )

for i < 5 and
t(¢C,F(Ui>a ¢F,C(vi>> =ei + J(eii) = 2E(Ca Fa 7:5 7’)

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/72™ =10 (resp. O/7?™©) and finitely
generated modules over Z/p*™ =17 (resp. Z/p?™7Z) are the same, we can imitate the proof given
in [17]. The ~-robustness, y-weakness and the code of distance dy are defined as in Definition 4.5
and 4.6.

Lemma 5.3. There is a constant C > 0 such that for every n and F' € Hompg(V, G), the number

CG(HR? 1) ™

Lemma 5.4. If F € Hompg(V,G) is a code of distance on and C € Hompg(V, (?G)*) is y-robust
for F', then

of v-weak C'is at most

vén?

#{(i,4) -1 < jand E(C, F,i,j) # 0} = 21aF
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Recall that H(V') denotes the set of Hermitian pairings on V' = R™. An element f € H(V) is
uniquely determined by the values f(v;,v;) for 1 <4 < j < n. Define a map

mp : Homp(V, (°G)*) — H(V)

by
mF(C)(Ujan) = E(Ca Fala.j)

for every i < j. Let m’ := 2m — 1 if K/Q, is of type I and m' := 2m if K/Q, is of type IL
Let €1, , e, be the canonical generators of an R-module G 2 [[/_; R/7* R and ej,--- ,e} be
generators of G* given by e (>_; aje;) = 7™ ~Aig; for ai,---,a, € R. Consider the following

elements in Hompg(V, (°G)*) for a given F.

i :
ﬂ-m’—)\i U(W)m/_’\i

ce;(F)(7€])  a(ef(F)(el)

e For every i < j and ¢c € R/ R, ag; =

i
e The definition of a¢ for d € Rl/pLTJ R, depends on the type of K/Q,.

A dret(F)(% et
— (Type I) For every ¢ and d € Rl/p[ 2 JRl, ad = w.
p’r 2 .I
5 d(1 — m)e; (F)(%e;
— (Type II) For every i and d € Rl/p[ 2 JRl, ad = ( Tlﬁz(AJ)( 61).
p 2

Lemma 5.5. The elements of; and af are contained in Homp(V, (G)*).

Proof. We will prove the lemma for a¢. The proof for aj; can be done by the same way.

mef (Fv) c 7T1+(m’7Ai)72’VM/;M

’VWL’—Ai]
p 2
ad € Homz(V, (°G)*) for d € Ry. Also, 7e} € (G)* is a mi-torsion element and

/7 . . p— P . .
1+(m’)\i)2[m 5 ﬂ+2{’\zJ )\1-2[ 12 ﬂ+2%J >\

o (K/Q, is of type I) Since 1R C R for every v € V, we have

2

g

so ad € Homz(V, (°G)*) for d € Rl/p[ JRl is well-defined. For every r € R, v € V and

w € G, we have

and

so a? is R-linear.

d(1 —m)ef(Fv) W(m/_,\i)_gl@

sy €
p[m 2 )\IJ
have af € Homgz(V, (°G)*) for d € Ry. Also, “ef € (G)* is a mi-torsion element and

(m'—)\i)—Q{mI;)\iJ +2%J :—Ai—%_;iJ +2%J >\
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so a? € Homgz(V, (?G)*) for d € Ry/n* Ry is well-defined. For every r € R, v € V and
w € G, we have

and

(- ad()(w) = (a(v))(o(ryw) = =D Eoleilow)) _ Al = meitiv)ole; (w)
p[m 2 J p[m 2 IJ

so af is R-linear. (|

Lemma 5.6. The elements of; and af are contained in ker(mg).

J

Proof. For every 1 <k < <n,

mp(ag;) (v, o) = af;(v) (Fo) + o(af; (vg) (Foy))
ce;f(FUl)a(e;f(ka)) a(c)e;‘(Fvl)a(e;‘ (Fug))

T = A N O‘(ﬂ')m,_)\i
. (ce;-k(ka)o(e;‘(Fvl)) B o(c)ej(Fuy)o(ef (Fvl)))
T A o(m)m' =X

=0.

Since 7 + o(m) = 0 for type I and (1 — 7) + (1 — 7) = 0 for type II, mp(ad)(v;, vx) = 0 for both
types. For every 1 < k < n,

metaf o) =7 (4 Pololeito)) _ 795 Eﬁ’;jﬁf(i{(“’“”)
~ T(u— o)) (u:= WG T,
=0,
() (o, o) = 24 (F”’fl?’ff](F”’“”Tw 0 (type D),
NE:S
m(a) (v, vp) = 24 (F”’[?ff J(ka))T(l 1) =0 (type ID). a
NES

2

Lemma 5.7. If F'V = G, then ZK] C” +>. af’*’ = 0 if and only if each ¢;; and d; is zero.

Proof. Assume that o := Zz<] C” =+ Z a is zero. Choose x1, -+ ,x, € V such that Fx; = ¢;
for each i. For each 1 <t <r, we have

a(xt):Zof” Xt +Zat ) + ot (z)

i<t t<j

a(c“,)frm/7A" o % dﬂrml*xtJrl o % o %
- Zi<t o(m)™ i ( ei) + = "m,’fkt-‘ (Ver) + Zt<j Ctj( ej) (type I)
p

2

o(cit 7 A o % de(l—m 7 A o % o %
~ Vit T (i) + ST (el + gy ap(7eg) (type T
p
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For all t < j, a(z)(ej) = 7™ Ney; =0 (in R=O/7™ O) s0 ¢ = 0 (in R/ R). If K/Q, is of
type I, then

!
dtﬂ'm A +1

m/ =g
2

a(zy)(eg) = 7™ N =0in R

pl
& 2up(d) +((2m—1) = A +1) =2 Pm_fl_)\t-‘

o wrene [ 2] 3

>\

(vp(ds) denotes the exponent of p in d;) so d; = 0. Similarly, if K/Q, is of type II, then

de(1 — o)™ =
m/ =Xy
pL 2 J

& 2up(ds) + (2m — ) — 2 {MJ > A

2
i+ | 2] < [X]

afz)(e) = 7™ M =0in R

so d; = 0. O

Definition 5.8. An element C' € Hompg(V, (°G)*) is called special if C is of the form ZK] C” +
S, aft for some ¢;; € R/7 R and d; € Rl/pLTEJ

For a special C, we have E(C, F,i,j) = mp(C)(v;,v;) = 0 for every ¢ < j by Lemma 5.6 so
pr(C) = 1. Moreover, Lemma 5.7 implies that the number of special C' is

H]R/w IR

i<j

z

R1/p 7 _ EZ 1<(1 DA +[71J)

when F'V = 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' € Hompg(V,G) is a code of distance on and C € Hompg(V, (G)*) is not

special, then

5n
#{(i,7) i1 < jand E(C, F,i,j) # 0} > —

Proof. Define ff; = f;(c) (c € R), g¢ (d € Ry1), Hy(V) and m%, : Homg(V, (°G)*) — Hy(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

[Home(V, ("G))| _ s, (—in+[3])
[{special C}| P

(29)

|im(m};)| <
is actually an equality.

e Since V is a free R-module, the natural map Hompz(V, R) ® (?G)* — Hompg(V, (?G)*) is an
isomorphism. Thus for c € Rand 1 <b < a <7, cz} ®¢e; is an element of Homg(V, (?G)*)

and ’ ’
8aibbjo ()™~ + 0(C)8ajpim™ N (i < )

* Qe o 2r) = g
e, ST { T{ebuidua(m™ =) (=)
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SO
71'7‘“/7)\170'(0)

* o % fT Ta (b < a’)
mi(ez, @)= e
9ry (b=a)
as elements in Hy (V). Since we have
WLlfkb A
1R1 — " Fr (e

WLlfkb

{T(ﬂmlf)‘bo(c)) ic€E R} = p{

P JRI = pm_[ ]R1 (type II) |

the image of m2 contains every element of Ha(V') of the form

f=2 fan+2 9%

i<j

’ _ 2
where ¢;; € ©™ “MRand d; € p” [ 2 ]Rl. As in the proof of Lemma 5.7, one can deduce

that
Zf;ﬁ'; +ngf =0

i<j
if and only if each ¢;; and d; is zero. This implies that the number of f in Hy(V') of the form
Zi<j f'ﬁﬁj + Zl gﬁf is

[ TLol%] o (c-one [,

i<j i
Thus we have

fim(m?)| = p=i (-], (30)

For{¢7,ce Rand 1 <b<r,
mrp(cz; ®7ep)(2i, 2r,) = ca(ﬁmlfA”)(Sgi(Sbj

SO
’
ffrm “Mbo(c)

mp(czf ®%€;) = iy

as elements in Hy (V). Let S be the set of the elements of H; (V') of the form
Y
{¢T b
for some ¢y € 7™ M R. Then |S| = pZi=1("="X: (since > gr 2o frpe = 0 if and only if

.
each cpy is zero) and S is contained in the kernel of the surjective homomorphism im(mk) —

im(m%), which implies that

|im(mi)| > p2i=r (=)

im(m3)| . (31)

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

Now we compute the moments of the cokernel of an e-balanced matrix X € H,,(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 A = (A, > -+ > A;), let Mg be the number of special C for a surjective

F € Homp(V,G), i.e. Mg = p=ien (DA 3]
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Lemma 5.10. For given 0 < ¢ < 1, § > 0 and G, there are ¢, Ky > 0 such that the following
holds: Let X € H,(R) be an e-balanced matrix, F' € Hompg(V, G) be a code of distance én and
A € Homp((°V)*,G). Then for each n,

Koefcn

P(FX =0) — Mg |G|™"| < 7
( G| Tel

and
P(FX =A) < Ko|G|™".

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

GI"
1

=% S E(CTCAN) (TN (32)
C

- ﬁ ST ) (C).
C

P(FX = A) = > R(TEEX=AD)
C

For v € (0,0), we break the sum into 3 pieces:

S1:={C € Homg(V, (°G)*) : C is special for F'},
Sy :={C € Hompg(V, (°G)*) : C is not special for F' and -weak for F'}
S3 :={C € Homg(V, (°G)*) : C is v-robust for F}.

(a) C € S1: By Lemma 5.7, |S1| = M¢g. Since pp(C) =1 for C € S; by Lemma 5.6, we have
> ces, E(CCENprp(C) = Mg for A =0 and ’20651 E(CC(_A))pF(C)’ < Mg for any A.

b) C € Sy: By Lemma 5.3, |S3] < Cq(.." ) |G|"™ for some constant Cg > 0. By Remark 5.2
[vn]-1
and Proposition 5.9, we have |pr(C)| < exp(—edn/2p*™) for every C € Ss.

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

3 ECCCN)pr(0)| < |GI" exp(edn®/20”™ |GP).
0653

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

sufficiently small ) to the equation (32). O

Recall that for an integer D = [], p;*, we have defined /(D) := )", e; in Section 4. The depth

of F € Homp(V, Q) 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 K depending on G such that for every D > 1, the number of
F € Homp(V,G) of depth D is at most

n
n D—n-i—@(D)én-
KO(V(D)W - 1) <]

Lemma 5.12. Let ¢,,G be as in Lemma 5.10. Then there exists Ky > 0 such that if F' €
Homp(V,G) has depth D > 1 and [G : F'V] < D, then for all e-balanced matrix X € H,(R),

P(FX =0) < Kge (=D (|q| /D)~ (A—HD)d)n.
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Proof. The proof is same as Lemma 4.18. In the ramified case, one can write 1 = x + 7y for
e-balanced z € Ry and y € Ry. For an O-submodule H in G of index D, f; € G\ H and a

non-diagonal entry x; of X, the elements of the set
{r € Ry :x1f1 =g in G/H for some y € Ry}

are contained in a single equivalence class modulo p. Since x is e-balanced, we conclude that
Plx1f1=gin G/H)<1-—c¢. O

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 < ¢ < 1 and G be given. Then for any sufficiently small ¢ > 0, there is a
Ky = K¢ g,c > 0 such that for every positive integer n and an e-balanced matrix Xy € H,,(O),

E(# Suro(cok(Xo), G)) — povmt (G0 [ ¥ )| < g oen

In particular, the equation (13) holds for every sequence of e-balanced matrices (X, )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 e-balanced matrices (X,,)n>1 (X, € H,(O)), the limiting
distribution of cok(X,,) is given by the equation (6).

Proof. Choose a positive integer a such that 7% 1" = 0. Then for any finitely generated O-module
H, we have H ® O/7*O = T if and only if H 2 T'. Let A,, be the cokernel of a Haar random
matrix in H,(O) and B,, = cok(X,,). Then Theorem 2.3, 3.3 and 5.13 conclude the proof. O
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