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ORDERING OF NUMBER FIELDS AND DISTRIBUTION OF CLASS

GROUPS: ABELIAN EXTENSIONS

WEITONG WANG

Abstract. When p divides the ordering of Galois group, the distribution of Zp ⊗ ClK

is closely related to the problem of counting fields with certain specifications. Moreover,
different orderings of number fields affect the answers of such questions in a nontrivial way.
So, in this paper, we set up an invariant of number fields with parameters, and consider
field counting problems with specifications while the parameters change as a variable. The
case of abelian extensions shows that the result of counting abelian fields has a main term
with parameters. The estimate of counting cubic fields with a parameter shows that infinite
moment is true for some ordering but not very likely for the others.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we show some results on the distribution of ideal class groups of number
fields that could be compared with the Cohen-Lenstra-Martinet Heuristics (see Cohen and
Martinet [6, Hypothèse 6.6]). We first try to give an overview of the heuristics in this section.
Let Γ be a finite group, and let Γ∞ be a fixed subgroup of Γ. For each prime p ∤ |Γ|, we can
construct a random Z(p)[Γ]-module X such that for each finite Z(p)[Γ]-module M , we have

P(X ∼=M) =
c

|AutΓ(M)||MΓ∞ | ,

where c > 0 is a constant (normalizing the measure so that it is a probability space). Let
S be the set of Γ-extensions K/Q such that its decomposition group at infinity is Γ∞. For
any finite Γ-module N , let N [p∞] := Z(p)[Γ] ⊗Γ N be the Sylow p-subgroup of N with its
Γ-module structure. For each finite Z(p)[Γ]-module M , we define

P(ClK [p
∞] ∼= M) := lim

x→∞
|{K | P (K) < x and ClK [p

∞] ∼=M}|
|{K | P (K) < x|

where K runs over all fields in S. When M runs over all finite Z(p)[Γ]-module, we obtain the
distribution of ideal class group ClK [p

∞]. The Cohen-Lenstra-Martinet Heuristics predict
that for each finite Z(p)[Γ]-module M , we have

(1.1) P(ClK [p
∞] ∼=M) = P(X ∼= M)

See also [20, Section 3] for details. Since the random module X is specifically constructed, it
is much better understood than ideal class groups. For example, for a finite Z(p)[Γ]-module
M , let’s define the M-moment of ideal class groups as follows:

E(|HomΓ(ClK ,M)|) :=
∑

P (K)<x|HomΓ(ClK ,M)|
|{K | P (K) < x|
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where K runs over all fields in S. It is not easy to compute it in general, but according to
[20, Theorem 1.2], we have the following

(1.2) E(|SurΓ(X,M)|) = 1

|MΓ∞ |
where Sur means surjective homomorphisms. Note that

|HomΓ(ClK ,M)| =
∑

N⊆M

|SurΓ(X,N)|.

The question whether the heuristics is true or how to prove it could be described as widely
open. See the work of Davenport and Heilbronn [8] and Datskovsky and Wright [7] on
the Z/3Z-moment of class groups of quadratic extensions, and the work of Bhargava [3] on
Z/2Z-moment of class groups of cubic fields.

The heuristics not only predict the distribution of ideal class groups in the case of Galois
number fields, but also for non-Galois extensions. Let Γ′ be a fixed subgroup of Γ, and let
p be a prime not dividing |Γ|. Let S ′ be the set of fields K ′ such that its Galois closure
K/Q is a Γ-extension with decomposition group Γ∞ at infinity and that K ′ = KΓ′

. We can
first construct a maximal Z(p)-order o as a subset of Z(p)[Γ] in the algebra Q[Γ′\Γ/Γ′]. If
the heuristics hold for ClK [p

∞] when K runs over all fields in S, i.e., we can construct some
random Z(p)[Γ]-module X such that for each finite Z(p)[Γ]-module M , we have

P(ClK [p
∞] ∼= M) = P(X ∼=M).

Then, we can construct a random o-module Y out of X, such that for each finite o-module
N , we have

P(ClK ′[p∞] ∼= N) = P(Y ∼= N)

where K ′ runs over fields in S ′. See [20, Section 7-8] for details. It is worth mentioning here
that when Γ′ is a normal subgroup, the random o-module Y will coincide with a particular
random Γ/Γ′-module given by the heuristics (see [20, Section 9]). So, the heuristics work
uniformly for number fields.

Since we will talk about primes q | |Γ|, let’s here emphasize the following fact. If A is an
abelian group, then let rkpA denote the p-rank of A where p is a given prime number. Using
this notation, the heuristics imply that for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . .

(1.3)
P(rkp ClK ′ ≤ r) := lim

x→∞

∑

P (K ′)<x 1rkp≤r(ClK ′[p∞])
∑

P (K ′)<x 1
> 0,

and lim
r→∞

P(rkpClK ′ ≤ r) = 1,

where K ′ runs fields in S ′, and 1rkp≤r(A) = 1 if rkpA ≤ r and 1rkp≤r(A) = 0 otherwise. This
can be deduced from (1.1). In addition, the formula of moments (1.2) implies the following.
The heuristics implies that for each finite abelian p-group A, we have

(1.4) E(|Hom(ClK ′, A)|) <∞.

Note that here we forget the Γ-module structure for the convenience of our discussion.

Remark. In the original Cohen-Lenstra-Martinet heuristics, fields are ordered by discrimi-
nant, which was an obvious ordering for number fields. Now we have the question of what
kind of ordering one should put on the fields. In some cases, ordering fields by discriminant
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will contradict what is predicted by the heuristics. See Bartel [2] for example. The invariants
of number fields that have been used for ordering all rely on the combination of ramified
primes of different inertia, and we are mainly focused on the product of ramified primes,
which is denoted by P (K). See Wood [21] for more discussion on different orderings.

In the above discussions, we restrict the choice of the prime p to the case when p ∤ |Γ|.
Now let’s give an example when this prime divides the order of the Galois group. Recall the
genus theory for quadratic number fields, which says that

(1.5) ω(P (K))− 1 ≤ rk2ClK ≤ ω(P (K)),

where P (K) is the product of ramified primes of K/Q and ω(n) is the number of distinct
prime divisors for n ∈ Z. The distribution of the group ClK [2

∞] then cannot be described by
the approach of the Cohen-Lenstra-Martinet Heuristics. Because, first, the inequality (1.5)
basically means that the number of ramified primes determines rk2ClK (up to 1). This
phenomenon could be thought of as “predictable”, hence contradicting the spirit of the Cohen-
Lenstra-Martinet Heuristics. Second, we can show that, for all r ∈ N,

P(rk2ClK ≤ r) = 0 and E(|Hom(ClK , C2)|) = +∞,

which is qualitatively different from what is predicted by the heuristics, i.e., (1.3) and (1.4).
According to this example, the statistical behaviour of ClK [2

∞] should be considered more
carefully than other parts. See [11, 19] for example. On the other hand, we can also try
to generalize the genus theory for quadratic number fields to general ones, whose details
are given in Section 3 following the idea of Ishida [12, Chapter 4]. Here we present the
main result in a brief way. Let K/Q be a number field, and let q be a prime. If we have
ideal factorization pOK = pe11 · · ·pemm such that gcd(e1, . . . , em) ≡ 0 mod q, then we call p
a ramified prime of type q. For any number field K/Q, define its genus group G to be the
Galois group of the maximal unramified extension Kk/K obtained by composing with an
abelian extension k/Q. Then, genus theory implies the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let K/Q be a number field with maximal abelian subextension K0/Q. Fix a
rational prime q dividing n := [K : Q]. Then, the q-rank of the genus group G admits the
following inequality

rkq G ≥ |{p is a ramified prime of type q and p ≡ 1 mod q}| − rkq Gal(K0/Q).

The genus group of K, by definition, is the quotient of the ideal class group. P.Roquette
and H.Zassenhaus [18] construct a subgroup of the class group that is associated to ramified
primes. The main theorem of their paper says the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let K be a number field of degree n over Q and q be a given prime number,
then

rkq ClK ≥ |{p is a ramified prime of type q}| − 2(n− 1)

The obvious difference compared to genus theory is that we do not require that p be
1 mod q in the condition. For more details and comparison between these two theories, see
Section 3.

Since the splitting type of a prime p in a field extension K/Q is determined by its decom-
position group Gp and inertia subgroup Ip and so on, it is reduced to a problem of group
theory to find out all primes q so that we can apply the above Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 and
expect to get nontrivial estimate for rkq ClK .
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Definition 1.3. Let 1 ≤ G ≤ Sn be a finite transitive permutation group. Let σ ∈ G be
any permutation. Define e(σ) := gcd(|〈σ〉 · 1|, . . . , |〈σ〉 ·n|), i.e., the greatest common divisor
of the size of orbits. We call q a non-random prime for G if q | e(σ) for some σ ∈ G. On the
other hand, for a permutation σ ∈ G, if ql‖e(σ), then we call σ an element inertia of type ql.
Define Ω(G, ql) to be the subset of G consisting of all elements inertia of type ql. We denote
⋃∞

l=1Ω(G, q
l) by Ω(G, q∞).

Example 1.4. First let G = S3. If K is a non-Galois cubic number field, then the permu-
tation action of G on K → C is exactly the conventional action of S3 on {1, 2, 3}, which

induces the isomorphism G ∼= Gal(K̂/Q). By checking the elements of S3, we see that 3
is a non-random prime for G, e.g., 3 divides the length of (123). Using the language in
Theorem 1.2, totally ramified primes satisfy the condition that eK(p) ≡ 0 mod 3, in other
words totally ramified primes are just ramified prime of type 3, hence

rk3ClK ≥ |{p | p is totally ramified}| − 4.

Given a transitive permutation group 1 ≤ G ≤ Sn, and a non-random prime q for G, we
first make the following conjecture on counting fields based on the Malle-Bhargava Heuristics
(see [14, 4], [10, p. 291-339] for example) for counting fields with fixed number of ramified

primes. For an extension K/k of number fields, we denote its Galois closure by K̂.

Definition 1.5. Let 1 ≤ G ≤ Sn be a transitive permutation group, and let k be a number
field. Let S be the set of all number fields (K/k, ψ) such that its Galois closure (K̂/k, ψ) is a

G-extension (see Definition 2.1), and that K = K̂G1 where G1 is the stabilizer of 1. Suppose
that Ω is a (nonempty) subset of G that is closed under invertible powering, i.e., if ga = h,
hb = g, then g ∈ Ω if and only if h ∈ Ω. Define for the set Ω, and for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

1(Ω,r)(K) :=











1 if there are exactly r primes p ∤ |G|
s.t. I(p) ∩ Ω 6= ∅;

0 otherwise.

where I(p) here means the inertia subgroup of p.

Conjecture 1.6. Keep G, k,S as above. Suppose that id /∈ Ω is a (nonempty) subset of G
that is closed under invertible powering.

(1) For all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , there exists some r′, such that

∑

K∈S
P (K)<x

1(Ω,r)(K) = o









∑

K∈S
P (K)<x

1(Ω,r′)(K)









,

In this case we say that the conjecture 1 holds for the pair (S,Ω).
(2) For all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

∑

K∈S
P (K)<x

1(Ω,r)(K) = o









∑

K∈S
P (K)<x

1









In this case we say that the conjecture 2 holds for the pair (S,Ω).
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Using the conjecture on counting fields, we can present our result on the distribution of
class groups. Recall that for a number field K, if L/K is an algebraic extension, then let
Cl(L/K) := ker(NmL/K(ClL → ClK)) be the relative class group. We see that Cl(K/Q) =
ClK is just the usual class group.

Theorem 1.7. Let 1 ≤ G ≤ Sn be a transitive permutation group, and let k be a number
field. Let S be the set of all number fields (K/k, ψ) such that its Galois closure (K̂/k, ψ) is

a G-extension, and that K = K̂G1. Let H ⊆ G be a subgroup such that K̂H ⊆ K for K ∈ S.
If q is a non-random prime for G such that q | [K : K̂H ], and Conjecture 1.6(2) holds for
(S,Ω), where Ω := Ω(G, q∞), then

P(rkq Cl(K/K̂
H) ≤ r) = 0 and E(|Hom(Cl(K/K̂H), Cq)|) = +∞,

where K runs over fields in S for the product of ramified primes in K/Q, and Cl(K/K̂H)
denotes the relative class group.

These two phenomena described in the above theorem, zero-probability and infinite mo-
ment, justify the notion “non-random prime” from the aspect of statistics. With the help of
Class Field Theory and Tauberian Theorems, we can prove the Conjecture 1.6(1) for abelian
extensions. To be precise, we have the following.

Theorem 1.8. Let Γ be a finite abelian group with a subgroup Λ, and let S be the set of all
abelian Γ-extensions K/Q. If q is a prime number such that q | |Γ/Λ|, then the Conjecture 1
holds for (S,Ω), where Ω := Ω(Γ, q∞). In addition, we have

P(rkq Cl(K/K
Λ) ≤ r) = 0 and E(|Hom(Cl(K/KΛ), Cq)|) = +∞,

where K runs over fields in S for the product of ramified primes in K/Q.

For non-abelian extensions, the first obstacle is counting fields. We present here an ex-
ample, D4-fields. Let D4 be the dihedral group of order 8, and we are going to consider
quartic number fields L/Q whose Galois closure M/Q are D4-fields. According to the work
of S.A.Altug, A.Shankar, I.Varma, K.H.Wilson [1], the result of counting such fields by the
Artin conductor of 2-dimensional irreducible representation of D4 is proven. The main result
in this case can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.9. Let S be the set of quartic number fields L/Q whose Galois closure are
D4-extensions M/Q. We have

EC(|Hom(ClL, C2)|) = +∞,

where the subscript C means that the fields L ∈ S are ordered by the Artin conductor of
2-dimensional irreducible representation of D4.

To summarize this section, the notion “good prime” in [6, Définition 6.1] (see also [20,
Section 7]) gives a criterion for us to apply the Cohen-Martinet-Lenstra Heuristics so that
we can predict the statistical behaviour of the class groups. In this paper, the notion “non-
random prime” predicts the cases when we expect nontrivial subgroup of ClK associated
to ramified primes and qualitatively different statistical results from “good prime” cases.
However, Example 4.2 in Section 4 will show that there are primes p that are neither good
in the sense of the heuristics nor non-random in this paper. So, such situations may suggest
more ideas on the study of class groups.
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2. Basic notations

In this section we introduce some of the notations that will be used in the paper. We use
some standard notations coming from analytic number theory. For example, write a complex
number as s = σ + it. The notation ql‖n means that ql | n but ql+1 ∤ n. Denote the Euler
function by φ(n). Let ω(n) counts the number of distinct prime factors of n and so on.

We also follow the notations of inequalities with unspecified constants from Iwaniec and
Kowalski [13, Introduction, p.7]. Let’s just write down the ones that are important for us.
Let X be some space, and let f, g be two functions. Then f(x) ≪ g(x) for x ∈ X means
that |f(x)| ≤ Cg(x) for some constant C ≥ 0. Any value of C for which this holds is called
an implied constant. Note that we use Vinogradov’s f ≪ g and Landau’s f = O(g) as
synonyms. We use f(x) ≍ g(x) for x ∈ X if f(x) ≪ g(x) and g(x) ≪ f(x) both hold with
possibly different implied constants. We say that f = o(g) as x → x0 if for any ǫ > 0 there
exists some (unspecified) neighbourhood Uǫ of x0 such that |f(x)| ≤ ǫg(x) for x ∈ Uǫ.

Since there are multiple ways to describe field extensions, we give the following two defi-
nitions to make the term like “the set of all non-Galois cubic number fields” precise.

Definition 2.1. For a field k, by a Γ-extension of k, we mean an isomorphism class of pairs
(K,ψ), where K is a Galois extension of k, and ψ : Gal(K/k) ∼= Γ is an isomorphism. An
isomorphism of pairs (α,mα) : (K,ψ) → (K ′, ψ′) is an isomorphism α : K → K ′ such that
the map mα : Gal(K/k) → Gal(K ′/k) sending σ to α ◦ σ ◦ α−1 satisfies ψ′ ◦mα = ψ. We
sometimes leave the ψ implicit, but this is always what we mean by a Γ-extension. We also
call Γ-extensions of Q Γ-fields.

Definition 2.2. Let G ⊆ Sn whose action on {1, 2, . . . , n} is transitive. Let k be a number

field. Let S(G, k) be the set of pairs (K,ψ) such that the Galois closure (K̂, ψ) is a G-

extension of k and that K = K̂G1 , where G1 is the stabilizer of 1. In other words ψ defines
the Galois action of G on K over k and [K : k] = n. If the base field k = Q, then we just
omit it and write S(G) := S(G,Q).

Then, we give the notation of counting number fields.

Definition 2.3. Let S = S(G, k) where G is a transitive permutation group, and let d :
S → R+ be an invariant of number fields (e.g. discriminant or product of ramified primes).
Let S(d) be the set S of fields ordered by d. Define

N(S(d); x) :=
∑

K∈S
d(K)<x

1.
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If f is a function defined over S, then we define

N(S(d); f ; x) :=
∑

K∈S
d(K)<x

f(K).

In particular, if f = 1(Ω,r) (see Definition 1.5), then just write

N(S(d); (Ω, r); x) := N(S(d); 1(Ω,r); x).

If there is no danger of confusion, we will use abbreviations:

N(x) := N(S(d); x) and Nr(x) := N(S(d); (Ω, r); x).

For example, recall that if q is a rational prime, r is a natural number, then for any finite
abelian group A we can define the following function:

1rkq≤r(A) =

{

1 if rkq A ≤ r

0 otherwise.

It could be viewed as a function defined on S, because every K ∈ S admits an ideal class
group ClK . Using the notations introduced in this section, if S = S(G) is a set of number
fields with G a transitive permutation group, and P means the product of ramified primes,
then we can define for a rational prime q and an integer r ≥ 0 the following notation, which
could be called the probability of the p-rank of ClK less than or equal to r where K runs
over all fields in S for the product of ramified primes:

P(rkq ClK ≤ r) := lim
x→∞

N(S(P ); 1rkq≤r; x)

N(S(P ); x) .

3. Non-randomness

The term non-randomness here refers to the case where we can obtain some nontrivial
ideal classes in ClK associated to the ramified primes. There are two main reasons why we
are interested in the relation between ideal classes and ramified primes. The first one is that
we have the famous example of genus theory for quadratic number fields as in Section 1,
which implies that the 2-rank is determined by the number of ramified primes (up to 1). We
of course want to see if similar phenomena also happen when we look at higher degree fields.
The second reason is that product of ramified primes is the main ordering we currently use
for number fields. Even in the case people use some other orderings (discriminant, conductor
etc.), they are still related to ramified primes. It then makes the results, providing infor-
mation of the relation between nontrivial ideal classes and ramified primes, more valuable.
First recall that we’ve defined the notation ramified prime of type q for a fixed prime q in
Section 1. Here let’s generalize it a little bit as follows.

Definition 3.1. Let K/Q be a number field, and let p, q be two rational primes. If pOK =
pe11 · · · pemm , then let

eK(p) := gcd(e1, . . . , em).

If eK(p) ≡ 0 mod ql for some l ≥ 1, then we call p a ramified prime of type ql.
7



Because of the fundamental identity

[K : Q] =
m
∑

i=1

eifi

where ei is the ramification index and fi is the inertia degree for a fixed prime, we only need
to discuss ramified primes of type q for q | [K : Q].

Example 3.2. If K/Q is Galois itself, i.e., Gal(K/Q) ∼= Γ, then for any rational prime p,
one has pOK =

∏m
i pei . So it is just a question whether q divides the ramification index e

or not. An example would be a quadratic extension K/Q with q = 2. In this case, p is a
ramified prime of type q if and only if p is ramified in K/Q.

For non-Galois extensions, things become a little more complicated. Let K/Q be a non-
Galois cubic extension with q = 3. Then p is a ramified prime of type 3 if and only if p is
totally ramified in K/Q. Note that there are partially ramified primes for non-Galois cubic
extensions, i.e., pOK = p21p2, which are not ramified primes of type 3.

3.1. Genus theory. The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1, which requires a brief
introduction on genus theory for number fields. The basic question of genus theory is to find
out the maximal unramified abelian extension of a number field K obtained by composing
with an absolute abelian number field k. To be precise, we have the following definition.

Definition 3.3. let K/Q be a number field of degree n, and let k/Q be the maximal abelian
extension such that Kk/K is an unramified extension. We call such a field the genus field
Kk over K, and call the Galois group Gal(Kk/K) the genus group G.

Since Kk/K is an unramified abelian extension, it is a subextension of the Hilbert exten-
sion of K whose Galois group is isomorphic to the class group ClK of K, hence the genus
group is a quotient group of the class group ClK . According to Ishida [12, p.33-39], we make
a summary of the results on the genus group. Fix a rational prime q such that qt‖n with
t ≥ 1. Let A ∼= Gal(k/Q) be the Galois group of the abelian extension k/Q, and let K0 be
the intersection of k and K which is also the maximal abelian subextension of K/Q. See the
diagram for summary below.

Kk

K k

K0

Q

G

A

G

Definition 3.4. Let K/Q be a number field, and let p be a prime number. Let k(p) be the
unique subfield of Q(ζp) with degree gcd(p − 1, eK(p)) where ζp is a primitive pth root of
unity.

Note that k(p) is nontrivial if and only if gcd(p − 1, eK(p)) is nontrivial. Moreover the
Galois group of k(p)/Q is cyclic of order gcd(p− 1, eK(p)). The first result is to describe the
extension k/Q given the ramified primes of K/Q.

8



Theorem 3.5. [12, Chapter IV, Theorem 3] Let K be a number field, and let k be the abelian
field such that Kk is the genus field. Let k1/Q be the composite of k(p) where p runs through
all rational prime numbers such that p ∤ eK(p), and let k2/Q be the intersection of all inertia
subfields of k at p where p runs through all rational prime numbers such that p ∤ eK(p). Then
k = k1k2 and k1 ∩ k2 = Q. In particular, A admits a subgroup

Gal(k/k2) ∼= Gal(k1/Q) ∼=
∏

p∤eK(p)

Z/ gcd(p− 1, eK(p)).

Now that we have a result on the groupA, the description of G follows fromA/Gal(K0/Q) ∼=
G. In the sense of estimation for rkq q

rG, we give the following statement.

Theorem 3.6. Let K/Q be a number field with maximal abelian subextension K0/Q. Fix a
rational prime q dividing n := [K : Q] and some integer l ≥ 1, the q-rank of the group ql−1G
admits the following inequality

rkq q
l−1G ≥ |{p is a ramified prime of type ql and p ≡ 1 mod q}| − rkq Gal(K0/Q).

Remark. Theorem 1.1 just follows from this result. Moreover we can see that if G[q∞]
admits higher torsion part, then ClK [q

∞] must also have higher torsion part. Also, if there
is no prime p | eK(p), then k2 = Q and A ∼=

∏

p∤eK(p) Z/ gcd(p − 1, eK(p)), hence G ∼=
(
∏

p∤eK(p) Z/ gcd(p− 1, eK(p))
)

/Gal(K0/Q).

Example 3.7. Let K/Q be a non-Galois cubic field, and q equal 3. Then the requirement
gcd(p− 1, eK(p)) ≡ 0 mod 3 is equivalent to p totally ramified in K/Q and p ≡ 1 mod 3. In
other words, we have

rk3ClK ≥ |{p is a totally ramified prime and p ≡ 1 mod 3}|.
This clearly generalizes genus theory for the quadratic case. See also [12, Chapter 5] for
more discussions on the case of odd prime degree.

3.2. The class rank estimate on the invariant part of the class group. In the paper
of Roquette and Zassenhaus [18], there is another result on the estimate of the q-rank of the
class group with respect to ramified primes whose idea is totally different from genus theory.
As seen in previous part, what genus theory really cares about is the genus group, which is
the quotient of the class group, while the invariant part of the class group we will talk about
is a subgroup of the class group.

We will explain briefly the work of Roquette and Zassenhaus by showing the proof of
Theorem 3.11. More importantly, we want to show the construction, which is more useful
in this paper. Let’s first introduce some notations to present their precise statement. If
K is a number field, let rkK be its rank of global units. Let vq(n) denote the normalized
exponential valuation associated to the rational prime q, i.e., we compute the exponent of q
showing up in the factorization of n.

Definition 3.8. Let K/Q be a number field whose Galois closure is a Γ-extension L/Q. By
viewing the group of fractional ideals IK of K as a subgroup of IL, we define the invariant
part of the class group, denoted by CΓ

K , of K under the action of Γ as the image of I Γ
L ∩IK

in ClK , i.e.,

CΓ
K := im(I Γ

L ∩ IK → ClK).
9



To give a precise statement on the estimation for the invariant part CΓ
K of the class group,

we in addition need the following definition of q-radical subfields of K.

Definition 3.9 (q-radical subfields). Let Kq be the subfield of K generated by all elements
ξ ∈ K which are q-radicals over Q, i.e., ξq ∈ Q. Let nq = [Kq : Q] be its degree.

It is clear that nq | n, hence one has

vq(nq) ≤ vq(n).

But if one wants to ask when vq(nq) is strictly less than vq(n), then the following notation
actually gives a condition for it.

Definition 3.10. Define the notation δ
(q)
K to be 1 or 0 according to whether or not the

following conditions are simultaneously satisfied:

(1) q > 2;
(2) K contains a primitive q-th root of unity ζ ;
(3) There exists some η in K∗ such that ζ−1ηq ∈ Q.

Remark. If all of the above three conditions hold, then one can show that [Kq(η) : Kq] = q
so that nq · q | n and hence vq(nq) + 1 ≤ vq(n). See [18, Section 6].

Using the notations introduced above, we can first state an estimation for CK due to
Roquette and Zassenhaus. Though in the paper [18], the main goal is to prove the result
for the q-rank of the class group. We here instead describe the structure of the subgroup
CΓ

K [q
∞] ⊆ ClK [q

∞], which is also due to Roquette and Zassenhaus.

Theorem 3.11. Let K/Q be a (not necessarily Galois) extension of degree n whose Galois
group is Γ, and let q be a given prime number, and let l ≥ 1 be an integer, then

|{p is a ramified prime of type ql}| −
(

rkK +vq(nq) + δ
(q)
K

)

≤ rkq q
l−1CΓ

K ≤
|{p is a ramified prime of type ql}|.

We prove the theorem by two lemmas. The first lemma gives a detailed description of the
elements in CΓ

K in the sense of fractional ideals.

Lemma 3.12. [18, Equation (8)] Let K/Q be a number field whose Galois closure a Γ-
extension L/Q. For each prime p, define a(p) to be the ideal such that pOK = a(p)eK(p).
Then IK ∩I Γ

L is a free abelian group generated by {a(p)}. Let Pk be the group of principal

ideals of a number field k. Then the group C̃Γ
K := IK ∩ I Γ

L /PQ is given by

C̃Γ
K
∼=
∏

p

Z/eK(p).

The second lemma is to estimate the difference between principal ideals of K and Q.

Lemma 3.13. [18, Equation(11)] Let K/Q be a number field whose Galois closure a Γ-
extension L/Q, and let Pk be the group of principal ideals of a number field k. Then

(3.1) rkqP
Γ
K/PQ ≤ rkK +vq(nq) + δ

(q)
K ,

where PΓ
K := PK ∩ I Γ

L .
10



Now let’s prove the theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.11. Lemma 3.12 gives the upper bound of rkq q
l−1CΓ

K , because PQ ⊆
PK . According to the short exact sequence

0 → P
Γ
K/PQ → I

Γ
K/PQ → CΓ

K → 0,

the inequality (3.1) tells us the lower bound directly. �

We can apply the theorem to the class group ClK , for CΓ
K ⊆ ClK .

Corollary 3.14. Let K be a number field of degree n over Q, and let q be a prime number,
and let l ≥ 1 be an integer, then

rkq q
l−1ClK ≥ |{p is a ramified prime of type ql}| −

(

rkK +vq(nq) + δ
(q)
K

)

.

Remark. One can show that the number rkK +vq(nq) + δ
(q)
K is always smaller than 2(n− 1),

i.e., the above inequality has a weaker but shorter expression

rkq q
l−1ClK ≥ |{ramified primes of type ql}| − 2(n− 1),

which proves the statement of Theorem 1.2.

One of the advantages of this theory, as mentioned above, is that CΓ
K is a subgroup of

ClK . So, we can even try to discuss the relative class group here, i.e., for a subfield K ′ ⊆ K,
we want to give a description for CΓ

K ∩ Cl(K/K ′).

Theorem 3.15. Let K/Q be a number field of degree n whose Galois group is Γ. If K ′ ⊆ K
such that ql | [K : K ′] where q is a rational prime, and l ≥ 1, then

rkq q
l−1Cl(K/K ′) ≥ |{p is a ramified prime of type ql}| − 2(n− 1).

Proof. For each prime p, recall that a(p) is the ideal of K such that pOK = a(p)eK(p). We’ve
shown in Lemma 3.12 that a(p) is fixed by the action of Γ, viewed as an element of IL. So,
we have the following computation

NmK/K ′(a(p)) = a(p)[K:K ′],

where a(p)[K:K ′] is treated as an ideal of K ′. If ql | eK(p), and b(p) := (a(p))eK(p)/ql , then
NmK/K ′(b(p)) becomes a power of pOK ′, hence a principal ideal of K ′. So, b(p) represents
an ideal class of Cl(K/K ′). By Lemma 3.12, the group CΓ

K is generated by ideals of the
form a(p), we therefore know that the subgroup BΓ

K := 〈b(p) | p is a ramified prime of type
ql〉/PK ⊆ CΓ

K [q] is contained in Cl(K/K ′). In particular, 〈b(p)〉/PQ
∼=
∏s

i=1 Z/q
l, where

s = |{p is a ramified prime of type ql}|. Then by Lemma 3.13, we know that rkq PΓ
K/PQ is

bounded above by a constant rkK +vq(nq) + δ
(q)
K ≤ 2(n− 1), hence the result. �

4. Non-random primes

In Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2, we see that the q-rank rkq ClK of class group is related
to ramified primes of type q. If we fix the Galois group, a question we can ask is for which
primes q we can get ramified primes of type q? In a G-extension (see Definition 2.1), let’s
first answer this question by the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Let G be a finite transitive permutation group, and let q be a fixed prime.
If (K/Q, ψ) is an extension of number fields such that its Galois closure (K̂, ψ) is a G-

field and that K = K̂G1, then a prime p ∤ |G| is a ramified prime of type q if and only if
I(p) ∩ Ω(G, q∞) 6= ∅ where I(p) is the inertia subgroup of p.

Proof. If P is a prime of K̂ lying above p, then P ∩ K is of course a prime of K above p.
Since G acts on all primes of K̂ above p, we know that σP∩K will also run over all primes
of K above p when σ runs over all elements in G. But if σ ∈ G1, then σP ∩K = P ∩K.
So, we obtain a G-set G1\G, i.e., σ1 ∼ σ2 if

σ1P ∩K = σ2P ∩K,
which means that G1σ1 = G1σ2. This can also be induced by the permutation action of G
on the embeddings K → C.

One can check that if G(P) is the decomposition group of P, then the orbits of G(P) on
G/G1 correspond to the primes p of K above p, and the size of orbits of I(P) corresponds
to the ramification index respectively.

If p is a tamely ramified prime, then I(P) is just cyclic. So, p is a ramified prime of type
q if and only if the size of orbits of the inertia generator has common divisor q, i.e., q | e(σ)
using the notations in Definition 1.3, which means that I(P)∩Ω(G, q∞) 6= ∅. Note that I(p)
is well-defined up to conjugation. And we are done. �

Example 4.2 (“Counter-example”). We here show an example where the prime q divides
the order of the extension K/Q but it is not a non-random prime. Consider the permutation
group G defined as the image of the following morphism A4 → S6, (12)(34) 7→ (1)(2)(34)(56),
and (123) 7→ (134)(265). In the sense of number theory, S(G) contains number fields K/Q

of degree 6, whose Galois closure K̂/Q are A4-extensions, so that the action of Gal(K̂/Q)
on K/Q induces a map A4 → S6. The stabilizer of 1 is the image of {1, (12)(34)} in this
case. One can check that the group G has no element required in Definition 1.3 to turn the
prime 2 into a non-random prime, despite the fact that 2 divides the order of [K : Q]. Note
that according to Cohen and Martinet [6], the prime 2 is not “good”, i.e., 2 is not good but
not non-random. See also [20, Section 7] for details on the concept “good primes”.

Our most important goal in this section is to prove Theorem 1.7, which can justify the
notion non-random prime from the view of statistics. Let S := S(G) be the set of G-fields
(see Definition 2.2). If f : S → R is a function, then

Nf(x) := N(S(d); f ; x) =
∑

K∈S
d(K)<x

f(K)

is the notation for the sum of f over G-fields ordered by the invariant d (see Definition 2.3). In
particular, let N(x) := N(S(d); x) and Nr(x) := N(S(d); (Ω, r); x). We reach the theorem
in several steps. Recall that we have the Conjectures 1.6 in Section 1. Step zero, as a
note of the conjecture itself, is to prove the relation between these two conjectures, i.e.,
Conjecture 1.6(1) implies Conjecture 1.6(2).

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a transitive permutation group and k be a fixed number field, and let
S := S(G, k). Let d be an invariant of number fields in S. Suppose that Ω is a (nonempty)
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subset of G that is closed under invertible powering. If for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , there exists
some r′ such that

Nr(x) = o (Nr′(x))

then for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , we have

Nr(x) = o (N(x)) .

Proof. Since all fields counted by Nr(x) and Nr′(x) are also counted by N(x), we have
Nr′(x) ≤ N(x) for all x > 0. The lemma then follows. �

The first step is to show that Conjecture 1.6(2), the weaker one, implies zero-probability.

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 ≤ G ≤ Sn be a transitive permutation group, and let S := S(G). Let
G1 ⊆ H ⊆ G, where G1 is the stabilizer of 1 that fixes K ∈ S. Let q be a non-random prime
for G such that ql | [H : G1], where l ≥ 1, and let Ω :=

⋃∞
j=l Ω(G, q

j). Let d be an invariant
of the number fields in S. If for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , we have

Nr(x) = o(N(x)),

then for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , we have

P(rkq q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H) ≤ r) := lim

x→∞

N(S(d); 1rkq≤r(q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H)); x)

N(x)
= 0,

where K runs over fields in S ordered by d, and K̂ is the Galois closure of K.

Proof. First of all, recall that we have for all finite abelian group A and for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

1rkq≤r(A) =

{

1 if rkq A ≤ r

0 otherwise.

According to Theorem 3.15, if there are at least r+2n ramified primes p for K/Q contained
in the set {p ∤ |G| : I(p) ∩ Ω 6= ∅}, then

rkq q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H) > r.

If Nr(x) = o(N(x)) for all r, then this implies that

P(rkq q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H) ≤ r) = lim

x→∞

N(S(d); 1rkq≤r(q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H)); x)

N(S, d; x)

≤ lim
x→∞

N(S(d);∑r+2n
i=0 1(Ω,i); x)

N(x)
= 0.

�

Then let’s prove that bounded probability, hence also zero-probability, implies infinite
moment.

Theorem 4.5. Let 1 ≤ G ≤ Sn be a transitive permutation group, and let S := S(G). Let
G1 ⊆ H ⊆ G, where G1 is the stabilizer of 1 that fixes K ∈ S. Let d be an invariant of the
number fields in S. Let q be a rational prime and l ≥ 1 be an integer. If there exists some
constant 0 ≤ c < 1 such that for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , we have

P(rkq q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H) ≤ r) ≤ c,
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then,

E(|Hom(ql−1Cl(K/K̂H), Cq)|) : = lim
x→∞

N(S(d); |Hom(ql−1Cl(K/K̂H), Cq)|; x)
N(x)

= +∞,

where K runs over fields in S ordered by d, and K̂ is the Galois closure of K, and Cq is the
cyclic group of order q.

Proof. According to similar idea, 1rkq=r(A) to be the indicator that tells us if rkq A = r. By
definition of the Cq-moment and the probability of the q-rank, for all r ≥ 0, we have

E(|Hom(ql−1Cl(K/K̂H), Cq)|)

= lim
x→∞

N(S(d); |Hom(ql−1Cl(K/K̂H), Cq)|; x)
N(x)

= lim
x→∞

∞
∑

n=0

qn
N(S(d); 1rkq=n(q

l−1Cl(K/K̂H)); x)

N(x)

≥qr lim
x→∞

(

1−
N
(

S(d); 1rkq≤r−1(q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H))

)

; x)

N(x)

)

=qr · (1− P(rkq q
l−1Cl(K/K̂H) < r)) ≥ qr(1− c).

For any number N > 0, by taking a large enough r > 0, we have

E(|Hom(ql−1Cl(K/K̂H), Cq)|) > N,

hence E(|Hom(ql−1Cl(K/K̂H), Cq)|) = +∞. �

In short, we can just say that whenever the Conjecture 1.6 holds, then we have zero-
probability and infinite moment, i.e., Theorem 1.7 is true. We will show in later sections
that for abelian extensions, the Conjecture 1.6(1) holds (see Theorem 6.2). Here we discuss
an example where the fields are not ordered by product of ramified primes.

Example 4.6 (Ordering by discriminant). Let’s consider the set S := S(S3) of non-Galois
cubic extensions. Let Ω := Ω(S3, 3) = {(123), (132)}. In this case we want to show that
the analogous statement of Conjecture 1.6(1) is false for (S,Ω) when the fields ordered by
discriminant, despite the fact that 3 is non-random for S3.

According to the work of Bhargava, Shankar, and Tsimerman [5, Theorem 8], there exists
some positive constants c1, c2 such that

N0(x) ∼ c1x and N(x) ∼ c2x,

when the cubic fields are ordered by discriminant. So, counting nowhere totally ramified
cubic fields ordered by discriminant admits a main term c1x and counting all non-Galois
cubic fields gives a main term c2x. This already contradicts the analogous statement of
Conjecture 1.6(2) when ordering fields by discriminant, the weaker one. On the other hand,
Proposition 7.9 shows that, under some hypothesis, Conjecture 1.6(2) holds for (S,Ω). This
shows that the conjecture, and possibly the statistical behaviors of non-random primes are
dependent on the ordering of number fields.
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5. Dirichlet series and Tauberian Theorem

In this section, we discuss the analytic properties of some Dirichlet series, which could be
treated as useful tools in later sections.

5.1. Tauberian Theorem. Let’s first present a Tauberian Theorem that is used in the
paper repeatedly. Recall that for the complex variable s ∈ C, we write s = σ + it.

Theorem 5.1 (Delange-Ikehara). [16, Appendix II Theorem I] Assume that the coefficients
of a Dirichlet series are real and non-negative, and that it converges in the half-plane σ > 1,
defining a holomorphic function f(s). Assume, moreover, that in the same half-plane one
can write

f(s) =

q
∑

j=0

gj(s) log
bj

(

1

s− 1

)

(s− 1)−αj + g(s),

where functions g, g0, . . . , gq are holomorphic in the closed half plane σ ≥ 1, the bj-s are
non-negative rational integers, α0 is a positive real number, α1, . . . , αq are complex numbers
with ℜαj < α0, and g0(1) 6= 0.

Then for the summatory function S(x) =
∑

n<x an we have, for x tending infinity,

S(x) =

(

g0(1)

Γ(α0)
+ o(1)

)

x(log x)α0−1(log log x)b0 .

If f satisfies the same assumptions, except that α0 = 0 and b0 ≥ 1, then

S(x) = (b0g0(1) + o(1))x
(log log x)b0−1

log x
.

See the paper of Delange [9] for more results on Tauberian Theorems.

5.2. Dirichlet L-series. For any Dirichlet character

χ : (Z/mZ)∗ → S1 = {s ∈ C | |s| = 1},
we obtain a multiplicative function χ : Z → C by

χ(n) =

{

χ(n mod m) for gcd(n,m) = 1,

0 for gcd(n,m) 6= 1.

Define the Dirichlet L-series to be the form

L(χ, s) :=

∞
∑

n=1

χ(n)

ns
.

It admits many analytic properties similar to those of Riemann zeta function ζ(s).

Proposition 5.2. [17, VII.2.1] The series L(χ, s) converges absolutely and uniformly in the
domain ℜ(s) ≥ 1 + δ, for any δ > 0. It therefore represents a holomorphic function on the
half-plane ℜ(s) > 1. We have Euler’s identity

L(χ, s) =
∏

p

1

1− χ(p)p−s
.
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It also admits a holomorphic continuation to the complex plane (with a pole at s = 1
when χ is the trivial character modulo m). To present the result, we need some notations.
Define the exponent p ∈ {0, 1} of χ by

χ(−1) := (−1)pχ(1).

Define

Γ(χ, s) := Γ
(s+ p

2

)

=

∫ ∞

0

e−yy(s+p)/2d y

y
.

Define

L∞(χ, s) :=
(m

π

)s/2

Γ(χ, s).

Define the completed L-series of the character χ to be

Λ(χ, s) := L∞(χ, s)L(χ, s).

For n ∈ Z, the Gauss sum τ(χ, n) associated to the Dirichlet character χ is defined to be
the complex number

τ(χ, n) :=

m−1
∑

ν=0

χ(ν)e2πiνn/m.

When n = 1, write τ(χ) := τ(χ, 1). Finally, we can give the statement of the functional
equation of the completed L-series Λ(χ, s).

Theorem 5.3. [17, VII.2.8] If χ is a nontrivial primitive Dirichlet character, then the com-
pleted L-series Λ(χ, s) admits a holomorphic continuation to the whole complex plane C and
satisfies the functional equation

Λ(χ, s) = W (χ)Λ(χ̄, 1− s)

with the factor W (χ) =
τ(χ)

ip
√
m

. This factor has absolute value 1.

Using the functional equation, we can obtain the following result on L(χ, s) itself.

Proposition 5.4. If χ is a nontrivial primitive Dirichlet character, then L(χ, s) admits a
holomorphic continuation to the whole complex plane C which is zero only at −2n− p where
p is the exponent.

Proof. Let A(x) :=
∑

n<x χ(n). When χ is nontrivial, we have

|A(x)| ≤ m,

for all x > 0. So when ℜ(s) > 0, the integral form

L(χ, s) = s

∫ ∞

0

x−s−1A(x) d x,

shows that L(χ, s) is absolutely convergent. The Gamma function

Γ(s) =

∫ ∞

0

e−yy−sd y

y

is holomorphic and nowhere zero when ℜ(s) > 0. Its meromorphic continuation to C admits
simple poles at s = −n, n = 0, 1, 2, . . .. So we see that L∞(χ, s) admits a meromorphic
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continuation to the whole complex plane, which is nowhere zero and admits simple poles at
(s+ p)/2 = −n, n = 0, 1, 2, . . .. By the functional equation, we see that

L(χ, s)L∞(χ, s) =W (χ)L(χ̄, 1− s)L∞(χ̄, 1− s).

By comparing the poles, we have the following. If the exponent p = 0, then we see that
L(χ, s) admits a simple zero at s = −2n, n = 0, 1, 2, . . .. If the exponent p = 1, then L(χ, s)
admits a simple zero at s = −2n− 1, n = 0, 1, 2, . . .. �

Remark. Actually we have

L(χ, 1− k) = −Bk,χ

k
where Bk,χ is the generalized Bernoulli number. See Neukirch [17, VII.2.9] for more details.

5.3. Some applications. Let’s introduce a notation, which is inspired by problems of count-
ing fields.

Definition 5.5. Let P be the set of all rational primes. For a pair (m,n) of relatively prime
numbers, let

P(m,n) := {p ∈ P | p ≡ n mod m}.
Define

ζ
(

m,n; s
)

=
∏

p∈P(m,n)

(1− p−s)−1

when ℜ(s) > 1.

Let’s show that a suitable power of the function ζ(m,n; s) admits a meromorphic extension
to the closed half-plane σ ≥ 1. Recall that φ is the Euler function, i.e.,

φ(n) = |(Z/n)∗|.
Lemma 5.6. Let (m,n) be a pair of relatively prime numbers. The function ζ(m,n; s)φ(m)

admits a meromorphic continuation to the half plane σ > 1/2 with a simple pole at s = 1.
To be precise, ζ(m,n; s) defines a holomorphic function in the open half-plane σ > 1, and
there exists some holomorphic function f0(s) in the closed half plane σ ≥ 1 such that

ζ(m,n; s)φ(m) = f0(s)
1

s− 1
.

Proof. Let 〈P(m,n)〉 denote the semi-subgroup of 〈Z>0, ·〉 generated by P(m,n). Since
∑

n≤x
n∈〈P(m,n)〉

1

|ns| ≤
∑

n≤x

1

|ns| ,

we know that ζ(m,n; s) converges absolutely and uniformly in σ > 1+δ for any δ > 0. Then
for any σ > 1, we have

(5.1) log ζ(m,n; s) =
∑

p∈P(m,n)

p−s +
1

2

∑

p∈P(m,n)

p−2s + · · · .

Similarly for any Dirichlet character χ mod m, we have

logL(s, χ) =
∑

p∈P

χ(p)

ps
+

1

2

∑

p∈P

χ(p2)

p2s
+ · · · .

17



Therefore

(5.2) log ζ(m,n; s) =
1

φ(m)

∑

χ

χ(n) logL(s, χ) + g(s)

for all σ > 1, where χ runs over all Dirichlet characters modulo m, and g(s) is given by

g(s) =

∞
∑

n=2

1

n

∑

p∈P(m,n)

(

p−ns − 1

φ(m)

∑

χ

χ(n)χ(pn)p−ns

)

=

∞
∑

n=2

1

n

∑

pn 6≡n mod m

p−ns

Note that g(s) is absolutely convergent in σ > 1/2. By taking the exponent, we have

ζ(m,n; s)φ(m) =
∏

χ

L(s, χ)χ(n) · h(s)

where h(s) is a non-vanishing function in σ > 1/2. Therefore the pole behaviour of ζ(m,n; s)
is the same as

∏

χ L(s, χ)
χ(n), hence the same as L(s, χ0) where χ0 is trivial Dirichlet character

modulo m (see for example [15, 4.8,4.9]), which concludes the proof for the formula. It is
clear that h(s) 6= 0 in the half-plane σ > 1/2, hence also f(s). �

It is a classical result saying that

∑

p∈P(m,n)

p−s =
1

φ(m)
log

(

1

s− 1

)

+O(1),

where gcd(m,n) = 1 and σ > 1, see [13, Equation (2.25)] for example. We prove a statement
of analytic continuation so that it satisfies the condition of the Tauberian Theorem 5.1.

Lemma 5.7. For a given pair of coprime numbers (m,n), the series
∑

p∈P(m,n) p
−s defines

a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1, and there is some holomorphic
function g(s) in the closed half plane σ ≥ 1, such that

∑

p∈P(m,n)

p−s =
1

φ(m)
log

(

1

s− 1

)

+ g(s).

Proof. Compared to Riemann zeta function, we know that the series
∑

p∈P(m,n) p
−s converges

in the open half-plane σ > 1, hence defines a holomorphic function. Let’s consider the
formula coming from (5.1):

(5.3)
∑

p∈P(m,n)

p−s = log ζ(m,n; s)− 1

2

∑

p∈P(m,n)

p−2s − · · · .

By Proposition 5.4, if χ is a nontrivial Dirichlet character, then the Dirichlet L-function
L(χ, s) is non-zero in the half-plane ℜ(s) > 0. So the formula (5.2) says that log ζ(m,n; s)
admits a holomorphic continuation to the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1 (a neighbourhood of
ℜ(s) > 1) except on the interval σ ≤ 1 of the real line. The other terms on the right-hand

18



side of (5.3) defines a holomorphic function in the closed half-plane σ ≥ 1. So, there exists
some holomorphic function g(s) in the closed half-plane σ ≥ 1 such that

∑

p∈P(m,n)

p−s =
1

φ(m)
log

(

1

s− 1

)

+ g(s).

�

Then let’s show the main result of this section.

Definition 5.8. We call a function b : P → Z≥0 a function modulo m, if b(p) = b(q) for all
p ≡ q mod m. In this case b is also a function (Z/mZ)∗ → Z≥0. Let U := {s ∈ C | ℜ(s) > 0}
be the open half-plane of C. We call a : P × U → C a holomorphic function if for each
p ∈ P, the function ap(s) := a(p, s) : U → C is holomorphic with ap(σ) being real for all
σ ∈ R+. We say that a holomorphic function a : P ×U → C is a coefficient function of main
term b : P → R≥0 if there exists some real number δ > 0 independent of p such that

ap(s)− b(p) ≪ p−δσ

when ℜ(s) > 0, where the implied constant is independent of p.

An example of such coefficient function a could be constructed as follows. Let l(x) =
ax ∈ C[x] be a linear polynomial where a is a positive real number. Define a(p, s) :=
l(p−δs) + b(p) = ap−δs + b(p), where δ > 0 a real number, and b : P → R≥0 is a function
modulo m. Then a(p, s) is a coefficient function of main term b1. Moreover, one can show
that a(p, s)−1 is also a coefficient function.

Theorem 5.9. If b : P → Z≥0 is a function modulo m, and a : P × U → C is a coefficient
function of main term b, then the infinite product

D(s) :=
∏

p∈P
(1 + a(p, s)p−s)

defines a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1, and there exists some holo-
morphic function f in the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1 such that f(s) 6= 0 for all ℜ(s) ≥ 1
and such that

D(s)φ(m) = f(s)(s− 1)β,

where
β =

∑

α∈(Z/mZ)∗

b(α).

Proof. First of all, let b : P → Z≥0 be the function such that b(p) = 1 if p ≡ α mod m and
b(p) = 0 otherwise, where α ∈ (Z/mZ)∗ is a fixed element. Then by comparing with ζ(s),
we see that D(s) is a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1. Moreover, when
ℜ(s) > 1, we have

|log ζ(α,m; s)/D(s)| =
∣

∣

∣

∑

p∈P
p≡α mod m

∞
∑

n=1

1

n
p−ns(1− (−1)n−1)

∣

∣

∣

≤
∞
∑

n=2

2

n
p−nσ.
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This shows that ζ(α,m; s)/D(s) admits a holomorphic continuation to the closed half-plane
ℜ(s), and we admits the desired meromorphic continuation for D(s)φ(m) by Lemma 5.6.

Now for any b : P → Z≥0, we can write it as

b = bα1 + · · ·+ bαl
,

where bα is the function such that bα(p) = 1 if p ≡ α mod m and bα(p) = 0 otherwise.
In other words, if b(α) = n, the there are exactly n functions bα showing up in the linear
combination. So, we have

D(s) =
∏

p∈P
(1 +

l
∑

i=1

bαi
(p)p−s).

Define

D̃(s) :=
∏

p∈P

l
∏

i=1

(1 + bαi
(p)p−s).

It is clear that D̃(s) is a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1 and its
φ(m)-power admits a meromorphic continuation to the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1. When
ℜ(s) > 1, we have

|log D̃(s)/D(s)| =
∣

∣

∣

∑

p∈P

∞
∑

n=1

(−1)n−1

n
p−ns

(

(
l
∑

i=1

bαi
(p))n −

l
∑

i=1

bnαi
(p)
)∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

p∈P

∞
∑

n=2

2

n
p−nσb(p)n.

Since b(p) is bounded, we see that D̃(s)/D(s) admits a holomorphic continuation to the
closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1. This shows the analytic properties, in particular the meromorphic
continuation, of D(s)φ(m).

Finally let a be a coefficient function of main term b. If B = maxp{b(p)}, then by
comparing with

∏

p∈P
(1 + (B + 1)p−s),

we see that D(s) is absolutely and uniformly convergent in ℜ(s) > 1+ δ for any δ > 0. This
shows that D(s) is a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1. Let

D̃(s) :=
∏

p∈P
(1 + b(p)p−s).

By similar idea, we see that D̃(s) is also absolutely and uniformly convergent in ℜ(s) > 1+δ
for any δ > 0. When ℜ(s) > 1, there exist some δ > 0 such that

|logD(s)/D̃(s)| =
∣

∣

∣

∑

p∈P

∞
∑

n=1

(−1)n−1

n
p−ns(an − bn)

∣

∣

∣

≪
∑

p∈P

(

p−(1+δ)σ +

∞
∑

n=2

1

n
p−nσ((b+ 1)n + bn)

)

.
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This shows thatD(s)/D̃(s) not only is convergent in ℜ(s) > 1, but also admits a holomorphic
continuation to ℜ(s) ≥ 1. So the meromorphic continuation of D(s)φ(m) follows from the

one of D̃(s)φ(m). �

Theorem 5.10. For a finite set of positive integers {n1, . . . , nl}, viewed as a vector n, let
c(n) := max{n−1

1 , . . . , n−1
l }, and let r(n) := #{1 ≤ i ≤ l | n−1

i = c(n)}. Let r be a positive
integer. If b1, . . . , br are non-zero functions modulo m, and if ai is a coefficient function of
main term bi, for all i = 1, . . . , r, then the series

Dr(s) :=
∑

p∈Pr

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

ai(pi, s)p
−nis
i ,

where n = (n1, . . . , nr) are positive integers, defines a holomorphic function in the open half-
plane ℜ(s) > c(n), and there exists some holomorphic functions f0, . . . , fr(n) in the closed
half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ c(n) such that f0 could be taken to be a positive constant and such that

Dr(s) =

r(c)
∑

i=0

fi(s)
(

log
1

s− c(n)

)r(n)−i

.

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on r. If r = 1, then the series is just

D1(s) =
∑

p∈P
a(p, s)p−ns.

It suffices to prove the statement for n = 1. By comparing with Since a(p, s) is bounded for
all p ∈ P and s ∈ ℜ(s) > 0, we see that D(s) defines a holomorphic function in the open
half-plane ℜ(s) > 1. Let

D̃1(s) :=
∑

p∈P
b(p)p−s,

then D̃1(s) is also a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1 by similar argu-
ment. There exist some δ > 0 such that

|D1(s)− D̃1(s)| =
∣

∣

∑

p∈P
(a− b)p−s

∣

∣

≪
∑

p∈P
p−(1+δ)σ .

This shows that the difference D1(s)− D̃1(s) could be extended to ℜ(s) ≥ 1 analytically. So

the continuation of D1(s) follows from the one of D̃1(s), which is a corollary of Lemma 5.7.
Now assume that the statement holds for the cases 1, 2, . . . , r − 1 with r ≥ 2. Let nr =

(n1, . . . , nr) and nr−1 = (n1, . . . , nr−1). For any coefficient function a of main term b, write

Da(s) :=
∑

p∈P
a(p, s)p−s.

Then

Dr−1(s) ·Dar(nrs) = Dr(s) +
r−1
∑

i=1

D
(i)
r−1(s),
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where

D
(i)
r−1(s) =

∑

p∈Pr−1

p1<···<pr−1

a1(p1, s)p
−n1s
1 · · ·

· ai(pi, s)ar(pi, s)p−(ni+nr)s
i · · · ar−1(pr−1, s)p

−nr−1s
r−1 .

Note that the function ãi(p, s) := ai(p, s)ar(p, s) is a coefficient function of main term bi · br.
So, D

(i)
r−1(s) satisfies the induction assumption. Let nr−1

i := (n1, . . . , ni + nr, . . . , nr−1), then
there exists holomorphic functions fi0, . . . , fir(ni)

in the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1 such that

D
(i)
r−1(s) =

r(nr−1
i )
∑

j=0

fij(s)
(

log
1

s− c(nr−1
i )

)r(nr−1
i )−j

.

By reordering the indices if necessary, we may assume without loss of generality that n−1
r =

c(nr). Then we see that c(nr−1
i ) < c(nr), and that r(nr−1

i ) < r(nr). And the continuation of
Dr−1(s)Dar(nrs) is given by the form

(5.4) h(s) log
1

s− n−1
r

·
r(nr−1)
∑

i=0

gr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− c(nr−1)

)i

,

where the function gi is holomorphic in the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ c(nr−1), and h is a
positive constant.

If n−1
r = c(nr) > c(nr−1), then clearly we obtain the following continuation

D(s) = f1(s) log
1

s− c(n)
+ f0(s),

where f could be take to be the positive constant equal to

lim
s→1+

D(s)

− log(s− 1)
= Dr−1(1),

because all other factors and terms showing up are holomorphic in the closed half-plane
ℜ(s) ≥ 1. Otherwise, we see that (5.4) becomes

r(nr)
∑

i=0

f̃i(s)
(

log
1

s− c(nr)

)r(nr)−i

,

with f̃0 a positive constant. Since r(nr) > r(nr−1
i ) for all i = 1, . . . , r − 1, we finally obtain

the desired continuation of Dr(s). �

6. Abelian extensions

In this section, let G be a finite abelian group. Let G act on itself, we see that G is also a
transitive permutation group. So S := S(G) is just the set of abelian G-fields. In this section
we will prove some results on counting fields with specifications related to Theorem 3.11 and
then on the distribution of the q-part class groups with q | |G|.
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6.1. Main results. We make the following notations. The first one comes from Wood [21].

Definition 6.1. For any g ∈ G, let |g| denote its order. For any subset S of G, let

β(S) :=
∑

g∈S
g 6=1

φ(|g|),

where φ is the Euler’s phi function.

Theorem 6.2. Let Ω be a non-empty subset of G that is closed under invertible powering
and let Ωc =: {g ∈ G | 〈g〉 ∩ Ω = ∅}. Then define β := β(Ωc). For any integer r ≥ 0, we
have

Nr(x) := N(S; (Ω, r); x) ≪







x(log x)β−1(log log x)r if β > 0,
x

log x
(log log x)r−1 else if β = 0.

If r > |G|, then

Nr(x) ≫
{

x(log x)β−1(log log x)r−|G| if β > 0

x(log x)β−1(log log x)r−|G|−1 else if β = 0.

From the theorem, we immediately obtain the following.

Corollary 6.3. When q | |G|, Conjecture 1.6(1) is true for (S,Ω(q∞)).

Proof. First of all, Ω(q∞) is non-trivial, for q | |G|. Once the subset Ω = Ω(q∞) is fixed, the
number β = β(Ωc) is fixed. So, for each integer r ≥ 0, let r′ := r + |G|, we have

Nr(x) = o(Nr′(x))

as x→ ∞, which concludes the proof. �

6.2. Generating series. Using Class Field Theory (see Lemma A.2), we know that Artin
reciprocity maps χ : CQ → G admits a one-to-one correspondence to surjective homomor-
phisms ρ :

∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G given by ρ =

∏

p∤∞ χ|p. So let’s define the invariant of morphisms.

Definition 6.4. (1) Let p be a finite rational prime. If ρ : Z∗
p → G is a local homomor-

phism, then define

P (ρ) :=

{

p if ρ(Z∗
p) 6= {1}

1 otherwise.

For any lift ρ̃ : Q∗
p → G, we just define P (ρ̃) = P (ρ).

(2) For any homomorphism ρ :
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G, let

P (ρ) :=
∏

p∤∞
P (ρ|p).

If ρ̃ : CQ → G is any lift of ρ, then just let P (ρ̃) := P (ρ).

Similarly, we can compute 1(Ω,r)(ρ) for ρ ∈ Hom(
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p, G).
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Definition 6.5. (1) Let p be a finite rational prime, If ρ : Z∗
p → G is a local homomor-

phism, then define

1Ω(ρ) =











1 if p ∤ |G|
and ρ(Z∗

p) ∩ Ω 6= ∅,
0 otherwise.

(2) If ρ :
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G is a homomorphism, then let

1(Ω,r)(ρ) := δ(
∑

p∤∞
1Ω(ρ|p)− r)

where δ(0) = 1 and δ(x) = 0 for all x 6= 0. If ρ̃ : CQ → G is a lift of ρ, then define
1(Ω,r)(ρ̃) := 1(Ω,r)(ρ).

Let χ :
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G be a fixed homomorphism. Let Sχ be the set of primes p such that

χ|p is non-trivial, then define

Dr,χ(s) :=
∑

ρ:
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p→G

ρ|p=χ|p ∀p∈Sχ

1(Ω,r)(ρ)(P (ρ))
−s.

If χ is trivial, then just denote it by Dr(s). We first show the arithmetic meaning of Dχ,r(s).

Lemma 6.6. If we write

Dr(s) =

∞
∑

n=1

ann
−s,

then

Ñr(x) :=
∑

n<x

an =
∑

ρ:
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p→G

P (ρ)<x

1(Ω,r)(ρ).

Proof. The proof follows from the definition directly. Namely

an =
∑

ρ:
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p→G

P (ρ)<n

1(Ω,r)(ρ).

Take the sum over all n < x and we get the conclusion. �

Lemma 6.7. There exists at least one surjective χ :
∏

p∤∞ → G such that 1(Ω,r0)(χ) = 1 with

r0 ≤ |G|. Let r > |G|. If we write

Dr,χ(s) =

∞
∑

n=1

ann
−s,

then for all x > 0, we have

Nr(x) ≥
∑

n<x

an.
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Proof. For each g ∈ G\{1}, choose a rational prime pg such that pg ≡ 1 mod |G|. Define
ρ : Z∗

pg → G to be the homomorphism determined by ρ(ξpg) = g, where ξpg is a generator of

the roots of unity of Qpg . Let χ :=
∏

g∈G ρ. It is clear that χ is a surjective. Since |Ω| < |G|,
we see that r0 ≤ |G|.

The inequality

Nr(x) ≥
∑

n<x

an

follows from the fact that if ρ :
∏

Z∗
p → G is a homomorphism such that ρ|pg = χ|pg , then ρ

must be surjective. �

Lemma 6.8. Let χ :
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G be a homomorphism such that 1(Ω,r0)(χ) = 1. If the set

Sχ contains the primes p | |G|, then we have

Dr0+r,χ(s) =P (χ)
−s

∑

p∈(P\Sχ)r

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

(
∑

ρ:Z∗
pi
→G

1Ω(ρ)P (ρ)
−s)

·
∏

p∈P\Sχ

p∤p1···pr

(
∑

ρ:Z∗
p→G

(1− 1Ω(ρ))P (ρ)
−s).

Proof. Write Dr0+r,χ(s) =
∑∞

n=1 ann
−s. Then

an =
∑

ρ:
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p→G

P (ρ)=n

∑

ρ|p=χ|p ∀p∈Sχ

1(Ω,r0+r)(ρ)

=
∑

n/P (χ)=p1···prq1···ql

r
∏

i=1

(
∑

ρ:Z∗
pi
→G

1Ω(ρ))
l
∏

j=1

(
∑

ρ:Z∗
qj
→G

(1− 1Ω(ρ)))

where the decomposition n/P (χ) = p1 · · · prq1 · · · ql runs over all primes pi, qi ∈ P\Sχ. �

Proposition 6.9. For each r = 0, 1, 2, . . . and for each homomorphism χ :
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G

with 1(Ω,r0)(χ) = 1, the series Dr0+r,χ(s) defines a holomorphic function in the open half-
plane ℜ(s) > 1. And there exists holomorphic functions f0, . . . , fr in the closed half-plane
ℜ(s) ≥ 1 such that f0(1) is non-zero and such that

Dr0+r,χ(s) = (s− 1)β
r
∑

i=0

fr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− 1

)i

.

Proof. Write S̃χ := Sχ ∪ {p ∈ P : p | |G|}. By the identity

Dr,χ(s) =
∑

χ:
∏

p∈S̃χ
Z∗
p→G

χ̃|p=χ|p p∈Sχ

Dr,χ̃,
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we see that it suffices to prove the case when Sχ contains the set of primes p | |G|. Since
Sχ ⊇ {p ∈ P : p | |G|}, we can write

Dr0+r,χ(s) =P (χ)
−s

∑

p∈(P\Sχ)r

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

(
∑

ρ:Z∗
pi
→G

1Ω(ρ)P (ρ)
−s)

·
∏

p∈P\Sχ

p∤p1···pr

(
∑

ρ:Z∗
p→G

(1− 1Ω(ρ))P (ρ)
−s)

=P (χ)−s
∏

p∈P\Sχ

(1 + a(p)p−s)

·
∑

p∈(P\Sχ)r

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

b(p, s)p−s

where a(p) = #{ρ : Z∗
p → G | im(ρ) ∩ Ω = ∅}, and

b(p, s) =

∑

ρ:Z∗
p→G 1Ω(ρ)

1 + a(p)p−s
.

Then a(p) is a function modulo |G|, and b(p, s) is a coefficient function with main term

b(p) := #{ρ : Z∗
p → G | im(ρ) ∩ Ω 6= ∅},

which is also a function modulo |G|. It is clear that b(p) is non-zero for primes p ≡ 1 mod |G|.
So by Theorem 5.10 and 5.9, we see that the following continuation exists:

∏

p∈P\Sχ

(1 + a(p)p−s)φ(|G|) =g(s)(s− 1)β
′

,

and
∑

p∈(P\Sχ)r

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

b(p, s)p−s =
r
∑

i=0

gr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− 1

)i

,

where

β ′ =
∑

α∈(Z/|G|)∗
a(α)

=
∑

g∈G
〈g〉∩Ω=∅

φ(|g|)φ(|G|)
φ(|g|) = φ(|G|)β.

Since g(s) is nowhere zero in ℜ(s) ≥ 1, we obtain the desired continuation for Dr,χ(s). �

6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.2. Let’s just prove the theorem in this section. First let χ :
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G be the trivial homomorphism. According to Proposition 6.9, we see that for

each r = 0, 1, 2, . . ., the series Dr(s) defines a holomorphic function in the open half-plane
ℜ(s) > 1 and there exists some holomorphic functions f0, . . . , fr in the closed half-plane
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ℜ(s) ≥ 1 such that

Dr(s) = (s− 1)β
r
∑

i=0

fr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− 1

)i

.

Write Dr(s) =
∑∞

n=1 ann
−s, and let Ñr(x) :=

∑

n<x an. By Tauberian Theorem 5.1, we
obtain the following result:

Ñr(x) ∼















f0(1)

Γ(β)
x(log x)β−1(log log x)r if β > 0

rg0(1)
x

log x
(log log x)r−1 if β = 0 and r > 1.

Since β = 0 if Ω = G\{1}. We see that the case when r = 0 simply means that we are
counting homomorphisms Hom(

∏

p||G|Z
∗
p, G), which is a finite number. Then by Lemma 6.6,

we see that

Nr(x) ≤ Ñr(x),

which proves the estimate on the upper bound of Nr(x). Now let r > |G|, and let χ :
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p → G be any surjective homomorphism such that 1(Ω,r)(χ) = r0 ≤ |G|. Write

Dr,χ(s) =
∑∞

n=1 bnn
−s, and let Nr,χ(x) :=

∑

n<x bn. Then by Proposition 6.9 again, we know
that Dr,χ(s) defines a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1 and there exists
some holomorphic functions g0, . . . , gr−r0 such that

Dr,χ(s) = (s− 1)β
r−r0
∑

i=0

gr−r0−i

(

log
1

s− 1

)i

.

By similar method, we can obtain the estimate of the lower bound.

6.4. Proof of Theorem 1.8. In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.8. It suffices
to show that the Conjecture 1.6(2) holds for (S,Ω) where Ω = Ω(Γ, q∞). According to the
condition that q | |Γ/Λ|, we see that Ω is non-empty. By Theorem 6.2, for each r = 0, 1, 2, . . .
we have

Nr(x) ≪ x(log x)β−1(log log x)r.

On the other hand, according to Melanie [21, Theorem 3.1], we see that

N(x) ∼ Cx(log x)β(G)−1,

for some constant C > 0. This shows that

Nr(x) = o(N(x))

for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . ., i.e., the conjecture holds. So the results on zero-probability and infinite
moments are true, by Theorem 4.4 and 4.5.

Of course, one can also show that the Conjecture 1.6(1) is true in this case using the
estimate given by Theorem 6.2.

27



7. Dihedral extensions

In this section, we first try to estimate dihedral extensions with local specifications, and
then use examples to illustrate their applications towards distribution of class groups. We
use the following notation to explain what we mean by dihedral extensions in this section.

Definition 7.1. Let G be a finite group. We call G a dihedral group if there exists a splitting
short exact sequence

1 → Cm → G→ C2 → 1,

of groups, where Cn is the cyclic group of order n, and m ≥ 3 is an integer, such that for
the generator g2 ∈ C2 and for a generator gm ∈ Cm we have g2gmg

−1
2 = g−1

m . In this case we
just write G = Dm

For example, G = Dq where q is an odd prime. Let S := S(Dm). Then S contains fields
number fields Km such that [Km : Q] = m with Galois closure K2m that is a Galois Dm-field.
Let K2 be the fixed field of Cm.

7.1. Algebraic theory. Let K be any number field, and let O be its ring of integers. For
each rational prime p, let O∗

p :=
∏

p|p O∗
p where p are primes of K. Let ζp be the generator

of µ(K∗
p ) for some p | p.

Proposition 7.2. Let K2 = Q(
√
d) be a quadratic number field. Let p ∤ 2md∞ be a rational

prime. We have the following.

(1) If pOK2 = p1p2, then we have a bijective map

HomC2(O
∗
p , Cm) → {g ∈ Cm | p ≡ 1 mod |g|}

given by ρ 7→ ρ(ζp).
(2) If pOK2 = p, then we have a bijective map

HomC2(O
∗
p , Cm) → {g ∈ Cm | p ≡ −1 mod |g|},

given by ρ 7→ ρ(ζp).

Proof. If p splits in K2/Q, then a local C2-morphism ρ : O∗
p → Cm reduces to a homomor-

phism ρ : Op1 → Cm, i.e.,

HomC2(O
∗
p , Cm) = {IndC2

1 ρ | ρ : O
∗
p1
→ Cm}.

Because under an isometry Op1
∼= Op2, we have

g2 · (α1, α2) = (α2, α1),

where g2 is the generator of C2. A homomorphism ρ : O∗
p1

→ Cm is totally determined by
the image of ζp1 in this case, which gives the desired result.

Else if p is inert in K2/Q, then a local C2-morphism ρ : O∗
p → Cm is equivalent to some

abelian extension over Kp. The Frobenius acts on the inertia ρ(ζp) in a non-trivial way
because of the Galois action from Kp/Q. Therefore if we let x be the Frobenius element,
then we can write x = hg2 with h ∈ Cm. The action of x on ρ(ζp) says that

xρ(ζp)x
−1 = ρ(ζp)

−1.
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Therefore p ≡ −1 mod |g|. Conversely, if g is an element of Cm such that p ≡ −1 mod |g|,
then we define ρ by setting ρ(ζp) = g. Note that g2 acts on the residue field as the Frobenius
automorphism. The action of g2 says that

g−1 =g2gg
−1
2

=g2ρ(ζp)g
−1
2

=ρ(g2 · ζp) = ρ(ζpp ) = gp.

And we are done. �

7.2. Main results. We present our results as follows.

Theorem 7.3. Assume that the Cohen-Lenstra Heuristics holds for quadratic number fields,
or to be precise, assume that

∑

K2=Q(
√
d)

P (K2)<x

|Hom(ClK2, Cm)| ≪ x.

Let Ω = Cm\{1} be the non-empty subset of Dm. Then for each r = 1, 2, . . .

Nr(x) :=
∑

Km∈S
P (Km)<x

1(Ω,r)(Km) ≪ x(log log x)r.

7.3. Generating series. Let Ω be a non-empty subset of Cm that is closed under invertible
powering. It is also closed under conjugation in Dm. First, we need a notation.

Definition 7.4. Let K2 be a quadratic number field. Let p ∤ ∞ be a rational prime , and
let ρ : O∗

p → Cm be a homomorphism.

(1) Define

P (ρ) :=

{

p if im(ρ) 6= {1};
1 otherwise.

(2) Define

1Ω(ρ) =

{

1 if p ∤ 2mP (K2) and ρ(ζp) ∩ Ω 6= ∅
0 otherwise.

For each χ :
∏

p∤∞ O∗
p → Cm, (or χ : CK2 → Cm), define

P (χ) :=
∏

p∤∞
P (χ|p).

And for each r = 0, 1, 2, . . ., define

1(Ω,r)(ρ) = δ(r −
∑

p

1Ω(ρ)),

where δ(x) = 1 when x = 0 and δ(x) = 0 elsewhere.

Let’s construct a generating series as follows. For each quadratic number field K2, and for
each r = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,, let

DK2,r(s) := |Hom(ClK2, C3)|P (K2)
−s

∑

ρ:
∏

p∤∞ O∗
p→Cm

1(Ω,r)(ρ)(P (ρ))
−s,

29



where ρ only runs over C2-morphisms.

Lemma 7.5. Let K2 = Q(
√
d) be a quadratic number field. If we write

DK2,r(s) =
∞
∑

n=1

ann
−s,

and let Ñd,r(x) :=
∑

n<x an, then
∑

Km∈S
P (Km)<x

∑

K2⊆K2m

1(Ω,r)(Km) ≤ Ñd,r(x)

for all x > 0.

Proof. According to Proposition A.7, we know that a Dm-field K2m over K2 corresponds
to a surjective C2-morphisms CK2 → Cm. Conversely, Lemma A.6 says that a surjective
C2-morphism CK2 → Cm corresponds to a Dm-field K2m containing K2. Finally, Proposi-
tion A.5 says that for a fixed surjective C2-morphism ρ :

∏

p O
∗
p → Cm, there are at most

|Hom(ClK2 , Cm)| many lift to CK2 → Cm. And by the computation:

an =|Hom(ClK2, Cm)|
∑

ρ:
∏

p O∗
p→Cm

P (ρ)=n

1(Ω,r)(ρ),

we see that the statement is true. �

In addition to Definition 7.4, we need a condition to help us count dihedral extensions.
Recall that for a rational number a that is coprime to an odd prime p, we have the Legendre
symbol (a

p
): its value is 1 if x2 ≡ a mod p admits a solution and −1 otherwise. In particular,

we have the following:

Proposition 7.6. [17, I.8.5] For squarefree d and gcd(p, 2d) = 1, we have the equivalence
(d

p

)

= 1 ⇐⇒ p is totally split in Q(
√
d).

By Quadratic Reciprocity Law, we know that the ramification of p in Q(
√
d) is totally

determined by p modulo 4d. Of course, this is not always the case. One can consider Q(
√
−3)

for example.

Definition 7.7. For each square-free number d, and for each g ∈ Cm, let

d(g) := lim
x→∞

#{p < x | (d
p
) = i and p ≡ i mod |g|, i = ±1}

#{p < x} .

For each subset S ⊆ Cm, define

βd(S) :=
∑

g∈S
d(g).

When gcd(m, 4d) = 1, by Chinese Remainder Theorem, we know that

Z/(4dm) ∼= Z/4d× Z/m,

so, d(g) = φ−1(|g|) for all g ∈ Cm. However, this is not always the case. For example,
consider m = 3, and the cubic fields K3 associated to K2 = Q(

√
−3). One can show that
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d(g) = 1 for g ∈ C3\{1}. Loosely speaking, the number of S3-fields above Q(
√
−3) is “much

more” than other quadratic fields. So, in general, we exclude nontrivial roots of unity when
counting fields. In this section, the issue caused by roots of unity does not affect the results
because of the conditions we will set up, hence we do not emphasize this issue.

Proposition 7.8. The series DK2,r(s) defines a holomorphic function in the open half-plane
ℜ(s) > 1. Moreover, there exists holomorphic functions f0, . . . , fr in the closed half-plane
such that f0(1) 6= 0 and such that

DK2,r(s) = (s− 1)−β
r
∑

i=0

fr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− 1

)i

,

where
β =

∑

g∈Cm\{1}
〈g〉∩Ω=∅

d(g).

Proof. Since there are only finitely many prime p | 2mP (K2), we see that if

D̃K2,r(s) :=
∑

ρ:
∏

p∤2mP (K2)
O∗
p→Cm

1(Ω,r)(ρ)(P (ρ))
−s

admits similar analytic properties, then so is DK2,r(s). Because any homomorphism ρ :
∏

p∤∞ O∗
p → Cm could be written as the product of ρ|p|2mP (K2) and ρ|p∤2mP (K2). We can

rewrite D̃K2,r(s) as follows:

D̃K2,r(s) =
∑

p∈Pr

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

(

∑

ρ:O∗
p→Cm

1Ω(ρ)P (ρ)
−s
)

·
∏

p∤2mP (K2)p1···pr

(

∑

ρ:O∗
p→Cm

(1− 1Ω(ρ))P (ρ)
−s
)

,

where all the homomorphisms are compatible with C2-action. This is just the decomposition
of a C2-morphism ρ :

∏

p∤2mP (K2)
O∗

p → Cm with local factors. By comparing with a large
enough power of Riemann zeta function, we know that it is a holomorphic function in the
open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1. Recall that for all g ∈ Cm, and for almost all K2, either |g| = 2

or gcd(|g|, 4Disc(K2)) = 1. Then write K2 = Q(
√
d) and we have

HomC2(O
∗
p , Cm) =















{g ∈ Cm | p ≡ 1 mod |g|} if
(d

p

)

= 1;

{g ∈ Cm | p ≡ −1 mod |g|} if
(d

p

)

= −1.

We see that HomC2(O
∗
p , Cm) is dependent only on p modulo 4dm. Then we have

D̃K2,r(s) =
∏

p∤2mP (K2)

(1 + a(p)p−s)

·
∑

p∈Pr

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

b(pi, s)p
−s
i ,
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where a(p) is a function modulo 4md and b(p, s) is a coefficient function with main term

b(p) which is also a function modulo 4md. The continuation of D̃K2,r(s) is then given by
Theorem 5.10 and Theorem 5.9. In other words, there exists holomorphic functions g(s) and
h0, . . . , hr in the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1 such that g(s) nowhere zero in ℜ(s) ≥ 1 and
h0(1) 6= 0, and such that

∏

p∤2mP (K2)

(1 + a(p)p−s)φ(4dm) =g(s)(s− 1)β
′

and
∑

p∈Pr

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

b(pi, s)p
−s
i =

r
∑

i=0

hr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− 1

)i

,

where β ′ is given by
∑

α∈(Z/4dm)∗

a(α) =
∑

α∈(Z/4dm)∗

p≡α mod 4dm

#{1 6= ρ ∈ HomC2(O
∗
p , Cm) | im(ρ) ∩ Ω = ∅}

=
∑

g∈Cm\{1}
〈g〉∩Ω=∅

d(g)φ(4dm) = φ(4dm)β.

So we obtain the desired continuation for DK2,r(s). �

7.4. Proof of Theorem. For a fixed quadratic number field K2, since Ω = Cm\{1}, we can
consider the following series

DK2,r(s) :=|Hom(ClK2, C3)|P (K2)
−s
(

∑

ρ:
∏

p|2m O∗
p→Cm

P (ρ)−s
)

·
∑

p∈Pr

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

(

∑

ρ:O∗
pi
→Cm

P (ρ)−s
)

,

where ρ is taken to be any homomorphisms. It is clear that if we write Dr(s) =
∑∞

n=1 ann
−s,

and DK2,r(s) =
∑∞

n=1 bnn
−s, then bn ≤ an for all n = 1, 2, . . .. Since |Hom(O∗

p , Cm)| is
bounded above by a number c for any rational prime p and for any quadratic number field
K2, we can even consider the series

D̃r(s) =
∑

p∈Pr

p1<···<pr

r
∏

i=1

cpsi

Then we see that it is a holomorphic function in the open half-plane ℜ(s) > 1, and there
exists some holomorphic functions g0, . . . , gr in the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1 such that
g0(1) 6= 0 and such that

D̃r(s) =
r
∑

i=0

gr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− 1

)i

.
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Write D̃r(s) =
∑∞

n=1 ãnn
−s and let Ãr(x) :=

∑

n<x ãn. Then Tauberian Theorem 5.1 implies
the following: when r ≥ 1, we have

∑

n<x

an ≤ Ãr(x) ∼ rg(1)
x

logx
(log log x)r−1.

Now let

Dr(s) :=
∏

p|2m
(1 + cp−s)

∑

K2=Q(
√
d)

|Hom(ClK2, Cm)|P (K2)
−sD̃−s

r .

Then by Lemma 7.5, we see that if we write Dr =
∑∞

n=1 cnn
−s and let Ñr(x) =

∑

n<x cn,
then

Nr(x) ≤ Ñr(x)

for all x > 0. Write H(x) :=
∑

d<x|Hom(ClK2, Cm)|. By Riemann-Stieltjes integral, we have
the following.

Nr(x) ≤
∫ x

1−
H(x/t) d Ãr(t)

≪
∫ x

1−

x

t
d Ãr(t)

=
x

t
Ãr(t)|x1 + x

∫ x

1−

Ãr(t)

t
d t

≪ x

log x
(log log x)r−1 +

∫ x

e

(log log t)r−1

t log t
d t

=
x

log x
(log log x)r−1 +

1

r
x(log log x)r.

This shows that Nr(x) ≪ x(log log x)r as required.

7.5. Applications.

Proposition 7.9. Let q be an odd prime, and let Ω := Ω(Dq, q), which is exactly (Cq\{1}) ⊆
Dq. If the Cohen-Lenstra Heuristics hold for quadratic number fields, or to be precise, for
x > 1, we have

∑

K2=Q(
√
d)

P (K2)<x

|Hom(ClK2, Cq)| ≪ x,

and the Malle-Bhargava Heuristics hold for Dq-fields, or to be precise, for x > 1, we have

N(x) =
∑

Kq∈S
P (Kq)<x

≫ x log x,

then, we have

Nr(x) = o(N(x))

for all r = 0, 1, . . . . Also, for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . . , we have

P(rkq ClK ≤ r) = 0 and E(|Hom(ClK , Cq)|) = +∞,

where K runs over all fields in S for the product of ramified primes in K/Q.
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Proof. Theorem 7.3 shows that

Nr(x) = o(N(x))

for all r = 1, 2, . . .. The case when r = 0 follows from Cohen-Lenstra Heuristics itself. To
be precise, if K2q/K2 is an abelian Cq-extension that is unramified, then it is a subextension
of the Hilbert class field of K2. So K2q/K2 corresponds to a homomorphism Hom(ClK2, Cq).
Conversely, the set of such homomorphisms is embedded into the set of Artin reciprocity
maps. In other words, any abelian Cq-extension that is a subextension of the Hilbert class
field could be lifted to a homomorphism ClK2 → Cq. On the other hand, there are only
finitely many primes that divides |Dq|, namely 2 and q, so there exists a constant C such
that

#{ρ ∈ Hom(J∞
K2
K∗

2/K
∗
2 , Cq) | ρ|p = 1 for all p ∤ 2q} ≤ C

for all K2. By (A.1), we see that

N0(x) ≪
∑

K2=Q(
√
d)

P (K2)<x

|Hom(ClK2, Cq)|.

Then the two heuristics in the conditions show that N0(x) = o(N(x)) as required. We see
that actually the Conjecture 1.6(2) holds under the hypothesis of the statement. And the
rest just follows from Theorem 4.4 and Theorem 4.5. �

8. D4 extensions

In this section, let D4 = 〈σ, τ | σ4 = 1 = τ 2, τ−1στ = σ3〉 be the dihedral group of order
8. Define S := S(D4) with D4 being a subgroup of S4, i.e., we are focused on the quartic
extensions whose Galois closure are D4-fields (see also Definition 2.1 and 2.2). According to
the Definition 1.3 of non-random primes, we know by checking the cycles in D4 → S4 that
the prime 2 is the only non-random prime for the permutation group D4.

8.1. Main results. We first introduce the definition of the conductor for a quadratic ex-
tension of a quadratic number field, which will be used here as the invariant of the number
fields.

Definition 8.1 (Conductor). If K is a quadratic number field and L is a quadratic extension
of K, define the conductor of the pair (L,K) as

C(L,K) :=
Disc(L)

Disc(K)
.

If L is a D4-field and K denotes its (unique) quadratic subfield, then C(L,K) = C(L) (the
conductor of L).

Note that the notation given by the above definition agrees with the Artin conductor for
the irreducible 2-dimensional representation of D4, if the quartic field has D4-Galois closure.
See also [1, Section 2.3] for details. We here follow this definition for the convenience of
both computation and generalization to other quartic fields. Note that L admits a unique
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quadratic subfield K. Let q = 2, which is the only non-random prime for D4. Define the
following notations:

N(x) :=N(S(C); x) =
∑

L∈S
C(L)<x

1

H(x) :=N(S(C); |Hom(ClL, C2)|; x) =
∑

L∈S
C(L)<x

|Hom(ClL, C2)|.

In this section we are going to prove the following main result.

Theorem 8.2. For each L ∈ S, let K be its unique quadratic subfield. We have

EC(|Hom(ClL, C2)|) = lim
x→∞

H(x)

N(x)
= +∞,

where L runs over all fields in S ordered by the conductor C.

8.2. Preliminary tools. We want to study the statistical behaviour of ClL[2
∞] where L ∈ S

for the conductor. Let’s first prove a lemma whose statement is similar to [1, Lemma 5.1].
Recall that ω(n) means the number of distinct prime factors dividing n.

Lemma 8.3. For any 0 < ǫ < 1
2
, we have

∑

0<D<x
D squarefree

2ω(D)

D
·







∞
∑

m=1

D
1
2+ǫ

∑

n=1
mn 6=�

µ(m)

m2n

(

D

mn

)






= o(x),

where
( ·
·
)

means Legendre symbol here.

Proof. The proof itself is straightforward. First of all, the Riemann zeta function admits a
meromorphic continuation to the complex plane with a pole of order 1 at s = 1. Similarly,
the Dirichlet series

∏

p∈P
(1 + 2p−s)

admits a meromorphic continuation to the closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1 with a pole of order 2
at s = 1. Then, according to [15, Theorem 5.11], we have

∑

n<x

1

n
∼ c1 log x and

∑

0<D<x
D squarefree

2ω(D)

D
∼ c2 log

2 x

for some constant c1, c2 > 0. So, we know that

∣

∣

∣

∑

0<D<x
D squarefree

2ω(D)

D
·
(

∞
∑

m=1

D
1
2+ǫ

∑

n=1
mn 6=�

µ(m)

m2n

( D

mn

)

)∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

0<D<x
D squarefree

2ω(D)

D
·
(

∞
∑

m=1

x
∑

n=1

1

m2n

)

≪(log x)3 = o(x), as x → ∞.
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Using the above lemma, we can prove the following proposition, which is similar to [1,
Proposition 5.2].

Proposition 8.4. We have:

(8.1)

∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<x

L(1, K/Q)

L(2, K/Q)
· 2

ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)

=
∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<x

2ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)
·

∑

0<a,b<∞
(Disc(K),ab)=1

µ(a)

a3b2
+ o(x),

and
∑

[K:Q]=2
−x<Disc(K)<0

L(1, K/Q)

L(2, K/Q)
· 2

ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)

=
∑

[K:Q]=2
−x<Disc(K)<0

2ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)
·

∑

0<a,b<∞
(Disc(K),ab)=1

µ(a)

a3b2
+ o(x),

where L(s,K/Q) =
∑

n
χK(n)
ns and χK is the quadratic character associated to K.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [1, Proposition 5.2]. According to [1, (17)], we have

L(1, K/Q)

L(2, K/Q)
=

1

L(2, K/Q)
·
|Disc(K)| 12+ǫ

∑

n=1

χK(n)

n
+Oǫ

(

log(|Disc(K)|)
|Disc(K)|ǫ

)

.

Let’s rewrite the left-hand sides of (8.1) as

(8.2)

∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<x

2ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)
·







1

L(2, K/Q)
·
|Disc(K)| 12+ǫ

∑

n=1

χK(n)

n
+Oǫ

(

log(|Disc(K)|)
|Disc(K)|ǫ

)






,

and similar expression for imaginary quadratic fields. Note that

∑

[K:Q]=2
0<|Disc(K)|<x

2ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)

log(|Disc(K)|)
|Disc(K)|ǫ = Oǫ(1),
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we focus on the remaining terms. Then by [1, (20)], we know that

(8.3)

1

L(2, K/Q)

|Disc(K)| 12+ǫ

∑

n=1

χK(n)

n

=
∑

0<a,b<∞
(Disc(K),ab)=1

µ(a)

a3b2
+

|Disc(K)| 12+ǫ

∑

n=1

χK(n)

n

∑

m=1
mn 6=�

µ(m)χK(m)

m2
.

By substituting (8.3) back to (8.2), we have

(8.4)

∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<x

2ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)

(

∑

0<a,b<∞
(Disc(K),ab)=1

µ(a)

a3b2
+

|Disc(K)| 12+ǫ

∑

n=1

χK(n)

n

∑

m=1
mn 6=�

µ(m)χK(m)

m2

)

,

and similar expression for imaginary quadratic fields. By Lemma 8.3, we know that

∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<x

2ω(Disc(K))

Disc(K)

|Disc(K)| 12+ǫ

∑

n=1

χK(n)

n

∑

m=1
mn 6=�

µ(m)χK(m)

m2
= o(x).

Similarly for the case when Disc(K) < 0. And we are done for the proof. �

8.3. Proof of Theorem 8.2. Recall that for any function f : S → R, we have defined the
notation

Nf(x) := N(S(C); f ; x) =
∑

L∈S,C(L)<x

f(L),

where C means the conductor of L ∈ S (see also Definition 2.3). In particular, let N(x) :=
N(S(C); x). In addition, here we can even generalize the usual counting fields notation as
follows.

Definition 8.5. For any function f : S → R, define

Nf(x, y) :=
∑

n<x

∑

L∈S
C(L)=n,Disc(K)<y

f(L).

In other words we put some restrictions on the discriminant of K/Q by this notation. See
[1, Theorem 4.3] for its usage in counting D4-fields.

Proof. The basic idea of the proof is similar to that of [1, Theorem 2]. First of all, by
Theorem 3.11, it suffices to prove that

EC(f) = lim
x→∞

Nf(x)

N(x)
= +∞
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where f(L) = 2ω(Disc(K)) for each L ∈ S, because |Hom(ClL, C2)| ≥ 2−6 · f(L). Second, let
χ[0,1] is the characteristic function of [0, 1]. Then we can write

Nf (x, x
β) =

∑

[K:Q]=2
|Disc(K)|<xβ

∑

[L:Q]=2
L∈S

f(L)χ[0,1]

( |Disc(K) NmK/Q(Disc(L/K))|
x

)

,

where 0 < β < 1. For ǫ > 0, there exists some compactly supported smooth functions
ϕ± : R≥0 → R≥0 such that ϕ± − χ[0,1] takes value in R± and that Vol(ϕ±) = 1± ǫ. Then [1,
Lemma 4.5 and (13)] implies that

∑

[K:Q]=2
|Disc(K)|<xβ

∑

[L:Q]=2
L∈S

f(L)ϕ±
( |Disc(K) NmK/Q(Disc(L/K))|

x

)

=
∑

[K:Q]=2

|Disc(K)|<xβ

1± ǫ

ζ(2)
· L(1, K/Q)

L(2, K/Q)
· 2−r2(K)

|Disc(K)|f(L)x

+Oǫ

(

∑

[K:Q]=2

|Disc(K)|<xβ

|Disc(K)|− 1
4
+ǫx

1
2
+ǫ
)

,

where r2(K) means the number of complex embeddings of K. Here ϕ± gives upper bound,
resp. lower bound, of Nf(x, x

β). Note that the error term is bounded by Oǫ(x
1/2+3β/4+ǫ).

So, when β < 2/3, the error term is bounded by o(x). By letting ǫ goes to 0, we are reduced
to proving that

∑

[K:Q]=2
|Disc(K)|<y

L(1, K/Q)

L(2, K/Q)

f(L)

|Disc(K)| ∼ c(log y)2.

Now Proposition 8.4 says that it suffices to prove that

(8.5)

∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<y

L(1, K/Q)

L(2, K/Q)
· f(L)

Disc(K)

=
∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<y

f(L)

Disc(K)
·

∑

0<a,b<∞
(Disc(K),ab)=1

µ(a)

a3b2
∼ c1(log y)

2,

and
∑

[K:Q]=2
−y<Disc(K)<0

L(1, K/Q)

L(2, K/Q)
· f(L)

Disc(K)

=
∑

[K:Q]=2
0<Disc(K)<y

f(L)

Disc(K)
·

∑

0<a,b<∞
(Disc(K),ab)=1

µ(a)

a3b2
∼ c2(log y)

2.
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Using [1, (21)],

∑

0<a,b<∞
(Disc(K),ab)=1

µ(a)

a3b2
=
ζ(2)

ζ(3)

∏

p|Disc(K)

1− 1
p2

1− 1
p3

,

we get

lim
y→∞

ζ(2)

ζ(3) log(y)2

∑

1<D<y
D squarefree

2ω(D)

D

∏

p|D

1− 1
p2

1− 1
p3

= ζ(2)
∏

p∈P
(1− 3

p2
− 1

p3
+

6

p4
− 3

p5
).

We can do the similar computation when the squarefree D takes D ≡ ±1 mod 4 and so on,
i.e., discriminant of quadratic number fields belongs to different conjugacy classes (see [1,
(23)] for example). Similar result holds when Disc(K) < 0. This proves (8.5), hence the
theorem. �

8.4. Further discussion with heuristics. In this section, let S := S(P ) be the set of
quartic fields ordered by product of ramified primes. The Malle-Bhargava Heuristics predicts
that

(8.6) N(x) ≫ x(log x)3.

On the other hand, Alex Smith [19] shows that the Gerth’s conjecture is true for quadratic
number fields. So, in this case we have

(8.7)
∑

[K:Q]=2
|Disc(K)|<x

|Sur(ClK , C4)| ∼ cx,

for some constant c > 0. This implies that
∑

[K:Q]=2
|Disc(K)|<x

|Hom(ClK , C4)| ≪ x log x,

i.e., it is determined by the 2-rank of ClK , which is given by the genus theory. According to
Theorem 3.15, we know that rk2 2ClL admits a lower bound given by the number of primes
p such that eL(p) ≡ 0 mod 4. So let Ω := {σ, σ3}, and let’s count L with r (tamely ramified)
primes such that its inertia generator lies in Ω. Define

Nr(x) := N(S(P ); (Ω, r); x) =
∑

L∈S
P (L)<x

1(Ω,r)(L).

Given a quadratic number field K, for each rational prime p, let O∗
p :=

∏

p|p O∗
p where p is

a prime of K. Though according to the isomorphism D4
∼= C4 ⋊ C2, we see that C4 is a

non-trivial C2-module, however the submodule 2C4 is trivial. So, we obtain the following.

Lemma 8.6. For each quadratic number field K, and for each odd prime p, we have

|HomC2(O
∗
p , 2C4)| = 2.

In other words, it consists of a trivial morphism and a surjective one.
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Proof. Let p be a prime of K lying above p. If ρ1, ρ2 : O∗
p → 2C4 are the same when

restricted to p, then the Galois action forces ρ1 = ρ2. This shows that ρ : O∗
p → 2C4 is

totally determined by the group homomorphism ρ : O∗
p → 2C4. But p is an odd prime, and

O∗
p factors through µ(Kp), i.e., it is totally determined by ζp. So, there are only two different

C2-morphisms. �

Proposition 8.7. There exists a constant C > 0, for each quadratic number field K such
that for each r = 0, 1, 2, . . ., we have

NK,r(x) :=
∑

L∈S
K⊆L,P (L)<x

1(Ω,r)(L) ≤ C|Hom(ClK , C4)|
x

P (K)
(log log x)r.

Proof. Let
a2 := max

[Σ2:Q2]=2
|Hom(Σ2, C4)|.

Define a generating series as follows:

Dr(s) := a2
∏

p∈P
(1 + p−s)

∑

p∈Pr

2<p1<···<pr

4rp−s
1 · · · p−s

r .

Claim: for each quadratic number field, let DK,r(s) := |Hom(ClK , C4)|P (K)−sDr(s) and
write DK,r(s) =

∑∞
n=1 ann

−s, then we have

NK,r(x) ≤
∑

n<x

an

for all x > 0. According to Proposition A.5, we know that

NK,r(x) ≤ |Hom(ClK , C4)|
∑

ρ:
∏

p∤∞ O∗
p→C4

P (ρ)<x/P (K)

1(Ω,r)(ρ).

(See Definition 7.4 for P (ρ), 1(Ω,r)(ρ).) For each quadratic number field K, and for each odd
prime p, we have

|HomC2(O
∗
p , 2C4)| = 2 and |Sur(O∗

p , C4)| ≤ 4.

Then for each natural number n, we have

∑

L∈S
K⊆L,P (L)=n

1(Ω,r)(L) ≤
∑

[K:Q]=2
n/P (K)=p1···prq1···ql

r
∏

i=1

(

∑

ρ:O∗
pi
→C4

im(ρ)=C4

1
)

l
∏

j=1

(

∑

ρ:O∗
qj
→C4

im(ρ)=2C4

1
)

≤
∑

[K:Q]=2
n/P (K)=p1···prq1···ql

a24
r.

So Dr(s) gives an estimate of NK,r(x). The continuation of Dr(s) is guaranteed by Theo-
rem 5.10 and 5.9. To be precise, there exists some holomorphic functions f0, . . . , fr in the
closed half-plane ℜ(s) ≥ 1 such that f0(1) 6= 0 and such that

Dr(s) = (s− 1)−1
r
∑

i=0

fr−i(s)
(

log
1

s− 1

)i

.
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Therefore, by Tauberian Theorem 5.1, we have

NK,r(s) ≤ C|Hom(ClK , C4)|
x

P (K)
(log log x)r.

�

Theorem 8.8. If (8.6) holds, then the Conjecture 1.6(2) is true for (S(P ),Ω).
Proof. First we give an estimate of Nr(x). Write Dr(x) =

∑∞
n=1 ann

−s and let A(x) :=
∑

n<x an. According to Proposition 8.7, we have

Nr(x) =
∑

[K:Q]=2

NK,r(x)

≤
∫ x

1−
H(x/t) dA(t)

≪
∫ x

1−

x

t
log x dA(t)

=
x

t
log xA(t)

∣

∣

x

1
+ x log x

∫ x

1−

A(t)

t2
d t

≪x log x(log log x)r + x log x

∫ x

e+

(log log t)r

t
d t

≪x(log x)2(log log x)r.

This shows that
Nr(x) = o(N(x))

for all r = 0, 1, 2, . . .. We therefore see that the Conjecture 1.6(2) holds in this case. �

By Theorem 4.4 and 4.5, we get the following.

Corollary 8.9. If (8.6) holds, then we have

P(rk2 2ClL ≤ r) = 0 and E(|Hom(2ClL, C2)|) = +∞.

A. Class Field Theory

For the convenience of the reader, we write down here the main results used from Class
Field Theory. Let K be any number field. Denote by AK =

∏′
pKp the ring of adèles of K,

and by JK := A∗
K the idèle group of K. There exists a diagonal embedding K∗ → JK , and we

call elements of K∗ the principal idèles. The quotient group CK = JK/K
∗ is the idèle class

group ofK. There is a map (αp)p 7→
∏

p∤∞ pvp(αp), whose kernel is JS∞
K :=

∏

v|∞K∗
v×
∏

v∤∞ O∗
v .

So, we get the following short exact sequence

(A.1) 1 → JS∞
K K∗/K∗ → CK → ClK → 1

More generally, for any finite set S of primes containing infinity, we obtain

(A.2) 1 → JS
KK

∗/K∗ → CK → ClSK → 1.

by the similar idea. Using the above short exact sequence, we have the following result.

Lemma A.1. If S is a finite set of primes containing infinity such that ClSK = 1, then
JS
KK

∗/K∗ ∼= CK.
41



Since JS
K in general is easier to work with, let’s consider the following short exact sequence.

(A.3) 1 → KS → JS
K → JS

KK
∗/K∗ → 1,

where KS is the S-units of K, which could be defined as K∗ ∩ JS
K . Since JS

KK
∗/K∗ =

JS
K/J

S
K ∩K∗, the notation itself justifies the sequence. When K = Q, we take S = S∞, and

the short exact sequence says that

1 → {±1} → JS∞
Q → JS∞

Q Q∗/Q∗ → 1.

If G is any finite abelian group, we have

1 → Hom(JS∞
Q Q∗/Q∗, G) → Hom(JS∞

Q , G) → Hom({±1}, G) → · · ·

Since for any map ρ : JS∞
Q → G, either ρ(−1) = 1 or ρ(−1) 6= 1, we see that a homomorphism

ρ :
∏

p Z
∗
p → G could always be extended to a homomorphism ρ̃ : JS∞

Q → G such that it is

an image of an element of Hom(JS∞
Q Q∗/Q∗, G), by setting up a suitable value of ρ∞(−1).

Clearly such a value is unique. In other words, there exists a unique map ρ̃ : JS∞
Q Q∗/Q∗ → G

such that ρ̃|p = ρ|p for all p ∤ ∞. Based on this correspondence, we have the following result.

Lemma A.2. Let G be an abelian group. There is a one-to-one correspondence between
Hom(CQ, G) and Hom(

∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p, G), given by ρ̃ 7→ ∏

p∤∞ ρ̃|p. In particular, Hom(
∏

p Z
∗
p, G)

corresponds to the set of Artin reciprocity maps, i.e., abelian G-fields, under this map.

Proof. The only thing we need to prove here is that if ρ̃ is an Artin reciprocity map, then
ρ :=

∏

p∤∞ ρ̃|p is already surjective. Since ρ̃ corresponds to a class field L, we know that

G ∼= Gal(L/Q) must be generated by all the inertia subgroups I(p) where p runs over
all rational primes. Using Global-to-Local principal, we know that I(p) is just given by
ρ(Z∗

p). Therefore, im(ρ) = G. So the image of the set of Artin reciprocity maps under the
correspondence ρ̃ 7→∏

p|∞ ρ̃|p is just Sur(
∏

p∤∞ Z∗
p, G). �

When Class Field Theory is applied to general number fields, we need to consider the
Galois action carefully. In general, we could prove the following.

Lemma A.3. Let K be a fixed Galois number field with an isomorphism Gal(K/Q) ∼= H1,
and let H2 be a finite abelian group. If S is a finite set of primes of K containing the ones at
infinity such that OS

K has class number 1, then there is a one-to-one correspondence between
HomH2(J

S
KK

∗/K∗, H2) and HomH1(CK , H2), where JK is the group of idèles, and CK is the
idèles class group, and H2 is equipped with a fixed H1-action.

Proof. The correspondence is induced by the isomorphism JS
KK

∗/K∗ ∼= CK . Note that since
CK is an H1-module, we see that JS

KK
∗/K∗ is also a well-defined H1-module. �

Lemma A.4. Let H1, H2 be two finite abelian groups. Let K be a fixed Galois number field
with an isomorphism Gal(K/Q) ∼= H1, and let H2 be a finite abelian group, and let L/K be
an H2-extension. The field extension L/Q is Galois with G := Gal(L/Q) if and only if the
corresponding Artin reciprocity map ρ : CK → H2 is an H1-morphism, in which case H2 is
equipped with the H1-action satisfying the short exact sequence

(A.4) 1 → H2 → G→ H1 → 1.
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Proof. Let L/K be an H2-extension, and let M be the Galois closure of L/Q. We treat
CK ,CL as subgroups of CM .

First assume that L/Q is a Galois extension, which means that we already have the short
exact sequence (A.4). And the action of H1 on H2 is exactly the action of conjugation.
By Class Field Theory we know that CK /N CL

∼= Gal(L/K) ∼= H2, where N means norm
NmL/K . Since L is Galois, we see that N CL is a well-defined H1-module, which means that
the Artin reciprocity map ρ : CK → H2 is an H1-morphism. All the H1-actions showing up
are consistent with the short exact sequence (A.4), which gives the Galois action.

Conversely, let ρ : CK → H2 be the Artin reciprocity map corresponding to L/K. If
L′ 6= L is a conjugate, then we see that N CL 6= N CL′ , because they corresponds to different
abelian extensions of K. In particular, if g ∈ Gal(M/Q) is an element such that gL = L′,
then we see that g|K induces the map N CL → N CL′. But this already shows that ρ cannot
be an H1-morphism. And we are done. �

In general, we obtain the following results.

Proposition A.5. Let G be a finite abelian group. If ρ : JS∞
K → G be a surjective homo-

morphism, then there exists at most |Hom(ClK , G)| many different Artin reciprocity maps
χ : CK → G such that χ|p = ρ|p for all p ∤ ∞.

Proof. Using (A.1), we see that

1 → Hom(ClK , G) → Hom(CK , G) → Hom(JS∞
K K∗/K∗, G) → · · · .

If a homomorphism ψ : JS∞
K K∗/K∗ could be lifted to Hom(CK , G), then size of the preimages

is determined by |Hom(ClK , G)| according to this long exact sequence. Similarly, by (A.3),
we have

1 → Hom(JS∞
K K∗/K∗, G) → Hom(JS∞

K , G) → Hom(KS, G) → · · ·
The long exact sequence says that if ρ : JS∞

K → G is a homomorphism with a lift in
Hom(JS∞

K K∗/K∗, G), then the preimage is unique. Combining the two parts, we obtain
the result immediately. �

In the case of dihedral extensions, we also have the following.

Lemma A.6. If m ≥ 3, and Cm is a C2-module with the nontrivial action g2 · gm = g−1
m

where gm, resp. g2, is a generator of Cm, resp. C2, then H2(C2, Cm) = 0. In other words,
there is only one group G = Dm, the dihedral group, satisfying the short exact sequence

1 → Cm → Dm → C2 → 1,

up to isomorphisms between sequences.

Proof. Since C2 is a cyclic group, the computation of H2(C2, Cm) reduces to the Tate co-

homology Ĥ0(C2, Cm) = CC2
m /NC2Cm. An element g ∈ Cm is fixed by g2 if and only if

g = 1, so CC2
m = 1. And we get H2(C2, Cm) = Ĥ0(C2, Cm) = 0. Since the zero element in

H2(C2, Cm) = Ext(C2, Cm) is exactly G = Cm ⋊ C2, we obtain the short exact sequence

1 → Cm → G→ C2 → 1.

Then we see that G = 〈gm, g2 | gmm = g22 = 1, g2gmg
−1
2 = g−1

m 〉, which is exactly the dihedral
group Dm. �
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Proposition A.7. If K2 is a quadratic number field, Cm is the non-trivial C2-module, then
a extension K2m/K2 of degree 2m gives rise to a Galois Dm-field extension K2m/Q if and
only if the Artin reciprocity map ρ : CK2 → Cm is a C2-morphism.

Proof. According to Lemma A.6, the field extension K2m/Q is Galois if and only if the Artin
reciprocity map ρ : CK2 → Cm is a C2-morphism. The Galois group G := Gal(K2m/Q)
satisfies the short exact sequence

1 → Cm → G→ C2 → 1.

If Cm is a trivial C2-module, then clearly G is isomorphic to C2m. Else if Cm is nontrivial,
then according to Lemma, we know that G ∼= Cm⋊C2 with the action of C2 on Cm the same
as in the condition, which is just Dm. �
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