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Abstract

We define invariants inv1, . . . , invm of Galois extensions of number fields with a fixed Galois
group. Then, we propose a heuristic in the spirit of Malle’s conjecture which asymptotically
predicts the number of extensions that satisfy invi ď Xi for all Xi. The resulting conjecture is
proved for abelian Galois groups. We also describe refined Artin conductors that carry essentially
the same information as the invariants inv1, . . . , invm.

1 Introduction

Let G be a finite group and let K be a number field.
In [Mal04], Malle made the following conjecture regarding the number of field G-extensions of

K with a bounded invariant:

Conjecture 1.1. Let H be a subgroup of G with
Ş

gPG gHg
´1 “ 1. Let NpXq be the number of

Galois extensions L of K with Galois group G and |NmpdiscpLH |Kqq| ď X. There are explicit
constants a ě 1, b ě 1 and a constant C ą 0 such that

NpXq „ CX1{aplogXqb´1

for X Ñ8.

Malle’s conjecture has been proven in certain special cases, but remains open in general. For
example, Wright proved the conjecture for abelian groups in [Wri89]. See [KP21, page 2] for a list
of known cases.

In [ESZ21], Ellenberg, Satriano, and Zureick-Brown propose a variant of Manin’s conjecture for
stacks and interpret Malle’s conjecture as a special case. In [DY22], Darda and Yasuda give a more
precise version of Manin’s conjecture for stacks.

Malle heuristically justified his conjecture. The same heuristic has been applied to invariants
that are not of the form |NmpdiscpLH |Kqq|, for example Artin conductors (see [Alt+21] and also
[Joh15]) or the product of the norms of all ramified primes (see [Woo10]).

Although Malle’s conjecture is about field extensions of K with Galois group G, we will in this
paper count étale G-extensions of K with a prescribed action of G. We will count these (étale)
G-extensions with a weight proportional to the inverse of the number of automorphisms (as a G-
extension). Every étale G-extension L is induced from a field H-extension for some subgroup H
of G, and the automorphism group of L as a G-extension is then isomorphic to the centralizer
of H in G. The inclusion–exclusion principle can be used to translate between the problem of
counting field G-extensions and the problem of counting étale G-extensions. We work with étale
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extensions because it seems more natural1 to apply the heuristics for Malle’s conjecture (particularly
as explained in [Bha07] and [Woo16, section 10]) in that setting.

In section 2, we define a system of basic invariants inv1pLq, . . . , invmpLq P Zě1 of (étale) G-
extensions L of K. Ignoring the contribution of wildly ramified primes, the invariants listed above
(Artin conductors and the product of the norms of all ramified primes) can all be expressed in the
form invh1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ invhmm for constants h1, . . . , hm ą 0.
If K “ Q, we have one basic invariant invi for each conjugacy class of nontrivial cyclic subgroups

I of G: the product of all tamely ramified prime numbers p whose inertia groups for L|K lie in
this conjugacy class. These invariants were used traditionally, for example in [EV05, page 163] and
[Woo10].

For some larger base fields K, however, it makes sense to go beyond just the inertia group
when describing the way a prime ramifies, and we construct a larger number of basic invariants
inv1, . . . , invm in section 2. For example, if #G “ n and K contains a primitive n-th root of unity,
then the inertia groups have a canonical generator. We then obtain one basic invariant for each
conjugacy class of elements g of G.

The basic invariants are in noncanonical bijection with the nontrivial irreducible representations
of G defined over K. In section 8, we associate to any representation ρ of G defined over K an
invariant of G-extensions of K, which we call the fine Artin conductor. These conductors in general
capture more information than Artin conductors (which can be thought of as associated to repre-
sentations defined over Q). They in general also capture more information than the weights defined
in [WY15], which are used as the height functions in the Manin-on-stacks paper [ESZ21]. The fine
Artin conductor agrees with the Artin conductor when ρ is defined over Q. (See Theorem 8.6.)
They share many properties with Artin conductors. (See Theorem 8.7.) In Theorem 8.11, we show
that the fine Artin conductors are essentially equivalent to the basic invariants inv1, . . . , invm.

Rather than fixing a particular invariant inv and studying the distribution of the numbers invpLq
for G-extensions L|K (as in Malle’s conjecture), Ellenberg and Venkatesh in [EV05] suggested to
look at the distribution of the points pinv1pLq, . . . , invmpLqq P Změ1. How many G-extensions L of
K are there such that the corresponding point lies in a certain (large) region?

In section 5, we explain how a heuristic in the spirit of [Mal04], [Bha07], and [Woo16, section
10] suggests the following:

Heuristic 1.2. There is a constant C ą 0 such that if X1, . . . , Xm all go to 8, then

ÿ

G-ext. L|K:
invipLqďXi@i

1

# AutpLq
„ CX1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xm.

Over the base field K “ Q, and discounting non-field extensions, Heuristic 1.2 was stated as
Question 4.5 in [EV05]. (They only considered the invariants associated to conjugacy classes of
nontrivial cyclic subgroups of G. For other base fields K, using this smaller set of invariants,
Heuristic 1.2 would in general be wrong even for abelian groups G.)

Rather than letting the upper bounds Xi on all invariants invipLq go to 8, we could let only
some of the upper bounds go to8 and fix the remaining invariants. One would expect the following:

Heuristic 1.3. Let T be a subset of t1, . . . ,mu. For each i P T , fix a number xi ě 1. Then, there

1although as we explain in section 3 less correct
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is a constant C ě 0 such that if the numbers Xi for i R T all go to 8, then

ÿ

G-ext. L|K:
invipLq“xi@iPT
invipLqďXi@iRT

1

# AutpLq
„ C

ź

iRT

Xi.

In [ST22, Theorems 8, 13, and 18], Shankar and Thorne recently proved Heuristic 1.3 for G “ S3

and K “ Q. In section 6, we prove:

Theorem 1.4. Heuristic 1.2 and Heuristic 1.3 hold for all finite abelian groups G and number
fields K.

The author is not aware of any other cases in which even Heuristic 1.2 has been proven.
In [Klü05], Klüners presented a counterexample to Malle’s conjecture. It is not hard to see that

it also disproves Heuristic 1.2! However, as we explain in section 3, all counterexamples known to
the author have some bounded invariant, so the following conjecture may still hold.

Conjecture 1.5. Fix some number 0 ă δ ă 1. There is a constant C ą 0 such that if X1, . . . , Xm

all go to 8, then

#tL | δXi ă invipLq ď Xi for all i “ 1, . . . ,mu „ CX1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xm.

As we explain in Remark 3.3, the étale G-extensions L in Conjecture 1.5 are in fact fields if
δX1, . . . , δXm ą 1. We omitted the weights 1

# AutpLq in Conjecture 1.5 because all field G-extensions

have the same number of automorphisms. (The automorphism group is isomorphic to the center
of G.)

For any group G, Heuristic 1.2 implies Conjecture 1.5 by the inclusion–exclusion principle. In
section 7, we comment on the relationship between Heuristic 1.2 or Heuristic 1.3 and counting
G-extensions which satisfy an inequality invh1

1 ¨ ¨ ¨ invhmm ď X.
In [Pey21, section 4], Peyre discusses a variant of Manin’s conjecture in which restrictions are

placed on all heights associated to a basis of the Picard group, analogously to Conjecture 1.5.
As Peyre points out in [Pey21, section 4.4], there are counterexamples to this variant of Manin’s
conjecture. For example, if V is a smooth cubic volume, the Picard rank of V is 1 (corresponding to
just one invariant, m “ 1), and for the height function Hpxq associated to any ample line bundle,
the set of points tv P V pZqu of height δX ă Hpvq ď X grows more quickly as X Ñ 8 than
predicted by Manin’s conjecture.

Acknowledgments The author is grateful to Brandon Alberts, Jordan Ellenberg, Emmanuel
Peyre, Frank Thorne, Melanie Matchett Wood, and Takehiko Yasuda for helpful remarks. Most of
the discussions took place at the 2022 Simons Symposium on Geometry of Arithmetic Statistics, so
the author would also like to extend his gratitude to the organizers and to the Simons Foundation.

Notation We denote the residue field of a prime p by kp and a uniformizer by πp. For a G-
extension L|K and corresponding extension of primes q|p, we denote the inertia group by Ipq|pq Ď G
and the inertia degree by epq|pq. We denote the completion of a number field K at a place v by
Kv. For any e ě 1, we denote by µe the group of e-th roots of unity in the algebraic closure K.
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2 Invariants

In this section, we describe the basic invariants inv1, . . . , invm.
The idea is as follows: If q|p is a tamely ramified extension of primes in a G-extension L|K,

then the cyclic group Ipq|pq comes with a natural injective group homomorphism βq|p : Ipq|pq Ñ kˆq
given by g ÞÑ gpπqq{πq mod q. (This homomorphism is independent of the choice of uniformizer
πq.) Let e “ epq|pq be the inertia degree. The map βq|p is then an isomorphism onto the group µq,e
of e-th roots of unity in kˆq .

If µe Ď K, then the e-th roots of unity in K can be naturally identified with the e-th roots of
unity modulo any prime q; we have a natural isomorphism µq,e Ñ µe. Hence, βq|p can be regarded
as an isomorphism Ipq|pq Ñ µe. We then call the inertia group together with this isomorphism, up
to conjugation by G, the ramification type of p in L|K.

In general, if µe Ę K, the e-th roots of unity modulo different primes q can only be reasonably
identified modulo the action of GalpKpµeq|Kq.

This leads to the following definitions.

Definition 2.1. Consider the set of pairs pI, γq where I is a cyclic subgroup of G of size e and γ is
a group isomorphism I Ñ µe. The group G acts on this set by conjugation: g.pI, γq “ pgIg´1, γ1q
with γ1pghg´1q “ γphq. The group Ue :“ GalpKpµeq|Kq acts by σ.pI, γq “ pI, σ ˝ γq. Note that the
two actions commute, so they combine to an action of GˆUe. We call an orbit rI, γs of pairs pI, γq
under this action of Gˆ Ue a ramification type.

Definition 2.2. Let L be a G-extension of K with a tamely ramified extension q|p of primes of in-
ertia degree e and with inertia group I. (Hence, e is not divisible by the residue field characteristic.)
Let P be a prime of Lpµeq dividing q. For any g P I, we obtain a unique root of unity γpgq P µe
with γpgq ” βq|ppgq mod P. This defines a group isomorphism γ : I Ñ µe. The equivalence class
rI, γs will be called the ramification type of p in L.

Note that the resulting ramification type rI, γs is independent of the choice of q and P: The
Galois group of Lpµeq over K is naturally a subgroup of G ˆ Ue. If an element pg, σq sends the
prime P to the prime P1 and g sends q to q1, then the resulting pair pI 1, γ1q for q1,P1 is pg, σq.pI, γq.
Hence, the ramification type rI, γs is in fact independent of the choice of q and P.

Example 2.3. If K “ Q, then GalpKpµeq|Kq “ pZ{eZqˆ acts transitively on the primitive e-
th roots of unity and therefore on the isomorphisms γ : I Ñ µe. Hence, the isomorphism γ is
redundant: Ramification types simply correspond to conjugacy classes of cyclic subgroups I of G.

The ramification type of p in L then corresponds to its inertia group (up to conjugation).

Example 2.4. Let n be the exponent of G. If K contains all n-th roots of unity, then GalpKpµeq|Kq
is trivial and ramification types are in bijection with conjugacy classes of elements of G. (For each
e | n, fix a primitive e-th root of unity ζe P K and associate to rI, γs the conjugacy class containing
γ´1pζeq.)

The ramification type of p in L then corresponds (up to conjugation) to the element g of its
inertia group such that βq|ppgq ” ζe mod q.

Remark 2.5. Let n be the exponent of G. For arbitrary K, the ramification types rI, γs are in (non-
canonical) bijection with orbits of the action of GalpKpµnq|Kq Ď pZ{nZqˆ on the set of conjugacy
classes of G defined by k.C “ Ck. (For each e | n, fix a GalpKpµeq|Kq-orbit Me of primitive e-th
roots of unity and associate to rI, γs the set of conjugacy classes C that contain an element g of
γ´1pMeq.) We point out here that the described orbits of conjugacy classes have already come up in
the definition of the constant b in Malle’s conjecture. (See [Mal04, section 2], where Malle refers
to “the inertia group generator” lying in one of the GalpKpµeq|Kq-orbits of conjugacy classes.)
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Example 2.6. Let n ě 1 and K “ Qpζnq and let G “ Cn be the cyclic group of order n. Fix a
generator σ of G. Let x P Kˆ and consider the Kummer G-extension L “ KrT s{pTn ´ xq of K
with the action of G given by σpT q “ ζn ¨T . Let q|p be an extension of primes of L|K, and assume
that p doesn’t divide n. Denote the p-adic valuation of x by r. Then, the inertia group I “ Ipq|pq

is generated by σr and the map γ : I Ñ µe is given by γpσrq “ ζ
gcdpr,nq
n .

Let us denote the ramification types with I ‰ 1 by rI1, γ1s, . . . , rIm, γms. We then define the
i-th basic invariant to be the product of the norms of all primes p of K with ramification type
rIi, γis:

invipLq “
ź

p of ram. type rIi,γis

Nmppq for i “ 1, . . . ,m.

3 Known counterexamples

In [Klü05], Klüners disproved Malle’s conjecture but hypothesized (in section 3) that Malle’s con-
jecture might be true if we omit from the count all Galois extensions L of K that contain a field
K Ĺ K 1 Ď Kpζnq with n “ #G. The following remark shows that these extensions L are not
counted in Conjecture 1.5 if we let X1, . . . , Xm (and therefore inv1pLq, . . . , invmpLq) go to 8:

Remark 3.1. Fix a normal subgroup H Ď G and a G{H-extension K 1 of K. Consider a ram-
ification type rIi, γis with Ii Ę H. If L is a G-extension of K with LH “ K 1, then invipLq |
NmpdiscpK 1|Kqq.

Proof. If p is a prime of L with ramification type rIi, γis in L, then K 1 “ LH is ramified at p.
Hence, the relative discriminant of K 1 over K is divisible by p.

In Heuristic 1.2 and Heuristic 1.3, we count all étale G-extensions rather than only field exten-
sions. It is well-known that this introduces additional failures of Malle’s conjecture:

Example 3.2. Let G “ S4 be the group of permutations of t1, 2, 3, 4u and let H be the stabilizer of
1. The number of field G-extensions L of Q with discpLHq ď X is „ C ¨X for some constant C ą 0
as predicted by Malle’s conjecture. (See [Bha05].) However, the number of étale G-extensions
grows more quickly: Let A – C2 ˆ C2 be the subgroup of G generated by the permutations p1 2q
and p3 4q. For any two quadratic number fields L1, L2, their product L1 ˆ L2 can be viewed as
an étale A-extension of Q. Let L be the induced G-extension. Then, discpLHq “ discpL1 ˆ L2q “

discpL1q ¨ discpL2q. The number of quadratic extensions of Q with absolute discriminant at most Y
is „ C 1Y , so the number of pairs pL1, L2q as above with | discpL1q ¨ discpL2q| ď X is „ C2X logX.
In particular, there are at least „ C2X logX étale G-extensions L with | discpLq| ď X, larger than
predicted by Malle’s conjecture.

However, the following remark shows that non-field G-extensions are not counted in Conjec-
ture 1.5 if we let X1, . . . , Xm go to 8:

Remark 3.3. Fix a subgroup H Ĺ G. It is well-known that G is not the union of conjugates of
H. (There are at most #G{#H subgroups conjugate to H, each of which has #H elements. They
all contain the identity.) Hence, there is a ramification type rIi, γis such that Ii is not a subgroup
of any conjugate of H. If L is the G-extension of K induced by any H-extension L1 of K, then
invipLq “ 1.
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Proof. The étale extension L is a product of rG : Hs copies of L1. The action of H Ď G on one of
the copies agrees with the action of H on the H-extension L1. Consider any prime p of K and let
q|p be a prime of this copy of L1. Then, the inertia group Ipq|pq for the G-extension L|K is the
same as the inertia group Ipq|pq for the H-extension L1|K. In particular, it is a subgroup of H.
Hence, if p has inertia type rIi, γis in L, then Ii must be conjugate to the subgroup Ipq|pq of H.

4 A Tauberian theorem

Both the heuristic in section 5 and the proof for abelian groups in section 6 ultimately rely on
a Tauberian theorem for Dirichlet series Dps1, . . . , smq in several variables. The author has not
found a suitable multivariate variant of the Wiener–Ikehara theorem in the literature. We will
instead make use of the following special case, which we reduce to the Wiener–Ikehara theorem for
single-variable Dirichlet series via a sieving argument.

Lemma 4.1. Let K be a number field and m ě 0. For every prime p of K, let bp, cp,1, . . . , cp,m
be complex numbers. Assume that bp “ 1 for all but finitely many p and that the numbers cp,i are
bounded. Let

Dpps1, . . . , smq “ bp ` cp,1 Nmppq´s1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` cp,m Nmppq´sm

and formally expand

ź

p

Dpps1, . . . , smq “
ÿ

x1,...,xmě1

ax1,...,xmx
´s1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨x´smm .

Let
Dp,ipsq “ 1` cp,i Nmppq´s

and assume E0 is large enough so that bp “ 1 and Dp,1p1q ¨ ¨ ¨Dp,mp1q ‰ 0 for all p with Nmppq ą E0.
For each i, assume that the function

ps´ 1q
ź

p:NmppqąE0

Dp,ipsq

can be holomorphically continued to t<psq ě 1u with value ri at s “ 1. Furthermore, assume there
are bounded real numbers c1p,i ě |cp,i| such that, putting

D1p,ipsq “ 1` c1p,i Nmppq´s,

the function
ps´ 1q

ź

p:NmppqąE0

D1p,ipsq

can be holomorphically continued to t<psq ě 1u.
Then, as X1, . . . , Xm all go to 8,

ÿ

x1ďX1,...,xmďXm

ax1,...,xm “ CX1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xm ` opX1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xmq

with

C “ r1 ¨ ¨ ¨ rm ¨
ź

p:NmppqďE0

Dpp1, . . . , 1q
ź

p:NmppqąE0

Dpp1, . . . , 1q

Dp,1p1q ¨ ¨ ¨Dp,mp1q
.
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Remark 4.2. Note that if Nmppq ą E0, then

Dpp1, . . . , 1q

Dp,1p1q ¨ ¨ ¨Dp,mp1q
“ 1`OpNmppq´2q,

so the product in the definition of C converges.

Remark 4.3. The assumptions imply that the function

ps1 ´ 1q ¨ ¨ ¨ psm ´ 1q
ź

p

Dpps1, . . . , smq

can be holomorphically extended to t<ps1q, . . . ,<psmq ě 1u with value C at s1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ sm “ 1.

Proof of the lemma. We will prove the theorem using a sieve up to primes of norm at most E ě E0.
First, note that by assumption the Dirichlet series

ś

p:NmppqąE D
1
p,ipsq, and therefore FE,ipsq :“

ś

p:NmppqąE Dp,ipsq, are absolutely convergent for <psq ą 1. Also, both have a meromorphic con-
tinuation to t<psq ě 1u with at most a simple pole at s “ 1. The latter Dirichlet series FE,ipsq has
residue ri{

ś

p:E0ăNmppqďE Dp,ip1q at s “ 1.

By the Wiener–Ikehara theorem (see Exercises 3.3.3 and 3.3.4 in [Mur08]), the x´s-coefficients
with x ď X in the Dirichlet series FE,ipsq therefore sum up to

X ¨

˜

ri
ś

p:E0ăNmppqďE Dp,ip1q
` oEp1q

¸

as X goes to 8. (The rate of convergence of oEp1q to 0 may depend on E.)
Consider the Dirichlet series

DEps1, . . . , smq “
ź

p:NmppqďE

Dpps1, . . . , smq ¨
ź

p:NmppqąE

Dp,1ps1q ¨ ¨ ¨Dp,mpsmq

“
ź

p:NmppqďE

Dpps1, . . . , smq ¨ FE,1ps1q ¨ ¨ ¨FE,mpsmq.

Expanding the first (finite) product and looking at its (finitely many) summands one at a time, we
conclude that the x´s11 ¨ ¨ ¨x´smm -coefficients in DEps1, . . . , smq with x1 ď X1, . . . , xm ď Xm sum up
to

X1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xm ¨

˜

r1 ¨ ¨ ¨ rm ¨
ś

p:NmppqďE Dpp1, . . . , 1q
ś

p:E0ăNmppqďE Dp,1p1q ¨ ¨ ¨Dp,mp1q
` oEp1q

¸

.

If Nmppq ą E0, we have

Dp,1ps1q ¨ ¨ ¨Dp,mpsmq ´Dpps1, . . . , smq “
ÿ

M :
#Mě2

ź

iPM

cp,i Nmppq´si ,

where the sum ranges over the subsets M of t1, . . . ,mu of size at least 2. It follows that the Dirichlet
series coefficients in the difference

DEps1, . . . , smq ´
ź

p

Dpps1, . . . , smq

are bounded in absolute value by the corresponding coefficients in the product
ź

p:NmppqďE0

D1pps1, . . . , smq ¨
ź

p:NmppqąE0

D1p,1ps1q ¨ ¨ ¨D
1
p,mpsmq ¨

ÿ

p0:Nmpp0qąE

ÿ

M :
#Mě2

ź

iPM

c1p0,i Nmppq´si ,

7



where we put
D1pps1, . . . , smq “ |bp| ` c

1
p,1 Nmppq´s1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` c1p,m Nmppq´sm .

Using the Wiener–Ikehara theorem as before, we see that the sum of the x´s11 ¨ ¨ ¨x´smm -coefficients
with x1 ď X1, . . . , xm ď Xm in this error term is

OpX1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xm

ÿ

p0:Nmpp0qąE

Nmpp0q
´2q.

(The constant here does not depend on E.)
The claim follows by letting E go to 8 since

ř

p0:Nmpp0qąE
Nmpp0q

´2 converges to 0.

Corollary 4.4. Under the same assumptions as in the previous lemma: Let T be a subset of
t1, . . . ,mu. For each i P T , fix a number xi ě 1. Then, there is a constant C 1 ě 0 such that if the
numbers Xi for i R T all go to 8, then

ÿ

pxiqiRT :
xiďXi@iRT

ax1,...,xm “ C 1
ź

iRT

Xi ` op
ź

iRT

Xiq.

If C 1 “ 0 but r1 ¨ ¨ ¨ rm ‰ 0 and the coefficients bp and cp,i are nonnegative real numbers, then the
left-hand side is 0.

Proof. When expanding
ś

pDpps1, . . . , smq, to obtain a summand of the form x´s11 ¨ ¨ ¨x´smm with
fixed xi for i P T , one can only select a summand of the form cp,i Nmppq´si in Dpps1, . . . , smq if p
divides xi.

Hence, let us first choose which summands to use from Dpps1, . . . , smq for each prime p dividing
some xi with i P T . There are only finitely many choices. Then, one can apply the lemma,
omitting those factors Dpps1, . . . , smq and omitting all summands for i R T from the other factors
Dpps1, . . . , smq.

If there is a choice for which the resulting product is nonzero and we have r1 ¨ ¨ ¨ rm ‰ 0 and
the coefficients cp,i are nonnegative real numbers, the constant from the lemma is in fact positive.
This shows C 1 ą 0.

5 Heuristic

We invoke the well-known correspondence between G-extensions of K and continuous homomor-
phisms GalpK|Kq Ñ G. Any G-extension corresponds to exactly #G{# AutpLq homomorphisms.
Thus, we extend the notion of ramification types and associated invariants to such homomorphisms.
We furthermore extend it to G-extensions of a completion Kv (and similarly to homomorphisms
GalpKv|Kvq Ñ G) in the natural way.

To approach Heuristic 1.2, Heuristic 1.3, or Conjecture 1.5, consider the Dirichlet series

Dps1, . . . , smq “
ÿ

G-ext. L|K

1

# AutpLq
¨ inv1pLq

´s1 ¨ ¨ ¨ invmpLq
´sm

“
1

#G

ÿ

f :GalpK|KqÑG

inv1pfq
´s1 ¨ ¨ ¨ invmpfq

´sm

“
1

#G

ÿ

f :GalpK|KqÑG

ź

p

wf,pps1, . . . , smq,
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where the product is over all primes p of K and where wf,pps1, . . . , smq “ Nmppq´si if f has
ramification type rIi, γis at p and wf,pps1, . . . , smq “ 1 if f is unramified or wildly ramified at p.

A naive local-global principle (motivated by the case of abelian extensions of Q as explained in
[Woo16, section 10]) would suggest that

Dps1, . . . , smq “
ź

p

Dpps1, . . . , smq, (5.1)

where

Dpps1, . . . , smq “
1

#G

ÿ

f :GalpKp|KpqÑG

wf ps1, . . . , smq

and as before wf ps1, . . . , smq “ Nmppq´si if f has ramification type rIi, γis and wf ps1, . . . , smq “ 1
if f is unramified or wildly ramified. This local-global principle usually does not hold. However,
we still assume that it holds “on average” in the sense that the coefficients of the Dirichlet series
on both sides of (5.1) have similar asymptotic behavior. (See [Bha07] and [Woo16, section 10].)

We now compute the local factors Dpps1, . . . , smq for p - #G.

Lemma 5.1. Consider a ramification type rI, γs “ rIi, γis and assume that p does not divide the
size e “ ei of I. Consider the action of Ue on the set of G-orbits of pairs pI 1, γ1q with #I 1 “ e
as in Definition 2.1. Let A “ Ai Ď Ue be the Ue-stabilizer of the G-orbit containing pI, γq. Let
Frobppq “ Frobippq P Ue be the Frobenius automorphism for p in the field extension Kpµeq|K. We
have

1

#G
¨#tf : GalpKp|Kpq Ñ G of ramification type rI, γsu “

#

rUe : As, Frobppq P A,

0, otherwise.

Proof. Let q be the size and let p be the characteristic of the residue field kp. The maximal tamely
ramified extension of Kp is obtained by adjoining all r-th roots of πp for all r ě 1 not divisible by p.
For each r, choose a primitive r-th root of unity ζr and an r-th root r

?
πp in such a way that ζr “ ζsrs

and r
?
πp “ rs

?
πp
s for all r and s. The Galois group of the maximal tamely ramified extension of Kp

is then topologically generated by two automorphisms ϕ and τ subject to the relation ϕτϕ´1 “ τ q.
They are given by

ϕpζrq “ ζqr , τpζrq “ ζr,

ϕp r
?
πpq “ r

?
πp, τp r

?
πpq “ ζr r

?
πp.

The inertia group of the maximal tamely ramified extension is topologically generated by τ .
The tamely ramified homomorphisms f : GalpKp|Kpq Ñ G therefore exactly correspond to pairs

rϕ, rτ of elements of G that satisfy rϕrτ rϕ´1 “ rτ q, and the inertia group I 1 of such a homomorphism
is then generated by rτ . Assume the inertia group has size e1. Then, e1

?
πp is a uniformizer for the

extension corresponding to f , so the inertia type rI 1, γ1s of f is given by γ1prτq “ ζe1 .
Associate to the homomorphism f the particular pair tpfq “ pI 1, γ1q defined in the previous

paragraph. We will show that for each G-orbit O of pairs pI 1, γ1q in the equivalence class rI, γs, we
have

1

#G
¨#tf : GalpKp|Kpq Ñ G | tpfq P Ou “

#

1, Frobppq P A,

0, otherwise.

This will then imply the claim since there are rUe : As such G-orbits O. Because Ue is abelian,
every orbit has the same stabilizer A, so without loss of generality, it suffices to consider the G-orbit

9



containing pI, γq. Pairs pI 1, γ1q in this G-orbit bijectively correspond to elements of the conjugacy
class C containing γ´1pζeq. (The pair pI 1, γ1q is determined by the generator γ1´1pζeq of I 1.) If
C “ Cq, then for each rτ P C there are #G{#C elements rϕ P G with rϕrτ rϕ´1 “ rτ q. This means
that there are #G{#C homomorphisms f : GalpKp|Kpq Ñ G with associated pair pI 1, γ1q, so the
contribution of the entire G-orbit to the result is 1

#G ¨ #C ¨ #G{#C “ 1. On the other hand,
if C ‰ Cq, there is no such element rϕ for any rτ P C, and therefore no such homomorphism f .
Finally, note that the Frobenius automorphism Frobppq sends ζe to ζqe . Hence, it fixes the G-orbit
containing pI, γq if and only if C “ Cq.

Corollary 5.2. For all p - #G, we have

Dpps1, . . . , smq “ 1`
ÿ

1ďiďm:
FrobippqPAi

rUei : AisNmppq´si .

Proof. This follows immediately from the lemma. (The summand 1 comes from the “unramified”
ramification type with I “ 1.)

Corollary 5.3. Let Fi be the subfield of Kpµeiq fixed by Ai Ď Uei “ GalpKpµeiq|Kq. Let ζFipsq be
its Dedekind zeta function.

a) If as in Lemma 4.1, we write Dpps1, . . . , smq “ bp `
řm
i“1 cp,i Nmppq´si and let Dp,ipsq “

bp ` cp,i Nmppq´s, then the quotient
ś

p:NmppqąE Dp,ipsq

ζFipsq

can be holomorphically continued to t<psq ě 1u for all E.

b) The quotient
ś

pDpps1, . . . , smq
śm
i“1 ζFipsq

can be holomorphically continued to t<ps1q, . . . ,<psmq ě 1u.

Proof. For any p - #G, we have

Dp,ipsq “

#

1` rUei : AisNmppq´s, Frobippq P Ai,

1, otherwise.

Up to a holomorphic factor of absolute value 1`OpNmppq´2q for <psq ě 1, this is
#

p1`Nmppq´sqrUei :Ais, Frobippq P Ai,

1, otherwise.

Again up to a holomorphic factor of absolute value 1`OpNmppq´2q, this is the local factor in ζFipsq
for the prime p. This shows claim a). Then, b) follows because Dpps1, . . . , smq{

śm
i“1Dp,ipsiq is

holomorphic of absolute value 1`OpNmppq´2q for <psq ě 1.

Each zeta function ζFipsq is holomorphic in t<psq ě 1u except for a simple pole at s “ 1.
Using Lemma 4.1 and Corollary 4.4, part a) of Corollary 5.3 therefore explains Heuristic 1.2 and
Heuristic 1.3 under the assumption of the local-global principle (5.1). (Since the coefficients of
Dp,ipsq are nonnegative, we can take D1p,i “ Dp,i in Lemma 4.1.)
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6 Abelian groups

Assume that G is abelian. Define Dps1, . . . , smq and wf as in the previous section.
Abelian extensions of number fields are determined by class field theory: Let AˆK “

ś1
vK

ˆ
v be

the group of idèles of K and let {AˆK{Kˆ be the profinite completion of AˆK{K
ˆ. We then have an

Artin reciprocity isomorphism

θK : {AˆK{Kˆ Ñ GalpKab|Kq.

For any prime p of K, we have an Artin reciprocity isomorphism

θKp : Kˆ
p Ñ GalpKab

p |Kpq.

The image of Oˆp under this isomorphism is the inertia group IpKab
p |Kpq and the image of the

group U
p1q
p of 1-units is the wild inertia group I1pKab

p |Kpq. Moreover, the diagram

{AˆK{Kˆ GalpKab|Kq

Kˆ
p GalpKab

p |Kpq

θK
„

θKp

„

commutes, where the vertical arrows are the natural inclusion maps.
Using the Artin reciprocity isomorphisms, we can identify the continuous homomorphisms

GalpK|Kq Ñ G with the continuous homomorphisms AˆK{K
ˆ Ñ G and the continuous homo-

morphisms GalpKp|Kpq Ñ G with the continuous homomorphisms Kˆ
p Ñ G.

As we will show in Lemma 6.1, the ramification type of a homomorphism GalpKp|Kpq Ñ G
can be determined from the restriction of the corresponding homomorphism Kˆ

p Ñ G to Oˆp . We

can thus determine the ramification type of p for a homomorphism f : {AˆK{Kˆ Ñ G from the
restriction f : Oˆp Ñ G.

Because Kˆ
p “ Oˆp ˆ πZp , each homomorphism Oˆp Ñ G is the restriction of exactly #G

homomorphisms Kˆ
p Ñ G.

For K “ Q, the product decomposition {AˆQ{Qˆ “
ś

p Zˆp then implies the local-global prin-
ciple as described in (5.1), so the discussion in Section 5 immediately shows Heuristic 1.2 and
Heuristic 1.3.

However, for other number fields K, the local-global principle is slightly obstructed by the class
and unit groups of K. To solve this issue, we follow the same strategy as Wright in [Wri89] and
Wood in [Woo10].

For a finite set S of places of K containing all archimedean places, consider the group

ź

vRS

Oˆv z
ź1

vRS
Kˆ
v {K

ˆ.

We can fix a set S such that this group is trivial. (Pick primes generating the ideal class group of
K and let S consist of these primes and all archimedean places.) This means that continuous ho-
momorphisms AˆK{K

ˆ Ñ G exactly correspond to collections pfvqv of continuous homomorphisms
with fv : Kˆ

v Ñ G for v P S and fv : Oˆv Ñ G for v R S such that almost all fv are trivial (which
for v R S means unramified) and

ś

v fvpxq “ 1 for all x P OˆS . (Here, OˆS denotes the group of
S-units.)

11



In other words, we should consider only those tuples pfvqv such that the restriction
ś

v fv|OˆS
P

HompOˆS , Gq is trivial. Since the group OˆS of S-units in K is finitely generated, the abelian group
HompOˆS , Gq (which obstructs the local-global principle) is luckily finite. We can therefore write

Dps1, . . . , smq “
1

#G
¨

ÿ

f :GalpK|KqÑG

ź

p

wf,pps1, . . . , smq

“
1

#G ¨# HompOˆS , Gq
¨
ÿ

pfvqv

ÿ

ρ

ρ
`

ź

v

fv|OˆS

˘

ź

p

wfpps1, . . . , smq,

with the inner sum ranging over all characters ρ of HompOˆS , Gq. This can be written as

Dps1, . . . , smq “
1

#G ¨# HompOˆS , Gq
¨
ÿ

ρ

Dρps1, . . . , smq,

where

Dρps1, . . . , smq “
ÿ

pfvqv

ź

v

ρpfv|OˆS
qwfvps1, . . . , smq,

with the sum ranging over tuples pfvqv of maps fv : Kˆ
v Ñ G for v P S and fv : Oˆv Ñ G for

v R S. (We define wfv in terms of the ramification type of fv as before. If v is archimedean, we let
wfv “ 1.) We can rewrite

Dρps1, . . . , smq “
ź

v

Dρ,vps1, . . . , smq

where
Dρ,vps1, . . . , smq “

ÿ

f

ρpf |OˆS
qwf ps1, . . . , smq,

with the sum ranging over f : Kˆ
v Ñ G for v P S and over f : Oˆv Ñ G for v R S.

We now compute the local factors Dρ,pps1, . . . , smq for p - #G.

Lemma 6.1. Let f : Kˆ
p Ñ G be a continuous homomorphism. Denote the size of the residue field

kp by q.

a) The homomorphism f is tamely ramified if and only if its kernel contains U
p1q
p .

b) Assume f is tamely ramified. Let I Ď G be the image of Oˆp and denote the size of I by e.
We then have e | q´ 1. Let µp,e be the group of e-th roots of unity in kp. Define s : kˆp Ñ µp,e
by x ÞÑ x´pq´1q{e. Then, the restriction of f to Oˆp factors as fpxq “ cpspx mod pqq for
some isomorphism c : µp,e Ñ I. Pick a prime P of Kpµeq dividing p. Define γ : I Ñ µe by
γpgq ” c´1pgq mod P. Then, f has ramification type rI, γs.

Proof. A homomorphism GalpKab|Kq Ñ G is tamely ramified if and only if its kernel contains the
wild ramification group. This implies a).

For b), note first that I is the inertia group of f . The surjection f : Oˆp Ñ I must factor

through Oˆp {U
p1q
p “ kˆp according to a). In particular, q ´ 1 must be divisible by e. The kernel

of s (consisting of the e-th powers in kˆp ) is the unique subgroup of kˆp of index e. This implies
that the restriction of f to Oˆp factors as fpxq “ cpspx mod pqq as claimed. Extend the normalized
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valuation on Kp to Kab
p . Let π be any element of Kab

p of valuation 1{e. The homomorphism

β : IpKab
p |Kpq Ñ kˆp defined by σ ÞÑ σpπq{π mod p is independent of the choice of π. Taking

π “ e
?
πp for a uniformizer πp of Kp, we see that βpσq ” σp e

?
πpq{πp. If σ P IpKab

p |Kpq corresponds

to x P Oˆp under the Artin reciprocity map, then βpσq is the degree e Hilbert symbol
´

x,πp
p

¯

. (See

[Neu99, Proposition V.3.1].) This Hilbert symbol can be computed as βpσq ”
´

x,πp
p

¯

” x´pq´1q{e

mod p. (See [Neu99, Proposition V.3.4].) It follows that the map γ defined in the statement of
the lemma agrees with the map γ defined in Definition 2.2. Hence, f indeed has ramification type
rI, γs.

Lemma 6.2. Consider a ramification type rI, γs “ rIi, γis and assume that p does not divide the

size e “ ei of I. Let F “ Fi “ Kpµe,
e

b

OˆS q be the finite abelian extension of Kpµeq generated by

the e-th roots of all elements of OˆS . Define the injective homomorphism α “ αi : GalpF |Kpµeqq Ñ
HompOˆS , Gq as follows: For any σ P GalpF |Kpµeqq and x P OˆS , write σp e

?
xq “ ζ e

?
x with ζ P µe.

Then, define αpσqpxq “ γ´1pζ´1q.
Let Frobppq “ Frobippq P GalpKpµeq|Kq be the Frobenius automorphism for p. For any prime

P|p of Kpµeq, let FrobpPq “ FrobipPq P GalpF |Kpµeqq be its Frobenius automorphism. For any
character ρ of HompOˆS , Gq, we then have

ÿ

f :Oˆp ÑG
of ram. type rI,γs

ρpf |OˆS
q “

#

ř

P|p ρpαpFrobpPqqq, Frobppq “ id,

0, otherwise.

When comparing this statement with Lemma 5.1, note that G acts trivially on pairs pI, γq and
that the stabilizers A are trivial.

Proof. Let q be the size of the residue field kp. Again, Frobppq is the automorphism sending an e-th
root of unity ζe to ζqe . It is the identity if and only if e divides q ´ 1. If Frobppq ‰ id, we conclude
that there is no f : Oˆp Ñ G of ramification type rI, γs.

Assume that Frobppq “ id, so e | q ´ 1 and p splits completely in Kpµeq. For each prime P of
Kpµeq dividing p, there is exactly one isomorphism c : µp,e Ñ I such that γpgq ” c´1pgq mod P for
all g P I. Two different primes P1,P2 | p give rise to two different isomorphisms c1, c2. We will show
that if f : Oˆp Ñ G is given by fpxq “ cpspx mod pqq as in Lemma 6.1, then f |OˆS

“ αpFrobpPqq.

This then implies the claim.
To compute f |OˆS

, note that for any x P Oˆp , we have

γpfpxqq ” spx mod pq ” x´pq´1q{e ” e
?
x{ e
?
x
q

” e
?
x{FrobpPqp e

?
xq ” γpαpFrobpPqqpxqq mod P.

This implies that indeed fpxq “ αpFrobpPqqpxq.

Corollary 6.3. For all p - #G, we have

Dρ,pps1, . . . , smq “ 1`
ÿ

1ďiďm:
Frobippq“id

ÿ

P|p
prime of
Kpµei q

ρpαipFrobipPqqq.

Corollary 6.4. For any i, note that the composition ρ ˝ αi is a character of GalpFi|Kpµeiqq. Let
LpFi|Kpµeiq, ρ ˝ αi, sq be the corresponding Artin L-function.
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a) If as in Lemma 4.1, we write Dρ,pps1, . . . , smq “ bρ,p`
řm
i“1 cρ,p,i Nmppq´si and let Dρ,p,ipsq “

bρ,p ` cρ,p,ipsqNmppq´s, then the quotient

ś

p:NmppqąE Dρ,p,ipsq

LpFi|Kpµeiq, ρ ˝ αi, sq

can be holomorphically continued to t<psq ě 1u for all E.

b) The quotient
Dρps1, . . . , smq

śm
i“1 LpFi|Kpµeiq, ρ ˝ αei , siq

can be holomorphically continued to t<ps1q, . . . ,<psmq ě 1u.

Proof. For any p - #G, we have

Dρ,p,ipsq “

$

’

&

’

%

1`
ř

P|p
prime of
Kpµei q

ρpαipFrobipPqqq ¨Nmppq´s, Frobippq “ id,

1, otherwise.

Up to a holomorphic factor of absolute value 1`OpNmppq´2q for <psq ě 1, this is

$

’

&

’

%

ś

P|p
prime of
Kpµeq

p1` ρpαipFrobipPqqqNmppq´sq, Frobippq “ id,

1, otherwise.

Again up to a holomorphic factor of absolute value 1 ` OpNmppq´2q, this is the local factor in
LpFi|Kpµeiq, ρ ˝ αei , sq for the prime p. This shows claim a). Then, b) follows as before.

Theorem 6.5. Heuristic 1.2 and Heuristic 1.3 hold for any abelian group G.

Proof. An Artin L-function LpFi|Kpµeiq, ρ˝αi, sq is holomorphic in t<psq ě 1u, except for a simple
pole with positive residue at s “ 1 if ρ ˝ αi is the trivial character of GalpFi|Kpµeiqq.

Write
Dps1, . . . , smq “

ÿ

x1,...,xmě1

ax1,...,xmx
´s1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨x´smm .

Then, Lemma 4.1 (using Dρ,p,i as Dp,i and Dtriv,p,i as D1p,i) shows that

ÿ

x1ďX1,...,xmďXm

ax1,...,xm “
ÿ

ρ

Cρ ¨X1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xm ` opX1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xmq,

where Cρ “ 0 if ρ ˝ αei is nontrivial for some i and Cρ ‰ 0 otherwise.
For Heuristic 1.2, it remains to show that

ř

ρCρ ą 0, or in other words to show the lower bound
ř

x1ďX1,...,xmďXm
ax1,...,xm " X1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xm. In fact, one can show the analogous lower bound when only

considering extensions that are unramified at all primes p | #G: In the associated Dirichlet series
(omitting summands corresponding to ramification at a prime p | #G), if all ρ˝αei are trivial, then
all summands in

ř

P|p ρpαipFrob1pPqqq are 1, so all summands in the Dirichlet series are positive.

This makes all residues positive, so the product C 1ρ of residues is positive whenever it is nonzero
(for example when ρ is the trivial character).
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Heuristic 1.3 follows similarly from Corollary 4.4. The corresponding constant factor Ctriv for
the trivial character ρ could be zero in this case. Then, the coefficients in Dtrivps1, . . . , smq with
fixed xi for i P T are all zero according to Corollary 4.4. As the coefficients in Dtriv provide an
upper bound for the coefficients in D, it follows in that case that the sum on the left-hand side of
Heuristic 1.3 is empty, so the result still holds, with C “ 0.

Remark 6.6. Heuristic 1.2 and Heuristic 1.3 also hold for any abelian group G if we only count
field G-extensions, rather than étale G-extensions.

Proof. Any étale G-extension is induced by a field H-extension L1 for some subgroup H of G. The
invariant of the induced G-extension L corresponding to a ramification type rIi, γis with Ii Ę H is 1.
On the other hand, if Ii Ď H, then rIi, γis is also a ramification type for the group H. The invariant
of L corresponding to rIi, γis is the invariant of L1 corresponding to rIi, γis. Applying Heuristic 1.2
and Heuristic 1.3 to H, the claim then follows from inclusion–exclusion over all subgroups H
of G.

7 Relationship with Malle’s conjecture

Ignoring wildly ramified primes, Heuristic 1.2 and Heuristic 1.3 imply following variants of Malle’s
conjecture:

Remark 7.1. Assume the group G satisfies Heuristic 1.2. Let h1, . . . , hm be real numbers and
a “ minph1, . . . , hmq. Let exactly b of the numbers h1, . . . , hm be equal to a. Let

NpXq “
ÿ

G-ext. L|K:
śm

i“1 invipLq
hiďX

1

# AutpLq

If a ą 0, then for large X, we have NpXq — X1{aplogXqb´1.
Otherwise, for sufficiently large X, we have NpXq “ 8.

Proof. The lower bound follows by approximating the region

R “ tpx1, . . . , xmq P Rmě1 | x
h1
1 ¨ ¨ ¨xhmm ď Xu

by the union of boxes of the form
śm
i“1pδ

´ni`1, δ´nis and applying Conjecture 1.5 (which follows
from Heuristic 1.2).

The upper bound follows by embedding R into a union of boxes of the form
śm
i“1r1, Xis.

Remark 7.2. Under the same assumptions as in the previous remark, if we assume that G satisfies
the stronger Heuristic 1.3, then in the case a ą 0, there is a constant C ą 0 such that for X going
to 8, we have NpXq „ CX1{aplogXqb´1.

Proof. Approximate the region R by the union of boxes of the form

ź

iPT

txiu ˆ
ź

iRT

pδ´ni`1q, δ´niqs

with xi ď q for suitably large q and small δ and subsets T of t1, . . . ,mu.
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8 Fine conductors

Let K be a nonarchimedean local field.
To a G-extension L|K, or a continuous homomorphism f : GalpKsep|Kq Ñ G, one famously

associates the Artin conductors with respect to (finite-dimensional) complex representations ρ of
G. It is interesting to note that GalpQ|Qq-conjugate representations produce the same conductor.
Hence, Artin conductors can really be thought of as associated to representations defined over Q.

Can we make use of all representations defined over the base field K?
In [WY15, section 3], Wood and Yasuda associate to any continuous homomorphism f :

GalpKsep|Kq Ñ G the weights wpf, ρq with respect to representations ρ of G defined over K. The
weights in general capture more information than Artin conductors. However, as illustrated by the
following example, the weight functions associated to the nontrivial irreducible representations are
in general still not linearly independent (at least if we ignore wildly ramified primes).

Example 8.1. Consider the cyclic group G “ C5 and any nonarchimedean local field K of charac-
teristic zero containing ζ5. There are five irreducible representations triv, ρ, ρ2, ρ3, ρ4 of G defined
over K. According to [WY15, Corollary 4.6], for any tamely ramified homomorphism f , the sums

wpf, ρq ` wpf, ρ4q and wpf, ρ2q ` wpf, ρ3q

are the valuation of the Artin conductor for ρ and for ρ2, respectively. But ρ and ρ2 are GalpQ|Qq-
conjugate representations, so their Artin conductors agree. Hence, the weights wpf, ρiq satisfy the
linear relation

wpf, ρq ` wpf, ρ4q “ wpf, ρ2q ` wpf, ρ3q

for all tamely ramified homomorphisms f .

In this section, we associate conductors to representations defined over K such that the con-
ductors associated to the nontrivial irreducible representations are linearly independent.

We assume from now on that the characteristic of K does not divide the order of G. The repre-
sentation theory of G over C is then identical to the representation theory over Ksep. Furthermore,
every representation defined over Q naturally corresponds to a representation defined over K.

We endow K with the normalized valuation and extend this valuation to Ksep.
We denote the inertia group of Ksep|K by I Ď GalpKsep|Kq and the higher ramification groups

of Ksep|K in upper numbering by It Ď IpKsep|Kq.
Let SK,G be the set of continuous homomorphisms f : GalpKsep|Kq Ñ G. For any such f ,

we will denote by Lf the field fixed by kerpfq. It is a Galois extension of K with Galois group
impfq Ď G. We will denote the prime of Ksep by p. We denote the size of fpIq by epfq and the
size of fpIq{fpI1q by e0pfq.

We denote the inner product of two characters ψ1, ψ2 of a group H by xψ1, ψ2yH .
Artin conductors can be defined as follows (see for example [Neu99, section II.10]).

Definition 8.2. The Artin conductor of f P SK,G with respect to the character ψ of a complex
representation of G is

fArtinpf, ψq “

ż 8

0

`

ψpidq ´ xψ, trivyfpItq
˘

dt.

For any integer n ě 1 relatively prime to the residue field characteristic of K, we consider the
surjective homomorphism γn : I{I1 Ñ µn defined by γnpσq ” σpxq{x mod p, where x is an element
of Ksep of valuation 1{n. (This is independent of the choice of x. Furthermore, γmnm “ γn.)
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We now modify the definition of Artin conductors to take into account the additional information
on tame ramification provided by the isomorphism γf : fpIq{fpI1q Ñ µe0pfq given by fpσq ÞÑ
γe0pfqpσq. (This is well-defined because the subfield of Ksep fixed by kerpfq contains an element x
of valuation 1{e0pfq.)

If f is a tamely ramified homomorphism and corresponds to the G-extension L|K, then this
map γf agrees with the map γ defined in section 2.

We will also write γf for the composition fpIq Ñ fpIq{fpI1q Ñ µe0pfq and interpret it as a

representation of fpIq defined over Ksep. We write γdf for the d-th power of γf .

Let I
t
“ I1 for 0 ď t ă 1 and I

t
“ It for t ě 1. Denote the Euler phi function by ϕ.

Definition 8.3. The fine Artin conductor of f P SK,G with respect to the character ψ of a repre-
sentation of G defined over K is

ffinepf, ψq “

ż 8

0

´

ψpidq ´ xψ, trivy
fpI

t
q

¯

dt`
ÿ

d|e0pfq
d‰e0pfq

ϕ

ˆ

e0pfq

d

˙

xψ, γdf yfpIq.

Remark 8.4.

a) If f is unramified, then
fArtinpf, ψq “ ffinepf, ψq “ 0.

b) If f is tamely ramified, then

fArtinpf, ψq “ ψpidq ´ xψ, trivyfpIq

and

ffinepf, ψq “
ÿ

d|epfq
d‰epfq

ϕ

ˆ

epfq

d

˙

xψ, γdf yfpIq

and the Wood–Yasuda weight is

wpf, ψq “ ψpidq ´
e
ÿ

k“1

k

e
xψ, γkf yfpIq.

Proof. In case a), we have fpIq “ 1 and in case b), we have fpI1q “ 1. The statement about
wpf, ψq follows from [WY15, remark after Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 8.5. The conductor ffinepf, ψq is a nonnegative integer.

Proof. It is well-known that fArtinpf, ψq is an integer. Since It “ I and I
t
“ I1 for 0 ď t ă 1 and

It “ I
t

for t ě 1, we have

ffinepf, ψq ´ fArtinpf, ψq “ xψ, trivyfpIq ´ xψ, trivyfpI1q `
ÿ

d|e0pfq
d‰e0pfq

ϕ

ˆ

e0pfq

d

˙

xψ, γdf yfpIq. (8.1)

This is clearly an integer, so ffinepf, ψq is an integer, too.
Moreover, the integrand and all summands in the definition of ffinepf, ψq are nonnegative.
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Theorem 8.6. If ψ is the character of a representation defined over Q, then

ffinepf, ψq “ fArtinpf, ψq.

Proof. Let e0 “ e0pfq. Since the map γf has image µe0 and ψ is invariant under the action of
GalpQpµe0q|Qq – pZ{e0Zqˆ, we have

xψ, γkf yfpIq “ xψ, γ
gcdpk,e0q
f yfpIq

for all k P Z{e0Z. Hence, according to (8.1), we have

ffinepf, ψq ´ fArtinpf, ψq “ xψ, trivyfpIq ´ xψ, trivyfpI1q `
ÿ

0‰kPZ{e0Z
xψ, γkf yfpIq.

Recall that γf is an isomorphism fpIq{fpI1q Ñ µe0 . Hence, the representations γkf of fpIq{fpI1q

for 0 ‰ k P Z{e0Z are exactly the nontrivial representations of fpIq{fpI1q. Thus,

trivfpIq`
ÿ

0‰kPZ{e0Z
γkf

is the character of the regular representation of fpIq{fpI1q. Hence,

ÿ

0‰kPZ{e0Z
xψ, γkf yfpIq “ xψ, trivyfpI1q ´ xψ, trivyfpIq,

so indeed ffinepf, ψq ´ fArtinpf, ψq “ 0.

Like Artin conductors, fine conductors satisfy the following properties.

Theorem 8.7. We have:

a) For the trivial representation,
ffinepf, trivq “ 0.

b) For the direct sum of two representations,

ffinepf, ψ1 ` ψ2q “ ffinepf, ψ1q ` ffinepf, ψ2q.

c) For any g P G,
ffinepgfg

´1, ψq “ ffinepf, ψq.

d) Let φ : G1 Ñ G2 be a group homomorphism. For any f P SK,G1 and the character ψ of any
representation of G2 defined over K, we have

ffinepφ ˝ f, ψq “ ffinepf, ψ ˝ φq.

Remark 8.8. Properties a), b), d), together with the fact that the definition of ffine only takes
into account the ramification groups, show that ffine gives rise to a complete counting system in the
sense of [WY15, Definition 2.2].
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Remark 8.9. Property c) shows that ffinepf, ψq can be interpreted as an invariant ffinepL|K,ψq of
the G-extension L of K corresponding to f . For any G-extension L|K of number fields and the
character of any representation of G defined over K, we can then also define the global fine Artin
conductor

condfinepL|K,ψq “
ź

p prime of K

pffinepLp|Kp,ψq

in analogy with the global Artin conductor

condArtinpL|K,ψq “
ź

p prime of K

pfArtinpLp|Kp,ψq.

Remark 8.10. Property d) shows that for the character ψ of a representation ρ : G Ñ GLnpKq,
the number ffinepf, ψq can be interpreted as an invariant ffinepτq of the Galois representation τ “
ρ ˝ f : GalpKsep|Kq Ñ GLnpKq.

Proof of Theorem 8.7.

a) For ψ “ triv, the integrand in the definition of ffine is

ψpidq ´ xψ, trivy
I
t “ 1´ 1 “ 0

and the summands ϕpe0{dqxψ, γ
d
f yfpIq are 0 because the one-dimensional representation γdf is

nontrivial. (Its image is µe0pfq{d.)

b) This is clear from the definition.

c) This is clear from the definition. Alternatively, it follows from d), letting φ : G Ñ G be the
conjugation by g map.

d) First, note that e0pφ ˝ fq divides e0pfq because we have a surjection φ : fpIq{fpI1q Ñ

φpfpIqq{φpfpI1qq.

Secondly, for any g1 P fpIq, it is easy to check that

γφ˝f pφpg1qq “ γf pg1q
e0pfq{e0pφ˝fq. (8.2)

Denote the surjection φ : fpIq Ñ φpfpIqq by rφ. Its kernel has size epfq{epφ ˝ fq. We next
show that for any d | e0pfq, we have

ÿ

g1Pkerprφq

γf pg1q
´d “

#

epfq{epφ ˝ fq, e0pfq{e0pφ ˝ fq | d,

0, otherwise.
(8.3)

First, recall that γf pg1q only depends on the residue class of g1 modulo fpI1q and that it in
fact corresponds to an isomorphism γf : fpIq{fpI1q Ñ µe0pfq. If we let S be the image of

kerprφq under the quotient map fpIq Ñ fpIq{fpI1q, then

ÿ

g1Pkerprφq

γf pg1q
´d “ #fpI1q ¨

ÿ

r1PS

γf pr1q
´d.

The set S is the kernel of the surjection φ : fpIq{fpI1q Ñ φpfpIqq{φpfpI1qq, so its size is
e0pfq{e0pφ ˝ fq. Since fpIq{fpI1q – µe0pfq is cyclic, the size of S fully characterizes the
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subgroup S. The kernel of γ´df is the cyclic subgroup of fpIq{fpI1q of size d. If S is contained
in the kernel (meaning e0pfq{e0pφ ˝ fq | d), then we conclude that the sum is

ÿ

g1Pkerprφq

γf pg1q
´d “ # kerprφq “ epfq{epφ ˝ fq.

Otherwise, the sum is 0. This concludes the proof of (8.3).

Together with (8.2), it follows that for any g2 P φpfpIqq, we have

ÿ

g1Prφ´1pg2q

γf pg1q
´d “

#

epfq
epφ˝fq ¨ γφ˝f pg2q

´d1 , d “ e0pfq
e0pφ˝fq

¨ d1 with d1 P Z,
0, otherwise.

It follows that the sums in the definitions of ffinepf, ψ ˝ φq and ffinepφ ˝ f, ψq agree:

ÿ

d|e0pfq
d‰e0pfq

ϕ

ˆ

e0pfq

d

˙

xψ ˝ φ, γdf yfpIq

“
ÿ

d|e0pfq
d‰e0pfq

ϕ

ˆ

e0pfq

d

˙

1

epfq

ÿ

g1PfpIq

ψpφpg1qqγf pg1q
´d

“
ÿ

d|e0pfq
d‰e0pfq

ϕ

ˆ

e0pfq

d

˙

1

epfq

ÿ

g2PφpfpIqq

ψpg2q
ÿ

g1Prφ´1pg2q

γf pg1q
´d

“
ÿ

d1|e0pφ˝fq
d1‰e0pφ˝fq

ϕ

ˆ

e0pφ ˝ fq

d1

˙

1

epφ ˝ fq

ÿ

g2PφpfpIqq

ψpg2qγφ˝f pg2q
´d1

“
ÿ

d1|e0pφ˝fq
d1‰e0pφ˝fq

ϕ

ˆ

e0pφ ˝ fq

d1

˙

xψ, γd
1

φ˝f yφpfpIqq.

The integrals in the definitions of ffinepf, ψ ˝φq and ffinepφ˝f, ψq are easily seen to agree.

Consider the nontrivial ramification types rI1, γ1s, . . . , rIm, γms of G-extensions of K as defined
in section 2 and let ei be the size of Ii. According to Remark 8.4, the fine Artin conductor of a
tamely ramified homomorphism f P SK,G with ramification type rIi, γis is

ffinepf, ψq “
ÿ

d|ei
d‰ei

ϕ
´ei
d

¯

xψ, γdi yIi .

Properties a) and b) imply that all fine conductors can be determined from those for nontrivial
irreducible representations of G defined over K. From Remark 2.5 and [Ser77, section 12.4], we see
that the number of such representations is equal to the number m of nontrivial ramification types.
Let us call the characters of these representations ψ1, . . . , ψm and let

aij “
ÿ

d|ei
d‰ei

ϕ
´ei
d

¯

xψj , γ
d
i yIi ,
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the fine Artin conductor of a homomorphism with ramification type rIi, γis with respect to the
character ψj .

Specifying the ramification type of a tamely ramified homomorphism is equivalent to specifying
its fine Artin conductors. More precisely:

Theorem 8.11. The matrix A “ paijqi,j P GLmpQq is invertible.

Proof of Theorem 8.11. Let pI, γq be a pair as in Definition 2.1 and let e be the size of I. For

any d | e, recall that γd is a character of I with image µe{d. Let Ăγd : G Ñ K be the average of

the GalpKpµe{dq|Kq-conjugates of the character γd of I. If sd is the size of GalpKpµe{dq|Kq, note

that the sum sd ¨
Ăγd of the conjugates of γd is the character of the direct sum of the conjugates of

the representation γd. This is the irreducible representation of I defined over K that contains the
representation γd defined over K. Every irreducible representation of I defined over K is of the

form s1 ¨
Ăγd for some isomorphism γ : I Ñ µe and some d | e. If the representation of I is faithful,

then d “ 1.
Since ψj is defined over K, we have

aij “
ÿ

d|ei
d‰ei

ϕ
´ei
d

¯

xψj ,
Ăγdi yIi .

By Frobenius reciprocity,

aij “
ÿ

d|ei
d‰ei

ϕ
´ei
d

¯

xψj , IndGIi
Ăγdi yG.

Let V be the Q-vector space of class functions of G with values in K spanned by the m characters

χi “
ÿ

d|ei
d‰ei

ϕ
´ei
d

¯

IndGIi
Ăγdi .

Note that the class function χi is independent of the choice of representative pIi, γiq of the ramifi-
cation type rIi, γis.

By induction over the size of I, we now show that V contains all characters IndGI ω of G
induced by irreducible faithful characters ω of nontrivial cyclic subgroups I of G defined over K:
As explained above, we can write ω as a rational multiple of rγ for some isomorphism γ : I Ñ µe. We
can assume without loss of generality that Ii “ I and γi “ γ. Then, χi is the linear combination of
a nonzero rational multiple of IndGI ω (from the summand with d “ 1) and characters induced from
proper subgroups of I (from the summands with d ą 1). By induction, the latter are contained in
V . As χi is contained in V , it follows that IndGI ω indeed lies in V .

As every non-faithful character of a cyclic group is induced from a proper subgroup, it actually
follows that V contains all characters IndGI ω of G induced by nontrivial irreducible characters ω of
cyclic subgroups I of G defined over K.

According to [Ser77, section 12.5], the Q-vector space spanned by the characters of all repre-
sentations of G defined over K is also spanned by the characters induced by irreducible characters
of cyclic subgroups defined over K. The space of spanned by characters of nontrivial irreducible
representations is then spanned by characters induced by nontrivial irreducible characters of cyclic
subgroups.
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To summarize, V is the space spanned by the characters ψ1, . . . , ψm of the nontrivial irreducible
representations of G defined over K:

xχ1, . . . , χmyQ “ xψ1, . . . , ψmyQ.

The matrix A “ paijqi,j “ pxχi, ψjyGqi,j is therefore invertible as the inner product x´,´yG is
nondegenerate.

Remark 8.12. Let G have exponent n. Assume that the residue field characteristic of K does not
divide #G and K contains all n-th roots of unity. In Lemma 5.1, we showed that all m ramification
types actually occur, so it follows in particular that the m maps ffinep´, ψjq : SK,G Ñ Zě0 are
linearly independent. As explained in Example 8.1, this is in contrast with the weights defined in
[WY15].
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