arXiv:1911.00121v1 [math.NT] 31 Oct 2019

COUNTING EXTENSIONS OF NUMBER FIELDS WITH FROBENIUS GALOIS GROUP

HARSH MEHTA

Abstract. Let G be a Frobenius group with an abelian Frobenius kernel F and let k be a finite extension of Q. We obtain an upper bound for the number of degree |F | algebraic extensions K/k with Galois group G with the norm of the discriminant N_{k/Q}(d_{K/k} ) bounded above by X. We extend this method for any group G that has an abelian normal subgroup. If G has an abelian normal subgroup, then we obtain upper bounds for the number of degree |G| extensions N/k with Galois group G with bounded norm of the discriminant. Malle made a conjecture about what the order of magnitude of this quantity should be as the degree of the extension d and underlying Galois group G vary. We show that under the ℓ-torsion conjecture, the upper bounds we achieve for certain pairs d and G agree with the prediction of Malle. Unconditionally we show that the upper bound for the number of degree 6 extensions with Galois group A_4 also satisfies Malle’s weak conjecture.

0.1. This is a preliminary version of this work.

1. Introduction

Let K/k be a degree d extension that lies in a fixed algebraic closure of Q. We assume that G = Gal(K̂/k) is non-trivial and view it as a permutation group G ≤ S_d that acts transitively on d letters. We are interested in N_d(k, G; X) as X → ∞, where N_d(k, G; X) = |{K/k : Gal(K̂/k) ∼= G, [K : k] = d, and N_{k/Q}(d_{K/k} ) ≤ X}|. (1.1) Malle made a conjecture [22] on what the order of magnitude of N_d(k, G; X) should be, and in order to state it we need notation.

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

1. The index of g, is ind(g) := d− the number of orbits of g on [d]. 2. ind(G) := min{ind(g) : 1 ≠ g ∈ G}. 3. a(G, d) := 1/ind(G).

Now we are in a position to state what Malle conjectured. Malle conjectured that N_d(k, G; X) ∼ c(k, G)X^{a(G,d)} log^{b(k,G,d)−1}(X), for a certain explicit function b that depends on k, G and d. For a precise formulation of his original conjecture see [22]. For our purpose it suffices to consider a weaker form of the conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2. [Malle’s weak conjecture] For any non-trivial group G ≤ S_d acting transitively on [d], and any number field k, X^{a(G,d)} ≪ N_d(k, G; X) ≪ X^{a(G,d)+ϵ} (1.2) holds for all ϵ > 0 as X → ∞.

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

The purpose of this work is to establish upper bounds for N_d(k, G; X) for certain pairs (G, d). We study the case that G is a finite non-trivial subgroup of S_d as above, and impose another condition on G: G must satisfy 0 → F → G → H → 0 (1.3)

where F is non-trivial and abelian. With G described as above, we develop the work of Klüners [18] and Ellenberg and Venkatesh [15] to obtain upper bounds for N_{|G|}(k, G; X). Moreover, if G is a Frobenius group with an abelian Frobenius kernel F, we make use of a Brauer relation to obtain upper bounds for N_{|F |}(k, G; X).

Definition 1.3. Let F_1 be the set of groups {1} ≠ G ≤ S_d that act transitively on [d] and satisfy (1.3). Let F and H be defined as in (1.3). We define F to be the subset of F_1 that contains all groups G that are Frobenius, with Frobenius kernel F. G is said to be Frobenius if for all g ∈ G \ H, H ∩ H^g = {1} where H^g := {ghg^{−1} : h ∈ H}.

Example 1.4. For odd m, F contains dihedral groups D_m. Let C_n denote the cyclic group of order n. F also contains groups of the form C_ℓ ⋊ C_{ℓ−1}, where ℓ is an odd prime. Groups such as A_4 × C_2 are contained in F_1 \ F.

Before stating the main result, we give an example of what the expected order of magnitude for N_d(k, G; X) is under Malle’s conjecture. 1

Example 1.5. Let G = D_ℓ = {r, s|r^ℓ = s^2 = (sr)^2 = 1} be the dihedral group of size 2ℓ, with ℓ an odd prime. Let G act on [ℓ] = {1, . . . , ℓ} by the induced left multiplication action of S_ℓ acting on [ℓ]. In particular,

s = (1)(ℓ 2)(ℓ − 1 3)(ℓ − 2 4) . . . ( ℓ + 3 2 ℓ + 1 2 ) r = (1 2 . . . ℓ). The rotation r has one orbit, therefore ind(r) = ℓ − 1. The reflection s has one orbit of length one (the fixed point) and (ℓ − 1)/2 orbits of length 2, implying there are (ℓ + 1)/2 orbits in total. This implies that elements of order 2, have the smallest index, ind(s) = (ℓ − 1)/2. Thus a(D_ℓ, ℓ) = 2/(ℓ − 1). By a similar argument (provided explicitly in Section 2) one can conclude that a(D_ℓ, 2ℓ) = 1/ℓ.

Notation 1.6. Throughout this work ϵ will be an arbitrary (small) positive constant. With the notation in Definition (1.3), all groups in F_1 are finite, with |F | = m and |H| = t. Let p and p_1 denote the smallest prime divisors of m and t respectively. Let M/k be a Galois extension with Galois group H. Let Cl_M [m] be the m-torsion elements of the ideal class group of M. Let D(H, m) = D be any known constant such that |Cl_M [m]| ≪ d^D_{M/Q}. Let a_1(G, d) denote a known constant such that N_d(k, G; X) ≪ X^{a1(G,d)+ϵ}. Let a(G, d) denote the constant defined in Definition 1.1. Corresponding to this notation, we have the following field diagram.

N

K = Fix(H)

M = Fix(F )

k |H|=t|F | |F |=m|H| |G| (1.4)

The main result of this paper is the following: Theorem 1.7. With notation as above, we have N_d(k, G; X) ≪ X^{A(G,d)+ϵ} where A(G, d), d, and G are given by: G d A(G, d) G ∈ F m max (_{(D+a1(H,t))×t} m−1 ,^p_{m(p−1)} ) G ∈ F_1 mt max (_{a1 (H,t)+D} m ,^p_{mt(p−1)} ) Here, D = min_p p|m (D(k, H, p)). If we are able to attain better upper bounds for D then A(G, d) may reduce, implying a tighter upper bound. It is believed that D can be arbitrarily small.

Conjecture 1.8. (ℓ-torsion conjecture) Let K/Q be a number field of degree n. Then for every ℓ ∈ N, |Cl_K [ℓ]| ≪_{n,ℓ,ϵ} d^ϵ_{K/Q}.

The impetus for this conjecture may be found in Duke [13], Zhang [25] and Brumer and Silverman [8]. Corollary 1.9. Let G be a group in F_1. If we assume the following conditions:

• The ℓ-torsion conjecture holds, in particular, we need that |Cl_K [ℓ]| ≪_{K,ℓ,ϵ} d^ϵ_{K/Q} for any prime divisor ℓ of [N : M]. • N_{|H|}(k, H; X) satisfies Malle’s conjecture.

then the following hold true (1) For any G in F_1, N_{|G|}(k, G; X) satisfies Malle’s conjecture. (2) For any C_m ⋊ C_t in F, N_{|F |}(k, G; X) satisfies Malle’s conjecture.

Example 1.10. With the same notation as in Theorem 1.7 above we have the following results:

G Conditions d A(G, d) a(G, d) C_ℓ ⋊ C_{ℓ−1} ℓ is an odd prime ℓ^1_2 +^2_{ℓ−1} 2/ℓ − 1 C_ℓ ⋊ C_{ℓ−1} ℓ is an odd prime ℓ^2 − ℓ^1_{2ℓ} +^2_{ℓ(ℓ−1)} 2/(ℓ(ℓ − 1)) A_4 4 0.7783 1/2 C^3_2 ⋊ (C_7 ⋊ C_3) 168 9/112 1/84 C^3_2 ⋊ (C_7 ⋊ C_3) ℓ-torsion conjecture 168 1/84 1/84 C^3_2 ⋊ C_7 k = Q 8 0.595 1/4 C_{103} ⋊ C_{17} k = Q 103 0.0104 0.09369 C^2_3 ⋊ C_4 6 1/2 1/2 A_4 6 1/2 1/2

The first 3 examples are direct consequences of Theorem 1.7, the next two examples are shown by applying Theorem 1.7 twice. The last four examples are extensions of the method used to prove Theorem 1.7. The last two examples indicate that the method can be used to obtain upper bounds for N_d(k, G; X) for d ≠ mt in certain cases. In fact, the last examples implies that, unconditionally, we have N_6(k, A_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} and N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} which are exactly as Malle’s conjecture predicts. Details regarding these extensions may be found in Section 4.1.

We outline the main ideas behind obtaining an upper bound for N_{mt}(k, G; X) for G ∈ F_1. Fix the notation as in Diagram 1.4.

• Fix a base field k and a degree t extension M/k with Galois group H. The idea is to exploit the discriminant relation d_{N/k} = d^m_{M/k}N_{M/k}(d_{N/M} ). • We count the number of abelian extensions N/M of degree m with the discriminant d_{N/M} having a certain fixed support. To count N_{mt}(k, G; X), we sum over all M/k and the corresponding possible supports of d_{N/M} . Precisely, N_{mt}(k, G; X) is bounded above by |{M/k with N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k}) ≤ X^{1/m}}| × | | { abelian extensions N/M of degree m, with N_{M/Q}(d_{N/M} ) ≤ X N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k} )^m }| |. • Show that the number of distinct integer values N_{M/Q}(d_{N/M} ) ≤ X above can take is O(X^{1/R(G)}) for some function R that depends only on G. We can do this by finding the power of the primes ℓ ∈ Z that ramify tamely in N and ℓ ∤ N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k}). This is made precise in Lemma 3.2.

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

1.1. Known results. Malle made his conjecture in 2002, though the problem of counting number fields ordered by an invariant has been investigated earlier. A conjecture in this direction, generally attributed to Linnik, states that if we fix a number field k the number of degree d extensions K/k with N_{k/Q}(d_{K/k}) ≤ X for X → ∞ is O(X). We denote the statement of Linnik’s conjecture as N_d(k; X) = O_{d,k}(X). (1.5) The conjecture holds for d ≤ 5.. The cases of d = 1 and N_2(Q; X) are trivial and do agree with the conjecture. The order of magnitude for N_2(k; X) and N_3(k; X) for general k were obtained by Datskovsky and Wright [12] who show that

N_3(k; X) = C_kX + o(X)

for an explicit constant C_k that depends on k. Manjul Bhargava showed that N_4(Q; X) ∼ c_4X and N_5(Q; X) ∼ c_5X in [3] and [4]. For arbitrary k and permutation groups S_d, Bhargava, Shankar and Wang [7] compute explicit constants c_d in N_d(k, S_d; X) = c_dX + o(X) for d = 2, 3, 4 and 5. Ellenberg and Venkatesh [15] establish upper bounds for all d > 3, precisely, they show for a positive constant C, N_d(k; X) ≪ Xexp^{(C√log d)}.

The upper bounds that are conjectured by Malle are never greater than one, thereby making it a stronger conjecture than (1.5). For abelian groups, Wright [24] established the order of magnitude of N_{|G|}(k, G; X), showing that it does satisfy Malle’s conjecture. For any group G with an |G| > 4, Ellenberg and Venkatesh [15] show that N_{|G|}(k, G; x) ≪ X^{3/8+ϵ}. The result in Theorem 1.7 match the results in [15] and only do better when there is non trivial information about the size of the torsion of the class group available to use. The method of proof for bounding N_{|G|}(k, G; X) for G ∈ F_1 in [15] is almost the same as the method here except they do not make explicit use of the size of the class group. Klüners was the first to explicitly study a Frobenius group, G = D_ℓ where ℓ is an odd prime. We generalize his techniques to all groups in F. Klüners showed the following N_ℓ(k, D_ℓ; X) ≪ X^{3ℓ−1 +ϵ} N_{2ℓ}(k, D_ℓ; X) ≪ X^{32ℓ +ϵ}. (1.6) The first of the above results was improved upon by Cohen and Thorne in [11], Theorem 1.1, in the case that k = Q. Their methods also imply an improvement in N_{2ℓ}(Q, D_ℓ ; X). Their method applies non-trivial bounds for the average value of Cl_{Q(}^√_{D)}[ℓ], they show

N_ℓ(Q, D_ℓ ; X) ≪ X^{3ℓ−1 − 1ℓ2 −ℓ +ϵ}. (1.7)

The above result is implied by work of Pierce, Turnage-Butterbaugh and Wood [23]. Pierce, Turnage-Butterbaugh and Wood additionally establish non-trivial upper bounds for the size of the m-torsion of the class group for almost all Galois extensions M/Q with a wide range of possible Galois groups. Using these bounds for quadratic extensions, Theorem 1.7 subsumes the result of Cohen and Thorne for N_ℓ(Q, D_ℓ ; X) and improves on the result of Klüners’ for N_{2ℓ}(Q, D_ℓ ; X) by showing

N_{2ℓ}(Q, D_ℓ ; X) ≪ X^{32ℓ − 3}2ℓ^{2 +ϵ}.

For the Frobenius group C_5 ⋊ C_4, we are able to show N_5(k, C_5 ⋊ C_4; X) ≪ X^{1+ϵ} which is not as tight as the upper bound of Bhargava, Cojocaru and Thorne, [5] who show

N_5(k, C_5 ⋊ C_4; X) ≪ X^{39/40+ϵ}. (1.8)

Alberts [1] showed upper bounds for N_d(k, G; X) in the case that G is a solvable group. The set of solvable groups is a subset of the groups in F_1. Upper bounds for N_{|G|}(k, G; X) for solvable groups that we are able to show in this paper are as tight, or tighter than the upper bounds for the same quantity in Alberts’ work. For Frobenius groups G ∈ F, upper bounds for N_{|F |}(k, G; X) are tighter in this work than they are in [1]. Alberts’ method has other advantages such as it may be used to count number fields ordered by an invariant other than the discriminant, such as the conductor. Alberts is also able to obtain upper bounds for N_d(k, G; X) for all d ≠ |G|. Recently, Alberts [2] wrote another paper that computed lower bounds for N_d(k, G; X) as well for G ∈ F_1.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 discuss the structure of Frobenius groups and introduces the Brauer relation. Section 3 contains technical lemmas needed to prove the main theorem, and then proves the main theorem. Section 4 is divided into two sections that talk about different ways to generalize the method of the proof. Section 4.1 explores how the method may be extended to obtain upper bounds for N_d(k, G; X) for d /∈ {m, mt}, for instance, we show N_6(k, A_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ}. Section 4.2 explores how non-trivial bounds for |Cl_M [ℓ]| for almost all extensions M/k for a certain family of field extensions may be used to improve N_d(k, G; X). And finally, Section 5 inspects in which situation a stronger bound for |Cl_M [ℓ]| does and does not play a further role in improving upper bounds for N_d(k, G; X).

2. Frobenius groups

We introduce Frobenius groups here and compute the expected order of magnitude for N_m(k, C_m ⋊ C_t; X). A Frobenius group G ≤ S_m acts transitively on [m] such that no non-trivial element fixes more than one point and some non-trivial element fixes a point. Frobenius groups have form G = F ⋊ H where the normal subgroup F is referred to as the Frobenius kernel and |H| = t is a divisor of m − 1. We now explore the structure of a certain family of Frobenius groups, those that have the form G = C_m ⋊ C_t. Under Notation 1.6 we compute a(G, m) and a(G, mt). We represent G as

C_m ⋊ C_t = {ψ, σ : ψ^t = σ^m = 1, ψσψ^{−1} = σ^v } where v is any primitive root modulo m. The action of G on a set of m elements is unique. When G acts on the set of m elements, every σ has orbits of length s and a total of m/s orbits, where s is some divisor of m. Every ψ has one fixed point in this action, and every other orbit has length j where j is some divisor of t. Therefore

ind(σ) = m − m s ind(ψ) = m − ( 1 + m − 1 j ) . This implies a(C_m ⋊ C_t, m) = 1 m − max (_m p , 1 +^{m−1}_{p1}

). (2.1)

We now compute a(G, mt). More generally, we show that for any group G, if p is the smallest prime divisor of |G|, then a(G, |G|) = 1 |G| p p − 1 . (2.2)

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

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

Theorem 2.1. Fix an algebraic number field k. Let G = F ⋊ H be any Frobenius group. Let N/k be a normal extension with Gal(N/k) = G. Let K be the fixed field of H and M be the fixed field of F . Then d_{K/k} = d^{(|F |−1)/|H|} M/k N_{M/k}(d_{N/M} )^{1/|H|}. (2.3) Observe that F need not be abelian.

3. Upper bounds This section is divided into two subsections, the first establishes the technical tools needed to prove Theorem 1.7, and the second subsection proves it. A broad overview of the procedure can be found in the introduction. Throughout this section, we use the notation established in Notation 1.6 and Diagram 1.4.

3.1. Technical results. We now make more precise the definition of D that was defined in Notation 1.6. Let M/k be a Galois extension with Galois group H. Then D = D(k, H, m) := lim sup_{dM/Q} log(|Cl_M [m]|) log(|d_{M/Q})| . (3.1)

Lemma 3.1. Let M/k be a finite extension of degree t. Let P be a finite set of primes in O_M . The number of abelian extensions N/M of degree m which are at most ramified in P is bounded above by C^{|P |}O_k ( N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^D ) . Proof. Let m = m_0m_∞ such that m_0 is the product of primes in P and m_∞ consists of the real places of M. Every extension N/M as described above is a subfield of the ray class field of m.

Denote the ray class group of m by Cl_M (m). The following is an exact sequence for ray class groups, O^×_M → (O_M /m)^× → Cl_M (m) → Cl_M → 1.

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

By the Chinese remainder theorem, with M_ν denoting the completion of M with respect to the norm ν, we have

(O_M /m)^× = (O_M /m_0)^× ⊕ (O_M /m_∞)^× = ∏ p∈P (O_M /p^{ep} )^× ∏ ν|m_∞ M^×_ν /M^+_ν .

Hence we have that |(O_M /m_0)^×[m]| is bounded above by 2(m^{[M:Q]|P |}). There are at most [M : Q] distinct real places, hence the contribution to the |(O/m)^×[m]| from the real places is bounded above by 2^{[M:Q]}. Hence, by choosing C ≥ (2m)^{2[M:Q]}, |(O_M /m)^×[m]| ≤ C^{|P |}. By (3.1), |Cl_M [m]| ≪ d^D_{M/Q} ≪ (d^t_{k/Q}N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k}))^D ≪_k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^D. By combining the two pieces above, we have that the number of abelian extensions of degree m with discriminant supported on m is bounded above by C^{|P |}O_k(N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k} )^D). □ Lemma 3.2. Fix a tower of number fields M/k/Q. Fix G ∈ F_1 and its corresponding normal abelian subgroup F. For any integer s such that s|m and s > 1 we have that | | | | { L/M :[L : M] = s, L/M is abelian Gal(L̂/M) = F , Gal(L̂/k) = G, N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} ) ≤ X }| | | ≪_{G,ϵ,k} C^{ω(Nk/Q(dM/k))}N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{D+ϵ}X^{1/R} (3.2) where R is the largest integer such that for all primes q ∈ Z such that q ∤ d_{M/Q}[L : Q] and q|N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} ), q^R|N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} ).

If L/k is a Galois extension, R ≥ |G|(1 − p^{−1}), if L/M is not Galois, R ≥ p − 1 where p is the smallest divisor of |F |.

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

N

L

M = Fix(F )

k

m/ss |H| |G|

Proof. Let P_{L/M} (O_M ) denote the set of primes in M that ramify in the extension L/M. Let P_{L/M} (Z) be the set of primes in Z that divide N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} ) and let ℓ denote a prime in Z. Since |P_{L/M} (Z)| = O_{k,G}(|P_{L/M} (O_M )|), by Lemma 3.1, with M/Q and P_{L/M} (Z) fixed, we have ∑ L/M [L:M]=s, L/M is abelian ℓ|N_{M/k} (d_{L/M} )→ℓ∈P_{L/M} (Z) 1 ≪_{G,ϵ,k} N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^DC^{|PL/M (Z)|}.

Now we relax the condition that P_{L/M} (Z) is fixed, and sum over all degree s extensions N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} ) ≤ X. First we define P_M (X) as

P_M (X) = ⋃ L/M [L:M]=s,L/M is abelian N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} )≤X P_{L/M} (Z).

Hence we have ∑ L/M [L:M]=s, L/M is abelian Gal(L̂/M)=F , Gal(L̂/k)=G N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} )≤X

1 ≪ N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^D ∑ P_{L/M} (Z)∈P_M(X) C^{|PL/M (Z)|} (3.3)

We can split each P_{L/M} (Z) into the union of two disjoint sets, P_{L/M} (Z) = U_{L/M} (Z) ∪ V_{L/M} (Z) such that • Every ℓ ∈ U_{L/M} (Z) is such that ℓ is tamely ramified in L/Q and ℓ ∤ d_{M/Q}. • Every ℓ ∈ V_{L/M} (Z) is such that ℓ|d_{M/Q}[L : Q].

Hence

P_M (X) = ⋃ L/M [L:M]=s,L/M is abelian N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} )≤X U_{L/M} (Z) ∪ ⋃ L/M [L:M]=s,L/M is abelian N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} )≤X V_{L/M} (Z) .

This implies that N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k} )^D ∑ P_{L/M} (Z)∈P_M(X) C^{|PL/M (Z)|} ≪ N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^D ∑ U_{L/M} (Z)∈P_M(X) C^{|UL/M (Z)|} ∑ V_{L/M} (Z)∈P_M(X) C^{|VL/M (Z)|}. (3.4) As d_{M/Q}[L : Q] is fixed, ∑ V_{L/M} (Z)∈P_M(X) C^{|VL/M (Z)|} ≤ ∑ d|d_{M/Q}[L:Q] μ^2(d)C^{ω(d)} = (C + 1)^{ω(dM/Q[N:Q])} ≪_{k,G} C^{ω(dM/Q)}_1 . (3.5)

For a prime ℓ ∈ U_{L/M} (Z), denote the exact power of ℓ dividing N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} ) by ν_ℓ(N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} )). Since ℓ is tamely ramified, we have that

ℓO_L = g_ℓ(L/Q) ∏ i=1 P^{e(Pi ,ℓ)} i ν_ℓ(N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} )) = g_ℓ (L/Q) ∑ i=1 f(P_i, ℓ)(e(P_i, ℓ) − 1)

with e(P_i, ℓ) and f(P_i, ℓ) being the respective ramification degrees and inertia degrees. Consider first the case that L/k is a Galois extension. In this case m = [L : M] and we see that ν_ℓ(N_{M/Q}(d_{L/M} )) ≥ |G|(1 − p^{−1}) where p is the smallest prime divisor of m. Hence we have ∑ U_{L/M} (Z)∈P_M(X) C^{|UL/M (Z)|} ≪ ∑ n^{|G|(1−p−1 )} ≤X μ^2(n)C^{ω(n)} ≪_{k,G} X^{1|G|(1−p−1 ) +ϵ}. (3.6)

If L/k is not a Galois extension, then the smallest any e(P_i, ℓ) > 1 can be is p where p is the smallest prime divisor of |F |. By combining (3.3), (3.5) and (3.6), we get (3.2). □ Note that in the above proof, we only made use of the fact that Gal(L̂/M) = F and were not able to make use of the fact that Gal(L̂/k) = G.

Proposition 3.3. [Abel Summation] Let f and g be functions with f : (N ∩ [1, X]) → C and let g be a differentiable function on [1, X]. Let M_f (X) := ∑ n≤X f(n), we have ∑ n≤X f(n)g(n) = M_f (X)g(X) − ∫_X 1 M_f (t)g^′(t)dt. (3.7)

3.2. Proof of main theorem. Throughout this section, we use the terminology established in Notation 1.6 and Diagram 1.4. We let G ∈ F_1 be the Galois group of the Galois extension N/k. Our strategy to obtain an upper bound for N_m(k, G; X) for G ∈ F and N_{mt}(k, G; X) for G ∈ F_1 is to make use of (2.3) and the following discriminant relation d_{N/k} = d^m_{M/k}N_{M/k}(d_{N/M} ). (3.8) For G ∈ F_1, using (3.8) we have N_{mt}(k, G; X) ≤ ∑ M/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k} )≤X^{1/m} Gal(M/k)=H

∑ N/M [N:M]=m, Gal(N/M)=F N_{M/Q}(d_{N/M} )≤XN_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{−m} 1. (3.9)

Similarly for G ∈ F, using (2.3) we have N_m(k, G; X) ≤ ∑ M/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})≤X^{t/(m−1)} Gal(M/k)=H

∑ N/M [N:M]=m, Gal(N/M)=F N_{M/Q}(d_{N/M} )≤X^tN_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{−(m−1)} 1. (3.10)

We first bound (3.10). By Lemma 3.2 the inner sum above is ∑ N/M [N:M]=m, Gal(N/M)=F N_{M/Q}(d_{N/M} )≤X^tN_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{−(m−1)} 1 ≪ X^{pm(p−1)} N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{D− m−1mt(1−p−1 ) +ϵ}C^{ω(Nk/Q(dM/k))}.

This implies that N_m(k, G; X) ≪X^{pm(p−1) +ϵ} ∑ M/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k} )≤X^{t/(m−1)} Gal(M/k)=H N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{D− m−1mt(1−p−1 ) +ϵ}C^{ω(Nk/Q(dM/k))}. (3.11)

By assumption we have ∑ M/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})≤Y Gal(M/k)=H 1 = N_t(k, H; Y ) ≪ Y^{a1(H,t)+ϵ}.

Consequently, by Abel summation, (3.11) is bounded above by N_m(k, G; X) ≪X^{pm(p−1) +ϵ} ( X^{tm−1} ( a_1 (H,t)+D−^{m−1} mt(1−p−1 ) ) +ϵ + O(1) )

≪X^{pm(p−1) +ϵ} + X^{t(a1 (H,t)+D)m−1 +ϵ}. (3.12)

Using (3.9) we now obtain the upper bound for N_{mt}(k, G; X) in similar fashion. N_{mt}(k, G; X) ≪X^{pmt(p−1) +ϵ} ∑ M/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})≤X^{t/(m−1)} Gal(M/k)=H N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k} )^{D− pt(p−1) +ϵ}C^{ω(Nk/Q(dM/k))}

≪X^{pmt(p−1) +ϵ} ( X^{1m} (^{a1 (H,t)+D− pt(p−1)} ) + O(1) )

≪X^{pmt(p−1) +ϵ} + X^{a1 (H,t)+Dm +ϵ}.

(3.13)

This proves Theorem 1.7.

We now prove Corollary 1.9. If Malle’s conjecture holds for N_t(k, H; X), then a_1(H, t) = p_1/(t(p_1 − 1)). Using this and assuming the ℓ-torsion conjecture, (3.13) implies that N_{mt}(k, G; X) ≪ X^{pmt(p−1) +ϵ} + X^{p1mt(p}1^{−1) +ϵ}. Using the above and equation (2.2) shows part (1) of Corollary 1.9. Assuming the ℓ-torsion conjecture and Malle’s conjecture for N_t(k, H; X), (3.12) agrees with (2.1). This shows part (2) of Corollary 1.9.

4. Explicit Computations and Extensions

In this section, the tools needed to prove the examples in Example 1.10 will be addressed. The section has two parts. The first part addresses the flexibility of the method of proof as we may use it to count subfields of various degrees. The next part addresses the occasions in which we can say something non-trivial about the size of the m-torsion of the class group. Throughout this section, we use the same notation as in Notation 1.6.

4.1. Extensions. In this section we obtain upper bounds for N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X) and N_6(k, A_4; X). In terms of MAGMA notation, we obtain upper bounds for N_6(k, 6T 10; X) and N_6(k, 6T 4; X). The method used to obtain these bounds is an extension of the method used to prove Theorem 1.7, and can be used to bound N_d(k, G; X) for various d that depend on G.

Proposition 4.1. For any number field k, the number of degree 6 extensions N_1/k with Gal(N̂_1/k) = A_4 satisfies

N_6(k, A_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ}. (4.1) The upper bound is as predicted by Malle.

Note that A_4 has normal abelian subgroup F = {e, (12)(34), (13)(24), (14)(23)}. The subgroup F_1 = {e, (12)(34)} of F is not normal in A_4. To count the number of degree 6 extensions with Galois group A_4, we fix a base field k and let N/k vary over Galois extensions with Galois group A_4. For each fixed N/k, we have the following field diagram with M = Fix(F ), and up to conjugacy we set K = Fix(C_3) and N_1 = Fix(F_1).

N

N_1

K M

k

23 2

4 36

To show the proposition note that d_{N1/k} = d^2_{M/k}N_{M/k}(d_{N1/M} ). Hence, N_6(k, A_4; X) is bounded above by ∑ M/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k} )≤X^{1/2} Gal(M/k)=C_3

∑ N_1/M [N_1:M]=2 Gal(N̂_1/k)=A_4 N_{M/Q}(d_{N1/M} )≤XN_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{−2}

1

Now we use a result by Klüners.

Lemma 4.2. [Klüners, [19], Lemma 4] Let N_1/M/k be extensions of number fields with Gal(M/k) = H and [N_1 : M] = 2. Assume there exists a prime p which is unramified in M/k with p||N_{M/Q}(d_{N1 /M} ). Then Gal(N̂_1/k) = C_2 ≀ H.

Since A_4 ≠ C_2 ≀ C_3, there can be no prime p ∈ N that is unramified in M and p||N_{M/Q}(d_{N1/M} ). This implies that R in Lemma 3.2, is 2. Hence by Lemma 3.2,

N_6(k, A_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} ∑ M/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})≤X^{1/2} Gal(M/k)=C_3 N_{k/Q}(d_{M/k})^{D−1+ϵ}C^{ω(Nk/Q(dM/k))} (4.2)

Now, using that M/k is a normal extension, and N_3(k, C_3; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ}, and using partial summation, we have that

N_6(k, A_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} ( (X^{1/2})^{1/2+D−1+ϵ} + O(1) ) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ}. This proves the proposition.

Remark 4.3. By the same method we can show results like N_{14}(k, C^3_2 ⋊ C_7; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ}.

Example 4.4. In this example we show N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ}. This improves on the result of Alberts ([14] Appendix A) who was able to show N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X) ≪ X^{2+ϵ}. Malle’s conjectured upper bound for N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X) is O(X^{1/2+ϵ}), as well.

We start by fixing k and letting N/k vary over Galois extensions with Galois group Gal(N/k) = C^2_3 ⋊ C_4. As N/k varies, we have the following field diagram where the degree 6 extensions of k are denoted by N_1/k. Here, N_1/k need not be unique. Here M = Fix(C^2_3 ), M_1 is the degree 2 subfield of M/k and up to conjugacy we set K = Fix(C_4).

COUNTING EXTENSIONS OF NUMBER FIELDS WITH FROBENIUS GALOIS GROUP 9 N

K N_1 M

M_1

k 46 9 23 9 2

We note that d_{N1/k} = d^3_{M1 /k}N_{M1 /k}(d_{N1 /M1} ) and that M/k is a Galois extension. Since C_2 is normal in C_4, M_1/k is a Galois extension. Fixing M_1/k we count the extensions N_1/M_1 with discriminant supported on a certain modulus. In particular, N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X) is bounded above by ∑ M_1/k N_{k/Q}(d_{M1/k} )≤X^{1/3} Gal(M_1/k)=C_2

∑ N_1/M_1 [N_1:M_1]=3, N_1/M_1 is abelian Gal(N̂_1/k)=C^2_3 ⋊C_4 N_{M/Q}(d_{N1/M1} )≤XN_{k/Q}(d_{M1/k} )^{−3}

1.

By Lemma 3.2 for N_1/M_1, we have that R = 2 and we notice that

N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} ∑ M_1 /k N_{k/Q}(d_{M1/k} )≤X^{1/3} Gal(M_1/k)=C_2 N_{k/Q}(d_{M1 /k})^{D−3/2}C^{ω(Nk/Q(dM1/k ))}

≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} ( (X^{1/3})^{1+D−3/2+ϵ} + O(1) ) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} where D = D(C_2, 3).

Above we see that since 1 + D − 3/2 ≤ 0, getting a better upper bound than 1/2 for D will not further improve the upper bound for N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_4; X).

Remark 4.5. The same method can be used to show that N_6(k, C^2_3 ⋊ C_2; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ} and N_6(k, D_6; X) ≪ X^{1/2+ϵ}, these are exactly what Malle’s conjecture predicts.

4.2. Size of the Class group. The best general upper bound for D is 1/2 + ϵ however, we can do better in certain cases. For instance, in Example 1.10 the result N_4(k, A_4; X) ≪ X^{0.77+ϵ} makes use of non-trivial bounds for the two torsion of the class group. In particular, Bhargava, Shankar, Taniguchi, Thorne, Tsimerman, and Zhao [6] show that for any degree 3 extension M/Q, |Cl_M [2]| ≪_ϵ |d^{0.2784···+ϵ}_{M/Q} |. Similarly, we explore the consequence of another such result about non-trivial bounds on the size of the torsion of the class group. If M/Q is a Galois extension with Galois group C_{p1} where p_1 is a prime, then we can use of non trivial estimates for Cl_M [ℓ] for any ℓ. We make use of this in Example 1.10 where we show that N_{103}(Q, C_{103} ⋊ C_{17}; X) ≪ X^{0.09369+ϵ} (as opposed to what we would get otherwise, ie, ≪ X^{0.09375+ϵ}). Pierce, Turnage- Butterbaugh and Wood establish non-trivial bounds on D for most prime cyclic extensions M/Q, and this suffices for our purpose. In order to make this rigorous, we need to establish terminology as stated in [23].

Definition 4.6. (δ−exceptional field)

Let M/Q be a degree n extension with Galois group G. Such an extension is called a δ−exceptional field for 0 < δ < 1/2 precisely when the Dedekind zeta function of the Galois closure M̂ of M over Q has the property that ζ_{M̂} (s)/ζ(s) has a zero in the region [1 − δ] × [−(log d_{M̂/Q})^{2/δ} , (log d_{M̂ /Q})^{2/δ} ].

Theorem 4.7. [[23], Theorem 1.19] Let M/Q represent degree p extensions with Galois group C_p where p is a prime, with d_{M/Q} ≤ X. Fix 0 < ϵ_0 < 1/(4(p − 1)). Define δ = ϵ_0 5p + 2/(p − 1) + 4ϵ_0 . Then we have that there are at most O_{p,ϵ0} (X^{ϵ0} ) fields M/Q that are δ−exceptional. Aside from the δ−exceptional fields, every field extension M/Q that is counted in N_p(Q, C_p ; X) satisfies the following, for every ℓ ∈ N |Cl_M [ℓ]| ≪_{p,ℓ,ϵ} d^{12 − 12ℓ(p−1) +ϵ} M/Q . (4.3)

In fact, Pierce, Turnage-Butterbaugh and Wood have shown similar statements for a larger set of groups. We can make use of their results to obtain better upper bounds for certain families of groups, in particular, those families where H is a group of the form C_{p1} where p_1 is a prime. We now make precise how to make use of their results. Let G = C_m ⋊ C_{p1} ∈ F, we compute N_m(Q, G; X), and as in Diagram 1.4 M = Fix(F ). Let D_{ϵ0} (X) be the set of δ-exceptional fields M/Q and |d_{M/Q}| ≤ X. Let w_A = |{M/Q : N (d_{M/Q}) = A}|. We may write equation (3.11) as N_m(Q, C_m ⋊ C_{p1} ; X) ≪ X^{1/m(1−p−1)+ϵ} ∑ A≤X^{t/(m−1)} w_AA^{D− m−1} mt(1−p−1 ) +ϵ

≪ X^{1/m(1−p−1)+ϵ} ∑ A≤X^{t/(m−1)} M /∈D_{ϵ0} (X^{t/(m−1)} ) w_AA^{D1− m−1mt(1−p−1 ) +ϵ} + ∑ A≤X^{t/(m−1)} M∈D_{ϵ0} (X^{t/(m−1)} ) w_AA^{D2− m−1mt(1−p−1 ) +ϵ} .

Here we have D_1 = 1/2(1 − 1/(p_1m − m)) and D_2 = 1/2. By Theorem 4.7 ∑ A≤X M∈D_{ϵ0} (X) w_A = O(X^{ϵ0} ).

Consequently the above is ≪ X^{1/m(1−p−1)+ϵ} ( X^{tm−1} (_1 p1−1 + 1 2 −^1 2m(p1 −1) − m−1 mt(1−p−1 ) ) +ϵ + X^{tm−1} ( ϵ_0+^1_2 −^{m−1} mt(1−p−1 ) ) +ϵ + O(1) ) . The second term in the parenthesis will not contribute to the main term as we can take ϵ_0 < 1/(4p_1 − 4). This implies that N_m(Q, C_m ⋊ C_{p1} ; X) ≪ X^{1/m(1−p−1)+ϵ} + X^{tm−1} (_1 p1−1 + 1 2 −^1 2m(p1 −1) ) +ϵ. (4.4)

Using that above, we can show that N_{103}(Q, C_{103} ⋊ C_{17}; X) ≪ X^{0.09369+ϵ}. We can similarly apply this technique to N_{mt}(Q, G; X) for G ∈ F_1. 5. Final remarks

Finally we describe the limitations of this method. We will use the same notation here as that in Notation 1.6. Let N/N_1/M_1/k be a tower of number fields with the following conditions:

1. Gal(N/k) = Gal(N̂_1/k) = G ∈ F_1.

2. M is the fixed field of F , and M_1 is any subfield of M/k. Let number of M_1/k of degree [M_1 : k] with N_{k/Q}(d_{M1 /k}) ≤ X be bounded above by X^{a(H,[M1:k])}.

We classify when we need to address |Cl_{M1} [[N_1 : M_1]]| and when we do not have to, when finding an upper bound for N_{[N1:k]}(k, G; X). We have the following corresponding field diagram.

N

N_1 M = F ix(F )

M_1

k

We have d_{N1/k} = d^{[N1:M1 ]}_{M1 /k} N_{M/Q}(d_{N1 /M1} ). We go over the same process as in equation (3.13). Let R be the smallest exponent of a prime ℓ ∈ N that is unramified in M_1 and ramified tamely in N_1/Q. Recall by Lemma 3.2, R = p − 1 if N_1/M_1 is not a Galois extension, and R = [N_1 : k](1 − p^{−1}) in the case that N_1/k is a Galois extension. If

a(H, [M_1 : k]) + |Cl_{M1} [[N_1 : M_1]]| −

[N_1 : M_1] R ≤ 0 (5.1)

then N_{[N1:k]}(k, G; X) ≪ X^{1/R+ϵ}. In the case that (5.1) does not hold, we have, N_{[N1:k]}(k, G; X) ≪ X^{r+ϵ} where r = a(H, [M_1 : k]) + |Cl_{M1} [[N_1 : M_1]]| [N_1 : M_1] . In the case that (5.1) does hold, improving the upper bound for |Cl_{M1} [[N_1 : M_1]]| does not play a further role in improving N_{[N1:k]}(k, G; X). The only obstacle from reaching Malle’s conjectured upper bounds in these cases is being able to increase the value of the constant R (as done by Klüners in Lemma 4 of [19]). As Lemma 3.2 indicates, the inequality (5.1) is less likely to hold in the case that N_1/k is a Galois extension. In fact, when N_1/k is Galois, N_1 = N and M_1 = M, and if Malle’s conjecture is realized for N_{[M:k]}(k, H; X), then (5.1) holds when 1 [M : k] ( p_1 p_1 − 1 − p p − 1 ) + |Cl_M [[N : M]]| ≤ 0.

Here p and p_1 above are the smallest prime divisors of [M : k] and [N : M] respectively. Under the assumption of the ℓ-torsion conjecture, the above holds only if p < p_1. However, there may be instances where results weaker than the ℓ-torsion conjecture may suffice. For instance when computing N_8(k, F_{56}; X) where showing Cl_M [2] ≪ d^{1/12}_{M/Q} suffices to show an upper bound that matches Malle’s conjecture.

6. Acknowledgements

I would like to thank my advisor Frank Thorne, and Alex Duncan for many insightful and encouraging discussions.

References

[1] Brandon Alberts. The weak form of malle’s conjecture and solvable groups. arXiv preprint arXiv:1804.11318, 2018. [2] Brandon Alberts. Statistics of the first galois cohomology group: A refinement of malle’s conjecture. arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.06289, 2019. [3] Manjul Bhargava. The density of discriminants of quartic rings and fields. Annals of Mathematics, pages 1031–1063, 2005. [4] Manjul Bhargava. The density of discriminants of quintic rings and fields. Annals of Mathematics, pages 1559–1591, 2010. [5] Manjul Bhargava, Alina Cojocaru, and Frank Thorne. The number of non S_5 quintic extensions of bounded discriminant. In preparation. [6] Manjul Bhargava, Arul Shankar, Takashi Taniguchi, Frank Thorne, Jacob Tsimerman, and Yongqiang Zhao. Bounds on 2-torsion in class groups of number fields and integral points on elliptic curves. arXiv preprint arXiv:1701.02458, 2017.

[7] Manjul Bhargava, Arul Shankar, and Xiaoheng Wang. Geometry-of-numbers methods over global fields i: Prehomogeneous vector spaces.

arXiv preprint arXiv:1512.03035, 2015.

[8] Armand Brumer and Joseph H Silverman. The number of elliptic curves over Q with conductor N. manuscripta mathematica, 91(1):95–102, 1996.

[9] Henri Cohen, F Diaz Y Diaz, and Michel Olivier. On the density of discriminants of cyclic extensions of prime degree. Journal fur die Reine und Angewandte Mathematik, 550:169–210, 2002.

[10] Henri Cohen and Hendrik W Lenstra. Heuristics on class groups of number fields. In Number Theory Noordwijkerhout 1983, pages 33–62.

Springer, 1984.

[11] Henri Cohen and Frank Thorne. On D_ℓ-extensions of odd prime degree ℓ. arXiv preprint arXiv:1609.09153, 2016. [12] Boris Datskovsky and David J Wright. Density of discriminants of cubic extensions. J. reine angew. Math, 386:116–138, 1988. [13] W Duke. Bounds for arithmetic multiplicities. In Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, volume 2, pages 163–172, 1998.

[14] Evan P Dummit. Counting Number Field Extensions of Given Degree, Bounded Discriminant, and Specified Galois Closure. PhD thesis, University of Wisconsin Madison, 2014.

[15] Jordan S Ellenberg and Akshay Venkatesh. The number of extensions of a number field with fixed degree and bounded discriminant. Annals of mathematics, pages 723–741, 2006.

[16] Claus Fieker and Jürgen Klüners. Minimal discriminants for fields with small Frobenius groups as Galois groups. Journal of Number Theory, 99(2):318–337, 2003.

[17] Florian Hess, Sebastian Pauli, and Michael Pohst. Computing the multiplicative group of residue class rings. Mathematics of Computation, 72(243):1531–1548, 2003.

[18] Jürgen Klüners. Asymptotics of number fields and the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics. J. Théor. Nombres Bordeaux, 18(3):607–615, 2006. [19] Jürgen Klüners. The distribution of number fields with wreath products as galois groups. International Journal of Number Theory, 8(03):845– 858, 2012.

[20] Stéphane Louboutin. Upper bounds for residues of dedekind zeta functions and class numbers of cubic and quartic number fields. Mathematics of Computation, 80(275):1813–1822, 2011.

[21] Gunter Malle. On the distribution of Galois groups. Journal of Number Theory, 92(2):315–329, 2002. [22] Gunter Malle. On the distribution of Galois groups, ii. Experimental Mathematics, 13(2):129–135, 2004.

[23] Lillian B Pierce, Caroline L Turnage-Butterbaugh, and Melanie Matchett Wood. An effective Chebotarev density theorem for families of number fields, with an application to ℓ-torsion in class groups. arXiv preprint arXiv:1709.09637, 2017.

[24] David J Wright. Distribution of discriminants of abelian extensions. Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, 3(1):17–50, 1989. [25] Shou-Wu Zhang. Equidistribution of CM-points on quaternion Shimura varieties. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2005(59):3657– 3689, 2005.