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COUNTING 3-DIMENSIONAL ALGEBRAIC TORI OVER Q

JUNGIN LEE

Abstract

In this paper we count the number N tor
3 (X) of 3-dimensional algebraic tori over Q whose Artin conductor

is bounded above by X. We prove that N tor
3 (X) ≪ε X

1+
log 2+ε
log log X , and this upper bound can be improved

to N tor
3 (X) ≪ X(logX)4 log logX under the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics for p = 3. We also prove that for 67

out of 72 conjugacy classes of finite nontrivial subgroups of GL3(Z), Malle’s conjecture for tori over Q holds

up to a bounded power of logX under the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics for p = 3 and Malle’s conjecture for

quartic A4-fields.

1 Introduction

Throughout the paper, we assume that every number field is contained in a fixed algebraic closure Q of Q. Let

K be a number field and DK be the absolute value of the discriminant of K. By Hermite-Minkowski theorem,

there are only finitely many number fields K such that DK is bounded above by a given number. For an integer

n ≥ 2, let Nn(X) be the number of degree n number fields K such that DK ≤ X . For n ≥ 2 and a transitive

subgroup G ≤ Sn, let Nn(X ;G) be the number of degree n number fields K such that DK ≤ X and the Galois

group Gal(Kc/Q) is permutation-isomorphic to G in Sn. Here Kc denotes the Galois closure of K over Q.

Counting number fields by discriminant (i.e. the asymptotics of the numbers Nn(X) and Nn(X ;G)) is one

of the central problems in arithmetic statistics. Linnik’s conjecture states that for each n ≥ 2, there exists a

constant cn > 0 such that Nn(X) ∼ cnX as X → ∞. This conjecture has been proved only for n ≤ 5. The case

n = 2 is easy, the case n = 3 was proved by Davenport-Heilbronn [16] and the cases n = 4, 5 were proved by

Bhargava [6, 7]. For general n, upper bound of Nn(X) has been studied by Schmidt [30], Ellenberg-Venkatesh

[19], Couveignes [15] and Lemke Oliver-Thorne [23].

Malle’s conjecture [27] states that

Nn(X ;G) ∼ cGX
1

a(G) (logX)b(G)−1 (1)

for some positive integers a(G), b(G) and a constant cG > 0. The index of g ∈ G ≤ Sn is define by

ind(g) := n− the number of orbits of g on {1, 2, · · · , n}

and let a(G) := ming∈G\{1} ind(g). The number b(G) is defined to be the number of orbits C of Gal(Q/Q)-action

on the conjugacy classes of G (via the cyclotomic character) such that the index of some (equivalently, all) g ∈ C
is a(G). We refer [22, Section 1.1] for a summary on the known results on Malle’s conjecture.

As a natural generalization of counting number fields by discriminant, the author [22] studied counting

(algebraic) tori over Q by Artin conductor. Let T be an n-dimensional tori over Q with a splitting field L

and X∗(T ) := HomQ(TQ,Gm,Q) be its character group. Then the Galois group Gal(Q/Q) acts on X∗(T ) by

conjugation, and this induces the representation

ρT : Gal(Q/Q) → Aut(X∗(T )) ∼= GLn(Z).
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Its image GT := im(ρT ) is a finite subgroup of GLn(Z) isomorphic to Gal(L/Q). Since the isomorphism

Aut(X∗(T )) ∼= GLn(Z) depends on the choice of the Z-basis of X∗(T ), ρT and GT are well-defined only up to

conjugation. Let C(T ) be the Artin conductor of the representation

ρ : Gal(L/Q) → Aut(X∗(T )Q) ∼= GLn(Q)

induced by ρT . For a degree n number field K, T = RK/Q Gm (Weil restriction of Gm) is an n-dimensional torus

over Q whose splitting field is Kc and the Artin conductor is C(RK/Q Gm) = DK (see [22, Section 1.2]). This

shows that counting tori over Q of given dimension by Artin conductor is a generalization of counting number

fields of given degree by discriminant.

Let N tor
n (X) be the number of the isomorphism classes of tori over Q of dimension n such that C(T ) ≤ X .

For a finite subgroup H 6= 1 of GLn(Z), N
tor
n (X ;H) denotes the number of such tori T over Q such that GT

is conjugate to H in GLn(Z). The following two conjectures from [22] are analogues of Linnik’s and Malle’s

conjectures for tori over Q. Note that the second conjecture follows from a more general conjecture of Ellenberg

and Venkatesh [18, Question 4.3], so it is not new. It is also remarkable that the second conjecture implies the

first conjecture [22, Corollary 3.6].

Conjecture 1.1. ([22, Conjecture 3.1]) For every n ≥ 1, there exists a constant cn > 0 satisfying

N tor
n (X) ∼ cnX(logX)n−1. (2)

Conjecture 1.2. ([22, Conjecture 3.2]) For every n ≥ 1 and a finite subgroup 1 6= H ≤ GLn(Z),

N tor
n (X ;H) ∼ cHX

1
a(H) (logX)b(H)−1 (3)

where the positive integers a(H), b(H) and a constant cH > 0 depend only on H . For an n× n identity matrix

In, the number a(H) is given by

a(H) := min
h∈H\{In}

rank(h− In) (4)

and the number b(H) is given by the number of the orbits C of the action of Gal(Q/Q) on the conjugacy classes

of H via the cyclotomic character such that rank(h− In) = a(H) for some (equivalently, all) h ∈ C.

The above conjectures are trivial for the case n = 1. For the 2-dimensional case, the following results are

known. Here H12,A is a finite subgroup of GL2(Z) which is isomorphic to the dihedral group D6 of order 12.

Such group H12,A is unique up to conjugation and satisfies a(H12,A) = 1 and b(H12,A) = 2. We also use the

asymptotic notation f(X) ≪ε g(X, ε), which means that f(X) ≪ g(X, ε) for every ε > 0.

Proposition 1.3. (1) ([22, Proposition 4.1]) Conjecture 1.2 holds for every finite nontrivial subgroup of

GL2(Z) which is not conjugate to H12,A.

(2) ([22, Theorem 4.9]) We have the followings:

X ≪ N tor
2 (X ;H12,A) ≪ε X

1+ log 2+ε
log log X (5a)

X logX ≪ N tor
2 (X) ≪ε X

1+ log 2+ε
log log X . (5b)

(3) ([22, Theorem 4.10]) Under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4, we have

N tor
2 (X ;H12,A) ≤ N tor

2 (X) ≪ε X(logX)1+ε. (6)
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In the above proposition, the following version of the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics was used. Denote by NF+
2

(resp. NF−
2 ) the set of all real (resp. imaginary) quadratic fields whose elements are ordered by the absolute

values of their discriminants. For a number field K and a prime p, denote the size of the p-torsion subgroup of

the class group of K by hp(K). For an odd prime p and a positive integer α, consider the following version of

the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics.

• ([11, (C10)]) Conj+(p, α) : The average of
∏

0≤i<α

(hp(K)− pi) for K ∈ NF+
2 is p−α.

• ([11, (C6)]) Conj−(p, α) : The average of
∏

0≤i<α

(hp(K)− pi) for K ∈ NF−
2 is 1.

The above conjectures are true for p = 3 and α = 1 by [16, Theorem 3], but they are still open for the other

cases. In many cases the assumption of the conjectures for p = 3 and every α > 0 improves the upper bounds

for counting tori over Q.

Conjecture 1.4. Conj+(3, α) and Conj−(3, α) are true for every positive integer α.

The purpose of this paper is to count the number of 3-dimensional tori over Q by Artin conductor. First

we classify the 3-dimensional tori over Q and compute their Artin conductors in Section 3. The classification

is much more complicated compared to the 2-dimensional case. After that, we estimate the magnitude of

N tor
3 (X ;H) for each finite nontrivial subgroup H of GL3(Z) in Section 4. We do this for abelian H in Section

4.1 and non-abelian H in Section 4.2 and 4.3. The results can be summarized as follow.

Theorem 1.5. Let H be a finite nontrivial subgroup of GL3(Z).

(1) (Proposition 4.1, 4.3) Conjecture 1.2 is true for every abelian H .

(2) (Theorem 4.8) X
1

a(H) ≪ N tor
3 (X ;H) for every H .

(3) (Proposition 4.1, 4.3, 4.4, 4.9, 4.10) Under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4 and Malle’s conjecture for

quartic A4-fields, we have

N tor
3 (X ;H) ≪ε X

1
a(H) (logX)6+ε

for 67 out of 72 conjugacy classes of finite nontrivial subgroups of GL3(Z).

It is notable that the ratios of the upper and lower bounds of N tor
3 (X ;H) are (logX)O(1) for most of the

finite subgroups H of GL3(Z). Since we have

N tor
3 (X) =

∑

H

N tor
3 (X ;H)

where H runs through the conjugacy classes of finite nontrivial subgroups of GL3(Z), we can bound the size of

N tor
3 (X). The following theorem on the upper bound of N tor

3 (X) is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.6. (Theorem 4.15)

(1) We have

N tor
3 (X) ≪ε X

1+ log 2+ε
log log X . (7)

(2) Under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4, we have

N tor
3 (X) ≪ X(logX)4 log logX. (8)
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Known results on counting number fields

In this section, C denotes a positive constant which may change from line to line. First we give a list of known

cases of Malle’s conjecture which will be used in the sequel.

Proposition 2.1. The equation (1) holds for the following cases:

(1) ([25]) G ≤ S|G|, G abelian

(2) ([16, 9, 6]) S3 ≤ S3, D4 ≤ S4, S4 ≤ S4

(3) ([28, Theorem 1.1]) D6
∼= S3 × C2 ≤ S6 (i.e. N6(X ;D6) ∼ CX

1
2 )

(4) ([31, Theorem 1]) D4 ≤ S8 (i.e. N8(X ;D4) ∼ CX
1
4 (logX)2).

There also has been some progress on counting number fields by an invariant other than the discriminant.

For a positive integer n ≥ 2 and a transitive subgroup G ≤ Sn, let NFn(G) be the set of degree n number fields

such that the Galois group Gal(Kc/Q) is permutation-isomorphic to G. Let I be an invariant of number fields

such that for every X > 0, there are finitely many number fields K such that I(K) ≤ X . Denote by Nn(X ;G; I)

the number of K ∈ NFn(G) such that I(K) ≤ X . Sometimes we write Nn(X ;G; I) by NK
n (X ;G; I) to clarify

that I is an invariant of K. It is clear from the definition that Nn(X ;G; I) = Nn(X ;G) if I(K) = DK . Denote

NF2(C2) (resp. N2(X ;C2; I)) by NF2 (resp. N2(X ; I)) for simplicity.

The next proposition is a collection of results on the asymptotics of Nn(X ;G; I) where I is an invariant other

than the discriminant. The first two results are direct consequences of the work of Mäki [26] on the asymptotics

of the number of abelian number fields with bounded conductor (cf. [22, Section 2.3]).

Proposition 2.2. (1) For L4 ∈ NF4(C4), denote its unique quadratic subfield by L2. Then

N4(X ;C4;
DL4

DL2

) ∼ CX
1
2 logX. (9)

(2) For L6 ∈ NF6(C6), denote its unique cubic (resp. quadratic) subfield by L3 (resp. L2). Then

N6(X ;C6;
DL6

DL2DL3

) ∼ CX
1
2 (logX)2. (10)

(3) ([1, Theorem 1]) For L4 ∈ NF4(D4), denote its unique quadratic subfield by L2. Then

N4(X ;D4;
DL4

DL2

) = CX logX +O(X log logX). (11)

For L6 ∈ NF6(D6), denote its unique cubic (resp. quadratic) subfield by L3 (resp. L2). Then

N tor
2 (X ;H12,A) = N6(X ;D6;

DL6

DL3DL2

)

(cf. [22, Section 4.1]) so Proposition 1.3 implies that

N6(X ;D6;
DL6

DL3DL2

) ≪ε X
1+ log 2+ε

log log X ≪ε X
1+ε (12)

and this can be improved to

N6(X ;D6;
DL6

DL3DL2

) ≪ε X(logX)1+ε (13)

under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4.

We also introduce a proposition which concerns the product distribution appears in counting number fields.

It is useful when we consider the compositum of two linearly disjoint number fields.
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Proposition 2.3. Let Fi(X) = # {s ∈ Si : s ≤ X} (i = 1, 2) be the asymptotic distribution of some multi-set

Si consists of a sequence of elements of R≥1. Suppose that Fi(X) ∼ AiX
ni(logX)ri for Ai > 0, ni > 0 and

ri ∈ Z≥0. Consider the product distribution

P (X) := # {(s1, s2) ∈ S1 × S2 : s1s2 ≤ X} .

(1) ([33, Lemma 3.1]) If n1 = n2 = n, then

P (X) ∼ A1A2
r1!r2!

(r1 + r2 + 1)!
nXn(logX)r1+r2+1.

(2) ([33, Lemma 3.2]) If n1 > n2, then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

P (X) ∼ CXn1(logX)r1 .

2.2 Discriminants of number fields

For some Galois extensions of number fields, there are algebraic relations between the discriminants of their

subextensions. We provide such relations for Galois extensions whose Galois group is isomorphic to one of the

groups C2
2 , S3, A4 and S4. The formulas in the following proposition will be used frequently in Section 3.

Proposition 2.4. Let L/K be a Galois extension of number fields.

L

K1 K2 K3

K

L

L3

L2

K

S3

3

2

L

L6

L3 L4

K

2

3

A4
2

L

L6

L3 L4

K

C2
2

S3

S4
2

(1) Assume that Gal(L/K) ∼= C2
2 and let K1, K2 and K3 be the quadratic subextensions of L/K. Then we

have

DLD
2
K = DK1DK2DK3 . (14)

(2) Assume that Gal(L/K) ∼= S3, let L3 be one of the cubic subextensions of L/K and L2 be the unique

quadratic subextension of L/K. Then we have

DLD
2
K = D2

L3
DL2 . (15)

(3) Assume that Gal(L/K) ∼= A4, let L6 be one of the sextic subextensions of L/K, L4 be one of the quartic

subextensions of L/K and L3 be the unique cubic subextension of L/K. (In this case L3 is a subfield of

L6.) Then we have the following formulas:

DLD
3
K = D3

L4
DL3 (16a)

DL6DK = DL4DL3 (16b)

DLD
2
K = DL6D

2
L4
. (16c)

(4) Assume that Gal(L/K) ∼= S4, let Li (i = 3, 4) be one of the degree i subextensions of L/K and L6 be the

unique subextension of L/K such that L3 ⊂ L6, Gal(L/L6) ∼= C2
2 and the Galois closure of L6/K is L.

Then we have

DL6DK = DL4DL3 . (17)
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Proof. (1) By the conductor-discriminant formula [29, VII.11.9], we haveDL/K = DK1/KDK2/KDK3/K where

DL/K := NK/Q(DL/K) is the absolute norm of the relative discriminant DL/K .

(2) S3 = C3 ⋊ C2 is a Frobenius group so it is a consequence of [20, Theorem 4].

(3) A4 = C2
2 ⋊ C3 is a Frobenius group so the first formula is a consequence of [20, Theorem 4]. For a

number field M , denote its Dedekind zeta function by ζM (s) and denote the number of real and complex

embeddings of M by rM and sM , respectively. Then the character theory of A4 implies the relation

ζL6(s)ζK(s) = ζL4(s)ζL3(s) (18)

(cf. [14, Theorem 5.1]) and the functional equation of the Dedekind zeta function [29, Corollary VII.5.10]

implies that

D
s− 1

2

M · ζM (s)

ζM (1− s)
·
(

Γ( s2 )

Γ(1−s
2 )

)rM

·
(

21−2sΓ(s)

Γ(1− s)

)sM

· π( 1−2s
2 [M :Q]) = 1 (19)

for any number field M .

Now denote c := sK + sL6 − sL3 − sL4 ∈ Z. The equations (18) and (19) imply that

(

DKDL6

DL4DL3

)s− 1
2

=

(

21−2sΓ(s)Γ(1−s
2 )2

Γ(1− s)Γ( s2 )
2

)c

.

Substituting s = 3
2 into the above equation, we obtain the equation

DKDL6

DL4DL3

=

( 1
4Γ(

3
2 )Γ(− 1

4 )
2

Γ(− 1
2 )Γ(

3
4 )

2

)c

= (−1)c

and its left-hand side is positive. This proves the second formula, and the last formula comes from the

first and second formulas.

(4) It can be proved as in the proof of the formula (16b), except that the character theory of A4 is replaced

by the character theory of S4 (cf. [14, Theorem 5.1]).

For a prime p and a positive integer m, denote the exponent of p in m by vp(m). If M is a number field

which is tamely ramified at p, the inertia group IM,p is cyclic so we can choose its generator gM,p. The following

proposition gives a description of the discriminant of compositum of two number fields. See [33, Section 2] for

details.

Proposition 2.5. ([33, Theorem 2.2 and 2.3]) Let K1 and K2 be number fields such that Kc
1 ∩Kc

2 = Q and

p be a prime such that both of K1 and K2 are tamely ramified at p. Suppose that gK1,p =
∏

k ck (product of

disjoint cycles) and gK2,p =
∏

l dl. Then

vp(DK1K2) = m1m2 −
∑

k,l

gcd(|ck| , |dl|),

where mi is the degree of Ki and |c| denotes the length of the cycle c. If the least common multiple of |ck| and
the least common multiple of |dl| are coprime, then we have

vp(DK1K2) = vp(DK1) ·m2 + vp(DK2) ·m1 − vp(DK1)vp(DK2).
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2.3 Analytic preliminaries

The following version of the Tauberian theorem is very useful for counting number fields. For instance, Wright

[35] proved Malle’s conjecture for abelian extensions by studying their associated Dirichlet series and applying

the Tauberian theorem.

Proposition 2.6. ([17, Theorem III]) Let f(s) =

∞
∑

n=1

an
ns

(an ≥ 0) be a Dirichlet series which converges for

Re(s) > a > 0. Assume that

f(s) =
g(s)

(s− a)w
+ h(s)

in the domain of convergence, where g(s) and h(s) are holomorphic in Re(s) ≥ a, g(a) 6= 0 and w is a positive

integer. Then we have
∑

n≤X

an ∼ g(a)

aΓ(w)
Xa(logX)w−1,

where Γ(w) denotes the Gamma function.

For α > β > 0, denote f ∈ M(α, β) if f(s) converges for Re(s) > α and has a meromorphic continuation to

Re(s) > β which is holomorphic except for a simple pole at s = α. The next lemma will be used in the proof

of Proposition 4.6.

Lemma 2.7. We have

g(s) :=
∏

p≡±1 (mod 7)

(

1 +
3

ps

)

∈ M(1,
1

2
).

Proof. For a positive integer q > 1 and an integer a prime to q, define the Dirichlet series

Bq,a(s) :=
∏

p≡a (mod q)

(1− 1

ps
)−1.

Let χ be a Dirichlet character modulo q and χ0 be the principal character modulo q. By the answer of Johan

Andersson to the MathOverflow question 28000 [2], we have

Bq,a(s) = L(s, χ0)
1

ϕ(q)

∏

χ6=χ0

L(s, χ)
χ(a)
ϕ(q)Aq,a(s)

where Aq,a(s) is holomorphic and non-vanishing for Re(s) >
1

2
.

A direct computation shows that

g(s) = B7,1(s)
3B7,−1(s)

3h(s)

for

h(s) :=
∏

p≡±1 (mod 7)

(

1− 6

p2s
+

8

p3s
− 3

p4s

)

,

which is holomorphic and non-vanishing in Re(s) >
1

2
. Therefore it is enough to show that

B7,1(s)
3B7,−1(s)

3 = L(s, χ0)
∏

χ6=χ0

L(s, χ)
χ(1)+χ(−1)

2 A7,1(s)
3A7,−1(s)

3 ∈ M(1,
1

2
).

Since A7,1(s)
3A7,−1(s)

3 is holomorphic and non-vanishing for Re(s) >
1

2
and

χ(1) + χ(−1)

2
∈ {0, 1}, the

following well-known properties of Dirichlet L-functions finish the proof.
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• If χ 6= χ0, then L(s, χ) extends to a holomorphic function on Re(s) > 0 and L(1, χ) 6= 0.

• If χ = χ0, then L(s, χ0) extends to a meromorphic function on Re(s) > 0 which is holomorphic except for

a simple pole at s = 1.

The next lemma follows directly from Wirsing’s theorem [34, Satz 1]. For a positive integer n, denote by

τ(n) the number of positive divisors of n.

Lemma 2.8. ([5, Lemma 2.1]) For any positive real number t, we have

∑

n≤X

τ(n)t ≪t X(logX)2
t−1.

Even though the lemma is given in [5] only for the case where t is an integer, its proof works for every

positive real number t.

3 Classification of 3-dimensional tori over Q

In this section, we provide a classification of the isomorphism classes of 3-dimensional tori over Q, together

with their Artin conductors. There are 73 conjugacy classes of finite subgroups of GL3(Z), which are computed

by Tahara [32] (and corrected by Ascher and Grimmer [3]). For each finite subgroup H 6= 1 of GL3(Z), we

compute tori T over Q such that GT is conjugate to H in GL3(Z). The computations of T can be done as

in [22, Example 2.1] so we omit them here. The next proposition, which summarizes [22, Section 2.2], will be

frequently used for the computation of the Artin conductor C(T ).

Proposition 3.1. (1) For a number field K, C(RK/Q Gm) = DK .

(2) If 1 → T1 → T2 → T3 → 1 is an exact sequence of tori over Q, then C(T2) = C(T1)C(T3).

(3) For an extension L/K of number fields,

TL/K := ker(RL/Q Gm

NL/K−−−−→ RK/Q Gm)

(NL/K denotes the norm map) is a torus over Q of dimension [L : Q]− [K : Q] and

C(TL/K) =
DL

DK
. (20)

(4) Suppose that K1 and K2 are linearly disjoint number fields and let L = K1K2. Then TL/K1
∩ TL/K2

is a

torus over Q of dimension ([K1 : Q]− 1)([K2 : Q]− 1) and

C(TL/K1
∩ TL/K2

) =
DL

DK1DK2

. (21)

In each case, denote the splitting field of a torus T by L and identify Gal(L/Q) with GT . Let Cm be the

cyclic group of order m, Dm be the dihedral group of order 2m, Sm be the symmetric group of degree m and

Am be the alternating group of degree m. For simplicity, denote Di := DLi, D
′
i := DL′

i
, and so on. We warn the

readers not to confuse the discriminant Di and the dihedral group Dm. The following list gives the classification

of 3-dimensional tori over Q (except for the trivial one G3
m), together with their Artin conductors.

(i) GT
∼= C2 : T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H2,a :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = Gm × T 2
L/Q and C(T ) = D2

L.
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(b) GT = H2,b :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

)

〉

: T = G2
m × TL/Q and C(T ) = DL.

(c) GT = H2,c :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = RL/Q Gm × TL/Q and C(T ) = D2
L.

(d) GT = H2,d :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = Gm × RL/Q Gm and C(T ) = DL.

(e) GT = H2,e :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = T 3
L/Q and C(T ) = D3

L.

(ii) GT
∼= C3 : T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H3,a :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 −1

)

〉

: T = Gm × TL/Q and C(T ) = DL.

(b) GT = H3,b :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

〉

: T = RL/Q Gm and C(T ) = DL.

(iii) GT = 〈g〉 ∼= C4 : L4 = L has the unique quadratic subfield L2 = Lg2

. T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H4,a :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = Gm × TL4/L2
and C(T ) =

D4

D2
.

(b) GT = H4,b :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL2/Q × TL4/L2
and C(T ) = D4.

(c) GT = H4,c :=
〈

( 1 0 1
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T =
{

v ∈ RL4/Q Gm : v · g2v = gv · g3v
}

. Since

1 → T → RL4/Q Gm

v 7→ v·g2v

gv·g3v−−−−−−→ TL2/Q → 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =
D4

D2
.

(d) GT = H4,d :=
〈

(−1 0 −1
0 0 1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL4/Q and C(T ) = D4.

(iv) GT = 〈g, h〉 ∼= C2×C2 : L has 3 quadratic subfields L1 = Lg, L2 = Lh and L3 = Lgh. ThenDL = D1D2D3

by the equation (14). T is one of the following types.

(e) GT = H4,e :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL1/Q × T 2
L3/Q

and C(T ) = D1D
2
3 .

(f) GT = H4,f :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 1

)

〉

: T = TL1/Q × TL2/Q × TL3/Q and C(T ) = DL.

(g) GT = H4,g :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = Gm × TL2/Q × TL3/Q and C(T ) = D2D3.

(h) GT = H4,h :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL1/Q × TL/L1
and C(T ) = DL.

(i) GT = H4,i :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = Gm × TL/L1
and C(T ) =

DL

D1
= D2D3.

(j) GT = H4,j :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = RL1/Q Gm × TL2/Q and C(T ) = D1D2.

(k) GT = H4,k :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL3/Q × TL/L2
and C(T ) = D1D

2
3.

(l) GT = H4,l :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

1 0 −1
−1 −1 0

)

〉

:

T =
{

(v1, v2) ∈ TL/L1
× TL/L3

: v1 · hv1 = v2 · hv2
}

.

Since

1 → T → TL/L1
× TL/L3

(v1,v2) 7→
v1·hv1
v2·hv2−−−−−−−−−−→ TL2/Q → 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =

(

DL

D1
· DL

D3

)

·D−1
2 = DL.

9



(m) GT = H4,m :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
( 1 0 0
−1 0 1
1 1 0

)

〉

:

T =
{

(v1, v2) ∈ TL/L1
× RL3/Q Gm : v1 · hv2 = v2 · hv1

}

.

Since

1 → T → TL/L1
× RL3/Q Gm

(v1,v2) 7→
v1·hv2
v2·hv1−−−−−−−−−−→ TL3/Q → 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =

(

DL

D1
·D3

)

·D−1
3 = D2D3.

(n) GT = H4,n :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 1 −1

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL/Q so C(T ) = DL.

(o) GT = H4,o :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
( 1 −1 1
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T =
{

v ∈ RL/QGm : v · gv = hv · ghv
}

. Since

1 → T → RL/QGm

v 7→ v·gv
hv·ghv−−−−−−→ TL1/Q → 1

is exact, we have C(T ) = D2D3.

(v) GT = 〈g〉 ∼= C6 : L6 = L has the unique cubic subfield L3 = Lg3

and the unique quadratic subfield

L2 = Lg2

. T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H6,a :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 1

)

〉

: T = Gm × (TL6/L2
∩ TL6/L3

) and C(T ) =
D6

D2D3
.

(b) GT = H6,b :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 −1

)

〉

: T = TL2/Q × TL3/Q and C(T ) = D2D3.

(c) GT = H6,c :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 1

)

〉

: T = TL2/Q × (TL6/L2
∩ TL6/L3

) and C(T ) =
D6

D3
.

(d) GT = H6,d :=
〈

( 0 −1 0
0 0 −1
−1 0 0

)

〉

: T = TL6/L3
and C(T ) =

D6

D3
.

(vi) GT =
〈

g, h : g3 = h2 = (gh)2 = 1
〉 ∼= S3 : L6 = L has 3 isomorphic cubic subfields Lh, Lgh and Lg2h

(denoted by L3) and the unique quadratic subfield L2 = Lg. Then D6 = D2
3D2 by the equation (15). T

is one of the following types.

(e) GT = H6,e :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL2/Q × (TL6/L2
∩ TL6/L3

) and C(T ) = D2D3.

(f) GT = H6,f :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 −1

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = Gm × TL3/Q and C(T ) = D3.

(g) GT = H6,g :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TL2/Q × TL3/Q and C(T ) = D2D3.

(h) GT = H6,h :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 −1

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = Gm × (TL6/L2
∩ TL6/L3

) and C(T ) = D3.

(i) GT = H6,i :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
( 0 0 −1

0 −1 0
−1 0 0

)

〉

: T = TL6/L3
and C(T ) = D2D3.

(j) GT = H6,j :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
( 0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0

)

〉

: T = RL3/Q Gm and C(T ) = D3.

(vii) GT =
〈

g, h : g4 = h2 = 1, gh = hg
〉 ∼= C4 × C2 :

L4 = Lh, L′
4 = Lg2h, L′′

4 = Lg2

are quartic subfields of L and

L2 = Lg, L′
2 = L〈g2,h〉, L′′

2 = Lgh
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are quadratic subfields of L. Since Gal(L/L′
2)

∼= C2
2 and Gal(L′′

4/Q) ∼= C2
2 , we have the following formulas

by the equation (14):

DLD
′2
2 = D4D

′
4D

′′
4 (22a)

D′′
4 = D2D

′
2D

′′
2 . (22b)

T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H8,a :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL2/Q × TL′

4/L
′

2
and C(T ) = D2

D′
4

D′
2

.

(b) GT = H8,b :=
〈

( 1 0 1
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL/L4
∩ TL/L′′

2
and C(T ) =

DL

D4D′′
2

= D2
D′

4

D′
2

by the

equations (22a) and (22b).

(viii) GT = 〈g1, g2, g3〉 ∼= C3
2 : For {i, j, k} = {1, 2, 3},

Mi = Lgi , Mij = Lgigj , M = Lg1g2g3

are quartic subfields of L and

Ki = L〈gi,gjgk〉, Kij = L〈gi,gj〉, K = L〈g1g2,g1g3〉

are quadratic subfields of L. Since Mij/Q, M/Q and L/K3 are Galois extensions with Galois groups C2
2 ,

we have the following formulas by the equation (14):

DMij = DKk
DKijDK (23a)

DM = DK1DK2DK3 (23b)

DLD
2
K3

= DM3DM12DM . (23c)

T is one of the following types.

(c) GT = H8,c :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TK1/Q × TK/Q × TK2/Q and C(T ) =

DKDK1DK2 .

(d) GT = H8,d :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TK1/Q×TM13/K13
and C(T ) = DK1

DM13

DK13

=

DKDK1DK2 .

(e) GT = H8,e :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

1 0 −1
−1 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

:

T =
{

(v1, v2) ∈ TM13/K13
× TM/K3

: v1 · g2v1 = v2 · g2v2
}

.

Since

1 → T → TM13/K13
× TM/K3

(v1,v2) 7→
v1·g2v1
v2·g2v2−−−−−−−−−−−→ TK2/Q → 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =
DM13

DK13

· DM

DK3

·D−1
K2

= DKDK1DK2 by the equations (23a) and (23b).

(f) GT = H8,f :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 1 −1

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL/K12
∩ TL/M3

and C(T ) =
DL

DK12DM3

=

DKDK1DK2 by the equations (23a), (23b) and (23c).

(ix) GT =
〈

g, h : g4 = h2 = (gh)2 = 1
〉 ∼= D4 :

M = Lg2

, M1 = Lh, M ′
1 = Lg2h, M2 = Lgh, M ′

2 = Lg3h
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are quartic subfields of L (M ′
i are Galois conjugates of Mi so DMi = DM ′

i
) and

K = Lg, K1 = L〈g2,h〉, K2 = L〈g2,gh〉

are quadratic subfields of L. Then we have the following lattice of subfields of L.

L

M1 M ′
1 M M ′

2 M2

K1 K K2

Q

Since L/K1, L/K2 and M/Q are Galois extensions with Galois groups C2
2 , we have the following formulas

by the equation (14):

DLD
2
K1

= D2
M1

DM (24a)

DLD
2
K2

= D2
M2

DM (24b)

DM = DKDK1DK2 (24c)

DM1

DK1

=
DM2

DK2

. (24d)

The last equation is a consequence of the equations (24a) and (24b) (cf. [1, Proposition 2.4].) T is one of

the following types.

(g) GT = H8,g :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TK/Q × TM ′

2/K2
and C(T ) =

DKDM2

DK2

.

(h) GT = H8,h :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = Gm × TM2/K2
and C(T ) =

DM2

DK2

.

(i) GT = H8,i :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TK2/Q × TM2/K2
and C(T ) = DM2 .

(j) GT = H8,j :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 0

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TK1/Q × TM ′

2/K2
and C(T ) =

DK1DM2

DK2

= DM1 .

(k) GT = H8,k :=
〈

( 1 0 1
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL/K1
∩ TL/M ′

2
and C(T ) =

DL

DK1DM2

=
DKDM2

DK2

by

the equations (24b) and (24c).

(l) GT = H8,l :=
〈

( 1 0 1
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T =
{

v ∈ RM ′

2/Q
Gm : v · g2v = gv · g3v

}

. Since

1 → T → RM ′

2/Q
Gm

v 7→ v·g2v

gv·g3v−−−−−−→ TK2/Q → 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =
DM2

DK2

.

(m) GT = H8,m :=
〈

(−1 0 −1
0 0 1
0 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TM ′

2/Q
and C(T ) = DM2 .

(n) GT = H8,n :=
〈

(−1 0 −1
0 0 1
0 −1 0

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TL/M ′

2
∩ TL/K and C(T ) =

DL

DM2DK
= DM1 by the

equations (24b), (24c) and (24d).
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(x) GT =
〈

g, h : g6 = h2 = 1, gh = hg
〉 ∼= C6 × C2 : L6 = Lg3h has the unique cubic subfield L3 = L〈g3,h〉

and the unique quadratic subfield L2 = L〈g2,gh〉. Also L′
2 = Lg is a quadratic subfield of L such that

L = L6L
′
2. T is the following type.

(a) GT = H12,a :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL′

2/Q
× (TL6/L3

∩ TL6/L2
) and C(T ) = D′

2

D6

D3D2
.

(xi) GT =
〈

g, h : g6 = h2 = (gh)2 = 1
〉 ∼= D6 : Consider the following lattice of subfields of L.

L

L1 = Lgh L2 = Lg3

L3 = Lg4h

L4 = L〈g3,gh〉 L5 = Lg2

L6 = L〈g2,gh〉 L7 = Lg L8 = L〈g2,h〉

Q

Since L2/Q, L/L6 and L/L8 are Galois extensions with Galois groups S3, we have the following formulas

by the equation (15):

D2 = D2
4D7 (25a)

D2
1

D2
6

=
DL

D5
=

D2
3

D2
8

. (25b)

T is one of the following types.

(b) GT = H12,b :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TL7/Q × (TL1/L4
∩ TL1/L6

) and C(T ) =
D1D7

D4D6
.

(c) GT = H12,c :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 1

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = Gm × (TL3/L4
∩ TL3/L8

) and C(T ) =
D3

D4D8
=

D1

D4D6
.

(d) GT = H12,d :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TL6/Q×(TL2/L4
∩TL2/L7

) and C(T ) =
D2D6

D4D7
= D4D6.

(e) GT = H12,e :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 −1

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL8/Q × TL4/Q and C(T ) = D4D8.

(f) GT = H12,f :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL6/Q × (TL1/L4
∩ TL1/L6

) and C(T ) =
D1

D4
.

(g) GT = H12,g :=
〈

(−1 0 0
0 0 1
0 −1 1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TL6/Q × (TL3/L4
∩ TL3/L8

) and C(T ) =
D3D6

D4D8
=

D1

D4
.

(h) GT = H12,h :=
〈

( 0 −1 0
0 0 −1
−1 0 0

)

,
( 0 0 −1

0 −1 0
−1 0 0

)

〉

: T = TL1/L4
and C(T ) =

D1

D4
.

(xii) GT =
〈

g, h : g3 = h2 = (gh)3 = 1
〉 ∼= A4 : Let

L6 = Lh, L′
6 = Lg−1hg, L4 = Lghg, L′

4 = Lgh and L3 = L〈h,g−1hg〉.

We have D6 = D′
6, D4 = D′

4 and the following formulas by the equations (16b) and (16c):

D6 = D3D4 (26a)

DL = D2
4D6. (26b)

T is one of the following types.
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(i) GT = H12,i :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL6/L3
and C(T ) =

D6

D3
= D4.

(j) GT = H12,j :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
( 0 −1 1
0 −1 0
1 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL4/Q and C(T ) = D4.

(k) GT = H12,k :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
(−1 −1 −1

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T =
{

v ∈ TL/L′

6
: hv · gv = g2v

}

. Since

1 → T → TL/L′

6

v 7→ hv·gv

g2v−−−−−−→ TL′

4/Q
→ 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =
DL

D6D4
= D4.

(xiii) GT =
〈

g, h : g4 = h2 = (gh)2 = 1
〉

× 〈i〉 ∼= D4 × C2 : L8 = Lhgi is an octic subfield of L,

L4 = L〈hg,i〉, L′
4 = L〈hg,g2i〉, L′′

4 = L〈gh,g2i〉, L′′′
4 = L〈hgi,g2〉

are quartic subfields of L and

L2 = L〈h,gi〉, L′
2 = L〈hg,g2,i〉, L′′

2 = L〈g,hi〉

are quadratic subfields of L. L′′
4 is a Galois conjugate of L′

4 so D′′
4 = D′

4. Since L8/L
′
2 and L′′′

4 /Q are

Galois extensions with Galois groups C2
2 , we have the following formulas by the equation (14):

D8D
′2
2 = D4D

′
4D

′′′
4 (27a)

D′′′
4 = D2D

′
2D

′′
2 . (27b)

T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H16,a :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL′′

2 /Q
× TL′

4/L
′

2
and C(T ) = D′′

2

D′
4

D′
2

.

(b) GT = H16,b :=
〈

( 1 0 1
0 0 −1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL8/L4
∩ TL8/L2

and C(T ) =
D8

D4D2
=

D′′
2

D′
4

D′
2

by the equations (27a) and (27b).

(xiv) GT =
〈

g, h : g3 = h2 = (gh)3 = 1
〉

× 〈i〉 ∼= A4 × C2 : Let L12 = Lhi, L8 = Lhg, L6 = L〈hi,ghg−1〉,
L′
6 = L〈h,i〉, L4 = L〈hg,i〉, L3 = L〈h,ghg−1,i〉 and L2 = L〈g,h〉. T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H24,a :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL6/L3
and C(T ) =

D6

D3
.

(b) GT = H24,b :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
( 0 −1 1
0 −1 0
1 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL8/L4
∩ TL8/L2

and C(T ) =
D8

D4D2
.

(c) GT = H24,c :=
〈

( 0 1 0
0 0 1
1 0 0

)

,
(−1 −1 −1

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T =
{

v ∈ TL12/L′

6
: v · hgv = g2v

}

. Since

1 → T → TL12/L′

6

v 7→ v·hgv

g2v−−−−−−→ TL8/L4
∩ TL8/L2

→ 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =
D12D4D2

D8D′
6

.

One can prove that the number C(T ) for each torus of (a), (b) and (c) are equal.

Lemma 3.2.
D6

D3
=

D8

D4D2
=

D12D4D2

D8D′
6

.
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Proof. We need to consider some more subfields of L for the proof. Let

L′
12 = Lh, L′′

12 = Li, L′′
6 = L〈h,ghg−1〉 and L′′′

6 = L〈hi,g−1hg〉.

Since
〈

h̃i, g−1h̃g
〉

=
〈

hi, ghg−1
〉

for h̃ := g−1hg, L′′′
6 is a Galois conjugate of L6 so D′′′

6 = D6. Consider

the following lattices of subfields.

L

L′
12

L′′
6 L8

L2

2

3

A4
2

L′′
12

L′
6

L3 L4

Q

2

3

A4
2

L

L12 L′
12 L′′

12

L′
6

L12

L6 L′
6 L′′′

6

L3

By the above diagrams, we have the following formulas by the equations (14) and (16c):

DLD
2
2 = D′

12D
2
8 (28a)

D′′
12 = D′

6D
2
4 (28b)

DLD
′2
6 = D12D

′
12D

′′
12 (28c)

D12D
2
3 = D2

6D
′
6. (28d)

Let c1 =
D6

D3
, c2 =

D8

D4D2
and c3 =

D12D4D2

D8D′
6

. Then we have

c22 =
D2

8

D2
4D

2
2

(28a)
=

DL

D′
12D

2
4

(28c)
=

D12D
′′
12

D′2
6 D

2
4

(28b)
=

D12

D′
6

(= c2c3)
(28d)
=

D2
6

D2
3

(= c21),

which implies that c1 = c2 = c3.

(xv) GT =
〈

g, h : g6 = h2 = (gh)2 = 1
〉

× 〈i〉 ∼= D6 × C2 : Let L6 = L〈hg,g3i〉, L3 = L〈g3,hg,i〉 ⊂ L6, L2 =

L〈hg,gi〉 ⊂ L6 and L′
2 = L〈g,hi〉. T is the following type.

(d) GT = H24,d :=
〈

( 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL′

2/Q
× (TL6/L3

∩ TL6/L2
) and C(T ) =

D′
2

D6

D3D2
.

(xvi) GT =
〈

g, h : g4 = h2 = (gh)3 = 1
〉 ∼= S4 : Let

L12 = Lghg−1

, L′
12 = Lg−1hg, L8 = Lhg, L′

8 = Lgh, L6 = L〈h,g2hg2〉, L′
6 = L〈ghg−1,g−1hg〉, L′′

6 = Lg

and

L4 = L〈hg,ghg−1〉, L′
4 = L〈gh,g−1hg〉, L3 = L〈h,g2〉, L′

3 = L〈g,hg2h〉, L2 = L〈g2,gh〉.

Since L′
i is a Galois conjugate of Li for i ∈ {3, 4, 6, 8, 12}, we have D′

i = Di for these i. T is one of the

following types.

(e) GT = H24,e :=
〈

( 0 0 1
0 1 0
−1 0 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T = TL′′

6 /L
′

3
and C(T ) =

D′′
6

D3
.

(f) GT = H24,f :=
〈

( 0 0 −1
0 −1 0
1 0 0

)

,
( 1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TL6/L3
and C(T ) =

D6

D3
.

15



(g) GT = H24,g :=
〈

( 0 −1 0
1 1 1
−1 0 0

)

,
(−1 −1 0

0 1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL8/L4
∩ TL8/L2

and C(T ) =
D8

D4D2
.

(h) GT = H24,h :=
〈

( 0 1 0
−1 −1 −1
1 0 0

)

,
( 1 1 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

)

〉

: T = TL4/Q and C(T ) = D4.

(i) GT = H24,i :=
〈

( 1 1 0
−2 −1 −1
0 0 1

)

,
(−1 −1 −1

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

〉

: T = TL12/L′

6
∩ TL12/L4

and C(T ) =
D12

D6D4
.

(j) GT = H24,j :=
〈

(−1 −1 0
2 1 1
0 0 −1

)

,
( 1 1 1
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

〉

: T =
{

v ∈ TL′

12/L
′

6
: hv · gv · g2v = 1

}

. Since

1 → T → TL′

12/L
′

6

v 7→hv·gv·g2v−−−−−−−−→ TL′

8/L
′

4
∩ TL′

8/L2
→ 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =
D12D4D2

D8D6
.

Lemma 3.3.
D6

D3
= D4 =

D12D4D2

D8D6
.

Proof. Let L′′
12 = Lg2

, L′′′
12 = Lg2hg2h and L′′′

6 = L〈g2,hg2h〉. Consider the following lattices of subfields.

L

L6

L3 L4

Q

C2
2

S3

S4
2

L

L′′
12

L′′′
6 L8

L2

2

3

A4
2

L

L12 L′
12 Lhg2h L′′′

12 L′′
12

L′
6 Lghg L′′′

6

L〈g2,ghg〉

By the above diagrams, we have the following formulas. Note that Lc
6 = L and Gal(L/L6) ∼= C2

2 so we

can apply Proposition 2.4(4).

D6 = D3D4 (29a)

D′′
12D2 = D8D

′′′
6 (29b)

D12

D6
=

D′′
12

D′′′
6

. (29c)

The first two formulas come from the equations (17) and (16b), and the last formula can be obtained

exactly same as the equation (24d). Now the equation (29a) implies that
D6

D3
= D4 and the equations

(29b) and (29c) imply that D4 =
D12D4D2

D8D6
.

Lemma 3.4.
D′′

6

D3
=

D8

D4D2
=

D12

D6D4
.

Proof. Let L′′′′
6 = L〈g2,ghg2h〉 and consider the following lattices of subfields. Since (L′′′′

6 )c = L and

Gal(L/L′′′′
6 ) ∼= C2

2 , we can apply Proposition 2.4(4).

L

L′′′′
6

L′
3 L4

Q

C2
2

S3

S4
2

L′′
12

L′′
6 L′′′

6 L′′′′
6

L′
3

16



By the above diagrams, we have the following formulas by the equations (14) and (17):

D′′′′
6 = D3D4 (30a)

D′′
12D

2
3 = D′′

6D
′′′
6 D′′′′

6 . (30b)

Now we have
D′′

6

D3

(30b)
=

D′′
12D3

D′′′
6 D′′′′

6

(30a)
=

D′′
12

D′′′
6 D4

(29c)
=

D12

D6D4
and

D′′
12

D′′′
6 D4

(29b)
=

D8

D4D2
.

(xvii) GT =
〈

g, h : g4 = h2 = (gh)3 = 1
〉

× 〈i〉 ∼= S4 × C2 : Let

L12 = L〈ghg−1,g−1hgi〉, L8 = L〈hg,ghg−1i〉, L′
8 = L〈gh,g−1hg〉, L6 = L〈g,hg2hi〉, L′

6 = L〈ghg−1,g−1hg,i〉

and

L4 = L〈hg,ghg−1,i〉, L′
4 = L〈gh,g−1hg,i〉, L3 = L〈g,hg2h,i〉, L2 = L〈gi,hi〉, L′

2 = L〈g,h〉.

L′
4 is a Galois conjugate of L4 so D′

4 = D4. T is one of the following types.

(a) GT = H48,a :=
〈

( 0 0 1
0 1 0
−1 0 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 0 −1
0 −1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL6/L3
and C(T ) =

D6

D3
.

(b) GT = H48,b :=
〈

( 0 −1 0
1 1 1
−1 0 0

)

,
(−1 −1 0

0 1 0
0 0 −1

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T = TL8/L4
∩ TL8/L2

and C(T ) =
D8

D4D2
.

(c) GT = H48,c :=
〈

( 1 1 0
−2 −1 −1
0 0 1

)

,
(−1 −1 −1

0 0 1
0 1 0

)

,
(−1 0 0

0 −1 0
0 0 −1

)

〉

: T =
{

v ∈ TL12/L′

6
: hgv · g2v = hv

}

. Since

1 → T → TL12/L′

6

v 7→ hgv·g2v
hv−−−−−−−→ TL′

8/L
′

4
∩ TL′

8/L
′

2
→ 1

is exact, we have C(T ) =
D12D4D

′
2

D′
8D

′
6

.

Lemma 3.5.
D6

D3
=

D8

D4D2
=

D12D4D
′
2

D′
8D

′
6

.

Proof. Let

L24 = Li, L′
12 = L〈g2,ghg2hi〉, L′′

6 = L〈hg2h,gi〉 and L′′′
6 = L〈g2,ghg2h,i〉.

Consider the following 3 lattices of subfields.

L

L′
12

L′′
6 L8

L2

C2
2

S3

S4
2

L24

L′′′
6

L3 L4

Q

C2
2

S3

S4
2

L′
12

L6 L′′
6 L′′′

6

L3

By the above diagrams, we have the following formulas by the equations (14) and (17):

D′
12D2 = D8D

′′
6 (31a)

D′′′
6 = D4D3 (31b)

D′
12D

2
3 = D6D

′′
6D

′′′
6 . (31c)
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These equations imply that

D6

D3

(31c)
=

D′
12D3

D′′
6D

′′′
6

(31a)
=

D8D3

D′′′
6 D2

(31b)
=

D8

D4D2
.

Now we prove the second equality. Let

L′
24 = Lhg2hi, L′′

24 = Lhg2h, L16 = Lhg, L′′
12 = L〈hg2h,i〉, L′′′

12 = L〈g2,hg2h〉, L′′′′
12 = L〈g−1hg,ghg−1i〉

and

L′′
8 = L〈hg,ghg−1〉, L′′′

8 = L〈hg,i〉, L′′′′
6 = L〈g2,hg2h,i〉, L′′

4 = L〈gh,hg〉, L′′
2 = L〈gh,hg,i〉.

Since L′′′′
12 is a Galois conjugate of L12 and L′′

8 is a Galois conjugate of L′
8, we have D′′′′

12 = D12 and

D′′
8 = D′

8. Consider the following 6 lattices of subfields.

L

L′′
24

L′′′
12 L16

L′′
4

2

3

A4
2

L24

L′′
12

L′′′′
6 L′′′

8

L′′
2

2

3

A4
2

L

L24 L′
24 L′′

24

L′′
12

L′
24

L12 L′′
12 L′′′′

12

L′
6

L16

L8 L′′
8 L′′′

8

L4

L′′
4

L2 L′
2 L′′

2

Q

By the above diagrams, we have the following formulas by the equations (14) and (16c):

DLD
′′2
4 = D′′

24D
2
16 (32a)

D24D
′′2
2 = D′′

12D
′′′2
8 (32b)

DLD
′′2
12 = D24D

′
24D

′′
24 (32c)

D′
24D

′2
6 = D2

12D
′′
12 (32d)

D16D
2
4 = D8D

′
8D

′′′
8 (32e)

D′′
4 = D2D

′
2D

′′
2 . (32f)
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These equations imply that

(

D8

D4D2

)2
(32e)
=

D2
16D

2
4

D′2
8 D

′′′2
8 D2

2

(32a)
=

DLD
2
4D

′′2
4

D′′
24D

′2
8 D

′′′2
8 D2

2

(32c)
=

D24D
′
24D

2
4D

′′2
4

D′′2
12D

′2
8 D

′′′2
8 D2

2

(32b)
=

D′
24D

2
4D

′′2
4

D′′
12D

′2
8 D

2
2D

′′2
2

(32d)
=

D2
12D

2
4D

′′2
4

D′2
8 D

′2
6 D

2
2D

′′2
2

(32f)
=

(

D12D4D
′
2

D′
8D

′
6

)2

,

which proves the second equality.

4 Counting algebraic tori over Q of dimension 3

In this section, we count the number of the isomorphism classes of 3-dimensional tori over Q. We provide

asymptotic upper and lower bounds of N tor
3 (X ;H) for each finite subgroup H 6= 1 of GL3(Z). See Table 1 for

the computation of the numbers a(H) and b(H) for each H . This gives an asymptotic upper bound of N tor
3 (X)

which is close to the asymptotics predicted by Conjecture 1.1.

|H | H a(H) b(H) |H | H a(H) b(H) |H | H a(H) b(H)

2

H2,a 2 1

6

H6,c 2 1

12

H12,c 1 2

H2,b 1 1 H6,d 2 1 H12,d 1 2

H2,c 2 1 H6,e 2 2 H12,e 1 2

H2,d 1 1 H6,f 1 1 H12,f 1 1

H2,e 3 1 H6,g 2 2 H12,g 1 1

3
H3,a 1 1 H6,h 1 1 H12,h 1 1

H3,b 1 1 H6,i 2 2 H12,i 2 2

4

H4,a 2 2 H6,j 1 1 H12,j 2 2

H4,b 2 1

8

H8,a 1 1 H12,k 2 2

H4,c 2 2 H8,b 1 1
16

H16,a 1 3

H4,d 2 1 H8,c 1 3 H16,b 1 3

H4,e 1 1 H8,d 1 3

24

H24,a 1 1

H4,f 2 3 H8,e 1 3 H24,b 1 1

H4,g 1 2 H8,f 1 3 H24,c 1 1

H4,h 2 3 H8,g 2 4 H24,d 1 3

H4,i 1 2 H8,h 1 2 H24,e 2 4

H4,j 1 2 H8,i 1 1 H24,f 1 1

H4,k 1 1 H8,j 1 1 H24,g 2 4

H4,l 2 3 H8,k 2 4 H24,h 1 1

H4,m 1 2 H8,l 1 2 H24,i 2 4

H4,n 2 3 H8,m 1 1 H24,j 1 1

H4,o 1 2 H8,n 1 1

48

H48,a 1 2

6
H6,a 2 3

12
H12,a 1 1 H48,b 1 2

H6,b 1 1 H12,b 2 5 H48,c 1 2

Table 1: Computations of a(H) and b(H)
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Throughout this section, C denotes a positive constant which may change from line to line. Denote the

set of positive squarefree integers by Sqf. For a prime p, denote by Sqfp the set of positive integers which are

squarefree outside p. We also introduce a notation which generalizes Nn(X ;G; I) defined in Section 2.1. Let

J be an invariant of pairs of number fields such that for every X > 0, there are finitely many pairs of number

fields (K1,K2) such that J(K1,K2) ≤ X . Denote by NK1,K2
n1,n2

(X ;G1, G2; J) = Nn1,n2(X ;G1, G2; J) the number

of (K1,K2) ∈ NFn1(G1)×NFn2(G2) such that J(K1,K2) ≤ X . When ni = 2, we may omit the group Gi = C2

as before.

4.1 Abelian case

In this section, we prove Conjecture 1.2 for every finite abelian subgroup 1 6= H ≤ GL3(Z). First we prove this

except for the cases H = H6,c and H = H6,d.

Proposition 4.1. Conjecture 1.2 holds for every finite abelian subgroup 1 6= H ≤ GL3(Z) which is not

conjugate to H6,c or H6,d.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1(1), the conjecture is true if |H | ∈ {2, 3} or

H = H4, x (x ∈ {b, d, f, h, l, n}).

By Propositions 2.1(1) and 2.3, the conjecture is true if H is one of

H4, x (x ∈ {e, g, i, j, k,m, o}), H6,b and H8, x (x ∈ {c, d, e, f}).

For example, we have

N tor
3 (X ;H4,e) = #

{

(L1, L3) ∈ NF2 ×NF2 : L1 6= L3 and D1D
2
3 ≤ X

}

= NL1,L3

2,2 (X ;D1D
2
3)−NL1

2 (X ;D3
1)

∼ CX −O(X
1
3 ) (∵ Proposition 2.3)

∼ CX.

By Propositions 2.2(1)(2) and 2.3, the conjecture is true if H is one of

H4,a, H4,c, H6,a, H8,a, H8,b and H12,a.

For example, we have

N tor
3 (X ;H8,a) = #

{

(L2, L
′
4) ∈ NF2 ×NF4(C4) : L2 6= L′

2 and D2
D′

4

D′
2

≤ X

}

= N
L2,L

′

4
2,4 (X ;C4;D2

D′
4

D′
2

)−N4(X ;C4)

=: A1(X)−A2(X)

where L′
2 is the unique quadratic subfield of L′

4. Since N2(X) ∼ CX and

N
L′

4
4 (X ;C4;

D′
4

D′
2

) ∼ CX
1
2 logX

by Proposition 2.2(1), we have A1(X) ∼ CX by Proposition 2.3. Proposition 2.1(1) implies that A2(X) ∼ CX
1
2

so we have N tor
3 (X ;H8,a) ∼ CX .
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Now let L6 be a cyclic sextic field with the cubic subfield L3 and the quadratic subfield L2. Conjecture 1.2

for the remaining cases (H6,c and H6,d) are equivalent to the asymptotic formula

N6(X ;C6,
D6

D3
) ∼ CX

1
2 . (33)

In order to prove this, we need to use analytic methods. We give an explicit formula for the Dirichlet series of
D6

D3
and apply Delange’s Tauberian theorem (Proposition 2.6) to this.

Lemma 4.2.
∑

L6∈NF6(C6)

(

D6

D3

)−s

=
h(s)g1(s)− g2(3s)− g3(s) + 1

2
(34)

where

h(s) :=

(

1 +
1

26s
+

2

29s

)(

1 +
1

33s
+

2

34s
+

2

35s

)

,

g1(s) :=
∏

p≡1 (mod 6)

(

1 +
2

p2s
+

3

p3s

)

∏

p≡−1 (mod 6)

(

1 +
1

p3s

)

,

g2(s) :=

(

1 +
1

22s
+

2

23s

)

∏

p odd

(

1 +
1

ps

)

,

g3(s) :=

(

1 +
2

34s

)

∏

p≡1 (mod 6)

(

1 +
2

p2s

)

.

Proof. Denote the conductor of an abelian number fieldM by Cond(M). By the conductor-discriminant formula,

we have Cond(L6) =

(

D6

D2D3

)
1
2

. We also have

Cond(L6) = lcm(Cond(L2),Cond(L3)) = lcm(D2, D
1
2
3 )

([26, (4)]) so
D6

D3
= lcm(D3

2, D2D3).

The Dirichlet series of quadratic fields and cyclic cubic fields are given by

∑

L2∈NF2

1

Ds
2

= g2(s)− 1

([10, Section 2]) and
∑

L3∈NF3(C3)

1

Ds
3

=
g3(s)− 1

2

([10, Section 3]). Let S1 and S2 be multisets of positive integers defined by

S1 := {D2 : L2 ∈ NF2} ∪ {1}
S2 := {D3 : L3 ∈ NF3(C3)} ∪ {D3 : L3 ∈ NF3(C3)} ∪ {1}

(union as multisets). Then we have
∑

n1∈S1

1

ns
1

= g2(s) and
∑

n2∈S2

1

ns
2

= g3(s) so

∑

L6∈NF6(C6)

(

D6

D3

)−s

=
1

2

∑

(n1,n2)∈S1×S2

n1 6=1, n2 6=1

1

lcm(n3
1, n1n2)s

=
1

2

∑

(n1,n2)∈S1×S2

1

lcm(n3
1, n1n2)s

− 1

2

∑

n1∈S1

1

n3s
1

− 1

2

∑

n2∈S2

1

ns
2

+
1

2

=
h(s)g1(s)

2
− g2(3s)

2
− g3(s)

2
+

1

2
.
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Proposition 4.3. Conjecture 1.2 holds for H = H6,c and H = H6,d.

Proof. By [35, Theorem 1.1], g2(s) ∈ M(1,
1

2
) and g3(s) ∈ M(

1

2
,
1

3
). (See Section 2.3 for the definition of

M(α, β) for α > β > 0.) Since

h(s)g1(s)− g3(s)

g3(s)

=

(

1 +
1

26s
+

2

29s

)(

1 +
32s + 2

35s + 2 · 3s
)

∏

p≡1 (mod 6)

(

1 +
3

p3s + 2ps

)

∏

p≡−1 (mod 6)

(

1 +
1

p3s

)

− 1

converges absolutely for Re(s) >
1

3
and

lim
s→ 1

2

h(s)g1(s)− g3(s)

g3(s)
> 0,

we have h(s)g1(s)− g3(s) ∈ M(
1

2
,
1

3
). Now Lemma 4.2 implies that

∑

L6∈NF6(C6)

(

D6

D3

)−s

∈ M(
1

2
,
1

3
)

so Proposition 2.6 finishes the proof.

4.2 Lower bound for non-abelian case

There are 39 conjugacy classes of finite non-abelian subgroups of GL3(Z). By the computation of the numbers

C(T ) in Section 3 and Table 1, it is enough to consider the asymptotics of N tor
3 (X ;H) when H is one of the

following 16 subgroups of GL3(Z):

• H6,e, H6,f (S3)

• H8,x (x ∈ {g, h, i}) (D4), H16,a (D4 × C2)

• H12,i (A4), H24,b (A4 × C2)

• H12,x (x ∈ {b, c, d, f}) (D6), H24,d (D6 × C2)

• H24,g, H24,h (S4), H48,b (S4 × C2)

Proposition 4.4. Conjecture 1.2 holds for H = H6,f , H8,h, H8,i, H16,a, H12,d and H24,h. Under the assump-

tion of Malle’s conjecture for quartic A4-fields, it also holds for H = H12,i.

Proof. The cases H6,f , H8,i and H24,h follow from Proposition 2.1(2), the case H8,h follows from Proposition

2.2(3) and the case H12,d follows from Propositions 2.1(2) and 2.3. When GT = H16,a, we have C(T ) = D′′
2

D′
4

D′
2

for L′′
2 ∈ NF2 and L′

4 ∈ NF4(D4) (with the unique quadratic subfield L′
2) such that L′′

2 ∩ L′c
4 = Q. Therefore

N tor
3 (X ;H16,a) = #

{

(L′′
2 , L

′
4) ∈ NF2 ×NF4(D4) : L

′′
2 ∩ L′c

4 = Q and D′′
2

D′
4

D′
2

≤ X

}

= N
L′′

2 ,L
′

4
2,4 (X ;D4;D

′′
2

D′
4

D′
2

)−#

{

(L′′
2 , L

′
4) ∈ NF2 ×NF4(D4) : L

′′
2 ⊂ L′c

4 and D′′
2

D′
4

D′
2

≤ X

}

∼ CX(logX)2 −O(X logX)

∼ CX(logX)2

by Propositions 2.2(3) and 2.3. The second statement is trivial because N tor
3 (X ;H12,i) = N4(X ;A4).
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Remark 4.5. Unconditionally, we have

X
1
2 ≪ N4(X ;A4) ≪ε X

1
2+γ+ε

for γ = 0.2784... by [4, Theorem 3] and [8, Theorem 1.4].

Let W be the set of the 9 remaining cases, i.e.

W := {H6,e, H8,g, H12,b, H12,c, H12,f , H24,b, H24,d, H24,g, H48,b} .

We provide upper and lower bounds of N tor
3 (X ;H) for each H in W , which are summarized in Table 2 below.

The upper bounds for H = H12,b, H12,c, H24,d are under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4 and the upper bound

for H24,g is under the assumption of Malle’s conjecture for the Galois group 12T 8. The other upper and lower

bounds are unconditional.

H Malle Lower Upper

H6,e, H6,g, H6,i X
1
2 logX X

1
2 X

1
2 (logX)2

H8,g, H8,k X
1
2 (logX)3 X

1
2 (logX)2 X

3
4
−δ (δ > 0)

H12,b X
1
2 (logX)4 X

1
2 logX X

1
2 (logX)6+ε

H12,c X logX X X(logX)1+ε

H12,f , H12,g , H12,h X X X

H24,a, H24,b, H24,c X X X(logX)3 log logX

H24,d X(logX)2 X logX X(logX)2+ε

H24,e, H24,g , H24,i X
1
2 (logX)3 X

1
2 X

9
10

H48,a, H48,b, H48,c X logX X X(logX)4 log logX

Table 2: Upper and lower bounds of N tor
3 (X ;H)

We concentrate on the lower bounds in this section. The result is satisfactory, in the sense that the asymptotic

inequality X
1

a(H) ≪ N tor
3 (X ;H) holds for every finite subgroup H 6= 1 of GL3(Z). By Propositions 4.1, 4.3, 4.4

and Remark 4.5, it is enough to prove this for H ∈ W . The case H = H24,b is considered separately because its

proof relies on the work of Cohen and Thorne [14].

For a cyclic cubic field k, denote by F(k) the set of quartic A4-fields whose cubic resolvent is k. For every

K ∈ F(k), there is f(K) ∈ Sqf2 which satisfies DK = Dkf(K)2. For every f ∈ Sqf2, denote

F(k, f2) :=
{

K ∈ F(k) : DK = Dkf
2
}

.

Proposition 4.6. N tor
3 (X ;H24,b) ≫ X .

Proof. Let E be the maximal real subfield of Q(ζ7). Then E ∈ NF3(C3), DE = 49 and hE = 1. A prime p 6= 7

splits completely in E if and only if p is a cubic residue modulo 7, i.e. p ≡ ±1 (mod 7). Therefore

1

3
+

∑

K∈F(E)

1

f(K)s
=

1

3

(

1 +
3

23s

)

∏

p≡±1 (mod 7)

(

1 +
3

ps

)

by [14, Theorem 1.4]. Ignoring the even parts, we obtain

∑

gcd(f,14)=1

∣

∣F(E, f2)
∣

∣

f s
=

∑

K∈F(E)
gcd(f(K),14)=1

1

f(K)s

=
1

3

∏

p≡±1 (mod 7)

(

1 +
3

ps

)

− 1

3

∈ M(1,
1

2
)

(35)
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by Lemma 2.7.

Let f be a positive squarefree integer which is coprime to 14 and define L2,f := Q(
√
f) (so D2,f ∈ {f, 4f}).

Let L4,f be an element of F(E, f2) and L8,f := L4,fL2,f ∈ NF8(A4 × C2). For any prime p dividing f , the

splitting type of p in L4,f is (1212) or (22) by [14, Theorem 5.1] so vp(D8,f ) = 4 by Proposition 2.5. Also

D8,f | D2
4,fD

4
2,f so v7

(

D8,f

D4,fD2,f

)

≤ 2 and v2

(

D8,f

D4,fD2,f

)

≤ 6. These imply that

D8,f

D4,fD2,f
≤ cf (36)

for c = 562. Now we have

N tor
3 (X ;H24,b) = NL4,L2

4,2 (X ;A4;
D8

D4D2
) ≥

∑

f≤X
c

gcd(f,14)=1

∣

∣F(E, f2)
∣

∣ ∼ CX

by the relation (35), the inequality (36) and Proposition 2.6.

Lemma 4.7. Let L2, L4 and L8 be number fields as in (xvi) of Section 3. Then

vp(D8) ≤ vp(D
3
4D2)

for every odd prime p. Here vp(m) denotes the exponent of p in m.

Proof. Assume that vp(D8) > vp(D
3
4D2) for an odd prime p.

• L8 = L4L2 implies that vp(D8) ≤ 2vp(D4) + 4vp(D2) so vp(D2) = 1. We also have

3vp(D4) + 1 < vp(D8) ≤ 2vp(D4) + 4

so vp(D4) < 3.

• The cubic resolvent of L4 ∈ NF4(S4) is L3 ∈ NF3(S3) and the quadratic resolvent of L3 is L2. Therefore

vp(D4), vp(D3) and vp(D2) have the same parity so vp(D3) = vp(D4) = 1 and vp(D6) = vp(D3D4) = 2.

• Let c := vp(D8). Then vp(D
′′
6 ) = c − 1 and vp(D12) = c + 1 by Lemma 3.4. Since L/L4 is a Galois

extension with a Galois group S3, we have DLD
2
4 = D2

12D8 by Proposition 2.4(2) so vp(DL) = 3c.

• The relation vp(DL) ≥ 4vp(D
′′
6 ) implies that c ≤ 4, which contradicts the assumption. This finishes the

proof.

Theorem 4.8. For every H ∈ W , the lower bound of N tor
3 (X ;H) is given as in Table 2. In particular we have

X
1

a(H) ≪ N tor
3 (X ;H)

for every finite nontrivial subgroup H of GL3(Z).

Proof. For each H ∈ W , we use the notation as in Section 3.

• H = H6,e : Since L2 is the quadratic resolvent of L3 ∈ NF3(S3), we have D2 ≤ D3 so

N tor
3 (X ;H6,e) = NL3

3 (X ;S3;D2D3) ≥ NL3
3 (X ;S3;D

2
3) ∼ CX

1
2 .

• H = H8,g : Since

(

DKDM2

DK2

)2

≤ DM

(

DM2

DK2

)2

= DL by the equation (24b), we have

N tor
3 (X ;H8,g) = NL

8 (X ;D4;
DKDM2

DK2

) ≥ NL
8 (X

2;D4;DL) ∼ CX
1
2 (logX)2

by Proposition 2.1(4).
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• H = H12,b : Since L7 is the quadratic resolvent of L4 ∈ NF3(S3), we have D7 ≤ D4 so

N tor
3 (X ;H12,b) = NL1

6 (X ;D6;
D1D7

D4D6
)

≥ NL1
6 (X ;D6;

D1

D6
)

≥ #
{

(L4, L6) ∈ NF3(S3)×NF2 : D2
4D

2
6 ≤ X and L6 6⊂ Lc

4

}

∼ CX
1
2 logX −O(X

1
2 )

∼ CX
1
2 logX.

• H ∈ {H12,c, H12,f , H48,b} : They can be proved as in the proof of [22, Theorem 4.9].

• H = H24,b : See Proposition 4.6.

• H = H24,d : Since D6 has 3 subgroups of order 6, Lc
6 has 3 quadratic subfields. For a constant M > 0

which satisfies # {L′
2 ∈ NF2 : D′

2 ≤ M} = N2(M) ≥ 6, we have

N tor
3 (X ;H24,d) = #

{

(L6, L
′
2) ∈ NF6(D6)×NF2 : D′

2

D6

D3D2
≤ X and L′

2 6⊂ Lc
6

}

≥
∑

L6∈NF6(D6)
D6

D3D2
≤ X

M

(

N2(X
D3D2

D6
)− 3

)

≥ 1

2

∑

L6∈NF6(D6)
D6

D3D2
≤ X

M

N2(X
D3D2

D6
)

≫ X

M
log

X

M

by Propositions 1.3(2) and 2.3.

• H = H24,g : By Lemma 4.7,

N tor
3 (X ;H24,g) = NL4

4 (X ;S4;
D8

D4D2
) ≥ NL4

4 (CX ;S4;D
2
4) ∼ CX

1
2 .

4.3 Upper bound for non-abelian case

Now we move to the upper bounds. If H is one of H12,b, H12,c and H24,d, the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics for

p = 3 improves the upper bound of N tor
3 (X ;H).

Proposition 4.9. (1) N tor
3 (X ;H) ≪ε X

a(H)(1+ log 2+ε
log log X ) for H ∈ {H12,b, H12,c, H24,d}.

(2) Under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4, the upper bounds of N tor
3 (X ;H) for H ∈ {H12,b, H12,c, H24,d}

are given as in Table 2.

Proof. The case H = H12,c follows from the equality N tor
3 (X ;H12,c) = N tor

2 (X ;H12,A) and Proposition 1.3.

The function f(X) =
logX

log logX
is increasing on X > ee = 15.15... so

N tor
2 (Y ;H12,A) ≪ε Y X

log 2+ε
log log X
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for X ≥ Y ≥ 16. Since N tor
3 (X ;H24,d) is bounded above by the product distribution of N tor

2 (X ;H12,A) and

N2(X), we have

N tor
3 (X ;H24,d) ≤ 2

∑

n≤X

N tor
2 (

X

n
;H12,A)

≪ε

∑

n≤ X
16

X

n
X

log 2+ε
log log X +

∑

X
16<n≤X

N tor
2 (16;H12,A)

≪ε X
1+ log 2+ε

log log X .

If we assume Conjecture 1.4, then we have

N tor
3 (X ;H24,d) ≤ 2

∑

n≤X

N tor
2 (

X

n
;H12,A)

≪ε

∑

n≤X

X

n
(logX)1+ε

≪ε X(logX)2+ε.

Now consider the case H = H12,b. Let F , K, L, E, f , m1, m2, w(f) and g(X) be defined as in [22, Section

4.2]. Denote

A1(X) := NF,K
3,2 (X ;S3;DE

DFD
2
K

m2
)

and

A2(X ;B) :=
∑

m1,m2∈ Sqf
(m1m2,6)=1
(m1,m2)=1

∑

E∈NF2

m1|DE

∑

f∈ Sqf3
m2|f

DEf2≤X
B≤DEf<2B

X
1
2

DEf
h3(E) · 2w(f)

for B ≤ X
1
2 . Following the arguments of [22, Section 4], one can show that

N tor
3 (X ;H12,b) ≤ A1(βX) (37)

for β := 2933,

A1(X) ≪

⌊

log2 X
1
2

⌋

∑

i=0

A2(X ; 2i) (38)

and

A2(X ;B) ≪ X
1
2

B

∑

f∈ Sqf3
f<2B

2w(f)τ(f)g(
2B

f
)

≪ε
X

1
2

B

∑

f∈ Sqf3
f<2B

τ(f)2
2B

f
X

1
2 (

log 2+ε
log log X ) ([22, Corollary 4.4])

≪ε X
1
2 (1+

log 2+ε
log log X )

∑

f<2B

τ(f)2

f

(39)

for B ≤ X
1
2 . By summing over the intervals f ∈ [2j , 2j+1) for 0 ≤ j ≤ log2(2B), we have

∑

f<2B

τ(f)2

f
≤

⌊log2(2B)⌋
∑

j=0

1

2j

∑

f<2j+1

τ(f)2

≪
⌊log2(2B)⌋
∑

j=0

1

2j
2j+1(log 2j+1)3 (Lemma 2.8)

≪ (logB)4.

(40)
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The inequalities (37), (38), (39) and (40) imply that N tor
3 (X ;H12,b) ≪ε X

1
2 (1+

log 2+ε
log log X ).

If we assume Conjecture 1.4, then

A2(X ;B) ≪ε
X

1
2

B

∑

f∈ Sqf3
f<2B

2w(f)τ(f) · 2B
f

(logB)1+ε ([22, Corollary 4.8])

≪ε X
1
2 (logB)1+ε

∑

f<2B

τ(f)2

f
.

(41)

The inequalities (37), (38), (40) and (41) imply that N tor
3 (X ;H12,b) ≪ε X

1
2 (logX)6+ε.

We proceed by case-by-case analysis.

Proposition 4.10. The following estimates hold:

(1) N tor
3 (X ;H6,e) ≪ X

1
2 (logX)2.

(2) N tor
3 (X ;H12,f) ≪ X .

(3) N tor
3 (X ;H48,b) ≪ X(logX)4 log logX .

(4) N tor
3 (X ;H24,b) ≪ X(logX)3 log logX .

Proof. (1) By [13, Theorem 2.5], the number of F ∈ NF3(S3) such that DF = DEf
2 for given E ∈ NF2 and

f ∈ Sqf3 is bounded by O(h3(E) · 2w(f)). This implies that

N tor
3 (X ;H6,e) = NF

3 (X ;S3;DFDE)

≪
∑

f∈ Sqf3

f<X
1
2

∑

E∈NF2

DE≤X
1
2

f

h3(E)2w(f)

≪
∑

f<X
1
2

X
1
2

f
τ(f) ([16, Theorem 3])

≪ X
1
2 (logX)2.

The last inequality can be deduced as in the inequality (40) above.

(2) By Proposition 2.1(3), we have

N tor
3 (X ;H12,f) = NL1

6 (X ;D6;
D1

D4
) ≤ NL1

6 (X2;D6;D1) ∼ CX.

(3) Let F ∈ NF4(S4), K ∈ NF2 such that K ∩ F c = Q and L = FK ∈ NF8(S4 × C2). Also let

S1 :=
{

p > 3 : p | gcd(DF , DK) and p has splitting type (1211), (122) or (131) in F
}

S2 :=
{

p > 3 : p | gcd(DF , DK) and p has splitting type (1212), (22) or (14) in F
}

mi :=
∏

p∈Si

p (i = 1, 2).

Then Proposition 2.5 implies that

C(L) :=
DL

DFDK
=

DFD
3
K

cm2
1m

4
2
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for a positive integer c ≤ β := 21234 (cf. [28, Table 3]) so

N tor
3 (X ;H48,b) = # {(F,K) ∈ NF4(S4)×NF2 : K ∩ F c = Q and C(L) ≤ X}

≤ NF,K
4,2 (βX ;S4;

DFD
3
K

m2
1m

4
2

)

=: A1(βX).

(42)

The number A1(X) can be bounded as in [22, Section 4.2].

• For given F , m1 and m2, the number of K ∈ NF2 which satisfies m1m2 | DK and
DK

m1m2
≤

(

m2X

m1DF

)
1
3

is at most 2

(

m2X

m1DF

)
1
3

.

• For every F ∈ NF4(S4) and its cubic resolvent E ∈ NF3(S3), there is f ∈ Sqf2 such that DF = DEf
2.

By [14, Theorem 5.1], m1 divides DE and m2 divides f .

• By [14, Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 6.4], the number of F ∈ NF4(S4) such that DF = DEf
2 for

given E ∈ NF3(S3) and f ∈ Sqf2 is bounded by O(h2(E) · 3w(f)).

• If
m2X

m1DF
=

m2X

m1DEf2
≥ 1, then DEf

2 ≤ m2X

m1
≤ fX so DEf

2 ≤ X2.

Combining all of these, we obtain

A1(X) ≪
⌊2 log2 X⌋
∑

i=0

A2(X ; 2i) (43)

for

A2(X ;B) :=
∑

m1,m2∈ Sqf
(m1m2,6)=1
(m1,m2)=1

∑

E∈NF3(S3)
m1|DE

∑

f∈ Sqf2
m2|f

DEf2≤
m2X
m1

B≤DEf2<2B

(

m2

m1
· X
B

)
1
3

h2(E) · 3w(f). (44)

Now we bound the right-hand side of the inequality (44).

• The inequality B ≤ DEf
2 ≤ m2X

m1
implies that m1 ≤ m2X

B
. Therefore the sum

∑

m1,m2

(

m2

m1

)
1
3

for

given E and f is bounded by

∑

m2|f

∑

m1≤
m2X

B

(

m2

m1

)
1
3

≪
∑

m2|f

m
1
3
2

(

m2X

B

)
2
3

=

(

X

B

)
2
3 ∑

m2|f

m2

≪
(

X

B

)
2
3

f log logX.

(45)

The last inequality is due to the classical upper bound σ(n) ≪ n log logn of Gronwall [21].
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• The inequality (45) implies that

A2(X ;B) ≪ X log logX

B

∑

f<(2B)
1
2

3w(f)f
∑

E∈NF3(S3)

DE< 2B
f2

h2(E)

≪ X log logX

B

∑

f<(2B)
1
2

3w(f)f · 2B
f2

([6, Theorem 5])

≪ X log logX
∑

f<(2B)
1
2

τ(f)c

f
(c :=

log 3

log 2
)

≪ X log logX(logB)3.

(46)

The last inequality can be deduced using Lemma 2.8 as in the inequality (40).

By the inequalities (42), (43) and (46), we have

N tor
3 (X ;H48,b) ≪

⌊2 log2(βX)⌋
∑

i=0

X log logX(log 2i)3 ≪ X(logX)4 log logX.

(4) Its proof is similar to the proof of (3). Following the arguments above, we have

N tor
3 (X ;H24,b) ≪

⌊2 log2(βX)⌋
∑

i=0

A3(βX ; 2i)

for

A3(X ;B) :=
X log logX

B

∑

f<(2B)
1
2

3w(f)f
∑

E∈NF3(C3)

DE< 2B
f2

h2(E).

By [8, Theorem 1.1], h2(E) ≪ D
3
10

E so

A3(X ;B) ≪ X log logX

B

∑

f<(2B)
1
2

3w(f)f

(

2B

f2

)
4
5

≪ X log logX

B
1
5

∑

f<(2B)
1
2

τ(f)c

f
3
5

(c =
log 3

log 2
)

≪ X log logX(logB)2

(47)

(following the inequality (40)) and

N tor
3 (X ;H24,b) ≪

⌊2 log2(βX)⌋
∑

i=0

X log logX(log 2i)2 ≪ X(logX)3 log logX.

Remark 4.11. Cohen-Martinet heuristics for cyclic cubic fields and p = 2 [12, p. 128] implies that

∑

E∈NF3(C3)

DE< 2B
f2

h2(E) ≪ B
1
2

f
.

However this does not improve the upper bound of the inequality (47).
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So far, we have proved that

N tor
3 (X ;H) ≪ X

1
a(H) (logX)O(1)

(under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4 and Malle’s conjecture for quartic A4-fields) if H is not conjugate to

H8,g (H8,k) or H24,g (H24,e, H24,i). Unfortunately, our upper bounds for the cases H = H8,g and H = H24,g

are much weaker.

Proposition 4.12. N tor
3 (X ;H8,g) ≪ X

3
4−δ for some δ > 0.

Proof. We follow the notation in (ix) of Section 3. Let mL be the product of odd primes whose splitting type

in L is (1414) or (24). By [1, Table 1], vp(
DM

D2
K

) = vp(m
2
L) for every odd prime p so

(

DKDM2

DK2

)2
(24b)
= DL

D2
K

DM
=

DL

2αm2
L

(48)

for α = v2(
DM

D2
K

) ≤ 6.

For an odd squarefree integer q > 0, denote by n(X ; q) the number of octic D4-fields L such that DL ≤ X

and mL = q. By [31, Corollary 3], we have

n(X ; q) ≪ε
X

1
4 (logX)2

q
3
2−ε

+
X

1
4−δ

q1+δ
(49)

for some constant δ > 0. Now the equation (48) and the inequality (49) imply that

N tor
3 (X ;H8,g) = NL

8 (X ;D4;
DKDM2

DK2

)

≤ NL
8 (2

6X2;D4;
DL

m2
L

)

≤
∑

q≤X
1
2

n(26X2q2; q)

≪ε

∑

q≤X
1
2

(

X
1
2 (logX)2

q1−ε
+

X
1
2−2δ

q
1
2+3δ

)

≪ε X
1
2+ε +X

3
4−

7
2 δ.

Lemma 4.13. Let Di (i = 2, 3, 4, 6, 8, 12) be as in (xvi) of Section 3. Then for every prime p ≥ 5,

(1) vp(
D8

D4D2
) ≥ vp(D3f) for f ∈ Sqf2 such that D4 = D3f

2.

(2) vp(
D12

D6D4
) ≥ 2

9
vp(D12).

Proof. (1) Assume that vp(
D8

D4D2
) < vp(D3f) for a prime p ≥ 5.

• Since vp(
D8

D4D2
) ≥ vp(

D3f
2

D2
), we have vp(D2) = 1 and vp(f) = 0.

• L2 is the quadratic resolvent of L3 so vp(D3) ≤ 2 is odd. Therefore vp(D3) = vp(D4) = 1.

• Now vp(D8) < vp(D4D2D3f) = 4 = vp(D
4
2), which is impossible since L2 ⊂ L8.

(2) Since vp(D12) ≥ max(2vp(D6), 3vp(D4)), it is enough to show that at least one of vp(D6) ≥ 9

5
vp(D4)

or vp(D6) ≤ 4

3
vp(D4) holds. If vp(f) = 0, then vp(D6) = vp(D4D3) = 2vp(D4). If vp(f) = 1, then

vp(D6) = 2vp(D4)− 2. Since L4 is tamely ramified at p, vp(D4) ≤ 3 so vp(D6) ≤
4

3
vp(D4).
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Up to conjugation, there are two transitive subgroups of S12 which are isomorphic to S4: 12T 8 and 12T 9.

(These groups can be found online at LMFDB [24].) For a number field K of degree 12 which satisfies

Gal(Kc/Q) ∼= S4, the Galois group Gal(Kc/Q) is 12T 8 in S12 if and only if K has a quartic subfield. Malle’s

conjecture predicts that
{

N12(X ; 12T 8) ∼ CX
1
5

N12(X ; 12T 9) ∼ CX
1
4 .

Proposition 4.14. (1) N tor
3 (X ;H24,g) ≪ X(logX)3.

(2) Under the assumption of Malle’s conjecture for 12T 8, we have N tor
3 (X ;H24,g) ≪ X

9
10 .

Proof. (1) By Lemma 4.13,

N tor
3 (X ;H24,g) ≤ NL4

4 (βX ;S4;D3f)

for some constant β > 0. As in the proof of Proposition 4.10, we have

N tor
3 (X ;H24,g) ≪

∑

f≤βX

3w(f)
∑

E∈NF3(S3)

DE≤βX
f

h2(E)

≪
∑

f≤X

3w(f)βX

f

≪ X(logX)3 (Lemma 2.8).

(2) By Lemma 4.13,

N tor
3 (X ;H24,g) ≤ #

{

L12 : D12 ≤ βX
9
2

}

for some constant β > 0. Since L12 has a quartic subfield L4, the Galois group Gal(Lc
12/Q) is 12T 8 so

N tor
3 (X ;H24,g) ≤ N12(βX

9
2 ; 12T 8) ≪ X

9
10 .

Summing up the results of this section, we obtain the following theorem. Since there is an asymptotic

lower bound X(logX)2 ≪ N tor
3 (X) ([22, Section 3]), the ratio of the upper and lower bounds of N tor

3 (X) is

O((logX)2 log logX) under the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics for p = 3.

Theorem 4.15. (1) We have

N tor
3 (X) ≪ε X

1+ log 2+ε
log log X . (50)

(2) Under the assumption of Conjecture 1.4, we have

N tor
3 (X) ≪ X(logX)4 log logX. (51)
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