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MOST SUBRINGS OF Z" HAVE LARGE CORANK

KELLY ISHAM AND NATHAN KAPLAN

(With an Appendix by Gautam Chinta)

ABSTRACT. If A C Z" is a sublattice of index m, then Z"/A is a finite abelian group of
order m and rank at most n. Several authors have studied statistical properties of these
groups as we range over all sublattices of index at most X. In this paper we investigate
quotients by sublattices that have additional algebraic structure. While quotients Z™/A
follow the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics and are very often cyclic, we show that if A is actually
a subring, then once n > 7 these quotients are very rarely cyclic. More generally, we show
that once n is large enough the quotient typically has very large rank. In order to prove
our main theorems, we combine inputs from analytic number theory and combinatorics. We
study certain zeta functions associated to Z" and also prove several results about matrices
in Hermite normal form whose columns span a subring of Z".

1. INTRODUCTION

The focus of this article is about a family of random finite abelian groups that arise in
number theory. There has recently been extensive interest in this subject; see for example
the survey of Wood [22]. We show that quotients of Z" by random subrings do not look like
quotients of Z™ by random sublattices. This has an interpretation in terms of the distribution
of cokernels of families of random integer matrices and the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics, a
research topic that has been quite active in recent years.

In order to describe our results, we introduce some notation. A sublattice A C Z" is a
finite index subgroup, that is, we reserve this term for full-rank sublattices of Z". For vectors
u = (Up,...,u,) and w = (wy,...,w,) in Z", we write u o w for the vector given by the
componentwise product, v o w = (ujws, ..., u,w,). A sublattice A C Z" is multiplicatively
closed if u,w € A implies u ow € A. A multiplicatively closed sublattice is a subring if it
also contains the multiplicative identity (1,1,...,1). In this article, we address questions of
the following type.

Question 1.1. Let X be a positive real number and R C Z" be a subring of index at most
X chosen uniformly at random. What does the quotient Z™/R ‘look like’? For example, as
X — oo how often is this group cyclic?

A main point of this article is to show that the additional algebraic structure possessed by
subrings leads these quotients to very often have large rank. In order to set up the contrast
with quotients of random sublattices, we highlight some results about Z"/A where A C Z"
is a sublattice of index at most X chosen uniformly at random.

A finite abelian group G can be written uniquely in terms of its invariant factors,
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where a; 41 | o for 1 < i < n —1. The rank of G is the largest i for which «; > 1. The
corank of a sublattice A C Z" is the rank of Z"/A. A sublattice A C Z" is cocyclic if either
A =7" or A has corank 1.

Nguyen and Shparlinski compute the proportion of sublattices of Z"™ that are cocyclic
[17], a result which also follows by a different method from earlier work of Petrogradsky
[18]. Chinta, Kaplan, and Koplewitz generalize this result [4], determining the proportion of
sublattices of Z™ that have corank at most k for any k € [1,n]. Throughout this paper we
use p to denote a prime number and write Hp for a product over all primes.

Theorem 1.2. [4, Corollary 1.2] Let n, k be positive integers satisfying 1 < k < n. Then,
. #{Sublattices N CZ": [Z": A] < X and A has corank at most k}
m

k= )}1_)00 # {Sublattices A CZm: [Z": A] < X}
n k
; 1
= (]' _p—])2 ’ Jp—; ; n—i ; ) .
1;[ <J1;[ ; P Hj:l(l _p_])Q Hj:l(l _p_j)

These probabilities arise in the famous Cohen-Lenstra heuristics, which were developed
during the study of statistical questions about Sylow p-subgroups of class groups of families
of number fields [5]. Let P, be the distribution on finite abelian p-groups of rank at most n
that chooses a finite abelian p-group G of rank » < n with probability

1 - i - —i

Theorem states that the proportion of A C Z" that have corank at most k is equal to
the product over all primes of the probability that a finite abelian p-group chosen from the
distribution P, has rank at most k. These connections are explained in [4]. Even for small
values of k, when n goes to infinity these probabilities are quite large. For example, for
large n the proportion of cocyclic sublattices A C Z™ is approximately 85%, the proportion
with corank at most 2 is approximately 99.4%, and the proportion with corank at most 3 is
approximately 99.995%.

The main theorem of this paper is that for large n, while the vast majority of random
sublattices of Z" have small corank, it is extremely rare for a random subring of Z" to have
small corank.

Theorem 1.3. Let n and k be positive integers satisfying 1 < k < n. Define
R _ lim # {Subrings R CZ": [Z": R] < X and R has corank at most k}
Pk = ¢ # {Subrings R C Zn: [Z": R < X} '
(1) If k € {1,2,3} and n > 6, then pf, = 0.
(2) If n > 7, then pf, = 0.
(3) If k < (6 —4V2)n+2v2 — & and n > 7, then pf, = 0.

For example, while approximately 85% of sublattices of Z” are cocyclic, the proportion of
subrings of Z" that are cocyclic is 0.
We prove Theorem [L.3] by studying the asymptotic rate of growth of the function

H, 1(X) = # {Subrings R C Z": [Z": R] < X and R has corank at most k}
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and comparing it to the asymptotic growth rate of the function
N, (X) = #{Subrings RCZ": [Z": R] < X }.

We use techniques from the theory of zeta functions of rings to prove upper bounds for the
growth rate of H, ;(X) and compare these results to lower bounds of Isham for N, (X) [10,
Theorem 1.6].

A key part of our argument involves counting special classes of matrices in Hermite normal
form. Every finite index sublattice A C Z™ is the column span of a unique n x n matrix
H(A) in Hermite normal form. Moreover, Z" /A is isomorphic to the cokernel of this matrix.
We discuss matrices in Hermite normal form and their cokernels at the start of Section [l
and in Proposition 4.2l

Theorem [[.2]says that the probability Z" /A has rank at most & is what one would expect if
these random groups were distributed according to the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics. In [4], the
authors also show that Sylow p-subgroups of Z"/A are distributed according to the distri-
bution P,(G) from (Il). These results can be interpreted by saying that cokernels of random
integer matrices in Hermite normal form follow the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics. There is a
general philosophy that cokernels of families of random integer and p-adic matrices should
be distributed according to the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics, except when there is additional
algebraic structure that must be taken into account; see for example [22, Section 3.2]. The-
orem [[.3] says that once n is not too small, cokernels of n x n matrices in Hermite normal
form whose columns span a subring of Z" are not distributed according to the Cohen-Lenstra
heuristics. The additional algebraic structure of having a column span that is closed under
componentwise multiplication leads to a completely different looking distribution of finite
abelian groups.

In order to prove Theorem [[.3 we need only give an upper bound on the growth rate of
H, 1(X), but for small values of k we can prove something much more precise. We give
asymptotic formulas for H,, (X) when k < 3.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose k € {1,2,3} and n > k. There exists a positive real number C,,j so
that

Hox(X) ~ Cy X (log X)(2) !

as X — 0.

We give a more precise description of C,, 5, in Section Bl We discuss the growth of H,, 4(X) at
the end of that section. In Section [}l we use our knowledge of N,,(X) when n < 5 to compute
pfi , for all & when n < 4. We prove that p,,,—1 > 0 for all n, and as a consequence of these
results, we show that ps, > 0 for each k € {1,2,3,4}. Finally, an appendix by Gautam
Chinta defines a multivariate zeta function which encodes not only the coranks of subrings
of Z", but also the full cotypes. A conjecture explicitly describing this cotype zeta function
for Z* is presented.

2. COUNTING LATTICES AND COUNTING SUBRINGS

In this paper, we study the functions H, (X) and N, (X) by studying analytic properties
of certain zeta functions associated to Z". We begin by introducing the subgroup zeta
function of Z™.
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Definition 2.1. Let ax(Z") denote the number of sublattices A C Z" with [Z": A] = k.
Define

Can(s) = an(ZM)k™,

where s is a complex variable.

Since Z" is a finitely generated nilpotent group, this zeta function has an Euler product
and we can write

Gon(s) = [ [ Gana(s), where  Ganp(s) =Y ap(Z")p~",
p e=0

Let M, (Z) denote the set of nxn matrices with entries in Z. An invertible matrix A € M, (Z)
with entries a;; is in Hermite normal form if:

(1) A is upper triangular, and

(2) Ogaij<aiif0r1§i<j§n.
Let H,(Z) denote the set of invertible matrices A € M, (Z) that are in Hermite normal
form. Every sublattice A C Z" is the column span of a unique matrix H(A) € H,(Z), and

moreover, [Z": A] = det(H(A)). Counting matrices in ‘H,,(Z) with given determinant proves
that

(2) Czn(s) = C(s)¢(s = 1) -~ C(s = (n = 1)).

See the book of Lubotzky and Segal for five proofs of this result [14]. For an extensive intro-
duction to this topic see the survey of Voll [20] or the book of du Sautoy and Woodward [9].

Applying a standard Tauberian theorem allows one to deduce an asymptotic formula for
> kex azn(k) in terms of analytic properties of (z»(s). The following Tauberian theorem is
due to Delange. See [16l Ch III, pages 121-122] for an English translation.

Theorem 2.2. [7] Let F(s) = > - a(n)n™* be a Dirichlet series with nonnegative coeffi-
cients that converges for R(s) > o > 0. If

(1) F(s) is analytic on R(s) = « except for s = o and

(2) for s ~ a with R(s) > a,

G(s)
(s —a)f
where G(s) and H(s) are analytic at s = a with G(«) # 0

then

F(s) = + H(s)

a(n) ~ G(@) v o) A-1
2}){ (m) ~ Jgy X "o X)7

See the recent survey of Alberts [I] for several concrete examples of how Tauberian theo-
rems are applied to Dirichlet series constructed from Euler products.

The function on the right-hand side of equation (2)) has its right-most pole at s = n, and
this pole is a simple pole. It is not difficult to see that this function satisfies the hypotheses
of Theorem 2.2, and then to carry out the application of this theorem. This leads to the
following result.
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Corollary 2.3. Let n be a positive integer n and define
L,(X) = #{Sublattices N CZ": [Z": A] < X}.
We have

L) SO =D C@) o,

n

Y

as X — 0.

A main idea of this paper is to follow a similar strategy for the subring zeta function of Z".

Definition 2.4. Let f,(k) denote the number of subrings R C Z" with [Z": R] = k. The
subring zeta function of Z" is defined by

(s Z falk

Just as (zn(s) has an Euler product, we have

Con(s H Cz;n ), Where Czn Z a(@®)p .

The subring zeta function of Z" is only known explicitly for n < 4.

Theorem 2.5. We have

Cz2(s) = C(s),

n _ CBs— 1)
Bl = g

Cza(s) =

1
1 4 —8 2 —2s
H<1—p—s>2<1—p?p—4s><1—p3p—6s>< e

p
+(4p = 3)p~ > + (5p— Dp™™ + (p* = 5p)p™™* + (3p” — 4p)p~ ™
_9p?p T — Ap?p S — p2p_93).

The statement for Z* follows from work of Datskovsky and Wright [6], and the statement
for Z* follows from work of Nakagawa [15].

The right-most pole of (% (s) is located at s = 1 and has order 3, and the right-most
pole of ¢fi(s) is located at s = 1 and has order 6. Du Sautoy and Grunewald show that
for any n > 2, the zeta function (%, (s) satisfies condition (1) of Theorem [8, Theorem

1.7]. Therefore, one can carry out the application of Theorem for n < 4, leading to the
following result.

Corollary 2.6. We have

N2(X) ~ X>
N3(X) ~ T()X(log X)?,
Ny(X) ~ ! X (log X)°.

5I¢(2)°
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For larger n precise asymptotic formulas for N, (X) are not known. Kaplan, Marcinek,
and Takloo-Bighash [12] compute the order of growth for n = 5 but are unable to determine
the constant in the asymptotic.

Theorem 2.7. [12] Theorem 6] There exists a positive real number Cs such that
N5(X) ~ C5X(lOgX)9
as X — oo.

In the proof of Theorem [[3], we apply a lower bound for the growth of N, (X) for n > 7.
Kaplan, Marcinek, and Takloo-Bighash show that for any n, there exists a positive real

number C), such that for X sufficiently large N, (X) > C, X(log X)(Z)_1 [12, Theorem 6].
Building on work of Brakenhoff 3], Isham proves a lower bound that is much stronger for
n>"7.

Theorem 2.8. [10, Theorem 1.6 and Proposition 5.4] Let

(n) = max d(n—l—d)_l_ 1
aun _OSdSan—l n—14+d n—14+d

where Maxo<g<n—1 15 a maximum over integers d € [0,n — 1].

(1) We have a(n) > (3 —2v/2)(n —1) — (V2 —1).

(2) There exists a positive real number C,, such that for all sufficiently large X,
Nn(X) > CnXa(n) > CnX(S—zx/i)(n_l)_(\/g_l).

In particular, when n > 7 there exists a positive real number C,, such that for all
sufficiently large X,
No(X) > C, X8,

Theorem [L.3 (1) for n > 7 follows from Theorems [[.4 and 2.8, We prove Theorem [[.3] (2)
and the n = 6 case of Theorem [[.3] (1) at the very end of Section Bl Theorem [[.3] (3) follows
from Theorem 2.8 and the following result.

Theorem 2.9. Let a(n) be defined as in Theorem[2.8. Supposen > 7 and k < (6 —4v/2)n+
2V2 — %. Then,
H, 1 (X)

= =0

In order to prove this theorem, we give an upper bound on the growth of H,, ;(X). We do
this in Corollary 3.14]

3. THE CORANK AT MOST k ZETA FUNCTION OF Z"

In order to prove Theorems [I.3, .4, and we introduce the corank at most k zeta
function of Z™ and study its analytic properties.

Definition 3.1. Let ﬁnk(j) be the number of subrings R C Z" that have corank at most &k
and index j and h,, x(j) be the number of these subrings that have corank exactly k. Clearly,

k

|X]
hn(5) = D hni(3) and Hu(X) = 3 hoi ()

=0
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We define the corank at most k zeta function of Z™ by

G () =D hag(3)i
j=1

A finite abelian group has rank at most k if and only if each of its Sylow p-subgroups

has rank at most k. For the same reason that the subring zeta function ¢, (s) has an Euler

2 (s)

product, we see that (. has an Euler product as well. We have

e}

(K (K (K 7 e\ —es
G P(s) = [T W (s), where  ¢%(s) =3 hus(p*)p~.
P

e=0

In order to prove Theorem [[.4l we find the right-most pole of ng(k)(s) for £ < 3 and then
apply Theorem In this section, we prove Theorem [L.4] first for £ = 1, then k£ = 2, and
finally for k& = 3.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose n > 2 and e > 1. Then h, 1(p°) = (’;)

We prove this result in Sectiondl We note that this is closely related to a result of Brakenhoff
[3, Theorem 1.5].

Proposition leads directly to the following expression for the corank at most 1 zeta
function of Z".

Proposition 3.3. Suppose n > 2. We have
R?(l) n —S
200 =] (1+((5) 1))

The k =1 case of Theorem [[.4] follows directly from Proposition B.3l The following is an
instance of the Factorization Method discussed in the survey of Alberts [1].

Corollary 3.4. Let m = (). We have

Ho(X) ~ et 16 0= 107 0+ (m = 1) X (o X

Note that for n = 2 this is consistent with the result from Corollary 2.6 that Ny(X) ~ X.

Proof. The right-most pole of an @ (s) is located at s = 1. We will prove that the pole has
order ( ) Multiplying the zeta function by C( for some integer ¢ > 0, observe that

ol ((+ (()-)r-)o-rr)

p p

-11 ((1 +((5) 1)) g)(—l)k(t . 1)p—'fs> |

From here it is clear that (5" (s) [T,(1 — p~*)" still has a pole at s = 1 when ¢ < (3), and
does not have a pole at s = 1 when t = (Z)

We now apply Theorem 2.2l To find C,, 1, we evaluate ((s )( ) R(l)( ) at s = 1 and
simplify. O
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We will apply this result in Section 5] when we study the proportion of subrings of Z" with
small corank for n <5.

In order to state the analogous results for subrings of corank 2 and corank 3 we first
recall some material due to Liu about irreducible subrings of Z™ [13]. Liu defines irreducible
subrings of Zj, but for notational convenience we prefer to define the corresponding notion
for subrings of Z™ with index equal to a power of p.

Definition 3.5. A subring R C Z" with index equal to a power of p is irreducible if for each
(x1,...,2,) ER, x1 =29 =--- =2, (mod p).

The motivation for this definition comes from the following decomposition result of Liu.

Theorem 3.6. [13, Theorem 3.4] A subring R C Z" with index equal to a power of p can be
written uniquely as a direct sum of irreducible subrings.

Liu uses this result to prove a recurrence for subrings of Z" in terms of irreducible subrings
of Z™ and subrings of Z7 for j < n [I3, Proposition 2.8]. Let g,(k) be the number of
irreducible subrings of Z™ of index k. We note that Liu uses slightly different notation for
counting irreducible subrings. Our g, (k) is denoted by g,—1(k) in [13].

We now state the analogues of Proposition for subrings of corank 2 and 3.

Theorem 3.7. Suppose e > 2 and n > 3. Then
. 3n? —17n+36) (n —1 . n—1
hn,z(p)z( D >< 5 )gg(p)+3< 3 )(6—1)-

We now give a similar but more complicated, result for subrings of corank 3.
Theorem 3.8. Suppose e > 3 andn > 4. Then

_ n®—11n® + 40n — 40

sl = : (“;‘)g4ﬁ3+<&w—m(”;”)f;;j—lmxﬂ)

We will prove these two theorems in Section 4l
Our aim is to prove Theorem [ using the explicit formulas for h,, x(p®) when k € {1, 2, 3}.

Proposition 3.9. Let

3n2 -1 +36 (n—1
aln) = )

We have
@w@=«W«%—UH(Hﬁwﬂm*+mW+mm—m+mﬁtwwf*

+ (a(n) — 1P + (a(n) — m + 2)p"™* — (2a(n) + b(n) — m + 1)p1—58) .

The right-most pole of this function occurs at s =1 and has order m.
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We defined a(n) and b(n) in this way so that Theorem B.7] becomes
hn2(p°) = a(n)gs(p®) + b(n)(e — 1).

Before giving the proof, we remark that we can explicitly determine the constant derived
from applying Theorem to the function in Proposition

Corollary 3.10. Let a(n),b(n), and m be defined as in Proposition[3.9. Then we have
Hyo(X) ~ CroX (log X)™ !

where

Cho= 7(775(_2)1)' H(l —p hym—2 <1 +(m —2)p~t + (2a(n) + b(n) —m)p 2

— (m —2)p~* — (2a(n) + b(n) — m + 1)p‘4).

Note that Hz2(X) = N3(X) since subrings in Z3 have corank at most 2. The constant
(34 from Corollary B.I0lis consistent with the constant in the asymptotic for N5(X) given
in Corollary 2.6l

Proof of Proposition[39. Consider h,(p?). Observe that h,(p°) = 1 and h,2(p') = ().
For any e > 2, we have that

ha) = () + el

Applying Theorem B.7, we obtain

B0 =143 (5 )+ X o) + blate - 1)

e>1 e>2

Liu shows that

—2s 1—-3s 1—4s
e —es (&4 —eSs p +p _'_ 2p
g )p = gs(p)p " = — —
; ; (1=p=)(1 =p'=™)

This is Bs(p, z) with x = p~° [13] page 296].

Using this formula and standard geometric series formulas, we simplify our expression as
follows using Mathematica [2I]. The first author has posted the Mathematica worksheets
on her website [11]. We have

—s —2s 1—3s 1—4s —2s
R,(2) n\ p P +p T+ 2p D

n - ]- -
zp (8) = 1F (2) 1—ps afn) (1 —p==)(1 —p'=3)

- o (e = (5) + o () -2)

— a(n)p~3 + p'=3(a(n) — 1) + p~**(a(n) — (”) +2) — p'=5(2a(n) + b(n) — (”) + 1)).

2 2

An argument like the one given in the proof of Corollary B.4] shows that the right-most
pole of this function is located at s = 1, and the order of this pole is (g) Applying Theorem
now gives the asymptotic result. O
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Proposition 3.11. Let

a(n)

_3n2—17n—|—36 n—1
N 12 2

b(n) = 3(”; 1)

n3 —11n?> +40n —40 (n — 1
c(n) = 5 3

d(n) = (3n — 5) (” | 1)

()

The right-most pole of (;,;(3)(3) occurs at s =1 and has order m. We have

H,3(X) ~ Cp3X(log X)"*

where
o= gy LT =070 (147 m = 4) 5726+ 2a(0) + (o) +olm) — 30
+p (=4 — 4a(n) — 2b(n) + 6¢(n) + 3d(n) + 3m)
+p (1 + 2a(n) + b(n) — 7e(n) + 2d(n) — m))

We defined ¢(n) and d(n) in this way so that Theorem 3.8 says
e—1
h(0°) = c(n)ga(p®) +d(n) > g3(p?).
=2

We could write down an expression for C}E;(?’)(s) analogous to the one given for Cg;@)(s) in
Proposition 3.9, but in the interest of space, we omit it.

Note that constant Cy3 from Proposition [3.I11l is consistent with the constant in the as-
ymptotic for Ny(X) given in Corollary See the first author’s website [L1] for details.

Proof. Consider h,3(p). Observe that A, 3(p°) = 1, hu3(p') = (), and A, 3(p%) = ha2(p?).
For e > 3,

hns(p°) = (n) + D2 (0°) + P 3(p°).-

2
Plugging these expressions into C;;fz)(s), we have
n —es —es
B e = 10X (5 X @m) + e - )y
e>1 e>2

+ D (C(”)94(Pe) +d(n) i(j - 1)93(%)) P,

e>3 j=2

where a(n),b(n), c(n), and d(n) are defined as in the statement of the proposition.
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The proofs of the £ = 1 and k = 2 cases of Theorem [[.4] handle the first three summands,
so we focus on the last summand. Many of these calculations and simplifications were
performed in Mathematica [21]; see the first author’s website [I1] for the code.

First consider

> e(n)ga(p)p.

e>3
Liu proves that
p—3s )
ga(p)p™* = — — P — (1 + @ +p—1)p—°
; (1=p)2(1 = p'=2)(1 —p>=4)(1 — p*=%)

+Gp—pp F+ @+ —pp T+ (0P = 1P+ p)p T+ (PP + )
+ (3p* — 13p* + 3p*)p~% + (—p° + 2p%)p™ ™ + (—4p° — 6p* + 4p®)p~

+ (_2p5 _'_ps)p—Qs 4 (—3]96 4 4p5)p—103 4 6]96_128).

This is Bs(p, ) with x = p~° [13] Proposition 6.3].
Next consider

> (Z_:(j - 1)93(%)) =) (Z_:(j — 1)gs(p") —jSp(—E-i-j)s)

e>3 \j=2 e>3 \j=2
— gg(p2)p—2s Zp—es + 293(]?3)]3_38 Zp—es + 393(]?4)]3_48 Zp—es 4.
e>1 e>1 e>1
p—s e\, —es
= — > (e—1)gs(p°)p~*
1—p e>2

We consider the derivative with respect to x of both expressions for By(p,x) given by [13,
page 296]. Observe that

% (Z 93(P6)$6> =z Z egs(p°)”.

e>2 e>2

Differentiating the rational function expression for By(p, z) with respect to = gives

d o~ . d (x®+ pr® + 2pat

dx (Zg3(p )z ) " dr ((1 —2)(1— pd)
_ —2(—=2+ 2 — 3px — 6pz® + Spx® + 2pa? + 3p*a®)
- (I —2)*(1 — pa?)? '

Combining the expressions for each of the four summands in (3] and putting them over a

. . R,(3)
common denominator gives the formula for ;. (s).

From here, we can see that neither of these last two summands contributes a pole to the
right of s = 1 when we take the Euler product. Since g4(p¢) < f1(p©), we see that

1T (1 +y 94(296)29‘“)

D e>2
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converges to the right of #(s) = 1 and cannot have a pole at s = 1 of order larger than (7).
An analogous statement holds for

(145 (S0-1m07) )

e>3 7j=2
We can now apply the strategy of the proof of Corollary [3.4] multiplying the expression

for Cg;g)(s) by (1 — p‘s)(g) and then using the fact that if a,, > 0 for all n, then the infinite

product [], (1 + a,) converges if and only if » a, converges. In this way, we see that

57;(3)(5) has its right-most pole at s = 1 and that pole has order exactly (g)

L]
We have now completed the proof of Theorem L4l

Proof of Theorem[1.7]. This theorem follows directly from Corollary B4, Corollary B10, and
Proposition B.11] O

We can use the expression for i~z473(pe) that comes from Proposition [3.2] Theorem [3.7, and
Theorem along with the ideas in this proof to verify that ggg(g’(s) = (% (s), which gives
a nice check of our results. Similarly, we can use the expression for hj2(p®) that comes from

Theorem [3.7] and Proposition 3.2 to verify that CR (2 (5) = CE(s).
A main idea of the proof of Theorem 2.9] (and thus Theorem [L.3)) is to prove upper bounds

for ﬁn,k(pe), which then imply that the right-most pole of Cg;(k)(s) cannot be too large.
Applying Theorem then completes the proof. We state a general upper bound for the
number of subrings of Z" of corank k£ and index p°. We defer the proof until the next section.

Theorem 3.12. Suppose e,n and k are positive integers with k <n — 1.
(1) We have

(n ; 1) Ger1(P%) < P () < (n — k)* (n ; 1) Jr1(p°)-
(2) We have )
e (P9) < K(n — 1)F2" 7 firia (p°).

We could certainly prove sharper bounds, but these suffice for our main application.
We apply the second part of Theorem [3.12] along with an upper bound on Ny, 1(X) due
to Kaplan, Marcinek, and Takloo-Bighash in order to give an upper bound on H, ;(X).

Theorem 3.13. [12| Theorem 6] Let k > 5 be a positive integer. For any € > 0, there exists
a constant Cy > 0 depending on k and € such that

Nig1(X) < Cp X275t
for all X > 0.
We apply this result to prove the following upper bound for H, ,(X).
Corollary 3.14. For any € > 0, we have
Hoi(X) = O(X 775+

where the constant depends on k,n, and €.
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Proof. Our first main goal is to show that if the right-most pole of (%, (s) is at s = «, then
for any n, Cg;(k)(s) converges whenever R(s) > a. We have

0 - [ H<1+Zhnk )

e>1
We recall that
I (1 St
e>1

converges if and only if

Do) hasp

p e>1
does. Theorem B.12] (2) implies that for any positive real s
SN har(p ) < k(n— 12N N fa (p)p
p e>1 p e>1
Since k(n—1)*2""! is a constant, this expression converges if and only if D op st S (p9)p™
does. But this expression converges if and only if

11+ S i) =t

e>1
converges.
Suppose the right-most pole of (%, (s) is at s = . Since gj,;(’“)(s) has no poles to the
right of «, Theorem now implies that for any € > 0, H,x(X) = O(X**). Applying
Theorem [3.13 completes the proof. 0

We now show how this result completes the proof of Theorem 2.9

Proof of Theorem[2.9. Corollary [B.14] implies that for any € > 0 there exists a constant
Chke > 0 such that

Hyo(X) < G X273t
By Theorem 28 (1), X" > X3-2V2)(=1)-(/2-1) e find that
Hy 1(X)

P ORI
whenever £ — 2 < (3-2v2)(n— 1) — (V2 — 1). Solving for k completes the proof. O

The proof of Theorem (2) follows a similar argument, but in place of the upper bound
from Corollary BI4] we use the result from Theorem 2.7 about the growth of Nj(X).

Proof of Theorem (2). Theorem 2T implies that there exists a C5 > 0 such that N5(X) ~
CsX(log X)°. The argument from the proof of Corollary B.I4 then shows that for any
€>0, H,4(X)=0O(X"*), where the constant depends on n and e. Note that a(n) > 1 for
any n > 7. Applying the argument from the proof of Theorem completes the proof. [
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We now turn to the statement of Theorem (1) for the particular case n = 6. While
we do not know the asymptotic rate of growth of Ng(X), we do have a lower bound that
is good enough for our purposes. We learned the following fact from Gautam Chinta and

Ramin Takloo-Bighash.

Proposition 3.15. We have

X(logX)¥

lim =0.

Proof. The key idea is to apply a result for subrings of small index from [2]. By Theorem
it is enough to show that the order of the pole at s = 1 is at least (g) + 1.

We know that Z® has (3) subrings of index p and at least p® subrings of index p’ [2
Theorem 1.3]. Since

[T+ 15p~ +p%p7™)
p

has a pole of order at least 16 at s = 1, we see that (% (s) does as well. O

Proof of Theorem (1) for n = 6. Theorem 1.4 implies that Hg 3(X) = o(X (log(X)'), so
the result of the previous proposition implies that

m Lﬁ’g(X) =

We will prove Theorem [B.12] at the end of the next section.

4. SUBRING MATRICES AND THE PROOFS OF THEOREMS [B.7], 3.8, AND [3.12

A main idea that we use to prove upper bounds for h,;(p®) is to consider matrices in
H,.(Z) whose columns span a subring of Z" of corank at most k. Throughout this paper, if
A € M,(Z) we write col(A) for the column span of A. We write vy, ..., v, for the columns
of A and a;; for the entries of A.

Definition 4.1. A matrix A € H,(Z) is a subring matriz if

(1) the identity (1,1,...,1)T € col(A), and
(2) for any columns v;, v; of A, we have v; o v; € col(A).

We see that A is a subring matrix if and only if col(A) is a subring of Z". Moreover,
det(A) = [Z™: col(A)].

Suppose A € H,(Z) is a subring matrix. Since (1,1,...,1)T € col(A), it is clear that
apn = 1. If det(A) = p°, then the diagonal entries of A are (p©,p®,...,p', 1), where each
e;>0ande; +---+e, 1 =e Thatis, (er,...,e,_1) is a weak composition of e into n — 1
parts. Let a = (e1,...,e,-1) and define g,(p) to be the number of irreducible subrings of
Z" with diagonal entries (p°', ..., p1 1).

We now prove that the corank of a subring R C Z" is at most n — 1. Recall that the
cokernel of a matrix A € M,(Z) is cok(A) = Z"/ col(A). If A is a subring matrix then the
corank of col(A) is the number of nontrivial invariant factors of cok(A). We recall some basic
facts about the Smith normal form of an integer matrix.
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Proposition 4.2. Let A € M,(Z) be invertible. There exist P,Q) € GL,(Z) such that
PAQ = S is a diagonal matriz whose diagonal entries (s1, Sa,...,S,) are positive integers
satisfying s; | Siv1 for all 1 <i <n—1. Since cok(A) = cok(PAQ) = cok(S), we have

cok(A) 2 Z/s1Z X L]sosZh X - -+ X L] s, L.
Moreover, these s; are uniquely determined and
s1+ -8 = ged(i X @ minors of A).

We have seen that an n x n subring matrix A has an entry equal to 1, and therefore the
greatest common divisor of the 1 x 1 minors of A is 1. By Proposition 2] cok(A) has at
most n — 1 nontrivial invariant factors, and therefore col(A) has corank at most n — 1.

Proposition 4.3. We have (% (s) = ((s). Every proper subring R C Z* has corank 1.

Proof. Suppose A € Hy(Z) is a subring matrix with det(4) = k. Then A = (%) where
0 <z < k. Since (1,1)T € col(A) we see that x = 1. O

Liu has determined the conditions under which the column span of a subring matrix is an
irreducible subring.

Proposition 4.4. [13, Proposition 3.1] Suppose A € H,,(Z) is a subring matriz with columns
U1, ..., 0, and determinant equal to a power of p. Then col(A) is an irreducible subring if
and only if v, = (1,1,...,1)T and for each i € [1,n — 1] every entry of v; is 0 modulo p.

If A€ H,(Z) is a subring matrix with last column (1,1,...,1)T, determinant equal to
a power of p, and every entry of its first n — 1 columns is divisible by p, then we say that
A is an irreducible subring matriz. We see that g,(p°) is equal to the number of n x n
irreducible subring matrices with determinant p®. The diagonal entries of an irreducible
subring matrix A with det(A) = p¢ are of the form (p°,...,p* ' 1) where each ¢; > 1 and
e1+---+e,1 =e Thatis, (e1,...,e,-1) is a composition of e into n — 1 parts. We see
that g,(p°) is equal to the sum of g,(p) taken over all compositions « of e into n — 1 parts.

Proposition 4.5. [13, Proposition 3.3] Let A be a subring matriz with diagonal entries
(pe,...,p1,1). Ife; >0 forall1 <i<n—1, then A is irreducible.

Liu remarks that Propositions 14 and give a sufficient condition for determining
whether a subring matrix is irreducible. Namely, it suffices to check that the diagonal is
of the form (p°, ..., p*', 1) where each e; > 1. These remarks lead to the following propo-
sition.

Proposition 4.6. Suppose R C Z" is an irreducible subring. The corank of R isn — 1.

Proof. Let A be the irreducible subring matrix for which col(A) = R. Proposition [.4]implies
that the last column of A is (1,...,1)%. In every other column of A, each entry is divisible
by p. This implies that every 2 x 2 minor of A is divisible by p. By Proposition [£.2], cok(A)
has exactly n — 1 nontrivial invariant factors. U

We next show that in a subring matrix A with a given diagonal certain collections of entries
must be divisible by p and a particular submatrix constructed from A is an irreducible subring
matrix.

Proposition 4.7. Let A be an n X n subring matriz with diagonal (p®*,p°*,...,p1, 1) and
define I = {iy,ia,...,0x} where 1 < i3 < iy < --- < i <n—1ande; # 0 if and only if
jel.
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(1) For any ji, jo satisfying 1 < j; < jo < k, we have vy OV, € Span(vi,, Viy, - -+, Vi )-

(2) Consider the k x k matriz obtained by first taking the n X k matriz with columns
Vi Uiy, - - -, Vi, and then deleting the j™ row for any j & I. Now append a row where
every entry is 0 to the bottom of this matriz, and append a final column where every
entry is 1. This is a (k + 1) x (k + 1) rreducible subring matriz.

(3) For any ji, ja satisfying 1 < ji < jo <k, we have p | a;; i,

(4) If i € I, then every entry in the column v; is divisible by p.

Proof. We prove these statements in order.

(1) Since col(A) is multiplicatively closed, for any pair ij,i;,, € I there exist unique
C1,Ca,...,Cn € Z such that

n
'Uijl O'Uij2 = E CopUy.
(=1

Suppose j € I, so that p% = 1. Since A is in Hermite normal form, the only nonzero
entry in the j®® row of A is this 1 in column j. In particular, the entry of Vi, © Uiy,
in row j is 0. This implies ¢; = 0. We conclude that v;; ov;; is in the span of the
columns v; where ¢ € I.

(2) Consider the n x k matrix with columns v;,, ..., v; . Part (1) implies that the column
span of this matrix is multiplicatively closed. If j & I, then every entry of the ;%
row of this matrix is 0. We delete these rows and see that the column span of this
k x k matrix is still multiplicatively closed. Appending a row where every entry is 0
to the bottom of the matrix and a final column where every entry is equal to 1 gives
a (k+1) x (k4 1) matrix whose column span is multiplicatively closed. The diagonal
of this matrix consists of positive powers of p in the first £ entries and then a 1 in
the last entry. Proposition [£.4] implies that this is an irreducible subring matrix.

(3) The entry a;, ;; is contained in one of the first & columns of the irreducible subring
matrix described in Part (2). Proposition .4l implies that p | a;; i, -

(4) Suppose i@ € I and consider v;. Part (3) implies that any entry of v; in a row
corresponding to an element of I is divisible by p. Since A is in Hermite normal
form, the other entries of v; are 0.

O

The next result is the key observation that allows us to use combinatorial properties of
subring matrices to prove upper bounds for h,, ;(p).

Theorem 4.8. Let A be a n x n subring matriz with diagonal (p,...,p=1 1) and define
I = {iy,ig,...,0} where 1l < iy <iy < --- < i, <n—1ande; #0 if and only if j € 1.
Then corank(A) = k.

The analogue of this statement for sublattices is not true. For example, the column span
of the matrix in Hermite normal form

A=

[ev iR el \V)
. O N =
— ==

has corank 1 since the ged of the 2 x 2 minors of A is 1, but A has two diagonal entries that

are positive powers of 2.
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Proof. We bound the corank from above and below. There is an (n—k) x (n—k) submatrix of
A that is upper triangular and has diagonal (1,1,...,1). Therefore, Proposition implies
that corank(A) < k.

Proposition [4.7] implies that if ¢ € I, then every entry of the column wv; is divisible by
p. Therefore, every (n — k + 1) X (n — k + 1) submatrix of A contains a column in which
every entry is divisible by p, so every (n — k 4+ 1) X (n — k + 1) minor of A is divisible by p.
Proposition then implies that corank(A) > k, completing the proof. O

At the end of the introduction we discussed how cokernels of n x n subring matrices ordered
by determinant are not distributed according to the Cohen-Lenstra heuristics. For example,
the cokernel of such a matrix is cyclic much less often than the heuristics would predict.
We give a kind of rough explanation for why this should be true. A main issue is that the
number of subring matrices of index equal to a power of p that have cyclic cokernel is quite
small. If we require that the column space of a matrix A in Hermite normal form is closed
under componentwise multiplication, a large collection of entries is forced to be congruent
to 0 modulo p, and so it seems much more likely that every k x k minor of A is divisible by
p. Proposition then explains why we should expect the corank of A not to be too small.

We now prove Proposition [.2] which counts cocyclic subrings of Z™ of determinant p°.

Proof of Proposition[3.2. Suppose A € H,(7Z) is a subring matrix with determinant p¢ and
that col(A) is a cocyclic subring of Z". By Theorem exactly one diagonal entry of A is
equal to p¢ and the rest of the diagonal entries are equal to 1. We first consider the case
where A has the form

p¢ aiz a3z - iy
1 0O --- 0

1 -+ 0

1

Since col(A) is multiplicatively closed, for any i satisfying 2 < i < n there exist unique
C1,Co...,C, € 7Z such that

Since the only nonzero entry in v; o v; — v; is an a%i — ay; in the first row, we must have

p° | (a3, —ay;). If i # j satisfy 2 <4, < n, then the only nonzero entry of v; o v; is an ay;ay;
in the first row. So we must have p°® | aj;a1;. These conditions are satisfied if and only if
there is at most one j for which p® | (a;; — 1), and p° | ay; for all ¢ # j. We cannot have
every ay; divisible by p since col(A) must contain (1,1,...,1)7. Thus, there are a total of
n — 1 cocyclic subring matrices with this diagonal.

For each i € [2,n— 1] we repeat this analysis for the case where a;; = p°. In this case there
are exactly n — ¢ cocyclic subring matrices. Taking a sum over ¢ completes the proof. O

In order to prove Theorems [B.7 and 3.8, we need the following propositions about the
structure of subring matrices with fixed diagonal and fixed corank. The first states that for
any i, j such that e; # 0 and e; = 0, the entry a;; € {0,1}. The second proposition states
that for a fixed ¢ satisfying e; # 0, there is exactly one j for which a;; = 1.
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Proposition 4.9. Let A be a subring matriz with diagonal (p°*,...,p*,1) and define
I ={iy,t9,...,0} where 1 < i3 <iy <---<ip <n—1ande; #0 if and only if j € I. If
1 €1 and j &€ I, then ai; € {0,1}

Proof. Since col(A) is multiplicatively closed there exist unique ¢4, ... ¢, € Z such that

OV — UV = E CpUy.

All of the nonzero entries of v; o v; — v; are contained in rows 1,2,...,5 — 1. Therefore,
Cp = 0if ¢ 2 j

If ¢ ¢ I, then ey = 0 and p® = 1. Since A is in Hermite normal form the only nonzero
entry in the ¢*" row of A is this 1 on the diagonal. Therefore, if ¢ < j satisfies e, = 0, then
Cp = 0.

Consider the subset of I consisting of integers less than j. That is, let I’ = {iq,i9,. .., 0}
be defined so that ¢, < j but #,,41 > j, or if there is no such m, then i, < j and we define
I'=1.

The entry of v; 0 v; — v in roW iy, is (a7 ; — @4,;) = @i,;(a;,; — 1). Note that p cannot
divide both a;,,; and a;,,; — 1. The entry of Y, | covp = Zzzl CgUp IN TOW 1y, 1S ¢;, p®m. Since
A is in Hermite normal form, we have 0 < a;,; < p®m and see that p®m= | a;, ;(a;,; —1).
This implies a;,,; = 0 or a;,,; = 1.

We now see that it is not possible for v; o v; — v; to have any nonzero entries outside of
rows 1,2,...iy,—1. That is, >, cvp = Zz ™' cove. Applying the argument that we just
gave to row 4,,_1 shows that a;,, ,; € {0,1}. This implies that it is not possible for v;ov; — v,

to have any nonzero entries outside of rows 1,2, ... 4, o. Arguing by induction shows that
for any i € I we have a;; € {0, 1}. O
Proposition 4.10. Let A be a subm’ng matriz with diagonal (p,...,p=1,1) and define

I = {iy,i9,...,95} where1 <i3 <ip <---<iy<n—1ande; #0 zfcmdonlyzfjel

(1) Suppose i € I and ji,jo € {1,2,...,n} \ I with j; # js. Either a;;, =0 or a;j, = 0.
(2) Suppose i € I. There ezists exactly one j € {1,2,...,n}\ I for which a;; = 1.

Before giving the proof, we note that one can think of this proposition as a more general
form of a result from the proof of Proposition

Proof. Since col(A) is multiplicatively closed there exist unique ¢y, . .., ¢, such that vj, ov;, =
> v ceve. We will prove that every entry of v;, o vj, is 0 by showing that ¢, = 0 for each .
This shows that in each row, at most one of these two columns contains a nonzero entry.

Since A is in Hermite normal form, if ¢ ¢ I, then the only nonzero entry in the ¢** row of
A is a 1 on the diagonal. Since j; # ja, the entry of v;, ov;, in row £ is 0. Therefore, ¢, = 0.
So we see that v;, 0 vj, = Y4, i, Vi,.

We first prove that ¢;, = 0. The entry of v;, o vj, in row ¢ is a;, j,a;,j,. Proposition
implies that if a;,;, # 0, then a;,; = 1, and the corresponding statement holds for a;, j,.
Therefore, if both entries are nonzero, then a;, j, a;, j, = 1. The entry of 25:1 Ci,Vi, IN TOW 7,
is ¢;, p“r. Since p®r { 1, we must have ¢;, = a;,;,a;,j, = 0.

We next consider the entry of v;, o v;, in row i4_;. Repeating the argument just given
shows that ¢;, , = 0 and at least one of a;,_,j,,ai,_,;, is 0. Repeating this argument for the
TOWS %f_2, k-3, - . ., 11 in order we see that for any 7 € I, either a;;, = 0 or a;;, = 0.
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Part (1) of this proposition implies that there is at most one j € {1,2,...,n}\ I for which
a;; # 0. Proposition implies that if a;; # 0 then a;; = 1. Proposition 4.7 (3) implies
that if for every j € {1,2,...,n}\ I we have a;; = 0, then every entry of the i row of A is
divisible by p. This is not possible since col(A) must contain (1,1,...,1). O

Before applying Theorem F.8 to prove Theorems B.7, B8, and BI2, we recall one more
result of Liu on the structure of subring matrices.

Proposition 4.11. [13, Lemma 3.5] If A is a subring matriz, then every entry in the n'

column of A is in {0,1}. If a;, =1 and a;, =0, then a;; = a;; = 0.

Proof of Theorem[3.7. Suppose A is an n x n subring matrix with diagonal (p®,...,p,1)
and col(A) has corank 2. Theorem [£.§implies that there exist ¢, j satisfying 1 <i < j <n-—1
where e;,e; > 1and e, =0 for all £ € [1,n— 1]\ {7,j}. Let a = (e;,e;). An example of such
a matrix with ¢ = 1 is

€1

P a2 a3 ... ... QAp

1 0o ... . 0

A= pej aj(j+1) Cljn
1 .. 0

1

Since A is in Hermite normal form, if £ € [1,n — 1] \ {7, 5} then p* = 1 and the only
nonzero entry in the ¢*" row of A is this 1 on the diagonal. Proposition implies that
there exists a unique ¢; € [1,n] \ {i,j} where a;, = 1, and for every ¢ € [1,n]\ {i,7,4;} we
have a;; = 0. The corresponding statement holds for the j*" row of A. There is a unique
¢; € [1,n]\ {¢,j} where a;,, = 1 and for every £ € [1,n] \ {j,/;} we have a; = 0.

We count the number of subring matrices A where the diagonal entry in row 7 is p®, the
diagonal entry in row j is p®, and all other diagonal entries are equal to 1. We will prove
that there are

(4) (n—j—1+Mn—i=2)+ga(p) + galp)(n —i—2)(n —j — 1)

such matrices by dividing them up based on the pair (ay, a;,). Proposition implies that

(@in, an) € {(1,0),(0,1),(1,1),(0,0)}. We consider each of these possibilities separately.
(1) (@, a50) = (1,0).

Proposition .11l implies that a;; = 0. There are n — j — 1 choices for which entry
in row j is equal to 1. Any such choice completely determines the entries of A. It is
easy to check that each of these choices does give a subring matrix.

(2) (tins a50) = (0, 1).

Proposition [4.11] implies that a;; = 0. There are n — i — 2 choices for which entry
in row 7 is equal to 1. Any such choice completely determines the entries of A. It is
easy to check that each of these choices does give a subring matrix.

(3) (tins a30) = (1, 1).
Proposition 4.7 (2) implies that if A is a subring matrix, then
peoa 1
0 p% 1
0 0 1
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is an irreducible subring matrix. This matrix is completely determined by a;;. There
are go(p) choices for this entry. Any such choice completely determines the entries
of A. Tt is easy to check that each of these choices does give a subring matrix.

(4) (auns a0) = (0,0).

As in the previous case, there are g, (p) choices for the entry a;;. There are n—i—2
choices for which entry in row ¢ is equal to 1 and n — 7 — 1 choices for which entry in
row j is equal to 1. These three choices are independent and completely determine
the entries of A. It is easy to check that every set of choices gives a subring matrix.

It is straightforward to prove by induction that

n—2 n—1

(W‘i—”+m—j—n%i(n§5

i=1 j=i+1

and that

n—2 n—1
, , 3n? —1Tn+36 (n — 1
I+n—i—2)n—7-1)) = .

— — 12 2

=1 j=i+1
There are e — 1 pairs (e;, e;) of positive integers with e; + e; = e. The sum of g,(p) taken
over all compositions « of e into two parts is g3(p¢). Adding these terms together gives the
formula in Theorem B.71 d

Proof of Theorem[3.8 We closely follow the strategy of the proof of Theorem B.7. Suppose
A is an n x n subring matrix with diagonal (p,p®,...,p*, 1) and col(A) has corank
3. Theorem .8 implies that there exist 7, j, k satisfying 1 < i < j < k < n — 1 where
ei,ejep > land ep=0forall £ € [1,n — 1)\ {i,7,k}. If £ € [1,n— 1]\ {i,7, k}, then the
only nonzero entry in the /" row of A is a 1 on the diagonal. Proposition implies that
there exists a unique ¢; € [1,n]\ {4, j, k} where a;, = 1, and for every ¢ € [1,n]\ {7, j, k, (;}
we have a; = 0. Similarly, there exists a unique ¢; € [1,n] \ {j, k} where a;,, = 1 and for
every ¢ € [1,n]\ {J, k,¢;} we have a;, = 0. Also, there exists a unique ¢ € [1,n]\ {k} where
age, = 1, and for every ¢ € [1,n] \ {k, ¢y} we have a, = 0.

Proposition A.9limplies that a;,, ajn, ag, € {0,1}. We count subring matrices A where the
diagonal entry in row ¢ is p®, the diagonal entry in row j is p®, and the diagonal entry in
row k is p®, by dividing up these matrices based on the 8 possibilities for (ain, @jn, an)-

Let a = (e;,€j,€x), a2 = (€;,€;), a3 = (e;,ex), and a3 = (e;,e,). We prove that the
number of subring matrices with a particular value of (@i, @, ax,) is given in the following
table:

(@i, Qjn, Q) #{Subring Matrices A}
(1,1,1) 9a(p)
(n—i—3)(n—7j—2)(n—k—1)ga(p)
(n =k —1)gar,(p)
(n _j - 2)90413 (p)
(n —1i— 3)ga23 (p)
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Assuming for now that the values in this table are correct we complete the proof of the
theorem. It is straightforward to prove the following formulas by induction:

3
w
~
)

_. (n—i—3)n—j—2+(n—k—1) = %(“21)(871—25),

N
N

<
i
J’_
[
>~
I
+

(n—i=3)n—k—-1)+(n—-j—-2)

<
I
_l’_
£
=
I
+

< 3
1M]
= w
1
S
1
: L
Il
ot =
VR
3
=~
—_
~~
~
3
|
=

(n=j=2)n—k-1+Mn-i=3) =

1

i
w
T
Do
3
|
—
VR
3
|
—_

+1k

@
Il
—
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There is a bijection between compositions a = (e;, e;, e) of e into three parts and compo-
sitions (e;, e;) of an integer m € [2,e — 1] into two parts. The number of compositions of m
into two parts is m — 1. Taking a sum over all possible compositions a gives

e—

1
D Gan(p) = Y (m—1)gs(™).

a m=2
For exactly the same reason we get the same expression when we sum gq,,(p) O ga,, (p) Over
this set of . The sum of g,(p) taken over all compositions of e into three parts is g4(p°).
Combining these facts with the observation that (8n — 25) + (4n —5) + (3n+5) = 5(3n — 5)
completes the proof.

We now prove that the values in the table given above are correct.
(1) (a'ina Ajn, a'kn) - (1a ]-7 1)
Proposition [4.7] (2) implies that if A is a subring matrix, then

peoai a1

0 p% aj, 1
0 0 p* 1
0O 0 0 1

is an irreducible subring matrix. There are g,(p) possibilities for the triple of entries
@5, ik, ajr. Any such choice completely determines the entries of A. It is easy to
check that each of these choices does give a subring matrix.

(2) (ain, @jn, arn) = (0,0,0).

As in the previous case, there are g,(p) choices for the triple of entries a;;, @i, aj.
There are n — ¢ — 3 choices for which entry in row ¢ is equal to 1, n — 7 — 2 choices
for which entry in row j is equal to 1, and n — k — 1 choices for which entry in row
k is equal to 1. These choices are independent and completely determine the entries
of A. Tt is easy to check that every set of choices gives a subring matrix.

We discuss two of the six additional possibilities for (a;,, @jn, ar,). The others cases are
very similar.
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(3) (aina Qjn, akn) = (07 17 1)
Proposition .11l implies that a;; = a;; = 0. Proposition 4.7 (2) implies that if A
is a subring matrix, then

p“ 0 0 1
0 p%9 aj, 1
0O 0 p* 1
0 0 0 1

is an irreducible subring matrix. This is an irreducible subring matrix if and only if

P9 a1
0 p%* 1
0 0 1

is an irreducible subring matrix. There are ga,,(p) such matrices. There are n —i—3
choices for which entry in row ¢ is equal to 1. These choices are independent and
completely determine the entries of A. It is easy to check that every set of choices
gives a subring matrix.
(4) (a'z'na Qjn, a'kn) = (Oa 1> 0)
Proposition .11 implies that a;; = a;;, = 0. Proposition .7 (2) implies that if A
is a subring matrix, then

p 0 ay 1
0 p% 0 1
0 0 p%* 1
0O 0 0 1

is an irreducible subring matrix. This is an irreducible subring matrix if and only if

pe a1
0 p%* 1
0O 0 1

is an irreducible subring matrix. There are g,,,(p) such matrices. There are n —i—3
choices for which entry in row ¢ is equal to 1 and n — k — 1 choices for which entry
in row k is equal to 1. These choices are independent and completely determine the
entries of A. It is easy to check that every set of choices gives a subring matrix.

We omit the four remaining cases since they are very similar to the ones described here.
O

We now give the proof of Theorem [3.12

Proof of Theorem[312. Theorem 8 implies that a subring of Z" of corank k and index p®
is the column span of an n x n matrix A with diagonal (p',p®2, ..., p®~1, 1) where exactly
k of these first n — 1 diagonal entries are positive powers of p. Suppose these entries are
pp, .. p* where 1 <4y <idp < --- <ip <n—1. Let a = (p®1,p%2,...,p%). Note that
« is a composition of e into k parts.
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Proposition 4.7 (2) implies that

pej1 Aiyie " a”ilik 1
0 e am 1
0 0

0 0 0 p* 1

0 0 0 0 1
is an irreducible subring matrix. There are g,(p) choices for the entries of this matrix.
Proposition 10 (2) implies that in each of row i, s, . .., i) of the matrix A, there is precisely
one entry equal to 1. Once we make a choice for where these entries are, we have completely
determined the entries of the matrix A.

For the lower bound, we note that if we choose each of these entries to be in the final
column of A, then it is easy to check that we do get a subring matrix. For the upper bound,
we note that in each one of these rows, the entry equal to 1 cannot lie in the columns
i1,...,1g, so there are at most n — k choices for where this 1 could be. This means that
the number of choices for A where the collection of rows in which the diagonal entry is not
equal to 118 iy,1g, ..., and these diagonal entries give the composition « is at least g,(p)
and is at most (n —k)*ga(p). Taking a sum over all (") choices for (iy,..., i) and over all
compositions « of e into k parts completes the proof of the first part of the theorem.

For the second part, recall that h,;(p°) = Zif:l hne(p©). For any positive integer /,

n—1

there is a trivial upper bound ( P ) < 271 Tt is easy to see that for any ¢ < k, we have
Ge41(P°) < fer1(p°) < fis1(p®). We conclude that h,, (p°) is at most

k

(n—0)f (n , 1) genn(p) < (= 1F2" 7 i (0°) < k(n = 1)F2" 7 fira (p9).

14
=1

5. SUBRINGS OF Z" OF GIVEN CORANK FOR n < 5

When n > 6, Theorem states that the proportion of subrings in Z" with ‘small’ corank
is 0%. In this section, we study subrings of Z" with given corank when n < 5. For each
n < 4 we compute the proportion of subrings of each fixed corank. For n = 5 we show that
the proportion of subrings of each fixed corank is positive, but we cannot determine exactly
what these proportions are. Theorem [[.3] (1) implies that 100% of subrings of Z° have corank
4 or 5. We are unable to determine whether a positive proportion of these subrings have
corank 4 because we cannot currently determine the order of the pole at s = 1 of Hg 4(X).
We will see below that a positive proportion of these subrings have corank 5.

In Proposition 3] we saw that for each positive integer k there is a unique subring of Z2
of index k and that every proper subring of Z* has corank 1. We next consider subrings
of Z3.

Corollary 5.1. We have

piy = C@ T — 1)*(p +2)) ~ 471683
p
Py =1 - pf, ~ 528317
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Proof. This follows from Corollary B.4] Corollary 2.6l and the fact that every proper subring
of Z? has corank 1 or 2. O

We next consider subrings of Z*. Every proper subring in Z* has corank 1,2, or 3.
Specializing the formula for Cg;@)(s) given in Proposition to the case n = 4 gives the
following.

Corollary 5.2. We have
CR ,(2) (s) = C(3s — 1)C H ( 1 9s 4 24p1 8s _ 33p1—7s
‘l’ 12p1 6s + 12pl 5s 12pl —4s ‘l’ 3p1—38 _ 4p—78 ‘l’ 18p—68
—28p~ % + 13p~ ¥ + 8p~3 8p_2s)

This expression leads directly to the following result.
Corollary 5.3. We have
Py = 3H “S(p—1)°(p+5)) =~ .0593079

Pis = Hp (14 p)(p? +4p+6)) — ply ~ 4389531

pf,?, =1- p471 - p4,2 ~ .501739.

Proof. This follows from Corollaries 2.6} 3.4}, 5.2], and from the fact that every proper subring
of Z* has corank 1,2, or 3. O

Theorem [2.7] says that there exists a positive real number Cy such that
N5(X) ~ C5X(10gX)9

However, it is not currently known what this constant C5 is. Theorem [[.4] says that
H;1(X), H52(X), and Hs3(X) each have similar rates of growth. We can conclude that
pgk > ( for each k£ € {1,2,3}, but we are not able to determine the exact values of these

probabilities. We can determine their relative frequencies, for example, % 59.801 and
5,1

p53

Pl 679.548. We now prove that p5 4 > 0, or equivalently, that p5 1+ p5 9+ p5 3 < 1. We

5,1
do this by proving more generally that pnm_l > 0 for any positive integer n.

For the rest of the paper, if G is a finite abelian group we write G, for its Sylow p-subgroup.

Theorem 5.4. Let n be a positive integer and p be a prime. Then

. #{Subrings R CZ": [Z": R] < X and (Z"/R), = (Z/pZ)"'}

lim >0
Therefore, pf,n_l > 0.

The second statement follows from the first by noting that a finite abelian group has rank
at most r if and only if each of its Sylow p-subgroups has rank at most r. If R C Z" is a
finite index subring then Z"/R is a finite abelian group of rank at most n — 1. Therefore, if
(Z™/R), has rank n — 1, then Z"/R has rank n — 1.



MOST SUBRINGS OF Z™ HAVE LARGE CORANK 25

The main idea in the proof of Theorem [£.4]is to break R up into ‘prime power components’.
Before explaining what we mean exactly, we highlight a particular subring of Z" that plays
an important role in our argument.

Proposition 5.5. Let n > 2 be a positive integer, p be a prime, and ey, e, . . ., €, be the stan-
dard basis vectors of R™. There is a unique subring Ry C Z"™ such that 2"/ Ry = (Z/pZ)" .

This subring is generated by pey,pes, ..., Pen_1,€1 + -+ €.

Proof. Suppose R C Z" is a subring for which Z"/R = (Z/pZ)"~'. Tt is given by col(A) for
an n x n subring matrix A. Since [Z": col(A)] = p™~! and col(A) has corank n — 1, Theorem
1.8 implies that the diagonal of A must be (p,p,...,p, 1), and Proposition [4.5 implies that A
is an irreducible subring matrix. Proposition [£.4] implies that every entry in the last column
of Ais 1 and all of the other nonzero entries of A are the entries equal to p on the diagonal.
In particular, A is unique. U

We need one additional piece in order to prove Theorem [5.41

Proposition 5.6. Let n be a positive integer and p be a prime. Then
lim #{Subrings R CZ": [Z": R] < X and p1{[Z": R]}
i

— Cgl’p(oz)_l > 0,

where « is the abscissa of convergence of (1% (s).

Proof. The asymptotic formula for the expression in the numerator comes from applying
Theorem to the function (7 (s)7'¢fh(s). Suppose that the rightmost pole of (. (s)
occurs at s = a. The results of [§, Section 4] imply that the abscissa of convergence of each
local factor (7 (s) occurs to the left of o, and so (f (a) is a positive real number. The
only difference in the Euler products defining the counting functions in the numerator and in
the denominator of this proposition is the factor of (gn’p(s) that occurs in the denominator
but not in the numerator. Theorem implies that the ratio in the proposition converges
to g%",p(a)_l'

O

Proof of Theorem[5.4). Let pq,...,p, be distinct primes, a4, ..., a, be positive integers, and
k=p{ - p¥. The Euler product for ¢ (s) reflects the fact that there is a bijection between
subrings R C Z™ with [Z™: R] = k and collections of subrings (Ri, Ra, ..., R,) where each
R; C Z" is a subring with [Z™: R;] = p}*. For a description of how to find these subrings R;
given the matrix H in Hermite normal form for which col(H) = R, see [4], Section 4]. One
can interpret this fact by noting that for any prime p, Z" — Zg, so a subring R C Z" gives
a subring of Zy for each p, where we get a proper subring if and only if p | [Z": R].

Proposition (.5 implies that (Z"/R), = (Z/pZ)"~" if and only if R, = R}. In this way, we
see that there is a bijection between

Ax = {Subrings R C Z": [Z": R] < X and (Z"/R), = (Z/pZ)"""'}

and
X "
p and pt[Z": R]}

Proposition implies that as X — oo the set Bx includes a positive proportion of all
subrings of Z" of index at most X. O

Bx = {Subrings RcCZ7": 7" R] <
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APPENDIX: A CONJECTURE FOR THE COTYPE ZETA FUNCTION OF Z*
(BY GAUTAM CHINTA)

In this appendix we present a conjecture for the cotype zeta function of the ring Z* and
show how it is compatible with the results of Section Bl and Section [5l on counting subrings
of corank less than or equal to 3. We begin with a definition of the cotype zeta function,
which generalizes both the subring zeta function of Definition 2.4l and the corank at most k
zeta function of Definition B.Il A finite index subring R of Z™ will have corank at most n — 1
since (1,1,...,1) € R. Let ay(R),...,an—1(R) be the invariant factors of the group Z"/R,
where we set «;(R) = 1if ¢ is bigger than the corank of R. For a tuple oo = (v, ..., 1) of
positive integers with a;y1 | ay, set fn(a) = fu(aq, ..., a,_1) to be the number of subrings
of Z™ of cotype a.

Definition A.1. The subring cotype zeta function of Z' is
fn(Oél, ceey an—l)
Cgl(é’l, ey Spm1) = Z 1 Sl

al .-.an_l

an—1|an—2|-loa

We will also refer to (% (s1,. .., s,_1) more simply as the cotype zeta function of Z". Since
a1(R) -+ - ap—1(R) = [Z™ : R] we have the relation
(5) H(s) = CBi(s, ..., 5).

(We hope no notational confusion will arise from letting the number of arguments distinguish
between the single-variable subring zeta function on the left of (Bl) and the multivariate cotype
subring zeta function on the right.) Just as with the single-variable subring zeta function,
the cotype zeta function has an Euler product:

an(s:[, ceey Sn—l) = H Fn(p;p_SI’ . ’p—snfl)
p

for a rational function F), in p=*, ... p~*1.
A straightforward calculation yields
e For 72
1
Fy(pyz) =
e For 73

1+ 2z — 222y — 23y
1—a2)(1 —zy)(1 - pr’y)

F3(p;z,y) = (

where we have set x = p~°',y = p~*2.
Note the functional equations

(6) 5 (1/p;1/x) = —x Fy(p; )
Fy(1/p; 1/, 1/y) = pryFs(p; . y)
and the specialization
(1+x)?
(1—2)(1 —pa?)’
in agreement with the local factor of (% (s) in Theorem

Fy(p;w, @) =
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A conjecture for Z*. The subring cotype zeta function of Z" has not been explicitly
computed for n > 4. In this section, we give a conjecture for n = 4 based on computer

calculations. By virtue of the Euler product, it suffices to define the local factor Fy(p;z, vy, 2).
Conjecture A.2. The local factor of the subring cotype zeta function of Z* is

N(p;z,y,2)

F4(p§$aya Z) = N N

D(p;x,y, 2)

where the denominator is

D(p;x,y,2) = (1 —x)(1 —ay)(1 — zyz)(1 — pa®y)(1 — p’2’y2)(1 — p*a*y’z) (1 — p’2’y°2)

and the numerator N (p; x,y, z) is the polynomial of total degree 21 (in x,y, z ) with coefficients
as given in Table[1.

| monomial | coefficient | | monomial | coefficient |
1 1 x11y723 p5
T 5 x10y723 5p5
Ty 6 x10y6z3 6p5
%y 3p—2 279523 —2p° + 3p?
r2yz p—>5 297022 —5p° +p?
3y 3p—4 259023 —4p° + 3p*
% =6 Iy e
I S—] P B —
Ty “6p FY 6"
23y%z —5p?> —bp+1 259° 22 p’ —5pt —5p°
x4y2 —6p x7y523 —6p4
RIS =1 L - ——
2%z —14p?> -3p+5 x7y° 22 5p° — 3pt — 14p?
rhyPz —4p3 —6p>+6p+1 a2 P’ +6p* —6p° —4p?
Py 7+ Yy 1
Ty P15 Ty 505 — 2
oy —T7p3+8p*+8p 25y12? 8pt +8p3 —Tp?
x0y32° —p* + 13 p? 2%yt 13p3 —p
Sy 21 55 1
20932 5p +4p® —p 2oyt 22 —p* +4p> +5p°

TABLE 1. Coefficients of the numerator N(p;z,y, 2)

This conjecture was obtained by first enumerating all the subrings (and cotypes) of Zj of
index less than 2. A similar computation was done for subrings of Z for p = 3,5 and 7.
Putting these computations together under the assumption that N(p;x,y, z) is a polynomial
in p leads to the Conjecture.

Remark A.3. Note the functional equation
F(1/pi1/x,1/y,1/2) = —p’wyzF (p; 2.y, 2).
This functional equation and the ones in (@) above are consistent with the results of Voll

[19]. Furthermore, the specialization F(p;p~*,p~*,p~*) agrees with the local factor of (% (s)
in Theorem
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Remark A.4. We can show that the conjecture is compatible with the results of Section [3]
for n = 4. Explicitly, the corank at most k£ zeta function of Z" can be obtained from the
cotype zeta function as follows:

R, (k .
(7) CZn( )(s) = lim CEo(sy .8, Skqty s Snl).
Sk+415++Sn—1—700

When n = 4 and k = 1 or 2, we substitute the expression from Conjecture ALZ into the
righthand side of (7)) to get

1+5p~°
GO =T ==

P L=p=
R(2 (1+4p~s+2p7% 4+ Bp—4)p~ — 6p' =) (1 —p~*)*
G =< T = po -
p

These expressions for the corank at most 1 and 2 zeta functions agree with Proposition 3.3]
when n = 4 and Corollary 5.2l

Remark A.5. Using the expression for the cotype zeta function of Z*, it should be possible to
similarly obtain results for counting subrings of Z" of corank 1,2 or 3 for arbitrary n. This will
follow from an analogue of Liu’s recursion relation [I3] Proposition 4.4] expressing reducible
subrings in Z" in terms subrings of Z™, for m less than n. In fact, suitable refinement of
Liu’s relation will identify subrings of Z" of corank m with products of subrings of Z™ with
m' < m.
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