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COUNTING MULTIPLICATIVE GROUPS WITH PRESCRIBED SUBGROUPS

JENNA DOWNEY AND GREG MARTIN

ABSTRACT. We examine two counting problems that seem very group-theoretic on the surface but,
on closer examination, turn out to concern integers with restrictions on their prime factors.

First, given an odd prime ¢ and a finite abelian g-group H, we consider the set of integers n < x
such that the Sylow g-subgroup of the multiplicative group (Z/nZ)* is isomorphic to H. We show
that the counting function of this set of integers is asymptotic to K z(loglogz)*/(log )/~ for
explicit constants K and ¢ depending on ¢ and H.

Second, we consider the set of integers n < x such that the multiplicative group (Z/nZ)* is
“maximally non-cyclic”, that is, such that all of its prime-power subgroups are elementary groups.
We show that the counting function of this set of integers is asymptotic to Az/(logx)*~¢ for an
explicit constant A, where £ is Artin’s constant.

As it turns out, both of these group-theoretic problems can be reduced to problems of counting in-
tegers with restrictions on their prime factors, allowing them to be addressed by classical techniques
of analytic number theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

Counting problems for integers with restrictions on their prime factors have been a topic of in-
terest to number theorists for many years, with squarefree numbers and friable numbers (integers
without large prime factors) being typical examples. Particularly relevant is Landau’s investiga-
tion [4] of the counting function of those integers n expressible as the sum of two squares; thanks
to the classical characterization of Fermat, this property is equivalent to a restriction on the prime
factors of n that are congruent to 3 (mod 4). Similar ideas allowed Ford, Luca, and Moree [3] to
count the integers n < x such that the Euler totient function ¢(n) is not divisible by a fixed prime g,
or equivalently such that ¢> does not divide n and no prime divisor of n is congruent to 1 (mod ¢).

This last result can be restated as counting the integers n up to x for which the Sylow ¢-subgroup
of (Z/nZ)* is the trivial group. And indeed, examining group-theoretic statistics of the family
of multiplicative groups (Z/nZ)* is a fertile source of problems of interest to analytic number
theorists, starting directly with the distribution of the cardinality ¢(n). For example, the length
of the invariant factor decomposition of (Z/nZ)* (see Section [3l for the definition) is essentially
the number of distinct prime factors of n, and so these lengths satisfy an Erd6s—Kac law (they are
asymptotically normally distributed when suitably normalized). Recent work of the second author
with Chang [1]] and Troupe [3] examined, respectively, the counting function of those integers
with a prescribed least invariant factor and an Erd6s—Kac law for the total number of subgroups
of (Z/nZ)*.

When speaking on the work [5] at the 2017 Alberta Number Theory Days, Lee Troupe was asked
by Colin Weir if it was possible to count, for a fixed prime ¢ and a fixed finite abelian g-group H,
the number of integers n < x for which the Sylow ¢-subgroup of (Z/nZ)* is isomorphic to H,
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thus generalizing the aforementioned result of Ford, Luca, and Moree. Answering this question is
the main focus of this paper; we establish some notation to describe our results.

Definition 1.1. Let Z,, = (Z/nZ)" and Z) = (Z/nZ)* denote the additive group and multiplica-
tive group, respectively, of the quotient ring Z/nZ. For any prime g, let G,(n) denote the Sylow

g-subgroup of Z, that is, the unique subgroup of Z, whose cardinality is the highest power of ¢
that divides ¢(n).

Definition 1.2. For any finite abelian ¢g-group H, let D(H,z) = #{n < xz: G,(n) = H}.

Because our asymptotic formula for D(H, x) will depend upon H, we need a standard notation
for isomorphism classes of finite abelian ¢-groups. From the classification of finite abelian groups,
every abelian group of prime-power order can be labeled by a partition (a nonincreasing sequence
of positive integers).

Definition 1.3. Given a partition @ = (o, . . ., a;), denote its length by /(c) = j. Let Z = denote
the finite abelian g-group Zge1 X Zges X « -+ X L.

The following theorem, which we prove in Section 2] gives an asymptotic formula for the num-
ber of integers n < x for which the Sylow g-subgroup of Z is isomorphic to any particular finite
abelian g-group Ze.

Theorem 1.4. Let q be an odd prime and o a partition. Then

z(log log x)“(®) 1
D(an, [lf) = K(an) (log l»)l/(q—l) 1 + Oq7a —_— s

log log x
where K (Zye) is the constant from Definition below.

This result does in fact cover the case where o is the empty partition, so that Z,« is the trivial
group; consequently, one special case of Theorem [I.4]is the result of Ford, Luca, and Moree [3]]
mentioned above.

Corollary 1.5. Let q be an odd prime. The number of n < x for which q 1 ¢(n) equals

Byx 1
Dl 1) = (g oy (1 %% (log 10g:6> ) ’

where B, is the constant depending on q from Definition 2.5 below.

The methods of this paper could in principle handle the variant of Theorem [L.4l where ¢ = 2, but
we do not do so herein. (Note that the analogous variant of Corollary [I.5]is trivial, since 2 | ¢(n)
for all n > 3; this fact would necessitate a somewhat different starting point for the ¢ = 2 variant
of Theorem[L.4] even though the subsequent procedure would be very similar.)

In Section [3] we shift our focus to a problem involving the global structure of the multiplicative
group Z, . The motivation for our next theorem comes from the fact that it is easy to count the
integers n < x for which Z is cyclic: these are precisely the integers possessing primitive roots
(namely 1, 2, 4, and p" and 2p” for odd primes p and integers » > 1) and thus have counting
function asymptotic to li(z) + li(%) ~ 2z/logx by the prime number theorem. We might ask
for the opposite extreme: what is the “least cyclic” that a finite abelian group can be, and how
prevalent are such groups in the family of multiplicative groups?

Several notions of such a group being “maximally non-cyclic” turn out to be mutually equivalent

(see Definition [3.1]below); one way to describe a maximally non-cyclic finite abelian group is one
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all of whose Sylow g¢-subgroups are elementary groups (direct products of copies of Z,). The
counting function for the corresponding integers n turns out to be quite interesting:

Theorem 1.6. The number of integers n up to x such that 7. is maximally non-cyclic is asymptotic
to Ax/(log x)'=¢, where & is Artin’s constant and A is the constant in Definition[3.3 below.

The proof gives a relative error of 1/(logz)!~¢ for any € > 0. We point out that the main term
contains an exponent of log = that is (presumably) irrational, which is an unusual feature of an
asymptotic formula arising from a reasonably natural property of Z .

2. MULTIPLICATIVE GROUPS WITH A PRESCRIBED SYLOW ¢-SUBGROUP

Throughout this paper, we will use the letters p (with or without subscripts), ¢, and ¢ exclusively
to denote primes.

2.1. Reduction to analytic number theory. In this section we convert the group-theoretic prop-
erty G,(n) = H into specific constraints on the primes dividing n, so that the problem of counting
multiplicative groups Z with specified Sylow g-subgroup H is converted into a nested sum in-
dexed by a particular factorization of n (see Proposition 2.4). Since the power of ¢ itself that
divides n affects the Sylow g-subgroup of Z) in a particular way, we stratify the integers accord-
ing to that power and count each stratum of integers separately.

Definition 2.1. For a prime ¢ and a nonzero integer x, define v,(z) to be the largest nonnegative
integer k such that ¢* divides .

Definition 2.2. Given a prime ¢, a finite abelian ¢-group H, and a nonnegative integer k, define
Dy(H,z) = #{n < z: yy(n) = k, G4(n) = H}. Note that D(H,z) = Y-, Dx(H,x), where
D(H, z) is as in Definition [1.2]

We will show in Lemma 2.2§] that D (H, ), if nonzero, is equal to Dy(Zp, x) for a certain g-
group H' depending on H and k. Therefore our main technical goal in Section [2]is to obtain an
asymptotic formula for Dy(H, x).

To avoid requiring notation for the lengths of partitions, we can regard partitions as infinite
nonincreasing sequences of nonnegative integers with only finitely many positive terms.

Definition 2.3. For any partition @ = («, as, . ..), the conjugate partition @ = (aj,as,...) of
(1, g, . ..) is the partition whose Ferrers diagram is the transpose of the Ferrers diagram of
(a1, ,...),sothat a; = #{k: oy, > j} forall j > 1; in particular, a; — a;j.1 = #{k: ay = j}.
Using this conjugate partition, define

o) 1 a1 1
Cla) = — = —— (D)
( ) H (a'u - a'u-i-l)! H (au - a'u-i-l)!
Proposition 2.4. For any odd prime q and any partition o« = (v, . . ., o)),
Dy(Zge, ) (2)
=Cle) > > ) > > L
p1<z/3 p2<x/3p1 Pj—1<2/3p1-pj—2 p;<T/P1--Pj—1 m<x/p1--p;
vg(p1—1)=a1  p2#p1 Pj—17P1y5Pj—2  DjFEP1ysDj—1 qim
vg(p2—1)=az vg(pj—1—1)=aj_1 vq(pj—1)=0cy (t|m andt=1 (mod q))=>tc{p1,...,p;}

where t denotes a generic prime factor of m. Here, C(«) is the constant defined in equation (1).
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Proof. We can write n as the product of primes n = 25191 p2 . ~p£k where 8 > 0, 81, B2, ..., Bk >
0 and ¢ # p, for each 1 < j < k. By the Chinese remainder theorem

Ly 2L, X (prrl X Lipy—1) X (Zp§271 X Lipy—1) X +++ X (prtfl X Lipy—1)
>~ (2, X prrl X Zpgrl X - X pr‘kfl) X (Zpy1 X Lipyoy X -+ X L, 7).

Since ¢ is an odd prime not dividing n, we see that ¢ does not divide the cardinality of the first
factor; therefore the Sylow g-subgroup of Z is the same as the Sylow g-subgroup of the second
factor, which is sSimply Z vqw,-1) X Zpewa-1) X =+ X Lypgop—1)-

It follows that G, (n) = Z,« if and only if the multisets v and {v,(p; — 1): 1 < ¢ < k} are the
same except for occurrences of 0 in the latter multiset, that is, if and only if n has, for every integer
u > 1, exactly a,, — a,; distinct prime factors p satisfying v,(p) = .

Now set j = /() and consider the expression

> > X 3 L 3)

pisz p2<z/p1 pj<T/p1Pj-1 m<z/p1-p;
vg(p1i—1)=a1  pa#p1 D7D, Pj—1 qim
vg(p2—1)=az vg(pj—1)=a; (t|m and t=1 (mod ¢))=-t€{p1,....,p;}
This expression counts integers of the form n = pips - - - pjm, where p, . .., p; are distinct primes

such that {v,(p; —1): 1 < ¢ < j} = o as multisets and v,(p — 1) = 0 for every p | m. In
other words, it counts integers n such that G,(n) = Z,«, except that it counts such integer with
multiplicity because (ps, . . ., p;) is an ordered tuple: for each v > 1 we may arbitrarily permute the
ay, — Gy41 primes p; in the tuple that satisfy v,(p;) = «, and still obtain the same n. Consequently
we must divide by (a, — a,1)! for each u > 1 to compensate for this multiple counting, which is
the same as multiplying the expression (@) by C'(a).

Finally, if p; is greater than x/3p; - - - p;_; for any 1 < i < j — 1, then the sum over p;.; in the
expression (3)) is empty, and therefore we may alter the upper bounds of summation accordingly,
reaching the expression in equation (2)) as desired. U

2.2. Application of the Selberg—Delange method. Proposition provides a clear relationship
between the original problem of counting prescribed Sylow g-subgroups and the more analytic
problem of counting integers with restrictions on their prime factors. The innermost sum in equa-
tion (2)), in particular, is exactly of this latter type, and thus can be successfully estimated by the
Selberg—Delange method. We cite an application of this technique from [/1]] that has been tailored
to this purpose.

Definition 2.5. For any odd prime ¢ and any prime p # g, let k,, denote the multiplicative order
of p modulo ¢. Then define

R e LG B 1 S (S B XV

X7X0
p#1 (mod q)

where I'(2) is the classical Gamma function.



Proposition 2.6. Let g be an odd prime, and let p., . . ., p; be distinct prime numbers congruent to
1 (mod q). Fory > 3,

J -1
y
2 = logy ”q Y 11( _> O ((bgy)””(q 1))

m<y
afm
(t|m and t=1 (mod ¢))=te{p1,....p; }

where t denotes a generic prime factor of m.

Proof. Define unions of residue classes
B={n#0,1(modq} and B ={n=1 (modq)},

so that we are trying to count integers whose prime factors all lie in BU {p1, ..., p;}.

We begin by quoting [[1, Theorem 3.6] with the set B just defined, so that (using Notation 3.1
from that paper) B =¢—2and B =1and 8 =1—-1/(¢ —1); wealsosetZ = {py,...,p;}
and R = (). Since we are allowing our error terms to depend on ¢, we may simplify the error
term from [[I, Theorem 3.6], and we may also ignore the assumption that logy > aq'/?log? q. The
conclusion (remembering that ¢ denotes a generic prime) is that

#{m <y:qtm, (t|mandt =1 (mod q)) =t € {p1,...,p;}}
J

. Y GB(l) 1 - j -1
= Tog 7 (F(l =T g (1 — E) + O(2 (logy) )) 4)

It thus remains to evaluate Gz(1).
In the proof of [1, Proposition 4.1], where the set 3’ is denoted as {1}, it is shown that

1/6(a) 1\ Yoerds®
GB/(1)=<@ 11 L(l,x)) 11 (1‘W) ‘

X (mod q)
X7X0 pZ1 (mod q)

Moreover, [1, Remark 3.5] tells us that G(1)Gp/(1) = ¢(q)/q. Therefore

o) S Lo
GB(l) - qGB’<1) < H L 1 X ) H <1 N pordq(P))

X (mod q)
X7X0 pZ1 (mod q)
1 1-1/(¢—1) 1(g-1) 1 —1/ordgq(p)
_ _ = -1/(q— -
N (1 q) LX) 11 <1 pordq<p>)
X (mod q)
X7X0 pZ1 (mod q)

which, together with the Gamma factor from equation (4), equals B, as given in Definition2.51 [

2.3. Technical lemmas. Motivated by the expressions that will appear when we apply Proposi-
tion to equation (2), we now establish a collection of technical lemmas that will be used in
the next section to prove the important Proposition That result will subsequently allow us to
establish the recursive Propositions and which will provide an evaluation of the iterated
sum in equation (2). Though many of the techniques of this section are standard, we do highlight
the use of the following hypergeometric function as a tool for evaluating certain sums over primes

with fractional powers of a logarithm (see Lemmas and .
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Definition 2.7. For any 7 € R \ N, define

n=1 n="
Note that the power series defining H.(z) converges for |z| < 1 by the ratio test. (One could also
define H.,(z) = —y®(z,1, —y) — 1 where ® is the Hurwitz—Lerch transcendent.)
Lemma 2.8. Let v > 0 such that v ¢ N.
(@) For0 < z < %, we have H.(z) < z.
(b) For0 < z < 1, we have H.,(z) = vylog(1 — z) + O, (1).

Proof. Part (a) follows simply from the fact that . is analytic on a neighborhood of [0, %] and
H.,(0) = 0. Using Definition[2.7]and the power series for log(1 — z),

Hy(2) — 7 log(1 — 2) = zn”_ 3

n=1

9 " - 1
;n(n—v) e
which establishes part (b). l

<<-y 1,

Lemma 2.9. Let v > 0 such that v ¢ N, and let x > 1. For 0 < z < 1,

i H’Y(Z) _ 1
dz (v(zloga?)’Y) (1—2)(zlogz)r

Proof. We differentiate the power series in Definition [2.7] term by term to obtain

—y(zlogz) 3707 Lz 4P (log ) 2071 3000 S

B v2(zlog z)*
B —*(log )27 (302, #Zn—1 =Dt nL—'yZn_l)
72 (2 log z)*
— 21 1
- (zlogx)7 - (1 —2)(zlogz)”
as desired. U

Lemma 2.10. Let v > 0 such that v € N, and let x > 1. For 1 < u < x,
4 H (- 1
du\~(log(z/u))" ) (ulogu)(log(z/u))"’

Proof. Using the change of variables z = 1 — (logu)/logz, so that zlogz = log(z/u) and
& — —1/(ulog ), we have

i (i) - dingl(g))) ()




The assumption 1 < u < x implies that 0 < z < 1, and so by Lemma[2.9]

d(H (1) | I
du (wlog(x/u))v) T - 2)CGlogey < ulogx)
1 1
((logu)/logx)(log(x/u))Y ulogx
as desired. O

Lemma 2.11. Let v > 0. Fory > 4,

/\/g 1 uzloglogy < 1 )
o (ulogu)(log(y/u)) (logy)r = "\ (logy)r)’

Proof. Since u < /y in the integrand, we may write

logy

(log(y/u))™" = (logy)™ (1 _ log u)—v

log u

= (logy)™ <1 + O, (@)) = (logy) ™" + O, ((logy) "~ log u),

and therefore

/\/@ 1 du
2 (ulogu)(log(y/u))
= (logy)™” /2 R du+0y<(10gy)‘”‘1 /2 V7 Jogu du)

ulogu ulogu
= (logy) " (loglog \/y — loglog2) + O, ((logy) "' (log \/y — log 2))
which implies the statement of the lemma since loglog ,/y = loglogy + O(1). 0

Lemma 2.12. Let v > 0 such that v € N, let q be prime, and let o € N. Fory > 4,

1 ~ loglogy N
p;:y plog(y/p))  ¢*(logy) ”(Uog yW) '

ve(p—1)=a
Proof. If we define
1 1 1
M@y= > —= > = > )
p<x p<x p <z p
(

P>
vq(p—1)=a p=1 (mod ¢%) p=1 (mod ¢*t1)

then a Mertens-type formula for arithmetic progressions [[6, Corollary 4.12] shows that there exist
constants c4e and czo+1 such that

log] 1 log1 1
= (g + e ~0li) ) - (it + oo 0 (i)

log1 1
_ 0g ng+cqa—0qa+l+0< )
q“ log

7




for x > 2. Setting
log log x
qu{

+ Cgo — an+1) < logz’

R(z) = M(z) — (

it follows that
1

1 N
2 p(log(y/p))’y_/2 (log(y/u))

p<\Y
vy 1 log log u )
= d + cpa — Cyatr + R(u
/ <log<y/u>>v< g o e AR

vg(p—1)=a
L[V 1 du VY 1
e /2 (log{y/u))" wlogu /2 Toaty/ay) )

1 [loglogy ( 1 )) / vy 1
= — +O0, —— | | + ———— dR(u
(o0 gy )) L gy 42
by Lemma On the other hand, integrating by parts yields

w1 u_ﬂﬂ_ W (1 N\
/ logly/a) 1) = Toglyuy |, I ’du(aog(y/u)w)d

R(y5)  RE@) /f YR(u)
(log 5y (og(y/2)" Jo ullog(y/u)y™

1/logy 1 vy 1/logu
(logy)?  (logy)" / u(log(y/u)) 1

dM (u)

<,

1 1 |
< Tlogy)?  (logy) ™ /2 alogu ™
1 log log \/y — loglog 2
log y)” (log y)r+t
which, combined with equation (7)), establishes the lemma.

Y

<1

Lemma 2.13. Let v > 0 such that v ¢ N. Fory > 9,

u/3 1 1
/@ (wlog )(log(y/u)” " Tlog gty
Proof. By Lemma[2.10]
/y/3 1 o =
vy (ulogu)(log(y/u)) v(log(y/w))| 5
CHGED H(1)2

logy

~ (log3)T  y(ilogy
1 log 3 1

H (10g3) + <
"\logy (logy)r 7 logy  (logy)”

by Lemma[2.8(a); this bound is equivalent to the statement of the lemma.
8
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)
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Lemma 2.14. Let v > 0 such that v € N, let q be prime, and let o € N. Fory > 9,

E — .

Y min{~,1}
Jrenyys Pos(y/p)) (logy)
vg(p—1)=a

Proof. With M (x) and R(x) defined as in equations (8)) and (@),
1 v/ 1
e — ——dM
I el

VI<p<y/3
ve(p—1)=a
u/3 1 log 1
= / d og0sY + Cga — Cqat1 + R(u)
sy (log(y/u)) Q@

I 1 du u/3 1
=7 |, Totrarioga t ], Ty RO
y/3 1
* |, Toaturay R
by Lemmal[2.13l On the other hand, integrating by parts yields
R S0 PR () N Sy P L (L N Y
/ﬂ Togty/a) ) = gty |, /ﬂ 70 7 (ogy )
_ R(y/3) Ry /W VR(u)

(log3)”  (log V) N s u(log(y/u))y+
1 1/10gy /9/3 1/logu

u
Tlogy  (logy)r /5 u(log(y/u))*?

NCTE

o b /y/3 1 du
Tlogy  logy ) 5 (log(y/u))* w’

Using the change of variables v = y/u yields

/y/3 1 IR(u) < 1 N 1 /ﬂ 1 dv
_ iR(u av
v (log(y/u)) Tlogy  logy Js  (logu)*l v

_ 11— vy
~logy  logy (logv)?

3

1 1 1
1 _
< logy logy< (log y)”) < Togy

which, combined with equation (8)), establishes the lemma.

Lemma 2.15. Fory > 9,

1 log1
Z < 0g ogy.

JiazysPlosly/p) — logy
9
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Proof. We first consider, for 2 < U < 33/,

Z 1 < m(y/U) < 1 1
plog(y/p) — (y/U)logU log(y/U)logU logy logU"

Applying this estimate with U = 2,4, 8, ... until U amply exceeds ,/y, we deduce that

y/2U<p<y/U

logy logy

1 1 loglogy
< — < < . O
2 y/p 22 plog(y/p) ; logy - log 2

lo
y/2US:n<y/U k=1 y/2’“+1<p<y/2" &4

Lemma 2.16. Let v > 0 such that v € N, let q be prime, and let o« € N. Fory > 3,

Z 1 ~ loglogy N ( 1 )

T a v min{y,1} /°
=T p(log(y/p))”  q*(logy) (log y)minty
vg(p—1)=a

Proof. Since the sum in question is empty when 3 < y < 9, we may assume that y > 9. By

Lemmas[2.12]and 2.14]

1 1 1
) D oy Rl Dl seroym D Dl e aymc

p<y/3 p<\Y VY<p<y/3 p
vg(p—1)=a ve(p—1)=a ve(p—1)=a
loglog y 1 1
=—2" 410, (——0o O\ ———F
#ogy)y '\ ogy)) T\ Qogyymom
as desired. O

Corollary 2.17. Let 0 < v < 1, let q be prime, and let o« € N. Then, uniformly for y > 9,

Z 1 log log y

v .
o PR Tosur
vg(p—1)=a

Proof. For 0 < v < 1 this estimate follows immediately from Lemma 2.16] while for v = 1 it
follows from Lemmas [2.12]and O

We need only two more lemmas of this flavour before we begin to evaluate the inner sums in
equation (2) in the next section.

Lemma 2.18. Let k > 0 and v > 0 be real numbers such that v ¢ N, let q be prime, and let
aeN. Fory > 9,

(loglog(y/p))*  (loglogy)**! (loglog y)*
2 p(log(y/p))  q*log’y O ((logy)min{“}) ’

p<y/3
vg(p—1)=a

Proof. The upper part of the range of summation can be addressed by noting that

log lo k
3 (loglog(y/p))

. 1 (loglog y)*
Togturpn = (E080)" 2. <

p(log(y/p))7 " (logy)mntr1t

VI<r<y/3 p VI<P<y/3
vq(p—1)=a vg(p—1)=a
10



by Lemmal[2.14l As for the remainder of the range of summation, since log log(y/p) = loglogy +
O(1) for p < \/y, we have

(log log(y/p))" ( K k-1 1
> = ((loglogy)* + Ox((loglogy) ™))
2o pllogly/p)) 2= pllog(u/p))"
vg(p—1)=c vq(p—1)=«
_ log log y 1
= ((loglogy)* + Oy ((loglogy)F1 <7+O <7))
( )"+ Ol 7)) g*(logy)” = "\ (logy)
by Lemma Combining these two estimates establishes the lemma. U

Lemma 2.19. Let v € R, let q be prime, and let o € N. Then, uniformly for y > 3,

1
S« (logy)
2 Y
2 p(log(y/p))7
vg(p—1)=a

Proof. Indeed, the desired bound holds even if we ignore the condition v,(p — 1) = «, since
1 1 1
2 p*(log(y/p)) 2 p*(log(y/p)) 2 p*(log(y/p))

p<y/3 V] <Y
ve(p—1)=a

1 1
< Py T 2 gy

P<\Y n>\/y
1 1
<, (logy)™" g —+ — < (logy)™". O
! —~p* Y

2.4. Recursive evaluation of iterated sums. The technical lemmas in the previous section hint
at the types of expressions that will appear as we work our way through the nested sums in equa-
tion @). In this section we establish the results that allow us to recursively evaluate these expres-
sions asymptotically.

Proposition 2.20. Let k > 0 and v > 0 be real numbers such that v ¢ N, let {wy,ws, ..., w,} be
a set of n distinct primes, let q be prime, and let o« € N. Fory > 3,

3 p+0(1)<(loglog(y/p))’“+O<( (log log )+ ))

P? (log(y/p)) log(y/p))min{r1}

log log v )*+1 log log )

(log gzgy) Onis (log gy)l )
q*log”y (log y)mintr:1}

11



Proof. Since the sum in question is empty when 3 < y < 9, we may assume that y > 9. We begin
by writing
ot o(1) ((log log(y/p))* 0( (loglog y)* ))

P’ (log(y/p))” (log(y/p))mintr1}

_ (loglog(y/p))* (loglog(y/w;))*
‘{ 2 pllogly/n)" +O< 2 wiaog(y/wi))v)}

p<y/3 1<i<n
vq(p—1)=a w;<y/3
log1 k log1 k=1
+0( 3 (Zg og(y/p)" 3 (log log y)* : 1})_
ot p*(log(y/p))” r<ars p(log(y/p))mint
ve(p—1)=a (p 1)=c
_ (oglogy)*™! (" (loglogy)* (loglog y)* 10
 gelog’y 7\ (log y)min0-1} w;(log(y/w;)) {10
1<2<n Wi v
w1<y/3
(loglog y)* (loglog y)*~ )
n o( _oglogy)”_
2;3 p*(log(y/p)) ; p(log(y/p))min{r1}
ve(p—1)=a Vq(i D=a

by Lemma[2.18] Since w; log(y/w;) > logy for y > 9 and w; < y/3, the first error term sum on
the right-hand side is <,, (loglogy)*(logy)~", while

(loglog y)* (loglogy)*
2 p*(log(y/p))” " (logy)”

p<y/3
vq(p—1)=c
log log y)k_l k—1 loglog y
logl —_——
; pllog(y/p))mmtt <1 HOBIOBYN o e
vq(p : 1)=o

by Lemma [2.19] and Corollary Therefore the error terms in equation (IQ) are all majorized
by the error term in equation (9). U

Definition 2.21. Let k£ be a nonnegative real number, and let ¢ be prime. Define

. (loglog x)* (loglog z)*!
Sal@:k) = qog oy T O\ gy )

Further, for aq, ..., a; € N, define

Sq(xﬂ k? aq, .. '7ai)

. p+0Q) 3 p2+0(1) 3 {pi+o<1)

(1)

p p D;

p1<z/3 1 p2<z/3p1 2 pi<az/3p1-pi—1 ¢
vg(p1—1)=a1 P2#£P1 DiFP1yPi1
vg(p2—1)=a2 vg(pi—1)=a;

y (((loglog(w/pl op)" Oq((loglog(x/pl - -pz-))’“‘l)) }

log(/py -+ pi)) M/ 0= (log(z/py - - - pi)) /@D
12



Note that the expressions S,(x; k) and S, (z; k; ay, . . ., ;) are given by asymptotic, not explicit,
formulas. For instance, when i = 1, applying Proposition [2.20] yields

3 p1 +O(1)< (loglog(/p1))" _I_Oq((loglog(x/pl))k_l))

P (log(xx/py))*/ (=) (log( /p1)) /@D

Sq(xQ k; al) =

p1<z/3
vg(p1—1)=a1

_ (loglog z)~** (loglog z)*
o g™ (]Ogl’)l/(q—l) a (10g 1’)1/(‘1—1) ’

which, by comparison to equation , is the same as the expression S, (z; k + 1)/¢*'. Here, we
are not claiming that S,(x; k; oy ) must be exactly equal to S,(z; k + 1)/¢*, but rather that these
two expressions have identical main terms and error terms of equal magnitude; in particular, we
may freely replace S, (z; k; 1) by S,(x; k + 1)/¢** in any expression.

This observation generalizes to any natural number ¢, resulting in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.22. Let k be a nonnegative real number, let q be prime, and let o1, . .., o; € N. For
any 1 <1 < j, the expressions

Se(xikyon,...,05) and ¢ VS (xik+Lag,. .., 05-1)

have the same main terms and error terms of equal magnitude, so that we may freely replace
Sq(xs ks, ... 0q) with g7 S, (z;k + 1; 04, ..., a;_1) in any expression. In particular, the ex-
pressions

Sz kyay,...,05) and q_zg=1°""5q(x; k+7)
have the same main terms and error terms of equal magnitude, so that we may freely replace

Se(xi ks an, ..., a;) withq™ Xz S (x5 k+j) in any expression (as long as we note that the error
term in equation will depend on j as well as q).

Proof. Applying Proposition[2.20, with y = x/p; ... p;_1, to the innermost sum in Definition [2.21]
we see that

Se(x; ks, ... @)

_ p+O0(1) p1+O(1)
p1<z/3 1 pi—1<x/3p1--pi—2 1

ve(p1—1)=a1 Di—17D1,Di—2
vg(pi—1—1)=a;—1

» (loglog(z/py - - - pi1))F T (loglog(x/py - - - pi—1))*
<qo‘i(10g(9f/p1 Sepimy)) Ve - Oq((log(l"/pl x 'pi—l))l/(q_l))> }

The last assertion follows from a trivial induction. U

Definition 2.23. Let -y be a positive real number, and let ¢ be prime. Define ¢,(z,v) = (logz) ™.
Further, for any o, ..., a; € N, define

Qo= Y = Y L% i(log v )_W.

—_

b1 b2 p P11 -Di

p1<z/3 p2<z/3p1 pi<x/3p1--pi—1 ! !
vq(p1—1)=cu P27£p1 PiFEDP1s-Pi—1
vg(p2—1)=az vg(pi—1)=ay

13



Proposition 2.24. Let vy be a positive real number, let q be prime, and let o, . . ., ; € N. For any
1 < < jandforanyx > 3,

gglx,vian,. .. 0q) L gq(x, vy 00, ..., a5-1) loglog z.
In particular, €,(x,v; o1, . . ., a;) <, (loglogz)? /(log x).

Proof. If x/p;...p;i—1 < 3 then the innermost sum in the definition of e,(x,v; v, ..., ;) is
empty; otherwise, applying Lemma 216 (with y = x/p; . . . p;_1) to the innermost sum, we obtain

€Q($77;a17 cee aai)

< ¥ 1 3 1o 3 1 <1oglog(x/p1---pi_1)>

. a; (] . Y
pm<z/3 1 pa<a/3p pio1<a/3prpig DL NG (log(z/p1 -~ pi-1))

vg(p1—1)=ou P2#Dp1 Di—1FD1,-Pi—2
vg(p2—1)=02 vg(pi—1—1)=a;_1

« ¥ 1 3 1 3 1( loglog = )

. 10 €T R T Y
p1<z/3 p1 p2<x/3p1 2 pi—1<x/3p1--pi—2 Pi-1 ( g( /pl pi 1))
vg(p1—1)=a1 p2#£p1 Di—17P1,Di—2
vq(pe—1)=a2 vg(pi—1—1)=a;—1
=¢eq(z,v;a1,...,0;-1)loglog x.

(We check that this calculation is valid even in the case + = 1, where the above notation is obfus-
catory.) The last assertion follows from the definition of ¢,(z, ) and a trivial induction. U

2.5. Evaluation of Dy(H, ). We now have all the tools we need to evaluate the counting function
Dy(H, x) from Definition 2.2 which is the majority of the work needed to establish Theorem [[.4l
Since we can apply Proposition only when x/p; - --p; > 3, we start by splitting the sum in
equation (2)), so that Lemma 2.4] becomes

DO(an,x):C(a)< > oo Y > 1+

p1<z/3 p2<z/3p1 pj<x/3p1-pj—1 m<z/p1--p;
vg(p1—l)=a1  p2#p1 PjFDLyDj—1 atm
vg(p2—1)=as vg(pj—1)=a; (t|m and t=1 (mod @)=>tc{p1,...,p;}
DO DD > > 1) (1)
p1<x/3 p2<z/3p1 pj—1<x/3p1--pj_2 x/3p1-pj_1<p; <T/P1--Pj—1 m<x/p1-p;
vg(p1—1)=01  p2#p1 Pj—1FD1se-Dj—2 PFEPL D —1 qim
vg(p2—1)=az vg(pj—1—1)=a;_1 vg(pj—1)=a;  (t|m and t=1 (mod g)=te{p1,...,p; }

In the next two propositions we estimate the second sum in equation (12)) and then asymptotically
evaluate the first sum.

Lemma 2.25. Let g be an odd prime, and let o = (1, . . ., «j) be a partition. For x > 3,
DOEED DD 2. 2. !
p1<z/3 p2<z/3p1 pj—1<x/3p1--pj_2 x/3p1--pj—1<pj<x/p1--pj-1 m<x/p1--p;
ve(pr—1)=a1  p2#p1 Pj—17P1,--Pj—2 PFEDPLsPj—1 gim
vg(p2—1)=az ve(pj—1—1)=a;_1 ve(pj—1)=c;  (t|m and t=1 (mod ¢)=>t&{p1,...,p;}
z(loglogx)i~*
© log = '

14



Proof. Since x/pips - - - p; < 3, the innermost sum has at most two terms, and thus

PO D DY 2. 2. !

p1<x/3 p2<z/3p1 pj—1<x/3p1--pj—2 x/3p1--pj—1<p;<T/P1-Pj—1 m<z/p1--p;
ve(pr—1)=a1  p2#p1 Pj—1FD1,e-sDj—2 DjFD1 5P —1 qtm
vg(p2—1)=a2 ve(pj—1—1)=aj_1 ve(pj—1)=a;  (tlm and t=1 (mod ¢)=t€{p1,...,p; }

<Y ¥ ¥ S

p1<z/3 p2<z/3p1 pj—15x/3p1-pj—2 x/3p1--pj_1<p;<T/P1-Pj—1
vg(p1—1)=a1  p2#p1 Dj—17P1seDj—2 DiFEPLs--Pj—1
vg(p2=1l)=a2  wy(pj_1-1)=a;-1 ve(pj—1)=a;

If x/p; - - - pj—1 < 3 then the innermost sum vanishes; otherwise Chebyshev’s estimate gives

p1<z/3 p2<x/3p1 pj—1<x/3p1--pj_2 x/3p1-pj_1<pj<z/p1--Pj_1

ve(pr1—1)=a1  p2#Dp1 Pj—1FDP1se-sDj—2 PFEDLPj—1
vg(p2=1)=a2  wy(pj_1-1)=a;-1 vq(pj—1)=a;
< E E E m(z/pip2- - pj-1)
p1<z/3 p2<x/3p1 pj—1<x/3p1--pj_2
vg(pr—1)=01  p2#p1 Pj—17P15-Dj—2
VCZ(p2_1):042 l/q(pjfl—l):()cjfl
aj/pl SRRy
< Z Z - Z log(z/p1 - ']pj—l)
p1<z/3 p2<z/3p1 pj—1<x/3p1--pj_2
vg(pi—1)=a1  p2#p1 Pj—17DP1,-Dj—2
VCZ(p2_1):042 l/q(pjfl—l):ajfl

= xeq(z, Ly aq,. .., 1)

in the notation of Definition The lemma now follows directly from Proposition O

Proposition 2.26. Let q be an odd prime, and let vy, . .., a; € N. For any v > 3,

p1<z/3 p2<z/3p1 pj<x/3p1--pj—1 m<x/p1--p;
vg(p1—1)=a1  p2#p1 PjFP1ysPj—1 gtm
vg(p2—1)=as ve(pj—1)=a; (t|m and t=1 (mod ¢)=t&{p1,...,p;}

_ By slloglogxy ., (wlloglogr) 1\ =\
- Zhae (logx)Vet I\ (logx)t/emt) )

where B, is as in Definition[2.5

Proof. Throughout this proof, let J denote the left-hand side of equation (I3). Note that the con-

dition p; < x/3p;---pj_1 in the second-to-last sum implies that the bound z/p; - - - p; in the
15



innermost sum is at least 3. Therefore, by Proposition 2.6

; 5 x | x -1/(¢-1) J
SO SN VR L (e

J

-
VRS
—_

I
=
SN—

L

p1<z/3 p2<z/3p1 pj<x/3p1--pj—1
vg(pr—1)=01  p2#p1 PFEDL P -1
vg(p2—1)=az ve(pj—1)=a;

—1-1/(g—-1)
+0< v (1og v ) )}
P1--Pj PPy

= B,z Z Z 1 '(log T ')_1/((]_1)11[(1_&‘)_1

p1<z/3 pj<z/3p1-pj-1 Prop Prob i=1 N
vg(p1—1)=a1 PjFEDPL,Pj—1
ve(pj—1)=c;
1 T -1-1/(¢-1)
ICHD SEED DRI S (o))
p1<z/3 p2<x/3p1 pj<z/3p1--pj_1 P P; P P;
vg(pr—1)=01  p2#p1 PjFEPL D~ 1
vq(p2—1)=a2 ve(pj—1)=a;
1
= B,xS,(x,0; 04, ..., 0 ) + O(meq (m, 14+ —1; ar, ..., aj))
q —_

in the notation of Definitions and Thus, by Propositions and

4 z(loglog x)?
s e LU (s

_ 1 (log log )’ (loglog z)’~! z(loglog )
o qungzlai <(1og x)1/(a=1) +0, (log x)Y/(a=1) +0 (log z)1+1/(a=1)

by equation (1)), which establishes the proposition. O

J =B,

The work in this section leads immediately to an asymptotic formula for Dy(Z,e, ).

Theorem 2.27. Let q be an odd prime, and let o« = (v, . . ., «;) be a partition. For any x > 3,

B B, z(loglogz)’ z(loglog x )71
DO(an’ ZL’) o C(a) ng:l o (log g;)l/(q—l) + Oq,a (10g x)l/(II—l) )

Proof. Thanks to the expression (I2)), the theorem follows immediately from Proposition[2.26 and
Lemma O

2.6. Proof of Theorem As mentioned earlier, each of the counting functions Dy(H, x), if
nonzero, is equal to Do(Zy, z) for a certain ¢g-group H' depending on H and k. We make this
precise enough for our purposes in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.28. Let q be an odd prime, let oo = (1, . . ., ) be a partition, and let k € N.
(2) When k = 1, we have D:(Zge, x) = Do(Zqe, 7).
(b) Ifk’ > a1 + 2, then Dk(an,ZL') = 0.

(c) Forany k > 2, we have Dy(Zya, v) <gax z(loglogz)I = /(log x)'/ (=),
16



Proof. In all parts, the integers counted by Dy(Zye,z) = #{n < z: v, (n) = k, Gy(n) = Zs}
can be written as n = ¢*m where m < % and ¢ t m; we also have Z~ = quﬂ(q_l) X 7y,
and in particular the Sylow g-subgroup of Z,; is congruent to the product of Z-1 and the Sylow
g-subgroup of Z..

When k = 1, these two Sylow g-subgroups are identical, and therefore Dy (Zya, x) = Do(Zye, %)
as claimed in part (a).

When k > «; + 2, the Sylow g-subgroup of Z,; will include a copy of Z-1; since the largest
primary subgroup of Zg« is Zge:, the fact that £ — 1 > a; makes it impossible for that Sylow
g-subgroup to equal Z,«, as claimed in part (b). The same is true if k — 1 < a; butk — 1 ¢ c.

Finally, suppose k > 2and k — 1 € a. Let &’ = a \ {k — 1} denote the partition obtained
from o by removing one occurrence of k — 1. Then the fact that Z; = Zgx-1(,_1) X Z,, implies

that the Sylow g-subgroup of Z;, equals Z ., and therefore

z/q")(log log(x/¢"))’ < z(loglogz)i~!
(log(z/q¥))1/ (@D vk (log z) /a1

as claimed in part (c). [

i
Dk(an, .CL’) = D(] (an/, q_k) <<q,a’ (

We have now completed the last preparatory step necessary to prove our main theorem, which
we do after defining the leading constant that emerges from the calculation.

Definition 2.29. For a prime ¢ and a partition & = (o, . .., ¢;), define
g+
Eq(a) o ql-i-ZZ:l o

Recall also B, and C'(a) from Definition [2.5]and equation (IJ), respectively:

ey I () e

X7X0

pZ1 (mod q)

o Tty o

- au-i-l) el (Gy = @yi1)V

where (a1, as, ... ) is the conjugate of the partition ce. Then, given the finite abelian ¢-group Z e,
define the constant

K(Zge) = ByClo) Ey(cv).

Proof of Theorem[[.4] Write o = (o, . . ., ;). Beginning with Definition 2.2]

qa,l’ ZDk qa,l’ Z Dk(an,Jf)

= DQ(an, Zlf) + D() (an, %) + Oq,a(

17
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by Lemma[2.28] Now Theorem gives

B, z(loglogz)’ L Cla) B, (x/q)(loglog(z/q))’
ngzlai (log z)¥/(a=1) q2§:1ai (log(x/q))Y/(a=1)

z(loglogx)t
“Oun(Sor o)

D(Zye,z) = C(ax)

which establishes the theorem since (1 + 1/q)/q23:1 % = F,(a) and j = {(x). O

3. MAXIMALLY NON-CYCLIC MULTIPLICATIVE GROUPS—PROOF OF THEOREM

Rather than focusing on local Sylow subgroups, we now wish to focus on the global structure
of the group Z, and in particular (as described in the introduction) when this group is as far from
being cyclic as possible. To define this notion precisely, recall that the primary decomposition of
a finite abelian group G is the unique isomorphism of the shape G = qul X +ee X szk where the

p;j are prime powers (with r; = 1 possible), while its invariant factor decomposition is the unique
isomorphism of the shape G = Zg, X - -+ X Zg, Where dy | da | - -+ | dy.

Definition 3.1. Let GG be a finite abelian group of cardinality m. We say that G is maximally
non-cyclic if any of the four following equivalent conditions hold:

(a) each factor of the primary decomposition of G is of the form Z, for some prime p;

(b) for any prime p, the Sylow p-subgroup of G is an elementary p-group, that is, is of the form
Loy X Ly X =+ X L

(c) the invariant factors d; are squarefree for every 1 < j < (;

(d) the largest invariant factor d, is minimal among all finite abelian groups of order m.

That these four conditions are indeed equivalent is a straightforward exercise in undergraduate
algebra. (We remark in passing that it is possible for a finite abelian group to be both cyclic and
maximally non-cyclic: such groups are precisely the cyclic groups of squarefree order, which are
the orders for which there exists exactly one finite abelian group.)

The most intuitive definitions of maximally non-cyclic are conditions (a)/(b) (which are nearly
identical) and condition (d); condition (c), on the other hand, is less intuitive but turns out to be
useful in the proof of the characterization of integers whose multiplicative group is maximally
non-cyclic. We remark that these equivalent conditions imply that the length ¢ of the invariant
factor decomposition is maximal among all finite abelian groups of order m, although this is not
a two-way implication as shown by the examples Zg x Zg (which is maximally non-cyclic) and
Zo x Z1g (Which is not) corresponding to m = 36 and ¢ = 2.

Our goal in this section is to asymptotically evaluate the counting function for the number of
integers n < x such that Z* is maximally non-cyclic. As in Section 2] we can accomplish this
evaluation by giving a characterization of this group-theoretic property in terms of the prime fac-
torization of n.

Proposition 3.2. For any n € N, the group 7, is maximally non-cyclic if and only if:
(a) 2*fn;
(b) p* t n for every odd prime p; and

(c) p — 1is squarefree for every p | n.
18



Proof. By part (a) of Definition[3.] together with uniqueness of primary decompositions, a product
H, x - - x H, of finite abelian groups is maximally non-cyclic if and only if each H; is maximally
non-cyclic. In particular, Z) is maximally non-cyclic if and only if Z ), is maximally non-cyclic
for every p”||n. Since

( trivial, ifr <1,

Zs, ifr=2

Lo X L, ifr=3

(Zigr—2 X Ly, ifr >4,

N
%
1

we see that 21 1 n is one necessary condition. Similarly, since for odd primes p,

(

Zp1, ifr =1
Z¢(pr) = Zp X Zp—l) ifr=2
(Zyrs X Ly, if7 >3,

P

we see that p> 1 n for all odd primes p is a second necessary condition. Finally, by part (c) of
Definition the cyclic group Z,_; is maximally non-cyclic if and only if p — 1 is squarefree,
which is the source of the third and final condition. U

Definition 3.3. Let £ denote Artin’s constant

1
It
1;[ p(p—1)
and define the positive constant

14;5(5)341&{ 11 (H;erl)H(l_z%)g}

p<z p<z
p2(p—1)=1

(e

p

We will see that the product defining A converges in the proof of Theorem [1.6 below.

It is known that Artin’s constant is also the density of the primes p with the property that p — 1
is squarefree; we provide a proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.4. For x > 2, we have #{p < x: p — 1 is squarefree} = 1§x + O(%)
0g T ogx

Proof. Using the well-known identity p?(n) = > a2jn #(d) [6] equation (2.4)], we have

#{p < x: p— 1lissquarefree} = Zu(p —1)?

p<z
SIDINLES ST SEED BT LA
p<z d?|p—1 <z p<w d<\/z

19



For d < log® x we use the Siegel-Walfisz theorem [6, Corollary 11.21]

ol d? 1) = li(x) pe—eVIogTy _ li(z) T
D= Gy ! )= %@ +O<log4x)’

while for log? z < d < \/x we use the trivial estimate 7(z; d?, 1) < 2/d®. We find that

X vttt = 300G+ ()) o 2 %)

d<\/z d<log? log? z<d<+/x

=h<x>( ¢—) (Z o )) O(logi%)

d>log? x

:11(x>];[(1+]%+0+ )+O(log x)

which implies the statement of the lemma. U

The proof of Theorem is straightforward if we use the Wirsing—Odoni method; below is a
statement of this method [2, Proposition 4] with one hypothesis simplified for our purposes.

Proposition 3.5. Let f be a multiplicative function. Suppose that 0 < f(p") < 1 for all primes p
and all positive integers r. Suppose also that there exist real numbers w > 0 and 0 < 3 < 1 such

that P
> 10 =5+ g )

p<P
as P — oo. Then the product over all primes

cf:;)H (Hf(p) W) @) +_._)<l_1)w

[(w p P> p

converges (hence is positive), and
> f(n) = CsN(log N)“~" + Oy(N(log N)*~'7)
n<N

as N — oo.

Proof of Theorem|[L.6l Fix 0 < ¢ < 1. Let f be the indicator function of the set of integers n with
the property that Z is maximally non-cyclic. By Proposition[3.2] the function f is multiplicative
with values on prime powers
1, ifp=2and1 <r <3,
fP) =<1, ifp>3and1 <r <2andp — 1is squarefree,
0, otherwise.

By Lemma[3.4] this function satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition3.3lwithw = £ and § = 1 —e.
We conclude from that proposition that

A
#{n < x: Z is maximally non-cyclic} = W + 0. (W),
20



where A is given by the convergent product

AZ%E[(Hf;p)+f;€2)+f(p3)+”'><1‘%,)g

p3

1 1 1 1 1 1 1\*¢
_ L 1+_+_+_) nm( (1+_+_) (1__))
r(g)( 2 4 8)ive 3<FH<1, p P 2<,H<x p

p—1 squarefree

:141r5(g)g}filo< 11 <1+%)+]%)2H <1_%)5)

2<p<z
p—1 squarefree

as claimed. U
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