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Computing class groups by induction with

generalised norm relations

Fabrice Etienne

Abstract

We introduce a generalisation of norm relations in the group alge-
bra Q[G], where G is a finite group. We give some properties of these
relations, and use them to obtain relations between the S-unit groups
of different subfields of the same Galois extension of Q, of Galois group
G. Then we deduce an algorithm to compute the class groups of some
number fields by reducing the problem to fields of lower degree. We
compute the class groups of some large number fields.

Introduction

The problem of computing the class group of number fields is a central
problem in number theory, with applications for example in cryptog-
raphy or in class field theory. Let K be a number field. The most com-
monly used method to compute the class group or the S-units groups
of K is Buchmann’s algorithm [5]. Its complexity grows quickly with
the degree n: if we denote by D(K) the discriminant of K, the time

complexity of this algorithm for fixed n is in O(ea
√

ln |D(K)| ln ln |D(K)|)
where a is a constant, and the implicit constant of the O depends on
n exponentially; note in addition that the discriminant grows at least
exponentially with n. So it would be beneficial to have an inductive
method to reduce these problems to similar ones in number fields of
smaller degree and discriminant.

Such inductive methods have already been proposed. Suppose
K/F is a Galois extension of number fields, of Galois group G. By
studying relations between the subgroups of G arising from character
theory, we can find corresponding relations between the arithmetic in-
variants of the intermediate fields. For a subgroup H < G, denote by
IndG/H(1H) the permutation character of G induced from the trivial
representation of H. A Brauer relation [4] is a relation of the form

∑

H<G

aH IndG/H(1H) = 0
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with aH ∈ Z. Brauer proved that when such a relation exists, there is a
corresponding relation between arithmetic invariants of the fields KH .

In [2], Biasse, Fieker, Hofmann and Page studied another type of
relation called norm relation. Given a subgroup H < G, we define its
norm element to be the formal sum NH =

∑

h∈H h in Z[G]. If R is a
commutative ring, H a set of subgroups of G, a norm relation over R
with respect to H is an equality in R[G] of the form

1 =

ℓ
∑

i=1

aiNHi
bi

with ai, bi ∈ R[G] and Hi < G. In their paper, they derive from such
a relation an inductive algorithm to compute the class group or the
groups of S-units of K by reducing the problem to a similar problem
on the subfields KH .

Our goal is to generalize the notion of norm relation in order to
be able to use the same kind of method to compute the class group of
some number fields K even without a Galois extension K/F . If K is
a number field, let us denote by K̃ its Galois closure, and let G be its
Galois group (i.e. the Galois group of the extension K̃/Q). Let H be
the subgroup of G such that K = K̃H . Let R be a commutative ring,
and J1, · · · , Jl some subgroups of G. A generalised norm relation over
R with respect to H and the Ji is an equality in R[G] of the form

NH =

ℓ
∑

i=1

aiNJibi

with ai, bi ∈ R[G]. Classical norm relation are a special case of gen-
eralised norm relation where H is the trivial group. Given K and
subfields Ki of K̃, we say that K admits a generalised norm relation
with respect to the Ki if G admits one over Q with respect to H
and {Ji}, where the Ji are such that Ki = K̃Ji for all i. We impose
the condition that the Ki are subfields of the Galois closure K̃, but
we prove in theorem 2.11 this causes no loss in generality. The main
result of this article is the following:

Theorem A. There exists a polynomial time algorithm that, on input

• a number field K,

• a set S of prime numbers,

• subfields Ki of the Galois closure K̃,

• for each i, a basis of the S-unit group of Ki,

if K admits a generalised norm relation with respect to the Ki, outputs
a basis of the S-unit group of K.
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We will describe such an algorithm (algorithm 4.3), as well as an-
other algorithm that is not provably polynomial time, but is often
faster than the first one in practice (algorithm 4.6) Using an imple-
mentation of such an algorithm in Pari/GP, we compute the class
group of some number fields significantly faster than with other meth-
ods, including the method using classical norm relations from [2]. In
particular, in example 6.2, we compute the class group of a field of
degree 105 and discriminant 2126 · 2990 · 6742 ≃ 1.7 · 10246 in about 5
days (CPU time), whereas without our method, we could not compute
it in over 5 months.

One problem we encounter is that there is no known polynomial
time algorithm that, given a number field K defined by an irreducible
polynomial over Q, computes its its Galois group G. We will provide
a way to determine whether relations exists without actually having
to compute G or K̃. In order to do that, we will need some properties
of Hecke algebras [13] and compositums. We will prove that a com-
positum C of two number field K and L naturally induces a morphism
from K× to L×. This map will be denoted x 7→ C ·x, and is described
by the following theorem (see theorem 1.18).

Theorem B. Let K,L be two number fields, let x be an element of
K× and C = (C, ιK , ιL) a compositum of K and L. Then C · x =
NC/L(ιK(x)), where NC/L is the norm of the extension C/L.

We will sometimes refer to this function as the action of the com-
positum C on K×. A similar result also gives a morphism of additive
groups K → L given by the action of the compositum C. We will
prove the following characterisation (see theorem 2.20).

Theorem C. Let K,L1, · · · , Lℓ be number fields. Let α and β1, · · · , βl
be such that K = Q(α) and Li = Q(βi) for all i. Then K admits a
generalised norm relation with respect to L1, · · · , Lℓ, if and only there
is a relation of the form

α =

ℓ
∑

i=1

∑

C∈Compo(K,Li)

ai,CC · βi

where the coefficients ai,C are in Q.

To prove theorem A, we will also need some properties of Mackey
functors [3]. In particular proposition 3.5, will be useful to find a rela-
tion between the S-units of the number fields involved in a generalised
norm relation. We will prove a bound (theorem 2.15) that is crucial
to prove that our algorithm is indeed polynomial.
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We will also compare the method to compute class groups using
generalised norm relation with the method described in [2] that only
uses classical norm relations. We will provide an algorithm to find
examples where the method using generalised norm relation is more
efficient (algorithm 5.4).

With a systematic research on every group of cardinal up to 700,
it appears that we can find many examples where generalised norm
relations are useful. We think it is an interesting question to classify
norm relation (classical ones as well as generalised ones). We do not
have an algorithm that takes a number field and determines whether or
not it admits a generalised norm relation in polynomial time, without
having to compute the Galois group or the Galois closure. Finding
such an algorithm is also an interesting open question.

The article is organised as follows: in section 1, we discuss prop-
erties of Hecke algebras and compositum, then in section 2 we recall
the definition of classical norm relations, define the generalisation,
and prove some properties. In section 3, we recall some properties
of Mackey functors that will be useful later to prove the complex-
ity of our algorithms. In section 4, we provide algorithms to check
whether given fields admit a generalised norm relation, and to com-
pute the class group and the group of S-units of number fields. Then
in section 5, we compare these new methods with the methods in [2].
Finally, we give examples in section 6.

Notations and conventions When R is a ring and M , N are
left R-modules, we will denote HomR(M,N) the group of R-module
homomorphisms from M to N . In a finite field extension K/F , we
will denote by NK/F (x) the norm of x ∈ K.
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Many thanks also to B. Allombert for his advice regarding the imple-
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Experiments presented in this paper were carried out using the PlaFRIM
experimental testbed, supported by Inria, CNRS (LABRI and IMB),
Université de Bordeaux, Bordeaux INP and Conseil Régional d’Aquitaine
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(see https://www.plafrim.fr).

1 Hecke algebras and compositums

In this section, K is a number field, G is the Galois group of the Galois
closure K̃ of K, H and J are subgroups of G, respectively fixing the
subfields K and L. Let α be an element of C such that K = Q(α)
and f be the minimal polynomial of α in Q[X]. Let β be such that
L = Q(β) and let fL be its minimal polynomial.

Our goal in this section is to establish that the set of compositums
of K and L acts on the set of fixed points by H of any G-module,
and to make this action explicit. The action will be described in
theorem 1.18. In this section, R denotes a commutative ring and V
an R[G]-module. To establish this theorem, we will first need some
useful isomorphisms involving R[G]-modules. First let us write two
lemmas, describing some well known isomorphisms. One can find the
proofs in [13].

Lemma 1.1. The map

Φ1 : HomR[G](R[G/H], V )→ V H , φ 7→ φ(1 ·H)

is an isomorphism of R-modules, and its inverse is

Φ−1
1 : V H → HomR[G](R[G/H], V ), x 7→







The unique morphism φ of
R[G]-modules in V such that
φ(1 ·H) = x

.

Lemma 1.2. There is an isomorphism of R-modules

Φ2 : R[H\G/J ]→ R[G/J ]H ,
∑

HgJ∈H\G/J

αHgJHgJ 7→
∑

gJ∈G/J

αHgJgJ.

Its inverse is

Φ−1
2 : R[G/J ]H → R[H\G/J ],

∑

gJ∈G/J

αgJgJ 7→
∑

HgJ∈H\G/J

αgJHgJ.

Proposition 1.3. There is an isomorphism of R-modules

Φ: R[H\G/J ]→ HomR[G](R[G/H], R[G/J ])

∑

HgJ∈H\G/J

αHgJHgJ 7→
{

φ such that
φ(1 ·H) =

∑

g∈G/J αHgJgJ
.
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Its inverse is

Φ−1 : HomR[G](R[G/H], R[G/J ]) 7→ R[H\G/J ]

φ 7→
{

∑

HgJ∈H\G/J αgJHδJ

where φ(1 ·H) =
∑

g∈G/J αgJgJ
.

Proof. We can then obtain the isomorphism Φ simply by composing
Φ1 and Φ2 from the two previous lemmas.

Fact 1.4. By considering both the isomorphism Φ in proposition 1.3
and the isomorphism Φ1 in lemma 1.1, we deduce that given any R[G]-
module V , for every element HgJ of R[H\G/J ] we get a morphism
THgJ of R-modules from V J to V H given by the following diagram:

V J V H

HomR[G](R[G/J ], V ) HomR[G](R[G/H], V )

x
∑

δ∈G/J
HgJ=HδJ

δx

γJ 7→ γx γH 7→∑

δ∈G/J
HgJ=HδJ

γδx

THgJ

φHgJ

Where the expression of φHgJ is obtained via the following dia-
gram:
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R[H\G/J ] R[G/J ]H

HomR[G](R[G/H], R[G/J ])

∑

g∈H\G/J αHgJHgJ
∑

g∈G/J αHgJgJ

γH 7→∑

g∈G/J
HgJ=HγJ

αHgJγgJ

Remark 1.5. This last proposition gives a natural action ofR[H\G/J ]
that goes from R[G/H] into R[G/J ]. With the next proposition, we
will see that this can also be seen as an action from the set Hom(K,C)
of complex embeddings of K into the set of complex embeddings of L.

Remark 1.6. The Galois group G acts on the set Hom(K,C) by
g · σ = σ ◦ g.

Recall that α is an element of C such that K = Q(α), and f is
the minimal polynomial of α over Q. Let σ ∈ Hom(K,C) and g ∈ G.
The embedding σ sends α to a complex root of f . Then g · σ is the
element of Hom(K,C) that sends α to g · σ(α).

Proposition 1.7. We note E = Hom(K,C) the set of embeddings of
K in C, and by σg the embedding that maps α to g · α for all g ∈ G.

There is an isomorphism

Φ: G/H → E, gH 7→ σg.

Its inverse is
Φ−1 : S → G/H, τgα 7→ gH.

It is independent from the choice of g.

Proof. Let g1, g2 ∈ G such that g1H = g2H, and let h ∈ H such that
g2 = g1h. Then, σg2 maps α to g1 · (h · α) = g1 · α. So σg2 = σg1 .

Now from these actions, we will deduce an action of compositums.
First let us recall the following definition.
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Definition 1.8. Let K and L be number fields. A compositum of K
and L is a triple (C, ιK , ιL) where C/Q is a number field, ιK : K → C
and ιL : L→ C are morphisms of Q-algebras, and where C is generated
by ιK(K) and ιL(L) as a ring.

Example 1.9. Consider the following diagram, with ζ := e
2iπ
3 .

C = Q( 3
√
2, ζ) = K̃

K = Q( 3
√
2) L = Q(ζ)

Q

H J

G

Let ιK : K → C be the inclusion, and ιL : L → C also the inclu-
sion. It is clear that C is generated by ιK(K) and ιL(L), so C is a
compositum of K and L.

Here, we have C = K̃. We will see that up to isomorphism, every
compositum of K and L ⊂ K̃ is included in K̃.

Note that if we take ιK,2 : K → C the inclusion and ιL,2 : K →
C2, ζ 7→ ζ, then (C, ιK,2, ιL,2) is another compositum of K and L.

Definition 1.10. A morphism of compositums between two composi-
tums (C, ιK , ιL) and (C ′, ι′K , ι

′
L) is a field morphism f : C → C ′, such

that ι′K = f ◦ ιK and ι′L = f ◦ ιL.
The two following lemma give some properties of compositums.

Lemma 1.11. Up to isomorphism, there is a finite number of com-
positums of K and L, we denote by Compos(K,L) a set of represen-
tatives. There is a bijection between this set and the set of quotients
of K⊗QL. For f : K⊗QL→ C surjective, the associated compositum
is (C, ιK , ιL) and ιK = f ◦ (idK ⊗1), ιL = f ◦ (idL⊗1). Every com-
positum of K and L is isomorphic to a compositum whose underlying
field is contained in K̃.

Proof. The second statement is a direct application of the universal
property of the tensor product of algebras.

Since K ⊗Q L is of finite dimension over Q, the set Compos(K,L)
is finite.
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Now let us prove the last statement. Denote K = Q[X]/p(X),
with p(X) ∈ Q[X] irreducible. Denote p(X) =

∏

i pi(X) the decom-
position of p(X) into a product of irreducible polynomials in L[X].
Then K ⊗Q L =

∏

i L[X]/(pi(X)). What’s more, the polynomials pi
are split in L[X], so they are also split in K̃[X]. So for every i, we
have L[X]/(pi(X)) ⊂ K̃, since K̃ contains L and a splitting field of
the pi. Hence the conclusion.

Lemma 1.12. The map

Ψ: HomQ -alg(K, K̃)→ Compos(K,L), φ 7→ (φ(K).L, φ, inclL/K̃)

induces a bijection from J\HomQ -alg(K, K̃) to Compos(K,L)/ ∼.
(Recall that J is defined to be the subgroup of G that fixes L)

Proof. Let φ ∈ HomQ -alg(K, K̃). The composition by g ∈ J induces
an isomorphism (φ(K).L, φ, inclL/K̃)→ (g.φ(K).L, g.φ, g. inclL/K̃). Since
g ∈ J , g fixes L, so g. inclL/K̃ = inclL/K̃ . So the isomorphism in-

duced by g is of the form Ψ(φ) → Ψ(g · φ). Let us check that the
map induced by Ψ is injective. Let φ, φ′ ∈ HomQ -alg(K, K̃) and
let f : φ(K) · L → φ′(K) · L an isomorphism of compositums. Then
f ◦inclK̃/L = inclK̃/L and f is the identity over L, so f can be extended
as an isomorphism g ∈ J . Since f is a morphism of compositums,
gφ = φ′, hence φ ∼ φ′.

Let us check it is surjective. By lemma 1.11, every compositum in
Compos(K,L) is isomorphic to a compositum where ιL = inclL/K̃ . Let

ιK : K → K̃ be an embedding, then we can always pick φ = ιK .

Proposition 1.13. There is a bijection

Φ: J\G/H → Compos(K,L), JgH 7→ (gK · L, l 7→ gl · 1L, inclL/K̃).

Its inverse is

Φ−1 : Compos(K,L)→ J\G/H, (C, ιK , ιL) 7→







JgH
with g such that

ιK(α) = g · α ∈ K̃
.

Proof. The proposition derives from the two lemmas 1.11 and 1.12.

Thus, using the previous isomorphisms, we obtain an action of
Compos(K,L) on various R-modules.

9



Proposition 1.14. The map

Φ: Compos(K,L)→ HomR[G](R[G/J ], R[G/H])

(C, ιK , ιL) 7→











φ such that
φ(1 · J) = ∑

γH∈G/H
JγH=JgH

γH

with g such g · α = ιK(α)

is injective.

Proof. This is derived from the proposition 1.13, using the isomor-
phism of proposition 1.3.

For all α′ a root of f , we denote by σα′ the embedding of K in C
that sends α to α′. Similarly, denote τβ′ the embedding of L in C that
sends β to β′.

10



Proposition 1.15. The map

Φ: Compos(K,L)→ HomR[G](R[Hom(L,C)]R[Hom(K,C)]),

(C, ιK , ιL) 7→







φ such that
φ(τβ) =

∑

σ∈Hom(K,C)
(C,ιK,ιL)∼(C′,σ,τβ)

σ

is injective.

Proof. This is derived from proposition 1.14, using the isomorphism
of proposition 1.7.

Remark 1.16. Let (C, ιK , ιL) be a compositum of K and L, and let φ
the corresponding element of HomR[G](R[Hom(L,C)], R[Hom(K,C)]).
We can obtain a nicer way to write φ(τβ):

φ(τβ) =
∑

σ∈Hom(K,C)
(C,ιK,ιL)∼(C′,σ,τβ)

σ =
∑

σ∈Hom(K,C)

∑

Eσ

σ

where Eσ = {f ∈ Hom(C,C)|σ = f ◦ ιK and τβ = f ◦ ιL}.
And from that form we can deduce a general expression for φ(τ)

for every complex embedding τ .

Proposition 1.17. Let (C, ιK , ιL) be a compositum of K and L, and
let φ the corresponding element of HomR[G](R[Hom(L,C)], R[Hom(K,C)]).
For all τ ∈ Hom(L,C),

φ(τ) =
∑

σ∈Hom(K,C)

∑

Eσ

σ

where Eσ = {f ∈ Hom(C,C)|σ = f ◦ ιK and τ1G = f ◦ ιL}.
Proof. Let τ = γ · τβ with γ ∈ G. (We can always write τ in that
form, because g acts transitively on the elements of Hom(L,C)).

Then,

φ(τ) = γ · φ(τβ) =
∑

σ∈Hom(K,C)

∑

Eσ

γ · σ

=
∑

σ∈Hom(K,C)

∑

Eγ·σ

γ · σ

because γ : Hom(K,C)→ Hom(K,C) is a bijection.

=
∑

σ∈Hom(K,C)

∑

Eσ

σ

because γ : Hom(C,C)→ Hom(C,C) is a bijection.
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Similarly, for every R[G]-module V , a compositum C of K and
L induces a map from V H to V J . (The proof is similar to that of
proposition 1.17.)

In the rest of the article, if x is an element of V H , we will denote
by C · x the image of x by this map.

Theorem 1.18. Let x be an element of K× and let (C, ιK , ιL) be a
compositum of K and L. Then C · x = NC/L(ιK(x)).

Proof. The bijection described in proposition 1.13 allows to identify
the compositum (C, ιK , ιL) with an element J\g/H of J\G/H.

First, let us prove that the subfield of K̃ fixed by H∩ (gJg−1) < G
is C. The subfield fixed by gJg−1 is g(L) = ιL(L). Denote by C̃ the
field fixed by H ∩ (gJg−1). All elements of K and ιL(L) are in C̃ so
C ⊂ C̃. What’s more, if we denote by N the subgroup of G fixing
C, then N is included both in H and in gJg−1, so it is included in
H ∩ gJg−1. We get C̃ ⊂ C, so we indeed have K̃H∩(gJg−1) = C.

Now, we know that C · x =
∏

δ∈HgJ/J δx =
∏

δ∈G/J
HgJ=HδJ

δx We want

to make the change of variables δ = hg. For h, h′ ∈ H, we have
hgJ = h′gJ if and only if there exists j ∈ J such that h = h′(gjg−1),
that is to say if and only if h = h′ in H/(H ∩ (gJg−1)). This gives
C · x =

∏

h∈H/(H∩(gJg−1)) hgx. Finally, we obtain

C · x = NC/M (ιL(x))

as claimed.

2 Classical and generalised norm rela-

tions

In this section we introduce generalised norm relations, which will
be the main type of objects that we will study throughout this arti-
cle. The notion of classical norm relation has been studied by Biasse,
Fieker, Hofmann and Page in [2]. They use it to obtain inductive
methods to compute the class group or the group of S-units of a
Galois extension of number fields. The goal of this section is to gen-
eralise this notion in order to obtain a similar method applicable to
more examples. We will define our generalisation of norm relations
in definition 2.4, provide equivalent definitions in proposition 2.7, and
prove theorem 2.20 which will be useful for the algorithms in section 4.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a finite group and H a subgroup of G. We
call norm element of H the element NH =

∑

h∈H h ∈ Z[G].

12



Definition 2.2. Let G be a finite group, J a set a subgroups of G
and R a commutative ring. A norm relation over R with respect to J
is an equality in R[G] of the form

1 =

l
∑

i=1

aiNJibi

where ai, bi ∈ R[G], Ji ∈ J , and Ji 6= 1.

Example 2.3. The symmetric group G = S3 admits a norm relation
over Q with respect to H = {〈(1, 2, 3)〉, 〈(2, 3)〉}.

Definition 2.4. Let G be a finite group, H a subgroup of G, J a
set a subgroups of G and R a commutative ring. A generalised norm
relation over R with respect to H and J is an equality in R[G] of the
form

NH =

l
∑

i=1

aiNJibi

where ai, bi ∈ R[G], Ji ∈ J , and Ji 6= 1.

Remark 2.5. Clearly, with the notations above, a classical norm
relation is a generalised norm relation whereH is the trivial subgroup.

Example 2.6. The alternating group A4 admits a norm relation
over Q with respect to H = {C2×C2, C3}. It also admits a generalised
norm relation with respect to H = C2 and J = {C2 × C2, C3}. Here,
we see that the generalised norm relation comes from the regular norm
relation.

Proposition 2.7. Let G be a finite group, H a subgroup of G, J =
{J1, · · · , Jℓ} a set of non trivial subgroups of G and R a commutative
ring. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

1. There exists a surjective morphism of Q[G]-modules

φ :
ℓ

⊕

i=1

Q[G/Ji]
ni → Q[G/H]

where for all i, ni ∈ N.

2. If e1, . . . , er are the central primitive idempotent elements of
Q[G], then for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, if eiNH 6= 0, there exists J ∈ J
such that eiNJ 6= 0.

3. For all simple Q[G]-module V , if V H 6= 0, there exists J ∈ J
such that V J 6= 0.
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4. For all simple Q[G]-module V , if V H 6= 0, there exists J ∈ J
such that V J 6= 0.

5. For all simple C[G]-module V , if V H 6= 0, there exists J ∈ J
such that V J 6= 0.

6. The norm element NH is in the two sided ideal 〈NJ : J ∈ J 〉Q[G].

7. The group G admits a generalised norm relation over Q with
respect to H and J .

Proof.

• 1 ⇒ 3. We know there is an isomorphism of R-modules between
V H and HomQ[G](Q[G/H], V ). Likewise, for all i, V Ji is iso-
morphic to HomQ[G](Q[G/Ji], V ). Suppose 1, then we have the

following diagram, where fH is an element of V H seen as an ele-
ment of HomQ[G](Q[G/H], V ), and likewise, the fJi are elements
of HomQ[G](Q[G/Ji], V ).

Q[G/H]

V
⊕r

i=1 Q[G/Ji]

fH 6= 0 ∈ V H

φ surjective

fH ◦ φ =:
∑r

i=1 fJi 6= 0

So
∑r

i=1 fJi is non zero, so at least one of the fJi is non zero,
hence the conclusion.

• 2 ⇔ 3. Let Vi be the simple Q[G]-module (unique up to isomor-
phism) such that eiVi 6= 0 then Q[G]/(1 − ei) acts faithfully on
Vi. So eiNH = 0 if and only if NH · Vi = 0, so if and only if
( 1
|H|NH) · Vi = 0 which is equivalent to V H

i = 0.

• 3 ⇒ 1. Suppose 3, then let V = Q[G/H]. Then V is a Q[G]-
module, and V can decompose as V =

⊕

k Vk, where the Vk are
simple. For all k, let fk : V → Vk the projection. It can be
seen as an element of V H

k by 1.1. Then there exists a non zero
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element of V Ji
k for some i, by lemma 3. So we have a nonzero

morphism
⊕r

i=1Q[G/Ji] → Vk so it is surjective because Vk is
simple. Hence the conclusion by putting together all the k.

• 3⇒ 4. Suppose 3, letW be a simple Q[G]-module. W is isomor-
phic to a submodule of V ⊗Q Q, with V a simple Q[G]-module.

Then we have V⊗QQ ≃
⊕k

j=1Wj , where theWj are simpleQ[G]-
modules. So W is isomorphic to one of the Wj . What’s more,
the Wj are pairwise Galois conjugate, so dimQW

H
j = dimQW

H
1

pour tout j. So ifWH is non zero, V H is also non zero. So, by 3,
there exists J ∈ J such that V J is non zero. Hence W J 6= 0.

• 4⇒ 5. The simpleC[G]-modules are exactly the V⊗QC, where V

is a simple Q[G]-module. The conclusion follows.

• 5 ⇒ 4. Suppose 5, let V a simple Q[G]-module. If V H 6= 0,
then (V ×Q C)H 6= 0. So, by 4., there exists J ∈ J such that

(V ⊗Q C)J 6= 0. Hence V J 6= 0.

• 4⇒ 3. Suppose 4, let V a simpleQ[G]-module such that V H 6= 0.
Consider V ⊗Q Q ≃⊕k

j=1Wj . We know that WH
j 6= 0 for all j.

So there exists J ∈ J such that W J
1 6= 0. So V J 6= 0.

• 3⇔ 6. Let I be a two-sided ideal of Q[G]. We have I =
∑r

i=1 eiI.
What’s more, there is an isomorphic projection of eiI in a two
sided ideal of the algebra Q[G]/(1 − ei), which is simple. So eiI
is either zero, or eiQ[G]. By applying this result to I = 〈NJ :
J ∈ J 〉Q[G], we find the equivalence.

• 6 ⇔ 7. This equivalence comes directly from the definition of a
generalised norm relation.

Remark 2.8. It is relatively easy to apply these equivalent definition
of generalised norm relations to implement algorithms that take a
finite group G and look for H and J = {J1, · · · , Jl} such that there
is a generalised norm relation.

Definition 2.9. Let K,L1, · · · , Lℓ be number fields. Let Ω a Galois
extension of Q containing K and all the Li, and let G its Galois group.
We denote by H the subgroup of G fixing K, and by Yi the ones fixing
the Li respectively. Then we say there is a generalised norm relation
between K and the Li if there is a generalised norm relation over Q
with respect to H and the Yi.

Now we want to use such a generalised norm relation to find an
algorithm that can compute the class group of K given the class class
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groups of all the Li. So we will only be interested in generalised norm
relations where the degrees of the Li are lower than the degree of K.
In other words, the order of all the Yi has to be higher than the order
of H.

Example 2.10. There is a generalised norm relation between the
number field K defined by f(x) = x6−6x4+9x2+23 and the number
fields L1, L2 respectively defined by g1(x) = x3− 9x− 27 and g2(x) =
x2 + 207. Indeed, K/Q is a Galois extension of Galois group G =
S3, and L1, L2 are the subgroups fixed respectively by 〈(2, 3)〉 and
〈(1, 2, 3)〉

Theorem 2.11. Suppose there is a generalised norm relation between
a number field K and some Li that are not necessarily contained in
the Galois closure K̃ of K. Denote by Ω a Galois extension of Q of
Galois group G containing K̃ and all the Li as in the diagram below.

Ω

K̃

K

F = Q

Li

N

H

G

Yi

H

G

Then there is also a generalized norm relation between K and some
Mi that are contained in K̃.

Proof. We have N =
⋂

g∈G gHg−1. What’s more, N is normal in G
and G = G/N and H = H/N . Since there is a generalised norm
relation between the Li and K, there exist a relation of the form
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NH =
∑

i aiNYi
bi ∈ Q[G]. Consider the projection

π : Q[G]→ Q[G/N ] = Q[G],
∑

i

λigi 7→
∑

i

λigi.

This map π is a surjective morphism of Q-algebras. Composing the
relation by π we get

π(NH) = |N |NH =
∑

i

π(ai)π(NYi
)π(bi)

and

π(NYi
) = |N ∩ Yi|NYi/(N∩Yi).

So there is a generalised norm relation between K and the Mi =
ΩYi/N ∈ K̃. Note that if for some i, Yi ⊂ N , then K̃ ⊂ Li, then the
relation was not interesting.

The following definition and properties, up to theorem 2.15 aim
to provide a bound on a quantity that we call optimal coefficient,
which will be useful for the proof of the complexity of algorithm 4.3
in section 4.

Definition 2.12. Let H,J1, · · · , Jℓ be non trivial subgroups of G,
and let J = {J1, · · · , Jℓ}. If there is a norm relation over Q with
respect toH and J , we define the optimal coefficient c(J ,H) to be the
smallest positive integer such that there exists an injective morphism
of Z[G]-module ψ : Z[G/H]→⊕

i Z[G/Ji]
ni with ni ∈ N for all i, and

a surjective morphism of Z[G]-module φ :
⊕

i Z[G/Ji]
ni → Z[G/H]

such that φ ◦ ψ = c(J ,H) · id.
Proposition 2.13. With the notations of the definition above, c(J ,H)
is well defined.

Proof. Since there is a norm relation over Q with respect to H and J ,
there is a surjective Q[G]-module morphism

⊕

i Q[G/Ji]
ni → Q[G/H].

Since Q[G] is a semi-simple algebra, this means we can write
the decomposition in simple modules up to isomorphism Q[G/H] =
⊕n

j=1Wj and
⊕

i Q[G/Ji]
ni =

⊕n
j=1Wj ⊕

⊕m
k=1 Vk. Consider Φ the

natural injection Q[G/H] → ⊕

i Q[G/Ji]
ni , let c be the LCM of the

denominators of all coefficients of all the Φ(gH) for gH ∈ G/H.
Then c · φ induces an injective morphism of Z[G]-module Z[G/H] →
⊕

i Z[G/Ji]
ni . With the same reasoning, we can construct a surjec-

tive morphism of Z[G]-modules ψ :
⊕

i Z[G/Ji]
ni → Z[G/H]. And

then φ ◦ ψ is a multiple of idZ[G/H]. Hence the conclusion.
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We now prove that the optimal coefficient is also smallest for the
divisibility relation.

Proposition 2.14. If c is a positive integer such that there exists
φ and ψ as in definition 2.12 such that φ ◦ ψ = c · idZ[G/H], then
c(J ,H) | c.

Proof. Consider the group

E = 〈t2 ◦ t1|ni ∈ N×∀i, t1 ∈ A1,ni
, t2 ∈ A2,ni

〉Z ∩ Z idZ[G/H],

where
A1,ni

= HomZ[G](Z[G/H],
⊕

i

Z[G/Ji]
ni)

and
A2,ni

= HomZ[G](
⊕

i

Z[G/Ji]
ni ,Z[G/H]).

Then E is a subgroup of EndZ[G](Z[G/H]) contained in Z id, so E
is of the form aZ id with a ∈ N. And by definition, a = c(J ,H). By
construction, c · id is in E, hence c(J ,H) | c.

Theorem 2.15. With the notations of Definition 2.12, we have c(J ,H) |
|G|2.

Proof. Let p be a prime number. Let O be a maximal order of Qp[G]
containing Zp[G]. By [6, 27.1, proposition] we have O ⊂ 1

|G|Zp[G].

Consider MH = O · Zp[G/H] ⊂ Qp[G/H]. Then MH is an O-
module, and we have Zp[G/H] ⊂MH ⊂ 1

|G|Zp[G]. Similarly, for all i,

we write MJi = O · Zp[G/Ji].
Let e1, · · · , er be central primitive idempotents of Qp[G] contained

in O, which exist since O is a maximal order. For all 1 ≤ i ≤ r, there is
a isomorphism α : O/(1− ei)→Mn(Λ), where Λ = Λi is the maximal
order of a division algebra D over Qp. And α can be extended to O
with the projection O → O/(1 − ei). (see [12]).

We have Mn(Λ) ⊂ Mn(D) and Mn(D) acts on Dn, which is the
only simple Mn(D)-module up to isomorphism.

So MH ⊗Qp
∼= Dna with a ∈ N×, since MH ⊗Qp is a is a Mn(D)-

module. Similarly,
⊕

iM
ni

Ji
⊗ Qp

∼= Dnb, and thus MH
∼= Λna and

⊕

iM
ni

Ji
∼= Λnb.

What’s more, we have an surjective morphism of Qp[G]-modules
from

⊕

iM
ni

Ji
⊗ Qp =

⊕

iQp[G/Ji] to MH ⊗ Qp = Qp[G/H]. Which
means that a ≤ b.

Therefore, we have a natural injection of O-modules ψ̃ : MH →
⊕

iM
ni

Ji
, and a natural surjection φ̃ :

⊕

iM
ni

Ji
→MH .
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Let us denote ψ = |G|ψ̃ and φ = |G|φ̃. That way, ψ induces
an injective morphism Zp[G/H] → ⊕

i Zp[G/Ji]
ni and φ a surjective

morphism
⊕

i Zp[G/Ji]
ni → Zp[G/H]. And we have φ ◦ ψ = |G|2 id.

By doing the same reasoning over all ei and by putting together
every prime p, we obtain the claimed result.

Remark 2.16. In the algorithms of section 4, the optimal coefficient
c(J ,H) plays a role analogous to that of the optimal denominator
d(H) in the case of classical norm relations (see [2, definition 2.15]).
Thanks to our new definition, we obtain a |G|2 bound instead of the
|G|3 bound in [2, theorem 2.20].

Using the isomorphisms in section 1, we want to find an equivalent
definition of generalised norm relations that features only field theory
and not group theory. This definition will be useful to design efficient
algorithms that will not require the computation of Galois groups or
Galois closures.

Lemma 2.17. Let V be a R[G]-module and φ : V → R[G/H] a sur-
jective morphism of R[G]-modules. There exists a preimage of 1H by
φ that is in V H .

Proof. Since φ is surjective, there exists v ∈ V such that φ(v) = 1H.
Now consider the element v′ = 1

|H|

∑

h∈H h · v.
Then, clearly, v′ ∈ V H , and φ(v′) = 1

|H|

∑

h∈H φ(h·v) = 1
|H|

∑

h∈H h·
φ(v) = 1

|H|

∑

h∈H h · 1H = 1H.

Proposition 2.18. We have a generalised norm relation, given by a
surjection

φ :
⊕

i

R[G/Ji]→ R[G/H],

if and only if there is a relation of the form

1H =
∑

i

T∑
h µi,hJiδi,hH

∑

k

λi,kgi,kJi,

with
∑

k λi,kgi,kJi in (
⊕

iR[G/Ji])
H .

Proof. Suppose there exists φ :
⊕

iR[G/Ji]→ R[G/H] surjective. Let
us considere

⊕

i

∑

k λi,kgi,kJi a preimage of 1H. By lemma 2.17, we
can suppose

⊕

i

∑

k λi,kgi,kJi is in (
⊕

iR[G/Ji])
H

Let us write φ =
⊕

i φi with φi : Q[G/Ji] → Q[G/H]. Then we
have

1H =
∑

i

φi(
∑

k

λi,kgi,kJi).
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Then, by writing φi =
∑

h µhTJiδi,hH = T∑
h µi,hJiδi,hH , we can obtain

1H =
∑

i

T∑
h µi,hJiδi,hH

∑

k

λi,kgi,kJi

Corollary 2.19. Let S be set of non-zero prime ideals of OK . The
map

Φ:
ℓ

⊕

i=1

⊕

C∈Compos(Ki,K)

O×
Kj ,S

→ O×
K,S

ℓ
⊕

i=1

⊕

C∈Compos(Ki,K)

ai,C 7→
ℓ

∑

i=1

∑

C∈Compos(Ki,K)

C · ai,C

has an image of maximal rank.

Theorem 2.20. If L1, · · · , Lℓ are number fields, and β1, · · · , βℓ such
that Li = Q(βi), then K admits a generalised norm relation with
respect to L1, · · · , Lℓ, if and only if there is a relation of the form

α =
ℓ

∑

i=1

∑

C∈Compo(K,Li)

ai,CC · βi

where the coefficients ai,C are in Q.

Proof. This theorem is a rephrasing of proposition 2.18 using the iso-
morphisms of part 1.

3 Mackey Functors

In this section, we will recall some properties of cohomological Mackey
functors. They will be useful mainly to prove the correctness of some
algorithms in section 4. The results in this section come from [3] and
[13].

The main result in this section will be proposition 3.5, which we
will later use to find a relation between the S-units of the number
fields involved in a generalised norm relation.

First let us recall the definition of a Mackey functor, as in [3].

Definition 3.1. Let G be a finite group and R a commutative ring. A
R-Mackey functor M = (M, c,Res, Ind) on G is a quadruple consisting
of

• a family of R-modules M(H) where H ≤ G,
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• a family of homomorphisms ofR-modules cg,H : M(H)→M(gH),
the conjugation maps, where g ∈ G, H ≤ G and gH = gHg−1,

• a family of homomorphisms ofR-modules ResHJ : M(H)→M(J),
the restriction maps, where J ≤ H ≤ G, and

• a family of homomorphisms ofR-modules IndHJ : M(J)→M(H),
the induction maps, where J ≤ H ≤ G,

such that the following axioms are satified:

• (Triviality) ch,H = ResHH = IndHH = idM(H) for all H ≤ G and
h ∈ H.

• (Transitivity) cg′g,H = cg′,gH ◦ cg,H , ResJL ◦ResHJ = ResHL and
IndHJ ◦ IndJL = IndHL for all L ≤ J ≤ H ≤ G and g, g′ ∈ G.

• (G-equivariance) cg,J ◦ ResHJ = Res
gH
gJ ◦cg,H and cg,J ◦ IndHJ =

Ind
gH
gJ ◦cg,J for all J ≤ H ≤ G and g ∈ G.

• (Mackey formula) For all H ≤ G, U, J ≤ H, one has

ResHU ◦ IndHJ =
∑

h∈U\H/J

IndUU∩hJ ◦Res
hJ
U∩hJ ◦ch,J

where h ∈ H runs through a set of representatives for the double
cosets U\H/K.

Definition 3.2. A R-Mackey functor M on G is called cohomological
if the axiom

IndHJ ◦ResHJ = [H : J ] idM(H), for all J ≤ H ≤ G

holds.

Theorem 3.3. Let R be a commutative ring and G a group. The
association H 7→ R[G/H] forms a cohomological Mackey functor with
the following operations:

• IndHK : R[G/K]→ R[G/H], gH 7→ gK

• ResHK : R[G/H]→ R[G/K], gH 7→∑

h∈H/K ghK

• cg,H : R[G/H]→ R[G/gH], xH 7→ xg−1 gH

Proof. See [13, example 4.1], with D the trivial group.

Theorem 3.4. Let M be a cohomological Mackey functor. If H,K
are subgroups of G and g an element of G, let us define the operator

THgK : M(K)→M(H), x 7→ IndHgK∩H ◦Res
gK
gK∩H ◦cg,K(x).

Then, all operators of this form follow the rules of compositions of
R[H\G/K] comming from the isomorphism of proposition 1.3.
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Proof. See [13, theorem 4.1].

Proposition 3.5. Let R be a ring, G a group, H < G a subgroup and
{Ji} a set of subgroups. If we have φ :

⊕m
i=1R[G/Ji] → R[G/H] a

morphism of R[G]-modules and ψ : R[G/H] →⊕m
i=1R[G/Ji] a mor-

phism of R[G]-modules, such that φ ◦ ψ = d · idR[G/H], then for every
cohomological Mackey functor M , there exists φM :

⊕m
i=1M(Ji) →

M(H) and ψM : M(H)→⊕m
i=1M(Ji) such that φM ◦ψM = d·idM(H).

Proof. See [3, corollary 1.4].

Remark 3.6. We can describe more precisely the form of φM and ψM .
They are obtained by decomposing φ and ψ into sums of morphisms
respectively R[G/Ji] → R[G/H] and R[G/H] → R[G/Ji], expressing
these morphisms as elements of H\G/Ji or Ji\G/H and then applying
theorem 3.4.

Remark 3.7. This previous proposition, along with proposition 2.13,
give a induction relation between M(H) and the M(Ji) for every
cohomological Mackey functor M . We will use it in section 4 with
M(H) = O×

K̃H ,S
and M(Ji) = O×

K̃Ji ,S
, but it could also be useful to

compute other Mackey functors.

4 Algorithms

In this section, we will present algorithms to resolve some problems
around the notion of generalised norm relation.

We will suppose the Galois group and the Galois closure of the
fields we will use are not known a priori.

Note that if we know the Galois group of a field, it is easy to make
an algorithm that determines all the generalised norm relation. We
implemented such an algorithm and it has been useful to find examples
of generalised norm relations. There is also a method to calculate the
group of S units of K̃H using the S-units of the K̃Ji if K̃ is a Galois
extension of Q of Galois group G and G admits a generalised norm
relation over Q with respect to H and J = {J1, · · · , Jℓ}.

Here, we will describe algorithms relying only on field theory, and
without having to compute any Galois group which we do not know
how to compute in polynomial time.

The main algorithm in this section is algorithm 4.3, which com-
putes a Z-basis of the S-units of a number field K, given some fields
Kj such that K admits a generalised norm relation with respect to the
Kj . Its complexity is polynomial in the size of the input, including a
Z-basis of the S-units of the Kj (see theorem 4.4).
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Algorithm 4.1. input: A number field K = K̃H and a family (Ki =

K̃Ji) of number fields given by f , the minimal polynomial of α with
K = Q(α), and fi the minimal polynomials of the βi, withKi = Q(βi).

output: A boolean indicating whether there is a generalised norm
relation, and if so, a formula of the form

1H =
∑

i

T∑
h µi,hJiδi,hH

∑

k

λi,kgi,kJi

in Z[G/H]

• For all i, list all compositums of K and Ki.

If fi = p1 · · · pr ∈ K[X], Then, the compositums are theK[X]/(pj),
with ιK the inclusion, and ιLi

: βi 7→ X.

• For all i, and for all σ ∈ Hom(Li,C) and for every compositum C,
compute C · σ ∈ Q[Hom(K,C)].

• By linear algebra in Q[G/H] = Q[Hom(K,C)], find a linear com-
bination of these element that amounts to 1H (if such a combi-
nation exists).

Theorem 4.2. This algorithm is correct and its complexity is poly-
nomial in the size of the input.

Proof. The correctness of the algorithm follows from theorem 2.20.
For the complexity, we have to check that every step of the algo-

rithm works in polynomial time.

• Listing all the compositums boils down to a problem of factori-
sation of polynomials in K[X], which is polynomial thanks to
the LLL algorithm (see [9]). The number of compositums to list
is at most

∑ℓ
j=1 deg(Kj).

• Given a complex embedding σ of a field Kj, and a compositum
C of K and Kj , computing C · σ is in O(deg(Kj) × deg(K)).
And the number of times such a computation occurs is at most
∑

j deg(Kj) × |Compos(K,Kj)|. What’s more, the size of C · σ
is polynomial in the size of the input.

Algorithm 4.3. input: A number field K and a set of number fields
{Kj}, each given by an irreducible polynomial in Q[X] and such that
K admits a generalised norm relation with respect to the Kj , a set S
of prime numbers, and for each j a Z-basis Bj of O×

Kj ,S
.

output: A Z-basis of O×
K,S.
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1. Compute π1, · · · , πk all the prime divisors of (n!)2 where n is the
degree of K (ie all the primes lesser than n). Let ri = vp((n!)

2).

2. For all j, compute all the compositums of K and Kj (up to
isomorphism).

3. Compute the set B of images of every element of the Bj by every
compositum of K and Kj .

4. Compute the subgroup V ⊂ O×
K,S generated by B.

5. For every i:

• Vi ← V

• Vi ← 〈Vi, (α1)
1
pi , · · · , (αm)

1
pi 〉 where (αi) is a basis of (Vi ∩

(K×)pi)/V pi
i . (See [2, corollary 4.13])

• Reduce the basis of Vi as in [10, lemma 7.1].

6. V ← V1 · · ·Vk
7. Return a basis of V .

Theorem 4.4. Assume the generalized Riemann Hypothesis (GRH).
Then this algorithm is correct and its complexity is polynomial in the
size of the input.

Proof. First, let us prove the correctness. Let G be the Galois group
of K, let H the subgroup fixing K and for every i, let Ji the sub-
group fixing Ki. Since there is a generalised norm relation, we know
that there exists an integer c, a surjective morphism of Z[G]-module
φ :

⊕

i Z[G/Ji]→ Z[G/H] and an injective morphism of Z[G]-modules
ψ : Z[G/H]→⊕

i Z[G/Ji], such that φ ◦ψ = id (by proposition 2.13).
Therefore, by proposition 3.5, for any cohomological Mackey func-

tor M , there is a surjective morphism φM :
⊕m

i=1M(Ji) → M(H).
Consider M(H) = OK̃H ,S and M(Ji) = OK̃Ji ,S. Since we know
by remark 3.6 that φM can be expressed as a sum of elements of
Ji\G/H, and since, by proposition 1.13, these can be seen as elements
of Compos(Ki,K), this proves the correctness.

Then let us prove the complexity. Let Σ denote the total size of
the input. To compute all the πi in step 1, we can use a sieve method,
which is polynomial in n where n is the degree of K. Therefore, step
1 takes polynomial time.

As seen before, for every j, computing all the compositums of K
and Kj takes polynomial time. What’s more, the number and the size
of the compositums obtained are also polynomial. So step 2 is also
polynomial.

The size of the image of an element x ∈ Kj by a compositum C is
also polynomial, since the map induced by C is the composition of the
injection Kj → C and the norm C → K. So step 3 is polynomial.
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For step 4 as well as step 7, one can deduce a basis from a gener-
ating set of the groups involved in polynomial time. The algorithms
of [7] provide a basis of the relations between the generators, and the
Hermite normal form [8] allows us to obtain a basis of the group in
polynomial time.

The saturation in step 5 is performed as many times as the num-
ber of primes dividing (n!)2, counted with multiplicity, according to
theorem 2.15. That number is polynomial in n, since the number of
different primes in the decomposition of (n!)2 is at most n, and for

every prime p, vp(n!) ≤ log(n!)
log(2) = O(n log(n)).

Remark 4.5. The paper [1] gives a polynomial method to approxi-
mate κK , the residue of the Dedekind zeta function ζK(s) at s = 1 of
a number field K, from the discriminant ∆K and the norm of prime
ideals of K.

We now present an alternative to Algorithm 4.3, which is more
efficient in practice but not provably polynomial-time.

Algorithm 4.6. input: A number field K = K̃H and a family (Ki =

K̃Ji) of number fields, such that K admits a generalised norm relation
with respect to K1, · · ·Kℓ. We know f , the minimal polynomial of
α with K = Q(α), and fi the minimal polynomials of the βi, with
Li = Q(βi).

output: The structure of the class group of K

1. For every Kj , compute every compositums of K and Kj.

2. Compute HRK = hK RegK using the approximation method
in [1]. An approximation up to a factor 1.5 is enough.

3. Initialize T a set of prime ideals p such that N(p) = 1 mod d,
where d = deg(K)2.

The primes in T will be used to detect d-th powers.

4. Initialize SQ a set of prime numbers, and compute the set S of
prime ideals of K above the primes in SQ.

We hope that S will generate the class group.

5. For all Kj, let Sj be the set of prime ideals of Kj above all primes
p in SQ, and compute a set Uj of generators of the group of Sj
units of Kj .

6. For each j, for each p in Sj, compute the vector Vj,p of valuations
of every element of Uj at p.
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7. Compute the matrix of a map Φ, that sends all the ideals above
all the primes in Sj to their image by every compositum. Apply
this matrix to every Vj,p, then concatenate all the vectors to
obtain a matrix M .

8. Apply the action of every compositum to every generator of the
Uj then compute the discrete logarithms in Fp of for every p in
T . Concatenate all the vectors of discrete logarithms to obtain
a matrix N .

9. Concatenate the matrix M and N and compute the kernel R
modulo d of this matrix.

We hope to obtain a basis of the d-saturation of the images in K
of the Sj-units of the Kj by the actions of every compositum.

10. Compute the Smith normal form of the concatenation of M and
a basis of R.

If T and S are large enough, that should give us the structure of
Cl(K).

11. Compute the regulator of the group of units of K obtained by
the d-saturation of images of the units of the Kj by the actions
of every compositum. Multiply it with the class number to ob-
tain a new HR product, that we will denote by ˜HRK . If the
approximation for HRK is up to a factor 1.5, then the regulator
should be calculated with precision up to a factor 4

3 .

12. Check if the HR product corresponds to the one in step 3. If
not, increase the size of T and SQ and go back to step 5.

Theorem 4.7. If this algorithm terminates, then it is correct.

Proof. By the remark 3.7, we know the algorithm finds indeed all the
S-units in K. Then, if the verification of the HR product is correct,
it means the S-units are enough to generate the class group. The
crucial observation is that the approximation errors due to the choice
of T and S cannot compensate. If T is not large enough and the
algorithm incorrectly assumes an element to be a d-th power, then
˜HRK a divisor of its expected value. The same will happen if S is not

large enough to generate the class group.

Remark 4.8. Suppose we have a number field K = K̃H and a family
(Ki = K̃Ji) of number fields, such that K admits a generalised norm
relation with respect to K1, . . . ,Kℓ. If we want to compute the class
group of K using algorithm 4.6, we could expect the most expensive
step to be the computation of the Sj units in all the Kj , since it is the
only step whose computation is not polynomial in the size of the input.

26



However, in practice, when we try to apply this method to reasonable
size examples, the most expensive step is often the computation of the
images of the ideals in the Sj by the compositums.

5 Comparison with classical norm re-

lations

In this section, we will discuss the relevance of studying generalised
norm relation instead of classical norm relation. A generalised norm
relation of a group G with respect to H < G and a set of subgroup J
can come directly from a classical norm relation in G (see fact 5.1)
or in a quotient of G (see proposition 5.2). But we will see that it
is not always the case, and that in some examples, the methods in
section 4 indeed allows to compute the class groups more efficiently
than classical norm relations.

Fact 5.1. If there is a classical relation 1 =
∑l

i=1 aiNJibi for some
finite group G and some set J of subgroups of G, then for any sub-
group H, we can construct a generalised norm relation with respect
to H and J , simply by multiplying both sides of the classical relation
by NH .

Proposition 5.2. Let G be a finite group, H,J1, · · · , Jl subgroups
of G. Let N be a normal subgroup of G contained in H. Denote by
π the projection from G to G/N . Then G admits a generalised norm
relation with respect to H and J1, · · · , Jℓ if and only if G/N admits a
generalised norm relation with respect to π(H) and π(J1), · · · , π(Jℓ).

Proof. Suppose G admits a generalised norm relation over Q with
respect to H and J1, · · · , Jℓ, of the form NH =

∑l
i=1 aiNJibi.

Let Π: Q[G] → Q[G/N ],
∑

i λigi 7→
∑

i λiπ(gi). Then Π is a sur-
jective morphism of Q[G]-modules. And we have Π(NH) = |N |NH/N ,
and Π(NJi) = |N ∩Ji|NJi/(N∩Ji). Then, if we compose the relation by
Π, we get a generalised norm relation of G/N with respect to π(H)
and π(J1), · · · , π(Jℓ).

Now suppose G/N admits a generalised norm relation with re-
spect to π(H) and π(J1), · · · , π(Jℓ). So there is a surjective morphism
φ :

⊕l
i=1 Q[π(G)/π(Ji)]→ Q[π(G)/π(H)].

So φ◦Π is a surjective morphism from
⊕l

i=1Q[G/Ji] toQ[π(G)/π(H)].
And since N ⊂ H ⊂ G, we have π(G)/π(H) ≃ G/H. Hence a surjec-
tive morphism from

⊕l
i=1Q[G/Ji] to Q[G/H].
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It is important to note however that some generalised norm rela-
tion do not come from a regular norm relation in a subgroup or in a
quotient.

Example 5.3. For example, the symmetric group S4 admits a norm
relation over Q with respect to H = C2 × C2, and J = {D8, S3}.
This generalised norm relation does not come from a regular norm
relation because we can check that S4 does not have a norm relation
with respect to J . It does not come from a quotient either because
the largest normal subgroup of S4 contained in H is trivial.

Classical norm relations can be useful to compute class groups of
number fields even when they are not Galois extensions of Q.

Indeed, let K be a non Galois extension of Q. Denote by K̃ its
Galois closure, G its Galois group and H < G such that K = K̃H .
Suppose there is a subfield L of K̃ and a subfield M of L such that
L/M is a Galois extension of Galois group Γ. Suppose also that there
exists a classical norm relation in Q[Γ] involving some subgroups ∆i,
as in the figure below.

K̃

K

Q

L

Li

L∆i

H

Γ

∆i

In this case, if we write the norm relation inQ[Γ] as 1 =
∑

i aiN∆i
bi,

then we have a generalised norm relation NH =
∑

i aiN∆i
(bi ·NH) in

Q[G] that we can use to compute the class group of K.
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This is equivalent to saying that a subquotient of G admits a clas-
sical norm relation, as in proposition 5.2. In the particular case where
L = K̃, then the generalised norm relation comes from a classical
norm relation in a subgroup of G, as in remark 5.1.

We saw already with example 5.3 that not all generalised norm
relation of a group G comes from a subgroup or a quotient of G. The
following algorithm is useful to find examples where generalised norm
relation allow to compute class groups more efficiently than classical
norm relations in any subgroups or quotients.

Algorithm 5.4. input: A group G, that is the Galois group of K̃/Q
output: For all subgroup H of G, the maximum of the degree of

the subfields of K̃ one needs to compute the class group of, in order to
compute the class group of K̃H using the best classical norm relations
in quotients of G.

• LJ ← All subgroups of G up to conjugation

• M ← List of the |G|
|J | for all J in LJ . The entries of M represent

the degrees of the K̃J . The goal will be to explore all classical
norm relations in all quotients of G and update the entries of M
to represent the maximum degree of the fields one has to study
in order to compute the class group of K̃J .

• M2 ← An empty list

• WHILE M2 6=M

– M2 ←M

– FOR i from 1 to #LJ

∗ H ← LJ [i]

∗ FOR j from i+ 1 to #LJ

· J ← LJ [j]

· Check if H is conjugate to a normal subgroup of J .
If not, go directly to the next J .

· Look for a classical norm relation in J/H that min-
imizes the entries of M corresponding to the sub-
groups involved.

· If such a relation is found, update the entries of M
accordingly. The entry corresponding to K̃H but also
those corresponding to its subfields or all the fields
isomorphic to those.

Example 5.5. Let G = C3×PSL3(2), and H = S3 < G, suppose we
have K̃ a Galois extension of Q of Galois group G. Then K = K̃H is a
field of degree 84. To compute the class group of K, we can verify that
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there are no classical norm relations in any quotients or subgroups of G
that allows us to recursively reduce the problem to fields of degree less
than 84. However, there exists a generalised norm relation that allows
us to reduce the problem to four fields of respective degree 24, 21, 8
and 3.

Remark 5.6. We can do a systematic research by enumerating all
groups G up to isomorphism, all subgroups H < G, and check every
time if there is a generalised norm relation that is more efficient than
any classical norm relation in any quotient or subgroups. For |G| <
250, we find 101 such examples of pairs (G,H).

Remark 5.7. As explained in [2, theorem 2.11], the groups that do
not admit classical norm relations are the ones with with a fixed point
free unitary representation. We could not find any generalised norm
relations in these groups either, except the ones coming from classical
norm relations in quotients. We do not know if this is true in general
or if counterexamples are simply larger.

In the rest of this section, we will see that if we have an example
of a useful generalised norm relation for a finite group G, we can build
infinitely many other examples, simply by taking the same relation in
Cp ×G, for any prime p that does not divide |G|.

Definition 5.8. Let G be a group that admits a generalised norm
relation with respect to H < G and a set a subgroups J = {J1 · · · Jℓ}.
we say that the relation is optimal if it is the relation that maximizes
the quotient |Ji|

|H| , where Ji is the smallest group in J .

Remark 5.9. With the notations of the previous definition, if K̃/Q

is a Galois extension of Galois group G, then the quotient |Ji|
|H| is the

quotient of the degree of K̃H by the degree of K̃Ji .

Proposition 5.10. Let G be a group that admits a generalised norm
relation with respect to H < G and a set a subgroups J = {J1 · · · Jℓ}.
Suppose this generalised norm relation is optimal. Let p be a prime
number that does not divide |G|. Then Cp×G admits an optimal gener-
alised norm relation with respect to 1×H and J2 = {1×J1, · · · , 1×Jℓ}.

Proof. Let G′ = Cp × G. Let ρ′ be an irreducible representation of
G′. Then ρ′ = ξ ⊗ ρ, whis χ a character of Cp and ρ an irreducible
representation of G.

Lemma 5.11. For all subgroup K ′ of G′, either K ′ is of the form
1×K with K < G, or it is of the form Cp ×K with K < G.
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Proof. Suppose K ′ contains an element i × g ∈ G′ = Cp × G with
i 6= 1. Let n be the order of g in G. Then, since gcd(n, p) = 1, the
subgroup K ′ contains all the (kn)i × 1G with k in N. So Cp × 1G is
contained in G′. So it is easy to check that the projection of K ′ on G
is indeed a subgroup of G.

Let K a subgroup of G. Then (ρ′)1×K = ρK and (ρ′)Cp×K =
χCp ⊗ ρK . So (ρ′)Cp×K 6= 0 if and only if χ is trivial and ρK 6= 0.

Since G admits a generalised norm relation with respect to H and
J , then for every irreducible representation ρ of G, if ρH 6= 0, there
exists J ∈ J such that ρJ 6= 0. Let ρ′ = χ ⊗ ρ be an irreducible
representation of G′. Then it is easy to check that if (ρ′)1×H 6= 0,
there exists J ∈ J such that (ρ′)1×J 6= 0. So G′ admits a generalised
norm relation with respect to 1×H and {1× J1, · · · , 1× Jℓ}.

Now let us prove that this relation is optimal. SupposeG has a bet-
ter generalised norm relation with respect to H̃ ′ < G′ and {J̃1

′
, . . . , J̃m

′}.
Let H̃, J̃1, · · · , J̃m < G the projections of H̃ ′ and of the J̃i

′
onto G.

Then, using the same method as before, it is easy to check that G
admits a generalised norm relation with respect to H̃ and the J̃i, and
that this norm relation is better than the first one, which is a contra-
diction.

6 Examples

Example 6.1. The group G = S5 admits a generalised norm relation
with respect to H = S3 < G and J = {A4,D12, C5 : C4}. We can
check that this relation does not come from a classical norm relation
quotient. There are non conjugate copies of S3 in S5. For H we have
to take the one with no fixed points.

If we choose a Galois extension K̃/Q of Galois group G, then K =
K̃H is of degree 20, and we can compute its class group inductively, by
reducing the problem to three fields of respective degree 10, 10 and 6.

By choosing K̃ such that K has a big discriminant, we can obtain
examples where the recursive method is more efficient to compute
the class group of K than the preexisting methods. For example,
consider the polynomial p(x) = x5 + 91x4 + 7x3 − 11x2 − x + 1 and
define K̃ to be the splitting field of p(x). Then K̃ has Galois group
S5, and K = K̃S3 is a number field of degree 20 and of discriminant
228 ·38310 ·472310 ·2383110 ≃ 6·10114. On Pari/GP [11], the function to
compute Cl(K) was not able to finish in three days, whereas with the
method of generalised norm relations, implemented also in Pari/GP,
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we obtained the result in less than nine hours (CPU time). The result
is Cl(K) = C4 × C4

2 .

Example 6.2. The group G = A5 admits a a generalised norm rela-
tion with respect to H = C2 × C2 < G and J = {A4,D10}. We can
check that this relation does not come from a classical norm relation
quotient.

If we choose a Galois extension K̃/Q of Galois group G, then K =
K̃H is of degree 15, and we can compute its class group inductively,
by reducing the problem to two fields of respective degree 6 and 5.
However, the method with classical norm relations also applies here,
but with that method, the largest field we would need to consider is
of degree 12.

To create a bigger example, since 7 ∤ |A5|, we can consider the
generalised norm relation of G′ = C7 ×A5 with respect to H = C2 ×
C2 < G and J = {A4,D10}. That way, we can compute the class
group of a field of degree 105 by reducing the problem to two fields
of respective degree 42 and 35, whereas with classical norm relations,
we would have reduced the problem to a field of degree 84.

For example, consider the polynomial f(x) = x6 − 2x5 + 3x4 −
4x3 +2x2 − 2x− 1. Define L̃ to be the splitting field of f(x). Then L̃
has Galois group A5. The splitting field M̃ of the polynomial g(x) =
x4 + x3 + 4x2 + 20x + 23 has Galois group C7. Up to isomorphism,
there is only one compositum K̃ of L̃ and M̃ . What’s more, K̃/Q is
Galois and its Galois group is G = C7×A5. Denote by K the subfield
of K̃ fixed by H = C2 × C2, which is a field of degree 105 and of
discriminant 2126 · 2990 · 6742 ≃ 1.7 · 10246. With the method involving
only classical norm relation, we can compute Cl(K), but we have to
compute the class group of some subfields, the largest of which is
F = K̃C5 , of degree 84 and of discriminant 2126 · 2972 · 6742 ≃ 8 · 10219.
On Pari/GP, the function to compute Cl(F ) was not able to finish
in over 5 months, whereas with our implementation of the method of
generalised norm relations, we computed Cl(K) in about 5 days (CPU
time). The result is Cl(K) = 1.
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