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MOTIVIC ZETA FUNCTIONS OF INFINITE DIMENSIONAL LIE
ALGEBRAS

MARCUS DU SAUTOY AND FRANCOIS LOESER

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. In the present paper we associate motivic zeta functions to certain classes of
infinite dimensional Lie algebra over a field k of characteristic zero. Included in
these classes are the important cases of loop algebras, affine Kac-Moody algebras,
the Virasoro algebra and Lie algebras of Cartan type. These zeta functions take their
values in the Grothendieck ring of algebraic varieties over k and are built by encoding
in some manner the k-subalgebras of a given codimension. This construction is done
by an adaptation of the idea of the motivic Igusa zeta function recently introduced
in [G].

Let us recall the definition of the Grothendieck ring M of algebraic varieties over
k. This is the ring generated by symbols [S], for each S an algebraic variety over k,
that is, a reduced separated scheme of finite type over k, with the relations

(1) [S] =[9"] if S is isomorphic to S’;
(2) [S] = [S\S'] + [97] if & is closed in S
(3) [S x5 = [S51157]-

The idea leading to this construction comes from the analogy with the zeta functions
capturing the subalgebra lattice of p-adic Lie algebras. More precisely, in [[7] the
zeta function of a finite dimensional Lie algebra L, over Z, was defined as

Cuo(s) = Y Ly H|™

H<L,
= Z ap"(LP>p_nsa
n=0

where the first sum is taken over finite index Z,-subalgebras, that is Z,-submodules
which define subalgebras in L, and a,»(L,) is the number of these of index p". This
is a well-defined series since there are only finitely many of each for a given finite
index. Note that since Z is dense in Z,, finite index Z,-subalgebras are the same as
finite index Z-subalgebras. The zeta function captures in some analytic manner the
lattice of subalgebras. It was proved in the same paper that, when L, is additively
isomorphic to ZZ, the zeta function is a rational function in p~°. The proof depends
on Denef’s results on p-adic definable integrals. Explicit formulae in terms of an
associated resolution of singularities are given in [[3] for (z,(s) in the case that

L, =L ® Z, for some Lie algebra L defined over Z.
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In general an infinite dimensional Lie algebra over a field k of characteristic zero
contains an infinite number of subalgebras of each given finite codimension. So it
doesn’t make sense to count them in a conventional way and try to encode this
counting function in a Dirichlet or Poincaré series with integer coefficients. Instead,
in the cases we consider in the present paper, the set of subalgebras of a fixed
finite codimension form a constructible subset of some Grassmannian, so we may
asssociate to it an element of the Grothendieck ring M, and we can construct the
zeta function as a Poincaré series with coefficients in M.

1.2. An example : counting k[[t]]-submodules of k[[t]]*. To illustrate the think-
ing behind this, it is instructive to see how we would count k[[t]]-submodules of finite
codimension in the free k[[t]]-module L = k[[t]]%. Let e;, €5 be a basis for L, then each
subalgebra H of codimension 1 can be represented by coordinates in a k[[t]]-basis
with respect to this standard basis. We can record these coordinates in a matrix
whose rows are the coordinates for the basis of the subalgebra H. By normalizing
the matrix into upper triangular form we can choose a unique representative

my; Ma2
0 Mmoo

(1) mao € t(K[[t]])", and my; € (K[[t]])". To get a unique representative we can
assume that mq; = 1 and mgy = t. By subtracting k|[[¢]]-combinations of the
second row from the first we can choose miy € k. So the subalgebras of this
sort give a space of subalgebras which looks like k.

(2) If may € (k[[t])", and mq; € ¢ (K[[t]])” then we get a unique representative of

the form
t 0
01/

This gives just one subalgebra of codimension 1.

for each H. We have two cases:

In the case of (Zf), +) this analysis showed us that there were p + 1 subalgebras of
index p. Here we would like to say that there are A} + 1 subalgebras, with A} the
affine line over k, since, for any field K containing k, the K|[t]]-submodules of K |[t]]?
are parametrized by K +1 = A} (K)+ 1. For that to make sense one is naturally led
to work in the Grothendieck ring M. So if we set L := [A}] in M, we can interpret
our analysis of the subalgebras in ((k[[t]])2 ,+) as saying there are L+1 subalgebras
of codimension 1.

On the other hand if we consider counting all vector subspaces of codimension 1,
1.e. ignoring the action of ¢, then there are really too many subspaces to be able
to assign an element of the Grothendieck ring M. In fact, this is similar to the
situation when k = F,. There are 1 + p + - - - + p" F,[[t]]-submodules of index p"**
in (IF,[[t]])? but an infinite number of additive IF,-subspaces of index p™**.

1.3. Stability and the motivic zeta function. The key to being able to assign
an element of the Grothendieck ring to subalgebras of a fixed codimension is a notion
we call stability. The context in which we shall work is that of N-filtered or Z-filtered
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Lie algebras over a field k of characteristic zero. These are infinite dimensional Lie
algebras L with a filtration L = | J L; indexed by N or Z consisting of subalgebras
L; of finite codimension in Ly. By a class X of subalgebras of L, we shall mean the
data, for every field K which is a finite extension of k, consisting of a family X' (K)
of subalgebras of L ® K. We will sometimes, with a slight abuse, identify X with
the union of the various sets X(K). Let A,(X)(K) denote the set of subalgebras
in X(K) of codimension n in L ® K. We say that a class of subalgebras X of L is
stable if, for every n, there exists some f(n) such that, for every K, if H belongs to
An(X)(K), then H contains Ly, ® K.

In this case it is possible to show for certain classes of subalgebras X that A, (X)
is a constructible subset of the Grassmannian Gr(L/Ly(,)). We can then define the
concept of a motivic zeta function:

[e.e]

Ppx(T) = Z [A, (X)) T"

n=0

where the coefficients [A, (X')] belong to M. This zeta function will be our interpre-
tation of how to add the series
Z TcodimH

Hex

which is then an element of M[[T]].

We also introduce a variant of this function, which has not been considered previ-
ously in the p-adic case, which counts subalgebras commensurable with the subal-
gebra Lg of infinite codimension in a Z-filtered Lie algebra L. A subalgebra H is
commensurable with Lq if H N Ly has finite codimension in H and Ly. We then

define the codimension of H in Ly to be the sum of the codimension of H N Ly in
H and L.

Our approach to proving the stability of subalgebras in a filtered Lie algebra is a
new concept we call well-covered. This means essentially that elements in the n-
th term of the grading can be realised in many ways as commutators of elements
further up the grading. We prove that affine Kac-Moody Lie algebras (which are
built from loop algebras L ® k[[t]], with L a finite dimensional Lie algebra over k),
the Virasoro algebra and Lie algebras of Cartan type are well-covered and hence
have an associated motivic zeta function.

On the other hand we show that a finitely generated free Lie algebra is not well-
covered since an Engel element like (a, b, b, ...,b) of length n cannot be realised as a
commutator in more than one way. Hence we can show that such Lie algebras don’t
have an associated motivic zeta function.

1.4. Rationality of the motivic zeta function. Once the motivic zeta function is
defined, it is natural to consider the question of its rationality. By using results from
[M and [§], we are able to prove the rationality of motivic zeta functions counting
k[[t]]-subalgebras in k[[t]]-Lie algebras of the form Lj ® k[[t]] where Lj is a finite
dimensional Lie algebra over k, a field of characteristic zero.
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Denote by M, the ring M[L™!] obtained by localization and define by M|[T];, the
subring of M.[[T]] generated by M,.[T] and the series (1 — L*T?)~! with a € Z
and b € N.

1.5. Theorem. Let k be a field of characteristic zero.

(1) If L is a finite dimensional free k[[t]]-Lie algebra of the form L = Ly ®y kl[[t]],
with Ly, a Lie algebra over k, and X (K) is the set of all K|[t]]-subalgebras of
L ® K, then Py, x(T) is well-defined and is rational, belonging to M[T|jec.

(2) If L is a finite dimensional k((t))-Lie algebra and L is a choice of some k[[t]]-
Lie subalgebra of the form Lo = Lj ® k[[t]], with Ly a Lie algebra over k, and
X(K) is the set of all K[[t]]-subalgebras of L ® K commensurable with Ly ® K,
then Pr, x(T') is well-defined and is rational, belonging to M[Tiec -

The key to the proof of this Theorem is to express the motivic zeta function as a
motivic integral as developed by Denef and the second author [ and [f]. In fact
we are naturally led to introduce the concept of a motivic measure on the infinite
Grassmannian.

1.6. Implications for p-adic zeta functions. If L is a Lie algebra over Z, then
the motivic zeta function of L ® C[[t]] has implications for the zeta functions of
L ® Z, as we range over primes p. In particular we can show, by “taking the trace
of Frobenius” of the motivic zeta function that the explicit formulae calculated in
M3] and alluded to in [[.1] for (1ez,(s) are canonical and hence independent of a
choice of resolution and simplicial decomposition of a cone which are involved in the
calculation.

We also define the concept of the topological zeta function of L which is the analogue
of the topological Igusa zeta function defined in [[]. This can be thought of as the
limit as p — 1 of the explicit formulae expressing (rgz,(s). To show that this is
well-defined we show that this is the same as taking the Euler characteristic of the
associated motivic zeta function, similarly as in [fj].
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Notations and terminology. We shall use the notation N = {0,1,2,...}. For k
a field, we denote by A} the affine space Spec k[z1,... ,x,]. By an algebraic variety
over k, we shall always mean a scheme of finite type over k, which is separated and
reduced. Except explicitely stated otherwise, all Lie algebras we consider will be
assumed to be Lie algebras over k. We shall consider a measure ji taking values in

Mo and a measure p taking values in the completion M of Mige-

2. DEFINITION OF THE MOTIVIC ZETA FUNCTION

We fix a field k. In this section we explore some infinite dimensional Lie algebras
for which one can define a motivic zeta function.

2.1. Definition. (1) An N-filtered Lie algebra L is a Lie algebra equipped with a
filtration by subspaces L;, j € N, of finite codimension with L;;; C L; satisfying
(Lj, Li) C Lt and [);cy Li = 0. We shall assume for convenience that Ly = L.

(2) Similarly a Z-filtered Lie algebra comes with a filtration by subspaces L;, j € Z,
with L;4; C Lj satisfying (L;, Ly) C Lj4; where we assume that L; is commensu-
rable with Ly and L = {J;c; L; and (5 Li = 0.

The filtration defines a (formal) topology on L defined by the neighbourhood base
of zero consisting of subspaces L;. A subspace H is commensurable with L if the
intersection H N Ly has finite codimension in both H and Lo. We define the codi-
mension of H in Lg in this case as the sum of the codimension of H N Ly in H and
Ly. Note that in an N-filtered Lie algebra the L; are ideals but this is not necessarily
the case in a Z-filtered Lie algebra since (L_;, Ly) C Ly_;.

2.2. Remark. We can carry out the analysis of this section just under the assumption
that the Lie algebra L comes only with a formal topology of subspaces L; of finite
codimension without insisting that (L;, Ly) C Ljix. However essentially all the
cases where we can get the theory up and running apply to the examples where the
chain of subspaces is actually a filtration. However in any particular case it may
not be necessary to assume anything this strong. It may be possible to show that
subalgebras are a constructible subset of the finite Grassmannian Gr(L/L;).

2.3. Examples of filtered Lie algebras. (1) A good example of an N-filtration
on L is the lower central series. In this case Ly = L; and L; = v;(L) = (v;—1(L), L).
We are insisting that the filtration be of subalgebras of finite codimension. If the
first layer L, /L, is finite dimensional then this implies the same for the other layers
L;/L;11. If (L, L) has infinite codimension then the theory won’t get up and running,
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since there will be too many subalgebras of codimension 1. Note that, by definition
of an N-filtration, L; contains 7;(Ly).

(2) Another example arises if L has some N-grading, so that L = ., L(j) and
suppose that L(j) is finite dimensional then put Ly = ;5. L;-

(3) If L has the structure of a k[[t]]-module then put L = t*L.

(4) If L comes with a Z-grading L = P, L(j) then we can define Ly, = -, L(j)
for k € Z and consider subalgebras commensurable with L.

(5) Finally if L is a k((t))-Lie algebra with a choice of k[[t]]-subalgebra Ly we take
Ly =tF Ly for k € Z.

2.4. Constructible sets of subalgebras in Grassmannians. It is the subalge-
bras of finite codimension that are closed with respect to the formal topology that
we shall seek to count. Such subalgebras contain then some term L; of the neigh-
bourhood base and can therefore be viewed as a point of the finite Grassmannian
Gr(L/L;). This follows because if H is closed, H = (;.y(H + L;) and since H has
finite codimension, the chain H + L; must stabilize at some point.

In the case of a closed commensurable subalgebra H in a Z-filtered Lie algebra,
there exists some j with L_; O H O L;. Hence these will be points of the finite
Grassmannian Gr(L_;/L;). For convenience we set X; = Gr(L/L;) or Gr(L_;/L;)
according to which situation we find ourselves.

2.5. Remark. In section [] we shall introduce the concept of infinite Grassmannians
which can be thought of as the direct limit of these finite Grassmannians. These
are considered for example in Section 7.2 (i) of B3]. The set of subalgebras X can
then be thought of as subsets of these infinite Grassmannians. We shall see later
that in some cases it is possible to put a motivic measure directly on an infinite
Grassmannian and express the motivic zeta functions of this section as integrals
over X with respect to this measure.

2.6. Remark. Note that not all subalgebras of finite codimension will be closed with
respect to a chosen formal topology. For example in @, ke; with respect to the
formal topology L, = @iz ; kei, the subspace

<60—61,61—62,... ,ek—ek+1,...)

has codimension 1 but contains no term of the filtration L.

2.7. Remark. There is a one-to-one correspondence preserving the codimension be-
tween closed subalgebras of finite codimension of L and closed subalgebras of finite
codimension of the completion of L with respect to the formal topology.

2.8. Let Y be an algebraic variety of finite type over k. By the set underlying Y we
shall always mean the set of closed points of Y. These points correspond to rational
points of Y over fields K which are finite extensions of k. The boolean algebra of
constructible subsets of YV is the smallest family of subsets of Y containing all Zariski
closed subsets of Y and stable by taking finite unions and complements. It follows
from the definitions that to any constructible subset A of Y one can associate a
canonical element [A] of the Grothendieck ring M.
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We shall now view the finite Grassmannian X; = Gr(L/L;) or Gr(L_;/L;) as an
algebraic variety of finite type over k. Hence points of X; will be linear spaces
defined over some field K which is a finite extension of k.

By a class X of subalgebras of L, we shall mean the data, for every field K which
is a finite extension of k, consisting of a family X'(K) of subalgebras of L @ K. For
every [,n € N, and every field K which is a finite extension of k, we define the
subsets:

A (X)K) = {H € X(K):codimpgx H=n}
A (X)K) = {HEA(X)K):HDL ®K}.

Hence A;,,(X)(K) can be thought of then as a subset of X;(K), and the union of
these subsets when varying K is a subset A;,(X) of the finite Grassmannian X.

2.9. Definition. We call X' a constructible class of subalgebras if A;,(X) is a con-
structible subset of X, for every [,n € N.

2.10. Examples of constructible classes of subalgebras. For L an N-filtered
Lie algebra, we define X'= as the class of closed subalgebras, i.e. XY<(K) is the set
of all closed subalgebras of L ® K, and X< as the class of closed subalgebras which
are ideals, i.e. X9(K) is the set of all closed subalgebras of L ® K which are ideals
of L® K.

If L is a Z-filtered Lie algebra, the corresponding classes of commensurable subal-
gebras are defined as follows: for x € {<, <}, XJ(K) is the set of subalgebras H in
X*(K) which are commensurable with Ly ® K.

2.11. Lemma. Let L be an N-filtered Lie algebra then for x € {<,<}, X* is a
constructible class of subalgebras.

Proof. Choose a basis ey, ... e, for L/L;. Let 8 : A" — A? denote the bilinear
form defining the Lie bracket in L/L; with respect to this basis. Let Tr,; denote
the k-variety of upper triangular matrices of order r. Hence the K-points of Tr,
are just the upper triangular matrices of order r with coefficients in K. We have a
morphism

h: Ty, — Gr(L/L))
which takes the matrix (m;;) to the subspace spanned by
{mllel + -+ mir€p, ... 7mrr6r} .

Let Mj, denote the inverse image of A;,(X*) under this map. Since there is a
finite partition of Gr(L/L;) into locally closed subvarieties over which A induces
morphisms which are locally trivial fibrations for the Zariski topology, it suffices to
show that M, is a constructible subset of Tr, .

(1) a matrix (m;;) in Tr, »(K) defines a subspace of codimension n in L ® K if and
only if the diagonal (my1,... ,m,,) contains exactly n zero entries.



8 MARCUS DU SAUTOY AND FRANCOIS LOESER

(2=) a matrix (m;;) in Tr, ,(K) defines a subalgebra of L ® K if and only if for each

1 <i < j <r there exist YZ;, .Y}, € K such that

f(m;, m;) E Ykmk

where m; denotes the ith row of (m;;);
(29) a matrix (m;;) in Tr, ;(K) defines an ideal of L ® K if and only if for each
1 <i,j <rthereexist Y1, ... Y" € K such that

ijrr 0 Lij
Yk
S(e;, m;) My

where e; denotes the r-tuple with 1 in the 1-th entry and zeros elsewhere.
The two conditions on a matrix (m;;) in (1) and (2*) define Mj,, as a constructible
subset of Tr, . O

If L is a finite dimensional k[[t]]-Lie algebra then we can also define the classes
of subalgebras X~ with X=(K) the set of closed subalgebras of L ® K which are
K][[t]]-submodules of L ® K and X defined by X#(K) = X5(K) N XY(K).

2.12. Lemma. Let L be a finite dimensional k|[t]]-Lie algebra whose filtration con-
sists of the ideals Ly = t'L. Then for x € {<,<}, X are constructible classes of
subalgebras.

Proof. We just have to add the constructible condition:

(3) a matrix (m;;) in Tr, ;(K) defines a K[[t]]-submodule of L ® K if and only if
for each 1 < i < r there exist Yil, ..., Y € K such that

s
§ : k
k=1

O

We shall see later a better reason for these subalgebras being constructible when we
realise X" as a semi-algebraic subset in a suitable arc space.

2.13. Lemma. Suppose that L is a Z-filtered Lie algebra. Then XOS 1S a con-
structible set of subalgebras.

Proof. We want to put a condition on a subspace of L_;/L; that it is a subalgebra
of codimension n in Ly. The trouble is now that L; is not necessarily an ideal in

L_;. However we use the fact that (L_;, Ly;) C L;. Let eg,e_1,... ,e_g, be a basis
for L_o;/Ly with eg,e_1,... ,e_s a basis for L_;/Lo, and ey, ... ,e, be a basis for
Lo/Loj with e, ... e, a basis for Lo/L;. Let § : AJT T s ASTHL o AS1H7H1 1o

the bilinear map defining the Lie bracket from L_;/Lo; — L_5;/L; with respect to
these choices of basis.
There is still a morphism

Trs—l—r—l—l,k — GT(L_j/Lj)
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which takes a matrix (m;;), —s <i < j <r, to the subspace spanned by
{m—s,—se—s + m_sr€ry... amrrer} .

(1) a matrix (m;;) in Tre,4q (k) defines a subspace of codimension n in Ly ® K
if and only if the diagonal (ms1,...,m,,) contains exactly n; zero entries and the
diagonal (m_s _s, ... ,mqp) contains ny non zero entries and n; + ny = n.

(2=) the subspace H = (m_g5_se_s+ -+ M_gr€r,... ,myre,) + L; @ K defines
a subalgebra of L ® K if and only if, for —s < ¢ < 5 < r and for all A =
(});TH,... A ) sl = (frg1y oo i) € K77 there exist Y%,V € K such
that

B(my, A\, mj, pu) = <O,... .0, Z Yz’;mk>

k=—s

where there are s; — s zeros. The point is that we are going to be guaranteed
(H, Lyj) C H so we just need to check that H is a subalgebra modulo Ly; which is
finite dimensional and therefore leads to a constructible subset. O

Proving that ideals in a Z-filtered Lie algebra define a constructible set is slightly
more problematic since we need to check that the action of all the L_; stabilise the
candidate ideal H. However, if L is finitely generated we need only check these finite
number of generators:

2.14. Lemma. Suppose that L is a finitely generated Z-filtered Lie algebra. Then
Ay is a constructible set of subalgebras.

Proof. Let f1,..., fq be a finite set of generators. Then, for any fixed j, there exists
some N(j) and M(j) such that (f;, Ln¢)) C Lj and (fi, L—;) C L_pj). So we can

carry out the same analysis essentially as the previous lemma. Let ep,e_q,... ,e_g,
be a basis for L_p;)/Lo with eg,e_1,... ,e_s a basis for L_; /L, and ey, ... ,e,, be
a basis for Lo/Ly(;) with e;,... e, a basis for Ly/L;. Let ¢; : AZJmH — AZ”TH

define the action of f; taking L_;/Ly(;y — L_n;)/L; with respect to these choices
of basis. Then

(29) the subspace H = (m_g_se_s+ -+ m_g,€r,... ,Mpre;) + L; @ K defines an
ideal of L ® K if and only if it is a subalgebra of L ® K and for —s < j < r and
i=1,...,dforall A\ = (A\ry1,...,\r) € K77 there exist Y;;*,... Y]} € K such
that

@i(m;, \) = <0,... 0, ) Y/j—mk>

k=—s

where there are s; — s zeros. OJ

Let L be a finite dimensional k((¢))-Lie algebra and Ly be some choice of a k[[t]]-
submodule of the same dimension. Set L; = ¢t/ L, for j € Z. Note that in this case
there are no commensurable ideals unless L is abelian. The reason for this is as
follows. Let ey, ... ,eq be a basis for the k[[t]]-submodule Ly. Then commensurable
ideals must be contained in the centre of L since if H < L_; is an ideal and (e;, h) =
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& € Ly\Lg4y then (7%77%¢; h) = t7F77~1x ¢ H. But the centre Z(L) is a k((t))-
submodule. So if there exists a commensurable ideal H then there exists some
L; < H < Z(L). Hence Z(L) = L. So the case of commensurable ideals in finite
dimensional k((¢))-Lie algebras is not an interesting one.

In the same manner as above we can prove:

2.15. Lemma. Suppose that L is a finite dimensional k((t))-Lie algebra. Then
X5, defined by

X5(K) ={H € X5(K) : H is a K[[t]-submodule of L® K},
s a constructible class of subalgebras.

Proof. Again we just have to add the constructible condition:
(3) a matrix (m;;) in Try,4q 5 (K) defines a K|[[t]]-submodule if and only if, for each

—s < i <7, there exist Y,"°,... Y € K such that
T
tm; = Z Yikmk.
k=—s

O

2.16. Stable classes of subalgebras and motivic zeta functions. If X is a
constructible class of subalgebras then A;, (X) defines an element [A;,(X)] of the
Grothendieck ring M. The only way that this can have a limit as [ — oo is that
the series stabilize at some point.

2.17. Definition. We shall call a constructible class of subalgebras X" a stable class
of subalgebras if for every n there exists some [ such that A;, = Ay, for all & > .

When this is the case we set [A,] = [A;,] and we define the motivic zeta function
of L and X as
Pra(T) =) [A)T"
n=0

Notice we can now say why it isn’t sensible to count k-subalgebras of finite codi-
mension in k[[t]]?> with trivial Lie structure since they are not a stable system of
subalgebras. As we said above, there are too many such subalgebras. In fact X<
(respectively X'“) will not be stable for all N-filtered or Z-filtered Lie algebras L for
which (H, H) (respectively (Lo, H)) has infinite codimension for any closed subal-
gebra H (respectively ideal H) of finite codimension.

2.18. Stability of ideals. If we only want to count ideals then we can prove stabil-
ity for all N-filtered Lie algebras, for which the closure of terms in the lower central
series of L, have finite codimension:

2.19. Theorem. Suppose L = |J,oy Li is an N-filtered Lie algebra and ~;(Ly) has

finite codimension for all i (where v;(L) is the closure of the ith term of the lower
central series with respect to the formal topology defined by L;). Then X<(L) is a
stable class of subalgebras.
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Proof. Suppose H is a closed ideal of codimension n in L. Let us show that each
ideal H N |J;~, L; of codimension n in (J;», L; contains some fixed term of the
filtration. We can assume Lo = L;. Let us consider H; = (H N ~;(L)) vi+1(L) where
vi(L) is the lower central series of L (which might be distinct from the closure of
the lower central series with respect to the filtration L;). The ideal H is closed
and hence contains some term of the filtration L,, D 7,,(L). There must be some
1 <i <mn+1such that H; = v;(L) else the ideal would have codimension greater
than n. Hence H + v;41(L) D v(L). So H N (L) = (L) mod ~v;11(L). Now
H N v1(L) D (L,HN~(L)) since H is an ideal. Hence H N v;11(L) = 7v41(L)
mod 7;42(L) and therefore H + v;419(L) D H + vi41(L) D 7i(L). Continuing this
analysis shows that H N y4e(L) = 7Yipe(L) mod vier1(L) for all e hence H +
Yiter1(L) D H + Yire(L) D vi(L). But H 4+ i1 e41(L) = H for some e since H is a
closed subalgebra of finite codimension. This implies that H D v,,1(L). Since H is
closed, H D 4,11(L) D Ly(n. Similarly, if K is a finite extension of k, every closed
ideal of codimension n in L ® K contains L,y ® K, whence X(L) is a stable class
of subalgebras. O

2.20. Corollary. Suppose L = |J,oy

Then X<(L) is a stable class of subalgebras if and only if v;(L) has finite codimension
for all 1.

Note that +;(L) has finite codimension for all 7 if and only if (L, L;) has finite
codimension.

L; is an N-filtered Lie algebra and Lo = L.

2.21. Remark. There is a case missing in the above analysis: when Lo # Ly, (Lo, H)
has finite codimension for all closed ideals H of finite codimension but (L;, L;) has
infinite codimension.

2.22. Stability of subalgebras. We now describe several important categories
of Lie algebras with stable classes of subalgebras. Note that for two classes of
constructible subalgebras X%(L) C X”(L) once we have proved that X°(L) is stable,
then X%(L) will also be stable.

2.23. Theorem. (1) Let L be a finitely dimensional Lie algebra over E[[t]] and
define the formal topology on L via Ly = t'L. Then X} is a stable constructible class
of subalgebras for x € {<, <}.

(2) Suppose that L is a finite dimensional k((t))-Lie algebra. Then X7, for x €
{<, <} is a stable class of subalgebras.

Proof. This follows from the fact that a K[[t]]-submodule H of codimension n in
L ® K must contain L, ® K. In (2) we apply this to H N (Lo ® K) which must
have codimension bounded by n. Recall that the case A}, either is empty or else L

. . <
is abelian and Xy = X;. O

2.24. Loop algebras. Examples of Lie algebras that are finite-dimensional as C[[t]]-
Lie algebras arise as the positive parts of loop algebras. These are defined as the
complexified algebra of smooth maps from the circle S' (or more generally some
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compact complex manifold) into a finite dimensional C -Lie algebra gc, and de-
noted Lgc. We can decompose Lgc into its Fourier components:

Lgc = @gc -t

keZ

(One uses the notation Lg to denote the set of loops, i.e. the set of smooth maps
before we have complexified.) This is the decomposition into eigenspaces of the
action of the circle which rotates the loops bodily. We define the positive part of

the loop algebra to be
Loge = P ac - t*.

k>0

This is then isomorphic to the C[[t]]-Lie algebra gc ® Cl[t]].

These examples are then graded Lie algebras, unlike a general C[[t]]-Lie algebra
arising from a bilinear form defined over C[[t]] on a finite dimensional C[[t]]-module,
which are not in general graded but just N-filtered.

Note that Logc ® C((t)) is the C-subalgebra generated by the rational loops some-
times denoted Ly..gc (see section 3.5 of [BJ]). Also it should be pointed out that
Lyatgc is Z-filtered with Ly,cgc = UZ.GZ t' Loge whilst the Hilbert space of all loops
Lgc is something bigger containing L..;gc as a dense subspace.

There is another important C-subalgebra Lyngc = gc ® C[z, 27!] generated by all
the loops which are given by Laurent polynomials in z and z~!. This is the same
as the Lie algebra of polynomial maps from C* into g - C* is the complexification
of the circle (see 2.2 of [P3]). In the case that gc¢ is a simple finite dimensional C-
Lie algebra, the subalgebras of polynomial loops are what the Kac-Moody algebras
are built from. Kac-Moody Lie algebras arise out of the existence of interesting
central extensions that these loop algebras have. We shall see that affine Kac-Moody
algebras are examples of infinite dimensional Lie algebras for whom the class of all
subalgebras is a stable class.

2.25. Kac-Moody Lie algebras. A Kac-Moody Lie algebra over a field k of char-
acteristic zero is defined in the first instance via a presentation associated to a gen-
eralized Cartan matrix (see [2I]). The affine Kac-Moody algebras are those whose
Cartan matrices have corank 1. They can then be realised as algebras whose derived
group is the universal central extension of the Lie algebra Lyogr = gr @ k[t, '] of
polynomial loops from £* into a simple finite dimensional Lie algebra g,. More gen-
erally if g, = g1, ® - - - @ g4k i @ decomposition of g; into simple factors then the
product of algebras k - éf)gj,k is an affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra where k - déEgM
means the semi-direct product where the factor k - d is generated by the derivation
d= t% of Lg;r and Lg; is the universal central extension of the polynomial loop
algebra L9, which looks additively like k-c® L,q19,%. Not all are covered by this
construction. The other affine Kac-Moody Lie algebras arise by taking the same
construction associated to the twisted loop algebras.

These are defined for a choice of outer automorphism « of g of finite order m and
for fields k£ containing primitive m-th roots of unity. One replaces Lyngi by its
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subalgebra L, gy consisting of the loops f € Lqgxr which are equivariant:

fet) = alf(#))

where ¢ is a primitive m-th root of unity. The automorphism gives rise to a decom-
position of the finite dimensional Lie algebra:

9k = @ gja

JEL/MZL

where g; is the eigenspace of « for the eigenvalue £/. Conversely any Z/mZ-grading
of gi arises like this since the linear transformation of g, given by multiplying the
vectors of g; by €’ is an automorphism « of g; which has order m. The twisted loop
algebra then has the following description as a Z-graded Lie algebra:

L(a)gk = @gnmodm ®t".

ne”L

(This is sometimes referred to as a loop algebra by algebraists because of the cyclic
filtration and Lqgx as the loop algebra with trivial C,,-grading. This seems to be a
little confusing and perhaps arose out of a misunderstanding that the original name
loop arose from the setting over C of maps from the circle (hence the name loop)
rather than a graded Lie algebra whose filtration somehow comes from ‘looping’ the
finite graded Lie algebra g.)

For more details see section 5.3 of 3. Note that in our context there is little differ-
ence between taking polynomial loops or the rational loop space because polynomial
loops are dense in the rational loops and the lattices of closed subalgebras of finite
codimension will be in one to one correspondence.

2.26. Theorem. If L is an affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra with no infinite dimen-
sional abelian quotients and Ly is its positive part, then for x € {<, <}, X*(Lg) and
X5 (L) are stable classes of subalgebras.

Proof. Let H be a closed subalgebra of Ly of codimension n. Suppose gr = g1x ©
-+ @ gqk is the decomposition of the underlying simple Lie algebra. Then

q
Lo = @ La)o8irx @k -c;®k-d;

i=1

where ¢; is central, d; is a derivation and «; is an automorphism of g; which has
order m (k is assumed to have primitive m-th roots of unity) and

Lia)r 8k = €D gnmoam © "

n>r

We can restrict our attention to showing that a subalgebra H; of codimension n; in
L(;),08ix must contain some fixed term Lq,), f(n,)@ik Of the filtration on La,) 08k
depending only on n;. For convenience we drop the subscript ¢ and since we are only
considering one twisted algebra at a time we put L, = L) 8-
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The assumption that L has no infinite abelian sections means that g is not abelian
and hence g, = (gk, gx) is perfect. This implies in turn that (Lim, Ljm) = Liitjm-
Let

H; = (H N Lim) + Ly 1ym/ Lir1ym

The codimension of H is then equal to the sum of the codimensions of H; in
Lin/L(it1ym- Therefore H; # Ly /Li+1ym for at most n values of i. Therefore con-
sider N > 2n, there must be some Value of i with 1 < ¢ < N/2 such that both
H = le/L i+1)m and HN i = L(N zm/L(N—i+1)m~ Hence HN D (HiaHN—i) =
LNm/L N+1)m for all N. Thus H D L2nm ]

Note that an affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra is finitely generated hence Ay (L) is
constructible.

The key to this proof is that in affine Kac-Moody Lie algebras, each element can be
realised as a commutator in many different ways.

In fact we can see that the argument applies to the following filtered Lie algebras:

2.27. Definition. Call an N-filtered Lie algebra well-covered if it has the property
that for each n there exists some f(n) such that Lu)y = (Ls, Lypm)—;) for n 41
values of < f(n)/2. Call a Z-filtered Lie algebra well-covered if its pos1t1ve part is
well-covered.

The proof of the theorem above can then easily be adapted to prove:

2.28. Theorem. (1) If the N-filtered Lie algebra L is well-covered then X*(L) for
x € {<, <} are stable classes of subalgebras.

(2) If the Z-filtered Lie algebra L is well-covered then X=(L) is a stable class of
subalgebras.

The affine Kac-Moody Lie algebras (or rather the underlying loop algebras) make up
the bulk of the classification of the simple Z-graded Lie algebras over an algebraically
closed field of characteristic zero whose graded pieces have finite growth. According
to the classification of such Lie algebras proved by Mathieu [P the remaining Lie
algebras are those of Cartan type and the Virasoro algebra.

2.29. Virasoro algebra. The Virasoro algebra is defined for any field k of charac-
teristic zero as the unique central extension of the Witt algebra. The Witt algebra
0 is defined by:

0 :=Derklt,t '] = P k-d;
JEZ
where d; = —t71! d with the following commutation relations:
(di, dj] = (i — j)diy-
The Lie algebra 0 has a unique (up to isomorphism) non-trivial central extension

by a 1-dimensional centre, k - ¢ say, called the Virasoro algebra Vir, which is defined
by the following commutation relations:

[di, d]] = (Z — j)dl-l-] + (713 - i)5i,_jc where Z,j €.
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The Virasoro algebra, denoted Vir, plays an important role in the representation
theory of affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra and in quantum field theory. It is a Z-graded
subalgebra in DerLgy, the group of derivations of the algebra Lgy,. When k = C,
it is the complexified Lie algebra of smooth vector fields on the circle. The positive
part of this Lie algebra 01 := @j>1 k- d; also arises as the graded Lie algebra of the
so-called Nottingham group over k. This is defined as the group whose underlying
set is the set of formal power series tk|[[t]] and whose group operation is substitution
of power series. It is a certain subgroup of the automorphism group of k[[t]], called
the wild automorphisms.

2.30. Cartan subalgebras. The Cartan algebras are defined as follows. Let n > 1
and let W,, be the algebra of derivations of the polynomial ring R = k[ X1, ..., X,].
So W,, = RDy +---+ RD,,, where D; = % Thus W,, acts on the Grassmann
algebra of Kahler dlﬁerentlal forms on R. We define three subalgebras of W,,.

(1) The subalgebra S,,, called the special algebra, consists of those derivations an-
nihilating the differential form v = dX; A ... A dX,,. We can describe this set of

derivations as follows:

S, = {zn:aij : zn:Dj (a;) = O}.

It is additively spanned by D;;(f) = D;(f)D; — D;(f)D;, where 1 <4,j <n and f
ranges over R.

(2) Suppose now that n = 2m is even then Hy,, called the hamiltonian algebra,
consists of derivations annihilating w =, ;... dX; A dX,,1;. Define the following
notation: o

j = j+mando(j)=1if1<j<m

-/

j o= j—mando(j)=—-1ifm+1<j<2m.
Then we have the following description of the hamiltonian algebra:
2m
H2m - {Z a]Dj . O'(]/)DZ (a'j’) = O'(Z/)D] (ai’) R 1 S 2’] S 2m} X
j=1

Every element of Hy,, can be represented as Dy(f) for some f € R where
2m
=20
j=1

(3) Finally if n = 2m + 1 is odd then Ko, 1, called the contact algebra, consists of
derivations 0 such that 9 - a = f - « for some polynomial f where

a = dXomq1 + Z XidXomqi — Xingid X

1<i<m
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For every derivation D =7, ajdixj define
2m
da;  da
D) = DX, —L — —*.
Then D is contained in Ky, if and only if for each 1 <7 <2m
2 da; da
Ny — Ny ot 2% oy, _
o(i)ay — Y _ o(j)X; X X o (i) Xyu(D)

J=1

Every element of Ky, 1 can be represented as Dg(f) = Efgr ! f;D; where

fi = XjDomi1(f) +0(3)Dy(f) for j <2m
2m
f2m+1 - 2f - ZO'(j)Xjfj/.
j=1

The Lie algebras W,,, S,,, Ha,,, and Ko, are called Lie algebras of Cartan type. The
usual grading of the polynomial ring k[ X1, ... , X,] induces a grading of W, S,, and
Hy,,. If n = 2m+1 and m > 1 then there exists a unique grading of k[ X7, ..., Xop 1]
such that Xy,... , Xy, are homogeneous of degree 1 and X5,,,1 is homogeneous of
degree 2. The induced grading for Ky, is called the natural grading of Ks,,.1.

2.31. Theorem. The Virasoro algebra Vir and the Lie algebras of Cartan type
W..,S,,Hs,, and Ko, 11 are well-covered.

Proof. This depends on the fact that any derivation

d
X Xt xe
1 7 n dXZ

with m; 4+ --- 4+ m, = N can be realised as a linear multiple of the Lie product

1 ri+1 Tn d

(X1 XX I
where 7; +s; = m; and r; # s;. For the Lie algebras Vir and W,, the result follows,
since we can then realise the derivation in the grading of weight N as a Lie product
of elements of weight ¢ and N — i for all values of i < N/2.
We shall have to work harder to get the corresponding result for the other Cartan
algebras S,,, Hy,, or Ko, 1, since we need to realise elements of weight N as sums of
commutators of elements of weight ¢ and N —¢ which still stabilize the form defining
the corresponding Cartan algebra.
For S,, let us show why, for X¢ = X{*... X% where (c) = ¢; + -+ ¢, = nN,
that D;;(X°) can be realised as a linear combination of commutators of elements of
weight nN — t and ¢t for NV values of t.
We are going to use the following identity which can easily be checked. Suppose
that b; = 0 then

(2311) [Dki(Xa)7 Dk](Xb)} — aikakj(Xa—l—b—ei—ek) + akkaij(Xa+b_2ek)

Since (c) = nN, we know that there is some ¢, > N.

d
D CLINED GLat D ¢
1 7 n dXZ)
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Case 1. Suppose firstly that k& # 4, j. Then choose a and b with ¢ = a+ b — 2ey,
bj=0,a;=0and a =c,+1—land by =1+1. Forl=0,...,c, we get

[Dyi(X®), Dy (XP)] = agbyD;;(X*P72%k) = AD;;(X€)

with A # 0 and Dy;(X?) of weight a1 + -4+ ap_1 + agp1 + -+ a, + ¢ +1 — 1 and
ij(Xb) ofweight b1+"'+bk_1+bk+1—|—"'—|—bn+l—|—1.

Case 2. If k = i, then choose some s € {1,... ,n}\{i,j} and define a and b with
c=a+b—-2e,0;=0,a,=1and a;=c;+1—1and b; =1+ 1. Form

[Dsi(Xa)a Dsj(Xb)} — aibsDSj(Xa+b_ei_es) + algbgDij(Xa+b_2es)

where note that ay # 0 # bs. To deal with aibsDS]—(Xa*b‘ei_eS) we can use the anal-
ysis of case 1 since the weight is concentrated still at ¢; but now we are considering
a derivation D; with ¢ # s, j. Hence choose a8’ =a+e; —e; thena+b —e;, —e, =
a+b—2e,anda, =0,a, =c;+2—1and b =1+ 1 where [ = 0,...,¢;. (Note
that the weight at X; of D,;(X2tP=¢i=e) is now ¢; + 1.) Hence we have

[Di(X2), Dy (XP)] = (aibs) (aib;) ™ [Dis(X"/)a Dyj(XP)| = AD;;(X)

with A # 0, Dg;(X?) and DiS(Xa/) have weight a;+- - -4+a;_1+a; 1+ - +a,+c;+1-1
and D;(XP) and D;;(XP) have weight by + -+ +b;_1 + b1 + -+ b, + 1+ 1. This
proves then that S,, is well-covered.

For the Hamiltonian algebra, we can use the following identity (see Chapter 4 Lemma

4.3 (1) of )
[Dy(X*), Dy (X)) = Dy (Du(X*)(X]"))

7

= Dy (o(i)ayX* b, X))

Consider now realising Dy (X€) of weight Nn. So there exists some ¢ such that
¢; > N. We then put b =l +1anda=c+ey—b;+1withl =0,...,¢; and
hence can express Dy (X€) as a commutator of elements of the Hamiltonian algebra
of weight Nn — [ and [ for [ =0, ... ,¢;. Hence Hy,, is well-covered.

For the contact algebra K,, = Ko, 11, we shall use the following identity (see Chapter
4 Proposition 5.2 of [29)):

[Dk(f), Dk (9)] = D (Dr(f)(9) — 29D2m+1(f)) -

This algebra is slightly trickier than the previous algebras. We shall need to consider
realising Dg (X°) of weight 4Nn(n — 1) as a linear combination of commutators of
weight 4Nn(n — 1) — [ and [ for N different values of [. Recall that in this algebra
X, has weight two whilst the other variables have weight one. There exists some ¢
with ¢; > 2N(n —1).

Case 1. Suppose that i # n. We prove by induction on ¢, that we can express
Dg(X€) as a linear combination of commutators of weight 4Nn(n — 1) — [ and [ for
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1=0,...,N.Put f =X?and g = X" where a=c + ey —le; and b; = [ + 1. Then
(2.31.2)
[Dr(X?), D (X})] = Di (X3an X270, X)) + D (0(i')ay X2 b X))

Suppose that ¢, = a, = 0. Then we are done. We then suppose by induction that
we have proved the claim for ¢, — 1. Then the identity (B.31.9) shows how to express
Dk (X€) as a linear combination of commutators as desired since the first expression
on the right hand side of (P.31.9) can be dealt with by the inductive hypothesis.
Case 2. Suppose now that i = n. We show how to shift the weight from X,, to the
other variables such that eventually we are in a position to invoke case 1.

We use the following identity

[Dr (X)), Di(X?)] = Di ((X}, X®))
where

(XD, X?) = D (XP)(X?) — 2X2D,(X"")

= ((Cﬁl aj> - 2) by + 2an> X2 X0l

_ § b a. Xat(bn—2)ente;te;
n

Note that we shall let b,, = l+1 fortl=0,...,N anda, = ¢,—!. Since ¢, > 2N (n—1)
this will mean that (((ZzT aj> — 2) b, + Qan) is always non-zero. The choice of

7j=1
¢, > 2N (n—1) means that we can keep on applying the above identity to realise the

expressions o(j)b,a, X2+ (n=2enteite; a5 commutators [DK(X ), D (X )] with

an error term which has the values of ¢; increasing for ¢ # n and ¢, decreasing
whilst still ensuring that ¢, > N so that we can choose b/, =1+ 1 for { =0,...,N.
Eventually the error terms will have some ¢; with ¢; > N and we can apply case 1
to finish the realisation. O

2.32. Corollary. If L is a simple Z-graded Lie algebra over an algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero of finite growth then Xi(L) and X*(Lo) for x € {<, <}
are stable classes of subalgebras.

The proof above depends on the classification proved by Mathieu [PJ] and a case
by case analysis of each class of Lie algebra in the classification. It may be possible
that there is a more direct argument based on the simplicity of the Z-graded Lie
algebra. Note that since L is simple X(L) is actually empty or consists of L if Ly
has finite codimension in L.

As we have pointed out, an N-filtered Lie algebra has many ideals so we cannot
expect it to be simple. However in this context, the concept of being simple is
replaced by that of being just infinite - that is an infinite dimensional Lie algebra
all of whose proper quotients are finite dimensional. It is conjectured by Shalev and

Zelmanov (see [2§] section 6.5) that the just infinite N-filtered Lie algebras over an
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algebraically closed field of characteristic zero for which Lo = L; and dim(L;/L;41)
are uniformly bounded are in the following list:

(1) L is soluble;

(2) The completion of L is commensurable with the positive part of a loop algebra;
(3) The completion of L is commensurable to the completion of 97,

Note that only (2) and (3) will have stable subalgebras.

2.33. Non-stability of free graded Lie algebras. Stability for infinite Lie al-
gebras is the analogue of determining when a group has only a finite number of
subgroups of each given index which can then be counted using a standard Dirichlet
series. For groups the condition that the group be finitely generated (either as an
abstract group or a topological group) was sufficient to ensure this condition. Note
that being finitely generated will not suffice in the context of infinite dimensional
Lie algebras as the following Theorem indicates:

2.34. Theorem. Let L = @, vi(L)/vit1(L) be the free two generated infinite
dimensional graded Lie algebra where ~;(L) is the lower central series. Then for
each i there ezist closed subalgebras of codimension 2 not containing v;(L).

Proof. Let x and y be the free generators. If w is any Lie word in x and y we define
the length [(w) to be the number of terms in w. We take a Hall set H = {w; : i > 1}
as a basis for L (see [] 11.2.10) which is defined as follows:

(1) if w; € H and w; € H and l(w;) < I(w;) then ¢ < j;

(2) wy = z,ws = y and w3 = (Ty);

(3) an element w of length > 3 belongs to H if and only if it is of the form (a(bc))
with a,b,cin H, (bc) € H and b < a < bc and b < ¢ where the ordering is defined
by the ordering on the index set.

For example the construction provided by Proposition 11 of [P I1.2.10 starts with
the following basis for each layer ~;(L)/v;+1(L):

(L) /7(L) w =z wy =Yy

Yo(L)/v3(L) w3 = (zy)

Y3(L)/v4(L) wy = (z(2y)) ws = (y(ry))

Ya(L)/v5(L)  we = (z(x(zy))) wr = (y(z(2y))) ws = (y(y(zy)))
Y5(L)/76(L) we = (z(x(x(xy)))) wio = (y(z(x(zy)))) wn = (y(y(z(ry))))

—~
=
<
S~—
—~
&
—~
=
<
S~—
S~—
S~—
S
iy
~
I
—~
—~
=
<
S~—
—
<
—
&
<
N—
N—
N—

wiz = (Y(y(y(zy)))) wiz = (

Let n;—1 be the dimension of v;(L)/v;(L). Then we claim that the additive subspace
of L generated by the following basis elements is actually a subalgebra:

H; = @ kw,.

l#1,n;
So this is a vector subspace of codimension 2 which skips the basis elements w; = x
and w,, = (z(x...(zy)...)) where x appears i — 1 times.
The Hall basis has the property that each word w; has a unique decreasing factor-
ization w; = (w;wy) with j < k < (see Corollary 4.7 of 24)).
We prove by induction on the length of w; for 1 < j < n; and k # 1,n; that
(wjwi) = 14,, @wr- If w; has length 1 then w; = y and by condition (3) (ywy) is in
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H. The property of unique factorization implies it is not the element w,,, = (zw,,_,).
Suppose we have proved that (w;wy) = 3, .. aw; for all words w; of length less
that m and take w; of length m > 1. There is a unique decreasing factorization
w; = (wj,w;,) with {(w;,) < l(w;). Using the Jacobi identity we can rewrite

(wjwg) = (wjwj,)wy)
(Wi (Wi wi)) — (wj, (wj,w)).-
Now we can use our induction hypothesis applied to w;, and wj,. O

Obviously the same argument applies to the d-generated free Lie algebra.

So the existence of a motivic zeta function for an infinite dimensional Lie algebra
does not appear to be so straightforward. The condition of being well-covered will
suffice, but this is a special sort of property which depends on the internal workings
of a Lie algebra. It would be nice to have a more transparent Lie theoretic condition
which will ensure the stability of the class of subalgebras. We therefore raise the
following;:

2.35. Problem. Determine a criterion for the class of all subalgebras of finite codi-
mension to be stable in an N-filtered or Z-filtered Lie algebra.

. From now on we shall focus on the situation of a finite dimensional k[[t]]-Lie algebra
and X a class of k[[t]]-subalgebras.

3. MOTIVIC INTEGRATION AND RATIONALITY OF POINCARE SERIES

In this section, we review material from [[f] and [§] which will be used in the present
paper.
3.1. Scheme of arcs. For X a variety over k, we will denote by £(X) the scheme

of germs of arcs on X. It is a scheme over k and for any field extension £ C K there
is a natural bijection

L(X)(K) ~ Morg_schemes(Spec K[[t]], X)

between the set of K-rational points of £(X) and the set of germs of arcs with
coefficients in K on X. We will call K-rational points of £(X), for K a field
extension of k, arcs on X, and ¢(0) will be called the origin of the arc ¢. More
precisely the scheme £(X) is defined as the projective limit

L(X):= @En(X)
in the category of k-schemes of the schemes £, (X) representing the functor
R~ Morj_schemes (Spec R[t] /t" T R[t], X)

defined on the category of k-algebras. The existence of £,(X) is well known (cf. [[)
and the projective limit exists since the transition morphisms are affine. We shall
denote by 7, the canonical morphism, corresponding to truncation of arcs,

T 2 L(X) — L,(X).

The schemes £(X) and £, (X) will always be considered with their reduced struc-
ture.
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3.2. Semi-algebraic geometry. ;From now on we will denote by & a fixed alge-
braic closure of k, and by k((t)) the fraction field of k[[t]], where ¢ is one variable.
Let o1, ... ,,, be variables running over k((t)) and let £, ... , £, be variables running
over Z. A semi-algebraic (vesp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic) condition 0(xy, ..., Tpm;ly, ..., ¢)
is a finite boolean combination of conditions of the form

(1) ordtfl(xl, Ce ,Im) Z OI'dth(SL’l, ce ,.f(fm) + L(gl, ce ,67«)
(2) ordyfi(z1,...,Tm) = L(ly,...,¢.) (mod d)
(3) h’(%(fl(xla 7xm))7"' 7%(fm’(xlu--- 7Im>>> =0,

where f; are polynomials with coefficients in &k (resp. f; are polynomials with coeffi-
cients in k[[t]]), h is a polynomial with coefficients in k, L is a polynomial of degree
< 1over Z, d € N, and @c(z) is the coefficient of lowest degree of x in k((t)) if
x # 0, and is equal to 0 otherwise. Here we use the convention that co + ¢ = oo
and oo = ¢ modd, for all ¢ € Z. In particular the condition f(z1,...,x,) =01is a
semi-algebraic condition (resp. a kl[t]]-semi-algebraic condition), for f a polynomial
over k (resp. over k[[t]]). A subset of k((¢))™ x Z" defined by a semi-algebraic (resp.
k[[t]]-semi-algebraic) condition is called semi-algebraic (resp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic).
One defines similarly semi-algebraic and k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subsets of K ((t))™ x Z"
for K an algebraically closed field containing .

A function a : k((t))™ x Z" — Z is called simple (resp. k[[t]]-simple) if its graph is
semi-algebraic (resp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic).

Let X be an algebraic variety over k. For x € £L(X), we denote by k, the residue field
of z on L(X), and by & the corresponding rational point & € L£(X)(k,) = X (k.[[t]]).
When there is no danger of confusion we will often write x instead of . A semi-
algebraic family of semi-algebraic subsets (resp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic family of k[[t]]-
semi-algebraic subsets) (for n = 0 a semi-algebraic subset (resp. k|[[t]]-semi-algebraic
subset)) Ay, ¢ € N™, of £(X) is a family of subsets A, of £(X) such that there exists
a covering of X by affine Zariski open sets U with

A £W) = { € L) 00 (), h(@)0)},

where hi,...,h, are regular functions on U and 6 is a semi-algebraic condition
(resp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic condition). Here the h;’s and € may depend on U and
hi(Z) belongs to k,[[t]].

Let A be a semi-algebraic subset (resp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subset) of £(X). A
function v : A x Z" — Z U {oo} is called simple (resp. kl[[t]]-simple) if the family
of subsets {z € L(X) : a(x,ly,... ) = Loy1}, (b1, .., lur1) € N is a semi-
algebraic family of semi-algebraic subsets (resp. a k[[t]]-semi-algebraic family of
k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subsets) of L(X).

An important fact is that if A is a k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subset of £(X), then m,(A)
is a constructible subset of £, (X) (cf. Proposition 1.7 of [{]).

3.3. Remark. Motivic integration is developed in [[] for semi-algebraic subsets of
L(X), when X is an algebraic variety over k, and simple functions. In the paper
B, this is extended to what is called there t-semi-algebraic subsets of £(X) and t-
simple functions, which are defined similarly as k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subsets of £(X)
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and k[[t]]-simple functions, but replacing k[[t]] by k[t]. In fact, as mentioned in
Remark 1.18 of [{], all results in §1 of [§] (before 1.17) may be extended, with
similar proofs, to cover the case of k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subsets and k[[t]]-simple
functions. Hence when we shall quote a result from [J], we shall use its extension to
k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subsets and k[[t]]-simple functions without further comment.

3.4. Motivic integration. ;From now on we assume X is a smooth algebraic
variety over k of pure dimension d. Let A be a k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subset £(X).
We say A is stable at level n if A= 7, '1,(A). Remark that if A is stable at level n,
then A is stable at level m, for any m > n. We say A is stable if it is stable at some
level. Denote by B! the set of all k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subsets of £(X), and by B
the set of all A in B! which are stable. Clearly there is a unique additive measure

e BB — Miec
satisfying
fi(A) = [m, (A)] L0

when A is stable at level n. In fact, the condition of being k[[t]]-semi-algebraic is
superfluous here. By the same formula one may define fi(A) for A cylindrical at
level n, i.e. subsets of £L(X) of the form A = 7, !(C) with C constructible. One
says A is cylindrical if it is cylindrical at some level.

Let A be in Bl and let « : A — Z be a k[[t]]-simple function (or, more generally,
assume A and the fibers of a are cylindrical). By Lemma 2.4 of [[] and Lemma A.3
of [{, || is bounded, and we can define

(3.4.1) / “di =Y L

the sum on the right hand side being finite.

3.5. Completion. We now explain how one extends /i to non stable k[[t]]-semi-
algebraic subsets by using a completion of M),.. This is indeed similar to the use
of real numbers for defining l):adic integrals. The material here will only be used in
section []. So we denote by M the completion of M,,. with respect to the filtration
F™ Mo where F™ M, is the subgroup generated by {[S]L~":4i —dim S > m}.
We will also denote by F" the filtration induced on M. .
In [ and [§ the following is shownf There exists a unique map p : B* — M
satisfying the following three properties.
(1) If A € Bt is stable at level n, then u(A) = [r,(A)]JL~ (D4,
(2) If A € B is contained in £(.5) with S a reduced closed subscheme of X ® k[[t]]
with dimk[[t]] S < dim X, then N(A) = 0.
(3) Let A; be in B! for each 7 in N. Assume that the A;’s are mutually disjoint
and that A := J,.y A is k[[t]]-semi-algebraic. Then ), u(A;) converges in
M to wu(A).

Moreover we have:

Lin fact loc. cit. also covers the case of singular varieties
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(4) If A and B are in B, A C B and if u(B) € F™M, then u(A) € F™M.
This unique map g is called the motivic volume on £(X) and is denoted by pz(x)
or . For Ain Bf and o : A — Z U {00} a k[[t]]-simple function, one defines the
motivic integral

(3.5.1) /AL‘“du =3 u(Ana ()L

ne”L

in M , whenever the right hand side converges in M , in which case we say that L™
is integrable on A. If the function « is bounded from below, then L™ is integrable
on A, because of (4).

3.6. Rationality. The following results are proved in section 5 of [ for semi-
algebraic families of semi-algebraic subsets and simple functions. For simplicity
results are stated here only for smooth varieties.

3.7. Theorem. Let X be a smooth algebraic variety over k of pure dimension d.
Let A, n € 7", be a semi-algebraic family of semi-algebraic subsets of L(X) and
let o @ L(X) x Z" — N be a simple function. Assume that A, and the fibers of
a(,n) A, — N are stable, for every n € N". Then the power series

> o / L= dji

neN” An

in the variable T = (T, ... ,T,) belongs to the subring of M.[[T]] generated by
Mioc|T) and the series (1 — L=%T%)~! with a € N and b € N\ {0}.

3.8. Theorem. Let X be a smooth algebraic variety over k of pure dimension d.
Let A, n € Z", be a semi-algebraic family of semi-algebraic subsets of L(X) and let
a: L(X)xZ" — N be a simple function. Then the power series

> o / L= dy
An

neN”

in the variable T = (Ty,...,T,) belongs to the subring of M\[[T]] generated by the
image in M|[T]] of My[T], (LI —1)"' and (1 —L7T°)~L, with i € N\ {0}, a € N,
be N\ {0}.

3.9. Corollary. For any semi-algebraic subset A of L(X), the measure p(A) is in
Mioe[(LF = 1)7Y)i51], where M. is the image of Mo in M O

3.10. Remark. By replacing T; by T;L™ in Theorems B.7 and B.§, one sees that the
condition “a takes values in N” may be replaced by the condition “«a is bounded
from below by a linear function of the Z"-variable”.

3.11. Remark. It seems quite likely that Theorems .7 and remain true if semi-
algebraic is replaced everywhere by k[[t]]-semi-algebraic and simple by k[[t]]-simple.
However it does not seem that the proofs may be adapted directly to that more
general situation, since there might be some “bad reduction at t = 0.
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4. MOTIVIC INTEGRATION ON THE INFINITE GRASSMANNIAN

All the material in .7 and [L.9 is contained in [, or is directly adapted, replacing
SL by GL, from statements in [].

4.1. We work over a field k of characteristic 0. We shall consider the infinite
Grassmannian as a functor on the category of k-algebras. (A k-algebra will always
be assumed to be associative, commutative and unitary.) A natural framework is
that of k-spaces and k-groups in the sense of [[[]. By definition, a k-space (resp. a
k-group) is a functor from the category of k-algebras to the category of sets (resp. of
groups) which is a sheaf for the faithfully flat topology (see [[] for a definition). The
category of schemes over k can be viewed as a full subcategory of the category of
k-spaces. Schemes will always be assumed to be quasi-compact and quasi-separated.
An important feature is that direct limits exist in the category of k-spaces, so we
can say a k-space (resp. a k-group) is an ind-scheme (resp. an ind-group) if it is the
direct limit of a directed system of schemes (resp. of group schemes).

We fix a positive integer d. Let t be an indeterminate. We consider the k-groups

GL4(k[[t]) and GL4(k((t))) respectively defined by R — GLy4(R[[t]) and R
GLa(R((1))).

For n > 0, we denote by G,)(R) the set of matrices A(t) in GLy(R((t))) such that
both A(t) and A(¢)~! have a pole of order < n. This defines a subfunctor G, of
GL,(k((t))). One can show (cf. [M]), that the k-group GL,4(k[[t]]) is an affine group
scheme and that the k-group GL4(k((t))) is an ind-group, being the direct limit of
the sequence of schemes (G(,)), n > 0.

4.2.  The infinite Grassmannian Gr may be defined as the quotient

GL4(k((1)))/GLa(K[[t]])

in the category of k-spaces. It is the sheaf, for the faithfully flat topology, associated
to the presheaf R — GL4(R((t)))/GL4(R[[t]]). Now we have to explain why Gr is
indeed the infinite Grassmannian. For any k-algebra R, consider the set W (R) of
R|[[t]]-submodules L of R((t))? such that, for some n > 0, t"R[[t]]® C L C t "R|[[t]]¢
and L/t"R|[[t]]? is a projective R-module. By Proposition 2.3 of [], the k-space
Gr is isomorphic to the functor R +— W(R). Under this isomorphism, the group
scheme action of GL4(k((t))) on Gr corresponds to the natural action of GL4(R((t)))
on R[[t]]-submodules of R((¢))?. Denote by Gr(, the image of G, in Gr. Un-
der the preceding isomorphism Gr(,) may be identified with the Grassmannian
Gr,(t7"K[[t]¢/t"k[[t]]¢), whose K-rational points, for K a field containing k, are
the K-linear subspaces of the finite dimensional K-vector space t " K|[t]]¢/t" K[[t]]¢
which are stable by multiplication by ¢; in particular Gr(,) is a projective variety.
Furthermore, Gr as a k-space is naturally isomorphic to the direct limit of the system
of projective varieties Gr(y), hence Gr is an ind-scheme. The canonical morphism of
k-spaces © : GL4(k((t))) — Gr is a locally trivial fibration for the Zariski topology,
i.e. Gr is covered by open subsets over which © is a product.
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4.3. Denote by My the affine k-space of d by d matrices. There is canonical im-
mersion of k-schemes ¢ : GL4(k[[t]]) < £(Mg), which identifies GL4(k[[t]]) with the
open subscheme defined by det # 0. In particular we can consider GLg4(k[[t]]) as a
semi-algebraic subset of £(My). A subset of GL4(k[[t]]) will be called semi-algebraic
(resp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic) if it is semi-algebraic (resp. k[[t]]-semi-algebraic) as a
subset of £(My). The space GL4(k((t))) being an ind-scheme, one can associate
to it an underlying set, which by abuse we shall denote by the same letter. We
shall say a subset A of GL4(k((t))) is bounded k[[t]]-semi-algebraic (resp. stable
bounded k[[t]]-semi-algebraic, resp. cylindrical), if, for some integer n in N, t"A is
a k[[t]]-semi-algebraic (resp. stable k[[t]]-semi-algebraic, resp. cylindrical) subset of
GLq(K[[1]])-

We may extend the measures p and fi to bounded Ekl[t]]-semi-algebraic, stable
bounded k[[t]]-semi-algebraic and cylindrical subsets respectively, by defining

p(t"A) =Lp(A) and  fi(t " A) = LEM(A),

for A a k[[t]]-semi-algebraic (resp. stable k|[[t]]-semi-algebraic or cylindrical) subset
of GL4(k[[t]]), which is independent from the choice of the integer n. One should
also remark that the measures p and fi are invariant under GL4(k[[t]])-action.

4.4. For any integer m in Z, the functor
R+ {M € GLy(R((1))) : ordydetM = m}

defines a subspace of GL4(k((t))), which we shall denote by GL4(k((t)))[m]. Clearly
GL,(k((t)))[m] is an ind-scheme.
If H is a linear subspace of t " K|[t]]¢/t" K[[t]]¢, for K a field containing k, we set

(4.4.1) index(H) := dim ¢ " K[[t]]/H — nd.

We define Gr(,)[m] as the projective variety parametrizing subspaces in the Grass-
mannian Gr,(t~"k[[t]]?/t"k[[t]|?) which are of index m. For fixed m, the varieties
Gr(m)[m] form an inductive system and we denote by Grm| the corresponding ind-
scheme. For every m, the fibration © : GL4(k((t))) — Gr restricts to a fibration
© : GL4(k((t)))[m] — Gr[m].

4.5. Let A be a subset of Gr. We say A is gr-stable at level n if A is a constructible
subset of Gr(,). Note that in this case A N Gr[m| is constructible in Gr,y[m| for
every m. Hence we can define the motivic measure fig,(A) of A as the element

()= Y A0 1)

Lmd
meZ

in M\, which makes sense, the sum on the right hand side being finite.
Clearly if A is gr-stable at level n then ©71(t"A) is cylindrical at level 2n. The
relation with the previously defined measure ji is given by the following Proposition.

4.6. Proposition. Let A be a gr-stable subset of Gr. Then
fign(A) = (1= L) (1= L) 5(071(A4)).
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Proof. We may assume A is contained in Gr,)[m]. By Lemma [L.7 applied to r =
m + nd and p = 2n,
[Wgn(@_l(tn/l))] _ [tnA](Ld . 1) o (Ld . Ld—l)L2nd2—d(m+nd)’
since [GLg) = (L4 —1)... (L4 — L471). We deduce that
AO7N (" A) = [t"A|(1 - LY .. (1 - LTHL L
The result follows since
MO (" A)) = ("0~ (A)) = L (67! (4))
and [t"A] = [A]. O

4.7. Lemma. For any integer p > 0, the morphism
o (O (G (k[[t]]* /PR {[#))[1])) — Gre(R[[H]])* /2P k[[t]]) (]

is a locally trivial fibration for the Zariski topology with fiber GLgy X Ai‘ﬂ_dr. Here
GLg4y denotes the algebraic variety of invertible d by d matrices over k.

Proof. By taking a cover of the Grassmannian Gr;(k[[t]]?/tPk[[t]]¢)[r] by open Schu-
bert cells corresponding to different choices of bases of the lattice k[[t]]%, one deduces
the result from the following elementary Lemma [.§. O

4.8. Lemma. Let p > mg > ... > my > 0 be integers. Set r = Zl<i<dmi' Let
U be the subscheme of L(My) consisting of triangular matrices (a;;) with a; = t™,
a;; =0 for 3 <1, m; < ordya;; and deg,a;; < m; for j > i. Consider the morphism
¢  UxGLg(k[[t]]) = UxL,(My) sending (A, M) to (A, m,(AM)). Then the image
W of ¢ is an algebraic variety over k which is isomorphic to U x GLgj X AideT
by an isomorphism compatible with the projection W — U.

Now we can express our zeta functions as integrals, defined as in B.4.1], with respect
to the measure fig, on the Grassmannian:

4.9. Theorem. Let X be a class of constructible k[[t]]-subalgebras. Then
PL,X(L_S) — / Lindex(H)d—(codim H)Sd,agr(H)-
XCGrd(L)

Proof. Let X, be the subalgebras of codimension n. Then X, ¢ Gr(t~"L/t"L) and
(X)) = ) [XnGrim]]

meZ
[ N Grim]] .
- Z Lmd L ¢
meEZ

_ Z/ LindeX(H)ddlagr(H)

meZ nNGr[m]

_ / LindeX(H)ddﬁgr(H).

n
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5. RATIONALITY OF MOTIVIC ZETA FUNCTIONS OF INFINITE DIMENSIONAL LIE
ALGEBRAS

In this section we shall prove the following rationality result:

5.1. Theorem. Let k be a field of characteristic zero.

(1) Let L be a finite dimensional free k|[t]]-Lie algebra of the form L = Ly ®y kl[[t]],
with Ly, a Lie algebra over k. Let X~ (resp. &) be the class of subalgebras such
that X=(K) (resp. X2(K)) is the set of all K[[t]]-subalgebras (resp. K[[t]]-
ideals) of L @ K, for every field K which is a finite extension of k. Then
Ppxx(T) for x € {<, <} is rational, belonging to M[T ..

(2) Let L be a finite dimensional k((t))-Lie algebra and Ly be a choice of some
k[[t]]-Lie subalgebra of the form Ly = Ly @y k[[t]], with Ly a Lie algebra over
k. Let Xtﬁ) be the class of subalgebras such that X%(K) is the set of all K[[t]]-
subalgebras L @ K commensurable with Lo @ K, for every field K which is a
finite extension of k. Then PL,XO% (T') is rational, belonging to M|Tioc.

Let L be a finite dimensional free k[[t]]-Lie algebra of dimension d. Choosing a basis
allows us to identify L additively with k[[t]]¢ and we may view the X~ as a subset
of the Grassmannian Gr.

5.2. Theorem. With the preceding notations, O~ (X)) is a k[[t]-semi-algebraic
subset of GL4(K[[t]]), for x € {<,<}, and

(521) Pra(L™) = / L d—seodim H g (Y
x;
(5.2.2) = 1-L™H1t...(1- L—d)—l/ LUd=serdeMgpy
O~H(&Y)
Furthermore, if L = Ly ®y, k[[t]], with Ly a Lie algebra over k, then O~ (X)) is a
semi-algebraic subset of GL4(k|[[t]]).

Proof. The first line (B.2.1) follows from Theorem [f.9 and the remark that codim H =
index(H) if H is a subalgebra of L.

Let A* = ©71(X)). Let M = (m;;) be in GLy(k[[t]) and write m; = me; + -+
migeq, for i = 1,... ,d. We have M € AS if and only if, for every 1 < i, < d, there
exist Y}, ..., Y4 € K[[t] such that 3(m;, m;) = Zizl Y my, for some finite field
extension K of k. Here [ is the bilinear mapping L x L — L corresponding to the
product in L. Let C; denote the matrix whose rows are ¢; = ((e;, e;). We then have

d
5(mz‘,mj) =1m; (Z mlel> .
=3

Then M € AS if and only if, for every 1 < i,5 < d, one can solve the matrix
equation

d
(5.2.3) m; <Z mj,q) =(Y},.... )M
I=j
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for Y1 Yd € K[[t]], with K a finite field extension of k. Let M’ denote the

Z‘]’ LR | Z‘y
adjoint matrix, we can then rewrite (p-2:3) as

d
l=j

Let gijx(m,s) denote the k-th entry of the d-tuple my (Zf:j mlel> M’. Then the
set A< has the following description:

(5.2.4)
A= = {(my;) € L(M,) : ord,(det(M)) < ord;(gir(mys)) for i, 5,k € {1,...,d}}.

The set AS is therefore k[[t]]-semi-algebraic. Let ®=(M) denote the conjunction of
conditions ord,(det(M)) < ord(gijx(mys)).

Since ord; : £L(My) — NU{oco} is a simple function this implies that A, is a semi-
algebraic set and in particular is constructible. As we promised in section P this
provides an alternative way to show the constructibility of this class of subalgebras.
We prove that A< is k[[t]]-semi-algebraic. We have M € A< if and only if, for every
1 <i,j <d, there exist Y},... Y% € K[[t]], with K some finite field extension of
k, such that f(m;,e;) = S0 Yimy. Let g, (m,s) denote the k-th entry of the
d-tuple m;C;M’. Then an argument similar to the above implies that the set A®
has the following description:

A® = {(my;) € L(My) : ord,(det(M)) < ordy(g;i,(mys)) for i, 5,k € {1,...,d}}.

Hence A< is k[[t]]-semi-algebraic. Indeed it is defined by @, the definable condition
which is the conjunction of conditions ord(det(M)) < ord;(gi(m.s)). Equation
(B:2.9) follows from Proposition [. and the last statement is clear, since when L is
of the form Lj ® k[[t]], the above definable conditions are all semi-algebraic. [

5.3. Remark. The following provides an easier integral expression in general to cal-
culate. It is similar to the integral expression that was used in [[3]. Let Y denote the
variety Trg, of d xd upper triangular matrices which is isomorphic to the affine space

Ag(dﬂ)/ ?. Let 7 denote the measure on stable k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subsets of £(Y).
For i = 1,...,d define the simple function «; : L(Y) — Z by «;(M) = ord,(my;).
Then

(1 o L_l)_l o (1 . L—d)—l / L(d—s)ordt(M)dla
A*
_ (1 . L_1>_d/ L—ordt(M)sLal(M)+---+iai(M)+---+dad(M)d,;'
A*NL(Y)

5.4. Commensurable subalgebras. We turn now to the issue of commensurable
subalgebras. The following discussion will also apply to counting commensurable
subalgebras in a Q,-Lie algebra, an issue which has previously not been discussed.
We identify L with k((t))? by a choice of a basis ey, ... ,eq4 for the k[[t]]-submodule
Lo which is then identified with k[[t]|?. The mapping © : GL4(k((t))) — Gr sends
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a matrix M to the lattice (my,... ,my) spanned by
m; = mg;€; + «++ + Mjq€q,

fori=1,...,d. The index then of H = (m;,... ,my) (as defined in ([47]])) is just
ord,(det M).

5.5. Remark. For subalgebras of Ly ® K the index of H is the same as the codi-
mension. We might have considered encoding a zeta function of commensurable
subalgebras according to index but note that there are an infinite number of com-
mensurable submodules of index 0 whilst there is only one of codimension 0.

We now give a description of the codimension as a function of the entries of M.
Recall that if the entries of M are in the field K containing k, the codimension of
H = (m,,...,my) in LK is defined as the sum of the codimension of HN(Ly® K)
in Ly ® K and in H:

5.6. Lemma. Let M be a K-rational point of GL4(k((t))) and define
n; = min {0, ord¢(my;) : j=1,... ,d}.
Then the codimension of H = (my, ... ,mg) in LK is the sum of ord(det(m;;t"))
and S0 n;.
Proof. This follows from the fact that HN(Ly® K) = (t"'my, ... ,t"m,). Hence the

codimension of HN(Ly® K) is given as usual by ord;(det(m;;t"*)). The codimension
of HN(Ly ® K) in H on the other hand is given by Zle n;. O

We define then the function

d d
codim (M) := ord,(det(m;;t")) + Z n; = ord,(det(m;;)) + 2 Z n;
i=1 =1
which is a simple function.

5.7.  We want to convert the Poincaré series into integrals over arc spaces. To do
this we think of k((¢)) as consisting of two pieces: k[[t]] identified with k[[t]] via
v v and k((¢))\k[[t] identified with tk[[t] via v — v~!. Notice that the measure
on k((¢))\k[[#]] translates under this identification to the measure L2 1 on
tk[[t]]. This follows because the set t~"k[[t]|* has measure L™ whilst t"k[[¢]]*, its
image under v — v~!, has measure L™".

We can partition GLg(k(())) into 2% subsets GLg(k((t)))a which we can index
with an element of A € M;({£1}) so that

GL4(k(()))a = {M € GL4(k((t))) : ords(m;;) > 0 if and only if A;; =1}.
We then identify each GL4(k((t)))a with a subset of £(M,) by the morphism =4 :
M s ( ) Note that 4 (24 (M)) = M.

Now remark that with the notations used in the proof of Proposition p.9, a ma-
trix M is in ©'(X;") if and only if ®<(M) is true where ®= was defined as
the conjunction of statements ord;(det(M)) < ord.(gix(m,s)) appearing in (p.2.4).
Hence the subset =4 (@_1(265)) N GLa(k((t)))a) is a k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subset of
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L(M,) defined by the condition ®=(Z4M) is true. Furthermore, when L is of the
form Ly ®y k[[t]], the definable conditions considered are all semi-algebraic, hence
=a (G_I(Xt%) N GL4(k((t)))a) is semi-algebraic in this case.

Hence we have the following result:

5.8. Theorem. With the preceding notations, =4 (@_1(2(5)) N GLy(k((t))a) is a
k[[t]]-semi-algebraic subset of L(My), and

—s ord¢(det M )d—(codim M)s 7~
PL,XEO(L ) = / o L ( Jd—( S dfi
(581) _ Z Lordt(det EA(M))d—(codimE 4 (M))s

AeMy({£1}) 7 EA X5)NGLa(k((t)a)

XLZAi I 20rdtmlj Aig d/]/

Furthermore, if Ly = Ly ®y k[[t]], with Ly a Lie algebra over k, then
=4 (071(X0) N GLa(k((1)))4)

is a semi-algebraic subset of L(M,).

Proof. Everything has already been proven, except for (p-8.]]), which follows from
Proposition [.§. O

5.9. Proof of Theorem B.1]. Let us first prove (1). Since, by Theorem p.2, we have
(B:2.2) the result follows from Theorem B.7, Remark B.I( and the last statement in
Theorem p.2 Similarly to deduce (2) from Theorem [.§, Theorem B.7 and Remark
B-I0, one needs to check that there exists an integer N such that

NcodimZ4 (M) > ordy(det =4 (M))d + Z 20rdtmi_jA”.

AijZ—l
This follows from the fact that codimZ4 (M) > ord;(det =4 (M)) and if A;; = —1
then ordﬂni_j1 < n;. Hence if we take N = 3d we are done. O

5.10. Remark. If Theorem remains true when semi-algebraic is replaced every-
where by k[[t]]-semi-algebraic and simple by k[[t]]-simple, as suggested in Remark
B.IT], then Theorem [.]] remains true with the same proof, without assuming that L
is obtained by extension of scalars from a Lie algebra L; defined over k.

5.11. Commensurable subalgebras in p-adic Lie algebras. Note that the anal-
ysis above can also be applied to any finite dimensional Q,-Lie algebra £ with a
choice of Z,-lattice L where we define the commensurable zeta function as:

Ceals)= > |L+H:LNH
HeX(L,L)

where X (L, L) denotes theset of Z,-subalgebras commensurable with L. This is the
analogue of what we did above where the index |L 4+ H : L N H| corresponds to the
codimension since codim H = codim (Lo + H : LN H) in the k[[t]]-setting. We shall
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consider later, see Corollary [[.§, the question of zeta functions of L ® Z,, where L
is Z-Lie algebra, but here the analysis applies to a Lie algebra with no underlying
Z-structure. So it is worth recording the following result for (. 1(s), proved as we
said by the same analysis as above replacing L by p, k[[t]] by Z,, k((t)) by Q,, and
Theorem B.7 by Theorem 3.2 of [fl].

5.12. Theorem. Let L be a finite dimensional Q,-Lie algebra with a choice of Z,-
lattice L such that L ® Q, = L. Then (¢ 1(s) is a rational function in p~*.

5.13. F,[[t]]-Lie algebras. We mention that there is another open rationality ques-
tion which fits into this context. This concerns Lie algebras in characteristic p. For
example the following is conjectured in section 5 of [[[1]:

5.14. Conjecture. Let L be a finite dimensional Lie algebra over F,[[t]] additively
isomorphic to F,[[t]?. Then

Culs) =Y |L:H|™
H<L

s

is a rational function in p~° where the sum is taken over F,|[[t]]-subalgebras H.

5.15.  The techniques involved in proving such a result in characteristic zero (quan-
tifier elimination and Hironaka’s resolution of singularities) do not exist at present
in characteristic p. However, in [[[T] the rationality was proved for one class of
IF,[[t]]-algebras. Take L to be an algebra additively isomorphic to Z? and set
L, = L ® F,[[t]], then one can prove that for almost all primes (;, (s) is a ratio-
nal function in p~*. In fact one gets that (z,(s) = (rgz,(s) for almost all primes.
The proof actually follows the theme of this current paper, that there is an integral
over the additive Haar measure on (F,[[t]])? representing this zeta function F,[[]]
which formally looks the same as the integral representing (rgz,(s). Macintyre then
observed that the calculation of this latter integral will carry over formally to the
former essentially for any primes for which one does not divide by in this calculation.
See also Theorem 8.3.2 of [[] for much more general results along these lines.

5.16. If we are going to consider the possible rationality of some of the other motivic
zeta functions considered in this paper then it is necessary to introduce the concept
of polynomial growth for (L, X’). This is going to be a necessary requirement if we are
to prove that the zeta function Pp, x(T") can be expressed as an element of M [T,

5.17. Definition. We say that (L, X') has polynomial growth if there exists some
d € N such, that for all n, A,,(X) is a constructible set and

dim A4, (X) < dn.

Recall a constructible set is of dimension < m, if it may be partioned into finitely
many locally closed pieces with dimension < m.

It is a necessary condition that (L, X’) have polynomial growth for the zeta function
to be rational, because the coefficients of a rational series satisfy a linear recur-
rences of finite order. For example, when L is a finite dimensional k[[t]]-algebra
additively isomorphic to k[[t]]? and & the class of commensurable k[[t]]-subalgebras,
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then A, (X) is contained in Gr(,) whose dimension is bounded by 2nd?, the dimension
of Ma(t™"k{[t]] /" k[[]])-

5.18. Problem. Characterize the N-filtered or Z-filtered infinite dimensional Lie
algebras for which X< has polynomial growth.

5.19. Polynomial growth. If we consider the algebra 2% := @, k - d;, where
(di,d;) = (i — j) diy; and X is the class of all subalgebras, then this does not have
polynomial growth. However, if we define X% to be the class of d-generated subal-
gebras, we find that (9%, X?) does have polynomial growth.

5.20. Problem. Calculate Py+ ya(7T') for d > 2. Is it rational?

More generally, (L, X?) has polynomial growth if L is a well-covered Lie algebra
(where recall a subalgebra of codimension n in L ® K contains Ly, ® K for some
function f(n)) and dim(L/Lyq)) < n° for some fixed c. This is true for example
for all the simple graded Lie algebras of finite growth. However we are unable to
prove that the corresponding zeta function encoding these d-generated subalgebras
is rational.

6. k[[t]]-POWERED NILPOTENT GROUPS

6.1. In [[7] subgroups of finite index in a torsion-free finitely generated nilpotent
group GG were encoded in zeta functions. It was shown there how, for almost all
primes p, there is a one-to-one correspondence between subgroups of finite index
in the pro-p completion G, of G' and subalgebras of finite index in L ® Z, for an
associated Lie algebra L over Z. The pro-p completion has the structure of a Z,-
powered nilpotent group.

We can use the same ideas to show that the motivic zeta functions counting sub-
algebras in a finite dimensional k[[t]]-Lie algebra are also encoding the subgroup
structure of a k[[t]]-powered nilpotent group G where subgroups are taken to be
k[[t]]-closed subgroups.

An R-powered nilpotent group is a nilpotent group with an action of the ring R
satisfying various axioms which can be found in Chapter 6 of P. Hall’'s notes on
nilpotent groups [[L9].

We shall be interested in a certain type of R-powered nilpotent group which arises
when R is a binomial ring in the following way. Take a torsion-free finitely generated
nilpotent group G with a choice of Malcev basis x1, ... ,z4. The group G can then
be identified with the set of elements x(a) = z{* ...z} with a = (a1, ... ,a4) € Z.
In [19] P. Hall proved that there exist polynomials over Q in suitably many variables
which define mappings

N ZPXxZ—Z
p o Z8x 7t =78
such that for a; and ay € Z¢ and k € Z
x(a)" = x(A(a,k))

x(a1) - x(a2) = x(p(ar, az)).
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Since these polynomials over QQ take integer values, they can be represented as Z-
linear combinations of binomial polynomials. Suppose R is a binomial ring, i.e.
(2) is a well-defined element of R for » € R and n € Z. Then we can use the
polynomials A and & to define the structure of an R-powered nilpotent group on the
set of elements x(a) = z{*...2? with a = (ay,... ,a4) € R%.

Therefore to every finitely generated torsion-free nilpotent group G we can define
a k[[t]]-powered group which we shall denote G*lYl. There exists a Q-rational rep-
resentation of G*IYl embedding it as a subgroup of Tt} (k[[t]]), the upper triangular
matrix group of dimension n with 1’s on the diagonal. The image of G*!MI under
the map log defines a nilpotent k[[t]]-subalgebra £ = log GFI!l of Tr¥ (K[[t]]), the
upper triangular matrix group of dimension n with 0’s on the diagonal. (Note that
log is a polynomial map since (U —1)" = 0 if U € Tr}(Kk[[t]]).) The Lie algebra £
is Lo ® k[[t]] where Lq is the Lie algebra corresponding to G under the Malcev
correspondence. In general the image of G under log is not a Lie algebra. However
there is some integer f such that L = log G/ is a Z-Lie algebra. This is the Lie
algebra mentioned in the first paragraph used by Grunewald, Segal and Smith to
set up a one-to-one correspondence between subgroups in G?» = G, and L ® Z,, for
all primes not dividing f (see Theorem 4.1 of [[[7]).

A subgroup H of GFI is k[[t]]-closed if h" € H for all r € k[[t]] and h € H. We shall
define the codimension of such a subgroup as the length n of the maximal chain of
k[[t]]-closed subgroups H; 0 < i < n with H; contained in H,;_; with infinite index
and Hy = GHl and H, = H.

The claim is then that log gives a way of getting from kl[[t]]-closed subgroups to
k[[t]]-subalgebras to prove the following:

6.2. Theorem. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of k[[t]]-
closed subgroups of GFIHI of finite codimension and the set of k[[t]]-subalgebras of
finite codimension in L which preserves the codimension.

Proof. We need to prove that the image of a k[[t]]-closed subgroup H under the map
log is a k[[t]]-subalgebra. The proof of Lemma 1 in Chapter 6 of [ can be applied in
this setting to prove that mZlog H C log H. But since H is k[[t]]-closed and k[[t]] D
Q we have h'/™ € H. Hence Zlog H C log H, i.e. log H is additively closed. Once we
have this then Corollary 3 of Chapter 6 of [2g] implies that log H is also closed under
the Lie bracket by applying the inverse of the Campbell-Hausdorff series. We have
implicitly used the identity rlogh = log h" above when r € Q. This is true in fact
for all values of r € k[[t]]. This follows from the fact that there exist polynomials
fi(a),..., fa(a) such that logzy* ...z = fi(a)logzy + --- + fa(a)logzy. Since
rlogh = logh” is true for all h € G and r € Z we get that the following is a
polynomial identity for all a € k[[t]|? and r € Z

filMa, 7)) = rfi(a).
Hence this must be a formal identity of polynomials which is then true for all values
of r € k[[t]]. Conversely, if M is a k[[t]]-subalgebra of £ then exp M is well-defined
on Tr?(k[[t]]) being a finite polynomial map. By using the Campbell-Hausdorff
series one obtains directly that exp M is a subgroup and the identity rlogh =
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log h" again implies that exp M is a k[[t]]-closed subgroup taking h = expm and
using the identity logexp(m) = m. Since log and exp are bijective maps, we have
a one-to-one correspondence as detailed in the statement of the Theorem. The
correspondence preserves codimension since this is defined by lengths of chains of
k[[t]]-closed subgroups or k[[t]]-subalgebras. O

We can use this to deduce the existence and rationality of a motivic zeta function
associated to GF! a certain type of loop group.

6.3. Corollary. Let G be a finitely generated torsion-free nilpotent group and G*!
the associated k[[t]]-powered nilpotent group. For any field K which is a finite ex-
tension of k, let X(K) denote the set of K|[[t]]-closed subgroups of GXU and et
A, (K) denote the set of K[[t]]-closed subgroups of GKI) of codimension n. There
is a natural structure of constructible set on A, = UgA,(K), hence

Parin,x(T) := Y [A,] T"

neN

is a well-defined element of M([T]]. We call it the motivic zeta function of G*I,
It is equal to the motivic zeta function P, .<(T) of the associated k|[[t]]-Lie algebra

L = log GMM = log GR@qk|[t]]. Hence Pain x(T) is rational, belonging to M[Tjoc.

We have a similar result for normal k[[t]]-closed subgroups in G*Il} since the one-
to-one correspondence in Theorem p.9 sends normal subgroups to ideals.

7. MOTIVIC AND p-ADIC CONE INTEGRALS

The motivic integrals we have defined to capture the subalgebras in a k[[t]]-algebra
are examples of integrals that the first author and Grunewald studied in the p-adic
setting in [[J] called cone integrals. We make the same definition in the motivic
setting:

7.1. Definition. We call an integral

ZD,geom(S) = / L_Ordt(fO)S—Ordt(go)du
\%4

a motivic cone integral if fo(x) and go(x) are polynomials in k[[t]][x1,... , 2] and
there exist polynomials f;(x),¢;(x), i =1,...,1, in k[[t]][z1,... , ;] such that

V ={x € LA}") : ords(fi(x)) < ords(gi(x)) for i =1,...,1}.
The set D = {fo, 90, f1,91,---, i, g} is called the set of cone integral data.

7.2. Definition. Let L be a k[[t]]-algebra additively isomorphic to (k[[#]])? (or a
Z-Lie algebra additively isomorphic to Z?). Then we define Zz geom(s), the motivic
cone integral associated to L, to be

ZL,gOOm(S) = A L_sordt(M)d,u

= ZD,geom(S)



MOTIVIC ZETA FUNCTIONS OF INFINITE DIMENSIONAL LIE ALGEBRAS 35

where
A = {(m;j) € L(My) : ord,(det(M)) < ordi(gijx(mys)) for i, 5,k € {1,... ,d}}
and D is the corresponding cone data.

In section f] we therefore established that

Ppay<(L) =1 -L)7 (1= L) Zp geom(s — d).

The set V in the definition of the motivic cone integral is k[[t]]-semi-algebraic and
therefore measurable; the functions ord,(fy) and ord;(go) are k[[t]]-simple functions.
However, in this more general setting, we don’t know whether the fibres of ord(fo) :
V' — N and ordy(go) : V — N are weakly stable. This is why we need to use the

completion M of M, with respect to the filtration F" M), introduced in B.3,
and to replace the measure fi by the measure p. Hence, Theorem B.§ gives us the
following;:

7.3. Theorem. Assume the polynomials f;(x), gi(x), i = 0,... 1, have their coef-
ficients in k. The motivic cone integral Zp geom(s) belongs to the subring N of the
ring M[[T]] which is generated by the image in M|[T]] of Mue[T], (LP = 1)~ and
(1 —-L7T%) ! withi e N, a € N, b€ N\ {0}, where T =L~*.

In the algebra setting we had that the cone conditions were in fact stable and hence,
by Theorem B.7, the associated zeta function Zj, geom($) is an element of the subring
of Mio[[T]], where T = L~*. However in the more general setting here, we are
required to take infinite sums of elements of M. which are then only defined in the
associated complete ring M. At the moment it is not known if the image of M. is
the same as M), since there might be some kernel. The infinite sums of elements
of Mjee and the terms like (LY — 1)~! which don’t occur in Theorem .7 appear for
example when we consider the constant term of these motivic zeta functions which
take the following form:

/ L_Ordt(go)dlu.
Vn{x:ord:(fo(x))=0}

Even if gy = 0 we get terms coming from the cone conditions like (L* — 1)~! as we

shall see when we derive an explicit expression for motivic cone integrals.

In [[3 the first author and Grunewald produced an explicit formula for p-adic cone
integrals extending Denef’s explicit formula for the Igusa zeta function. We can
do the same thing for the motivic cone integrals. As we shall explain, this will
impact on how canonical the explicit formula for p-adic cone integrals is. It will also
allow us to define a topological zeta function associated to p-adic cone integrals and
ultimately to the zeta function of an algebra defined over Z.

7.4. Assume the polynomials f;(x), g;(x), 7 =0,... [, have their coefficients in k.
Let F' = fogo ... figi and denote by D the divisor defined by F' = 0. Let (Y, h) be
a resolution of F'. By this, we mean that Y is a smooth and connected algebraic
variety, h : Y — X = A" is proper, that the restriction h: Y\ h™(D) — X \ D is
an isomorphism, and that (h™'(D))eq has only normal crossings as a subvariety of
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Y. Let E;, i € T be the irreducible (smooth) components of (h™!(D)),eq wWhere D
is the divisor defined by F' = 0 in X = A™. For each i € T, denote by N;(f;) and
Ni(g;) the multiplicity of E; in the divisor of f;oh and g;oh on Y and by v; — 1 the
multiplicity of F; in the divisor of h*dx, where dz is a local non vanishing volume
form. Fori € T'and I C T, we consider the schemes Ef = Ei\ U, Ej, Er = (e, Ei
and B} = Ef\U,ep Ej- When I =0, we have Ey =Y.

Define a closed cone Dy as follows:

D—T::{(azl,..., ZN fi)x <ZN (gi)x; for i = ,l},

7j=1

where card7" = ¢ and Ry = {z € R: 2z > 0}. Denote the lattice points in Dr by
Ar, i.e. Ap = DpNN!. We can write this cone as a disjoint union of open simplicial
pieces that we shall call Ry, k =0,1,... ,w. We shall assume that Ry = (0,...,0)

and that the next ¢ pieces are all the open one-dimensional edges in the cone Dy:
fork=1,...,q,

Rk:{aek:a(qkl,... ,qkt):a>0}.

Since these are all the edges, for any k € {0,... ,w} there exists some subset M} C
{1,...,q} such that

:{Zajej:aj>0forallj€Mk}.
JEMj

Note that my, := cardM;, < t. We can choose the decomposition of the cone Dy so
that for any k£ € {0,...,w}

RkﬂNt:{leej:ljer foralleMk},

JEMy,

as follows from [J], p.123-124.
Define for each k =1,... , ¢ the following non-negative constants:

(7.4.1) A = Z a5 N3 (fo)

Bk = Zij gO +VJ>

For each I C T define:

Dy = {(k,... k) €Dr:k;>0ifi€land k; =0if i € T\I}
A; = D;nN-.

So Dy = U;cr D1, a disjoint union.
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For each I C T there is then a subset W; C {0,... ,w} so that
D;= |J B
keWr
If kK € Wi, we set I, = I. We can now state the explicit formula for motivic cone

integrals:

7.5. Theorem. Assume the polynomials f;(x), gi(x), i = 0,... 1, have their coef-

ficients in k. The following equality holds in N :

w . L—(Aj5+Bj)
(7.5.1) Zp geom(s) = (L= 1ML B2 T] (I—L & B

k=0 jEM,

Proof. The proof works just the same as the one in [[J] for the explicit formula for
p-adic cone integrals, using Lemma 3.4 of [{] for performing the change of variable,
cf. the proof of Proposition 2.2.2 of [f]. O

7.6.  Our goal now is to explain the relationship between motivic cone integrals and
p-adic cone integrals. We begin with some preliminaries. We assume k = Q (in fact
we could assume as well that k is a number field or even only a field of finite type
over Q). For any variety X over Q, one can choose a model X of X over Z, and
consider the number of points n,(X) of the reduction of X modulo p, for p a prime
number. Of course, for some prime numbers p, n,(X) may depend of the model
X, but, for a given X, the numbers n,(X) are well defined for almost all p. If we
denote by P the set of all primes, the sequence n,(X) is well defined as an element
of the ring Z”’, where, for any ring R, we set R”’ := [[ .p R/ ®pep R. Moreover,
counting points being additive for disjoint unions and multiplicative for products,
the sequence n,(X) in Z”’ only depends on the class of X in M and may be extended
to a ring morphism n : M — Z”’. Setting n,(L™') = 1/p, one may extend uniquely
n to a ring morphism n : M, — Q7. Furthermore, by Lemma 8.1.1 of [f], the
morphism n factors through th/e\ image Mo of Mg in M. Recall that We/glenoted
by N the subring of the ring M[[T]] which is generated by the image in M|[T7]] of
Mo[T], (L' —=1)"! and (1 — L7%7°)~! with i € N, a € N, b € N\ {0}. Hence,
sending (L' —1)~! and (1 — L=T%)~! to (p' — 1)~ and (1 — p~*T®)~1, respectively,
one can uniquely extend n to a ring morphism n : NV — Q[[T]]P’ .

7.7. Assume k = Q and that f; and g;, for i = 0,...,[, are polynomials with
coefficients in Q. Then, for every prime p, we can consider the p-adic cone integral

o (s) = / pordaio)s—ords(e0) g,
V;

with
V, = {x € Q' :ord,(fi(x)) < ord,(gi(x)) fori=1,...,1}.

Here ord, stands for p-adic valuation and dpu, denotes the additive Haar measure on
,', normalized so that Z;* has volume 1.
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By [[3], for almost all p,

v p At B))

Zppls) = 3 _(p = 1)"p™" B, (Fy)] H ~(A;5+B)))

k=0 ]EMk

Hence Theorem [7.] has the following corollary:

7.8. Corollary. For almost all primes p,

1p(ZD geom(8)) = Zp p(5)-
(In the left hand side T'= L™, while in the right hand side T = p~°.)

In particular, we have the following relationship between the motivic zeta function
of a Lie algebra and the zeta functions counting finite index Z,-subalgebras:

7.9. Corollary. Let L be a Lie-algebra of finite rank defined over Z. For almost
all p,

1p(Preqp, 2 (L7°) = Crez, ().

7.10. In fact, we should mention that a result such as Corollary [/.§ holds in much
wider generality. Let k£ be a finite extension of Q with ring of integers O and
R= (9[%], with N a non zero multiple of the discriminant. For z a closed point of
Spec R, we denote by K, the completion of the localization of R at x, by O, its ring
of integer, and by F, the residue field at z, a finite field of cardinality ¢,. Let f(x)
be a polynomial in k[z1,... ,x,,] (or more generally a definable function in the first
order language of valued fields with variables and values taking place in the valued
field and with coefficients in k) and let ¢ be a formula in the language of valued
fields with coefficients in k, free variables xy, ..., z,, running over the valued field
and no other free variables. Now set W, := {y € OJ" : p(y) holds} and define

T pals) = / FLldal.,

for z a closed point of Spec O. One should remark these integrals are of much more
general nature than the previously considered cone integrals, since quantifiers are
now allowed in ¢. In this more general setting we still want a geometrical object
which specializes, for almost all z to the local integrals I, s ,(s). In [f] this aim is
achieved, at the cost of replacing the “naive” ring M, by a Grothendieck group
of Chow motived]. More precisely, it is shown in [[J], that there exists a canonical
rational function I, fmet(7') with coefficients in an appropriate Grothendieck ring
of Chow motives, such that, for almost all closed points z in Spec O, I, fmot(T)
specializes - after taking the trace of the Frobenius on an étale realization and after
setting 1" = ¢ ® - to the p-adic integral I, f.(s).

2For an indication of why Chow motives arise naturally in these questions, see
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7.11. To what extent are the constructible sets E7, in Theorem [(.3 unique? The
left hand side of ([.5.1]) being canonical, it follows that the class of the right hand
side is independent of the resolution. On the other hand it is unclear how one can
deduce the motivic zeta function from the p-adic ones. The first problem is that
distinct varieties over (Q may have the same number of points in F,, which is in
particular the case for isogenous elliptic curves over . Much deeper is the fact,
due to Faltings [[T], that if, for almost all p, n,(E) = n,(E’), with E and E’ elliptic
curves over Q, then E and E’ are isogenous. Since isogenous elliptic curves define
the same Chow motive, one sees Chow motives appearing in a natural way in the
play. Let us recall (see B3] for more details), that for & a field, a Chow motive
over k is just a triple (S, p,n) with S proper and smooth over k, p an idempotent
correspondence with coefficients in Q on X, and n in Z. One endows Chow motives
over k with the structure of a pseudo-abelian category which we denote by Mot, and
we denote by Ky(Moty) its Grothendieck group which may also be defined as the
abelian group associated to the monoid of isomorphism classes of objects in Moty
with respect to the natural sum @. There is also a tensor product on Mot inducing
a product on Ky(Moty) which provides Ky(Moty) with a natural ring structure.
Assume now that & is of characteristic zero. By a result of Gillet and Soulé [[f] and
Guillén and Navarro Aznar [[§] there exists a unique morphism of rings

Xe : M — Ko(Moty,)

such that x.([S]) = [h(S)] for S projective and smooth, where h(S) denotes the
Chow motive associated to S, i.e. h(S) = (5,id,0). Let us still denote by L the
image of L by x.. Since L = [(Spec k, id, —1)], it is invertible in Ky(Moty), hence x.
can be extended uniquely to a ring morphism

Xe @ Mioe —> Ko(Moty,).

7.12. Problem. Assume k = Q (one can ask a similar question when k is a number
field, or more generaly of finite type over Q). Is it true that for a in My, if n(a) =0
then y.(a) =07

A positive answer to this question would imply that the knowledge of the motivic
integrals may be deduced from that of the corresponding p-adic integrals.

7.13. Since in the simplest examples, as the ones given in §0, the zeta functions
Cr,(s) are just rational functions of p and p~® and the corresponding motivic zeta,
functions rational functions of L and L™, we give an example showing that non
trivial motives may indeed appear.
Let L be the class two nilpotent Lie algebra over Z of dimension 9 as a free Z-module
given by the following presentation:

I = ( T %2, L3, T4, Ts; L6, Y1, Y2, Ys - (1, 4) = Y3, (21, 35) = Y1, (1, 36) = Yo
(T2, 74) = Y2, (T2, 6) = Y1, (3, 74) = Y1, (T3, 75) = Y3
where all other commutators are defined to be 0. This Lie algebra was discovered

by the first author to answer negatively the following question asked by Grunewald,
Segal and Smith in [[7]: if L is a Lie algebra over Z, do there exist finitely many
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rational function ®;(X,Y),...,®,.(X,Y) such that for each prime p there exists
i€ {l,...,r} and (f (s) = ®i(p,p~*)? Let E be the elliptic curve Y? = X? — X.
One can show, by a direct calculation (see [[4]), that there exist two non zero rational
functions P1(X,Y) and P(X,Y) € Q(X,Y) such that, for almost all primes p,

CL,(s) = Pi(p,p™°) + [ E(Fy)| Pa(p, p~°).

By the result of Faltings already alluded to, it follows that the Chow motive of the
curve F is canonically attached to the Lie algebra L. It seems also quite natural
to guess, but this has to be checked, that the calculation of the associated motivic
cone integral gives

P(L, L") + [E]Po(L, L™7).

To see where the elliptic curve is hidden in this Lie algebra, consider det((z;, x;13)) =
0 which gives an equation for the projective version of E.

7.14. There is one case in which one can deduce an expression for the motivic zeta
function from the corresponding expression for the p-adic zeta functions:

7.15. Theorem. Let L be a Lie algebra over Z additively isomorphic to Z%. Suppose
that there exist two rational functions ®(X,Y) and V(X,Y) € Q(X,Y) such that,
for almost all primes p, (1, (s) = ®(p,p~°) and PL®QW’X§(L‘S) = U(L,L~*). Then
B(X,Y) = U(X,Y).

Proof. This follows from Corollary [-9 and the fact that if ®(p,p~*) = V(p,p~°) for
almost all primes p then ®(X,Y) = ¥(X,Y). O

8. TOPOLOGICAL ZETA FUNCTIONS

8.1. In [ff] a topological zeta function was associated to each polynomial f € C[X].
The function was defined from the explicit formula in terms of a resolution of sin-
gularities for the associated local Igusa zeta functions of f. It can be interpreted
as considering the explicit formula as p — 1. The heart of the paper [fJ] was the
proof that this definition was independent of the resolution. The proof given there
depended essentially on using the p-adic analysis of these local zeta functions and
the associated explicit formulae. However the current motivic setting gives a proof
of the independence of the resolution without going to the local zeta functions as
we shall explain.

In the setting of groups and Lie algebras it was unclear that such a topological
zeta function could be associated to every nilpotent group or Z-Lie algebra. This
depended on producing an explicit formula. Since [[3] now provides such an explicit
formula for zeta functions of nilpotent groups and Lie algebras and more generally
for any cone integral, we can define the associated topological zeta function and use
the setting of the current paper to prove that it is independent of the resolution and
subdivision of the cone.

We now proceed similarly as in section 2.3 of [fj] to define topological zeta functions.
Let M[L~*]{,. be the subring of M[L™*]j,. generated by the ring of polynomials

loc

Mioe[L7%] and by the quotients (L — 1)(1 — L=N=")~1 for (N, n) € N?\(0,0).
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Recall we denoted by M. the image of M, in M\ . In particular M, is a quotient
without (L — 1)-torsion of M.

By expanding L=% and (L—1)(1—L~"*=")~! into series in L—1, one gets a canonical
morphism of algebras

© - M[L_S]ioc - mlOC[S] [(NS + n)_l](N,n)ENz\(0,0) [[L - 1]]a

where [[L — 1]} denotes completion with respect to the ideal generated by L — 1.
Taking the quotient of Moc[s][(Ns—+n)~ ] (n.nyenz\ (0,0 [[L—1]] by the ideal generated
by L — 1, one obtains the evaluation morphism:

evi—1 : Mioe[s][(Ns + 1) v meny00)[[L = 1]] —
(mloc/L - 1) [s][(Ns + n)_l](N,n)eNZ\(op)-

We denote by xiop(X) the usual Euler characteristic of a smooth, projective k-scheme
(say in étale Q; -cohomology). By §6.1 of [[], this factorises through a morphism
Xtop © Mioc = N. Since xiop(L) = 1, this induces then a morphism

Xtop - (ﬂlOC/L — 1) [8][(N8 + n)_l](N,n)€N2\(070) — Z[S][(NS + n)_l](Nm)eNz\(o,o).

8.2. Definition. The topological cone zeta function Zp top(s) associated to the cone
data D is defined to be

Zp,10p(8) 7= (Xtop © €VL=1© ¢) (ZD geom (5)) -
8.3. Definition. Let L be a k[[t]]-algebra additively isomorphic to (k[[t]])* or a Z-

Lie algebra additively isomorphic to Z?. Let L be an algebra additively isomorphic
to Z4. We define the topological zeta function Z op(s) of L to be

ZL,top(S) = (Xtop Oo€evp=1© 90) (ZL,geom(S>> .

These definitions make sense since Zp geom(s) and Zy, geom(s) belong to M[L™*]] . by
Theorem [[.5].

We can get an explicit formula for the topological zeta functions from that for the
associated motivic zeta function. We use the notation defined prior to the statement
of Theorem [.5. We define the subset Wy, C {0,... ,w} such that k € W, if and
only if |I;| = |My|. These are the indices of pieces of the cone whose dimension is
equal to the dimension of the vector space spanned by all those basis elements with
non-zero coefficients somewhere in the piece.

8.4. Proposition. Let D be a set of cone integral data. Then with the notation
above:

ZD,tOp(S) = Z Xtop(E;k) H m

keWiop JEM},

Some pieces R; of the cone may be missing in this expression. Note that in the
special case of the Igusa zeta function we do see all the pieces R; since the cone
there is the full positive quadrant. Nevertheless, in the more general setting of a
cone integral, the constants A; and B; (j € {1,...,q}) will appear in this formula
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somewhere whenever the one-dimensional edge R; sits on an open simplicial piece

of the cone of dimension corresponding to the number of non-zero entries of R;.

9. EXAMPLES
9.1. Free abelian. Let L = Z% Then

PL®k[[t]],Xt§(S) = (1 — L—S)—l o (1 . L—s—i—d—l)—l
(1-— L_l) (1— L—d)
ZL,goom(S) = (1 — L—s—d) . (1 — L—s—l)
1
ZL7t0p(S>

(s+d)...(s+1)

The calculation of the integral in the p-adic setting translates immediately to a
calculation of the motivic integral, proving the above identities.

9.2. Heisenberg. Let

0 Z Z
L= 0 Z
0
Then
PL®k[[t]]7Xt§(s) = (1 — L—s)—l(l _ Ll—s)—l(l _ L2—2s)—1(1 _ L3—2s)—1(1 _ L3—3s)
VA (s) (1- L_l)(l — L_2)(1 — L—3)(1 _ L—3s—6)
L,geom (1 — L—s—3)(1 _ L—s—2)(1 _ L—2s—4)(1 _ L_23_3)
3
Z10p(5)

2(s+3)(s+2)(2s+3)
Using Proposition p.3,
(1-LH(1-L?)(1-L3)

21, geom(8) = (1—L-1)3

/ L—ordt (z)(s+2) L—ordt (y)(s+1) L—ordt (Z)Sd,u
A

where
A= {(z,y,2) € k[[t]> : ordy(zy) > ord(2)} .

The polynomial associated to the cone integral data already defines a non-singular
space consisting only of normal crossings. So no resolution of singularities is required.
The associated cone D is the span of the four one-dimensional pieces where we
record the associated A; and B;:

R, = (1,0,1),A, =2, B, =4
Ry (100)A2_1Bg_3
Ry = (1,0,1),A3=2,B;=3
R, = (0,1,0), A4_1 Bi=2.
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The following is a table of the pieces Ry k € {0, ... ,w} corresponding to a suitable
decomposition of this cone where R;, ... R; denotes the open piece spanned by
Rila ey R; :

Ur*

Ry, Ik | M| Ef,

0 0 0 (L—1)°
Ry 2 1 (L—1)
Ry 11 (L —1)°
Rs 2 1 (L—1)
Ry 11 (L—1)°
RiR, 2 2 (L—1)
RiRs 3 2 1

RyRs 3 2 1

RyRy 2 2 (L—1)
RsRy 2 2 (L—1)
RiRRs 3 3 1
RyRsR, 3 3 1

Using our explicit formula it is possible then to derive the expression for Zp, geom(s)
given above. ‘

To derive the expression for ZJ, i0p(s) note that yip((L — 1)") = 0 for ¢ > 0. Hence
those pieces Ry, for which [I| = |M}] and Xiop(E7,) # 0 are Ry RyR3 and RoR3Ry.
This gives the following expression for Zp iop(s) :

Z : :
vl = 43251 3) | (535 + (512
3

2(s+3)(2s+3)(s+2)

Of course one could directly deduce this by applying the function Xiop © €vp=1 0 ¢
to the final expression for Zj geom(s). However it is instructive to see the explicit
formula for Zp 1o, (s) at work.

L:{(Z b_a ) :(a,b,c)€Z3}.
Then

Prorpxs(s) = (1-L7°)7 Y1 —L7)7 11 —L¥2)" (1 - LI72)71(1 — L)
1-L7H(1 - L 2)(1 L-3)(1 — L3s%)
(1-L3)(1 - L—2)(1 — L24)(1 — L-2-5)
35 + 8
2(s+3)(s+2)°(2s+5)

9.3. sls. Let

ZL,geom(S)

ZL,tOP(S)
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Using Proposition p.3 we have the following description of Z}, geom(s)
(1-LH(1-L?)(1-L3)

7 com — L—ordt(a)(s+2)L—ordt(x)(s-l—l)L—ordt(z)sd
Lgeom(5) (1—L1)3 /W H
where
a b c v(z) < v(4z2b)
W = 0 z y | €Trs(R): v(z) < v(4by)
0 0 = v(zz) < v(az? + dexy — 4by?)

The polynomial associated to the cone integral data is singular in this case. There
have been several calculations of the zeta function of sl3(Z,) for p > 2 (see [0
and [[I]]) which give the answer above with L replaced by p. However, it is not
possible to deduce directly that the above expression is a correct formula for the
corresponding motivic zeta function, cf. the discussion at the end of Section [f.
However, recently, the first author and Ph.D. student Gareth Taylor [[J], have used
the approach of applying resolution of singularities to the non-singular polynomial
associated to the cone integral data of the integral above to deduce the expression
for the p-adic integrals. The advantage of this approach is that it formally translates
into a calculation of the corresponding motivic zeta function. Alternatively, one can
observe that the resolution of the polynomial gives rise to E; which are generated
out of L, i.e. we don’t get any exotic varieties, so that there exists a rational function
U(X,Y) € Q(X,Y) such that the motivic zeta function is W(L,L~%). Hence, by
Corollary [7.9, one is able to deduce that the rational function describing the p-adic
expressions is the same as U(X,Y).
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