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Generalized Igusa functions and ideal growth
in nilpotent Lie rings

Angela Carnevale, Michael M. Schein and Christopher Voll

We introduce a new class of combinatorially defined rational functions and apply them to deduce explicit
formulae for local ideal zeta functions associated to the members of a large class of nilpotent Lie rings
which contains the free class-2-nilpotent Lie rings and is stable under direct products. Our results unify
and generalize a substantial number of previous computations. We show that the new rational functions,
and thus also the local zeta functions under consideration, enjoy a self-reciprocity property, expressed in
terms of a functional equation upon inversion of variables. We establish a conjecture of Grunewald, Segal,
and Smith on the uniformity of normal zeta functions of finitely generated free class-2-nilpotent groups.

1. Introduction

The objective of this paper is twofold. The first aim is to introduce a new class of combinatorially defined
multivariate rational functions and to prove that they satisfy a self-reciprocity property, expressed in terms
of a functional equation upon inversion of variables. The second is to apply these rational functions to
obtain an explicit description of the local ideal zeta functions associated to a class of combinatorially
defined Lie rings. We start with a discussion of the latter application before formulating and explaining
the new class of rational functions.

1.1. Finite uniformity for ideal zeta functions of nilpotent Lie rings. Given an additively finitely
generated ring L, i.e., a finitely generated Z-module with some biadditive, not necessarily associative
multiplication, the ideal zeta function of L is the Dirichlet generating series

ζ ◁

L(s) =

∑
I◁L

|L : I |−s, (1-1)

where I runs over the (two-sided) ideals of L of finite additive index in L and s is a complex variable.
Prominent examples of ideal zeta functions include the Dedekind zeta functions, enumerating ideals of
rings of integers of algebraic number fields and, in particular, Riemann’s zeta function ζ(s).
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It is not hard to verify that, for a general ring L, the ideal zeta function ζ ◁

L(s) satisfies an Euler product
whose factors are indexed by the rational primes:

ζ ◁

L(s) =

∏
p prime

ζ ◁

L(Zp)
(s),

where, for a prime p,
ζ ◁

L(Zp)
(s) =

∑
I◁L(Zp)

|L(Zp) : I |−s

enumerates the ideals of finite index in the completion L(Zp) := L ⊗Z Zp or, equivalently, the ideals of
finite p-power index in L. Here Zp denotes the ring of p-adic integers; note that ideals of L(Zp) are, in
particular, Zp-submodules of L(Zp). It is, in contrast, a deep result that the Euler factors ζ ◁

L(Zp)
(s) are

rational functions in the parameter p−s ; see [Grunewald et al. 1988, Theorem 3.5].
Computing these rational functions explicitly for a given ring L is, in general, a very hard problem.

Solving it is usually rewarded by additional insights into combinatorial, arithmetic, or asymptotic aspects
of ideal growth. It was shown by du Sautoy and Grunewald [2000] that the problem, in general, involves
the determination of the numbers of Fp-rational points of finitely many algebraic varieties defined over Q.
Only under additional assumptions on L may one hope that these numbers are given by finitely many
polynomial functions in p. We say that the ideal zeta function of L is finitely uniform if there are finitely
many rational functions W ◁

1 (X, Y ), . . . , W ◁

N (X, Y ) ∈ Q(X, Y ) such that for any prime p there exists
i ∈ {1, . . . , N } such that

ζ ◁

L(Zp)
(s) = W ◁

i (p, p−s).

If a single rational function suffices (i.e., N = 1), we say that the ideal zeta function of L is uniform.
While finite uniformity dominates among low-rank examples, including most of those included in the
book [du Sautoy and Woodward 2008] and those computed by Rossmann’s [2018] computer algebra
package Zeta [2022], it is not ubiquitous: for a nonuniform example in rank 9, see [du Sautoy 2002]
and [Voll 2004]. In general, the ideal zeta function of a direct product of rings is not given by a simple
function of the ideal zeta functions of the factors. It is not even clear whether (finite) uniformity of the
latter implies (finite) uniformity of the former.

1.1.1. Main results. We now restrict to the case of Lie rings, namely rings in which the multiplication is
antisymmetric and satisfies the Jacobi identity; note that the Jacobi identity holds trivially for all nilpotent
rings of class at most two. In this paper we give constructive proofs of (finite) uniformity of ideal zeta
functions associated to the members of a large class of nilpotent Lie rings of nilpotency class at most two.

Definition 1.1. Let L denote the class of nilpotent Lie rings of nilpotency class at most two which is
closed under direct products and contains the following Lie rings:

(1) The free class-2-nilpotent Lie rings f2,d on d generators, for d ≥ 2; see Section 5.2.

(2) The free class-2-nilpotent products gd,d ′ = Zd
∗ Zd ′

, for d, d ′
≥ 0; see Section 5.3.

(3) The higher Heisenberg Lie rings hd for d ≥ 1; see Section 5.4.
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Note that L contains the free abelian Lie rings Zd
= gd,0 = g0,d .

Our main “global” result produces explicit formulae for almost all Euler factors of the ideal zeta
functions associated to Lie rings obtained from the members of L by base extension with general rings
of integers of number fields. In particular, we show that these zeta functions are finitely uniform and,
more precisely, that the variation of the Euler factors is uniform among unramified primes with the same
decomposition behavior in the relevant number field.

Theorem 1.2. Let L be an element of L, and let f = ( f1, . . . , fg) ∈ Ng be a g-tuple for some g ∈ N.
There exists an explicitly described rational function W ◁

L, f ∈ Q(X, Y ) such that the following holds:
Let O be the ring of integers of a number field of degree n, and set L(O) = L ⊗ O. If a rational

prime p factorizes in O as pO = p1p2 · · · pg, for pairwise distinct prime ideals pi in O of inertia degrees
( f1, . . . , fg), then

ζ ◁

L(O),p(s) = W ◁

L, f (p, p−s).

In particular, ζ ◁

L(O)
(s) is finitely uniform and ζ ◁

L(s) = ζ ◁

L(Z)
(s) is uniform. Moreover, the rational function

W ◁

L, f satisfies the functional equation

W ◁

L, f (X−1, Y −1) = (−1)n rkZ LX(n rkZ L

2 )Y n(rkZ L+rkZ(L/Z(L)))W ◁

L, f (X, Y ). (1-2)

A special case of Theorem 1.2 establishes part of a conjecture of Grunewald, Segal, and Smith on the
normal subgroup growth of free nilpotent groups under extension of scalars. In [Grunewald et al. 1988],
they introduced the concept of the normal zeta function

ζ ◁

G(s) =

∑
H◁G

|G : H |
−s

of a torsion-free finitely generated nilpotent group G, enumerating the normal subgroups of G of finite
index in G. As G is nilpotent, it also satisfies an Euler product decomposition

ζ ◁

G(s) =

∏
p prime

ζ ◁

G,p(s),

whose factors enumerate the normal subgroups of G of p-power index. If G has nilpotency class
two, then its normal zeta function coincides with the ideal zeta function of the associated Lie ring
LG := G/Z(G) ⊕ Z(G); see the remark on page 206 of [Grunewald et al. 1988] and the more detailed
discussion in [Berman et al. 2015, Section 3.1]. Thus, ζ ◁

G(s) = ζ ◁

LG
(s). Moreover, every class-2-nilpotent

Lie ring L arises in this way and gives rise to a torsion-free finitely generated nilpotent group G(L); see
[Voll 2019, Section 1.2] for details. Theorem 1.2 thus has a direct corollary pertaining to the normal zeta
functions of the finitely generated class-2-nilpotent groups corresponding to the Lie rings in L. Since the
groups associated to the free class-2-nilpotent Lie rings f2,d are the finitely generated free class-2-nilpotent
groups F2,d = G(f2,d), Theorem 1.2 implies the conjecture on page 188 of [Grunewald et al. 1988] for
the case ∗ = ◁ and class c = 2. The conjecture for normal zeta functions had previously been established
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only for d = 2 [Grunewald et al. 1988, Theorem 3]; see also Section 1.1.2. We are not aware of any other
case for which the conjecture has been proven or refuted.

For any class-2-nilpotent Lie ring L, it is known [Voll 2010, Theorem C] that the Euler factors of
ζ ◁

L(s) at almost all primes p are realized by rational functions admitting functional equations with the
same symmetry factor (−1)rkZ LX(rkZ L

2 )Y rkZ L+rkZ(L/Z(L)). In particular, the functional equation (1-2) of
Theorem 1.2 shows that, for the Lie rings L(O), where L lies in our class L and O is a number ring, the
finitely many primes excluded by [Voll 2010, Theorem C] must ramify in O. We suspect that they are
exactly the primes ramifying in O; see Remark 1.5 below.

Theorem 1.2 is a consequence of the following uniform “local” result. Throughout the paper, o will
denote a compact discrete valuation ring of arbitrary characteristic and residue field of characteristic p
and cardinality q. Thus, o may, for instance, be a finite extension of the ring Zp of p-adic integers (of
characteristic zero) or a ring of formal power series of the form Fq [[T ]] (of positive characteristic). The
o-ideal zeta function

ζ ◁o
L (s) =

∑
I◁L

|L : I |−s

of an o-algebra L of finite o-rank is defined as in (1-1), with I ranging over the o-ideals of L , viz.
(ad L)-invariant o-submodules of L . Note that every element L of L may, after tensoring over Z with o,
be considered a free and finitely generated o-Lie algebra. Given an o-module R, we write L(R) = L ⊗o R.

Theorem 1.3. Let L = (L1, . . . ,Lg) be a family of elements of L and f = ( f1, . . . , fg) ∈ Ng. There
exists an explicit rational function W ◁

L, f ∈ Q(X, Y ) such that the following holds:
Let o be a compact discrete valuation ring and (O1, . . . ,Og) be a family of finite unramified extensions

of o with inertia degrees ( f1, . . . , fg). Consider the o-Lie algebra

L = L1(O1) × · · · ×Lg(Og).

For every finite extension O of o, of inertia degree f over o, say, the O-ideal zeta function of L(O)

satisfies

ζ ◁O
L(O)(s) = W ◁

L, f (q
f , q− f s).

The rational function W ◁

L, f satisfies the functional equation

W ◁

L, f (X−1, Y −1) = (−1)N0 X(N0
2 )Y N0+N1 W ◁

L, f (X, Y ), (1-3)

where

N0 = rko L =

g∑
i=1

fi rkZ(Li ) and N1 = rko(L/Z(L)) =

g∑
i=1

fi rkZ(Li/Z(Li )).

Theorem 1.2 is readily deduced from Theorem 1.3. Indeed, let L be a nilpotent Lie ring as in the
statement of Theorem 1.2, and let O be the ring of integers of a number field. Suppose that the rational
prime p is unramified in O and decomposes as pO= p1p2 · · · pg, where the pi are distinct prime ideals of
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O of inertia degrees fi . Then O⊗Z Zp ≃ O1 × · · ·×Og, where each Oi/Zp is an unramified extension
of inertia degree fi . Therefore,

L(O⊗Z Zp) ≃ L(O1) × · · · ×L(Og).

Hence, by Theorem 1.3 we have

ζ ◁

L(O),p(s) = ζ
◁Zp
L(O⊗ZZp)

(s) = W ◁

(L,...,L),( f1,..., fg)(p, p−s)

for an explicit rational function W ◁

(L,...,L),( f1,..., fg)
∈ Q(X, Y ). Setting W ◁

L, f = W ◁

(L,...,L),( f1,..., fg)
, we

obtain Theorem 1.2. The functional equation of Theorem 1.2 follows from that of Theorem 1.3 since
n =

∑g
i=1 fi as p is unramified in O.

Remark 1.4. Our description of the rational function W ◁

L, f is so explicit that one may, in principle, read
off the (local) abscissa of convergence α◁O

L(O) of ζ ◁O
L(O)(s), viz.

α◁O
L(O) := inf{α ∈ R>0 | ζ ◁O

L(O)(s) converges on {s ∈ C | ℜ(s) > α}} ∈ Q>0;

see Remark 4.23.

Remark 1.5. We emphasize that Theorem 1.3 makes no restriction on the residue characteristic of o. In
this regard it strengthens, for the class of Lie rings under consideration, the result [Voll 2019, Theorem 1.2],
which establishes the functional equation (1-3) for all o whose residue characteristic avoids finitely many
prime numbers; see [Voll 2019, Corollary 1.3] and also [Lee and Voll 2023, Theorem 1.7]. In the global
contexts of ideal zeta functions of rings of the form L(O) for number rings O, Theorem 1.3 shows that
the finitely many Euler factors for which the functional equation (1-3) fails must be among those indexed
by primes that ramify in O.

In [Schein and Voll 2015, Conjecture 1.4] it was suggested that a functional equation should hold for
all local factors ζ ◁

f2,2(O),p(s), where f2,2 is the Heisenberg Lie ring and O is a number ring; if p ramifies
in O, then the symmetry factor must be modified from that of (1-3). Some cases of the conjecture were
proved in [Schein and Voll 2016, Corollary 3.13]. There is computational evidence, due to T. Bauer,
that other Lie rings in the class L also exhibit the remarkable property of the local factors ζ ◁

L(O),p(s) at
ramified primes p being described by rational functions satisfying functional equations. However, these
local factors cannot be computed by the methods of this paper; see Remark 4.8. Bauer’s computations,
together with the results of this paper, suggest the following natural question: how do the local factors
ζ ◁

L(O),p(s) behave at ramified primes, and how does the structure of L govern their behavior?
Another natural problem is to improve upon Definition 1.1 by giving a conceptual characterization

of the class of Lie rings to which our method, or a mild generalization thereof, applies. For instance,
forthcoming work of T. Bauer extends our argument to explicitly compute the ideal zeta functions of
central products of finitely many copies of Lie rings in the class L. By contrast, nonuniform examples
such as those of [du Sautoy 2002; Voll 2004] provide a limit on the applicability of these methods.
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1.1.2. Previous and related work. Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 generalize and unify several previously known
results:

(1) The most classical may be the formula for the o-ideal zeta function

ζon (s) := ζ ◁o
on (s) =

n∏
i=1

1
1 − q−s+i−1 (1-4)

of the (abelian Lie) ring on
= g0,n(o) = gn,0(o); see [Grunewald et al. 1988, Proposition 1.1].

(2) The ideal zeta functions of the so-called Grenham Lie rings g1,d were given in [Voll 2005a, Theo-
rem 5].

(3) Formulae for the ideal zeta functions of the free class-2-nilpotent Lie rings f2,d on d generators are
the main result of [Voll 2005b].

(4) The paper [Schein and Voll 2015] contains formulae for all local factors of the ideal zeta functions
of the Lie rings f2,2(O) = g1,1(O) = h1(O), i.e., the Heisenberg Lie ring over an arbitrary number
ring O, which are indexed by primes unramified in O. The uniform nature of these functions had
already been established in [Grunewald et al. 1988, Theorem 3]. Formulae for factors indexed by
nonsplit primes are given in [Schein and Voll 2016].

(5) The ideal zeta functions of the Lie rings hd × or were computed in [Grunewald et al. 1988, Proposi-
tion 8.4], whereas for the direct products hd × · · · × hd they were computed in [Bauer 2013].

(6) The ideal zeta function of the Lie ring g2,2 was computed in [Paajanen 2008, Theorem 11.1].

Some of the members of the family of Lie rings L have previously been studied in the context of
related counting problems, each leading to a different class of zeta functions. We mention specifically four
such classes: First, the subring zeta function of a (class-2-nilpotent Lie) ring L, enumerating the finite
index subrings of L. Second, the proisomorphic zeta function of G(L), the finitely generated nilpotent
group associated to L via the Malcev correspondence, enumerating the subgroups of finite index of G(L)

whose profinite completions are isomorphic to that of G(L). Third, the representation zeta function of
G(L), enumerating the twist-isoclasses of complex irreducible representations of G(L). Fourth, the class
number zeta function of G(L), enumerating the class numbers (i.e., numbers of conjugacy classes) of
congruence quotients of this group; see [Lins de Araujo 2019].

The subring zeta functions of the Grenham Lie rings g1,d were computed in [Voll 2006]. Those of
the free class-2-nilpotent Lie rings f2,d are largely unknown, apart from d = 2 [Grunewald et al. 1988]
and d = 3 ([du Sautoy and Woodward 2008, Theorem 2.16], due to G. Taylor). The proisomorphic zeta
functions of the members of a combinatorially defined class of groups that includes the Grenham groups
G(g1,d) were computed in [Berman et al. 2018], their normal zeta functions in [Voll 2020]. Moreover, all
Euler factors of the proisomorphic zeta functions of G(f2,d(O)) and G(hd(O)), where O is an arbitrary
number ring, as well as of the base extensions to O of the groups considered in [Berman et al. 2018] and
some other families of nilpotent groups of unbounded class, were computed in [Berman et al. 2022]. The
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representation zeta functions of the free class-2-nilpotent groups F2,d(O) = G(f2,d(O)) were computed in
[Stasinski and Voll 2014, Theorem B], those of the groups G(gd,d ′(O)) in [Zordan 2022, Theorem A]. In
these cases, not only is there a fine Euler decomposition, but the rational function realizing the fine Euler
factors is independent of O and of the prime. The class number zeta functions of the groups F2,d(O) and
G(gd,d(O)), which may be found in [Lins de Araujo 2020, Corollary 1.5], satisfy the same properties.

Combinatorial structures similar to those employed in the present article were also used in [Rossmann
and Voll 2019]. In that paper, they were used to produce explicit formulae for zeta functions enumerating
conjugacy classes of the cographical groups defined in [Rossmann and Voll 2019, Section 3.4].

1.1.3. Methodology. Our approach to computing the explicit rational functions mentioned in Theorems 1.3
and 1.2 hinges on the following considerations. Fix a prime p and a class-2-nilpotent Lie ring L and
consider, for simplicity, the pro-p completion L = L(Zp) of L. Given a Zp-sublattice 3 ≤ L , set
3 := (3+ L ′)/L ′ and 3′

:= 3∩ L ′. Here we write L ′
= [L , L] for the commutator subring of L . Clearly,

3 is a Zp-ideal of L if and only if [3, L] ⊆ 3′. This allows us, for fixed 3, to reduce the problem of
enumerating such 3′ to the problem of enumerating subgroups of the finite abelian p-group L ′/[3, L].
The isomorphism type of the latter is given by the (Zp)-elementary divisor type of [3, L] in L ′, viz. the
partition λ(3) = (λ1, . . . , λc) with the property that

L ′/[3, L] ≃ Zp/(pλ1) × · · · × Zp/(pλc).

For general Lie rings L, controlling this type for varying 3 is a hard problem that may be dealt with by
studying suitably defined p-adic integrals with sophisticated tools from algebraic geometry, including
Hironaka’s resolution of singularities in characteristic zero.

If, however, L is an element of the class L, then the elementary divisor type of [3, L] is determined, in
a complicated but combinatorial manner, by so-called “projection data”; see Definition 4.1. These are the
respective elementary divisor types of the projections of 3 onto various direct summands of L/L ′. The
technical tool we use to keep track of the resulting infinitude of finite enumerations are the generalized
Igusa functions introduced in Section 3. An intrinsic advantage of this combinatorial point of view over
the general (and typically immensely more powerful) algebro-geometric approach is that, structurally, Zp

only enters as a compact discrete valuation ring. The effect of passage to various other such local rings,
including those of positive characteristic, is therefore easy to control.

For an informal overview of the combinatorial aspects of our approach to counting o-ideals, see
Section 4.1.

1.2. Counting ideals with generalized Igusa functions. Our key to Theorem 1.3 is the systematic
deployment of a new class of combinatorially defined multivariate rational functions, which we call
generalized Igusa functions. Expecting that they will be of interest independently of questions pertaining
to ideal growth in rings, we explain them here separately.

Generalized Igusa functions interpolate between two well-used classes of rational functions:
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(1) A function we refer to as the Igusa zeta function of degree n plays a key role in numerous previous
computations (for instance [Carnevale et al. 2018; Paajanen 2008; Schein and Voll 2015; 2016;
Stasinski and Voll 2014; Voll 2005a; 2005b; 2006; 2020]):

In(Y ; X1, . . . , Xn) =

∑
I⊆{1,...,n}

(n
I

)
Y

∏
i∈I

X i

1 − X i
∈ Q(Y, X1, . . . , Xn).

Here,
(n

I

)
Y denotes the Gaussian multinomial; see (2-2). For instance,

ζon (s) = In(q−1
; ((qn−i−s)i )n

i=1); (1-5)

see (1-4) and [Voll 2011, Example 2.20].

(2) In [Schein and Voll 2015], the weak order zeta function

I wo
n ((X I )I∈P([n])\{∅}) =

∑
I1⊊···⊊Il⊆[n]

l∏
j=1

X I j

1 − X I j

∈ Q((X I )I∈P([n])\{∅}) (1-6)

played a decisive role; see [Schein and Voll 2015, Definition 2.9].

The main protagonist of Section 3 is the generalized Igusa function I wo
n (Y1, . . . , Ym; X), a rational

function associated to a composition n = (n1, . . . , nm), with variables X indexed by the subwords of the
word an1

1 . . . anm
m in “letters” a1, . . . , am ; see Definition 3.5 for details. It interpolates between the two

classes of rational functions just mentioned: the Igusa function of degree n for the trivial composition (n)

and the weak order zeta function for the all-one composition (1, . . . , 1) of n; see Example 3.6.

Remark 1.6. Igusa functions are not to be confused with, but are related to, a class of p-adic integrals
known as Igusa’s local zeta function; see [Denef 1991]. For a detailed explanation of the connection
between In and work of Igusa, as well as further generalizations and applications, see [Klopsch and Voll
2009].

1.3. Organization and notation.

1.3.1. In Section 2 we recall a number of preliminary notions and results used to enumerate lattices
and finite abelian p-groups. In Section 3 we define the generalized Igusa functions and prove that they
satisfy functional equations. In Section 4, these new functions are put to use to compute a general
formula (see Theorem 4.21) for local ideal zeta functions of Lie rings satisfying the general combinatorial
Hypothesis 4.5. In Section 5 we verify that the members of the class L (see Definition 1.1) satisfy
Hypothesis 4.5, complete the proof of Theorem 1.3, and attend to a number of special cases.

1.3.2. We write N = {1, 2, . . . } and, for a subset X ⊆ N, set X0 = X ∪ {0}. For m, n ∈ N0 we denote
[n] = {1, . . . , n}, [n, m] = {n, n + 1, . . . , m}, and (n, m) = {n + 1, . . . , m − 1}. Given a finite subset
J ⊆ N0, we write J = { j1, . . . , jr }< to imply that j1 < · · · < jr . We write J −n for the set { j −n | j ∈ J }.
The power set of a set S is denoted P(S).
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A composition of n with r parts is a sequence (λ1, . . . , λr ) ∈ Nr
0 such that

∑r
i=1 λi = n. A partition

of n with r parts is a composition of n with r parts such that λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λr . We occasionally obtain
partitions from multisets by arranging their elements in nonascending order. Our notation for the dual
partition of a partition λ is λ′. Given partitions µ = (µ1, . . . , µc) and λ = (λ1, . . . , λc) we write µ ≤ λ if
µi ≤ λi for all i ∈ [c], i.e., if the Young diagram of µ is included in the Young diagram of λ.

2. Preliminaries

In this preliminary section, we collect some fundamental notions.

2.1. Gaussian binomials and classical Igusa functions. For a variable Y and integers a, b ∈ N0 with
a ≥ b, the associated Gaussian binomial is(a

b

)
Y

=

∏a
i=a−b+1(1 − Y i )∏b

i=1(1 − Y i )
∈ Z[Y ].

A simple computation shows that (a
b

)
Y −1

= Y b(b−a)
(a

b

)
Y
. (2-1)

Given n ∈ N and a subset J = { j1, . . . , jr }< ⊆ [n −1], the associated Gaussian multinomial is defined as( n
J

)
Y

=

( n
jr

)
Y

( jr
jr−1

)
Y

· · ·

( j2
j1

)
Y

∈ Z[Y ]. (2-2)

We omit the proof of the following simple lemma, which is similar to [Schein and Voll 2015,
Lemma 2.14].

Lemma 2.1. Let n ∈ N and P = {p1, . . . , pr−1}< ⊆ J ⊆ [n − 1]. Set p0 = 0 and pr = n. Then( n
J

)
Y

=

( n
P

)
Y

r∏
j=1

( p j − p j−1

J ∩(p j−1, p j )− p j−1

)
Y
.

Definition 2.2 [Schein and Voll 2015, Definition 2.5]. Let n ∈N. Given variables Y and X = (X1, . . . , Xn),
we define the Igusa functions of degree n

In(Y ; X) =
1

1 − Xn

∑
I⊆[n−1]

(n
I

)
Y

∏
i∈I

X i

1 − X i
=

∑
I⊆[n]

(n
I

)
Y

∏
i∈I

X i

1 − X i
∈ Q(Y, X1, . . . , Xn),

I ◦

n (Y ; X) =
Xn

1 − Xn

∑
I⊆[n−1]

(n
I

)
Y

∏
i∈I

X i

1 − X i
∈ Q(Y, X1, . . . , Xn).

An important feature of these functions is that they satisfy a functional equation upon inversion of the
variables; it is immediate from [Voll 2005a, Theorem 4] that, for all n ∈ N,

In(Y −1
; X−1) = (−1)n XnY −(n

2) In(Y ; X), (2-3)

I ◦

n (Y −1
; X−1) = (−1)n X−1

n Y −(n
2) I ◦

n (Y ; X). (2-4)
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2.2. Subgroups of finite abelian groups, Birkhoff’s formula, and Dyck words. It is well-known that,
given a pair of partitions µ ≤ λ and a prime p, the number a(λ, µ; p) of finite abelian p-groups of
isomorphism type µ contained in a fixed finite abelian p-group of isomorphism type λ is given by a
polynomial in p. More precisely, set

α(λ, µ; Y ) =

∏
k≥1

Y µ′

k(λ
′

k−µ′

k)
(λ′

k −µ′

k+1
λ′

k −µ′

k

)
Y −1

∈ Q[Y ], (2-5)

where λ′ and µ′ are the dual partitions of λ and µ, respectively. Then, by a result going back to work
of Birkhoff [1935], a(λ, µ; p) = α(λ, µ; p); see [Butler 1994, Lemma 1.4.1], see also [Dyubyuk 1948;
Delsarte 1948; Yeh 1948].

In practical applications invoking infinitely many instances of this formula, as in [Schein and Voll 2015;
Lee and Voll 2018], it proved advantageous to sort pairs of partitions by their “overlap types” indexed by
Dyck words, as we now recall.

Let c ∈ N. A Dyck word of length 2c is a word

w = 0L11M10L2−L11M2−M1 · · · 0Lr −Lr−11Mr −Mr−1

in letters 1 and 0, both occurring c times each (hence Lr = Mr = c), and, crucially, no initial segment of
w contains more ones than zeroes (or, equivalently, Mi ≤ L i for all i ∈ [r ]). Here, both the L i and Mi are
assumed to be positive. Below, we will use the notational conventions M0 = L0 = 0 and Lr+1 = Lr = c,
Mr+1 = Mr = c. We write D2c for the set of all Dyck words of length 2c. See [Schein and Voll 2015,
Section 2.4] or [Stanley 1999, Example 6.6.6] for further details on Dyck words.

We say that two partitions λ and µ, both with c parts and satisfying µ ≤ λ, have overlap type w ∈ D2c,
written w(λ, µ) = w, if
λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λL1 ≥ µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µM1 > λL1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ λL2 ≥ µM1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ µM2 >

· · · > λLr−1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ λc ≥ µMr−1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ µc. (2-6)

In Definition 4.11 we slightly modify this definition to suit the specific needs of this paper.

2.3. Gaussian multinomials and symmetric groups. In Section 3, the following Coxeter group theoretic
interpretation of the Gaussian multinomials will be useful. Recall that the symmetric group W = Sn of
degree n is a Coxeter group, with Coxeter generating system S = (s1, . . . , sn−1), where si = (i i + 1)

denotes the standard transposition. The Coxeter length ℓ(w) of an element w ∈ Sn is the length of a shortest
word for w with elements from S. We define the (right) descent set Des(w)={i ∈ [n−1] | ℓ(wsi )< ℓ(w)}.
It is well-known [Stanley 2012, Proposition 1.7.1] that the Gaussian multinomials (2-2) satisfy( n

J

)
Y

=

∑
w∈Sn,Des(w)⊆J

Y ℓ(w). (2-7)

Let w0 denote the unique ℓ-longest element in Sn , of length ℓ(w0) =
(n

2

)
. Then, for all w ∈ Sn ,

ℓ(ww0) = ℓ(w0) − ℓ(w), Des(ww0) = [n − 1] \ Des(w); (2-8)

see [Humphreys 1990, Section 1.8].
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2.4. A note on ramification. Let o be a compact discrete valuation ring of arbitrary characteristic. Let m
denote the maximal ideal of o and let π ∈ o be a uniformizer, i.e., any element such that m = πo. Let O
be a finite extension of o, with maximal ideal M and uniformizer 5. Let f = [O/M : o/m] be the inertia
degree of the extension O/o, and let e be its ramification index; this means that πO = Me. We will need
the following standard fact.

Lemma 2.3. Let O be a finite extension of o with ramification index e and inertia degree f . Let τ ∈ N0.
Suppose that τ = ge + h, where g ∈ N0 and h ∈ [e − 1]0. Then the following isomorphism of o-modules
holds:

O/Mτ
≃ (o/mg+1)h f

× (o/mg)(e−h) f .

In particular, if O/o is unramified (i.e., e = 1), then O/Mτ
≃ (o/mτ ) f as o-modules.

Proof. Let β1, . . . , β f ∈ O be a collection of elements whose reductions modulo M constitute an
o/m-basis of the residue field O/M. The set {βi5

j
| i ∈ [ f ], j ∈ [e − 1]0} provides a basis for O as

an o-module; see, for instance, the proof of [Neukirch 1999, Proposition II.6.8]. Now it is clear that
Mτ

= 5τO is the o-linear span of the set

{π g+1βi5
j
| i ∈ [ f ], j ∈ [0, h − 1]} ∪ {π gβi5

j
| i ∈ [ f ], j ∈ [h, e − 1]}. □

Definition 2.4. For τ ∈ N0 and e, f ∈ N, let {τ }e, f = {(g + 1)(h f ), g((e−h) f )
} be the e f -element multiset

consisting of the element g + 1 with multiplicity h f and the element g with multiplicity (e − h) f , where
τ = ge + h and h ∈ [e − 1]0, as in Lemma 2.3.

3. Generalized Igusa functions

In Section 3.1 we introduce generalized Igusa functions and prove that they satisfy functional equations.
In Section 3.2 we record an identity involving weak order zeta functions, motivated by our applications
of Igusa functions in ideal growth in Section 5.

3.1. Generalized Igusa functions and their functional equations. Let n = (n1, . . . , nm) be a composition
of N =

∑m
i=1 ni with m parts. Consider the poset Cn of subwords of the word vn := an1

1 an2
2 . . . anm

m in
“letters” a1, a2, . . . , am , each occurring with respective multiplicity ni . This poset is naturally isomorphic
to the lattice

Cn1 × · · · × Cnm ,

the product of the chains of lengths ni with the product order, which we denote by “≤”. We write 1̂ = vn

and 0̂ for the empty word.
We denote by WOn the chain (or order) complex of Cn . An element V ∈ WOn is a (possibly empty)

chain, or flag, of nonempty subwords of vn , of the form V = {v1 < · · · < vt }. On WOn we consider the
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1̂ = a2
1a2a3

a2
1a3 a1a2a3

a2
1

a2
1a2

a1a2 a1a3 a2a3

a1 a2 a3

0̂ = empty word

Figure 1. The poset Cn for n = (2, 1, 1).

partial order defined by refinement of flags, also denoted by “≤”. Consider the natural map

π : Cn → [n1]0 × · · · × [nm]0,

v = aα1
1 . . . aαm

m 7→ (α1, . . . , αm) =: (π1(v), . . . , πm(v)).

The degree of the word v = aα1
1 . . . aαm

m is |v| :=
∑m

i=1 αi .

Definition 3.1. We consider the induced morphism of posets

ϕ : WOn →

m∏
i=1

P([ni − 1]),

V = {v1 < · · · < vt } 7→ ({πi (v j ) | j ∈ [t]} ∩ [ni − 1])m
i=1 =: (ϕi (V ))m

i=1.

We say that V ∈ WOn has full projections if

ϕ(V ) = ([n1 − 1], . . . , [nm − 1]) =: K .

Remark 3.2. We observe that the flag V = {v1 < · · · < vt } ∈ WOn has full projections if, and only if,
for all j ∈ [t]0, the word v j+1/v j is squarefree, i.e., contains at most one copy of each letter a1, . . . , am .
Here we have set v0 = 0̂ and vt+1 = 1̂.

Definition 3.3. Let V = {v1 < · · · < vt } ∈ WOn . We define

WV (X) =

t∏
j=1

Xv j

1 − Xv j

∈ Q(Xv1, . . . , Xvt ) and
( n

V

)
Y

=

m∏
i=1

( ni
ϕi (V )

)
Yi

∈ Q(Y1, . . . , Ym),

where ϕ(V ) = (ϕ1(V ), . . . , ϕm(V )).
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Example 3.4. Let n = (3, 2, 2). The flag V = {a2a3 < a1a2
2a3} ∈ WO(3,2,2) does not have full projections,

as ϕ(V ) = ({1}, {1}, {1}). We note that

WV (X) =

Xa2a3 Xa1a2
2a3

(1 − Xa2a3)(1 − Xa1a2
2a3

)

and ( n
V

)
Y

=

(3
1

)
Y1

(2
1

)
Y2

(2
1

)
Y3

= (1 + Y1 + Y 2
1 )(1 + Y2)(1 + Y3).

The following is the key combinatorial tool of this paper.

Definition 3.5. The generalized Igusa function associated with the composition n is

I wo
n (Y ; X) :=

∑
V ∈WOn

( n
V

)
Y

WV (X) ∈ Q(Y1, . . . , Ym, (Xr )r≤vn ).

Example 3.6. (1) For n = (N ), the trivial composition of N , we recover I wo
(N )(Y ; X) = IN (Y ; X), the

classical Igusa zeta function recalled in Definition 2.2.

(2) For n = (1, . . . , 1), the all-one composition of N , we recover I wo
(1,...,1)(Y ; X) = I wo

N (X), the weak
order zeta function recalled in (1-6). We note that the variables Y do not appear in this case, as all
the polynomials

(n
V

)
Y are equal to the constant 1.

(3) For n = (2, 1) we obtain

I wo
(2,1)(Y ; X) =

1
1−Xa2

1a2

(
1+

Xa2

1−Xa2

+

Xa2
1

1−Xa2
1

+(1+Y1)

(
Xa1

1−Xa1

+
Xa1a2

1−Xa1a2

+
Xa1

1−Xa1

Xa1a2

1−Xa1a2

+
Xa1

1−Xa1

Xa2
1

1−Xa2
1

+
Xa2

1−Xa2

Xa1a2

1−Xa1a2

))
.

Remark 3.7. Generalized Igusa functions associated with the all-one compositions also coincide with
certain instances of generating functions associated with chain partitions in [Beck and Sanyal 2018,
Section 4.9].

The following “combinatorial reciprocity theorem” is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.8. The generalized Igusa function associated with the composition n of N =
∑m

i=1 ni satisfies
the following functional equation:

I wo
n (Y−1

; X−1) = (−1)N Xvn

( m∏
i=1

Y
−(ni

2 )
i

)
I wo
n (Y ; X).

For the proof of Theorem 3.8 we require a number of preliminary results. The first records simple but
crucial “inversion properties” of the rational functions WV (X).

Lemma 3.9. For all V ∈ WOn ,

WV (X−1) = (−1)|V |
∑
Q≤V

WQ(X).
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Proof. This is a trivial consequence of the observation that

X−1

1 − X−1 = −

(
1 +

X
1 − X

)
. □

We fix some notation used in the rest of this section. We let WO×

n denote the subcomplex of WOn of
flags of proper subwords of vn . When dealing with tuples of sets, we will abuse notation and use set
theoretical operations for componentwise operations. For instance, for I = (I1, . . . , Im)∈

∏m
i=1 P([ni −1])

we write I c
:= K \ I for ([n1 − 1] \ I1, . . . , [nm − 1] \ Im).

The following analogue of [Voll 2006, Lemma 7] is critical for our analysis.

Proposition 3.10. For all I ∈
∏m

i=1 P([ni − 1]),∑
V ∈WO×

n
ϕ(V )⊇I

WV (X−1) = (−1)N−1
∑

V ∈WO×
n

ϕ(V )⊇I c

WV (X). (3-1)

Proof. Let I ∈
∏m

i=1 P([ni − 1]). The inversion properties established in Lemma 3.9 yield∑
V ∈WO×

n
ϕ(V )⊇I

WV (X−1) =

∑
V ∈WO×

n
ϕ(V )⊇I

(−1)|V |
∑
Q≤V

WQ(X) =

∑
V ∈WO×

n

WV (X)
∑
S≥V

ϕ(S)⊇I

(−1)|S|.

We are left with proving that, for all V ∈ WO×

n ,

∑
S≥V

ϕ(S)⊇I

(−1)|S|
=

{
(−1)N−1 if ϕ(V ) ⊇ I c,

0 otherwise.
(3-2)

Write V = {v1 < · · · < vt } and set v0 := 0̂ and vt+1 := 1̂. Set

IV := I ∪ ϕ(V ) ∈

m∏
i=1

P([ni − 1]).

The sum in (3-2) runs over refinements S of the flag V , subject to additional constraints on the projection
of S given by I : we say that a refinement S of V is admissible if ϕ(S) ⊇ IV . As ϕ is a poset morphism,
the sum in (3-2) runs exactly over the admissible refinements of V .

We will construct such refinements of V “locally”. More precisely, let j ∈ [t]0. We say that S is a
refinement of V between v j and v j+1 if S ≥ V and S and V coincide outside the interval [v j , v j+1]. We
further say that S ≥ V has full projections between v j and v j+1 if ϕ(S ∩ [v j , v j+1]) is an m-tuple of
intervals.

We set

I ( j)
V := (IV,i ∩ [πi (v j ), πi (v j+1)])

m
i=1 ∈

m∏
i=1

P([ni − 1]).
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Informally, I ( j)
V dictates the constraints on a refinement S of V between v j and v j+1. More precisely, we

say that a refinement S of V between v j and v j+1 is j-admissible if ϕ(S) ⊇ I ( j)
V . We further define

F j (V, I ) :=

∑
S≥V

j-admissible

(−1)|S\V |
=

∑
S≥V

j-admissible

(−1)|(S\V )∪{v j ,v j+1}|.

Clearly, given j -admissible refinements V j of V for all j ∈ [t]0, the flag S :=
⋃t

j=0 V j is an admissible
refinement of V and any (“global”) admissible refinement of V can be constructed in this way. The sum
in (3-2) may thus be rewritten as follows:

∑
S≥V

ϕ(S)⊇I

(−1)|S|
=

∑
S≥V

ϕ(S)⊇I

(−1)|V |+|S\V |
= (−1)t

∑
S≥V

ϕ(S)⊇I

(−1)|S\V |
= (−1)t

t∏
j=0

F j (V, I ). (3-3)

We prove (3-2) distinguishing the two cases

(I) IV = ϕ(V ) (equivalently, I ⊆ ϕ(V )) and

(II) IV ̸= ϕ(V ) (equivalently, I \ ϕ(V ) ̸= ∅).

Case (I). Assume first that I ⊆ ϕ(V ). In this case, the condition ϕ(S) ⊇ I is trivially satisfied for any
flag S ≥ V , as ϕ is a poset morphism, and thus any refinement of V is admissible. Moreover, in this case,
ϕ(V ) ⊇ I c if and only if V has full projections. In other words, (3-2) may be rewritten as follows:

∑
S≥V

(−1)|S|
=

{
(−1)N−1 if V has full projections,
0 otherwise.

(3-4)

Let j ∈ [t]0. As in the case under consideration all local refinements are j -admissible, F j (V, I ) is given in
terms of the Möbius function of the interval [v j , v j+1] in the lattice Cn . Indeed, by Philip Hall’s theorem
(see, for instance, [Stanley 2012, Proposition 3.8.5]),

F j (V, I ) = −µ(v j , v j+1) =

{
(−1)|v j+1|−|v j |+1 if [v j , v j+1] is a Boolean algebra,
0 otherwise;

see [Stanley 2012, Example 3.8.4]. Using (3-3) we may therefore rewrite the left-hand side of (3-2) as

(−1)t
t∏

j=0

F j (V, I ) = (−1)t
t∏

j=0

(−µ(v j , v j+1)).

It is nonzero if and only if all of its factors are nonzero. The interval [v j , v j+1] is a Boolean algebra if
and only if the word v j+1/v j is squarefree. By Remark 3.2, this happens for all j ∈ [t]0 if and only if V
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has full projections. In this case we obtain∑
S≥V

(−1)|S|
= (−1)t

∑
S≥V

(−1)|S\V |

= (−1)t
t∏

j=0

F j (V, I )

= (−1)t
t∏

j=0

(−µ(v j , v j+1))

= (−1)2t+1(−1)
∑t

j=0(|v j+1|−|v j |)

= (−1)N−1,

proving (3-4) and therefore (3-2) in the case I ⊆ ϕ(V ).

Case (II). Assume now that I \ϕ(V ) ̸= ∅. Note that ϕ(V ) ⊇ I c, the condition invoked in (3-2), holds if
and only if IV = K , i.e., if and only if I ( j)

V is a tuple of intervals for all j ∈ [t]0.
We claim that, in the case under consideration, the following holds for all j ∈ [t]0:

F j (V, I ) =

{
(−1)|v j+1|−|v j |+1 if I ( j)

V is a tuple of intervals,
0 otherwise.

(3-5)

We now prove this claim by induction on the degree of the word v j+1/v j .
If v j+1 covers v j , then F j (V, I ) = 1 trivially. So assume that (3-5) holds for |v j+1/v j | ≤ ℓ, for some

1 ≤ ℓ ∈ N, and suppose that |v j+1/v j | = ℓ+ 1. Let ρ j denote the number of different letters in v j+1/v j .
Assume first that I ( j)

V is a tuple of intervals, viz.

I ( j)
V = ([πi (v j ), πi (v j+1)] ∩ [ni − 1])m

i=1.

Informally, this means that a j-admissible refinement S of V needs to have full projections between v j

and v j+1. This condition forces the first element of S\V to lie on the ρ j -dimensional hypercube above v j :
it is obtained by multiplying v j with at most one copy of each of the ρ j relevant letters. We may therefore
write F j (V, I ) as a sum of 2ρ j − 1 summands, indexed by the words v(1), . . . , v(2ρ j −1) covering v j in Cn:

F j (V, I ) = −

2ρ j −1∑
k=1

∑
S≥V j-adm.,

min(S\V )=v(k)

(−1)|S\V |,

where, for each k ∈ [2ρ j − 1], the inner sum is taken over j -admissible refinements S of V having v(k) as
smallest element greater than v j . Each of these sums is known by induction from (3-5). Indeed, since the
flags S also have full projections between v(k) and v j+1, we obtain

F j (V, I ) = −

2ρ j −1∑
k=1

(−1)|v j+1|−|v(k)
|+1

= (−1)|v j+1|−|v j |+1,

establishing (3-5) in the first case.
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Suppose now that I ( j)
V is not a tuple of intervals. Informally, this means that a j -admissible refinement

S of V is not required to have full projections between v j and v j+1. Without loss of generality we can
assume that the first “requirement gap” in I ( j)

V is directly above v j , that is if α = (α1, . . . , αm) is the
m-tuple of (componentwise) minima of I ( j)

V \ π(v j ), there is at least one i ∈ [m] with αi > πi (v j ) + 1.
Given a j-admissible refinement S of V , the word min(S \ V ), the smallest word in S greater than v j ,
clearly belongs to the interval (v j , vα] of subwords of vα := aα1

1 . . . aαm
m which v j strictly divides. Consider

the subset

Y := {v ∈ (v j , vα] | [v, vα] is a Boolean algebra}.

We rewrite the sum defining F j (V, I ) according to whether or not min(S \ V ) ∈ Y :

F j (V, I ) =

∑
S≥V j-adm.,
min(S\V ) ̸∈Y

(−1)|S\V |
+

∑
S≥V j-adm.,
min(S\V )∈Y

(−1)|S\V |. (3-6)

Clearly, the first summand in (3-6) is zero. Indeed, we may further subdivide it by fixing the minimal
element min(S \ V ). Each of the resulting summands is zero by applying (3-5) inductively to the refined
flag V ∪ {v}, replacing v j by v.

The second summand in (3-6) is zero, too. Indeed, without loss of generality we may assume that

I ( j)
V = (({πi (v j )} ∪ [αi , πi (v j+1)]) ∩ [ni − 1])m

i=1.

(Otherwise, an argument similar to the one for the first summand in (3-6) proves the claim.) Under this
assumption, the induction hypothesis yields∑

S≥V j-adm.,
min(S\V )∈Y

(−1)|S\V |
= −

∑
[v,vα] Boolean

(−1)|v j+1|−|v|
= (−1)|v j+1|−|vα |+1

∑
Z⊆{0,1}

ρ j

(−1)|Z |
= 0.

This proves (3-5) in the second case.
Suppose now IV = K . Since I ( j)

V is a tuple of intervals for all j ∈ [t]0, we get, by (3-5),

∑
S≥V

ϕ(S)⊇IV

(−1)|S\V |
= (−1)t

t∏
j=0

F j (V, I ) = (−1)2t+1(−1)
∑t

j=0|v j+1|−|v j | = (−1)N−1

as desired.
Suppose now IV ̸= K . This means that there exists j ∈ [t]0 such that I ( j)

V is not a tuple of intervals.
By (3-5) we have F j (V, I ) = 0, thus the product in (3-3) is also zero, proving (3-2) in the last case. □

Proof of Theorem 3.8. The sum defining the generalized Igusa function can be rewritten as

I wo
n (Y ; X) =

∑
V ∈WOn

( n
V

)
Y

WV (X) =
1

1 − Xvn

∑
V ∈WO×

n

( n
V

)
Y

WV (X). (3-7)
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Inverting the variable in the factor 1/(1− Xvn ) on the right-hand side of (3-7) simply gives a factor −Xvn .
Thus Theorem 3.8 is equivalent to the identity∑

V ∈WO×
n

( n
V

)
Y−1

WV (X−1) = (−1)N−1
( m∏

i=1

Y
−(ni

2 )
i

) ∑
V ∈WO×

n

( n
V

)
Y

WV (X). (3-8)

Writing Sn = Sn1 × · · · × Snm , w = (w1, . . . , wm), Des(w) = Des(w1) × · · · × Des(wm), and using the
identity (2-7), the left-hand side of (3-8) becomes∑

V ∈WO×
n

( n
V

)
Y−1

WV (X−1) =

∑
V ∈WO×

n

( ∑
w∈Sn

Des(w)⊆ϕ(V )

m∏
i=1

Y −ℓ(wi )
i

)
WV (X−1)

=

∑
w∈Sn

( m∏
i=1

Y −ℓ(wi )
i

) ∑
V ∈WO×

n
ϕ(V )⊇Des(w)

WV (X−1).

For i ∈ [m] we denote by w
(i)
0 the longest element in Sni , of length ℓ(w

(i)
0 ) =

(ni
2

)
. By Proposition 3.10

and the identities (2-8) we can rewrite∑
w∈Sn

( m∏
i=1

Y −ℓ(wi )
i

) ∑
V ∈WO×

n
ϕ(V )⊇Des(w)

WV (X−1) = (−1)N−1
∑
w∈Sn

( m∏
i=1

Y −ℓ(wi )
i

) ∑
V ∈WO×

n
ϕ(V )⊇Des(w)c

WV (X)

= (−1)N−1
( m∏

i=1

Y
−(ni

2 )
i

) ∑
w∈Sn

( m∏
i=1

Y
ℓ(wi w

i
0)

i

) ∑
V ∈WO×

n
ϕ(V )⊇Des(ww0)

WV (X)

= (−1)N−1
( m∏

i=1

Y
−(ni

2 )
i

) ∑
V ∈WO×

n

( n
V

)
Y

WV (X),

proving (3-8) and thus Theorem 3.8. □

3.2. Weak order zeta functions and generalized Igusa functions. We record an identity between instances
of weak order zeta functions which will be useful in Section 5.3.3 and may be of independent interest.
The identity compares instances of weak order zeta functions associated with the all-one-compositions
g and 2g, with g and 2g parts, respectively, and holds when substituting for the variables monomials
satisfying certain relations.

In the current section, we call a subword of the word 1̂ = v2g := a1 · · · a2g radical if it is of the form
w =

∏
i∈J ai ai+g for some J ⊆ [g]; see also Definition 4.13. We observe that any subword r ≤ v2g

may be written uniquely in the form r =
√

r · r ′r ′′, where
√

r =
∏

i∈I ai ai+g is a radical word, whereas
r ′

=
∏

i∈I′ ai and r ′′
=

∏
i∈I′′ ai+g, and the subsets I, I′, I′′

⊆ [g] are disjoint. Likewise, we define the
radical

√
S of a flag S ∈ WO2g to be the flag of radicals of the words of S.
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In the following result, we omit the nonoccurring variable Y from the generalized Igusa functions I wo
g

and I wo
2g ; see our remark in Example 3.6(2).

Proposition 3.11. Let g ∈ N. Suppose that the numerical data y satisfy yr = y√
r ·

∏
i∈I′∪I′′ yai . Then

I wo
2g ( y) =

( g∏
i=1

1 + yai

1 − yai

)
I wo
g (z), (3-9)

where z∏
i∈I ai = y∏

i∈I ai ai+g for all I ⊆ [g].

Proof. By sorting the flags in WO2g by their radicals, we may partition the domain of summation of the
left-hand side of (3-9) as follows:

WO2g =

⋃
R∈WOg

{S ∈ WO2g |
√

S = R}.

The claim is equivalent to showing that, for all R ∈ WOg,

∑
S∈WO2g :
√

S=R

WS( y) =

( g∏
i=1

1 + yai

1 − yai

)
WR(z) =

g∏
i=1

(
1 + 2

yai

1 − yai

)
WR(z). (3-10)

Let S = {s1 < · · · < st } = {
√

s1 · s ′

1s ′′

1 < · · · <
√

st · s ′
t s

′′
t } ∈ WO2g, where, as above, for k ∈ [t],

s ′

k =
∏

i∈I′ ai , s ′′

k =
∏

i∈I′′ ai+g and
√

sk =
∏

i∈Ik
ai ai+g is radical. Denote J (S) = {ys1, . . . , yst } and, for

j ∈ [g], set ya j J (S) := {ya j y | y ∈ J (S)}. As before we set s0 = 0̂ and st+1 = 1̂ = v2g.
We claim that, for all j ∈ [g] and all S ∈ WO2g with

√
S = R and the property that, for all s ∈ S if

a j | s or ag+ j | s then a j ag+ j | s, the following identity holds:∑
S∈WO2g :

√
S=R,

J (S)⊂J (S)∪ya j J (S)

WS( y) =

(
1 + 2

ya j

1 − ya j

)
WS( y). (3-11)

It is easy to see that (3-10) follows by repeated application of (3-11) for j ∈ [g].
We prove (3-11) by induction on t , the induction base (t = 0) being trivial; we observe that our

assumption on the numerical data implies that ya j = yag+ j . The right-hand side may therefore be written
as ( i∏

l=1

ysl

1 − ysl

)(
1 +

ya j

1 − ya j

+
yag+ j

1 − yag+ j

)( t∏
l=i+1

ysl

1 − ysl

)
.

The summand 1 in the central factor arises from the flag S = S, with WS( y) =
∏t

i=1 ysl /(1 − ysl ). The
other two summands account for flags S with J (S) = ya j J (S), i.e., for flags whose words differ from
those of S by at most an extra factor a j or ag+ j (but not both, as they share with S the radical R), and
which do feature at least one such a “augmented” word. We will call such flags a j -augmentations (of S).
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It remains to show that ∑
S∈WO2g :

a j -augmentation of S

WS( y) =

( t∏
l=1

ysl

1 − ysl

)
ya j

1 − ya j

; (3-12)

the argument for ag+ j is identical.
We note that there exists a unique i ∈ [t] such that a j | si+1 but a j ∤ si . For all a j -augmentations S of S,

the last t − i words coincide with si+1, . . . , st . Therefore
∏t

l=i+1 ysl /(1 − ysl ) divides all relevant WS( y).
Without loss of generality we may thus assume that i = t , i.e., that no word of S is divisible by a j .

The claimed identity in (3-12) will become clear by interpreting the trivial identity( t∏
l=1

ysl

1 − ysl

)
ya j

1 − ya j

=

( t−1∏
l=1

ysl

1 − ysl

)(
ya j yst

1 − ya j yst

+
yst

1 − yst

ya j yst

1 − ya j yst

+
ya j

1 − ya j

ya j yst

1 − ya j yst

)
. (3-13)

Informally, the right-hand side of (3-13) reflects the three alternatives for the first occurrence of a j in an
a j -augmentation of S:

(1) The first summand arises from the a j -augmentation S = {· · · < st−2 < st−1 < a j st }.

(2) The second summand arises from the a j -augmentation S = {· · · < st−1 < st < a j st }.

(3) The third summand arises from all a j -augmentations of S whose last two words are divisible by
a j , the last one being a j st , viz. a j -augmentations of S \ {st }. All the relevant WS( y) are therefore
divisible by ya j yst /(1 − ya j yst ). By induction hypothesis, (3-12) yields( t−1∏

l=1

ysl

1 − ysl

)
ya j

1 − ya j

=

∑
S∈WO2g,

a j -augmentation of S \ {st }

WS( y).

This proves the claim, and hence the proposition. □

4. Counting o-ideals in combinatorially defined o-Lie algebras

In this section we compute the o-ideal zeta functions of o-Lie algebras satisfying a certain combinatorial
condition (Hypothesis 4.5) in terms of the generalized Igusa functions introduced in Section 3. This
prepares the proof of Theorem 1.3, given in Section 5.

4.1. Informal overview. We start by summarizing the principal ideas behind our approach, which
greatly generalize those of [Schein and Voll 2015]. Let L be an o-Lie algebra with derived subalgebra
L ′

= [L , L]. As noted in Section 1.1.3, if L is class-2-nilpotent, then an o-sublattice 3 ≤ L is an o-ideal if
[3, L] ≤ 3∩ L ′, where 3 = (3+ L ′)/L ′. For simplicity of exposition we will assume, in this overview,
that L ′

= Z(L), i.e., that L has no abelian direct summands. By an argument going back to [Grunewald
et al. 1988, Lemma 6.1], the computation of ζ ◁ o

L (s) is reduced to a summation over pairs (3, M), where
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3 ≤ L/L ′ and M ≤ L ′ are o-sublattices such that [3, L] ≤ M. Recall that the O-elementary divisor type
of a finite-index O-sublattice 3 ≤ On , where O is a compact discrete valuation ring with maximal ideal
M, is the partition (λ1, . . . , λn) such that

On/3 ≃ O/Mλ1 × · · · ×O/Mλn .

Given the o-elementary divisor type λ(3) of [3, L], the lattices M satisfying this condition are enumerated
by Birkhoff’s formula (2-5).

An essential ingredient of our method, therefore, is an effective description of the o-elementary
divisor type λ(3) in terms of the structure of 3. For the o-Lie algebras considered in this paper, this
is accomplished as follows. The quotient L/L ′ decomposes, as an o-module, into a direct sum of
m components, which are viewed as free modules over finite extensions O1, . . . ,Om of o. For each
component, we consider the Oi -elementary divisor type ν(i) of the Oi -lattice generated by the projection of
3 onto that component. These are the projection data of Definition 4.1 below. The crucial Hypothesis 4.5
requires that the parts of the partition λ(3) be given by the minima of term-by-term comparisons among
the elementary divisor types appearing in the projection data. Assuming Hypothesis 4.5, we deduce a
purely combinatorial expression for ζ ◁ o

L (s) in Proposition 4.10.
Analogously to the argument of [Schein and Voll 2015], we break up the sum in Proposition 4.10 into

finitely many pieces on which the Gaussian multinomial coefficients — arising via the factors β(ν(i)
; qi )

and α(λ(ν), µ; q), in the notation used there — and the dual partitions occurring in the definition (2-5)
of α(λ(ν), µ; q) are constant. The sum over each piece yields a product of Gaussian multinomials and
geometric progressions; these, in turn, are assembled into generalized Igusa functions introduced in
Section 3. As in [loc. cit.], Dyck words of fixed length turn out to be suitable indexing objects for the
finitely many pieces.

The technical complexity of the current paper, in comparison to [loc. cit.], reflects the fact the translation
between projection data and the elementary divisor type λ(3) is considerably more involved. While
the data determining λ(3) in [loc. cit.] were just a collection of integers, here they are a collection of
partitions (the ν(i) defined above). A more sophisticated combinatorial machinery, viz. the weak orders
of Section 3.1, is required to keep track of the relative sizes of the parts of these different partitions; this
is necessary in order to specify domains of summation over which the dual partition λ(3)′ is constant.

In Section 4.2 we define the concept of projection data and enumerate lattices 3 ≤ L/L ′ with fixed
projection data. In Section 4.3 we introduce and explain the combinatorial structure behind Hypothesis 4.5
and deduce Proposition 4.10, giving a general formula for o-ideal zeta functions of o-Lie algebras
satisfying Hypothesis 4.5. In Section 4.4 we state the section’s main result, viz. Theorem 4.21, and prove
it modulo an auxiliary claim, viz. Proposition 4.20, whose rather technical proof is given in Section 4.5.

Throughout, let o be a complete discrete valuation ring with finite residue field of cardinality q, and
let O1, . . . ,Oh be finite extensions of o. Let π ∈ o be a uniformizer. For each i ∈ [h], let ei be the
ramification index and fi be the inertia degree of Oi over o. Let qi = q fi be the cardinality of the residue
field of Oi . We write t = q−s , where s denotes a complex variable. For each i ∈ [h], the local ring
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Oi is a free o-module of rank ei fi . Let (n1, . . . , nh) ∈ Nh
0 and set n =

∑h
i=1 ei fi ni . Consider a family

ν̃ = (ν(1), . . . , ν(h)) of partitions ν(i), each with ni parts.

4.2. Counting lattices with fixed projections. Consider the o-module

� = On1
1 × · · · ×Onh

h

and, for each i ∈ [h], let πi : � → Oni
i be the projection onto the i-th component. Choosing an Oi -basis

(e(i)
1 , . . . , e(i)

ni ) of Oni
i and an o-basis (α

(i)
1 , . . . , α

(i)
ei fi

) of each Oi , it is clear that the collection {α
(i)
j e(i)

k }i jk

constitutes an o-basis of � that allows us to identify � with on .

Definition 4.1. For an o-sublattice 3 ≤ on , we write ν(i)
= ν(πi (3)) for the elementary divisor type of

the Oi -sublattice of Oni
i generated by πi (3). Note that ν(i) is a partition with ni parts. The family

ν(3) = (ν(1), . . . , ν(h))

of partitions is called the projection data of 3 with respect to �.

For any partition ν = (ν1, . . . , νN ) with N parts, set Jν = {d ∈ [N − 1] | νd > νd+1}. For a variable Y ,
we define

β(ν; Y ) =

( N
Jν

)
Y −1

Y
∑N−1

d=1 d(N−d)(νd−νd+1) ∈ Q[Y ]. (4-1)

We observe that β(ν; Y ) = α(λ, ν; Y ), the “Birkhoff polynomial” (2-5), where λ is any partition whose
parts are all at least ν1. It follows that β(ν; q) enumerates the o-sublattices of oN of elementary divisor
type ν. The following proposition, which is key to our method, generalizes this formula and is analogous
to [Schein and Voll 2015, Lemma 2.4]. Recall the formula (1-4) for the zeta function ζon (s) of an abelian
(Lie) algebra of finite rank over a compact discrete valuation ring.

Proposition 4.2. Let ν̃ = (ν(1), . . . , ν(h)) be as above. Then

∑
3≤on
ν(3)=ν̃

|on
: 3|

−s
=

ζon (s)∏h
i=1 ζOni

i
(s)

( h∏
i=1

β(ν(i)
; qi )

)
t
∑h

i=1

(∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j

)
fi .

Proof. Recall that for every i ∈ [h] there is a natural embedding of rings ιi : Oi ↪→ Matei fi (o) that sends
an element y ∈ Oi to the matrix representing the o-linear operator x 7→ xy on Oi with respect to the
chosen o-basis {α

(i)
j }

ei fi
j=1. Moreover, det ιi (y) = NOi /o(y) for all y ∈ Oi . This map extends naturally to

an embedding of matrix rings Matni (Oi ) ↪→ Matei fi ni (o) that we continue to denote by ιi .
Consider the set H = {(H1, . . . , Hh) | ∀i ∈ [h] : Hi ≤ Oni

i }. Given H ∈ H, denote

6H =

∑
3≤on

πi (3)=Hi

|on
: 3|

−s .

Thus ∑
3≤on
ν(3)=ν̃

|on
: 3|

−s
=

∑
H∈H

ν(Hi )=ν(i)

6H . (4-2)
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For every i ∈ [h], let Bi ∈ Matni (Oi ) be a matrix whose rows comprise an Oi -basis of Hi . Let
B ∈Matn(o) be the block-diagonal matrix with blocks ιi (Bi ). We observe that the map Matn(o)→Matn(o),
B ′

7→ B ′B induces a bijection between the set of o-lattices 3≤ on such that πi (3)=Oni
i for all i ∈ [h] and

the set of lattices 3 ≤ on such that πi (3) = Hi for all i ∈ [h]. Furthermore, det B =
∏h

i=1 NOio(det Bi );
see, for instance, [Kovacs et al. 1999, Theorem 1]. The norms preserve normalized valuation, hence

|det B|o =
∏h

i=1 q
−

∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j

i . We conclude that

6H = t
∑

i, j ν
(i)
j fi 60 =

h∏
i=1

|Oni
i : Hi |

−s60, (4-3)

where 0 = (On1
1 , . . . ,Onh

h ) ∈ H. Thus

ζon (s) =

∑
H∈H

6H = 60
∑
H∈H

h∏
i=1

|Oni
i : Hi |

−s
= 60

h∏
i=1

ζOni
i
(s). (4-4)

It follows immediately from (4-3) and (4-4) that

6H =
ζon (s)∏h

i=1 ζOni
i
(s)

t
∑

i, j ν
(i)
j fi ,

and substitution of this expression into (4-2) implies our claim. □

4.3. Rewriting the o-ideal zeta functions of suitable o-Lie algebras. Now let L be a class-2-nilpotent
o-Lie algebra. We assume that its derived subalgebra L ′ is isolated, viz. L/L ′ is torsion-free. Let further
L ′

⊆ A ⊆ Z(L) be a central, isolated subalgebra. Suppose that

L/A ≃ On1
1 × · · · ×Onh

h . (4-5)

Fixing such an isomorphism, we obtain projections πi : L/A → Oni
i and are in the setting of Section 4.2.

Then c′ and c, in the notation of Section 4.2, are the ranks of the free o-modules L ′ and A, respectively,
whereas n =

∑h
i=1 ni ei fi = rko L/A. In particular, n + c = rko L .

Given an o-sublattice 3 ≤ L/A of finite index, the commutator [3, L] is well-defined, as A is central,
and of finite index in L ′. Let λ(3) be the o-elementary divisor type of the o-submodule [3, L] ≤ L ′.

Definition 4.3. Let ν(1)
= (ν

(1)
1 , . . . , ν

(1)
n1 ) and ν(2)

= (ν
(2)
1 , . . . , ν

(2)
n2 ) be partitions with n1 and n2 parts,

respectively. We define ν(1)
∗ ν(2) to be the partition whose n1n2 parts are obtained from the multiset

{min{ν
(1)
k , ν

(2)
ℓ }}k∈[n1],ℓ∈[n2].

Given, in addition, b ∈ [n1], we define (ν(1))∗b to be the partition whose
(n1

b

)
parts are obtained from

the multiset

{min{ν
(1)
i | i ∈ I }}I⊆[n1],|I |=b.

We observe that ∗ is an associative binary operation on the set of partitions and that (ν(1))∗2
̸= ν(1)

∗ν(1).
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Definition 4.4. Let Z ∈ N0 and fix, for every k ∈ [Z ], a pair S̃k = (Sk, σ k), where Sk ={sk1, . . . , sk,τk }⊆

[h] is a subset of cardinality τk and σ k = (σk1, . . . , σk,τk ) ∈ Nτk .
Given a family ν̃ = (ν(1), . . . , ν(h)) of partitions ν(i), each with ni parts, define λ(ν̃) to be the partition

obtained from the multiset
Z⋃

k=1

{(ν(sk1))∗σk1 ∗ · · · ∗ (ν(sk,τk ))∗σk,τk },

where {ν(i)
} denotes the multiset of parts of the partition ν(i) and the union is a union of multisets.

We will suppose for the rest of Section 4 that the following assumption on (L , A) holds.

Hypothesis 4.5. The pairs S̃1, . . . , S̃Z in Definition 4.4 may be chosen so that for any o-sublattice
3 ≤ L/A, the equality of partitions λ(3) = λ(ν(3)) holds.

Comparing the lengths of the partitions λ(3) and λ(ν(3)), we find that Hypothesis 4.5 implies that

c′
=

Z∑
k=1

(nsk1

σk1

)(nsk2

σk2

)
· · ·

(nsk,τk

σk,τk

)
.

Definition 4.6. Let S=
⋃Z

k=1 Sk ⊆ [h]. Let m = |S|. Renumbering the components in (4-5) if necessary,
we may suppose without loss of generality that S = [m].

We briefly discuss the motivation for Hypothesis 4.5. It ensures that the elementary divisor type λ(3)

depends only on the projection data ν(3) and can be described combinatorially in terms of ν(3), and
that all parts of λ(3) also appear as parts of ν(3). This assumption is crucial to our method and enables
us to express the o-ideal zeta function ζ ◁ o

L (s) in terms of the generalized Igusa functions of Definition 3.5.
A further consequence of Hypothesis 4.5 is a dichotomy among the components of L/A in (4-5). If, on
the one hand, i > m, then the commutator [3, L] is independent of the component Oni

i ; this means that
Oni

i lies in the kernel of the projection pr : L/A → L/Z(L). If, on the other hand, i ≤ m, then pr(Oni
i )

and Oni
i have the same rank as o-modules, namely ni ei fi . In particular,

m∑
i=1

ni ei fi = rko(L/Z(L)). (4-6)

This consequence of Hypothesis 4.5 is used in a subtle but crucial way in the proof of Corollary 4.22,
which establishes the functional equation satisfied by ζ ◁o

L (s). Indeed, Theorem 4.21 expresses ζ ◁o
L (s) as a

sum of finitely many summands. The above observation ensures that each summand satisfies a functional
equation with the same symmetry factor.

Remark 4.7. We note that, trivially, Hypothesis 4.5 is stable under direct products.

Remark 4.8. Before proceeding, we observe that Hypothesis 4.5 constrains the extensions Oi of o to be
unramified in natural examples, such as the nonabelian examples considered in Section 5. Suppose that
L = L1(O1) × · · · ×Lr (Or ), where Li is a class-2-nilpotent Lie ring and Oi is a finite extension of o
for every i ∈ [r ]. Suppose that the subalgebra L ′

≤ A ≤ Z(L) is of the form A = A1 × · · · × Ar , where
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each Ai is an isolated subalgebra of Li (Oi ); this will be true, for instance, if A = L ′ or A = Z(L). Then
L/A ≃ L1(O1)/A1 × · · · ×Lr (Or )/Ar . Suppose, furthermore, that we decompose

L1(O1)/A1 ≃ On1
1 × · · · ×O

nN1
1

L2(O2)/A2 ≃ O
nN1+1

2 × · · · ×O
nN2
2

...

Lr (Or )/Ar ≃ O
nNr−1+1
r × · · · ×O

nNr
r

and consider the projection data with respect to the resulting decomposition

L/A ≃ On1
1 × · · · ×O

nNr
r .

Here the number of projections is h = Nr . Assume that Hypothesis 4.5 is satisfied. We claim that Oi/o is
unramified for all i ∈ [r ] such that Li is not abelian.

Indeed, fix uniformizers 5i ∈ Oi , let τ ∈ N, and consider the lattice

3 = 5τ
1O

n1
1 × · · · ×5τ

1O
nN1
1 × 5τ

2O
nN1+1

2 × · · · ×5τ
r O

nNr
r .

The projection data are ν
(i)
j = τ for all i ∈ [Nr ] and all j ∈ [ni ]. Furthermore, it is clear that

[3, L] = 5τ
1[L1(O1),L1(O1)] × · · · × 5τ

r [Lr (Or ),Lr (Or )].

For every i ∈ [r ], let bi be the rank of [Li (Oi ),Li (Oi )] as an o-module. Then it is immediate from
Lemma 2.3 that the partition λ(3) is the disjoint union of the sets {τ }ei , fi (see Definition 2.4), with
respective multiplicities bi . Suppose that Li is not abelian. Then bi > 0. If, in addition, ei ≥ 2, then the
elements of {τ }ei , fi are not all equal to τ . Hence there are parts of λ(3) that do not appear as parts of the
projection data ν̃, contradicting Hypothesis 4.5.

Definition 4.9. Set ε = c − c′. Given partitions λ and µ with c′ and c parts, respectively, we say that
µ ≤ λ if µ ≤ λ̃, where λ̃ is any partition with c parts whose parts consist of the c′ parts of λ together with
any ε integers ξ1 ≥ · · · ≥ ξε ≥ µ1. By α(λ, µ; Y ) we will mean α(λ̃, µ; Y ), the “Birkhoff polynomial”
(2-5); note that both definitions are independent of the choice of λ̃.

Our objective, which will be attained with Theorem 4.21, is to compute the o-ideal zeta function of the
o-Lie algebra L . We maintain the notation from above. Recall, in particular, that n =

∑h
i=1 ei fi ni is the

o-rank of L/A. Observe that if 3 ≤ L/A as above, then there exists an o-sublattice M ≤ A of elementary
divisor type µ such that [3, L] ≤ M if and only if µ ≤ λ(3). Furthermore, as L ′ is isolated in L , the
number of sublattices M ≤ A of elementary divisor type µ that contain [3, L] is given by α(λ(3), µ; q).

Recall m from Definition 4.6. Given projection data ν̃ = (ν(1), . . . , ν(h)), the partition λ(ν̃) depends
only on the m-tuple ν = (ν(1), . . . , ν(m)). Thus we will write λ(ν) for λ(ν̃).
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Proposition 4.10. Assuming Hypothesis 4.5, the o-ideal zeta function of L is given by

ζ ◁o
L (s) =

ζon (s)∏m
i=1 ζOni

i
(s)

∑
ν,µ

µ≤λ(ν)

( m∏
i=1

β(ν(i)
; qi )

)
α(λ(ν), µ; q)(qnt)

∑c
k=1 µk t

∑m
i=1(

∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j ) fi .

Here ν = (ν(1), . . . , ν(m)) runs over all m-tuples of partitions with n1, . . . , nm parts, respectively, whereas
µ runs over all partitions with c parts. The condition µ ≤ λ(ν) is to be understood as in Definition 4.9.

Proof. The quotient L/A has o-rank n, so it follows from [Grunewald et al. 1988, Lemma 6.1] that

ζ ◁ o
L (s) =

∑
3≤L/A

|L/A : 3|
−s

∑
[3,L]≤M≤A

|A : M|
n−s .

Grouping the lattices 3 ≤ L/A by their projection data ν(3), we obtain

ζ ◁ o
L (s) =

∑
ν̃

∑
3≤L/A
ν(3)=ν̃

|L/A : 3|
−s

∑
[3,L]≤M≤A

|A : M|
n−s .

Setting µ to be the elementary divisor type of M and recalling that λ(ν(3)) is the elementary divisor
type of [3, L] by Hypothesis 4.5, it now follows from Proposition 4.2 that

ζ ◁o
L (s) =

ζon (s)∏h
i=1 ζOni

i
(s)

∑
ν̃,µ

µ≤λ(ν̃)

( h∏
i=1

β(ν(i)
; qi )

)
α(λ(ν̃), µ; q)(qnt)

∑c
k=1 µk t

∑h
i=1(

∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j ) fi .

As we observed above, α(λ(ν̃), µ; q) depends only on the first m components of the h-tuple ν̃. Hence
the sum in the previous displayed formula may be expressed as∑

ν,µ
µ≤λ(ν)

( m∏
i=1

β(ν(i)
; qi )

)
α(λ(ν), µ; q)(qnt)

∑c
k=1 µk t

∑m
i=1(

∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j ) fi

×

∑
(ν(m+1),...,ν(h))

( h∏
i=m+1

β(ν(i)
; qi )

)
t
∑h

i=m+1(
∑ni

j=1 ν
(i)
j ) fi . (4-7)

Observing that ∑
ν(i)

β(ν(i)
; qi )t

∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j fi =

∑
M≤O

ni
i

[Oni
i : M]

−s
= ζOni

i
(s),

we see that the second sum in (4-7) is equal to
∏h

i=m+1 ζOni
i
(s). The claim follows. □

Let w ∈ D2c be a Dyck word. Recall, from Section 2.2, that w is specified by two r-tuples
(L1, L2, . . . , Lr ) and (M1, M2, . . . , Mr ) satisfying L i − Mi ≥ 0 for all i ∈ [r ] and Lr = Mr = c. Recall
further that ε = c − c′ and define L̃ j = L j − ε for all j ∈ [r ].

Definition 4.11. Let λ and µ be partitions with c′ and c parts, respectively, and let w ∈ D2c such that
L1 ≥ ε. Fix a partition λ̃ with c parts as above; without loss of generality we may take ξε ≥ max{λ1, µ1}.
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We say that λ and µ have overlap type w, written w(λ, µ) = w, if their parts satisfy the following
inequalities:

ξ1 ≥ · · · ≥ ξε ≥ λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λL̃1
≥ µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µM1 > λL̃1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ λL̃2

≥ µM1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ µM2 > · · · > λL̃r−1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ λL̃r
≥ µMr−1+1 ≥ · · · ≥ µMr .

In other words, w(λ, µ) = w if w(λ̃, µ) = w in the sense of (2-6). Note that L̃1 = 0 may occur, if ε > 0.
Moreover, the set D2c depends on c and so on the choice of A.

Observe that λ ≥ µ if and only if there exists a Dyck word w ∈ D2c, necessarily unique, such that
w(λ, µ) = w. Given w ∈ D2c, we define the function

Dw(q, t) =

∑
ν

∑
µ≤λ(ν)

w(λ(ν),µ)=w

( m∏
i=1

β(ν(i)
; qi )

)
α(λ(ν), µ; q)(qnt)

∑c
k=1 µk t

∑m
i=1(

∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j ) fi . (4-8)

Remark 4.12. If w is such that L1 < ε, then the above sum is empty and so Dw(q, t) = 0. In addition,
the definition of the partition λ(ν) will usually impose some equalities among its parts. Thus, it may
happen that the set of projection data ν whose associated partition λ(ν) is compatible with a given Dyck
word w is empty even if w satisfies the condition L1 ≥ ε of Definition 4.11. We will see examples of this
phenomenon below, e.g., in Section 5.3.2.

Proposition 4.10 now tells us that

ζ ◁ o
L (s) =

ζon (s)∏m
i=1 ζOni

i
(s)

∑
w∈D2c

Dw(q, t). (4-9)

4.4. An explicit expression for ζ ◁o
L (s). Our aim in this section is to give explicit formulae for the terms

Dw(q, t) in (4-9). We will achieve it with Proposition 4.20 — a result whose proof will be given in
Section 4.5 — leading to a fully explicit formula for the relevant o-ideal zeta functions in Theorem 4.21.

We maintain the notation of Section 4.3 and resume some of the notation introduced in Section 3.
Consider the composition n = (n1, . . . , nm) and a family ν = (ν(1), . . . , ν(m)) of partitions ν(i), each with
ni parts. The natural ordering of the elements of the multiset

S =

m⋃
i=1

{ν
(i)
j | j ∈ [ni ]}

gives rise to an element V (ν) ∈ WOn . Indeed, the word v =
∏m

i=1 aαi
i ∈ Cn appears in the flag V (ν) if

and only if any element of the multiset

Sv =

m⋃
i=1

{ν
(i)
j | j ∈ [αi ]} (4-10)

is larger than any element of the complement S \ Sv =
⋃m

i=1{ν
(i)
j | j ∈ [αi +1, ni ]}. Given a word v ∈ Cn ,

let m(v) denote a minimal element of the multiset Sv . Since, by virtue of Definition 4.4, all parts of λ(ν)
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appear in S, we see that if k ∈ N satisfies λ′

k > λ′

k+1, then necessarily k = m(v) for some v ∈ Cn . Here we
denote the dual partition of λ(ν) by λ′ for brevity. Moreover, Hypothesis 4.5 implies that λ′

m(v) depends
only on v and not on the flag V (ν) or on the actual values of the parts ν

(i)
j .

Definition 4.13. Let v ∈ Cn:

(1) Set ℓ(v) = λ′

m(v). In particular, ℓ(v′) ≤ ℓ(v) if v′
≤ v.

(2) We say that v is radical if ℓ(v′) < ℓ(v) for all proper subwords v′ < v.

Note the following explicit formula for ℓ(v).

Lemma 4.14. Let v =
∏m

i=1 aαi
i ∈ Cn . Then

ℓ(v) = λ(ν)′m(v) =

Z∑
k=1

τk∏
j=1

(αsk j

σk j

)
.

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of Definition 4.4. □

Definition 4.15. Let w ∈ D2c be a Dyck word with exactly r letter changes from 0 to 1; see Section 2.2.
A flag V = {v1 < · · · < vt } of elements of Cn is said to be compatible with w, or simply w-compatible, if:

• t = r .

• For all j ∈ [r ], the word v j is radical and satisfies ℓ(v j ) = L̃ j .

Remark 4.16. It follows from Hypothesis 4.5 that all parts of ν participate in the minima that determine
the parts of λ(ν). Therefore, the maximal word

∏m
i=1 ani

i is always radical, and vr =
∏m

i=1 ani
i for any

w-compatible flag V .
In addition, note that if ε > 0, i.e., if L ′ < A, then some Dyck words w ∈ D2c for which there exist

w-compatible flags will satisfy L̃1 = 0. In this case, v1 = ∅ for any such flag.

For w ∈ D2c, let Fw denote the set of w-compatible flags. It will be convenient to organize the
information carried by an element of Fw in matrix form. Given an element V = {v1 < · · · < vr } ∈ Fw,
we let v0 be the empty word and define ρi j , for i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [r ], by

v j

v j−1
=

m∏
i=1

aρi j
i .

In this way, the flag V gives rise to a matrix ρ(V ) ∈ Matm,r (N0). Conversely, given a matrix ρ ∈

Matm,r (N0), we consider the cumulative sums of its rows: for i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [r ], define

Pi j =

j∑
k=1

ρik . (4-11)

Definition 4.17. Let Mn,w ⊆Matm,r (N0) be the set of (n, w)-admissible compositions, namely of matrices
ρ satisfying the following two properties:

(1) ℓ
(∏m

i=1 aPi j
i

)
= L̃ j for all j ∈ [r ].

(2) The word
∏m

i=1 aPi j
i is radical for all j ∈ [r ].
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By Remark 4.16, these properties imply that Pir = ni for all i ∈ [m]. Set w j =
∏m

i=1 aPi j
i for all j ∈ [r ].

It is easy to see that the map Fw →Mn,w given by V 7→ρ is a bijection, with inverse ρ 7→ {w1 < · · ·<wr }.
Denote

Pi = {Pi j | j ∈ [r ]}

for all i ∈ [m]. For j ∈ [r ], we denote by ρ j the following composition with m parts:

ρ j = (ρ1 j , . . . , ρmj ). (4-12)

Recall from Definition 2.2 the notion of Igusa function and from Definition 3.5 the notion of generalized
Igusa function I wo

ρ j
(Y ; X) ∈ Q(Y1, . . . , Ym; (Xv)v≤w j ).

Definition 4.18. Let ρ ∈ Mn,w. We define

Dw,ρ(q, t) =

( m∏
i=1

(ni
Pi

)
q−1

i

) r∏
j=1

(( L j −M j−1

L j −M j

)
q−1

I wo
ρ j

(q−1
1 , . . . , q−1

m ; y( j))

)

×

r−1∏
j=1

I ◦

M j −M j−1
(q−1

; xM j−1+1, . . . , xM j )IMr −Mr−1(q
−1

; xMr−1+1, . . . , xMr ),

with numerical data defined as follows. For a subword v =
∏m

i=1 aαi
i of

∏m
i=1 aρi j

i we set α
( j)
i = Pi, j−1 +αi

and v( j)
= v · w j−1 =

∏m
i=1 a

α
( j)
i

i . Set

δ( j)
v =

{
0 if ℓ(v( j)) = ℓ(w j−1),

1 otherwise,
and define

B( j)
v =

{∑m
i=1 fiαi (ni − αi ) if δ

( j)
v = 0,∑m

i=1 fiα
( j)
i (ni − α

( j)
i ) if δ

( j)
v = 1.

Finally, we set

y( j)
v = qδ

( j)
v M j−1(n+ℓ(v( j))+ε−M j−1)+B( j)

v t
∑m

i=1 αi fi +δ
( j)
v (M j−1+

∑m
i=1 Pi, j−1 fi ),

where ℓ(v( j)) is given explicitly by Lemma 4.14. For k ∈ [M j−1 + 1, M j ], we set

xk = qk(n+L j −k)+
∑m

i=1 fi Pi j (ni −Pi j )tk+
∑m

i=1 fi Pi j .

Proposition 4.19. The following functional equation holds:

Dw,ρ(q−1, t−1) = (−1)c+
∑m

i=1 ni q(n+c
2 )−(n

2)+
∑m

i=1 fi(
ni
2 )tc+2

∑m
i=1 ni fi Dw,ρ(q, t).

Proof. The proof is a straightforward computation using the functional equations of

(1) Gaussian binomials (2-1),

(2) classical Igusa functions (2-3), (2-4), and

(3) generalized Igusa functions given in Theorem 3.8,

as well as the definition (4-11) of Pi j and the observation that Pir = ni for all i ∈ [m]. □
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Recall the functions Dw(q, t) introduced in (4-8) and used to describe the o-ideal zeta function of L
in (4-9). The following result, which constitutes the technical heart of the computation of the ideal zeta
function ζ ◁ o

L (s), relates Dw(q, t) with the explicit functions Dw,ρ(q, t) of Definition 4.18. We defer its
proof to the next section.

Proposition 4.20. Let w ∈ D2c be a Dyck word. Then

Dw(q, t) =

∑
ρ∈Mn,w

Dw,ρ(q, t).

Theorem 4.21. The o-ideal zeta function of L is

ζ ◁ o
L (s) =

ζon (s)∏m
i=1 ζOni

i
(s)

∑
w∈D2c

∑
ρ∈Mn,w

Dw,ρ(q, t).

Proof. The claim is immediate from (4-9) and Proposition 4.20. □

Corollary 4.22. Suppose that the extension Oi/o is unramified for all i ∈ [m]. Then the o-ideal zeta
function of L satisfies the functional equation

ζ ◁ o
L (s)

∣∣∣
q→q−1

= (−1)rko(L)q(rko(L)
2 )t rko(L)+rko(L/Z(L))ζ ◁ o

L (s).

Proof. Recall that n + c = rko(L/A) + rko(A) = rko(L). Observe that the symmetry factor in
Proposition 4.19 is independent of w and ρ. Consequently, the sum

∑
w∈D2c

∑
ρ∈Mn,w

Dw,ρ(q, t) itself
satisfies a functional equation with the same symmetry factor. The remaining factors in Theorem 4.21
satisfy

ζon (s)∏m
i=1 ζOni

i
(s)

∣∣∣
q→q−1

=
(−1)nq(n

2)tn∏m
i=1(−1)ni q fi(

ni
2 )tni fi

·
ζon (s)∏m

i=1 ζOni
i
(s)

.

This yields the functional equation

ζ ◁ o
L (s)|q→q−1 = (−1)rko(L)q(rko(L)

2 )t rko(L)+
∑m

i=1 ni fi ζ ◁ o
L (s).

Since we have assumed that all the extensions Oi/o are unramified, our claim is now immediate from (4-6).
□

Remark 4.23. The explicit formula given in Theorem 4.21 allows one to determine, in principle, the
(local) abscissa of convergence α◁o

L of the o-ideal zeta function ζ ◁o
L (s), viz.

α◁o
L := inf{α ∈ R>0 | ζ ◁o

L (s) converges on {s ∈ C | ℜ(s) > α}} ∈ Q>0.

Indeed, writing the rational function ζ ◁o
L (s) over a common denominator of the form

∏
(a,b)∈I (1−qatb),

with a, b given by the numerical data given in Definition 4.18, gives

α◁o
L = max

{
n, a

b | (a, b) ∈ I
}
.
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This reflects the facts that a/b is the abscissa of convergence of the geometric progression qa−bs/(1−qa−bs)

and that each of the Dw(q, t) is a nonnegative linear combination of products of such geometric
progressions.

Remark 4.24. Observe that if L is replaced by the β-fold direct product Lβ , then c is replaced by βc,
and the number of summands on the right-hand side of Theorem 4.21 grows superexponentially in β.
Cancellations may occur, as in Remark 5.9 below, that cause the complexity of ζ ◁o

Lβ (s) to grow less rapidly
with respect to β; however, explicit computations in the case of the Heisenberg Lie algebra suggest that
the growth can indeed be this rapid.

4.5. Proof of Proposition 4.20. We start with a lemma involving the notions of Definition 4.13. This
observation is simple but crucial to the method of the article.

Lemma 4.25. Let v ∈ Cn . There is a unique radical subword
√

v ≤ v such that ℓ(
√

v) = ℓ(v).

Proof. Suppose v =
∏m

i=1 aαi
i . If a binomial coefficient

(
α
σ

)
is positive, then it will decrease if α is

decreased. It follows that if the k-th term in the sum in the statement of Lemma 4.14 is positive, then in
any subword v′

≤ v satisfying ℓ(v′) = ℓ(v) all the variables ask j must appear with exponent αsk j . Hence
we are led to define the set

Kv = {k ∈ [Z ] | αsk j ≥ σk j for all j ∈ [τk]}.

Furthermore, we put Sv =
⋃

k∈Kv
Sk and finally define

√
v =

∏
i∈Sv

aαi
i . It is clear from the preceding

discussion that a subword v′
≤ v satisfies ℓ(v′) = ℓ(v) if and only if

√
v ≤ v′

≤ v. The claimed existence
and uniqueness follow. □

Corollary 4.26. Suppose that v1 < v2 are two elements of Cn such that ℓ(v1) = ℓ(v2). Then
√

v1 =
√

v2.

Proof. This is immediate from the construction of
√

v in the proof of Lemma 4.25. □

Fix a Dyck word w ∈D2c. We aim to evaluate the function Dw(q, t) of (4-8). Let ν = (ν(1), . . . , ν(m))

be an m-tuple of partitions, where, for each i ∈ [m], the partition ν(i) has ni parts. Let µ be a partition
with c parts such that µ ≤ λ(ν) and w(λ(ν), µ) = w, in the sense of Definitions 4.9 and 4.11. To simplify
the notation, we write λ for λ(ν).

Now let {L j , M j } j∈[r ] be the parameters associated with the Dyck word w. Recall that we have set
L0 = M0 = 0. It follows from the assumption w(λ, µ) = w that λL̃ j

> λL̃ j +1 for all j ∈ [r − 1], hence
that all the positive L̃ j appear as parts of the dual partition λ′. By the observations before Definition 4.13,
there exists a subflag κ1 < κ2 · · · < κr of V (ν) such that ℓ(κ j ) = L̃ j for every j ∈ [r ]; if L̃1 = 0, then
we may take κ1 = ∅. This subflag need not be unique, and its constituent words need not be radical.
However, the flag

√
κ1 < · · · <

√
κr is well-defined by Corollary 4.26. Moreover, it is clear that this flag

is an element of Fw and thus corresponds to an (n, w)-admissible composition ρ(ν) ∈ Mn,w.
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For every ρ ∈ Mn,w we define the function

1w,ρ(q, t) =

∑
ν

ρ(ν)=ρ

∑
µ≤λ(ν)

w(λ,µ)=w

( m∏
i=1

β(ν(i)
; qi )

)
α(λ(ν), µ; q)(qnt)

∑c
k=1 µk t

∑m
i=1

∑ni
j=1 ν

(i)
j . (4-13)

Clearly, Dw(q, t) =
∑

ρ∈Mn,w
1w,ρ(q, t). Hence, to prove Proposition 4.20 it suffices to show the

following:

Lemma 4.27. The equality 1w,ρ(q, t) = Dw,ρ(q, t) holds for all ρ ∈ Mn,w.

Proof. Fix ρ ∈ Mn,w. For each j ∈ [r ] we define a multiset

S j =

m⋃
i=1

{ν
(i)
k | k ∈ [Pi, j−1 + 1, Pi j ]}.

Recall the compositions ρ j defined in (4-12) above, which depend only on ρ. For each j ∈ [r ], the
natural ordering of the elements of S j provides a weak order v j ∈ WOρ j . Again, these depend only on
the projection data ν, so we denote them v j (ν) and set v(ν) = (v1(ν), . . . , vr (ν)). As in the previous
section, we define w j =

∏m
i=1 aPi j

i ∈ Cn .
Now fix an r-tuple (v1, . . . , vr ) ∈

∏r
j=1 WOρ j . For every j ∈ [r ], suppose that v j includes the word∏m

i=1 aρi j
i (except when ρ1 is the zero composition, in which case v1 is empty). Write

v j = {v j1 < v j2 < · · · < v j,ℓ j }

for some ℓ j ∈ N0. We define ṽ jk = w j−1 · v jk ∈ Cn . Consider the set Sṽ jk and its minimal element
m(ṽ jk) as in (4-10). Note that v j,ℓ j =

∏m
i=1 aρi j

i and that consequently m(ṽ j,ℓ j ) = λL̃ j
. Let ε j ∈ N be the

minimal positive integer such that ℓ(ṽ j,ε j ) > L̃ j−1. Then m(ṽ j,ε j ) = λL̃ j−1+1. Observe that δ
( j)
v jk = 0 in

Definition 4.18 if and only if k < ε j ; in this case, m(ṽ jk) is equal to a part of ν that does not appear in
the partition λ(ν).

For every element v jk =
∏m

i=1 aγi
i ∈ Cρ j , define

m(v jk) = min{ν(i)
u | u ∈ [Pi, j−1 + 1, Pi, j−1 + γi ]}.

Note that the elements of the set {m(v jk) | j ∈ [r ], k ∈ [ℓ j ]} are exactly the parts of the projection data ν.
Moreover, if δ

( j)
v jk = 1, then m(v jk) = m(ṽ jk). Otherwise, it may happen that m(v jk) > m(ṽ jk), as the set

defining m(v jk) consists entirely of parts of ν that do not appear in λ(ν) and may all be larger than the
minimal element of the disjoint set Sw j−1 .

We now define a collection of differences that will provide a convenient parametrization of the pairs
(ν, µ) that we are considering:

s jk =

{
m(v jk) − m(v j,k+1) for k < ℓ j ,

m(v jk) − µM j−1+1 for k = ℓ j ,
and rk =


µk − m(v j+1,ε j+1) for k ∈ {M1, . . . , Mr−1},

µk for k = Mr ,

µk − µk+1 otherwise.
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Here the indices of the rk run over the set [Mr ] = [c], whereas the indices of the s jk satisfy j ∈ [r ] and
k ∈ [ℓ j ]. We emphasize that the rk have no connection with the parameter r defined earlier. Observe that
the s jk and the rk are all nonnegative integers. Moreover, if we allow all the s jk to run over N0 and all the
rk to run over N if k ∈ {M1, . . . , Mr−1} and over N0 otherwise, then we obtain precisely the pairs (ν, µ)

satisfying the following three conditions:

(1) w(λ(ν), µ) = w.

(2) ρ(ν) = ρ.

(3) v(ν) = (v1, . . . , vr ).

Let 1w,ρ,v(q, t) be the function defined by the right-hand side of (4-13), except that the sum runs only
over the data ν satisfying v(ν) = (v1, . . . , vr ). Our task is now to rewrite the ingredients of 1w,ρ,v(q, t),
and hence the function itself, in terms of the parameters s jk and rk . Consider the following collection of
intervals:

[µk − rk + 1, µk], k ∈ [c],

[m(v jk) − s jk + 1, m(v jk)], j ∈ [2, r ], k ∈ [ε j , ℓ j ].
(4-14)

The reader will easily verify that these intervals are disjoint and that their union is the interval [1, µ1]. It
follows from this observation that

µk =

c∑
b=k

rb +

r∑
b= j+1

ℓb∑
u=εb

sbu (4-15)

if k ∈ [M j−1 + 1, M j ], whereas if ν
(i)
d = m(v jk), then

ν
(i)
d =

ℓ j∑
u=k

s ju +

r∑
b= j+1

ℓb∑
u=εb

sbu +

c∑
b=M j−1+1

rb. (4-16)

We now treat the ingredients of 1w,ρ,ν(q, t), starting with the β(ν(i)
; qi ). Since ρ(ν) = ρ, it follows

that {Pi j | j ∈ [r − 1]} ⊆ Jν(i) for all i ∈ [m]. For every j ∈ [r ] define the set

J ( j)
ν(i) = {k − Pi, j−1 | k ∈ Jν(i) ∩ (Pi, j−1, Pi j )}.

Lemma 2.1 implies that ( ni
Jν(i)

)
q−1

i

=

(ni
Pi

)
q−1

i

r∏
j=1

( ρi j

J ( j)
ν(i)

)
q−1

i

. (4-17)

Using (4-15) and (4-16), the differences ν
(i)
d − ν

(i)
d+1 appearing in the exponents in β(ν(i)

; qi ), as defined
in (4-1), can be expressed as sums of distinct parameters s jk and rk . In particular, we observe that the
elements of J ( j)

ν(i) are precisely the exponents of the variable ai that occur in the weak order v j . It then
follows from (4-17) that

m∏
i=1

( ni
Jν(i)

)
q−1

i

=

m∏
i=1

(ni
Pi

)
q−1

i

r∏
j=1

(ρ j

v j

)
Y
,
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where Y = (q−1
1 , . . . , q−1

m ) and
(
ρ j
v j

)
Y

is as in Definition 3.3. This completes our analysis of the factors
β(ν(i)

; qi ).
We now consider the factors α(λ(ν), µ; q), using the idea behind the proofs of [Schein and Voll 2015,

Lemmata 2.16 and 2.17]. The range of parameters k over which the infinite product of (2-5) giving
α(λ(ν), µ; q) = α(λ̃, µ; q) may have nontrivial factors is precisely [1, µ1]. Recall that λ̃′

k = λ′

k + ε

for all k and observe that the dual partitions λ̃′ and µ′ are constant on each of the intervals of (4-14).
Indeed, if d ∈ [µk − rk + 1, µk], where k ∈ [M j−1 + 1, M j ], then λ̃′

d = L j and µ′

d = k. Similarly, if
d ∈ [m(v jk)−s jk +1, m(v jk)] with k ∈ [ε j , ℓ j ], then λ′

d = ℓ(ṽ jk), hence λ̃′

d = ℓ(ṽ jk)+ε, and µ′

d = M j−1.
By manipulations with Gaussian binomials analogous to those above we find that

∞∏
k=1

( λ̃′

k −µ′

k+1

λ̃′

k −µ′

k

)
q−1

=

r∏
j=1

( L j −M j−1

L j −M j

)
q−1

( M j −M j−1

I ( j)
µ

)
q−1

,

where I ( j)
µ = {k − M j−1 | k ∈ Jµ ∩ (M j−1, M j )} ⊂ [M j − M j−1 − 1]. Combining these observations, we

obtain

α(λ(ν), µ; q) =

r∏
j=1

(( L j −M j−1

L j −M j

)
q−1

( M j −M j−1

I ( j)
µ

)
q−1

M j∏
k=M j−1+1

qk(L j −k)rk

ℓ j∏
k=ε j

q M j−1(ℓ(ṽ jk)+ε−M j−1)s jk

)
.

The exponents in the remaining factor (qnt)
∑c

k=1 µk t
∑m

i=1
∑ni

j=1 ν
(i)
j of the right-hand side of (4-13) are

again readily expressed as sums of parameters rk and s jk using (4-15) and (4-16). We leave the final
assembly as an exercise for the reader. Summing the parameters rk and s jk over the ranges indicated
above, we obtain

1w,ρ,v(q, t) =

( m∏
i=1

(ni
Pi

)
q−1

i

) r∏
j=1

(( L j −M j−1

L j −M j

)
q−1

(ρ j

v j

)
Y

ℓ j∏
k=1

y( j)
v jk

1−y( j)
v jk

)

×

r−1∏
j=1

I ◦

M j −M j−1
(q−1

; xM j−1+1, . . . , xM j )·IMr −Mr−1(q
−1

; xMr−1+1, . . . , xMr ),

where the numerical data xk and y( j)
v jk are as given in Definition 4.18. In particular, note that y( j)

v jk

depends only on the word ṽ jk and not on the weak order v j . Recall that I wo
ρ j

(q−1
1 , . . . , q−1

m ; y( j)) is given
in Definition 3.5 as a sum indexed by WOρ j . Observe that 1w,ρ,v(q, t) is equal to the expression for

Dw,ρ(q, t) in Definition 4.18, except that each factor I wo
ρ j

(q−1
1 , . . . , q−1

m ; y( j)) is replaced by the summand

corresponding to v j ∈ WOρ j . Summation over all r -tuples v = (v1, . . . , vr ) ∈
∏r

j=1 WOρ j now completes
the proof of Lemma 4.27, and hence of Proposition 4.20. □
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5. Application to the class L— proof of Theorem 1.3

In order to deduce Theorem 1.3 from the results of the previous section, namely Theorem 4.21 and
Corollary 4.22, it remains to show that Hypothesis 4.5 is satisfied for o-Lie algebras L as in the statement
of Theorem 1.3. We noted in Remark 4.7 that the hypothesis is stable under direct products. Hence
it suffices to verify the hypothesis in the case L = L(O1) × · · · ×L(Og), where L is a Lie ring from
one of the three defining subclasses in Definition 1.1 and Oi is a finite extension of o, for each i ∈ [g].
It is enough to compute the o-ideal zeta function of L; indeed, the O-ideal zeta function of L(O) is
obtained from the o-ideal zeta function of L by substituting q f for q, where f is the inertia degree of
O/o. This verification (and more) is done in Sections 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4. We recover, en passant, the results
of previous work by several authors.

5.1. Abelian Lie rings. It is instructive to consider the output of Theorem 4.21 for the basic example of
the abelian o-Lie algebra L = ob. Its zeta function is well-known; see (1-4). Let A ≤ L be an o-sublattice
of rank c with a torsion-free quotient L/A ≃ on; here n = b − c. Now, let h ∈ N and ni , ei , fi , for i ∈ [h],
be natural numbers such that

∑h
i=1 ni ei fi = n, and let O1, . . . ,Oh be arbitrary finite extensions of o with

ramification indices ei and inertia degrees fi . Then we may express L/A ≃ On1
1 × · · · ×Onh

h as in (4-5).
Hypothesis 4.5 is satisfied vacuously, as c′

= 0. Moreover, m = 0 in the sense of Definition 4.6. As ε = c,
it follows from Remark 4.12 that the only Dyck word w ∈ D2c for which Dw(q, t) ̸= 0 is the “trivial”
word w = 0c1c. Since the composition n is empty, the only (n, w)-admissible partition is the empty one.
We then read off from Theorem 4.21 that

ζ ◁ o
L (s) = ζon (s)Ic(q−1

; x1, . . . , xc),

where the numerical data are given by xk = qk(n+c−k)tk
= qk(b−k)tk . Indeed, it is immediate from (1-4)

and (1-5) that

Ic(q−1
; x1, . . . , xc) = ζoc(s − n) =

b−1∏
i=n

1
1 − q i t

=
ζob(s)
ζon (s)

.

5.2. Free class-2-nilpotent Lie rings. Let f2,d denote the free class-2-nilpotent Lie ring on d generators.
If O is a finite extension of o with ramification index e and inertia degree f , then the derived subalgebra
of f2,d(O) is isolated and has o-rank

(d
2

)
e f and abelianization of o-rank de f . We will now implement the

general framework developed in Section 4 to compute the o-ideal zeta function of the direct product

L = f2,d1(O1) × · · · × f2,dm (Om),

where di ∈ N and Oi is a finite extension of o for all i ∈ [m]. The abelianization of f2,di (Oi ) is isomorphic
to Odi

i as an o-module. Thus L satisfies (4-5), with A = L ′
= Z(L) and ni = di for every i ∈ [m]. We

set L = L/L ′ and let πi : L → Odi
i be the projections as in Section 4.2. Let 3 ≤ L be a finite-index

o-sublattice and ν(πi (3)) be the elementary divisor type of the Oi -sublattice of Odi
i generated by πi (3).
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To use the method of the previous section, we must compute the elementary divisor type of the commutator
lattice [3, L].

Lemma 5.1. Let L = f2,d1(O1)×· · ·× f2,dm (Om) and let 3 ≤ L be an o-sublattice. For every i ∈ [m], let
ν(i)

= ν(πi (3))= (ν
(i)
1 , . . . , ν

(i)
di

). Then the o-elementary divisor type λ(3) of the commutator [3, L]≤ L ′

is obtained from the following multiset with c =
∑m

i=1
(di

2

)
ei fi elements:

m∐
i=1

∐
1≤ j<k≤di

{min{ν
(i)
j , ν

(i)
k }}ei , fi .

Proof. Let (x (i)
1 , . . . , x (i)

di
) be an Oi -basis of f2,di (Oi ) with respect to which πi (3) is diagonal:

πi (3) = ⟨5
ν

(i)
1

i x (i)
1 , . . . ,5

ν
(i)
di

i x (i)
di

⟩Oi ,

where 5i ∈ Oi is a uniformizer. Observe that the collection of commutators

{[x (i)
j , x (i)

k ]}1≤ j<k≤di

provides an Oi -basis of the derived subalgebra of f2,di (Oi ). Clearly, the commutator subalgebra

[πi (3), πi (L)] is the Oi -lattice spanned by the elements {5
ν

(i)
j

i [x (i)
j , x (i)

k ]} j ̸=k . The Oi -elementary divisor
type of this lattice is the partition with parts min{ν

(i)
j , ν

(i)
k }, as observed already just before [Grunewald

et al. 1988, Lemma 5.2]. The elementary divisor type of [πi (3), πi (L)], viewed as a lattice over o, is
given by the multiset ∐

1≤ j<k≤di

{min{ν
(i)
j , ν

(i)
k }}ei , fi

by Lemma 2.3. To complete the proof, we observe that the direct product structure of L implies that
[3, L] =

⊕m
i=1[πi (3), πi (L)]. □

Remark 5.2. Observe that {ν}1, f is simply the multiset consisting of the element ν with multiplicity
f . Therefore, if the extensions Oi/o are all unramified (i.e., ei = 1 for all i) then it is immediate from
Lemma 5.1 that L satisfies Hypothesis 4.5. Indeed, we may set Z =

∑m
i=1 fi and let the collection

S̃1, . . . , S̃Z consist of fi copies of the pair ({i}, 2) for every i ∈ [m]. Moreover, our decomposition of
L/A satisfies the conditions of Remark 4.8. Therefore, Hypothesis 4.5 necessarily fails if any of the
extensions Oi/o are ramified, and the method of Section 4 is inapplicable. We therefore assume for the
remainder of Section 5.2 that all the Oi are unramified over o.

As at the beginning of Section 4.4, the possible orderings of the projection data ν = (ν(1), . . . , ν(m))

are parametrized by the chain complex WOn of Cn . Recall the function ℓ(v) of Definition 4.13.

Lemma 5.3. Let v =
∏m

i=1 aαi
i ∈ Cn . Then ℓ(v) =

∑m
i=1

(
αi
2

)
fi .

Proof. Let i ∈ [m]. There are exactly αi parts of the partition ν(πi (3)) that are not less than m(v), and
hence there are

(
αi
2

)
pairwise minima that are not less than m(v). Each of these minima appears in λ(3)
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with multiplicity fi . Alternatively, apply Lemma 4.14 and the description of the sets S̃1, . . . , S̃Z given
in Remark 5.2 above. □

We now have all the ingredients necessary to apply Definition 4.18 and Theorem 4.21 to obtain an
explicit expression for ζ◁o

L (s).

Example 5.4. We recover an expression for the Zp-ideal zeta function of f2,d(Zp), where d ≥2, which was
computed by the third author in [Voll 2005b]. The expressions of Theorem 4.21 reduce to a particularly
simple form in this case. Here m = 1 and o = Zp, and, given a Zp-sublattice 3 ≤ L , there is only one
relevant projection datum, namely the elementary divisor type ν = (ν1, . . . , νd) of 3 itself. The derived
subalgebra has rank c =

(d
2

)
. In view of Lemma 5.3, the parts of the dual partition λ(3)′ = λ(ν)′ are all

triangular numbers. In particular, if w ∈ D2c = Dd(d−1) is a Dyck word, then Dw(p, t) = 0 unless all the
parameters L1, . . . , Lr associated to w are triangular numbers.

So suppose that w ∈Dd(d−1) is such that L j =
(γ j

2

)
for all j ∈ [r ]. It is easy to see from Definition 4.17

that there is only one (d, w)-admissible composition, namely ρ1 j = γ j − γ j−1 for all j ∈ [r ] (where we
have set γ0 = 0). Thus P1 j = γ j for all j . Noting from Example 3.6 that the generalized Igusa function
associated to a composition with one part is a classical Igusa function in the sense of Definition 2.2, we
read off from Definition 4.18 that

Dw(p, t) =

r∏
j=1

(( L j −M j−1

L j −M j

)
p−1

( d
γ j

)
p−1

Iγ j −γ j−1(p−1
; y( j)

1 , . . . , y( j)
γ j −γ j−1

)

)

×

r−1∏
j=1

I ◦

M j −M j−1
(p−1

; xM j−1+1, . . . , xM j )·IMr −Mr−1(p−1
; xMr−1+1, . . . , xMr ),

where
y( j)

k = pM j−1(d+(
γ j−1+k

2 )−M j−1)+(γ j−1+k)(d−γ j−1−k)tγ j−1+k+M j−1,

xk = pk(d+(
γ j
2 )−k)+γ j (d−γ j )tk+γ j .

Here, as usual, we have k ∈ [M j−1 +1, M j ] in the definition of xk . Indeed, observe that the only instance
of two distinct subwords v1, v2 ≤ ad

1 satisfying ℓ(v1) = ℓ(v2) is ℓ(∅) = ℓ(a1) = 0. Thus we always have
δ
( j)
v = 1 except in the case δ

(1)
a1 = 0, but it is easy to verify that the uniform expressions given above for

the numerical data hold. Finally, by Theorem 4.21,

ζ◁
f2,d (Zp)

(s) =

∑
w∈Dd(d−1)

Dw(p, t).

We leave it as an exercise for the reader to unwind the definitions of [Voll 2005b] and verify that this
formula matches [loc. cit., Theorem 4].

5.3. Free class-2-nilpotent products of abelian Lie rings. Let L1 and L2 be abelian Lie rings of ranks d
and d ′, respectively. We denote by gd,d ′ the free class-2-nilpotent product of L1 and L2 of nilpotency
class at most two. This is the Lie ring version of a group-theoretical construction considered by Levi
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[1944] (see also [Golovin 1950]), which is itself a special case of a varietal product as in [Neumann 1967,
Section 1.8]. Concretely, a presentation of gd,d ′ is given by

gd,d ′ = ⟨x1, . . . , xd , y1, . . . , yd ′, (zi j )i∈[d], j∈[d ′] | [xi , y j ] = zi j ⟩,

where all Lie brackets not following from the relations above vanish.

Example 5.5. (1) g1,1 is the Heisenberg Lie ring.

(2) gd,1 is the Grenham Lie ring of degree d .

(3) gd,0 = Zd is the abelian Lie ring of rank d .

(4) gd,d = Gd is the Lie ring featuring in [Stasinski and Voll 2014, Definition 1.2].

We fix g ∈ N and g-tuples d = (d1, . . . , dg) and d ′
= (d ′

1, . . . , d ′
g) of natural numbers. Let O1, . . . ,Og

be finite extensions of o with ramification indices ei and inertia degrees fi , respectively. Consider the
o-Lie algebra

L = gd1,d ′

1
(O1) × · · · × gdg,d ′

g
(Og).

Define d =
∑g

i=1 di ei fi and d ′
=

∑g
i=1 d ′

i ei fi , and set c =
∑g

i=1 di d ′

i ei fi . Observe that, as an o-module,
L is free of rank d + d ′

+ c. Let L ′ denote the derived subalgebra of L , and let

L = L/L ′
≃ (Od1

1 ×O
d ′

1
1 ) × (Od2

2 ×O
d ′

2
2 ) × · · · × (O

dg
g ×O

d ′
g

g )

be its abelianization. For each i ∈ [g], consider the usual basis {x (i)
k , y(i)

ℓ , z(i)
kℓ } k∈[di ]

ℓ∈[d′
i ]

of gdi ,d ′

i
(Oi ) as an

Oi -module. Consider the natural linear projections

πi : L → ⟨x (i)
1 , . . . , x (i)

di
⟩Oi ≃ Odi

i and π ′

i : L → ⟨y(i)
1 , . . . , y(i)

d ′

i
⟩Oi ≃ O

d ′

i
i .

For each i ∈[g], fix an o-basis (α
(i)
1 , . . . , α

(i)
ei fi

) of Oi . Then {α
(i)
j x (i)

k , α
(i)
j y(i)

ℓ , α
(i)
j z(i)

kℓ }k∈[di ],ℓ∈[d ′

i ], j∈[ei fi ]

is an o-basis of gdi ,d ′

i
(Oi ) and the union of these bases is an o-basis of L .

Let 3 ≤ L be an o-sublattice. For each i ∈ [g], we let ν(i), a partition with di parts, be the elementary
divisor type of the Oi -sublattice of Odi

i generated by πi (3). Similarly, we set ν(i+g) to be the elementary
divisor type of the Oi -sublattice of O

d ′

i
i generated by π ′

i (3). In other words,

ν = ν(3) = (ν(1), ν(1+g), ν(2), ν(2+g), . . . , ν(g), ν(2g)) (5-1)

is the projection data of 3 as an o-sublattice of L .

Lemma 5.6. Let L = gd1,d ′

1
(O1) × · · · × gdg,d ′

g
(Og) and let 3 ≤ L be an o-sublattice. Let ν(3) be as in

(5-1) above. Then the o-elementary divisor type λ(3) of the commutator [3, L] ≤ L ′ is obtained from the
following multiset with c =

∑g
i=1 di d ′

i ei fi elements:

g∐
i=1

di d ′

i∐
k=1

{(ν(i)
∗ ν(i+g))k}ei , fi ,

where the operation ∗ is explained in Definition 4.3 and the sets {a}ei , fi , for a ∈ N, are as in Definition 2.4.
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Proof. For every i ∈ [g], let 5i denote a uniformizer of Oi . Let (ξ
(i)
1 , . . . , ξ

(i)
di

) and (υ
(i)
1 , . . . , υ

(i)
d ′

i
) be

bases of Odi
i and O

d ′

i
i , respectively, such that

⟨πi (3)⟩Oi = ⟨5
ν

(i)
1

i ξ
(i)
1 , . . . ,5

ν
(i)
di

i ξ
(i)
di

⟩Oi and ⟨π ′

i (3)⟩Oi = ⟨5
ν

(i+g)

1
i υ

(i)
1 , . . . ,5

ν
(i+g)

d′
i

i υ
(i)
d ′

i
⟩Oi .

Observe that the commutators [ξ
(i)
k , υ

(i)
ℓ ] form an Oi -basis of the subspace ⟨z(i)

kℓ ⟩Oi of L ′. Fixing k ∈ [di ],
we find that

[5
ν

(i)
k

i ξ
(i)
k , L] =

⊕
ℓ∈[d ′

i ]

5
ν

(i)
k

i Oi [ξ
(i)
k , y(i)

ℓ ] =

⊕
ℓ∈[d ′

i ]

5
ν

(i)
k

i Oi [ξ
(i)
k , υ

(i)
ℓ ].

Similarly, for a fixed ℓ ∈ [d ′

i ] we obtain

[5
ν

(i+g)

ℓ

i υ
(i)
ℓ , L] =

⊕
k∈[di ]

5
ν

(i+g)

ℓ

i Oi [x
(i)
k , υ

(i)
ℓ ] =

⊕
k∈[di ]

5
ν

(i+g)

ℓ

i Oi [ξ
(i)
k , υ

(i)
ℓ ].

From this we conclude that

[gdi ,d ′

i
(Oi ), 3] =

⊕
k∈[di ],ℓ∈[d ′

i ]

5
min{ν

(i)
k ,ν

(i+g)

ℓ }

i Oi [ξ
(i)
k , υ

(i)
ℓ ] =

⊕
k∈[di ],ℓ∈[d ′

i ]

5
min{ν

(i)
k ,ν

(i+g)

ℓ }

i Oi z
(i)
kℓ

as Oi -modules, where gdi ,d ′

i
(Oi ) is the abelianization of gdi ,d ′

i
(Oi ). Therefore,

[L, 3] =

⊕
i∈[g],k∈[di ],ℓ∈[d ′

i ]

5
min{ν

(i)
k ,ν

(i+g)

ℓ }

i Oi z
(i)
kℓ

as o-modules. The claim follows. □

Set m = 2g. For i ∈ [g], set Oi+g =Oi and define ni = di and ni+g = d ′

i . It is clear from Lemma 5.6 that
the Lie ring L fits the general framework of the beginning of Section 4.3. Moreover, we see analogously
to Remark 5.2 that if all the Oi are unramified over o, then Hypothesis 4.5 is satisfied. In this case, we
take Z =

∑g
i=1 fi ; the collection S̃1, . . . , S̃Z consists of fi copies of the pair ((i, i +g), (1, 1)) for every

i ∈ [g]. Thus we assume for the remainder of this section that all the Oi are unramified over o.
Consider the composition n = (n1, . . . , n2g). Then the natural ordering among all the parts of the

projection data ν = (ν(1), . . . , ν(2g)) corresponds to an element of WOn .

Lemma 5.7. Let v =
∏2g

i=1 aαi
i ∈ Cn . Then ℓ(v) =

∑g
i=1 αiαi+g fi .

Proof. Let v ∈ Cn as above. For any i ∈ [g], the di d ′

i parts of ν(i)
∗ ν(i+g) are, by definition, the minima

min{ν
(i)
k , ν

(i+g)

ℓ }k∈[di ],ℓ∈[d ′

i ]
. Clearly, min{ν

(i)
k , ν

(i+g)

ℓ } ≥ m(v) if and only if both elements of the pair
(ν

(i)
k , ν

(i+g)

ℓ ) are contained in Sv , and it is clear from (4-10) that there are αiαi+g such pairs. Finally, since
we have assumed all Oi/o to be unramified, every part of ν(i)

∗ν(i+g) appears in λ(ν) with multiplicity fi .
Alternatively, use Lemma 4.14. □

The o-ideal zeta function ζ ◁ o
L (s) may now be read off from Theorem 4.21.
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5.3.1. Grenham Lie rings over unramified extensions. As an example, we will treat the case L = gd,1(O),
where gd,1 is the Grenham Lie ring of degree d and O/o is unramified of degree f . In the case d = f = 2,
this zeta function was computed previously by Bauer, using methods analogous to those of [Voll 2005a]
and quite different from the current paper’s approach.

Observe that L ′
= Z(L), so necessarily we have A = L ′ and thus c = c′

= d f and ε = 0 in the notation
of Section 4.3. The nonempty radical words v ∈ C(d,1) are exactly those of the form v = aα1

1 a2 with
α1 > 0. If w ∈ D2c is a Dyck word with associated parameters L1, . . . , Lr and M1, . . . , Mr , then clearly
there are no ((d, 1), w)-admissible compositions (recall Definition 4.17) unless all the L i are divisible by
f . Otherwise, there is a unique ((d, 1), w)-admissible composition ρ ∈ Mat2,r ; it satisfies P1 j = L j/ f
and P2 j = 1 for all j ∈ [r ]. Equivalently, ρ1 j = (L j − L j−1)/ f for all j ∈ [r ], while ρ21 = 1 and ρ2 j = 0
for all j > 1.

Let D2c( f ) be the set of Dyck words w ∈ D2c such that f | L i for all i ∈ [r ]. Given w ∈ D2c( f ), set
Lw/ f = {L i/ f | i ∈ [r − 1]}. The following explicit statement is now immediate from Theorem 4.21.

Proposition 5.8. Let L = gd,1(O), where O/o is an unramified extension of degree f . Then

ζ ◁ o
L (s) =

ζo(d+1) f (s)
ζO(s)ζOd (s)

∑
w∈D2c( f )

Dw(q, t),

where

Dw(q, t) =

( d
Lw/ f

)
q− f

r∏
j=1

( L j −M j−1

L j −M j

)
q−1

I wo
(L1/ f,1)(q

− f , q− f
; y(1))

×

r∏
j=2

I(L j −L j−1)/ f (q− f
; y(L j−1/ f )+1, . . . , yL j / f )

×

r−1∏
j=1

I ◦

M j −M j−1
(q−1

; xM j−1+1, . . . , xM j )IMr −Mr−1(q
−1

; xMr−1+1, . . . , xMr ).

Here the numerical data are given by

xk = qk((d+1) f +L j −k)+L j (d−L j / f )tk+ f +L j , k ∈ [M j−1 + 1, M j ],

y(1)

a
α1
1 a

α2
2

= q f α1(d−α1)t f (α1+α2),

yk = q M j−1((d+k+k(d−k)+1) f −M j−1)t f (k+1)+M j−1, k ∈ [(L j−1/ f ) + 1, L j/ f ].

Remark 5.9. Using Proposition 5.8 to compute ζ ◁

gd,1(Zp)
(s) produces a sum parametrized by the 1

d+1

(2d
d

)
elements of D2d . Yet [Voll 2005a, Theorem 5], translated to the notation of the present paper, gives the
much simpler expression

ζ ◁

gd,1(Zp)
(s) = ζZd+1

p
(s)Id(p−1

; z1, . . . , zd),

where zi = pi(2d+1−i)t2i+1 for i ∈ [d]. We have checked that these expressions coincide for d ≤ 3, but
a direct proof of their equality would involve proving an identity of generalized Igusa functions with
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Dyck word flag Dw,ρ(q, t)

00001111 a2b2 I wo
(2,2)(q

−1
; y)I4(q−1

; q7t5, q12t6, q15t7, q16t8)

00100111
a2b < a2b2 (2

1

)2
q−1 I wo

(2,1)(q
−1

; y) gp(q6t4) gp0(q7t5)I3(q−1
; q12t6, q15t7, q16t8)

ab2 < a2b2

00110011
a2b < a2b2 (2

1

)
q−1 I wo

(2,1)(q
−1

; y)I ◦

2 (q−1
; q6t4, q9t5) gp0(q12t6)I2(q−1

; q15t7, q16t8)
ab2 < a2b2

01000111 ab < a2b2
(2

1

)2
q−1 I wo

(1,1)(q
−1, y) gp(q6t3)I wo

(1,1)(q
−1

; z)I3(q−1
; q12t6, q15t7, q16t8)

01010011
ab < a2b < a2b2 (2

1

)2
q−1 I wo

(1,1)(q
−1

; y)gp(q6t3)gp0(q6t4)gp(q9t5)gp0(q12t6)I2(q−1
;q15t7,q16t8)

ab < ab2 < a2b2

Table 1. Dyck words, together with the associated functions Dw,ρ(q, t).

conditions on the numerical data, in the spirit of Proposition 3.11; see also Remark 5.10 below. This
example shows that expressions derived from Theorem 4.21 sometimes admit dramatic cancellation.

5.3.2. The Lie ring g2,2. Paajanen [2008, Theorem 11.1] computed the ideal zeta function of the o-Lie
algebra L = g2,2(o). We recover this computation as a special case of our results. By Theorem 4.21 we
have

ζ ◁ o
L (s) =

ζo4(s)
(ζo2(s))2

∑
w∈D8

∑
ρ∈M(2,2),w

Dw,ρ(q, t) =
(1 − t)(1 − qt)

(1 − q2t)(1 − q3t)

∑
w∈D8

∑
ρ∈M(2,2),w

Dw,ρ(q, t).

There are fourteen Dyck words of length 8, but it is easy to check that there are only five Dyck words
w ∈D8 for which there exist w-compatible flags of subwords of the word a2

1a2
2 . For simplicity, for the rest

of this example we will write a instead of a1 and b instead of a2. We tabulate these Dyck words, together
with the associated functions Dw,ρ(q, t) in Table 1. Observe that there are three Dyck words with two
compatible flags, and that in each of these cases both flags give rise to the same function Dw,ρ(q, t). This
is a consequence of the symmetries of L = g2,2(o) and is not a general phenomenon.

For brevity, in Table 1, we use the notation gp(x) =
x

1−x and gp0(x) =
1

1−x . Here the numerical data y
and z are defined as follows:

ya = yb = qt, ya2 = yb2 = t2, yab = q2t2, ya2b = yab2 = qt3, ya2b2 = t4,

za = zb = q6t4, zab = q7t5.

5.3.3. The Heisenberg Lie ring. The relatively free product g1,1 is the Heisenberg Lie ring h. This ring is
spanned over Z by three generators x, y, z, with the relations [x, y] = z, [x, z] = [y, z] = 0. It is among
the smallest nonabelian nilpotent Lie rings. It was studied by two of the authors in [Schein and Voll
2015], in the case o = Zp; the zeta functions computed there can be recovered as special cases of the
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analysis in this section. Indeed, consider

L = h(O1) × · · · × h(Og),

where the Oi are unramified over o so that Hypothesis 4.5 holds. Then c =
∑g

i=1 fi , while n = 2c. Note
that the quantity denoted n in [loc. cit.] is called c in the current paper. The composition n defined just
before the statement of Lemma 5.7 is n = (1, 1, . . . , 1), with 2g parts. Thus the elements of Cn correspond
to subwords of the word a1 · · · a2g. The radical subwords are the words of the form

∏
i∈J ai ai+g for

some J ⊆ [g]. Thus radical subwords are in bijection with subsets of [g]. Moreover, if w ∈ D2c is a
Dyck word, then a w-compatible flag V = (v1 < · · · < vr ) ∈ Fw corresponds to a sequence of subsets
J1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ Jr = [g] such that

∑
i∈J j \J j−1

fi = L j − L j−1 for all j ∈ [r ]. Setting A j = J j \ J j−1, we obtain
precisely the set partitions of [g] that are compatible with w, in the sense of [loc. cit., Definition 3.4].
Recall that the set of set partitions compatible with w was denoted Pw in [loc. cit.].

We see from Theorem 4.21, applied to L = g1,1(O1) × · · · × g1,1(Og), that

ζ ◁ o
L (s) =

ζo2c(s)∏g
i=1 ζOi (s)2

∑
w∈D2c

∑
ρ∈Mn,w

Dw,ρ(q, t) = ζo2c(s)
( g∏

i=1

(1 − t fi )2
) ∑

w∈D2c
ρ∈Mn,w

Dw,ρ(q, t).

Now set o = Zp; in particular, q = p. A comparison with [loc. cit., Equation (2.20)] and the displayed
equation immediately before [loc. cit., Theorem 3.6] shows that, to recover the results obtained there, it
suffices to prove that if ρ ∈ Mn,w is associated to a set partition {A j } j∈[r ] ∈ Pw, then( g∏

i=1

(1 − t fi )2
)

Dw,ρ(p, t) =

( g∏
i=1

(1 − t2 fi )

)
D f

w,A(p, t), (5-2)

where D f
w,A(p, t) is defined by [loc cit., (3.12)].

We read off from Definition 4.18 that, for ρ ∈ Mn,w,

Dw,ρ(p, t) =

r∏
j=1

(( L j −M j−1

L j −M j

)
p−1

I wo∏
k∈A j

akak+g
( y( j))

)

×

( r−1∏
j=1

I ◦

M j −M j−1
(p−1

; xM j−1+1, . . . , xM j )

)
IMr −Mr−1(p−1

; xMr−1+1, . . . , xMr ), (5-3)

with the numerical data specified there. Since the parameters q−1
i do not actually appear in the relevant

generalized Igusa functions, we have omitted them from the notation (just as in Proposition 3.11).
Observe that the numerical data xk in (5-3) match those in the formula for D f

w,A(p, t) given in [loc cit.,
Theorem 3.6]. Moreover, if rI =

∏
k∈I akak+g is a radical subword of

∏
k∈A j

akak+g, then the numerical

datum y( j)
rI matches the numerical datum y( j)

I of [loc. cit., Theorem 3.6]. In addition, we observe that the
numerical data of Definition 4.18 satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition 3.11. Recalling from Example 3.6
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how to express the weak order Igusa functions of [loc. cit., Definition 2.9] in terms of the generalized
Igusa functions of Definition 3.5 above, we find that Proposition 3.11 indeed implies (5-2).

Remark 5.10. Observe that h = f2,2. Thus we can view L = f2,2(O1) × · · · × f2,2(Og) and obtain an
expression for ζ ◁ o

L (s) by specializing the analysis of Section 5.2. This expression is not obviously equal
to the one obtained above by considering L = g1,1(O1) × · · · × g1,1(Og) and using the approach of
Section 5.3, or to that of [loc. cit., Theorem 3.6]. To verify the equality directly, one has to prove identities
between generalized Igusa functions that depend on the numerical data, in the style of Proposition 3.11.
We leave this as an exercise for the reader.

5.4. The higher Heisenberg Lie rings. Let d ∈ N. The higher Heisenberg Lie ring hd consists of d
copies of the Heisenberg Lie ring h, amalgamated over their centers; in particular h1 = h. More precisely,
hd is spanned over Z by 2d + 1 elements x1, . . . , xd , y1, . . . , yd , z, with the relations [xi , yi ] = z for all
i ∈ [d]; all other pairs of generators commute. Let

L = hd1(O1) × · · · × hdg (Og),

where (d1, . . . , dg) ∈ Ng and each Oi is a finite, not necessarily unramified extension of o. In the case of
d1 = · · · = dg and o = O1 = · · · = Og = Zp, the zeta function ζ ◁ o

L (s) was computed by Bauer [2013] in
his unpublished M.Sc. thesis by adapting the methods of [Schein and Voll 2015]. Observe that

L ≃ Od1
1 ×Od1

1 × · · · ×O
dg
g ×O

dg
g = O1 × · · · ×O1︸ ︷︷ ︸

2d1copies

× · · · ×Og × · · · ×Og︸ ︷︷ ︸
2dgcopies

. (5-4)

Set Si =
∑i

j=1 2d j . We have naturally expressed L as a product of Sg submodules, giving rise to
projections π1, . . . , πSg as in Section 4.3, where πk : L → Oi when Si−1 < k ≤ Si . Let 3 ≤ L be an
o-sublattice, and let ν(3) = (ν(1), . . . , ν(Sg)) be the corresponding projection data with respect to (5-4);
each of these Sg partitions has only one part. Note that L ′

= Z(L) has rank c =
∑g

i=1 ei fi as an o-module.

Lemma 5.11. Let 3 ≤ L be an o-sublattice. The o-elementary divisor type λ(3) of the commutator
[3, L] ≤ L ′ is obtained from the following multiset with c elements:

g∐
i=1

{min{ν
(Si−1+1)

1 , ν
(Si−1+2)

1 , . . . , ν
(Si )
1 }ei , fi }.

Proof. Let (x (i)
1 , . . . , x (i)

di
, y(i)

1 , . . . , y(i)
di

, z(i)) be the natural basis of hdi (Oi ) as an Oi -module. Let the
decomposition (5-4) be such that, for every k ∈ [di ], the images of πSi−1+k and πSi−1+di +k are Oi x

(i)
k and

Oi y(i)
k , respectively. If 5i ∈ Oi is a uniformizer, then it is clear that, for all i ∈ [g] and all k ∈ [di ],

[3,Oi x
(i)
k ] = 5

ν
(Si−1+di +k)

1
i Oi z(i) and [3,Oi y(i)

k ] = 5
ν

(Si−1+k)

1
i Oi z(i).

The claim follows. □
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It is immediate from the previous lemma that Hypothesis 4.5 is satisfied if all the extensions Oi/o are
unramified. In this case, we set Z =

∑g
i=1 fi and take the collection S̃1, . . . , S̃Z to consist of fi copies

of the pair ([Si−1 + 1, Si ], (1, 1, . . . , 1)) for every i ∈ [g]. The following is then given by Lemma 4.14.

Lemma 5.12. Let v =
∏Sg

k=1 aαk
k ∈ Cn . Then ℓ(v) =

∑g
i=1

(∏Si
k=Si−1+1 αk

)
fi .

An explicit expression for ζ ◁ o
L (s) can now be obtained from Theorem 4.21. In particular,

ζ◁
hd (Zp)

(s) =

ζZ2d
p
(s)

(ζZp(s))2d I wo
2d ((yI )I∈P([2d])\{∅})

1
1 − p2d t2d+1 =

ζZ2d
p
(s)

1 − p2d t2d+1 ,

where yI = t |I |. The second equality follows from Lemmata 2.11 and 5.1 of [Schein and Voll 2015].
This recovers [Grunewald et al. 1988, Proposition 8.4]. Note that hd(Zp) is a central amalgamation of
d copies of h(Zp). In contrast to the observations of Remark 4.24, the complexity of ζ◁

hd (Zp)
(s) grows

in a controlled way with d; this is a special case of a general phenomenon [Bauer and Schein 2023,
Theorem 1.1].

Acknowledgements

The research of all three authors was supported by a grant from the GIF, the German-Israeli Foundation
for Scientific Research and Development (1246/2014). An extended abstract of this work for the FPSAC
2020 conference has appeared as [Carnevale et al. 2020].

Angela Carnevale gratefully acknowledges the support of the Erwin Schrödinger International Institute
for Mathematics and Physics (Vienna) and the Irish Research Council through grant no. GOIPD/2018/319.
The Emmy Noether Minerva Research Institute at Bar-Ilan University supported a visit by Christopher
Voll during the preliminary stages of this project. Angela Carnevale and Christopher Voll are grateful to
the University of Auckland for its hospitality during several phases of this project.

We are grateful to Tomer Bauer for sharing with us some computations that provided important initial
pointers, and to Tomer Bauer and the anonymous referee for careful readings of the text.

References

[Bauer 2013] T. Bauer, Computing normal zeta functions of certain groups, M.Sc. thesis, Bar-Ilan University, 2013.

[Bauer and Schein 2023] T. Bauer and M. M. Schein, “Ideal growth in amalgamated powers of nilpotent rings of class two and
zeta functions of quiver representations”, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. 55:3 (2023), 1511–1529. MR Zbl

[Beck and Sanyal 2018] M. Beck and R. Sanyal, Combinatorial reciprocity theorems: an invitation to enumerative geometric
combinatorics, Graduate Studies in Mathematics 195, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2018. MR Zbl

[Berman et al. 2015] M. N. Berman, B. Klopsch, and U. Onn, “On pro-isomorphic zeta functions of D∗-groups of even Hirsch
length”, preprint, 2015. To appear in Israel J. Math. arXiv 1511.06360

[Berman et al. 2018] M. N. Berman, B. Klopsch, and U. Onn, “A family of class-2 nilpotent groups, their automorphisms and
pro-isomorphic zeta functions”, Math. Z. 290:3-4 (2018), 909–935. MR Zbl

[Berman et al. 2022] M. N. Berman, I. Glazer, and M. M. Schein, “Pro-isomorphic zeta functions of nilpotent groups and Lie
rings under base extension”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 375:2 (2022), 1051–1100. MR Zbl

[Birkhoff 1935] G. Birkhoff, “Subgroups of abelian groups”, Proc. London Math. Soc. (2) 38 (1935), 385–401. MR Zbl

http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/blms.12806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/blms.12806
http://msp.org/idx/mr/4618239
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/07738067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/gsm/195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/gsm/195
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3839322
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1411.05001
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1511.06360
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00209-018-2045-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00209-018-2045-x
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3856837
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1435.11119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/tran/8506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/tran/8506
http://msp.org/idx/mr/4369243
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1497.11228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s2-38.1.385
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1576323
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0010.34304


Generalized Igusa functions and ideal growth in nilpotent Lie rings 581

[Butler 1994] L. M. Butler, Subgroup lattices and symmetric functions, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 539, 1994. MR Zbl

[Carnevale et al. 2018] A. Carnevale, S. Shechter, and C. Voll, “Enumerating traceless matrices over compact discrete valuation
rings”, Israel J. Math. 227:2 (2018), 957–986. MR Zbl

[Carnevale et al. 2020] A. Carnevale, M. M. Schein, and C. Voll, “Generalized Igusa functions and ideal growth in nilpotent Lie
rings”, Sém. Lothar. Combin. 84B (2020), art. id. 71. MR Zbl

[Delsarte 1948] S. Delsarte, “Fonctions de Möbius sur les groupes abeliens finis”, Ann. of Math. (2) 49:3 (1948), 600–609. MR
Zbl

[Denef 1991] J. Denef, “Report on Igusa’s local zeta function”, exposé 741, pp. 359–386 in Séminaire Bourbaki, 1990/91,
Astérisque 201-203, Soc. Math. de France, Paris, 1991. MR Zbl

[du Sautoy 2002] M. du Sautoy, “Counting subgroups in nilpotent groups and points on elliptic curves”, J. Reine Angew. Math.
549 (2002), 1–21. MR Zbl

[du Sautoy and Grunewald 2000] M. du Sautoy and F. Grunewald, “Analytic properties of zeta functions and subgroup growth”,
Ann. of Math. (2) 152:3 (2000), 793–833. MR Zbl

[du Sautoy and Woodward 2008] M. du Sautoy and L. Woodward, Zeta functions of groups and rings, Lecture Notes in Math.
1925, Springer, 2008. MR Zbl

[Dyubyuk 1948] P. E. Dyubyuk, “On the number of subgroups of an abelian p-group”, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 12:4
(1948), 351–378. In Russian. MR Zbl

[Golovin 1950] O. N. Golovin, “Nilpotent products of groups”, Mat. Sb. (N.S.) 27(69):3 (1950), 427–454. In Russian; translated
in Amer. Math. Soc. Transl (2) 2 (1956), 89–115. MR Zbl

[Grunewald et al. 1988] F. J. Grunewald, D. Segal, and G. C. Smith, “Subgroups of finite index in nilpotent groups”, Invent.
Math. 93:1 (1988), 185–223. MR Zbl

[Humphreys 1990] J. E. Humphreys, Reflection groups and Coxeter groups, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics 29,
Cambridge University Press, 1990. MR Zbl

[Klopsch and Voll 2009] B. Klopsch and C. Voll, “Igusa-type functions associated to finite formed spaces and their functional
equations”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 361:8 (2009), 4405–4436. MR Zbl

[Kovacs et al. 1999] I. Kovacs, D. S. Silver, and S. G. Williams, “Determinants of commuting-block matrices”, Amer. Math.
Monthly 106:10 (1999), 950–952. MR Zbl

[Lee and Voll 2018] S. Lee and C. Voll, “Enumerating graded ideals in graded rings associated to free nilpotent Lie rings”, Math.
Z. 290:3-4 (2018), 1249–1276. MR Zbl

[Lee and Voll 2023] S. Lee and C. Voll, “Zeta functions of integral nilpotent quiver representations”, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2023:4
(2023), 3460–3515. MR Zbl

[Levi 1944] F. W. Levi, “Notes on group-theory, IV-VI”, J. Indian Math. Soc. (N.S.) 8 (1944), 78–91. MR Zbl

[Lins de Araujo 2019] P. M. Lins de Araujo, “Bivariate representation and conjugacy class zeta functions associated to unipotent
group schemes, I: Arithmetic properties”, J. Group Theory 22:4 (2019), 741–774. MR Zbl

[Lins de Araujo 2020] P. M. Lins de Araujo, “Bivariate representation and conjugacy class zeta functions associated to unipotent
group schemes, II: Groups of type F , G, and H”, Internat. J. Algebra Comput. 30:5 (2020), 931–975. MR Zbl

[Neukirch 1999] J. Neukirch, Algebraic number theory, Grundl. Math. Wissen. 322, Springer, 1999. MR Zbl

[Neumann 1967] H. Neumann, Varieties of groups, Ergebnisse der Math. (2) 37, Springer, 1967. MR Zbl

[Paajanen 2008] P. M. Paajanen, “Geometric structure of class two nilpotent groups and subgroup growth”, preprint, 2008.
arXiv 0802.1796

[Rossmann 2018] T. Rossmann, “Computing local zeta functions of groups, algebras, and modules”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.
370:7 (2018), 4841–4879. MR Zbl

[Rossmann 2022] T. Rossmann, Zeta, version 0.4.2, 2022, available at https://torossmann.github.io/Zeta/.

[Rossmann and Voll 2019] T. Rossmann and C. Voll, “Groups, graphs, and hypergraphs: average sizes of kernels of generic
matrices with support constraints”, 2019. To appear in Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. arXiv 1908.09589

http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/memo/0539
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1223236
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0813.05067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11856-018-1755-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11856-018-1755-4
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3846349
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1414.05024
https://www.mat.univie.ac.at/~slc/wpapers/FPSAC2020/101-Carnevale.pdf
https://www.mat.univie.ac.at/~slc/wpapers/FPSAC2020/101-Carnevale.pdf
http://msp.org/idx/mr/4138699
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1448.11171
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1969047
http://msp.org/idx/mr/25463
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0031.34102
http://www.numdam.org/item/SB_1990-1991__33__359_0/
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1157848
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0749.11054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/crll.2002.063
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1916649
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1001.20032
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2661355
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1815702
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1006.11051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-74776-5
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2371185
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1151.11005
http://mi.mathnet.ru/im3035
http://msp.org/idx/mr/26049
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0030.10602
http://mi.mathnet.ru/sm5927
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/trans2/002/03
http://msp.org/idx/mr/75947
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0070.25401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01393692
http://msp.org/idx/mr/943928
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0651.20040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511623646
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1066460
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0725.20028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-09-04671-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9947-09-04671-6
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2500892
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1229.05288
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2589750
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1732497
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0981.15005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00209-018-2062-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3856853
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1408.17008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnab345
http://msp.org/idx/mr/4565643
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/07672856
https://www.informaticsjournals.com/index.php/jims/article/view/17093
http://msp.org/idx/mr/13153
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0061.02610
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/jgth-2018-0115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/jgth-2018-0115
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3975690
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1468.11187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218196720500265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218196720500265
http://msp.org/idx/mr/4135016
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1482.11121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-03983-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1697859
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0956.11021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-88599-0
http://msp.org/idx/mr/215899
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0251.20001
http://msp.org/idx/arx/0802.1796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/tran/7361
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3812098
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1440.11175
https://torossmann.github.io/Zeta/
http://msp.org/idx/arx/1908.09589


582 Angela Carnevale, Michael M. Schein and Christopher Voll

[Schein and Voll 2015] M. M. Schein and C. Voll, “Normal zeta functions of the Heisenberg groups over number rings I: The
unramified case”, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 91:1 (2015), 19–46. MR Zbl

[Schein and Voll 2016] M. M. Schein and C. Voll, “Normal zeta functions of the Heisenberg groups over number rings II: The
non-split case”, Israel J. Math. 211:1 (2016), 171–195. MR Zbl

[Stanley 1999] R. P. Stanley, Enumerative combinatorics, vol. 2, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics 62, Cambridge
University Press, 1999. MR Zbl

[Stanley 2012] R. P. Stanley, Enumerative combinatorics, vol. 1, 2nd ed., Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics 49,
Cambridge University Press, 2012. MR Zbl

[Stasinski and Voll 2014] A. Stasinski and C. Voll, “Representation zeta functions of nilpotent groups and generating functions
for Weyl groups of type B”, Amer. J. Math. 136:2 (2014), 501–550. MR Zbl

[Voll 2004] C. Voll, “Zeta functions of groups and enumeration in Bruhat–Tits buildings”, Amer. J. Math. 126:5 (2004),
1005–1032. MR Zbl

[Voll 2005a] C. Voll, “Functional equations for local normal zeta functions of nilpotent groups”, Geom. Funct. Anal. 15:1 (2005),
274–295. MR Zbl

[Voll 2005b] C. Voll, “Normal subgroup growth in free class-2-nilpotent groups”, Math. Ann. 332:1 (2005), 67–79. MR Zbl

[Voll 2006] C. Voll, “Counting subgroups in a family of nilpotent semi-direct products”, Bull. London Math. Soc. 38:5 (2006),
743–752. MR Zbl

[Voll 2010] C. Voll, “Functional equations for zeta functions of groups and rings”, Ann. of Math. (2) 172:2 (2010), 1181–1218.
MR Zbl

[Voll 2011] C. Voll, “A newcomer’s guide to zeta functions of groups and rings”, pp. 99–144 in Lectures on profinite topics in
group theory, edited by D. Segal, London Math. Soc. Stud. Texts 77, Cambridge University Press, 2011. MR Zbl

[Voll 2019] C. Voll, “Local functional equations for submodule zeta functions associated to nilpotent algebras of endomorphisms”,
Int. Math. Res. Not. 2019:7 (2019), 2137–2176. MR Zbl

[Voll 2020] C. Voll, “Ideal zeta functions associated to a family of class-2-nilpotent Lie rings”, Q. J. Math. 71:3 (2020), 959–980.
MR Zbl

[Yeh 1948] Y. Yeh, “On prime power abelian groups”, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 54 (1948), 323–327. MR Zbl

[Zordan 2022] M. Zordan, “Univariate and bivariate zeta functions of unipotent group schemes of type G”, Internat. J. Algebra
Comput. 32:4 (2022), 653–682. MR Zbl

Communicated by Victor Reiner
Received 2022-06-13 Revised 2023-02-28 Accepted 2023-04-13

angela.carnevale@universityofgalway.ie School of Mathematical and Statistical Sciences, University of Galway,
Galway, Ireland

mschein@math.biu.ac.il Department of Mathematics, Bar Ilan University, Ramat Gan, Israel

c.voll.98@cantab.net Faculty of Mathematics, Bielefeld University, Bielefeld, Germany

mathematical sciences publishers msp

http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jlms/jdu061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jlms/jdu061
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3338607
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1315.20023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11856-015-1271-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11856-015-1271-8
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3474960
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1343.20031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511609589
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1676282
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0928.05001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139058520
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2868112
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1247.05003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/ajm.2014.0010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/ajm.2014.0010
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3188068
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1286.11140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1353/ajm.2004.0041
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2089080
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1076.11050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00039-005-0506-y
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2140633
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1135.11331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00208-004-0617-z
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2139251
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1155.20308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/S0024609306018881
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2268358
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1120.11040
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2010.172.1185
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2680489
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1314.11057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511793837.005
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2807857
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1217.20017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnx186
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3938319
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1468.11189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/qmathj/haaa010
http://msp.org/idx/mr/4142717
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1469.11364
http://dx.doi.org/10.1090/S0002-9904-1948-08995-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/24428
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0033.15102
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218196722500291
http://msp.org/idx/mr/4434935
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/07538384
mailto:angela.carnevale@universityofgalway.ie
mailto:mschein@math.biu.ac.il
mailto:c.voll.98@cantab.net
http://msp.org


Algebra & Number Theory
msp.org/ant

EDITORS

MANAGING EDITOR

Antoine Chambert-Loir
Université Paris-Diderot

France

EDITORIAL BOARD CHAIR

David Eisenbud
University of California

Berkeley, USA

BOARD OF EDITORS

Jason P. Bell University of Waterloo, Canada

Bhargav Bhatt University of Michigan, USA

Frank Calegari University of Chicago, USA

J-L. Colliot-Thélène CNRS, Université Paris-Saclay, France

Brian D. Conrad Stanford University, USA

Samit Dasgupta Duke University, USA

Hélène Esnault Freie Universität Berlin, Germany

Gavril Farkas Humboldt Universität zu Berlin, Germany

Sergey Fomin University of Michigan, USA

Edward Frenkel University of California, Berkeley, USA

Wee Teck Gan National University of Singapore

Andrew Granville Université de Montréal, Canada

Ben J. Green University of Oxford, UK

Christopher Hacon University of Utah, USA

Roger Heath-Brown Oxford University, UK

János Kollár Princeton University, USA

Michael J. Larsen Indiana University Bloomington, USA

Philippe Michel École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne

Martin Olsson University of California, Berkeley, USA

Irena Peeva Cornell University, USA

Jonathan Pila University of Oxford, UK

Anand Pillay University of Notre Dame, USA

Bjorn Poonen Massachusetts Institute of Technology, USA

Victor Reiner University of Minnesota, USA

Peter Sarnak Princeton University, USA

Michael Singer North Carolina State University, USA

Vasudevan Srinivas Tata Inst. of Fund. Research, India

Shunsuke Takagi University of Tokyo, Japan

Pham Huu Tiep Rutgers University, USA

Ravi Vakil Stanford University, USA

Akshay Venkatesh Institute for Advanced Study, USA

Melanie Matchett Wood Harvard University, USA

Shou-Wu Zhang Princeton University, USA

PRODUCTION
production@msp.org

Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor

See inside back cover or msp.org/ant for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2024 is US $525/year for the electronic version, and $770/year (+$65, if shipping outside the US) for print and electronic.
Subscriptions, requests for back issues and changes of subscriber address should be sent to MSP.

Algebra & Number Theory (ISSN 1944-7833 electronic, 1937-0652 printed) at Mathematical Sciences Publishers, 798 Evans Hall #3840, c/o University
of California, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840 is published continuously online.

ANT peer review and production are managed by EditFLOW® from MSP.

PUBLISHED BY

mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing

http://msp.org/
© 2024 Mathematical Sciences Publishers

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant
mailto:production@msp.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/


Algebra & Number Theory
Volume 18 No. 3 2024

409Quotients of admissible formal schemes and adic spaces by finite groups
BOGDAN ZAVYALOV

477Subconvexity bound for GL(3) × GL(2) L-functions: Hybrid level aspect
SUMIT KUMAR, RITABRATA MUNSHI and SAURABH KUMAR SINGH

499A categorical Künneth formula for constructible Weil sheaves
TAMIR HEMO, TIMO RICHARZ and JAKOB SCHOLBACH

537Generalized Igusa functions and ideal growth in nilpotent Lie rings
ANGELA CARNEVALE, MICHAEL M. SCHEIN and CHRISTOPHER VOLL

583On Tamagawa numbers of CM tori
PEI-XIN LIANG, YASUHIRO OKI, HSIN-YI YANG and CHIA-FU YU

A
lgebra

&
N

um
ber

Theory
2024

Vol.18,
N

o.3

http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2024.18.409
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2024.18.477
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2024.18.499
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2024.18.537
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/ant.2024.18.583

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Finite uniformity for ideal zeta functions of nilpotent Lie rings
	1.1.1. Main results
	1.1.2. Previous and related work
	1.1.3. Methodology

	1.2. Counting ideals with generalized Igusa functions
	1.3. Organization and notation
	1.3.1. 
	1.3.2. 


	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Gaussian binomials and classical Igusa functions
	2.2. Subgroups of finite abelian groups, Birkhoff's formula, and Dyck words
	2.3. Gaussian multinomials and symmetric groups
	2.4. A note on ramification

	3. Generalized Igusa functions
	3.1. Generalized Igusa functions and their functional equations
	3.2. Weak order zeta functions and generalized Igusa functions

	4. Counting o-ideals in combinatorially defined o-Lie algebras
	4.1. Informal overview
	4.2. Counting lattices with fixed projections
	4.3. Rewriting the o-ideal zeta functions of suitable o-Lie algebras
	4.4. An explicit expression for oL(s)
	4.5. Proof of Proposition 4.20

	5. Application to the class L —proof of Theorem 1.3
	5.1. Abelian Lie rings
	5.2. Free class-2-nilpotent Lie rings
	5.3. Free class-2-nilpotent products of abelian Lie rings
	5.3.1. Grenham Lie rings over unramified extensions
	5.3.2. The Lie ring g2,2
	5.3.3. The Heisenberg Lie ring

	5.4. The higher Heisenberg Lie rings

	Acknowledgements
	References
	
	

