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Let k be an algebraic number field of finite degree and K a finite
extension over k. Then it was conjectured by E. Artin [:_2 that the
Dedekind’s zeta-function {(s) of k divides the Dedekind’s zeta-function
{(s) of K, in the sense that the quotient {:(s)/{(s) is an integral
function of the complex variable s. Already R. Dedekind _4 has
proved that (s) divides (s), if K is a "rein" cubic extension of
the rational field k. E. Artin 2, H. Aramata 1 and R. Brauer
3 have made contributions to this conjecture and obtained indeed
affirmative answers in several special cases.

In this paper, using Artin’s L-series and Brauer’s group-theoretical
lemma, I shall prove a theorem which includes all those former results
as special cases. And here I wish to express my hearty gratitude to
Prof. Z. Suetuna for his encouragement.

In the following, for sake of simplicity, we shall use the follow-
ing notation: If U is a finite group, the character of the regular
representation of U and 0 the principal character of then we
shall denote the character --0 by X(U).

Lemma 1 (R. Brauer 3). Let G be a group of finite order g.
Then the character X(G) of G can be expressed as follows:

where Ho ranges over all the eyelie subgroups of order ho>l of G
and E,}o over the eharaeters of G induced by all the irreducible

characters <o>r of Ho. Furthermore, the eoeffieients .
(1) are non-negative rational numbers with denominators g, and given
by

g

where a* ranges over all the generators of Ho.
Remarking that the numerator of e) depends only on Ho and

we have the following important
Lemma 2. Let Gand g be the same as in Lemmal. Let Hbe

an arbitrary subgroup of order h>l of G. Then we can rewrite (1)
as follows:

( x(a)=
a
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where ) is the character of G induced by X(H) and Ho, ranges
over all the cyclic subgroups of order h,> 1 of G which are not con-

tained in H.
Proof. If we consider Lemma 1 with regard to the finite group

H, we have
4 ) X(H)--,,

where H and .) have the similar meaning as H and ) in Lemma
1, but the coecients ) are given by

)}

Then, according to the remark stated above, we have )- g

and consequently

(4’) h X(H)-- c ,.
g

If we substitute the character of G induced by the character (4’) of
H in (1), then we have (3) easily.

Lemma 3. Let G and H be the same as in Lemmas 1 and 2.
Let alia- be a conjugate of H in G. Then we have

(5)
where x(.) and x(.o-) are the characters of G induced by X(H)
and X(H-) respectively.

Proof. Any element of aH-1 can be uniquely represented in the
form r- where r is an element of H. If we define a character
of 6H- by Zo(ar-)=Z(r) where is a character of H, we have a
one-to-one correspondence between the characters of H and those of
aH-1. By this correspondence, it is clear that Lemma 3 is true.

Main Theorem. Let k be an algebraic number field of finite degree,
K a finite extension over k and K* the smallest Galois extension over
k which contains K. The Galois groups of K*/k and K*/K are denoted
by G and H respectively. If H satisfies the following coition:

( I ) if an element of G does not belong to then the intersection
of H and alia- contains only the identity element,

then the quotient (s)/(s) is an integral function.
Furthermore, by a theorem of Frobenius 6, all the elements of

G which do not belong to any conjugate of H in G form with the
identity element a normal subgroup M of G under the coition (I).
If Ko is the intermediate field corresponding to M, then we have the
following equality:

t G(s) G0(s)
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Before proving the main theorem, we shall transform the condition
(I) into the conditions (II) and (III). The proof of the equivalence
of the three conditions is trivial.

Theorem 1. Let k, K and K* be the same as in the above theorem.
Let be an element of K such that K=k() and >=, ,..., l

(n)

its conjugates over k. Accordingly K*--k(a, a(,. ., a<">). If a satis-

ties the following condition:

(II) if a()a (i.e. i1), then K* coincides with
then the same results as in the main theorem hold.

Theorem 2. Let k, K, K*, a(), a(), ., a() and G be the same as
in the above two theorems. If G satisfies the following condition:

(III) if an element a of G leaves two of a(), a(),..., a() invariant,
then 6 is the identity element,

then the same results as in the main theorem hold.
As a corollary of Theorems 1 and 2, we can easily show the

results proved by R. Dedekind [4 and by E. Artin

Proof of the Main Theorem. H is assumed to satisfy the con-
dition (I).

First case: The order of H is equal to 1. Then K is a Galois
extension over k, and this is the case proved by H. Aramata [1 and
by R. Brauer [3_. In this case, by the method of R. Brauer with
Lemma 1, we can easily prove the theorem. Here the equality (6)
is trivial.

Second case: The order of H is larger than 1. First we shall
show that the normalizer N(H) of H coincides with H. In fact, if
a is any element of N(H), then 6H6- coincides with H; and con-
sequently, by the condition (I), 6 must belong to H. Thus clearly

N(H) coincides with H. Accordingly there are exactly g-g- different
h

conjugates of H in G where g and h are the orders of G and H
respectively. Furthermore any two of those different conjugates
intersect only with the identity element each other.

Now remembering the definition of the normal subgroup M, we
can divide the sum in (1) as follows:

(7)

where r0=l (identity element), TI, O’’,Tn_I are the complete system
of the representatives of the cosets of G by H=N(H), and H and

H range over all the cyclic subgroups of order h1 and h> 1 of
G which are contained in rHr- and M respectively. Then by (7)
and Lemma 2 with (3) we can rewrite (1) as follows:
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(8)

h
g g

g g

where n is the order of M. Furthermore, Lemma 3 shows

Since n is equal to g exaetly, we have eombining (8) and (9)
h

(10) g X(G) -g-g- Exn,+ Ex<,.

If we consider then the Artin’s L-series with the character (10) of
G in the Galois extension K*/k, we have the equality (6) easily, as
g is equal to [Ko’k. Since K* is a Galois extension over K0, the
m
right side of the equality (6) is an integral function (cf. the first
case of the proof). Consequently the suitable power of the quotient
$(s)/$(s) is integral. Since this quotient is meromorphic, it must
be integral. Thus the proof is completed.

Considering the residue of Dedekind’s zeta-function at s--l, we
can show, by (6), a relation between the class numbers of the four
fields k, K, K0 and K*.

Finally I should like to remark that the main theorem proved
above is the true extension of the former results, in the sense that
there exist infinitely many extensions K over k such that the inte-
grality of the quotient :(s)/$(s)can be proved by the main theorem
but not by all the former results. The Galois group G where the
assumption of Theorem 2 holds is characterized by the following two
conditions, if we consider G as a finite permutation group:

1) G is transitive;
2) an element of G which leaves two objects invariant is only the
identity element.
Then, in order to obtain the above remark, the following three theo-
rems are sufficient.

Theorem 3 (H. Zassenhaus [7). A finite permutation group G
satisfies the above two conditions 1) and 2) if and only if G is rep-
resented as a linear transformation group in a finite "FastkSrper".

Theorem 4 (H. Zassenhaus [7). There exist infinitely many
finite "FastkSrper" which are not finite fields GF(p) such that the
linear transformation groups in them are solvable. Furthermore, in
such a group, the subgroup of all the transformations which leave a
fixed object invariant is maximal.
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Theorem 5 (I. R. Safarewc 5). Let / be an algebraic number
field and G a finite solvable group. Then there exists a Galois exten-
sion K* over k with a Galois group isomorphic to G.

E23

E53
E63
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