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Abstract. Let G Ă SLpV q be a finite group, p “ charF and dimF V is finite. Let SpV q

be the symmetric algebra of V , SpV qG the subring of G-invariants, and V ˚ the dual space

of V .

Theorem A. SpV qG is a polynomial ring if and only if:

(1) G is generated by transvections and,

(2) SpV qGU is a polynomial ring for each subspace U Ă V ˚ with dimF U “ 1, where

GU “ tg P G|gpuq “ u, @u P Uu.

As a consequence we obtain the following classification result. Â stands for the com-

pletion of A at its unique graded maximal ideal.

Theorem B. Suppose F is algebraically closed and SpV qG is an isolated singularity.

Then {SpV qG – {SpW qH , where dimF W “ dimF V , p|H |, pq “ 1 and pH,W q is a mod p

reduction (in the sense of Brauer) of a member in the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list of

complex isolated quotient singularities (e.g. [26])

Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary: 13A50, 14B05, 14J17, 14L30; Sec-

ondary: 14L24.

1. Introduction

Let G Ă GLpV q be a finite group, F a field and dimF V is finite. Let SpV q be the

symmetric algebra of V and SpV qG :“ tx P SpV q|gpxq “ x, @g P Gu. The basic question

we address here is:

Question. When is SpV qG a polynomial ring:

This was completely settled in the non-modular case as follows.
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2 AMIRAM BRAUN

Theorem. (Shephard-Todd-Chevalley-Serre, [1, Sec. 7.2]). Suppose p|G|, pq “ 1, where

p “ charF or p “ 0. Then SpV qG is a polynomial ring if and only if G is generated by

pseudo-reflections.

In the modular case, that is if p||G|, the above question is still open. Special cases are

described next.

Theorem. (H. Nakajima, [17]). Suppose G is a p-group and F “ Fp, the prime field. Then

SpV qG is a polynomial ring if and only if V has a basis tx1, ..., xnu such that

(1) Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxi is a G-module for i “ 1, ..., n;

(2) | orbitpx1q| ¨ ¨ ¨ | orbitpxnq| “ |G|.

Theorem. (Kemper-Malle, [12], [8, p. 119]). Suppose V is an irreducible G-module. Then

SpV qG is a polynomial ring, if and only if:

(1) G is generated by pseudo-reflections, and;

(2) SpV qGU is a polynomial ring, for each subspace U Ă V ˚, the dual space of V , where

GU “ tg P G|gpuq “ u, @u P Uu (Steinberg condition).

For an arbitrary V we have:

Theorem. (Serre [19], [5, V,§6, Ex. 8]). Suppose SpV qG is a polynomial ring. Then p1q

and p2q hold.

The necessity of condition p2q was firstly shown in [21] in case F “ C. So Kemper-Malle’s

theorem implies that Serre’s necessary conditions are also sufficient, if V is also irreducible.

This suggests that the irreducibility assumption on V can be removed.

Conjecture C. SpV qG is a polynomial ring if and only if:

(1) G is generated by pseudo-reflections, and;

(2) SpV qGU is a polynomial ring for each subspace U Ă U˚ with dimF U “ 1.

The shift to dimF U “ 1 is a simple consequence of the above theorem by Serre. A proof of

Conjecture C, in case dimF V “ 3, is given by D. A. Stepanov [23] and Shchigolev-Stepanov

[20].

An analog result for p-groups was recently established in:
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Theorem. (A. Braun [2]). Suppose G is a finite p-group and dimF V ě 4. Then SpV qG is

a polynomial ring if and only if:

(1) SpV qG is a Cohen-Macaulay, and;

(2) SpV qGU is a polynomial ring, for each U Ă V ˚ with dimF U “ 2.

Our main objective here is to affirm the previous conjecture if G Ă SLpV q. We prove

the following.

Theorem A. Suppose G Ă SLpV q is a finite group. Then SpV qG is a polynomial ring if

and only if:

(1) G is generated by transvections, and;

(2) SpV qGU is a polynomial ring for each subspace U Ă V ˚ with dimF U “ 1.

Recall that if G Ă SLpV q, the only possible psudo-reflection g P G is a transvection, that

is rankpg ´ 1q “ 1 and pg ´ 1q2pV q “ 0. In particular gp “ 1, where p “ charF .

Actually condition p1q can be weakened in Theorem A to:

(1’) G is generated by its p-sylov subgroups.

Indeed let g P G, gp
e

“ 1, be one of the generators in (1’). Then pg ´ 1qp
e

“ 0 on V ˚,

implying that kerV ˚pg ´ 1q ‰ 0, and hence DU Ă V ˚, dimF U “ 1, with g P GU . By (2) GU

is generated by pseudo-reflections which are necessarily transvections, since G Ă SLpV q.

So each such g can be replaced by these transvection generators.

The proof of Theorem A is achieved by combining the following two separate theorems.

Theorem 1. Suppose conditions p1q and p2q of Theorem A hold. Let W Ă V be a proper

G-submodule. Set H :“ tg P G|pg ´ 1qpV q Ď W u, m “ dimF W . Then:

(1) pWSpV qqH “ z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zmSpV qH , where z1, ..., zm P SpV qG and are part of

a minimal homogenous generating set of the polynomial ring SpV qH ;

(2) SpV qG{pz1, ..., zmq – rSpV qH{pWSpV qqH sG{H and is an isolated singularity as well

as Cohen-Macaulay.

Theorem 2. Let G Ă SLpUq be a finite group generated by transvections, where U is an

irreducible G-module and F is algebraically closed. Let A Ă SpUq be a graded subring having

the following properties:
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(1) A “ F rx1, ..., xds is a polynomial subring, dimA “ d “ dimF U , where tx1, ..., xdu

are homogenous generators;

(2) G acts faithfully by graded automorphisms on A.

Then deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ degxd and M :“ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxd is an irreducible G-module.

Consequently the action of G on A “ SpMq is obtained from the linear irreducible action

of G on M .

The proof of Theorem 2 relies on finite group classification results, listing all the possible

pairs pG,Uq. One then goes through the list and verifies, case by case, the validity of the

statements. This rather lengthly procedure is dealt with in Section 3.

The proof of Theorem 1 is motivated and partially relies on the practice of changing

polynomial ring generators, as initiated in [2]. The relevance of such a result is suggested

by [17, Lemma 2.13].

The proof of Theorem A is then established by choosing U “ V {W whereW is a maximal

G-submodule of V . Theorem 2 implies that the action of G{H on the polynomial ring

A :“ SpV qH{pWSpV qqH is a linear action. Since AG{H is an isolated singularity, it follows

that [12] can be applied to conclude that AG{H is a polynomial ring. However this last

step also requires that G{H is generated by pseudo-reflections on M “ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxd,

(actually onM˚), where A “ F rx1, ..., xds pd “ dimF U,deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ degxdq. To establish

this we crucially use the facts that G Ď SLpV q as well as G{H Ď SLpUq are generated

by transvections (on V , respectively U), and consequently the (abstract) group G{H is

generated by its p-sylov subgroups.

The lack of this last fact is a serious obstacle in removing the assumption G Ď SLpV q in

Theorem A, and thus in proving Conjecture C in full generality.

Theorem B states that a modular isolated quotient singularity, if G Ă SLpV q, is isomor-

phic, after completion to a non-modular one. This in turn can be obtained as the completion

of a mod p reduction of a complex isolated quotient singularity. The list of all complex

isolated quotient singularities is due to Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf, and can be seen e.g. in

[26]. They feature in differential geometry as the solutions to the ”Clifford-Klein spherical

space form problem”.

The key ingredients in the proof of Theorem B are that SpV qT pGq is a polynomial ring,

where T pGq :“ă g|g is a transvection on V ą, and that p|G{T pGq|, pq “ 1. Both are
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consequences of Theorem A. Now this implies by H. Cartan’s theorem that:

{SpV qG “ {pSpV qT pGqqG{T pGq – {SpW qG{T pGq,

where W :“ Fy1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fyn, F rry1, ..., ynss “ {SpV qT pGq, and G{T pGq acts linearly on W .

Also one may assume that W is void of fixed points for each h P G{T pGq, h ‰ 1. This

last fact is a key property in the classification of complex isolated quotient singularities.

The shift, from complex classification results to those over algebraically closed F with

charF “ p ą 0, is possible since p|G{T pGq|, pq “ 1, and this is well known to finite group

theorists (and others). It is sketched (e.g.) in [22, Thm. 3.13]. All of this is detailed in

Section 4.

The following is obtained as a consequence of Theorem A (without appealing to Theorem

B) and a result of S. Kovacs [14].

Proposition. Let G Ă SLpV q be a finite group, dimF V is finite and F is perfect. Suppose

SpV qG is an isolated singularity. Then:

(1) SpV qG is a rational singularity, and

(2) SpV qG has a non-commutative crepant resolution , provided it is Gorenstein.

For the definition of rational singularity in prime characteristic we refer to [14, Def. 1.3].

2. Theorem A

Throughout this section we shall use the following notations:

W Ă V is a G-submodule, H :“ tg P G|pg´1qpV q Ď W u. Clearly H is a normal subgroup

of G.

Lemma 2.1. Let y “ anv
n ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` a1v ` a0 P pWSpV qqH , be a homogenous element with

ai P WSpV 1q, where W Ď V 1 Ă V is a codimension 1 subspace of V , and v P V , with

Fv ` V 1 “ V . Then:

r
i´1ÿ

s“0

φpan´sqδpvqi´s

ˆ
n´ s

i´ s

˙
s ` δpan´iq “ 0, where φ P H and δ :“ φ´ 1.

Proof: 0 “ δpyq “ δpanv
n ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` a1v ` a0q. We shall compute the coefficient of vn´i

in the last expression. Recall that δpvjq “
řj´1

r“0 v
rδpvqj´r

`
j
r

˘
(e.g [2, p.7]). δpajv

jq “

δpajqvj ` φpajqδpvjq “ δpajqvj ` φpajqp
řj´1

r“0 v
rδpvqj´r

`
j
r

˘
q.
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So for j “ n, n ´ 1, ..., n ´ i ` 1, vn´i will occur with coefficient φpajqδpvqj´pn´iq
`

j
n´i

˘

(taking r “ n´ i).

For j “ n ´ i, the coefficient of vn´i is δpan´iq. Changing indices by taking j “ n ´ s,

we get that the coefficient of vn´i in the above expression is:

An´i :“
ři´1

s“0 φpan´sqδpvqi´s
`
n´s
i´s

˘
` δpan´iq, (using

`
n´s
n´i

˘
“

`
n´s
i´s

˘
q.

Now 0 “
řn

i“0An´iv
n´i. Also δpV q Ď W implies that φpan´sqδpvqi´s, δpan´iq P WSpV 1q.

Consequently An´i P WSpV 1q and the above algebraic equation of v over SpV 1q implies

An´i “ 0, i “ 0, ..., n.l

Lemma 2.2. Keeping the notation of Lemma 2.1, we have for k ă n:

kÿ

i“0

ˆ
n´ i

k ´ i

˙
an´iv

k´i P pWSpV qqH .

Proof: Let φ P H and δ :“ φ´ 1. Using δpxyq “ δpxqy ` φpxqδpyq, we get:

δr
kÿ

i“0

ˆ
n´ i

k ´ i

˙
an´iv

k´is

“
kÿ

i“0

ˆ
n´ i

k ´ i

˙
δpan´iqv

k´i `
k´1ÿ

i“0

φpan´iqp
k´iÿ

j“1

vk´i´jδpvqj
ˆ
k ´ i

j

˙
q

“
kÿ

t“0

vk´tt
t´1ÿ

s“0

ˆ
n´ s

k ´ s

˙
φpan´sqδpvqt´s

ˆ
k ´ s

t´ s

˙
`

ˆ
n´ t

k ´ t

˙
δpan´tqu

(using the convention
ř´1 “ 0). But

`
n´s
k´s

˘`
k´s
t´s

˘
“

`
n´s
n´t

˘`
n´t
k´t

˘
“

`
n´s
t´s

˘`
n´t
k´t

˘
, implying that

the coefficient of vk´t is:

tr
t´1ÿ

s“0

φpan´sqδpvqt´s

ˆ
n´ s

t´ s

˙
s ` δpan´tqu

ˆ
n´ t

k ´ t

˙

“ An´t

ˆ
n´ t

k ´ t

˙
“ 0,

where the last equality is by Lemma 2.1.l

Proposition 2.3. Let y “ anv
n ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `a1v`a0 P pW pSpV qqH , be an homogenous element,

where W Ď V 1 Ă V , Fv ` V 1 “ V , and ai P WSpV 1q, i “ 0, ..., n. Then y “ bnv
n ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

b1v ` a0, where bi P pWSpV qqH , i “ 1, ..., n, and deg bi “ deg ai ă deg y, i “ 1, ..., n.

Proof: By Lemma 2.2 (taking k “ n´ 1), we get

b1 “

ˆ
n

n´ 1

˙
anv

n´1 `

ˆ
n´ 1

n´ 2

˙
an´1v

n´2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

ˆ
2

1

˙
a2v ` a1 P pWSpV qqH .
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Hence:

y “ r´

ˆ
n

n´ 1

˙
` 1sanv

n ` r´

ˆ
n´ 1

n´ 2

˙
` 1san´1v

n´1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` r´

ˆ
2

1

˙
` 1sa2v

2 ` b1v ` a0.

By using Lemma 2.2 (taking k “ n´ 2), we replace r´
`
2
1

˘
` 1sa2 by:

b2 :“ r´

ˆ
2

1

˙
` 1st

ˆ
n

n´ 2

˙
anv

n´2 `

ˆ
n´ 1

n´ 3

˙
an´1v

n´3 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

ˆ
3

1

˙
a3v ` a2u P pWSpV qqH

and

y “r1 ´

ˆ
n

n´ 1

˙
´ p´

ˆ
2

1

˙
` 1q

ˆ
n

n´ 2

˙
sanv

n ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

r1 ´

ˆ
3

2

˙
´ p´

ˆ
2

1

˙
` 1q

ˆ
3

1

˙
sa3v

3 ` b2v
2 ` b1v ` a0.

One continues in this way, constructing b3, ..., bn.l

Note 2.4.

(1) b1, ..., bn depend on the elements a1, ..., an and hence on the choices of V 1, v.

(2) Proposition 2.3 is a key result, enabling the replacement of each member of a minimal

homogenous generating set of pWSpV qqH by one in SpV qG, as claimed in Theorem

1. The element y is repeatedly rewritten in accordance to the pseudo-reflection used

ψ.

We shall also need the following simple observation.

Lemma 2.5. Let ψ P G´H be a pseudo-reflection. Then W Ď kerpψ ´ 1q.

Proof: ψ R H and hence pψ ´ 1qpV q Ę W . If W Ć kerpψ ´ 1q then pψ ´ 1qpW q ‰ 0, and

then pψ ´ 1qpV q “ pψ ´ 1qpW q (since rankpψ ´ 1q “ 1q. But pψ ´ 1qpW q Ď W (since W is

a G-submodule), leading to a contradiction.l

We shall need the following version of [2, Prop. 2.13].

Proposition 2.6. Let A “ ‘nAn be an N-graded polynomial ring over a field F “ A0 and

G Ă AutgrpAq a finite subgroup of graded automorphisms. Let x P AG be an homgenous

element. Set H :“ kerpG Ñ G|A{xAq, m :“ A`, the irrelevant maximal ideal of A and

n :“ AG
`. Suppose:

(1) x P m ´ m2;

(2) AG
n satisfies Serre’s Sm`1 and Rm conditions with m ě 2.

Then AG{pxq “ pAH{xAHqG{H, and rAG{pxqsn{pxq satisfies Sm and Rm´1.
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Note. In [2, Prop 2.13] the following extra assumption is required: ”G{H acts faithfully on

AH{xAH”. This is obsolete in view of [17, Lemma 2.8], by taking p :“ xA, which is G-stable

and H is by definition the inertia subgoup of p.

Actually we shall need the stronger version of Poposition 2.6 where AG
n , rAG{pxqsn{pxq are

replaced by AG, AG{pxq (respectively). For that we use the following:

Lemma 2.7. Let B “ ‘ně0Bn be a commutative Noetherian graded ring with B0 “ F ,

a field. Let n :“ ‘ną0Bn. Then Bn satisfies Rm, Sm, if and only if B satisfies Rm, Sm

(respectively).

Proof: Let p P specR with height “ m, p˚ :“ the largest graded ideal in p. Then by

[4, Lemma 1.5.6(a)] p˚ is a prime ideal and heightppq “ 1 ` heightpp˚q, if p is not graded

[4, Thm. 1.5.8(b)]. Consequently if p is not graded then heightpp˚q “ m ´ 1. But p˚ Ă n

implying, if Bn satisfies Rm, that Bp˚ is regular. This implies by [4, Ex. 2.24(a)] that Bp is

regular. Hence B satisfies Rm. The converse implication is trivial.

Similarly by [4, Thm. 1.5.9] depthBp “ depthBp˚ ` 1, if p is not graded. So if Bn

satisfies Serre’s Sm condition then depthBp˚ ě minpm,height p˚q. Hence if p is not graded

depthBp “ 1 ` depthBp˚ ě minp1 ` height p˚q “ minpm,height pq.l

Using similar arguments we have:

Lemma 2.8. Let B “ ‘ně0Bn be a graded Noetherian commutative ring with B0 “ F , a

field and d “ dimB. Suppose B satisfies Rd´1. Then B is an isolated singularity.

Proof: Let n :“ ‘ně1Bn, the unique graded maximal ideal of B. Let p be a maximal

ideal of B which is not graded. Let p˚ be the largest graded ideal in p. As in Lemma 2.7

heightppq “ 1 ` heightpp˚q. Hence heightpp˚q ď d´ 1 and therefore Bp˚ is regular implying

by [4, Ex. 2.24(a)] that Bp is regular.l

Corollary 2.9. Suppose F is perfect. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) SpV qG is an isolated singularity;

(2) SpV qGU is a polynoimial ring for each U Ă V ˚, dimF U “ 1.

Proof: By Lemma 2.8 item (1) is equivalent to: SpV qG satisfies Rd´1, where d “

dimF V “ dimSpV qG. The rest follows from [2, Lemma 2.4].l

The following is a consequence of Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 2.7. Actually it is part of

the proof of Theorem 1.
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Lemma 2.10. Suppose H :“ tg P G|pg ´ 1qpV q Ď W u and pz1, ..., zk, yk`1, ..., ymq “

pWSpV qqH , where tz1, ..., zk , yk`1, ..., ymu is part of a minimal homogenous generating set

of the polynomial ring SpV qH . Assume also that:

(1) tz1, ..., zku Ď SpV qG;

(2) SpV qG satisfies Serre’s Rd´1 condition pd “ dimF V q and is Cohen-Macaulay.

Then SpV qG{pz1, ..., zkq – pSpV qH{z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qHqG{H , and it satisfies Serre’s

Rd´1´k condition as well as being Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof: This is done by induction. By assumption z1, ..., zk P m´m2 where m :“ SpV qH` ,

the irrelevant maximal ideal of SpV qH . Suppose we have by induction that

SpV qG{pz1, ..., zi´1 – pSpV qH{z1pSpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zi´1SpV qHqG{H

satisfies Rd´1´pi´1q-condition and is Cohen-Macaulay.

Set I :“ z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zi´1SpV qH , J :“ z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ziSpV qH , A :“ SpV qH{I,

m̄ :“ m{I, G :“ G{H, x :“ z̄i “ zi ` pz1, , ..., zi´1 P SpV qG{pz1, ..., zi´1q.

x P m̄ ´ m̄2, since z̄i is part of the minimal generating set of the polynomial ring A.

Since G “ G{H acts faithfully on SpV qH{pWSpV qqH by [17, Lemma 2.8] and J Ă

pWSpV qqH , it follows that G acts faithfully on SpV qH{J “ A{xA. Hence H :“ kerpG Ñ

G|A{xAq “ 1. Therefore by Proposition 2.6 AG{pxq – pA{xAqG. Hence:

pSpV qH{IqG{H { z̄ipSpV qH{IqG{H – pSpV qH{JqG{H .(2.1)

By the inductive assumption, the left hand side of (2.1) is isomorphic to:

rSpV qG{pz1, ..., zi´1qs{z̄irSpV qG{pz1, ..., zi´1qs “ SpV qG{pz1, ...ziq.

In conclusion SpV qG{pz1, ....ziq – rSpV qH{z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ziSpV qH sG{H . Also by Proposi-

tion 2.6 and Lemma 2.7 rSpV qG{pz1, ..., ziqs satisfiesRd´1´i and Sd´i. Since dimSpV qG{pz1, ..., ziq “

d ´ i, it follows that it is Cohen-Macaulay.l

The following result is classical. The earliest reference I could find is [6], but it only deals

with the local analog. Similarly [4, Prop. 2.2.4], [18, Cor. 1.5] merely handle the local case.

So here is a direct proof.

Lemma 2.11. Let A “ F rx1, ..., xns be a graded polynomial ring, where x1, ..., xn are

homogenous elements. Suppose A{n is a graded polynomial ring, where n Ď m :“ px1, ...xnq
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is a graded ideal. Then n “ ys`1A`¨ ¨ ¨`ynA, tys`1, ..., ynu is part of a minimal homogenous

generating set of A, and s “ dimA{n

Proof: We clearly may assume that s ă n,

Set m̄ :“ m{n “ pA{nq`, Ā :“ A{n. Then s “ dimĀ{m̄ m̄{m̄2 “ dimA{m m̄{m̄2 “

dimA{mm{pm2 ` nq. Hence tx̃1, ..., x̃nu, the images of tx1, ..., xnu in m{pm2 ` nq are lin-

early dependent.

We may assume that tx̃1, ..., x̃su are linearly independent over A{m. Also all the linear

dependencies are taking place in the homogenous components of m{pm2 ` nq. Hence for

each i ą s we have Ii Ă t1, ..., su such that x̃i “
ř

jPIi
αijx̃j , αij P A, deg x̃i “ deg x̃j, j P Ii.

So since A{m “ F we can take αij P F . Therefore @i ą s, mi :“ xi ´
ř

jPIi
αijxj P m2 ` n.

But since tx1, ..., xnu are linearly independent mod m2, it follows that mi R m2, @i ą s.

Clearly tx1, ..., xs,ms`1, ...,mnu is a minimal generating set of F rx1, ..., xns. Let yi P n

be a homogenous element with yi ´ mi P m2, i “ s ` 1, ..., n. Then A “ F rx1, ..., xns “

F rx1, ..., xs,ms`1, ...,mns “ F rx1, ..., xs, ys`1, ..., yns. So tys`1, ..., ynu is part of a minimal

generating set of A implying that pys`1q Ă pys`1, ys`2q Ă ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă pys`1, ..., ynq is a proper

chain of prime ideals in A. Hence heightpys`1, ..., ynq “ n ´ s. But pys`1, ..., ynq Ď n and

heightpnq “ n´ dimA{n “ n´ s, so pys`1, ..., ynq “ n.l

Corollary 2.12. Keeping the notation of this section, and assuming that SpV qH is a poly-

nomial ring, where H :“ tg P G|pg ´ 1qpV q Ď W u. Then pWSpV qqH “ y1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

ymSpV qH , where m “ dimF W and ty1, ..., ymu is a part of a minimal homogenous gener-

ating set of SpV qH .

Proof: Recall that pWSpV qqH “ WSpV q X SpV qH . Then by [17, Lemma 2.11] (the

start of the proof of item (2), using GpV,W q “ H), SpV qH{pWSpV qqH is a polynomial

ring. Consequently by Lemma 2.11, with A :“ SpV qH , n :“ pWSpV qqH , the result holds.

The last equality follows since heightppWSpV qqHq “ heightpWSpV qq “ dimF W .l

We shall now prove Theorem 1 (of the introduction).

Theorem 2.13. Suppose dimF V “ d, G Ă SLpV q is generated by transvections and

SpV qGU is a polynomial ring @U Ă V ˚, dimF U “ 1. Let W Ă V be a G-submodule and

H :“ tg P G|pg ´ 1qpV q Ď W u. Then:

(1) pWSpV qqH “ z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zmSpV qH , where zi P SpV qG, i “ 1, ...,m and

m “ dimF W ,
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(2) tz1, ..., zmu is part of a minimal homogenous generating set of SpV qH ;

(3) SpV qG{pz1, ..., zmq – rSpV qH{pWSpV qqH sG{H and it satisfies Serre’s condition Rd´1´m

as well as being Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof: It follows from [2, Lemma 2.4] that SpV qG satisfies Rd´1 and also SpV qGU is a

polynomial ring for each U Ă V ˚, dimF U ě 1. Consequently, since H “ GWK [2, Lemma

2.1], it follows that SpV qH is a polynomial (where WK “ tf P V ˚|fpW q “ 0uq. Also by

[11, Thm. 3.1] it follows that SpV qGU being a Cohen-Macaulay ring, for each U Ă V ˚,

dimF U ě 1 implies that SpV qG is Cohen-Macaulay.

By Corollary 2.12 pW pSpV qqH “ y1SpV qH`¨ ¨ ¨`ymSpV qH ,m “ dimF W “ heightppWSpV qqHq,

and ty1, ..., ymu are part of a minimal homogenous generating set of SpV qH .

We order ty1, ..., ymu, according to their degree’s deg y1 ď deg y2 ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď deg ym.

Observe that if y1 P SpW q, then y1 P SpW q X SpV qH “ SpW qH . Let ψ be a pseudo-

reflection with ψ R H. Then by Lemma 2.5 W Ď kerpψ ´ 1q, hence since G “ă H,ψ | ψ is

a pseudo-reflection, ψ R H ą, we get that y1 P SpW qG Ď SpV qG.

We shall next show that y1 P SpW qH . We assume that y1 R SpW q. Let W Ď V 1 Ă V ,

with dimF V
1 “ dimF V ´ 1, and v P V ´ V 1. H acts trivially on V {W implying that

V 1 is an H-module. Suppose y1 R WSpV 1q. Since y1 P WSpV q, then y1 “
řs

i“0 aiv
i,

ai P WSpV 1q, i “ 0, ..., s, as ‰ 0, s ą 0. It follows that deg y1 “ deg ai ` i, i “ 0, ..., s, and

deg y1 “ deg as ` s ą deg as.

Let g P H be arbitrary and δ “ g ´ 1. Then:

0 “ δpy1q “
sÿ

i“0

δpaiqv
i `

sÿ

i“0

aiδpv
iq `

sÿ

i“0

δpaiqδpv
iq.(2.2)

Since δpviq “ ivi´1δpvq `
ři´2

j“0

`
i
j

˘
vjδpvqi´j , equation (2.2) takes the form 0 “ δpasqvs `

řs´1
i“0 xiv

i, xi P SpV 1q. Since as P WSpV 1q, then δpasq P WSpV 1q, so if δpasq ‰ 0 we reach an

algebraic dependence of v over SpV 1q. Therefore δpasq “ 0, @g P H. So as P pWSpV 1qqH Ď

pWSpV qqH and degpasq ă deg yi, @i, an absurd. So y1 P WSpV 1q, Continuing in this way

with V 2 Ă V 1, dimF V
2 “ dimF V

1 ´ 1, W Ď V 2, v P V 1 ´ V 2, we reach y1 P SpW qH , as

claimed.

We shall now consider the following properties:

(1’) pWSpV qqH “ pz1, ..., zk , yk`1, ..., ymq with deg zi “ deg yi, i “ 1, ..., k, and tz1, ..., zku Ď

SpV qG;
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(2’) tz1, ..., zk, yk`1, ..., ymu is a part of a minimal homogenous generating set of SpV qH ,

and;

(3’) SpV qG{pz1, ..., zkq – pSpV qH{z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qHqG{H , and it satisfies Serre’s

Rd´1´k-condition, as well as being Cohen-Macaulay.

It follows from Lemma 2.10, Corollary 2.12 and the previous reasoning that the choice

z1 “ y1 satisfies p11q, p21q and p31q.

So we assume that p11q, p21q and p31q hold for k. Set y :“ yk`1, so deg y ě deg zi,

i “ 1, ..., k. We shall now proceed to show that we can replace y by z P SpV qG and have in

place all the requirements of p11q, p21q and p31q.

Let ψ P G´H, where ψ is a transvection. Set V 1 :“ kerpψ´1q, v P V ´V 1 with Fv`V 1 “

V . By Lemma 2.5 W Ď V 1. Also by Proposition 2.3 we have y “ bnv
n ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` b1v ` a0,

bi P pWSpV qqH , deg bi “ deg ai. i “ 1, ..., n, a0 P WSpV 1q (as well as ai P WSpV 1q, i “

1, ..., n). Also deg bi “ deg ai ă deg y, implying by p11q that bi P z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qH .

Since zi P SpV qG, i “ 1, ..., k, it follows that ψpbiq, δpbiq P z1SpV q ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV q where

δ :“ ψ ´ 1. Also δpa0q “ 0, since δpV 1q “ 0. Consequently:

δpyq “
nÿ

i“1

δpbiv
iq ` δpa0q “

nÿ

i“1

pδpbiqv
i ` ψpbiqδpv

iqq P z1SpV q ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV q.

Also SpV qH is G-stable since H is normal in G. So δpyq P SpV qH X pz1SpV q ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

zkSpV qq “ SpV qH X pz1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qHqSpV q. Since SpV qH is a polynomial ring

and SpV q is Cohen-Macaulay (being a polynomial ring), it follows from [4, Prop. 1.5.15

and 2.2.11] that SpV q is projective and hence free over SpV qH . Hence by [15, Thm. 7.5(ii)]

SpV qH X pz1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qHqSpV q “ z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qH . Consequently

δpyq P z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qH , for each such ψ. Observe that there is no reference here

to V 1 any longer. Hence: ȳ :“ y ` z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qH satisfies:

ȳ P rSpV qH{z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qHsG{H “ SpV qG{pz1, ..., zkq.

Therefore there exists z P SpV qG, deg z “ deg y with z ´ y P z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qH .

Clearly zi, y P pWSpV qqH , i “ 1, ..., k, imply z P pWSpV qqH X SpV qG. Also z1SpV qH `

¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qH ` ySpV qH “ z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zkSpV qH ` zSpV qH . Moreover if z ´ y ‰ 0,

then degpz ´ yq “ deg y ě deg zi, i “ 1, ..., k, so z ´ y “
řk

i“1 zici, ci P SpV qH and ci when

expressed in the homogenous generators of SpV qH , the ones which appear must have degree

smaller than deg y, so y does not appear in the expression of ci in these generators. So z
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can replace y in the minimal homogenous generating set of SpV qH . All in all we verified

with zk`1 :“ z P SpV qG, that:

(1’) pWSpV qqH “ z1SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` zk`1SpV qH ` yk`2SpV qH ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` ymSpV qH ;

(2’) tz1, ..., zk, zk`1, yk`2, ..., ymu is part of a minimal homogenous generating set of

SpV qH ;

Finally (3’) follows from Lemma 2.10.

The theorem now follows by taking k “ m.l

The proof of Theorem A

We are given that G Ă SLpV q is generated by transvections on V (or V ˚) and SpV qGU

is a polynomial ring for each U Ă V ˚ with dimF U “ 1. We want to show that SpV qG is a

polynomial ring.

As in the proof of [2, Thm. B, p.20] we may assume that F is algebraically closed, as

well as SpV qG satisfies Rd´1, where d “ dimF V and SpV qG is Cohen-Macaulay.

Let W Ă V be a maximal G-submodule, that is 0 ‰ V {W is a simple G-module. Set

H :“ tg P G|pg ´ 1qpV q Ď W u. Hence by [2, Lemma 2.1] H “ GWK , where WK :“ tf P

V ˚|fpW q “ 0u, implying that SpV qH is a polynomial ring.

By Theorem 2.13 (= Theorem 1) pWSpV qqH “ z1SpV qH`¨ ¨ ¨`zmSpV qH , with tz1, ..., zmu

are in SpV qG, m “ dimF W “ heightpWSpV qqH . Moreover z1, ..., zm are part of a minimal

homogenous generating set of SpV qH , and SpV qG{pz1, ..., zmq – rpSpV qH{pWSpV qqHqsG{H ,

satisfying Rd´1´m and the Cohen-Macaulay property.

As in Corollary 2.12 A :“ SpV qH{pWSpV qqH is a polynomial ring with dimA “ d´m “

dimF V {W . By [17, Lemma 2.8] G{H acts faithfully on A, this action is the restriction of

the faithful (linear and irreducible) action of G{H on V {W and on SpV {W q. By [2, Lemma

2.6] G{H is generated by the transvections tσ1, ..., σtu on V {W (and on pV {W q˚).

Let A “ F rx1, ..., xd´ms, where xi is homogenous, i “ 1, ..., d ´ m. By Theorem 3.1

(=Theorem 2, which is proved in section 3) degx1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ deg xd´m and M “ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ `

Fxd´m is an irreducible G{H-module. Consequently A “ SpMq and the action of G{H on

A is induced from a linear faithful action of G{H on M . Since SpMqG{H “ AG{H satisfies

Rd´1´m and F is algebraically closed, it follows from [2, Lemma 2.4] that SpMqpG{HqU is a

polynomial ring for each subspace U Ă M˚ with dimF U “ 1.
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We have that σpi “ 1, i “ 1, ..., t. So σpi “ 1 also holds with σi, regarded now as an

automorphism on A “ SpMq (although it may fail to act as a pseudo-reflection on M˚).

However pσi ´ 1qp “ 0 on M˚, showing that kerpσi ´ 1q ‰ 0 (on M˚), hence DUi Ă M˚,

dimF Ui “ 1 with σi P pG{HqUi
, i “ 1, ..., t. Since SpMqpG{HqUi is a polynomial ring it

follows that pG{HqUi
is generated by the pseudo-reflections on M˚, @i, implying that G{H

is generated by pseudo-reflections on M˚.

To conclude, G{H acting faithfully, linearly and irreducibly on M and hence on M˚, is

generated by pseudo-reflections on M˚ and SpMqpG{HqU is a polynomial ring @U Ă M˚

with dimF U “ 1. Invoking [12, Main theorem] we get that AG{H – SpV qG{pz1, ..., zmq is

a polynomial ring in d ´ m generators. Hence SpV qG is generated by m ` pd ´ mq “ d

elements, showing that it is a polynomial ring.l

Theorem 1 and Theorm 2 imply the following necessary conditions.

Proposition 2.14. Let G Ă SLpV q, p “ charF and SpV qG is a polynomial ring. Let

W Ă V be a maximal G-submodule. Set H “ tg P G|pg ´ 1qpV q Ď W u. Then one of the

following holds:

(1) dimF V {W “ 1;

(2) dimF V {W “ 2, G{H – SL2pqq, p|q, or G{H “ SL2p5q, p “ 3;

(3) n :“ dimF V {W ě 3, G{H – SLnpqq, p|q;

(4) p “ 2, G{H – D ¸ Sn, where n :“ dimF V {W ą 1, D “ tpξa1 , ..., ξanq|
řn

i“1 ai ”

0pmqu, where ξ is a primitive m-th root of unity.

Proof: By Theorems 1 and 2, SpMqG{H is a polynomial ring, whereA :“ SpV qH{pWSpV qqH “

F rx1, ..., xns “ SpMq, M :“ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxn, deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ deg xn and M is a faithful

irreducible G{H-module. So we are in the setup analyzed by [12], so the above possibilities

are the only ones admitting a polynomial ring of invariants. l

3. Theorem 2

In this section we shall prove the following (Theorem 2 of the introduction).

Theorem 3.1. Let F be an algebraically closed field with charF “ p ą 0. Let G Ă GLpUq

be a finite group generated by transvections, where U is an irreducible finite dimensional

G-module. Let A Ă SpUq be a graded polynomial subring , having the following properties:
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(1) A “ F rx1, ..., xns is a polynomial subring, dimA “ n “ dimF U , where tx1, ..., xnu

are homogenous generators;

(2) G acts faithfully by graded automorphisms on A.

Then deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ degxn and Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨Fxn is an irreducible G-module.

Remark 3.2. The possibilities for G as defined above are naturally divided into two cases:

(i) G acts primitively on U , or

(ii) G acts imprimitively on U .

In case (i) the possibilities for G are listed (following [10, Thm. 2], [27]) in [12, Thm. 1.5]

and are as follows:

(a) G “ SLnpqq, Spnpqq, SUnpqq, with pn, qq ‰ p3, 2q, p|q;

(b) n ě 4 is even, p “ 2, G “ SO˘
n pqq with q even;

(c) n ě 6 is even, p “ 2, G “ Sn`1 or G “ Sn`2;

(d) pn, pq “ p2, 3q, G “ SL2p5q;

(e) pn, pq “ p3, 2q, G “ 3 ¨ A6,

(f) pn, pq “ p6, 2q, G “ 3 ¨ U4p3q ¨ 2.

In case (ii) [27, 1.8, 1.9] imply that p “ 2 and G is a monomial subgroup.

We shall deal with cases (i) and (ii) separately.

It is of interest to remark that the assumption p ě 3 simplifies the proof considerably as

follows:

‚ if case (i) holds, we merely need to handle cases (a) and (d);

‚ Case (ii) does not occur.

The proof of Theorem 2 in case (i)

We assume that G acts primitively on U .

Suppose we have, by negation, deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ degxr1
“ a1 ă deg xr1`1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ deg xr2 “

a2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă deg xrk´1`1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ deg xrk “ ak, rk “ n.

Set M1 :“ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxr1 , Mi :“ pBi ` Fxri´1`1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxriq{Bi, where Bi “

F rx1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xri´1
sai , the homogenous subspace of degree ai, i “ 2, ..., k. Clearly Mi is a G-

module, with dimF Mi ă n for each i. In fact dimF Mi “ ri ´ ri´1, where r0 “ 0, and
řk

i“1 dimF Mi “ n.
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Let 0 “ X0i Ă X1i Ă ¨ ¨ ¨Xji ¨ ¨ ¨ Ă Xli “ Mi, be a G-submodule decomposition series of

Mi @i. That is Xji{Xj´1,i is an irreducible G-module @i, j. Therefore dimF Xji{Xj´1,i ă n,

@i, j.

In each of the possible cases for G, we find, in Corollaries 3.5, 3.7, 3.9, 3.13 and Lemma

3.11, a subgroup L Ď G with the following properties:

(I) Xji{Xj´1,i is a trivial L-module, @i, j;

(II) L is not a p-group.

Consequently Dt such that pg´ 1qp
t
pMiq “ 0, i “ 1, ..., k, @g P L. Therefore Ds, such that

pg ´ 1qp
s
pxjq “ 0, @j “ 1, ..., n, @g P L. This shows by assumption (4) (the faithful action

of G on A) that L is a p-group, a contradiction. Consequently deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ deg xn.

A similar argument shows that M1 “ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxn is an irreducible G-module.

This ends the proof of case (i), in the subcases (a), (b), (c) and (f).

Case (d) is handled in Lemma 3.14 and case (e) in Corollary 3.16.l

We recall (e.g [13, Definition (5.3.1)]) the following.

Definition 3.3. Let G be a finite group and F a field. We define:

RF pGq “ mintm|D injective homomorphism ϕ : G Ñ PGLmpF q,

RppGq “ mintRF pGq|F is a field, charF “ pu,

Rp1pGq “ mintRspGq|s prime, s ‰ pu.

Lemma 3.4. Let F be an algebraically closed field, with charF “ p ą 0. Let H be a finite

group with H{ZpHq being simple non-abelian. Assume that p|ZpHq|, pq “ 1 and p divides

|H|. Let M be a non-trivial irreducible FH-module. Then one of the following holds:

(1) dimF M ě RppH{ZpHqq;

(2) M is a trivial Hp-module, where Hp “ă P |P is a p-sylov subgroup of H ą.

Proof: Set ϕ : H Ñ GLpMq, the natural homomorphism and N :“ kerϕ.

Suppose firstly that N Ć ZpHq. Then NZpHq{ZpHq is a non-trivial normal subgroup

of H{ZpHq, so NZpHq “ H. Since by assumption N ‰ H, it follows that 1 ‰ H{N “

NZpHq{N – ZpHq{N X ZpHq, which is by assumption, a group of order prime to p.

Therefore HpN{N “ N{N and Hp Ď N as claimed.
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Suppose now that N Ď ZpHq. Assume firstly that ϕpHq Ď ZpGLpMqq “ F1M . Hp is

generated by elements of p-power order tg1, ..., gru. Hence ϕpgiq
pei “ 1M . But ϕpgiq “ λi1M ,

λi P F , i “ 1, ..., r. Hence λ
pei
i “ 1, and λi “ 1, i “ 1, ..., r. Hence ϕpgiq “ 1M , i “ 1, ..., r

and Hp Ď N . as claimed.

Finally assume that ϕpHq Ć ZpGLpMqq. By Schur’s Lemma ϕpZpHqq Ď F1M “

ZpGLpMqq. Therefore the induced map ϕ̄ : H{ZpHq Ñ GLpMq{ZpGLpMqq “ PGLpMq is

a non-trivial injective homomorphism. Consequently dimF M ě RppH{ZpHqq.l

Corollary 3.5. Let F “ F̄ and charF “ p. Let H “ SLnpqq, Spnpqq or SUnpqq, where p|q

and pn, pq ‰ p3, 2q. Let M be an irreducible FH-module. Then either dimF M ě n or M is

a trivial Hp “ H-module.

Proof: We have (respectively) |ZpHq| “ pn, q ´ 1q, p2, q ´ 1q or pn, q ` 1q. Hence

pp, |ZpHq|q “ 1. So all requirements of Lemma 3.4 are in place. Moreover H is gener-

ated by elements of p-order (they are transvections in the natural representation of H).

Consequently H “ Hp. Also RppH{ZpHqq “ n, where the last equality is by [13, Tab.

5.4.C].l

Definition 3.6. The complex reflection Mitchell group G34 has the structure G34 “

6.PSU4p3q.2 (Wikipedia). In fact ZpG34q “ă h ą, where h “ diagpξ, ξ, ξ, ξ, ξ, ξq, ξ6 “ 1,

ξ P C (written in its 6-dimensional natural representation). W2pG34q denotes the mod 2

reduction of G34. That is G34{ă diagp´1,´1,´1,´1,´1,´1q ą “ W2pG34q. If h̄ is the

image of h in W2pG34q, then h̄ “ diagpξ̄, ξ̄, ξ̄, ξ̄, ξ̄, ξ̄q, ξ̄3 “ 1, ξ̄ P F pcharF “ 2q. Moreover

ZpW2pG34qq “ă h̄ ą and W2pG34q has the structure W2pG34q “ 3.U4p3q.2.

Let π :W2pG34q Ñ W2pG34q{ ă h̄ ą be the natural projection. Set H :“ π´1pU4p3qq. We

clearly have H{ ă h̄ ą– U4p3q, a simple group, implying that ZpHq “ă h̄ ą“ ZpW2pG34qq.

In particular p|ZpHq|, 2q “ 1, but 2||H|, and H2 is not a 2-group.

Corollary 3.7. Let G “ W2pG34q and H Ă G as in Definition 3.6. Let M be a non-trivial

irreducible FH-module, where F “ F̄ and charF “ 2. Then either dimF M ě 6 or M is a

trivial H2-module.

Proof: By Definition 3.6 all the requirements of Lemma 3.4 are valid forH andH{ZpHq –

U4p3q. Now by [13, Thm 5.3.9, Tab. 5.3.A] we have R2pU4p3qq ě R31 pU4p3qq “ 6.l

Definition 3.8. Let G “ SO`
n pqq, n ě 6 is even, q is even, charF “ 2, or G “ SO´

n pqq,

n ě 4 is even, q is even, charF “ 2. Set H :“ Ω˘
n pqq (with the above restriction on n).
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Then we have : H{ZpHq “ PΩ˘
n pqq is a simple group (e.g. [13, Tab. 5.1.A]). Moreover

ZpHq Ď MpH{ZpHqq, the Schur multiplier of H{ZpHq, and |MpH{ZpHqq| “ p4, q
n
2 ´ 1q,

p4, q
n
2 ` 1q (respectively).

Corollary 3.9. Let G, H be as in Definition 3.8. Let M be a non-trivial irreducible FH-

module, where charF “ 2, F “ F̄ . Then either dimF M ě n or M is a trivial H2-module.

Proof: By Definition 3.8 all the requirements of Lemma 3.4 are valid forH andH{ZpHq –

PΩ˘
n pqq is a simple group. Now by [13, Prop. 5.4.13] we have R2pPΩ˘

n pqqq “ n.l

The missing cases: SO`
4 pqq where q is even, will be treated next. One difficulty is that

Ω`
4 pqq is not a simple group.

Note 3.10. : The case of SO`
4 pqq, q is even.

Using [13, (2.5.11), (2.5.12), Section 2.5, Description 4, Prop. 2.9.1(iv), Prop. 2.9.3] and

the notations there, we have: I “ O`
4 pqq “ SO`

4 pqq “ S, Ω “ Ω`
4 pqq, S “ Ω ă g ą, where

g is any reflection.

In fact Ω.2 “ S, where in case of q ą 2, Ω is the unique subgroup of index 2. Actually

Ω “ S1. In this case we also have that: Ω`
4 pqq “ L1L2, Li ⊳ Ω`

4 pqq, i “ 1, 2, L1 X L2 “ 1,

Li – SL2pqq, i “ 1, 2 (and the latter is a simple group since q ą 2). Moreover gL1g
´1 “ L2,

gL2g
´1 “ L1.

In case of q “ 2, Ω is not the only index 2 subgroup of S, but we still have Ω`
4 p2q “ L1L2,

Li ⊳ Ω`
4 p2q, i “ 1, 2, L1 X L2 “ 1, Li – SL2p2q – S3, i “ 1, 2. Again gL1g

´1 “ L2,

gL2g
´1 “ L1. Let Ni :“ the unique normal subgrpup of Li, i “ 1, 2. So Ni is cyclic of

order 3, i “ 1, 2, |N1N2| “ 9, and gN1g
´1 “ N2, gN2g

´1 “ N1.

Lemma 3.11. Let F “ F̄ , charF “ 2 and S “ SO`
4 pqq, where q is even. Let M be a

non-trivial irreducible FS-module. Then either:

(1) dimF M ě 4, or

(2) M is a trivial Ω-module in case q ą 2, or a trivial N1N2-module in case q “ 2.

Proof: Suppose by negation that dimF M ď 3. Assume firstly that M is a faithful

S-module. Recall that S is generated by elements of order 2. Since dimF M ď 3 and

charF “ 2, it follows that each such element is a transvection on M .

If S acts primitively on M , the pair pM,Sq should appear in the list of [12, Thm. 1.5],

but it does not. If S acts imprimitively onM , this implies that S – D¸S3 (if dimF M “ 3)
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and D – Z{mZ ˆ Z{mZ, m is odd. If dimF M “ 2, S – D ¸ S2, where D – Z{mZ, m

is odd. Both possibilities are inconsistent with the structure of SO`
4 pqq, q even. Therefore

1 ‰ N :“ kerpS Ñ SLpMqq .

If N X Ω “ 1, then N ˆ Ω « S, so |N | “ 2. Hence N is central in S in contradiction to

[13, Tab. 2.1.4]. Therefore 1 ‰ K :“ N X Ω.

If K X L1 “ 1, then K commutes with L1 (elementwise), so K Ď L2. Therefore N2 Ď K

(if q “ 2), or L2 “ K (if q ą 2). Consequently N1 “ gN2g
´1 Ď gKg´1 Ď gNg´1 “

N ñ N1 Ď N X Ω “ K, if q “ 2. So N1N2 Ă N in this case. Or if q ą 2 then

L1 “ gL2g
´1 Ď gKg´1 Ď gNg´1 “ N , so L1 Ď N X Ω “ K, so Ω “ L1L2 Ď N in this case.

A similar argument applies if K X L1 ‰ 1.l

In order to deal with case (c), that is n ě 6 and is even, p “ 2, G “ Sn`1 or Sn`2, we

need the following result of A. Wagner.

Theorem 3.12. [24] Sm, with m ą 6 have a unique faithful modular 2 representation of

least degree, this degree being m´ 1, or m´ 2 according as m is odd or even.

Corollary 3.13. Let G be as in case (c). Suppose M is a non-trivial irreducible FG-module.

Then either:

(1) dimF M ě n, or

(2) M is a trivial An`1-module, if G “ Sn`1 (or a trivial An`2-module, if G “ Sn`2).

Proof: Suppose dimF M ă n. Then, by Thm. 3.12, M is an unfaithful G-module. Let

N :“ kerpG Ñ GLpMqq. Then N is normal in G and the result follows.l

Lemma 3.14. Let pn, pq “ p2, 3q, G “ SL2p5q be as in case (d). Then M1 “ Fx1 ` Fx2

is an irreducible G-module and deg x1 “ deg x2, where the notations are as in the proof of

Thm. 3.1.

Proof: If a1 “ deg x1 ă deg x2 “ a2, thenM1 “ Fx1, B2 “ F rx1sa2 ,M2 “ B2`Fx2{B2.

So M1, M2 are trivial G-modules (since G is generated by elements of order 3). Therefore

pg ´ 1qpMiq “ 0, i “ 1, 2, implying that pg ´ 1q2pxjq “ 0, j “ 1, 2 @g P G. Consequently

pg3 ´ 1qpxjq “ pg ´ 1q3pxjq “ 0, j “ 1, 2, @g P G. This shows, by assumption (4), that

g3 “ 1, @g P G, so G is a 3-groups, an obvious absurd. So M1 “ Fx1 ` Fx2, and a similar

argument ensures that M1 is irreducible G-module. This settles Thm 3.1 in case (d).l
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Lemma 3.15. Let G “ 3.A6, pn, pq “ p3, 2q be as in case (e). Let M be a non-trivial

FG-module with dimF M “ 2, where charF “ 2. Then M is a reducible G-mocule.

Proof: Assume by negation that M is irreducible. Suppose firstly that M is unfaithful.

Let N :“ kerpG Ñ GLpMqq. Let ă h ą be the normal subgroup of G satisfying | ă h ą

| “ 3 and G{ ă h ą– A6. If NX ă h ą“ 1, then N – N ă h ą { ă h ą is a non-trivial

normal subgroup of G{ ă h ą– A6. Hence N ă h ą“ G and N – A6. But G is generated

by order 2 elements, so the same holds for G{N –ă h ą, in contradiction to | ă h ą | “ 3.

Therefore ă h ąĎ N .

If ă h ą“ N , then M is a faithful G{ ă h ą-module. But G{ ă h ą– A6. So by [13,

Prop. 5.3.7(ii)] R2pA6q “ 3, a contradiction.

If ă h ąĂ N (properly), then N{ ă h ą is a non-trivial normal subgroup of G{ ă h ą–

A6, implying that N “ G, so M is a trivial G-module, violating the assumptions.

All in allM is a 2-dimensional faithful G-module. Recall that G is generated by elements

of order 2. Since dimF M “ 2 and charF “ 2, each such element is a transvection on M .

If G acts primitively on M , then the pair pM,Gq would have appeared in the list of [12,

Thm. 1.5], but it does not.

So we must conclude that G acts imprimitively on M . Therefore (since G Ă SLpMq) we

get that G – D ¸ S2, where D is abelian, so G is solvable, a contradiction.l

Corollary 3.16. Let G “ 3.A6, pn, pq “ p3, 2q be as in case (e). Then Theorem 3.1 holds.

Proof: We assume by negation that dimF Mi ď 2, @i. Let tXjiu be the decomposition

series ofMi for each i. Then by Lemma 3.15 Xji{Xj´1,i is a trivial 1-dimensional G-module

@i. Consequently pg´1q2
s
pMiq “ 0, @i, @g P G, implying that pg2

t
´1qpxjq “ pg´1q2

t
pxjq “

0, j “ 1, 2, 3, @g P G. Therefore by assumption p4q g2
t

“ 1, @g P G, and G is a 2-group, an

obvious contradiction. Hence deg x1 “ deg x2 “ degx3 and M1 “ Fx1 ` Fx2 ` Fx3 is an

irreduccible G-module.l

The proof of Theorem 2 in case (ii)

So G Ă GLpUq is a irreducible imprimitive group, generated by transvections on U ,

dimF U “ n, F is algebraically closed. So G Ă SLpUq. By [27, 1.8, 1.9] G is a monomial

subgroup and charF “ 2. ThereforeG “ D¸Sn, whereD “ tdiagpξa1 , ..., ξan q|
řn

i“0 ai ” 0p

mod mqu, and | ă ξ ą | “ m, ξ P F , is a primitive m-th root of unity. Therefore m is an

odd integer.
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Note 3.17. (1) G ‰ Sn, since U is an irreducible G-module.

(2) D –ă ξ ą ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ ă ξ ą, (pn´ 1q times), so |D| “ mn´1.

Lemma 3.18. Let M be an FG-module with dimF M “ n´ i. Then there exists a subgroup

K Ď D having the following properties:

(1) |K| ě mi;

(2) M is a trivial K-module.

Proof: Let ϕ : G Ñ GLpMq be the natural homomorphism. G is generated by order 2

elements, implying that ϕpGq Ď SLpMq.

Now gm “ 1, @g P D, and pm, 2q “ 1, imply that ϕpDq is a commutative group of

semi-simple transformations on M , and is therefore simultaneously diagonalizable (F is

algebraically closed). Therefore after a base change of M we have:

ϕpDq Ď tdiagpλ1, ..., λn´iq|λj P F , j “ 1, ..., n ´ iu.

So detpϕpDqq “ 1 implies that
śn´i

i“1 λj “ 1. Also gm “ 1 implies that λmj “ 1, so λj “ ξaj ,

where ξ P F is the m-th primitive root of unity, j “ 1, ..., n ´ i.

Consequently:

ϕpDq Ď tdiagpξa1 , ..., ξan´iq|
n´iÿ

j“1

aj ” 0p mod mqu –ă ξ ą ˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆ ă ξ ą , pn´i´1q-times.

Hence |ϕpDq| ď mn´i´1. Therefore |K| ě mi, where K :“ kerpϕ|D : D Ñ GLpMqq.l

Corollary 3.19. Suppose one of the following holds:

(1) k “ 2, that is dimF M1 ` dimF M2 “ n;

(2) dimF Mi “ n´ l, for some i, dimMj “ 1, @j ‰ i.

Then Ms is a trivial K-module @s, where K Ď D is a subgroup with K ‰ 1.

Proof: Set Ki :“ kerpϕi : D Ñ GLpMiqq @i. If (1) holds then by Lemma 3.18 |Ki| ě

mn´dimF Mi , i “ 1, 2. Hence |K1||K2| ě m2n´n “ mn ą mn´1 “ |D|. Therefore K :“

K1 XK2 ‰ 1, will do.

Suppose p2q holds. G is generated by order 2 elements, so Mj is a trivial G-module

@j ‰ i. Now by Lemma 3.18 |Ki| ě ml, so K :“ Ki acts trivially on Ms @s.l

The proof of Theorem 2, G “ D ¸ Sn, n is even, n ą 6
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Recall that Sn is a subgroup of G. As before, we consider the sequence of G-modules

Mi, i “ 1, ..., k. If dimF Mi ď n´ 3 then by Theorem 3.12, Mi is an unfaithful Sn-module.

Consequently Mi is a trivial An-module @i. This implies as before that pg ´ 1q2
s
pxjq “ 0,

@g P An, j “ 1, ..., n, for some fixed s. Therefore by the faithful action assumption of G on

A “ F rx1, ..., xns, we have g2
s

“ 1 @g P An. So An is a 2-group, an obvious contradiction.

If dimF Mi “ n ´ 2, and dimF Mj “ 2, for some j. Then by Corollary 3.19(1) tMi,Mju

are trivial K-modules for some K Ď D, K ‰ 1.

If dimF Mi “ n ´ 2, dimF Mj “ dimF Ml “ 1, where j ‰ l. Then by Corollary 3.19(2)

tMi,Mj ,Mlu are trivial K-modules, for some K Ď D, K ‰ 1.

If dimF Mi “ n ´ 1, dimF Mj “ 1, then again by Corollary 3.19(1) tMi,Mju are trivial

K-modules for some K Ď D, K ‰ 1.

So in all of these cases pg ´ 1q2
t
pxjq “ 0, j “ 1, ..., n, @g P K. So K is a 2-group, in

contradiction to |K| being odd. So deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ deg xn, and M1 “ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxn is

irreducible G-module.l

The case of G “ D ¸ S4 (that is n “ 4)

By negation, we need to consider the following possibilities:

(1) dimF Mi “ 3, dimF Mj “ 1;

(2) dimF Mi “ 2, dimF Mj “ 2, i ‰ j;

(3) dimF Mi “ 2, dimF Mj “ dimF Ml “ 1, j ‰ l;

(4) dimF Mi “ 1, i “ 1, 2, 3, 4.

In all cases we are led by Corollary 3.19 to the existence of K Ď D, K ‰ 1 and Ml is a

trivial K-module @l. This implies as before that K is a 2-group, a contradiction.

The case of G “ D ¸ S2(that is n=2)

We either have dimF M1 “ 2 and so degx1 “ deg x2, or dimF M1 “ dimF M2 “ 1 and

we argue as before.l

The case of G “ D ¸ S6 (that is n=6)

By negation, we need to consider the following possibilities:

(1) dimF Mi “ 5, dimF Mj “ 1;

(2) dimF Mi “ 4, dimF Mj “ 2;

(3) dimF Mi “ 4, dimF Mj “ dimF Mr “ 1, j ‰ r;
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(4) dimF Mi “ 3, dimF Mj “ 3, i ‰ j;

(5) dimF Mi “ 3, dimF Mj “ 2, dimF Mr “ 1;

(6) dimF Mi “ 3, dimF Mj “ dimF Mr “ dimF Ml “ 1, for 3 distinct indices j, r, l;

(7) dimF Mi “ dimF Mj “ dimF Mr “ 2, for 3 distinct indices i, j, r;

(8) dimF Mi “ dimF Mj “ 2, i ‰ j, dimF Mr “ dimF Ml “ 1, r ‰ l;

(9) dimF Mi “ 2, dimF Mj “ dimF Mt “ dimF Ml “ dimF Mr “ 1, for 4 distinct

indices j, t, l, r;

(10) dimF Mi “ 1, @i “ 1, ..., 6.

The only cases which are not directly handled by Corollary 3.19 are (5), (7) and (8).

In case (5) we have by Lemma 3.18, that |Ki| ě m3, |Kj | ě m4, hence since |D| “ m5,

|Ki X Kj | “
|Ki||Kj |
|KiKj | ě

|Ki||Kj|
|D| ě m7

m5 “ m2. Since Mr is a trivial G-module, it follows that

tMi,Mj ,Mru are trivial Ki XKj-modules. So the rest of the argument follows as before.

In case (7) |Ki| ě m4, |Kj | ě m4, |Kr| ě m4. But |KiKj ||Ki X Kj | “ |Ki||Kj |, so

|Ki XKj | “
|Ki||Kj|
|KiKj | ě

|Ki||Kj|
|D| ě m8

m5 “ m3. Consequently |pKi XKjq XKr| “
|KiXKj ||Kr|
|pKiXKjqKr| ě

m3.m4

|D| “ m2. Therefore tMi,Mj ,Mru are trivial pKi X Kj X Krq-modules. So the rest

follows as before.

In case (8), |Ki| ě m4, |Kj | ě m4, so as above |Ki XKj| ě m3. Now tMr,Mlu are trivial

G-modules. Hence tMi,Mj ,Mr,Mlu are trivial Ki XKj-modules, so we argue as before.l

The proof of Theorem 2, G “ D ¸ Sn, n is odd, n ě 6

As before we consider the sequence of G-modules Mi, i “ 1, ..., k.

If dimF Mi ď n ´ 2, @i, then by Theorem 3.12, Mi is an unfaithful Sn-module @i. This

implies thatMi is a trivial An-module for each i. Consequently pg´1q2
s

pxjq “ 0, j “ 1, ..., n,

@g P An, implying that An is a 2-group, an obvious contradiction.

If dimF Mi “ n´1, dimF Mj “ 1, then by Corollary 3.9 tMi,Mju are trivial K-modules,

for 1 ‰ K Ă D, a subgroup of D. Consequently pg ´ 1q2
s

pxjq “ 0, j “ 1, ..., n, @g P K,

implying that K is a 2-group, a contradiction.

All in all, deg x1 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ deg xn, M1 “ Fx1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fxn is an irreducible G-module.l

The case of G “ D ¸ S5 (that is n “ 5)

By negation, we need to consider the following possibilities:

(1) dimF Mi “ 4, dimF Mj “ 1;
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(2) dimF Mi “ 3, dimF Mj “ 2;

(3) dimF Mi “ 3, dimF Mj “ 1 “ dimF Ml “ 1, j ‰ l;

(4) dimF Mi “ dimF Mj “ 2, i ‰ j, dimF Ml “ 1;

(5) dimF Mi “ 2, dimF Mj “ 1, @j ‰ i;

(6) dimF Mi “ 1, i “ 1, ..., 5.

The only case not covered by Corollary 3.19 is (4). Here we get, by Lemma 3.18, |Ki| ě

m3, |Kj | ě m3, hence |Ki X Kj| “
|Ki||Kj|
|KiKj | ě m3m3

|D| “ m6

m4 “ m2. Since G acts trivially on

Ml, it follows that tMi,Mj ,Mlu are trivial Ki X Kj-modules. Therefore pg ´ 1q4pxsq “ 0,

s “ 1, ..., 5, @g P Ki X Kj. Hence Ki X Kj is a 2-group. A contradiction. The conclusion

follows as before.l

The case of G “ D ¸ S3, (that is n=3)

By negation, we have to consider the following possibilities:

(1) dimF Mi “ 2, dimF Mj “ 1;

(2) dimF Mi “ 1, i “ 1, , 2, 3.

Both cases are handled by Corollary 3.19, leading to a contradiction.l

4. Isolated quotient singularities in prime characteristic

We assume throughout the present section that G Ă SLpV q is a finite group, dimF V is

finite, F is a field with charF “ p ą 0.

We recall the following.

Theorem 4.1. [26, Theorem 6.1.11], [22, Theorem 6.3.1]. There exists a list of tpW,Hqu,

where dimCW is finite, H Ă GLpW q is a finite group, such that each isolated quotient

singularities over C is isomorphic to one of SpW qH .

We shall refer to the above list as the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list.

The main result in this section is the following.

Theorem B. Suppose SpV qG is an isolated singularity and F is algebraically closed. Then

{SpV qG – {SpW qH , where pp, |H|q “ 1, dimF W “ dimF V and pW,Hq is a mod p reduction

of a direct sum of members in the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose G Ă SLpV q, F is perfect, charF “ p ą 0 and SpV qG is an

isolated singularity. Then:
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(1) SpV qT pGq is a polynomial ring;

(2) T pGq “ă P |P is a p-sylov subgroup of G ą, and consequently p|G{T pGq|, pq “ 1.

Here T pGq is the subgroup generated by all transvections on V (or V ˚).

Proof: Let 0 ‰ f P V ˚ and U “ Ff . By Corollary 2.9 SpV qGU is a polynomial

ring, hence GU is generated by transvections implying GU Ď T pGq. Hence GU “ T pGqU .

Therefore by Theorem A SpV qT pGq is a polynomial ring.

Moreover, let P be a p-sylov subgroup of G, then by a classical result Df P V ˚, f ‰ 0,

with P Ď GU , U :“ Ff . Since GU “ T pGqU , it follows that P Ď T pGq. Hence ă P |P is a

p-sylov subgroup of G ąĎ T pGq.

The converse inclusion is trivial since every transvection is of order p. So p2q is verified.l

Proposition 4.3. Let G Ă SLpV q be a finite group and F is perfect. Suppose SpV qG is an

an isolated singularity. Then:

(1) SpV qG has rational singularity;

(2) SpV qG has a non-commutative crepant resolution if it is Gorenstein.

Proof: By Proposition 4.2 SpV qT is a polynomial ring and p|G{T pGq|, pq “ 1. There-

fore SpV qG “ pSpV qT qG{T pGq is a direct summand of SpV qT (using 1
r

ř
hPG{T pGq h, as the

Reinolds operator, where r “ |G{T pGq|). Consequently by [9, Thm. 2.1] SpV qG is F -

regular. In particular it is F -rational. Consequently by [14, Cor. 1.10] SpV qG has rational

singularity. This settles item (1).

We now show that the skew group ring SpV qT pGq ˚G{T pGq is a non-commutative crepant

resolution (if SpV qG is Gorenstein). We firstly recall that the extension SpV qG Ă SpV qpT pGq

is unramified in codimension 1 [19, Lemma p.05]. Consequently as in [3, Cor. 2.24(2)],

using SpV qG “ pSpV qT pGqqG{T pGq, we have SpV qT pGq ˚G{T pGq – EndSpV qGSpV qT pGq. Since

p|G{T pGq|, pq “ 1 it follows that gl.dimrSpV qT pGq ˚ G{T pGqs is finite [16, Thm. 5.6]. Now

being a Cohen-Macaulay SpV qG-module (since SpV qT is such), it follows that SpV qT pGq ˚

G{T pGq is a homologically homogenous PI ring. The reflexivity of SpV qT as a SpV qG-

module follows from the normality of SpV qT . This settles item (2).l

The next property will be needed in the sequel.

Definition 4.4. We say that V is void of fixed points if V g “ 0, @g P G, g ‰ 1.
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Remark 4.5. V is void of fixed points if and only if V ˚ is void of fixed points. This is

so since if V g ‰ 0, for some g P G, then pV ˚qg
´1

‰ 0. To verify this, observe that if A

is the matrix of g on V with respect to a basis tv1, ..., vnu of V , then At is the matrix of

g´1 on V ˚ with respect to the dual basis tf1, ..., fnu. Then v :“
řn

i“1 ξivi P V g implies
řn

i“1 ξifi P pV ˚qg
´1

.

The following result appears in [22, Lemma 2.4] with the additional assumption p|G|, pq “

1.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose F is perfect and G is free from pseudo-reflections. Then the following

are equivalent:

(1) SpV qG is an isolated singularity;

(2) V is void of fixed points.

Proof: By Corollary 2.9, (1) is equivalent to: SpV qGU is a polynomial ring for each

U Ă V ˚, dimF U “ 1. Suppose (1) holds. If V g ‰ 0, for some g P G, g ‰ 1, then by

Remark 4.5 pV ˚qg
´1

‰ 0, hence DU Ă V ˚, dimF U “ 1 with g´1 P GU , so GU ‰ 1. Now

SpV qGU is a polynomial ring, so GU is generated by pseudo-reflection, in contradiction to

the assumption. Conversely if (2) holds on V , then (2) holds on V ˚. Hence GU “ 1, for

each U Ă V ˚, implying that SpV qGU “ SpV q is a polynomial ring, hence (1) holds.l

The following is well known.

Lemma 4.7. Let pA,mq be a local ring which is the localization of a finitely generated

algebra over a field. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) A satisfies Ri (respectively Si);

(2) Â, the m-adic completion, satisfies Ri (respectively Si).

Consequently A is an isolated singularity (respectively normal) if and only if Â is such.

Proof: The implication p2q ñ p1q is valid for every Noetherian local ring as follows from

[15, Thm. 23.9(i)].

To prove the converse direction, recall that A is a G-ring [15, Cor,p.259]. Hence the

map A Ñ Â is regular [15, p.256]. Consequently for every prime p P specA the fiber ring

pÂqp{ppÂqp is geometrically regular. Hence pÂqp{ppÂqp satisfies Ri and Si. Hence by [15,

Thm. 23.9(ii),(iii)] Â satisfies Ri (respectively Si).l

We shall need the following version of H. Cartan’s theorem [22, Lemma 2.3]:
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Theorem 4.8. Let F rrx1, ..., xnss be a power series ring and H Ď AutF rrx1, ..., xnss is a

finite group with p|H|, pq “ 1. Suppose m :“ px1, ..., xnq is H-stable. Then:

(1) There are parameters ty1, ..., ynu such that F rrx1, ..., xnss “ F rry1, ..., ynss and H

acts linearly on W :“ Fy1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fyn;

(2) F rrx1, ..., xnssH – {SpW qH .

Proof: For (1) we refer to [22, Lemma 2.3]. Now the inclusion {SpW qH “ {F ry1, ..., ynsH Ď

F rry1, ..., ynssH “ F rrx1, ..., xnssH is clear. Note that by Galois theory rQpF rrx1, ..., xnssq :

QpF rrx1, ..., xnssH sq “ |H|. So we only need to affirm that rQp{SpW qq : Qp {SpW qHqs ď |H|,

since this implies that Qp {SpW qHq “ QpF rrx1, ...xnssqH “ QpF rrx1, ..., xnssHq, and then the

normality of {SpW qH (which follows from the normality of SpW qH)) implies that {SpW qH “

F rrx1, ..., xnssH .

Set n “ SpW qH` , m “ SpW q`. Then m is the unique maximal above n, hence {SpW q “

limÐi SpW q{niSpW q implying that {SpW q “ SpW q bSpW qH
{SpW qH . Hence rQp{SpW qq :

Qp {SpW qH s ď rQpSpW qq : QpSpW qHqs “ |H|.l

In order to translate the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list from objects over C to ones over

an algebraically closed field F , with charF “ p ą 0, we need the following result (well

known to finite group theorists). This is also sketched in [22, Theorem 3.13]

Proposition 4.9. Let G be a finite groups with p|G|, pq “ 1 and F is algebraically closed.

Then:

(1) There exists an isomorphism:

ψ : tIrreducible CG´modulesu Ñ t Irreducible FG´modulesu;

(2) Mg “ 0, @1 ‰ g P G if and only if ψpMqg “ 0, @1 ‰ g P G.

Proof: Observe firstly that by [7, Thm. 83.5], since p|G|, pq “ 1,

The number of non-isomorphic irreducible FG-modules

“ The number of p-regular conjugacy classes

“ The number of conjugacy classes

“ The number of non-isomorphic irreducible CG-modules.

So the cardinality of both sets appearing in p1q is the same.
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Let K :“ Qpξq, ξ is a primitive m-th root of unity, where m is a prime number, p ‰

m ě exppGq. Then by Brauer’s theorem [7, Thm. (41.1)], K is a splitting for G. So

M “ M0 bK C, M0 Ă M , and M0 is an irreducible KG-module. Let R :“ Zrξs, so R is the

ring of integers of K [25, Thm. 2.6]. Let P be a prime ideal in R, with P X Z “ pZ. Then

there exists a RPG-module N , N Ă M0, with N bRP
K “ M0 (e.g. [7, Thm. (75.2)]).

Now N is an indecomposable RPG-module. Otherwise M0 “ N bRP
K would have been

decomposable as KG-module. Let N̄ :“ N{PN . Set K̄ :“ RP {PP “ Fppξ̄q Ă F , ξ̄ a

primitive m-th root of the unity in F (we identify ă ξ̄ ą with the group of m-th roots of

unity in F ). Then by [7, Cor. (83.7] K̄ is a splitting field for G.

K̄G is a semi-simple K̄-algebra since pp, |G|q “ 1, hence N̄ is a projective K̄G-module.

Consequently by [7, Thm. (77.1)] N is a projective RPG-module, implying that it is a

direct summand of a free RPG-module.

We shall next show that N̄ is an irreducible K̄G-module. Let R̂P :“ the PP -adic com-

pletion of RP . Since N is an indecomposable RPG-module, it follows from the proof of

[7, Thm. (76.29)] that R̂PN is an indecomposable R̂PG-module. Also it is easily seen

that R̂PN is a projective R̂PG-module, implying that it is a direct summand of a free

R̂PG-module.

Let K̄G “ pK̄Gqǫ1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ pK̄Gqǫm be a decomposition of K̄G into a direct sum of

irreducible K̄G modules, where tǫ1, ..., ǫmu are orthogonal idempotents, with 1̄ “ ǫ1 `

¨ ¨ ¨ ` ǫm. By [7, Thm. (77.11)] there are orthogonal idempotents te1, ..., emu in R̂PG,

with 1 “ e1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` em and ēi “ ǫi, i “ 1, ...,m. Therefore R̂PG “ pR̂PGqe1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘

pR̂PGqem, and pR̂PGqei :“ pR̂PGqei{P pR̂PGqei “ pK̄Gqǫi, i “ 1, ...,m. Hence pR̂PGqei is

an indecomposable projective R̂PG, @i “ 1, ...,m.

Since R̂PN is an indecomposable projective R̂PG-module, which is a direct summand of

a free R̂PG-module, it follows from the Krull-Schmidt theorem for R̂PG-modules [7, Thm.

(76.26)] that R̂PN – pR̂PGqei, for some i. Therefore:

N̄ “ N{PN “ R̂PN{PR̂PN – pR̂PGqei “ pK̄Gqǫi, is an irreducible K̄G-module.

Moreover since K̄ is a splitting field, it follows that N̄ is an absolutely irreducible K̄G-

module. So we define: ψpMq :“ N̄ bK̄ F . That this map is well defined (e.g. independent

of the choice in P ) follows from [7, Cor. (82.2)].

We finally need to verify that ψ is 1 ´ 1 (the ontoness will follow from the beginning

paragraph).
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Let T,U be two irreducible representations of KG with characters α, β (respectively).

Let T̄ “ Ū denote the induced K̄G-representations, and τ their common character..

Let χ be the Brauer character associated to τ , e.g. [7, p.589]. Then χpxq “ τpxq, @x P G

(pp, |G|q “ 1, so every x P G is p-regular). On the other hand, since α, β are coming from

RpG-representations, it follows by [7, p.589] that χ “ α, χ “ β. Therefore by [7, (30.12),

(30.14), (30.15)] T and U are equivalent. This settles item p1q.

To prove p2q, suppose that ψpMqg ‰ 0, then ψpMq “ N̄ bK F implies that N̄g ‰ 0. Let

0 ‰ x̄ P N̄g, and x P N is some preimage of x̄ in N . Then z :“ 1
r

řr´1
i“0 g

ipxq P N , where

r “ |g|. Moreover gpzq “ z. So z P NG Ď Mg.

We only need to affirm that z ‰ 0. This follows from z̄ “ 1
r

řr´1
i“0 g

ipxq “ 1
r

řr´1
i“0 g

ipx̄q “

x̄ ‰ 0.

The reverse implication is easier. If Mg ‰ 0, then Mg
0 ‰ 0. So pick 0 ‰ x P Mg

0 . We can

find x1 P Ng with x1 R PPN (say x “ πix1, x1 R PPN , pπq “ PP q. Then x̄1 P N̄g Ď ψpMqg .

This settles p2q.l

The proof of Theorem B

By Proposition 4.2 SpV qT pGq is a polynomial ring and p|G{T pGq|, pq “ 1. Set H :“

G{T pGq. By Cartan’s theorem (Theorem 4.8) {SpV qT pGq “ F rry1, ..., ynss and G{T pGq

acts linearly on W :“ Fy1 ` ... ` Fyn. Consequently {SpV qG – p {SpV qT pGqqG{T pGq “

F rry1, ..., ynssG{T pGq – {SpW qH . By Lemma 4.7 the isolated quotient singularity property of

SpV qG is translated to {SpW qH and then to SpW qH .

We may assume that H is free from pseudo-reflections on W . Indeed, if the subgroup

of H generated by pseudo-reflections P pHq ‰ 1, then since p|H|, pq “ 1, SpW qP pHq is a

polynomial ring, and again by Cartan’s theorem {SpV qG – {SpW qH – p {SpW qP pHqqH{P pHqq “

F rrz1, ..., znssH{P pHq and on W1 :“ Fz1 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fzn, H1 :“ H{P pHq acts linearly. Since

|H1| ă |H|, this process must terminate.

Consequently by Lemma 4.6 W is void of fixed points, that is W g “ 0, @g P H, g ‰ 1.

Now since p|H|, pq “ 1, W is a completely irreducible FH-module, soW “ W1‘¨ ¨ ¨‘Wr,

where Wi is an irreducible FH-module and W g
i “ 0, @g P H, g ‰ 1, i “ 1, ..., r.

Consequently by Proposition 4.9 there exists a CH-module M :“ M1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘Mr, where

Mi is an irreducible CH-module with M
g
i “ 0, @g P H, g ‰ 1, such that ψpMiq “ Wi,

i “ 1, ..., r. Now Mi, i “ 1, ..., r is a member of the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list (with

respect to H) since Mg
i “ 0 @g P H, g ‰ 1, [26, Thm. 5.3.1, 6.1.11, 6.3.1, 6.3.6].l



30 AMIRAM BRAUN

We shall now present modular isolated quotient singularity examples in arbitrary dimen-

sion (ě 3). They are always Cohen-Macaulay, but not necessarily Gorenstein.

Example 4.10. Let V “ Fv`Fwn ¨ ¨ ¨ `Fw1, be a n` 1-dimensional F -vectorspace, with

n ě 2, and a P F is a primitive l-th root of unity. We also require pn, lq “ 1.

Let g :“ diagpa, ..., a, a´n, aq, h :“ 1n`1 ` e1,n`1.

The action on the basis elements is given by:

gpvq “ av, gpwiq “

$
&
%

awi, i ‰ 2;

a´nw2, i “ 2.
, hpwiq “ wi, i “ 1, ..., n, hpvq “ v `w1.

It is easy to verify that h is a transvection, g, h P SLpV q and gh “ hg. HenceG :“ă g, h ą

is a commutative finite group, |G| “ pl and G “ tgihj |0 ď i ď l ´ 1, 0 ď j ď p ´ 1u. Set

H :“ă h ą.

We next verify that SpV qG is an isolated singularity. For that we show that SpV qGU is

a polynomial ring for each U Ă V ˚ with dimF U “ 1. Now by [2, Lemma 2.1] x P GU

if and only if px ´ 1qpV q Ď UK, where UK “ ty P V |fpyq “ 0u, U “ Ff . Clearly

dimF U
K “ dimF V ´ 1 “ n.

Case 1: wr R UK, for some r P t1, ..., nu.

Let x “ gihj P GU , 0 ď i ď l ´ 1, 0 ď j ď p´ 1, then px ´ 1qpV q Ď UK, hence:

px´ 1qpwrq “ pgihjqpwrq ´ wr “ gipwrq ´ wr “

$
&
%

pai ´ 1qwr, if r ‰ 2;

pa´in ´ 1qw2, if r “ 2.
.

Since pl, nq “ 1, it follows that i “ 0 and so x “ hj P H and GU Ď H. Therefore either

GU “ 1 or GU “ H and in both cases SpV qGU is a polynomial ring.

Case 2: UK “ Fwn ` ¨ ¨ ¨Fw1.

So v R UK. Similarly if x “ gihj P GU , then px ´ 1qpvq P UK. But px ´ 1qpvq “

pgihjqpvq ´ v “ gipv` jw1q ´ v “ aiv` jaiw1 ´ v “ pai ´1qpvq ` jaiw1. But w1 P UK, hence

pai ´ 1qv P UK, forcing i “ 0 and x P H. Hence GU Ď H and again GU “ 1 or GU “ H and

in both cases SpV qGU is a polynomial ring.

All isolated quotient singularities are Cohen-Macaulay as follows from [11, Thm. 3.1].

Now SpV qH “ F rvp ´ w
p´1
1 v,wn, ..., w1s “ SpMq, where M :“ F pvp ´ w

p´1
1 vq ` Fwn `

¨ ¨ ¨ ` Fw1. We compute the action of gi on M :
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gipvp ´ w
p´1
1 vq “ pgipvqqp ´ pgipw1qp´1gipvq “ paivqp ´ paiw1qp´1aiv “ aippvp ´ w

p´1
1 vq,

gipwrq “

$
&
%

aiwr, r ‰ 2;

a´inw2, r “ 2.
.

Hence SpV qG “ SpMqăgą is Gorenstein if and only if detM gi “ 1, @i, if and only if

degM g “ 1, that is ap´1 “ 1, so a P Fp. So if a P F ´ t0u, then SpV qG is Gorenstein if and

only if l “ p´ 1.
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