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ABSTRACT. Let G <« SL(V) be a finite group, p = char F' and dimp V is finite. Let S(V)
be the symmetric algebra of V', S(V)G the subring of G-invariants, and V* the dual space
of V.

Theorem A. S(V)€ is a polynomial ring if and only if:
(1) G is generated by transvections and,
(2) S(V)CU is a polynomial ring for each subspace U < V* with dimp U = 1, where
Gu ={g9€ Glg(u) = u, Yue U}.

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

pletion of A at its unique graded maximal ideal.

Theorem B. Suppose F is algebraically closed and S(V)C is an isolated singularity.

—

Then S(V)G =~ S/(Y/_VTH, where dimp W = dimp V, (|H|,p) =1 and (H,W) is @ mod p
reduction (in the sense of Brauer) of a member in the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list of

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

Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary: 13A50, 14B05, 14J17, 14L.30; Sec-
ondary: 141.24.

1. Introduction

Let G < GL(V) be a finite group, F a field and dimg V is finite. Let S(V) be the
symmetric algebra of V and S(V)¢ := {x € S(V)|g(z) = x, Vg € G}. The basic question

we address here is:

Question. When is S(V) a polynomial ring:

This was completely settled in the non-modular case as follows.
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Theorem. (Shephard-Todd-Chevalley-Serre, [1, Sec. 7.2]). Suppose (|G|,p) = 1, where
p = charF orp = 0. Then S(V)% 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, [I7]). Suppose G is a p-group and F' = F,, the prime field. Then
S(V)C is a polynomial ring if and only if V has a basis {x1,...,x,} such that

(1) Fxy + -+ + Fx; is a G-module fori=1,...,n;
(2) |orbit(z1)|-- - |orbit(zy,)| = |G|.

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

S(V)% is a polynomial ring, if and only if:

(1) G is generated by pseudo-reflections, and;
(2) S(V)CU is a polynomial ring, for each subspace U < V*, the dual space of V, where
Gy ={g € Glg(u) = u, Yue U} (Steinberg condition).

For an arbitrary V' we have:

Theorem. (Serre [19], [5, V.86, Ex. 8]). Suppose S(V) is a polynomial ring. Then (1)
and (2) hold.

The necessity of condition (2) was firstly shown in [2I] 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. S(V)% is a polynomial ring if and only if:
(1) G is generated by pseudo-reflections, and;

(2) S(V)EU is a polynomial ring for each subspace U < U* with dimp U = 1.

The shift to dimp U = 1 is a simple consequence of the above theorem by Serre. A proof of
Conjecture C, in case dimp 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 dimp V = 4. Then S(V)¢ is

a polynomial ring if and only if:

(1) S(V)¥ is a Cohen-Macaulay, and;
(2) S(V)CU is a polynomial ring, for each U < V* with dimp U = 2.

Our main objective here is to affirm the previous conjecture if G < SL(V). We prove

the following.

Theorem A. Suppose G < SL(V) is a finite group. Then S(V)C is a polynomial ring if
and only if:

(1) G is generated by transvections, and;

(2) S(V)CU is a polynomial ring for each subspace U < V* with dimp U = 1.

Recall that if G < SL(V), the only possible psudo-reflection g € G is a transvection, that
is rank(g — 1) = 1 and (g — 1)2(V)) = 0. In particular g? = 1, where p = char F'.

Actually condition (1) can be weakened in Theorem A to:
(1) G is generated by its p-sylov subgroups.

Indeed let g € G, g*° = 1, be one of the generators in (1’). Then (g — 1)?° = 0 on V*,
implying that kery«(g — 1) # 0, and hence 3U < V*, dimp U = 1, with g € Gy. By (2) Gu
is generated by pseudo-reflections which are necessarily transvections, since G < SL(V).

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 (1) and (2) of Theorem A hold. Let W < V be a proper
G-submodule. Set H :={ge G|(g — 1)(V) € W}, m = dimp W. Then:

(1) WS(VNH = 28V + -+ 2, SOV | where 21, ..., 2, € S(V) and are part of
a minimal homogenous generating set of the polynomial ring S(V)H ;
(2) SV (21, ey 2m) = [SV)H /(W SV NG and is an isolated singularity as well

as Cohen-Macaulay.

Theorem 2. Let G < SL(U) be a finite group generated by transvections, where U is an
irreducible G-module and F is algebraically closed. Let A < S(U) be a graded subring having

the following properties:
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(1) A = Flz1,...,z4] is a polynomial subring, dim A = d = dimp U, where {x1,...,24}
are homogenous generators;

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

Then degxi = -+ =degxy and M := Fx1 + --- + Fzg is an irreducible G-module.

Consequently the action of G on A = S(M) 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 (G,U). 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 where W is a maximal
G-submodule of V. Theorem 2 implies that the action of G/H on the polynomial ring
A= S(V)H/(WS(V))H is a linear action. Since A/# is an isolated singularity, it follows
that [12] can be applied to conclude that AG/H g polynomial ring. However this last
step also requires that G/H is generated by pseudo-reflections on M = Fxy + -+ + Fay,
(actually on M*), where A = F[x1,...,xq] (d = dimp U,degx; = - -+ = degxy). To establish
this we crucially use the facts that G < SL(V) as well as G/H < SL(U) 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 € SL(V) in

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

Theorem B states that a modular isolated quotient singularity, if G < SL(V), 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 S (V)T(G) is a polynomial ring,
where T(G) :=< g|g is a transvection on V >, and that (|G/T(G)|,p) = 1. Both are
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consequences of Theorem A. Now this implies by H. Cartan’s theorem that:

—

S(V)C = (S(V)T(@)G/T(G) ~ S(W)EG/T(EG),

—_

where W := Fy; + -+ + Fyn, F[[y1, -, yn]] = S(V)T(©, and G/T(G) acts linearly on W.
Also one may assume that W is void of fixed points for each h € G/T(G), 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
char ' = p > 0, is possible since (|G/T(G)|,p) = 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 < SL(V) be a finite group, dimp V is finite and F' is perfect. Suppose
S(V)C is an isolated singularity. Then:

(1) S(V)¥ is a rational singularity, and

(2) S(V)¢ 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 < Vis a G-submodule, H := {g € G|(¢9—1)(V)) € W}. Clearly H is a normal subgroup
of G.

Lemma 2.1. Let y = a,v" + --- + a1v + ag € (WS(V)H, be a homogenous element with
a; € WS(V'), where W < V' < V is a codimension 1 subspace of V, and v € V, with
Fv+V'=V. Then:

n—s

i—1
[5;] P(an—s)d(v)" " <Z B s>] + d(an—i) =0, where p € H and § := ¢ — 1.

Proof: 0 = §(y) = 6(apv™ + -+ + a1v + ap). We shall compute the coefficient of v
in the last expression. Recall that §(v7) = Zi;(l) V"6 (v)I T (i) (e.g 2 p.7]). &(ajv?) =
8(a; )07 + 9(a;)0(7) = 8(ay)v? + ¢(ay) (=g v o0} " (]):
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So for j = myn —1,..,n —i+ 1, v" " will occur with coefficient ¢(a;)d(v)I="=D( 7 )

(taking r = n — 7).

For j = n — i, the coefficient of v~ is 6(a,_;). Changing indices by taking j = n — s,
we get that the coefficient of v”~% in the above expression is:
Api 1= YaZg Blan—o)0(v) 7 (12) + 8(an—s), (using (375) = (32))-

Now 0 = 37"  A,—jv" " Also §(V) € W implies that ¢(a,—s)5(v) ™%, 6(an—i) € WS(V’).
Consequently A,_; € WS(V’) and the above algebraic equation of v over S(V') implies
Ap,i=0,i=0,..,n

Lemma 2.2. Keeping the notation of Lemma 21, we have for k < n:

i <Z ~ Z) 0" e (WS(V)H.

1=0

Proof: Let ¢ € H and 0 := ¢ — 1. Using d(xy) = d(x)y + ¢(x)d(y), we get:

k .
n—1 k=i
5[' (k_i>an2v ]

=0
= 3 (2ot kZO ¢<an_,~><g waswp (M)
- io’wZ: (323 otanastor= (52 0) + (121 stann
(using the convention 3" = 0). But (7-°) (¥=%) = (*25) (=) = (725) (7=)), implying that

the coefficient of v*~t is:

(13 ofaca)ile) (?__ 5)1 ¥ 5<an—t>}<2: i)

s=0

n—t
:Ant<k‘—t> :07

where the last equality is by Lemma 2.11[]

Proposition 2.3. Let y = a,v" +---+ajv+ag e (W(S(V)), be an homogenous element,
where W < V' <V, Fo+ V' =V, and a; e WS(V'), i =0,....,n. Then y = bv™ + -+ +
biv + ag, where b e WS(V)H,i=1,...,n, and degb; = dega; < degy, i = 1,...,n.

Proof: By Lemma 22 (taking k = n — 1), we get

_ n n—1 n—1 n—2 , 2 H
b = (n B 1>anv + <n B 2>an1v + 4 <1>a2v +a; e (WS(V))™".
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Hence:

y= [—< " ) + ano" + [— (n - 1> + 1an 0™ +

" 1 I [— >+1]a2v2~|—b1v+a0.

e
1
By using Lemma 22 (taking k = n — 2), we replace [—(?) + 1]az by:
3
1

by := [ G) + 1) <n i 2) a2 + (Z ~ ;) L < azv + ag} € (WS(V)?

y=[1- <nil> —(—G) +1)<ni2>]anv"+---+
[1- @) < ) ( > Jasv?® + bav? + bv + ap.

One continues in this way, constructing bs, ..., b,.[]
Note 2.4.

(1) by,...,b, depend on the elements ay, ..., a, and hence on the choices of V' v

(2) Proposition[2.3 s a key result, enabling the replacement of each member of a minimal
homogenous generating set of (WS(V) by one in S(V), as claimed in Theorem
1. The element y is repeatedly rewritten in accordance to the pseudo-reflection used

Y.

We shall also need the following simple observation.

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢ € G — H be a pseudo-reflection. Then W < ker(yp — 1).

Proof: ¢ ¢ H and hence (¢ —1)(V) &£ W. If W ¢ ker(¢p — 1) then (¢p — 1)(W) # 0, and
then (¢p — 1)(V) = (¢p — 1)(W) (since rank(¢) — 1) = 1). But (¢ — 1)(W) € W (since W is

a G-submodule), leading to a contradiction.[]

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

Proposition 2.6. Let A = ®,A, be an N-graded polynomial ring over a field F' = Ay and
& < Autg(A) a finite subgroup of graded automorphisms. Let x € A® be an homgenous
element. Set § := ker(& — &|g/,4), m := Ay, the irrelevant mazimal ideal of A and

n:= A?. Suppose:

(1) zem—m?;

2) A® satisfies Serre’s Spmy1 and Ry, conditions with m > 2.
n

Then A®/(z) = (A% /xA®)®/9, and [A®/(2)]n/(2) satisfies S and Rpy_1.
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Note. In [2, Prop 2.13] the following extra assumption is required: & /$) acts faithfully on
A9 /2 AD7. This is obsolete in view of [I7, Lemma 2.8], by taking p := x A, which is &-stable
and $) is by definition the inertia subgoup of p.

Actually we shall need the stronger version of Poposition 2.6l where A?, [A®/(2)],/(x) are
replaced by A®, A%®/(z) (respectively). For that we use the following:

Lemma 2.7. Let B = ®p>0B, be a commutative Noetherian graded ring with By = F,
a field. Let n := ®,~0B,. Then B, satisfies R,,, Sm, if and only if B satisfies R,,, Sm
(respectively).

Proof: Let p € spec R with height = m, p* := the largest graded ideal in p. Then by
[4, Lemma 1.5.6(a)] p* is a prime ideal and height(p) = 1 + height(p*), if p is not graded
[4, Thm. 1.5.8(b)]. Consequently if p is not graded then height(p*) = m — 1. But p* c n
implying, if B, satisfies R,,, that By« is regular. This implies by 4, Ex. 2.24(a)] that B, is

regular. Hence B satisfies R,,. The converse implication is trivial.

Similarly by [4, Thm. 1.5.9] depth B, = depth Bp+ + 1, if p is not graded. So if B,
satisfies Serre’s Sy, condition then depth By > min(m, height p*). Hence if p is not graded
depth B, = 1 + depth Byx = min(1 + height p*) = min(m, height p).C]

Using similar arguments we have:

Lemma 2.8. Let B = ®,>0B, be a graded Noetherian commutative ring with Bg = F, a

field and d = dim B. Suppose B satisfies Rqg_1. Then B is an isolated singularity.

Proof: Let n := ®,,>1B8,, 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
height(p) = 1 + height(p*). Hence height(p*) < d — 1 and therefore By« is regular implying
by [, Ex. 2.24(a)] that B, is regular.[]

Corollary 2.9. Suppose F' is perfect. Then the following are equivalent:
(1) S(V)¥ is an isolated singularity;
(2) S(V)CU is a polynoimial ring for each U < V*, dimp U = 1.
Proof: By Lemma 28 item (1) is equivalent to: S(V)¢ satisfies Ry 1, where d =
dimp V = dim S(V). The rest follows from [2, Lemma 2.4].]

The following is a consequence of Proposition and Lemma 2.7 Actually it is part of
the proof of Theorem 1.
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Lemma 2.10. Suppose H := {g € G|(g — 1)(V) € W} and (21, ..., 2k, Ykt1s s Ym) =
(WS(V)H, where {21, ..., 2, Yk41s s Ym} 18 part of a minimal homogenous generating set

of the polynomial ring S(V). Assume also that:

(1) {2’1, ey Zk} - S(V)G;
(2) S(V)C satisfies Serre’s Rq_y condition (d = dimg V) and is Cohen-Macaulay.

Then S(V)/(21, oy z) = (SOV)H )0 SV 4 - 4 2. S(VYI)EH | and it satisfies Serre’s

Ry 11 condition as well as being Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof: This is done by induction. By assumption z1, ..., 2, € m —m? where m := § (V)f ,

the irrelevant maximal ideal of S(V)¥. Suppose we have by induction that
SOV /(21, oo zic1 = (S )2 (SOV)H + -+ 4 21 S(V)H)G/H
satisfies Ry_1_(;_1)-condition and is Cohen-Macaulay.
Set I := SV + -4 2, 1SV, J = 5S(V)H + o+ 2,8(V)H A= S(V)H/I

m:= m/[, & .= G/H, XTi=Z2Z; =2 + (2’1,,...,22'_1 € S(V)G/(zl,...,zi_l).

x € m — m?, since % is part of the minimal generating set of the polynomial ring A.

Since & = G/H acts faithfully on S(V)¥/(WS(V))# by [I7, Lemma 2.8] and J <
(WS(V)H, it follows that & acts faithfully on S(V)#/J = A/zA. Hence $ := ker(® —
®|4/z4) = 1. Therefore by Proposition 2.6 A®/(x) = (A/zA)®. Hence:

(2.1) (SWH/DEH [ Z(S(V)H /D = (S(v)H /7)<H.
By the inductive assumption, the left hand side of (2.1]) is isomorphic to:

[S(V)G/(Zl, ceey Zi_l)]/fi[S(V)G/(Zl, ceny Zi—l)] = S(V)G/(Zl, ZZ)

In conclusion S(V)¢/(21,....2;) = [S(V)H /21 S(V)H + - + 2,S(V)H]S/H | Also by Proposi-
tion 2.6l and LemmaZT7[S(V)%/(21, ..., z;)] satisfies Rq_1_; and Sy_;. Since dim S(V)9/(z1, ..., ;) =
d — 1, it follows that it is Cohen-Macaulay.[]

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[xy,...,2,] be a graded polynomial ring, where x1,...,x, are

homogenous elements. Suppose A/n is a graded polynomial ring, where n € m := (z1,...xy)
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is a graded ideal. Thenn = ysi 1A+ +ynA, {Ys+1,---, Yn} 18 part of a minimal homogenous

generating set of A, and s = dim A/n

Proof: We clearly may assume that s < n,

Set m := m/n = (A/n)y, A ;= A/n. Then s = dimjgym/m? = dimy,m/m? =
dim 4 m/(m* + n). Hence {Z1,...,Z,}, the images of {z1,...,z,} in m/(m? + n) are lin-

early dependent.

We may assume that {Z1,...,Z,} are linearly independent over A/m. Also all the linear
dependencies are taking place in the homogenous components of m/(m? + n). Hence for
each i > s we have I; c {1,..., s} such that z; = Zjeli a;jT;, a;j € A, deg Z; = deg Zj, j € I;.
So since A/m = F' we can take o;; € F'. Therefore Vi > s, m; 1= x; — Ejeli QT € m? + n.

But since {z1,...,x,} are linearly independent mod m?, it follows that m; ¢ m?, Vi > s.

Clearly {z1,...,Zs,Ms11,..., My} is @ minimal generating set of F[z1,...,z,]. Let y; € n
be a homogenous element with y; —m; € m?, i = s+ 1,...,n. Then A = F[xy,...,x,] =
Flz1, ..., s, Mgi1y sy = Fl21, .., Ts, Yst1y -y Yn]- SO {Yst1, - Yn} is part of a minimal
generating set of A implying that (yst+1) € (Yst+1,Ys+2) < *+ < (Ys+1,---,Yn) 1S & proper
chain of prime ideals in A. Hence height(ys4+1,...,Yn) = n — s. But (ys41,-..,yn) S n and

height(n) = n —dim A/n =n — s, 80 (Ys+1, .-, Yn) = n.[J

Corollary 2.12. Keeping the notation of this section, and assuming that S(V)H is a poly-
nomial ring, where H := {g € G|(g — 1)(V) € W}. Then (WS(V)H =y S(V)H + ... +
ymS(V) where m = dimp W and {y1,...,ym} is a part of a minimal homogenous gener-

ating set of S(V).

Proof: Recall that (WS(V))# = WS(V) n S(V)H#. Then by [I7, Lemma 2.11] (the
start of the proof of item (2), using G(V,W) = H), S(V)#/(WS(V))# is a polynomial
ring. Consequently by Lemma B.I1] with A := S(V)# n:= (WS(V))H, the result holds.
The last equality follows since height((W.S(V))#) = height(W S(V)) = dimg W.[]

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

Theorem 2.13. Suppose dimpV = d, G < SL(V) is generated by transvections and
S(V)Cv is a polynomial ring YU < V*, dimpU = 1. Let W < V be a G-submodule and
H:={geG|(g—1)(V)< W}. Then:

(1) WS(VNH = 5 S(V)H + - + 2, S(V)H | where z; € S(V)¢, i = 1,...,m and

m = dimp W,
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(2) {21, ..., z2m} is part of a minimal homogenous generating set of S(V)H;
(3) SV /(21, .oy 2m) = [SOV)H /(W S(V)HSH and it satisfies Serre’s condition Rg_1—m

as well as being Cohen-Macaulay.

Proof: It follows from [2, Lemma 2.4] that S(V)¢ satisfies Ry, and also S(V)V is a
polynomial ring for each U < V*, dimp U > 1. Consequently, since H = G+ [2, Lemma
2.1], it follows that S(V) is a polynomial (where Wt = {f € V*|f(W) = 0}). Also by
[T, Thm. 3.1] it follows that S(V)“Y being a Cohen-Macaulay ring, for each U < V*,
dimp U > 1 implies that S(V)¢ is Cohen-Macaulay.

By Corollary ZI2(W (S(V ) = 91 S(V)H +- - -4y S(V)H, m = dimp W = height (W S(V))H),

and {y1,...,ym} are part of a minimal homogenous generating set of S(V).
We order {y1,...,Ym}, according to their degree’s degy; < degys < -+ < deg ym.

Observe that if y; € S(W), then y; € S(W) n S(V)H = S(W)H. Let ¥ be a pseudo-
reflection with ¢ ¢ H. Then by Lemma W < ker(ip) — 1), hence since G =< H, 1 | ¢ is
a pseudo-reflection, ¢ ¢ H >, we get that y; € S(W)¢ < S(V)C.

We shall next show that y; € S(W)H. We assume that y; ¢ S(W). Let W < V' < V,
with dimp V' = dimpV — 1, and v € V — V', H acts trivially on V/W implying that
V' is an H-module. Suppose y1 ¢ WS(V’). Since y1 € WS(V), then y; = >;_a:iv’,
a; e WS(V'),i=0,....s, as # 0, s > 0. It follows that degy; = dega; +1i, 7 =0,...,s, and
degy; = degas + s > degas.

Let g € H be arbitrary and 6 = g — 1. Then:
(2.2) 0=3d(y1) = Y, 6(a:)v’ + > aid(v') + ) 6(a;)d(v’).
i=0 i=0 i=0

Since §(v') = v 16(v) + 22;20 (;)vjé(v)i_j, equation (2.2]) takes the form 0 = §(as)v® +
S5zt € S(V'). Since as € WS(V7), then d(as) € WS(V'), so if §(as) # 0 we reach an
algebraic dependence of v over S(V’). Therefore 6(as) = 0, Yge H. So as e (WS(V')H <
(WS(V)H and deg(as) < degy;, Vi, an absurd. So y; € WS(V’), Continuing in this way
with V” < V', dimp V" = dimp V' — 1, W < V", v € V! — V" we reach 3 € S(W)H, as

claimed.

We shall now consider the following properties:

(1) WSV = (21, e, 2y Yk 1, -y Ym) With deg z; = degy;, i = 1,...,k, and {z1, ..., 2} €
S(V)%;
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(2) {21, .., 2k, Yk 415 - Ym } is @ part of a minimal homogenous generating set of S(V)¥,
and;
(3) SV /(21, ey 21) = (S /21 S(VYH + -+ 4 2,S(V)H)G/H " and it satisfies Serre’s

R4_1_j-condition, as well as being Cohen-Macaulay.

It follows from Lemma 210} Corollary and the previous reasoning that the choice
z1 = yi satisfies (1’), (2) and (3').

So we assume that (1’), (2') and (3’) hold for k. Set y := yg41, so degy > degz;,
i=1,...,k. We shall now proceed to show that we can replace y by z € .S (V)G and have in

place all the requirements of (1'), (2’) and (3).

Let ¢» € G— H, where v is a transvection. Set V' := ker(¢)—1), v e V=V’ with Fo+V’ =
V. By Lemma W < V'. Also by Proposition 2.3 we have y = b,v"™ + --- + biv + ay,
bie (WS(V)H, degb; = dega;. i = 1,...,n, ag € WS(V') (as well as a; € WS(V'), i =
1,...,n). Also degb; = dega; < degy, implying by (1’) that b; € 21 S(V)H + - + 2. S(V)H.
Since z; € S(V)¥, i = 1,...,k, it follows that v (b;), 6(b;) € 21S(V) + --- + 2,.5(V) where
d:=1 —1. Also d(ap) = 0, since §(V') = 0. Consequently:

n n

6(y) = D 8(biv") + d(an) = Y (3(bi)v’ + $(b1)o(v")) € S (V) + -+ + 2S(V).
i=1 i=1

Also S(V)H is G-stable since H is normal in G. So 6(y) € S(V)T n (21S(V) + --- +
2eS(V)) = SV A (21 SV + -+ 4+ 2.5(V)H)S(V). Since S(V)H is a polynomial ring
and S(V) is Cohen-Macaulay (being a polynomial ring), it follows from [4, Prop. 1.5.15
and 2.2.11] that S(V) is projective and hence free over S(V)*. Hence by [I5, Thm. 7.5(ii)]
S A (1S 4o+ 2.8(V)DS(V) = 208V + -+ + 2.8(V)H. Consequently
5(y) € 21 S(V)H + -« 4+ 2.8(V)H | for each such 1. Observe that there is no reference here
to V/ any longer. Hence: §:=vy + 21 S(V) + -+ + 2,9(V)H satisfies:

Ge [SVYH 1 S(WYH + - 4 5 S(V)TGH = S(V) /(21 ., 2).

Therefore there exists z € S(V)%, degz = degy with z —y € 2,S(V)7 + -+ + z.S(V)H.
Clearly z;, y € (WS(V)H, i =1,...k, imply z € (WS(V)H ~ S(V)4. Also 2 S(V) +
v+ 2, SE 1 yS(VH = 20S(V)H + - + 2.S(V)H + 28(V)H. Moreover if z —y # 0,
then deg(z —y) = degy > degz;, i =1,....,k,s0 2 —y = Zle zici, ¢ € S(V)H and ¢; when
expressed in the homogenous generators of S (V)H , the ones which appear must have degree

smaller than degy, so y does not appear in the expression of ¢; in these generators. So z
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can replace y in the minimal homogenous generating set of S(V)#. All in all we verified

with zp41 := 2z € S(V)Y, that:

(1) WSWNT =28 + -+ 2p18(V)T + ypy2aSV)T 4 - + 4 S(V)T;
(2) {21, Zks Zkt1, Yk+2s ---» Ym} 1S part of a minimal homogenous generating set of
SV
Finally (3’) follows from Lemma 2.T0

The theorem now follows by taking k = m.[]

The proof of Theorem A

We are given that G < SL(V) is generated by transvections on V' (or V*) and S(V)Gv
is a polynomial ring for each U ¢ V* with dimp U = 1. We want to show that S(V)% 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 S(V)© satisfies Rg_1, where d = dimpr V' and S(V) is Cohen-Macaulay.

Let W < V be a maximal G-submodule, that is 0 # V /W is a simple G-module. Set
H :={ge G|(g—1)(V) € W}. Hence by [2, Lemma 2.1] H = Gy, ., where W' := {f €
V*|f(W) = 0}, implying that S(V) is a polynomial ring.

By Theorem 2.13] (= Theorem 1) (WS(V))H = 21 S(V)H +- - - +2,S(V)H  with {z1, ..., 2}
are in S(V)%, m = dimp W = height(WS(V))¥. Moreover 21, ..., 2, are part of a minimal
homogenous generating set of S(V), and S(V)%/(z1, ..., z2m) = [(S(V)H /(W S(V))H)]¢/H
satisfying Rq_1_.,n, and the Cohen-Macaulay property.

As in Corollary 212/ A := S(V)H /(W S(V))H is a polynomial ring with dim A = d —m =
dimp 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 S(V/W). By [2, Lemma
2.6] G/H is generated by the transvections {01, ...,0¢} on V/W (and on (V/W)*).

Let A = F[x1,...,24—m], where z; is homogenous, i = 1,...,d — m. By Theorem 31l
(=Theorem 2, which is proved in section 3) degxy = --- = degxg_p,, and M = Faq + -+ +
Fz4_, is an irreducible G/H-module. Consequently A = S(M) and the action of G/H on
A is induced from a linear faithful action of G/H on M. Since S(M)%/H = AG/H satisfies
Ry_1_m and F is algebraically closed, it follows from [2, Lemma 2.4] that S(M)(E/ v s a

polynomial ring for each subspace U ¢ M* with dimp U = 1.
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We have that of = 1,4 = 1,....,t. So o =1 also holds with o;, regarded now as an
automorphism on A = S(M) (although it may fail to act as a pseudo-reflection on M*).
However (o; — 1)P = 0 on M*, showing that ker(c; — 1) # 0 (on M*), hence 3U; < M*,
dimp U; = 1 with o; € (G/H)y,, i = 1,...,t. Since S(M)@/H)vi is a polynomial ring it
follows that (G/H )y, is generated by the pseudo-reflections on M*, Vi, 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 S(M)(E/H)v is a polynomial ring YU < M*
with dimz U = 1. Invoking [12, Main theorem] we get that AS/H =~ S(V)G /(2 ..., z) is
a polynomial ring in d — m generators. Hence S(V)% is generated by m + (d — m) = d

elements, showing that it is a polynomial ring.[]

Theorem 1 and Theorm 2 imply the following necessary conditions.

Proposition 2.14. Let G < SL(V), p = char F and S(V)% is a polynomial ring. Let
W < V be a mazimal G-submodule. Set H = {g € G|(g9 — 1)(V) <€ W}. Then one of the
following holds:

(1) dimp V/W = 1;

(2) dimp V/W =2, G/H =~ SLs(q), plq, or G/H = SLs(5), p = 3;

(3) n:=dimpV/W >3, G/H = SLy,(q), plg;

(4) p=2, G/H = D x S, where n := dimpV/W > 1, D = {(5“1,...,5“")|Z?=1 a; =

0(m)}, where £ is a primitive m-th root of unity.

Proof: By Theorems 1 and 2, S(M)%/H is a polynomial ring, where A := S(V)# /(W S(V))H =
Flz1,..,zp] = S(M), M := Fzxy + -+ + Fx,, degzy = -+ = degx,, 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. []

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 char F = p > 0. Let G < GL(U)
be a finite group generated by transvections, where U is an irreducible finite dimensional

G-module. Let A < S(U) be a graded polynomial subring , having the following properties:
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(1) A = Flxy,...,x,] is a polynomial subring, dim A = n = dimp U, where {z1, ..., 2y}
are homogenous generators;

(2) G acts faithfully by graded automorphisms on A.
Then degxy = -+ = degz, and Fxy1 + --- Fxy, 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 [I12] Thm. 1.5]

and are as follows:

—~
o
3
V
S
o
@
<
@
B
i)
Il
N
Q
Il
n
@)
3
S
z.
-+
=
<
2
@
B

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 > 3 simplifies the proof considerably as

follows:

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

e 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, degxq = --- = deggcr1 =a) <degz, 41 = - =degz,, =

ap < ---<degw,, 41 =---=degx, =ag, rp =n.

Set My := Faxy + -+ + Fx,, M; := (B; + Fay, 41 + -+ + Fz,,)/B;, where B; =
Flz1, -+ , 2, ,]a;, the homogenous subspace of degree a;, i = 2,...,k. Clearly M; is a G-
module, with dimg M; < n for each i. In fact dimp M; = r; — r;_1, where rg = 0, and

Z?:l dimF MZ' =n.
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Let 0 = Xo; € Xy; © -+ Xj;--- © Xy = M;, be a G-submodule decomposition series of
M; Vi. That is in/Xj,Li is an irreducible G-module Vi, j. Therefore dimg in/Xj,l,i <n,
Vi, j.

In each of the possible cases for G, we find, in Corollaries B.5], 3.7, 3.9, B.13] and Lemma
[B.11] a subgroup L < G with the following properties:

(I) Xji/X;_1; is a trivial L-module, Vi, j;

(IT) L is not a p-group.

Consequently 3¢ such that (g — 1)pt (M;) =0,i=1,...,k, Vg € L. Therefore 3s, such that
(9 —1)P"(z;) =0,Vj =1,...,n, Vg € L. This shows by assumption (4) (the faithful action
of G on A) that L is a p-group, a contradiction. Consequently degzy = --- = deg z,.

A similar argument shows that My = Fxq + --- + Fa, 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 B.I61[]

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:
Rp(G) = min{m|3 injective homomorphism ¢ : G — PGL,,(F),
R,(G) = min{Rp(G)|F is a field, char F' = p},
Ry (G) = min{Rs(G)|s prime, s # p}.
Lemma 3.4. Let F' be an algebraically closed field, with char F = p > 0. Let H be a finite

group with H/Z(H) being simple non-abelian. Assume that (|Z(H)|,p) = 1 and p divides
|H|. Let M be a non-trivial irreducible F'H-module. Then one of the following holds:

(1) dimp M > R,(H/Z(H));
(2) M is a trivial Hy-module, where H, =< P|P is a p-sylov subgroup of H >.

Proof: Set ¢ : H — GL(M), the natural homomorphism and N := ker .

Suppose firstly that N ¢ Z(H). Then NZ(H)/Z(H) is a non-trivial normal subgroup
of H/Z(H), so NZ(H) = H. Since by assumption N # H, it follows that 1 # H/N =
NZ(H)/N =~ Z(H)/N n Z(H), which is by assumption, a group of order prime to p.
Therefore H,N/N = N/N and H, < N as claimed.
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Suppose now that N € Z(H). Assume firstly that o(H) < Z(GL(M)) = Fly. H, is
generated by elements of p-power order {g1, ..., g, }. Hence ¢(g;)P"* = 1. But ©(g;) = \ilas,
N eF,i=1,..r. Hence )\ff =1,and \; = 1,7 =1,...,r. Hence p(g;) = 1ps, i =1,...,7

and H, € N. as claimed.

Finally assume that o(H) ¢ Z(GL(M)). By Schur’s Lemma p(Z(H)) < Fly =
Z(GL(M)). Therefore the induced map ¢ : H/Z(H) - GL(M)/Z(GL(M)) = PGL(M) is

a non-trivial injective homomorphism. Consequently dimp M > R,(H/Z(H)).[J

Corollary 3.5. Let F = F and char F = p. Let H = SLy,(q), Spnu(q) or SU,(q), where p|q
and (n,p) # (3,2). Let M be an irreducible F'H-module. Then either dimp M = n or M is

a trivial H, = H-module.

Proof: We have (respectively) |Z(H)| = (n,q — 1), (2,¢ — 1) or (n,q + 1). Hence
(p,|Z(H)|) = 1. So all requirements of Lemma [B.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 = H,. Also R,(H/Z(H)) = n, where the last equality is by [I3] Tab.
5.4.Cl.0J

Definition 3.6. The complex reflection Mitchell group G34 has the structure Gzq4 =
6.PSU4(3).2 (Wikipedia). In fact Z(G34) =< h >, where h = diag(¢,€,&,€,&,€), €5 = 1,
¢ € C (written in its 6-dimensional natural representation). W (Gs4) denotes the mod 2
reduction of G34. That is G34/< diag(—1,—1,—1,—1,—1,—1) > = Wy(G34). If h is the

Z(Wa(G34)) =< h > and Wy(G34) has the structure Wo(Gsy) = 3.U4(3).2.

Let 7 : Wa(Gs4) — Wa(Gs4)/ < h > be the natural projection. Set H := 7~ 1(U(3)). We
clearly have H/ < h >= Uy(3), a simple group, implying that Z(H) =< h >= Z(W2(G34)).
In particular (|Z(H)|,2) = 1, but 2||H|, and Hj is not a 2-group.

Corollary 3.7. Let G = Wy(Gs4) and H < G as in Definition[38. Let M be a non-trivial
irreducible F'H-module, where F' = F and char F' = 2. Then either dimp M > 6 or M is a

trivial Ho-module.

Proof: By DefinitionB.6lall the requirements of Lemma[3.4lare valid for H and H/Z(H) =~
U4(3). Now by [13, Thm 5.3.9, Tab. 5.3.A] we have Ra(Uys(3)) = R3/(U4(3)) = 6.1

Definition 3.8. Let G = SO, (¢), n = 6 is even, ¢ is even, char F' = 2, or G = SO,, (q),

n = 4 is even, ¢ is even, char F' = 2. Set H := QX (q) (with the above restriction on n).
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Then we have : H/Z(H) = PQx(q) is a simple group (e.g. [13] Tab. 5.1.A]). Moreover
Z(H) < M(H/Z(H)), the Schur multiplier of H/Z(H), and |M(H/Z(H))| = (4,q% — 1),
(4,2 + 1) (respectively).

Corollary 3.9. Let G, H be as in Definition[3.8. Let M be a non-trivial irreducible F'H -
module, where char F = 2, F' = F. Then either dimp M > n or M is a trivial Hy-module.

Proof: By Definition B.8all the requirements of Lemmal[3dlare valid for H and H/Z(H) =~
PQx(q) is a simple group. Now by [I3, Prop. 5.4.13] we have Ro(PQE(q)) = n.[]

The missing cases: SO} (q) where ¢ is even, will be treated next. One difficulty is that

Q5 (g) is not a simple group.

Note 3.10. : The case of SOS (q), 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 = Of(q) = SO (q) =S, 2 =Qf(q), S = Q < g >, where

g 1s any reflection.

In fact Q.2 = S, where in case of ¢ > 2,  is the unique subgroup of index 2. Actually
Q = S'. In this case we also have that: Qf (q) = L1La, L; < (q), i = 1,2, L1 n Ly = 1,
L; = SLy(q), i = 1,2 (and the latter is a simple group since ¢ > 2). Moreover gL1g~" = Lo,
gLog™ = L.

In case of ¢ = 2, € is not the only index 2 subgroup of S, but we still have 91(2) = L1Lo,
L;aQf(2),i=12 LinLy =1, L ~ SLy(2) =~ S35, i = 1,2. Again gL1g~' = Lo,
1

glog™" = Lyi. Let N; := the unique normal subgrpup of L;, i = 1,2. So N; is cyclic of

order 3, i =1,2, [IN\Na| = 9, and gN1g~" = Na, gNag~" = Ni.

Lemma 3.11. Let F = F, char F = 2 and S = SO} (q), where q is even. Let M be a

non-trivial irreducible F'S-module. Then either:

(1) dimp M >4, or

(2) M is a trivial Q-module in case q > 2, or a trivial N1 No-module in case q = 2.

Proof: Suppose by negation that dimp M < 3. Assume firstly that M is a faithful
S-module. Recall that S is generated by elements of order 2. Since dimp M < 3 and

char F' = 2, it follows that each such element is a transvection on M.

If S acts primitively on M, the pair (M, S) should appear in the list of [12] Thm. 1.5],
but it does not. If S acts imprimitively on M, this implies that S =~ D x S3 (if dimp M = 3)
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and D =~ Z/mZ x Z/mZ, m is odd. If dimp M = 2, S =~ D x Sy, where D ~ Z/mZ, m
is odd. Both possibilities are inconsistent with the structure of SOJ (¢), q even. Therefore

1# N :=ker(S — SL(M)) .

IfNnQ =1, then N xQ~ S, so|N|=2. Hence N is central in S in contradiction to
[13, Tab. 2.1.4]. Therefore 1 # K := N n .

If K n Ly =1, then K commutes with L; (elementwise), so K € Ls. Therefore No € K
(if ¢ = 2), or Ly = K (if ¢ > 2). Consequently N; = gNag~! € gKg~' < gNg~! =
N = N < NnQ =K, if g =2 So NiNy ¢ N in this case. Or if ¢ > 2 then
L1 =glag ' € gKg ' cgNg'=N,s0 L1 S NnQ=K,s0Q=L;Ly < N in this case.
A similar argument applies if K n L1 # 1.[]

In order to deal with case (c), that is n > 6 and is even, p = 2, G = S, 11 or Sp42, we

need the following result of A. Wagner.

Theorem 3.12. [24] S,,, with m > 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 (¢). Suppose M is a non-trivial irreducible F G-module.
Then either:

(1) dimp M = n, or
(2) M is a trivial A, +1-module, if G = Sy41 (or a trivial A,1o-module, if G = Sy 42).

Proof: Suppose dimp M < n. Then, by Thm. BI2] M is an unfaithful G-module. Let
N :=ker(G — GL(M)). Then N is normal in G and the result follows.[]

Lemma 3.14. Let (n,p) = (2,3), G = SLy(5) be as in case (d). Then My = Fx; + Fao
is an irreducible G-module and degxz1 = degxo, where the notations are as in the proof of

Thm. [311

Proof: If a1 = degx; < degxy = ag, then My = Fay, By = F|x1]4,, My = Ba+ Fay/Bs.
So My, My are trivial G-modules (since G is generated by elements of order 3). Therefore
(g —1)(M;) = 0,4 = 1,2, implying that (g — 1)?(x;) = 0, j = 1,2 Vg € G. Consequently
(> = 1)(z;) = (9 —1)3(zj) =0, j = 1,2, Vg € G. This shows, by assumption (4), that
g> =1,Vge G, so G is a 3-groups, an obvious absurd. So M; = Fz1 + Fxo, and a similar

argument ensures that M is irreducible G-module. This settles Thm Bl in case (d).[J
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Lemma 3.15. Let G = 3.Aq, (n,p) = (3,2) be as in case (e). Let M be a non-trivial
FG-module with dimp M = 2, where char F' = 2. Then M is a reducible G-mocule.

Proof: Assume by negation that M is irreducible. Suppose firstly that M is unfaithful.
Let N := ker(G — GL(M)). Let < h > be the normal subgroup of G satisfying | < h >
| =3and G/ < h>~ Ag. f Nonn <h >=1,then N>~ N <h >/ < h > is a non-trivial
normal subgroup of G/ < h >~ Ag. Hence N < h >= G and N = Ag. But G is generated
by order 2 elements, so the same holds for G/N ~< h >, in contradiction to | < h > | = 3.

Therefore < h >< N.

If < h >= N, then M is a faithful G/ < h >-module. But G/ < h >~ Ag. So by [13|
Prop. 5.3.7(ii)] Ra2(Ag) = 3, a contradiction.

If < h > N (properly), then N/ < h > is a non-trivial normal subgroup of G/ < h >~
Ag, implying that N = G, so M is a trivial G-module, violating the assumptions.

Allin all M is a 2-dimensional faithful G-module. Recall that G is generated by elements
of order 2. Since dimp M = 2 and char F' = 2, each such element is a transvection on M.
If G acts primitively on M, then the pair (M, G) 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 < SL(M)) we
get that G =~ D x S, where D is abelian, so G is solvable, a contradiction.[]

Corollary 3.16. Let G = 3.Ag, (n,p) = (3,2) be as in case (e). Then Theorem [3 1] holds.

Proof: We assume by negation that dimp M; < 2, Vi. Let {Xj;} be the decomposition
series of M; for each i. Then by Lemma[3.15] X;/X;_1; is a trivial 1-dimensional G-module
Vi. Consequently (g—1)% (M;) = 0, Vi, Vg € G, implying that (g% —1)(zj) = (-1 (z;) =
0,7 =1,2,3, Vg € G. Therefore by assumption (4) g2t =1, Vg € G, and G is a 2-group, an
obvious contradiction. Hence degx, = degxo = degzs and My = Fxq + Fxo + Fx3 is an

irreduccible G-module.[]

The proof of Theorem 2 in case (ii)

So G < GL(U) is a irreducible imprimitive group, generated by transvections on U,
dimp U = n, F is algebraically closed. So G < SL(U). By [27, 1.8, 1.9] G is a monomial
subgroup and char F' = 2. Therefore G = DxS,,, where D = {diag(£", ...,£% )| 21" g a; = 0(
mod m)}, and | < £ > | =m, £ € F, is a primitive m-th root of unity. Therefore m is an

odd integer.
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Note 3.17. (1) G # Sy, since U is an irreducible G-module.
(2) D=<¢>x--x <&>, ((n—1) times), so |D| = m" L.

Lemma 3.18. Let M be an FG-module with dimp M = n—1i. Then there exists a subgroup
K < D having the following properties:

(1) |K|=m';
(2) M is a trivial K-module.

Proof: Let ¢ : G — GL(M) be the natural homomorphism. G is generated by order 2
elements, implying that o(G) < SL(M).

Now ¢™ = 1, Vg € D, and (m,2) = 1, imply that ¢(D) 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:
o(D) < {diag(A1, ..., \p—i)|Nj € F, j = 1,...,n —i}.

So det(p(D)) = 1 implies that [[7=/ A\; = 1. Also g™ = 1 implies that ATt =1, 50 \j = €4,

where £ € F' is the m-th primitive root of unity, j = 1,...,n —i.

Consequently:
p(D) < {diag(£™, ..., % 1)| Z aj=0( modm)}=<{>x---x <&>, (n—i—1)-times.
j=1
Hence |p(D)| < m" =1 Therefore |K| > m’, where K := ker(¢|p : D — GL(M))..]

Corollary 3.19. Suppose one of the following holds:

(1) k =2, that is dimp My + dimp My = n;
(2) dimp M; = n —1, for some i, dim M; = 1, Vj # i.

Then My is a trivial K-module Vs, where K € D 1is a subgroup with K # 1.
Proof: Set K, := ker(y; : D — GL(M;)) Vi. If (1) holds then by Lemma BIS |K;| >

mn—dime Mi g = 12 Hence |K1||K3| = m?"™ = m™ > m"~! = |D|. Therefore K :=

K1 n Ky # 1, will do.

Suppose (2) holds. G is generated by order 2 elements, so M; is a trivial G-module
Vj # i. Now by Lemma BI8 |K;| > m!, so K := K; acts trivially on M, Vs.[]

The proof of Theorem 2, G = D x S, n is even, n > 6
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Recall that S, is a subgroup of G. As before, we consider the sequence of G-modules
M;,i=1,...,k. If dimp M; < n — 3 then by Theorem 3121 M; is an unfaithful S,,-module.
Consequently M; is a trivial A,-module Vi. This implies as before that (g — 1)*"(z;) = 0,
Yge An, j =1,...,n, for some fixed s. Therefore by the faithful action assumption of G on

A= Flz1,...,2,], we have g*>° =1 Vg e A,. So A, is a 2-group, an obvious contradiction.

If dimp M; = n — 2, and dimp M; = 2, for some j. Then by Corollary BI9(1) {M;, M;}
are trivial K-modules for some K <€ D, K # 1.

If dimp M; = n — 2, dimp M; = dimp M; = 1, where j # [. Then by Corollary [3.19(2)
{M;, M;, M} are trivial K-modules, for some K < D, K # 1.

If dimp M; = n — 1, dimp M; = 1, then again by Corollary BI9(1) {M;, M,} are trivial
K-modules for some K € D, K # 1.

So in all of these cases (g — 1)2t (zj) =0,5 =1,..,n, Yg € K. So K is a 2-group, in
contradiction to |K| being odd. So degx; = -+ = degx,, and My = Fxy + -+ + Fa, is
irreducible G-module.[]

The case of G = D x Sy (that is n = 4)

By negation, we need to consider the following possibilities:
dimp M; = 3, dimp M; = 1;

dimp M; = 2, dimp M; = 2, i # j;

dimp M; = 2, dimp Mj = dimp M; = 1,J# l;

dimp M; =1,1=1,2,3,4.

In all cases we are led by Corollary [3.19] to the existence of K € D, K # 1 and M, is a

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

The case of G = D x Sy(that is n=2)

We either have dimpg M7 = 2 and so degxz; = degxo, or dimp My = dimp My = 1 and

we argue as before.[]

The case of G = D x Sg (that is n=6)

By negation, we need to consider the following possibilities:

(1) dimF MZ' = 5, dimF Mj = 1;
(2) dimF MZ’ = 4, dimF Mj = 2;
(3) dimF MZ' = 4, dimF Mj = dimF Mr = 1, j £
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dimp M; = 3, dimp M; = 3, i # j;

dimp M; = 3, dimp M; = 2, dimp M, = 1;

dimp M; = 3, dimp M; = dimp M, = dimg M; = 1, for 3 distinct indices j,7,;
dimp M; = dimp M; = dimp M, = 2, for 3 distinct indices ¢, j, r;

dimp M; = dimp M; = 2, 1 # j, dimp M, = dimp M; = 1, r # [;

dimp M; = 2, dimp M; = dimp M; = dimp M; = dimp M, = 1, for 4 distinct
indices j,t,1,7;

(10) dimp M; =1, Vi =1,...,6.
The only cases which are not directly handled by Corollary BI9 are (5), (7) and (8).

In case (5) we have by Lemma B.I8| that |K;| > m?, |K;| = m?, hence since |D| = m5,

Ki||K; Ki||K; 7 . : o :
|K; N K| = ||K’UK_"‘ > | Ill‘i‘)l il > m- = m? Since M, is a trivial G-module, it follows that
il

{M;, M;, M,} are trivial K; n Kj-modules. So the rest of the argument follows as before.

In case (7) |K;| = m?, |K;| = m?, |K,| = m% But |K;K;||K; n K| = |K;||K;], so
m_

, | o GRS KK 8 _ 3 , _ _ IKinK;|| Ky
|K; N K| = Tk = - = s = M- Consequently |(Kin Kj)n K| = Kink K] =
3 4

"he = m?. Therefore {M;, M;, M,} are trivial (K; n K; n K, )-modules. So the rest

follows as before.

In case (8), |K;| = m?, |K;| = m?, so as above |K; n K| > m3. Now {M,, M} are trivial

G-modules. Hence {M;, M;, M,., M} are trivial K; n Kj-modules, so we argue as before.[]

The proof of Theorem 2, G = D x S,, nisodd, n > 6

As before we consider the sequence of G-modules M;, i = 1,..., k.

If dimp M; < n — 2, Vi, then by Theorem B.I2] M; is an unfaithful S,-module Vi. This
implies that M; is a trivial A,-module for each i. Consequently (g—1)%" (xj) =0,5=1,...,n,

Vg € A,, implying that A, is a 2-group, an obvious contradiction.

If dimp M; = n—1, dimp M; = 1, then by Corollary {M;, M;} are trivial K-modules,
for 1 # K < D, a subgroup of D. Consequently (g — 1) (z;) =0, j = 1,..,n, Vg € K,

implying that K is a 2-group, a contradiction.
All in all, degzy = --- = degxy,, M1 = Fz1 + --- + Fz, is an irreducible G-module.[]

The case of G = D x S5 (that is n = 5)

By negation, we need to consider the following possibilities:

(1) dimF MZ' = 4, dimF Mj = 1;
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(2) dimp M; = 3, dimp M; = 2;
(3) dimp Mi = 3, dimp Mj =1= dimp Ml = 1, ] i l;
(4) dimF MZ’ = dimF Mj = 2, 1 # j, dimF Ml = 1;
(5) dimF MZ' = 2, dimF Mj = 1, VJ # i;
(6) dimp M; =1, =1,...,5.
The only case not covered by Corollary 3.19]is (4). Here we get, by Lemma B.I8] |K;| >
m3, |K;| > m3, hence |K; n K;| = ‘\[I(A‘Iﬁ' > m‘gD”‘”LB = %Z = m?. Since G acts trivially on

M;, it follows that {M;, M;, M;} are trivial K; n Kj-modules. Therefore (g — 1)*(z;) = 0,

s=1,..,5, Vg e K; n K;. Hence K; n K; is a 2-group. A contradiction. The conclusion

follows as before.[]

The case of G = D x S3, (that is n=3)

By negation, we have to consider the following possibilities:

(1) dimF MZ' = 2, dimF Mj = 1;
(2) dimp M; =1,i=1,,2,3.

Both cases are handled by Corollary B.19] leading to a contradiction.[]

4. Isolated quotient singularities in prime characteristic
We assume throughout the present section that G < SL(V) is a finite group, dimp V' is
finite, F' is a field with char F' = p > 0.

We recall the following.

Theorem 4.1. [26, Theorem 6.1.11], [22] Theorem 6.3.1]. There exists a list of {(W,H)},
where dimec W is finite, H < GL(W) is a finite group, such that each isolated quotient
singularities over C is isomorphic to one of S(W)H.

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 S(V)© is an isolated singularity and F is algebraically closed. Then
S(V)E ~ SWH, where (p,|H|) =1, dimp W = dimp V and (W, H) is a mod p reduction

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

Proposition 4.2. Suppose G < SL(V), F is perfect, char F = p > 0 and S(V)¢ is an

1solated singularity. Then:
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(1) S(V)TC) s a polynomial ring;
(2) T(G) =< P|P is a p-sylov subgroup of G >, and consequently (|G/T(G)|,p) = 1.

Here T'(G) is the subgroup generated by all transvections on V' (or V*).

Proof: Let 0 # f € V* and U = Ff. By Corollary S(V)CU is a polynomial
ring, hence Gy is generated by transvections implying Gy < T(G). Hence Gy = T(G)yp.
Therefore by Theorem A S(V)7(©) is a polynomial ring.

Moreover, let P be a p-sylov subgroup of G, then by a classical result 3f € V*, f # 0,
with P € Gy, U := Ff. Since Gy = T(G)y, it follows that P < T'(G). Hence < P|P is a
p-sylov subgroup of G >< T'(G).

The converse inclusion is trivial since every transvection is of order p. So (2) is verified.[]

Proposition 4.3. Let G < SL(V) be a finite group and F is perfect. Suppose S(V)C is an

an isolated singularity. Then:

(1) S(V)C has rational singularity;

(2) S(V)E has a non-commutative crepant resolution if it is Gorenstein.

Proof: By Proposition S(V)T is a polynomial ring and (|G/T(G)|,p) = 1. There-
fore S(V)& = (S(V)T)G/T(G) is a direct summand of S(V)T (using %Zheg/T(G) h, as the
Reinolds operator, where r = |G/T(G)|). Consequently by [0 Thm. 2.1] S(V)¢ is F-
regular. In particular it is F-rational. Consequently by [I4, Cor. 1.10] S(V)% has rational
singularity. This settles item (1).

We now show that the skew group ring S(V)7(©) « G/T(G) is a non-commutative crepant
resolution (if S(V)¢ is Gorenstein). We firstly recall that the extension S(V)¢ < S(V)(T(®)
is unramified in codimension 1 [19, Lemma p.05]. Consequently as in [3, Cor. 2.24(2)],
using S(V)& = (S(V)TENGE/TE) e have S(V)T(@) «G/T(G) = Ends(v)cS(V)T(G). Since
(|G/T(@)|,p) = 1 it follows that gl.dim[S(V)T(&) « G/T(G)] is finite [16, Thm. 5.6]. Now
being a Cohen-Macaulay S(V)%-module (since S(V)T is such), it follows that S(V)T(©) «
G/T(G) is a homologically homogenous PI ring. The reflexivity of S(V)T as a S(V)¢-
module follows from the normality of S(V)?. This settles item (2).[]

The next property will be needed in the sequel.

Definition 4.4. We say that V is void of fixed points if V9 =0, Vg e 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 V9 # 0, for some g € (G, then (V”‘)L‘f1 # 0. To verify this, observe that if A
is the matrix of g on V with respect to a basis {vy,...,v,} of V, then A’ is the matrix of

g~ on V* with respect to the dual basis {fi,..., fn}. Then v := >, &v; € V9 implies
S Gifie (V)

The following result appears in [22, Lemma 2.4] with the additional assumption (|G|, p) =
1.

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

are equivalent:

(1) S(V)% is an isolated singularity;
(2) V is void of fixed points.

Proof: By Corollary 29, (1) is equivalent to: S(V)“U is a polynomial ring for each
U c V* dimpU = 1. Suppose (1) holds. If V9 # 0, for some g € G, g # 1, then by
Remark E5 (V*)9 " # 0, hence 3U < V*, dimp U = 1 with ¢~ € Gy, so Gy # 1. Now
S(V)GU is a polynomial ring, so Gyr is generated by pseudo-reflection, in contradiction to
the assumption. Conversely if (2) holds on V, then (2) holds on V*. Hence Gy = 1, for
each U < V*, implying that S(V)%v = §(V) is a polynomial ring, hence (1) holds.[]

The following is well known.

Lemma 4.7. Let (A,m) be a local ring which is the localization of a finitely generated

algebra over a field. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) A satisfies R; (respectively S;);
(2) A, the m-adic completion, satisfies R; (respectively S;).

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

Proof: The implication (2) = (1) is valid for every Noetherian local ring as follows from

[15, Thm. 23.9(1)].

To prove the converse direction, recall that A is a G-ring [15] Cor,p.259]. Hence the
map A — A is regular [15, p.256]. Consequently for every prime p € spec A the fiber ring
(A)p/p(/l)p is geometrically regular. Hence (A)p/p(/l)p satisfies R; and S;. Hence by [15]
Thm. 23.9(ii),(iii)] A satisfies R; (respectively S;).[]

We shall need the following version of H. Cartan’s theorem [22, Lemma 2.3]:
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Theorem 4.8. Let F([[x1,...,x,]] be a power series ring and H < Aut F[[z1,...,xy]] is a
finite group with (|H|,p) = 1. Suppose m := (x1,...,x,) is H-stable. Then:

(1) There are parameters {yi,...,yn} such that F[[x1,....,2n]] = F[[y1,.--syn]] and H
acts linearly on W := Fy; + -+ + Fyp;

(2) Fl[a1, ., 2] = SWH

—_—

Proof: For (1) we refer to [22] Lemma 2.3]. Now the inclusion S(W)H# = F[y, ,yn] c
Flly1, -y yn))? = F[[z1,...,7,]]" is clear. Note that by Galois theory [Q(F[[xl, zn]]) :
Q(F[[z1,...,zx]]"T]) = |H| So we only need to affirm that [Q(m) : Q(S(W) )] |H|,
since this implies that Q(SWH) = Q(F[[x1,..xu])" = Q(F[[z1, ..., 7,]]"), and then the

normality of S(W)H (which follows from the normality of S(W)")) implies that S(W)H =
Fllz1, ...,z ]]".

—_—

Set n = S(W)H, m = S(W),. Then m is the unique maximal above n, hence S(W) =
lim. ; S(W)/n*S(W) implying that 5(1/17) = S(W) ®gwyn S(W)H Hence [Q(m) :
QSW)! < [Q(S(W)) : QSW)™)] = |H| O

In order to translate the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list from objects over C to ones over
an algebraically closed field F', with char F = p > 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 (|G|,p) = 1 and F is algebraically closed.
Then:

(1) There exists an isomorphism:
¥ : {Irreducible CG — modules} — { Irreducible FG — modules};

(2) M9 =0, V1 # ge G if and only if p(M)9 =0, V1 #g€G.

Proof: Observe firstly that by [7, Thm. 83.5], since (|G|,p) =1,

The number of non-isomorphic irreducible F'G-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 (1) is the same.
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Let K := Q(&), £ is a primitive m-th root of unity, where m is a prime number, p #
m > exp(G). Then by Brauer’s theorem [7, Thm. (41.1)], K is a splitting for G. So
M = My®k C, My < M, and My is an irreducible K G-module. Let R := Z[£], so R is the
ring of integers of K [25, Thm. 2.6]. Let P be a prime ideal in R, with P n Z = pZ. Then
there exists a RpG-module N, N < My, with N ®g, K = My (e.g. [7, Thm. (75.2)]).

Now N is an indecomposable RpG-module. Otherwise My = N ®g, K would have been
decomposable as KG-module. Let N := N/PN. Set K := Rp/Pp = F,(§) « F, £ a
primitive m-th root of the unity in F (we identify < & > with the group of m-th roots of

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

KG is a semi-simple K-algebra since (p,|G|) = 1, hence N is a projective KG-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 N is an irreducible K G-module. Let Rp := 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 RpN is an indecomposable RpG-module. Also it is easily seen
that RpN is a projective RpG-module, implying that it is a direct summand of a free

RpG-module.

Let KG = (KG)eg @ --- ® (KGQ)ey be a decomposition of KG into a direct sum of
irreducible KG modules, where {e1,...,e,,} are orthogonal idempotents, with 1 = ¢ +
-+ + €p. By [0, Thm. (77.11)] there are orthogonal idempotents {eq,...,e,} in RpG,
with 1 = e ++-- 4+ e, and & = ¢, i = 1,...,m. Therefore RpG = (RpG)@l ® P

(RpG)em, and (RpG)e; := (RpG)ei/P(RpG)e; = (KQ)e;, i = 1,...,m. Hence (RpQ)e; is
an indecomposable projective RpG, Vi = 1,...,m.
Since RpN is an indecomposable projective ]%pG—module, which is a direct summand of

a free RpG-module, it follows from the Krull-Schmidt theorem for RpG-modules [7, Thm.
(76.26)] that RpN =~ (RpQ)e;, for some i. Therefore:

N = N/PN = RpN/PRpN = (RpG)e; = (KQG)e;, is an irreducible K G-module.
Moreover since K is a splitting field, it follows that N is an absolutely irreducible K G-

module. So we define: (M) := N @ 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 ¢ 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 a, 3 (respectively).

Let T = U denote the induced K G-representations, and 7 their common character..

Let x be the Brauer character associated to 7, e.g. [7, p.589]. Then x(z) = 7(z), Vo € G
((p,|G]) =1, so every x € G is p-regular). On the other hand, since a, 8 are coming from
R,G-representations, it follows by [, p.589] that x = a, x = . Therefore by [7, (30.12),
(30.14), (30.15)] T and U are equivalent. This settles item (1).

To prove (2), suppose that 1(M)9 # 0, then (M) = N ®x F implies that N9 # 0. Let
0+# Ze N9 and z € N is some preimage of Z in N. Then z := %Z;:& g'(z) € N, where

r = |g|. Moreover g(z) = z. So ze N& < MY.
We only need to affirm that z # 0. This follows from z = %Z:;& gi(x) = %Z:;ol g'(z) =
z#0.

The reverse implication is easier. If M9 # 0, then M§ # 0. So pick 0 # z € M§. We can
find x1 € N9 with 21 ¢ PpN (say © = 7'x1, 1 ¢ PpN, (1) = Pp). Then z; € N9 C ¢p(M)9.
This settles (2).[]

The proof of Theorem B

By Proposition S(V)T() is a polynomial ring and (|G/T(G)|,p) = 1. Set H :=
G/T(G). By Cartan’s theorem (Theorem E8) S(V)T(©) = F[[y1,...,ys]] and G/T(G)

acts linearly on W := Fy; + ... + Fy,. Consequently SW ~ (S (V)?(G))G/T(G) =
Fly1, -, yn]]¢/TE) = S(/ﬂH . By Lemma [4.7] the isolated quotient singularity property of

—

S(V)¥ is translated to S(W)H and then to S(W)H.

We may assume that H is free from pseudo-reflections on W. Indeed, if the subgroup
of H generated by pseudo-reflections P(H) # 1, then since (|[H|,p) = 1, S(W)PH) is a
polynomial ring, and again by Cartan’s theorem S(V)& ~ SWH >~ (S(W)\P(H))H/P(H)) =
F[[z1, ..., 2]]"/PH) and on Wy := Fzy + -+ + Fz,, Hy := H/P(H) acts linearly. Since

|H1| < |H|, this process must terminate.
Consequently by Lemma 4.6l W is void of fixed points, that is W9 =0, Vge H, g # 1.
Now since (|H|,p) = 1, W is a completely irreducible F'H-module, so W = W1 ®---®W,,
where W; is an irreducible FH-module and W/ =0,Vge H, g # 1,i=1,...,r.

Consequently by Proposition there exists a CH-module M := M1 @ --- @ M,., where
M; is an irreducible CH-module with MY = 0, Vg € H, g # 1, such that ¥(M;) = W;
i =1,..,7. Now M;, i = 1,...,r is a member of the Zassenhaus-Vincent-Wolf list (with

respect to H) since MY =0Vge H, g # 1, [26, Thm. 5.3.1, 6.1.11, 6.3.1, 6.3.6].CJ
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We shall now present modular isolated quotient singularity examples in arbitrary dimen-

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

Example 4.10. Let V = Fv+ Fw, - - -+ Fw, be a n + 1-dimensional F-vectorspace, with

n > 2, and a € F is a primitive [-th root of unity. We also require (n,l) = 1.

Let g := diag(a,...,a,a™",a), h:= 1,41 + €1 nt1.
The action on the basis elements is given by:

aw;, 1 # 2 )
g(v) = av, g(w;) = , h(wy)) =wi,i=1,....n, h(v) = v + w;.
a "wy, 1 =2.

It is easy to verify that h is a transvection, g, h € SL(V) and gh = hg. Hence G :=< g,h >
is a commutative finite group, |G| = pl and G = {g'h/|0 <i <1 —1,0<j <p—1}. Set
H:=<h>.

We next verify that S(V)% is an isolated singularity. For that we show that S(V)U is
a polynomial ring for each U < V* with dimpU = 1. Now by [2, Lemma 2.1] z € Gy
if and only if (z — 1)(V) < UL, where Ut = {y € V|f(y) = 0}, U = Ff. Clearly

dimp Ut = dimpV — 1 = n.
Case 1: w, ¢ U+, for some r € {1,...,n}.
Let 2 =¢'h e Gy, 0<i<l—1,0<j<p—1,then (x —1)(V) < U, hence:

(a* — 1wy, if r # 2;

(@™ — Dwsy, ifr=2. '

(& = D) (wr) = (W) (wy) — wr = g'(wr) —w, =

Since (I,n) = 1, it follows that i = 0 and so * = h/ € H and Gy  H. Therefore either
Gy =1 or Gy = H and in both cases S(V)“V is a polynomial ring.

Case 2: U+ = Fw,, + --- Fuwy.

So v ¢ Ut. Similarly if + = ¢'h/ € Gy, then (x — 1)(v) € U*+. But (z — 1)(v) =
(°h)(v) —v = g'(v + jwi) —v = a'v + ja'w; —v = (a' — 1)(v) + ja'w;. But wy € UL, hence
(a* —1)v e U*, forcing i = 0 and = € H. Hence Gy € H and again Gy = 1 or Gy = H and

in both cases S(V)% is a polynomial ring.
All isolated quotient singularities are Cohen-Macaulay as follows from [11, Thm. 3.1].

Now S(V) = F[vP — wf_lfu,wn, ywi] = S(M), where M := F(vP — w’f_lv) + Fw, +
.-+ 4+ Fw;. We compute the action of g* on M:
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g'(oP —wl ™) = (¢' ()" — (¢ (w)P g (v) = (a'0)P — (@'wi)P~ o = P (0P —wl0),
alw,, r# 2;
wy, T =2. '

Hence S(V)¢ = S(M)<9> is Gorenstein if and only if dety; g* = 1, Vi, if and only if
degy; g =1, that is a?~! = 1, s0 a € F,. Soif a € F' — {0}, then S(V)¢ is Gorenstein if and
only if l =p—1.
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