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Isomorphism questions for metric ultraproducts of
finite quasisimple groups

Jakob Schneider

ABSTRACT. New results on metric ultraproducts of finite simple groups
are established. We show that the isomorphism type of a simple metric
ultraproduct of groups X, (¢) (¢ € I) for X € {PGL, PSp, PGO®, PGU}
(e = %) along an ultrafilter I/ on the index set I for which n; — ¢ co de-
termines the type X and the field size ¢ up to the possible isomorphism
of a metric ultraproduct of groups PSp,,. (¢) and a metric ultraproduct

of groups PGO,(Z) (¢). This extends results of Thom and Wilson [5].

1. Introduction

In [5//6] Thom and Wilson discussed various properties of metric ul-
traproducts of finite simple groups. In particular, they asked the question
which such ultraproducts can be isomorphic. In Theorem 2.2 of [5], a metric
ultraproduct of alternating groups is distinguished from a metric ultraprod-
uct of classical groups of Lie type, where the permutation degrees resp.
dimensions of the natural module tend to infinity. This is done by consid-
ering the structure of centralizers of torsion elements in these groups (see
Theorems 2.8 and 2.9 of [5]). In the case of a metric ultraproduct of classi-
cal groups of Lie type, in Theorem 2.8 of [5], investigating the structure of
such centralizers of semisimple and unipotent torsion elements, Thom and
Wilson even extract the ‘limit characteristic’ of the group. At the end of
Section 2 of [5] they ask which metric ultraproducts of classical groups of
different types can be isomorphic.

In this note, we will give an almost complete answer to this question in
the case when the field sizes are bounded. We will show that for a metric
ultraproduct of alternating or classical groups of Lie type of unbounded rank
over fields of bounded size one can extract the Lie type (up to one exception).
Also one can extract the ‘limit field size’. Our results are summed up in
Theorem [l below. To state it, we first need to introduce some notation.

Let H = (H;)ier be a sequence of groups where either H; = S,,, is a
symmetric group or H; = X;(qg;) is a classical group of Lie type X; over the
1
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finite field F,, with g; elements (resp. Fq? in the unitary case; i € I). In

the latter case, we let each X; be one of GLy,;, Spy,,,, GO;tmi, GOam,+1 (i
odd), or GU,, for suitable m;,n; € Z4 (i € I).

Recall that a norm ¢ on a group H is a function H — [0, o0] such that
¢(h) = 0iff h = 1y, £(h) = £(h™) = £(h9), and £(gh) < £(g) + £(h) for
all g,h € H. Call a pair (H,¢), where H is a group and ¢ a norm on it, a
normed group. Recall that the metric ultraproduct of a sequence of normed
groups (H;, ¢;)icr along an ultrafilter U on the set I is defined as the quotient
[Lic; Hi/N, where N == {(h;)icr € [1;c; Hi| limy £;(h;) = 0} is a normal
subgroup.

Throughout, let G := H}}** be the metric ultraproduct of the groups
H; from above equipped with the normalized Hamming norm fy(o) =
|supp(o)|/n = {z € {1,...,n}|z.0 # x}|/n resp. the normalized rank
norm 4 (g) = rk(1 — g)/n when H; is a symmetric resp. a classical linear
group of Lie type. Assume that the permutation degrees resp. dimensions
of the natural module n; of H; (i € I) tend to infinity along U.

Note that, since U is an ultrafilter, we may assume that each group H; is
of the same type, i.e., all groups H; are either symmetric, linear, symplectic,
orthogonal, or unitary groups. In these five distinct cases, we write Sy, GLyy,
Sy, GOy, or GUy for G. Also, when the field sizes ¢; are bounded, we may
assume that ¢; = ¢ is constant (i € I), setting ¢ := limy, ¢;. Throughout, set
Z = Z(G) to be the center of G and G := G/Z.

If the groups H; (i € I) are symmetric groups, then Z = 1 and G = G.
Now assume that all groups H; are of type X(g;) (i € I; i.e., they are not
symmetric groups). Then G = G/Z = ﬂf,‘et is the metric ultraproduct
of the groups H; = H;/Z(H;) with respect to the projective rank norm
lor(h) = inf{ly ()| h is a lift of h in H}, which is defined on the general
projective linear group. By the results from [3], G is the unique simple
quotient of G.

Similarly to the above, write PGLy, PSp,, PGOy, or PGUy for G
when all the groups H; (i € I) are linear, symplectic, orthogonal, or uni-
tary groups. Moreover, in this case, if all the fields F,, (i € I) are equal
to Fy (or Fpe in the unitary case), we write GLy(q), Spy(q), GOu(q),
GUy(q) resp. PGLy(q), PSpy(q), PGOy(q), PGUy(q) for G resp. G. Write
M, (k) for the matrix ring of degree n over the field £ and PM,, (k) for
the associated projective space (M, (k) \ {0})/k*. Set M, (¢q) = M, (F,)
and PM,,(¢) = PM,(F,). Also write My, My(q) resp. PMy, PMy(q)
for the metric ultraproduct of the spaces M, (¢;), My, (¢) resp. PM,, (¢;),
PM,,, () with respect to the metrics dyi (g, h) = tk(g—h)/n and dp (g, h) =
inf{d,(g,h)| g, h are lifts of g, h} (i € I), so that GLy C My, GLy(q) C
My (q), PGLy € PMy, PGLy(q) € PMy(q). Throughout, if not stated
otherwise, let & = F; when G is classical non-unitary and k = F2 in the
unitary case.
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If all H; (i € I) are symplectic, orthogonal, or unitary, write f; for the
sesquilinear forms stabilized (and Q; for the quadratic form in the orthogonal
case in characteristic two).

The main result of this article is now as follows.

THEOREM 1. Let G = Gy = Gy with Gj = Xju,(qj), where X; €
{GL,Sp,GO,GU} (j = 1,2). Then it holds that ¢ = q2. Also we must
have X1 = X or {X1, X2} = {Sp,GO}. Moreover, an ultraproduct Xy,
where the sizes q; of the finite fields F,, (i € Ir) tend to infinity along U
cannot be isomorphic to an ultraproduct X oy, (q).

Let us conclude this introduction by saying some words about the proof
of Theorem[Il Our strategy is to compute double centralizers of semisimple
torsion elements of a fixed order o € Z, in the above metric ultraproducts.
If the sizes ¢; (i € I) of the fields Fy, are bounded, it turns out that these
are always finite abelian groups. Then we consider the maximal possible
exponent which such a double centralizer can have. It turns out that this
data is enough to determine the limit field size ¢ and the Lie type (up to
the exception mentioned in Theorem [Il). If the field sizes ¢; (i € I) tend
to infinity, a double centralizer of such a torsion element of order o > 2 is
always infinite. Throughout the article we will make frequent use of the
classification given in Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4].

2. Description of conjugacy classes in Sy, GLy(q), and PGLy(q)

In this section, we give a description of the conjugacy classes of groups
of type Sy or PGLy(q). We will make use of this in the subsequent sections.

We start with some definitions. Write S,, = Sym(n) for the symmetric
group acting on the set n := {1,...,n}. For a permutation o € S,, and k €
Zy, let Ci(o) C S, denote the set of all k-cycles of o and ci(o) = |Ci(0)|
denote the number of k-cycles of o. Moreover, let 2; (o) be the set on which
all k-cycles of o act. Set ng(c) = |Qk(o)| = kek(o) to be the cardinality
of Qk(c). Call the permutation o € S, k-isotypic when ni(o) = n, ie.,
o has only cycles of length k. Call o isotypic if it is k-isotypic for one
number k € Z,. Similarly, for g € M, (k) and a monic primary polynomial
X € k[X] (i.e., a power of an irreducible polynomial) let ¢, (¢g) be the number
of Frobenius blocks F'() in the generalized Jordan normal form

@ F(x)®x9)

XEk[X]
X monic primary

12

g

of g. Let V,(g) be the (not unique) subspace on which g acts as F(x)®x(9)
with respect to the above normal form and set n,(g) := dim(V,(g)). Then,
of course, ny(g) = deg(x)cy(g). For a monic polynomial x € k[X], say that
g is x-isotypic if g = F(x)®¢ for some ¢ € Z.
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At first we consider GLy(q) instead of PGLy(q). Throughout this article,
all polynomials from k[X] that occur are meant to be monic polynomials.

Conjugacy classes in Sy and GLy(q). For an integer k € Z and a poly-
nomial ¢ € k[X] define rg (o) = |fix(c")|/n resp. r¢(g) = dim(ker(¢(g)))/n
for o € S, resp. ¢ € M, (q). Here fix(o) = {z € n|x.c = z} is the
set of fixed points of the permutation o. Extend this definition to Sy
and My(q) by setting (o) = limy 7(0;) and re(g) = limy re(g;) for
o= @ie ; Tesp. g = @ie ;- Both expressions are well-defined, since for

0 = (04);e; = (7i);e1 € Sy one has
1
— |[fix(o)| — fix(7)|| < du(of,7F)

Z”l

(1) < du(of, o) + -+ du(orF L 7F)

R »

= k‘dH(UZ',TZ') —U 0.

Similarly, if g = @ig = mz‘el € GLy(q) and & = ap + a1 X + --- +
ap_1 X*1 + X* € k[X] we have

- fdimler §(90) — dim(ker €(h)] < doe(€(90): (1)

dc(a;g], a;hi)

-

<
Il
o

d (g'l?h‘])

©
A

<
Il
o
ol

) k+1
> | duclgi hi) = < 5 >drk(giyhi)
=0

and the latter tends to zero along U. Here we used the same trick as in
Estimate (I) above to bound di(g],h!) by jdw(gi,hi) (j = 0,...,k) in
Estimate ([@). Write r(0) = (1x(0))rez, and r(g) = (r¢(9))eckix]. Now
define g (o) for k € Z, via the equality

Z(Id ) =ri(o

d|k
for all k € Z,. Write q(0) = (qx(0))rez, - Applying Mobius inversion, we
obtain
= > ulk/d)rg(o)
d|k

Alternatively, one can think of gx(o) as the U-limit of the normalized car-
dinality of the support of all k-cycles in o; (i € I), i.e

qk(a) = hlf{n nk(al)/n, = khl}{n ck(az)/nl
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Similarly, for x € k[X] primary define ¢, (g) via the equality

o= 3 desteedlo )

deg(x) ax(9):

X primary

for all polynomials £ € k[X]. Here ged S is the greatest common divisor
of the elements from S. Write ¢(g) = (¢y(9))y primary- Alternatively, one
can think of ¢,(g) as the -limit of the normalized dimensions of the (not
unique) subspaces V, (g;) (i € I), i.e.,

4 (9) = lim N (9i) /i = ky lim cx(9i)/mis

where k, = deg(x) = edeg(i). This is because, when g acts as F'(x) and

¢ € k[X], then dim(ker(£(g))) = deg(ged{x, &}).

We claim that the conjugacy classes in Sy resp. My(q) are in one-to-one
correspondence with all tuples (qx(0))kez, resp. (¢x(9))y primary, Where the
only condition on the sequences are that

Z qr(0) <1 resp. Z qy(g9) < 1.

keZy X primary

Here we let GLy(q) act on My(q) by conjugation. The element g lies in
GLy(q) if and only if ¢y (g9) = 0 for x = X¢ (e > 1). Indeed, one sees
easily that r(o) resp. r(g) is conjugacy invariant, and so is g(o) resp. q(g)
for o € Sy and g € My(q).

To see the converse, let 0 = (03);c;, 7 = (7i);e; € Sy resp. g = @ielv h =
(hi);er € My(q) be elements such that ¢(o) = q(7) resp. q(g) = q(h).

Find a sequence (IV;);cs tending to infinity along U such that

Ni Ni
> lar(0) —ar(on)l, Y lar(r) — ar(i)| =1 0
k=1 k=1

resp. such that

S dad@) —aedl DD la(h) = ax(ha)| = 0.

X primary X primary
deg(x)<N; deg(x)<N;

Then by the triangle inequality

1

-~ > Ini(o) = k()| = 0

b k=1
resp.

% Z |dim(vx(9i)) - dim(vx(hi))| —y 0.

¢ X primary
deg(x)<N;
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Hence we can conjugate a big part of |_|]k\[;1 Q(0;) equivariantly to a big
part of |_|;€V;1 Q(7;) resp. an almost fulldimensional part of

D W) to D Vi)

X primary X primary

deg(x)<N; deg(x)<N;
equivariantly (with no error in the limit; here again V, (g;) resp. Vy (h;) are
not unique). The remaining part of o; and 7; resp. g; and h; can be modified
into one big cycle resp. one big Frobenius block with no change of o and 7
resp. g and h, since N; =y, oo. Then we conjugate this cycle resp. Frobenius
block onto the other.

The case of PMy/(q). Let the group k* = F act on all (monic) polyno-
mials € € k[X] by €.z :== 27" £(2X), where k¢ := deg(¢). Extend this action
to all tuples ¢ = (¢y ) primary With ZX primary O < 1 via

q.z = (qX.z)x primary

and denote by g the orbit orb;x(q) of ¢ under this action of £*.

Let G = PGLy(q). We claim that the conjugacy classes of elements
g € PMy,(q) are classified by the bijection g& (qx(g))X primary> Where g is
any lift of g in My(q) (here we exclude the tuple ¢ where gx = 1 and ¢,, =0
otherwise).

Indeed, the map is well-defined, since any other h such that h = § €
PMy(q) is of the form zg for some z € k* (as k = I, is finite), so that
(qX(h))x primary — (QX(ZQ))X primary — (qX.z(g))X primary — Q(g)’z' Also q is
constant on conjugacy classes of My(¢) (under the action of GLy(q)).

Conversely, if ¢, (h) = ¢y.2(9) = ¢y (zg) for some fixed z € k* and all
X € k[X] primary, then from the above we derive that the elements g and
271h of My/(q) are conjugate, so that g and h are conjugate in PMy(q).
This proves the claim.

REMARK 1. For G of type Spy(q), GOy(q), or GUy(q) the conjugacy
classes of elements g € G for which > ;0.0 ¢ (9) = 1 are still character-
ized by the tuples (¢y(9))y primary- The only necessary additional restriction
on these tuples is that ¢, (g) = ¢y (g), where x* = ag? X480y (X~1) is
the dual polynomial of x = ag+a1 X +---+ap_1 X 14+ X* (here o: k — k
is the identity if G is not of type GUy(q) and the g-Frobenius Fj2 — Fpe;
x — z?if G is of type GUy(q); x° is the polynomial y with coefficients
twisted by o; cf. Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]).

Indeed, assume g = (9i);e;, h = (hi)ie; € G, a(g) = a(h), ax(9) = ax+(9)
for all x € k[X] primary, and

Yo oale)= D e =1
X primary X primary

Then g is conjugate to h.
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This holds, since on all but constantly many Frobenius blocks F'(x) of
g; resp. h; (i € I), where y is a self-dual primary polynomial, and on all
but constantly many blocks F(x) @ F(x*) = F(xx*), where x is not self-
dual and primary, according to Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4], the form f; (and
in characteristic two the quadratic form @;) is uniquely determined up to
linear equivalence, so that we can map these blocks of g; to such blocks of
h; and extend this partial map by Witt’s lemma.

Conversely, if we have a tuple (¢y)y primary such that >°. . g =1
and ¢, = ¢,~, we can see from Fact 3.40 of [4] that there exists an element
g € G such ¢, (g) = gy for all x € k[X] primary.

Recall that G = G/Z, where Z = Z(G). For a tuple ¢ = (G )y primary
let § denote its orbit orbz(g) under the action of Z < k*. Then for the
elements g € G (i.e., G is one of PSp;,(q), PGOy(q), or PGUy(q)) such that
Zx primary gy (g) = 1 for one lift g € G of g, the same characterization as for
PGLy(q) above holds by the same argument. Again we need to restrict the
tuples ¢ = (gy)y primary SO that ¢, = g~ for all x primary.

However, we conjecture that the above characterization for G of type
Spu(q), GOy (q) or GUy(q) is false if

Z ax(g) <1

X primary

for an element g € G.

REMARK 2. It is easy to see that (x.z)* = x*.z for z € Z. Indeed, since

o =zt for z € Z, we have

z

(c2)" = (7 (X))" = (5)7ag X (=) 73 (X )
= a7 X (X)) = 5T (X)) = X",

where x = ag + a1 X + -+ + a1 X* ' + X* and o € Aut(k) is defined as
above in Remark [I]

3. Characterization of torsion elements in Sy, GLy(q), and
PGLy(q)

In this section, we characterize torsion elements in metric ultraproducts
of the above type. At first note that an invertible element in My (q), i.e.,
an element of GLy(q), is algebraic over k = [, if and only if it is torsion.
Indeed, if g is torsion, then ¢g° — 1 = 0 for some integer o > 1. Conversely,
if g is algebraic and invertible, let x € k[X] be the its minimal polynomial.
Setting o := |(k[X]/(x))*| < oo one sees that g° =1 as g is invertible.
Here comes the promised characterization of torsion elements.
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LEMMA 1. An element o € Sy resp. g € GLy(q) is torsion if and only
if there is N € Zy such that

N
qu(a) =1 resp. Z ay(9) = 1.
k=1 X primary
deg(x)<N
An element § € PGLy(q) is torsion if and only if any lift g € GLy(q) is
torsion.

PrROOF. Write lem S for the least common multiple of the elements
of S. Indeed, if the above two conditions are fulfilled, then writing o =
lem{1,...,N} resp. o == lem{|(k[X]/(x))*||x primary, deg(x) < N}, we
have ly(of) —u 0 resp. 4k (g¢) —y 0 meaning that 0 = 1 resp. ¢° = 1.
Conversely, if we assume 0° = 1 resp. ¢° = 1, we get that ly(of) — 0
resp. ik (g¢) —u 0, meaning that, asymptotically, the d-cycles in o; for d | o
support the whole set resp. all Frobenius blocks F'(x) for x | X°—1 primary
support the whole vector space, so taking N := o0 above, we get the converse
direction.

The last statement follows, since the kernel of the surjective homomor-
phism GLy(q) — PGLy(q) equals k* = Fx, which is finite. Hence, if
g € GLy(q) represents § € PGLy(q) and the latter is of order o < oo, we
have that ord(g) | o(¢ — 1) < oc. O

4. Faithful action of Sy and PGLy(q) on the Loeb space and the
associated continuous geometry

In this section, we show that the groups Sy and PGl (q) faithfully act
on natural associated objects. For this purpose we need the so-called Loeb
space

L(n;)ier = (S, p)
resp. its vector space analog, the continuous geometry

V(ni)ier = (V,dim),

which are associated naturally to the metric ultraproduct Sy resp. PGLy(q).

Here S resp. V equals [[;c; P(n;) resp. [ [;; Sub(k™) modulo the equiv-
alence relation (S;)icr ~ (T3)icr resp. (Ui)ier ~ (Vi)ier iff pu;(S;AT;) =4 0
resp. dim; (U; +V;) — dim;(U; N'V;) —¢4 0, where p; resp. dim; is the normal-
ized counting measure resp. dimension on n; resp. k™ (and AAB denotes
the symmetric difference of the sets A and B). Then one defines p resp. dim
by

w(S) = u((Si)ser) = lim pi(5:)
and
dim(V) = dim(@id) = lig{n dim;(V;).

It is easy to check that both are well-defined in this way. Also the operations
U,N resp. +,N are inherited to S resp. V in a natural way, e.g., (S;);c; N
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(T7);er = (SiNT;);cq- Write S € T resp. U <V iff u(SNT) = pu(S) resp.
dim(U N V) = dim(U). Call a permutation of S resp. V an automorphism
iff it preserves u resp. dim and the relation C resp. <.

Then one observes that Sy resp. PGLy(q) is faithfully represented as
group of automorphisms of (S, u) resp. (V,dim).

At first we consider the case G = Sy. Indeed, assume for fixed o =
(0i);er € Sy that S.o = S for all S € S. Then take S = (S;);c;, where S; C
n; is taken in the following way. For each k-cycle ¢ C n; (k > 1; here seen as

a set) we pick s. € ¢ and define S; by S; Nc = {s¢, 5¢.02, . .. ,sc.a?(Lka_l)}

and S; N Qy(0;) = 0. Then S;AS;.0; = 0 and p;(S;) > 1/3|supp(c;)|. This
means that S is fixed by o if and only if supp(c) = (supp(0;));c; = (0) has
measure zero. But this means ¢ = id in the metric ultraproduct Sy.

Now consider the case G = PGLy(q). Here, similarly, assume for fixed
9 = (91);c; € GLy(q) that Vg = V for all V € V. Then take V = (Vi),.;
in the following way: The linear transformation g; is a direct sum of Frobe-
nius blocks F'(x), where x € k[X] runs through all (monic) primary poly-
nomials. For each such block b < k" of dimension k, > 1 (here seen
as a subspace) of g; select a cyclic vector v,. Then define V; by V; =
@b,kb>1 (Vh, Vp-G2, - - ., Vp gf(tkb/zJ 1)>. Then one observes that V;NV;.g; = 0,
so that dim;(V; + V gl) dim;(V; N V;.g;) = 2dim;(V;). This shows that
qx(g) = 0 for all x € k[X] primary of degree k,, > 1. But one observes that,
if g(x-2)(9); @x—p)(g) > € > 0for X\ # p elements of k, we can use the follow-

ing construction: Let e;i,... e, € Vx_a(g:) and fi1,..., fir, € Vx—pn(9i)
such that limy k;/n; = €. Define V; = (e;; + fij|j = 1,... ki) (i € I).
Assume v € V;NV;.g;. Then there exist numbers aq,...,ax;, 51,..., 0k €k
such that

k‘i ki
v="> ajleij+ fis) = Y Bi(Aeij + nfis)-
j=1 J=1
This gives that

ki kl

ﬁﬂl_(% ﬁp
j=1 7j=1

so that by disjointness of Vx_5(g;) and Vx_,(g;) both sides are zero and
so, since the e;;, fij (j = 1,...,k;) are linearly independent, we get that

— BjA = Bju — aj = 0, so that, since A # u, we obtain a; = §8; = 0.
Hence v = 0 and V; N V;.g; = 0. But limy dim(V;)/n; > e, yielding the
same contradiction as above. Therefore we must have g = Aid (for A € Fy;
as k = I, is finite) in the metric ultraproduct GLy(q), i.e., PGLy(q) is
faithfully represented.

REMARK 3. The above statement about PGL(g) holds for any such
metric ultraproduct of groups PGL,,, (k;) where the fields k; are not restricted



10 JAKOB SCHNEIDER

with the same proof. Here the kernel of the action GLy — Aut(V,dim) is
given by [],, k (the algebraic ultraproduct of these groups).

REMARK 4. Hence, if the sequence of subsets (S;);er resp. subspaces
(Vi)ier is almost stabilized by each element of a subgroup H of G = Sy
resp. G = PGLy/(q) (or of G = GLy(q)), we can restrict H to S := (S;);c;
resp. V = (Vi);cr-

REMARK 5. For an element 0 = (0;),c; set Qp(0) == (Q(0i));e; € S
for k € Z,. Similarly, for a semisimple element g = (g;);,c; € GLy(q)
(see the next section for the definition of semisimple elements) set V) (g) =
(Vx(9i));e; € V for x € k[X] irreducible. Note that these definitions are
independent of the chosen representatives (for the uniqueness of V, (g) we
need that g is semisimple, since then V) (g;) = ker(x(g;)) for a suitable
representative (g;)icr of g and x € k[X] irreducible).

REMARK 6. Call a sequence of subsets (B;);cr C k™ a basis of V € V if
there is a representative (V;);er of V' such that B; is a basis of V; (i € I).

REMARK 7. Call V € V totally singular if it has a representative (V;)iecr
such that each V; is totally singular (i € I).

5. Centralizers in Sy, GLy(q), Spy(q), GOy(q), and GUy(q)

In this section, we provide tools (Lemmas 2 and [B) to compute central-
izers of certain elements from the metric ultraproducts Sy and GLy(q). We
will use this in Section [6] to compute centralizers of elements in PGLy(q).
We write C(g) for the centralizer of the group element g.

Centralizers of elements in G = Sy, GLy(q). Note that for 0 = (0;),c; €

Su resp. g = (9i);er € GLu(q) we have [],, C(0;) < C(o) resp. [];, C(g:) <
C(g) (subsequently, by this notation we mean the metric ultraproduct of
subgroups of the H; (i € I)). In the following lemma, we characterize when
the above inclusion is actually an equality in the case of Sy.

LEMMA 2. An element o € Sy satisfies Zke& qr(0) = 1 if and only if
for each choice of a representative (0;)icr of o, the centralizer C(o) equals
[T C(ai).

Before proving Lemma 2] we turn to GLy(g). An element g € GLy(q)
is called semisimple if it has a representative (g;)ier such that each g; €
GLy, (¢q) is semisimple, i.e., of order prime to g.

LEMMA 3. A semisimple element g € GLy(q) satisfies ZX primary ay(9) =
1 if and only if for each choice of a representative (g;)icr of g where each g;
is semisimple (i € I), the centralizer C(g) equals ][, C(g:)-

To prove Lemmas 2] and [3] we need the following auxiliary result.

LEMMA 4. The following are true:
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(i) Assume o € Sym(n) is of order k and S C n has normalized counting
measure p(S). Then S contains a o-invariant subset T of measure
u(T) > 1— k(1 — u(S)).

(ii) Assume g € GL(V) for a k-vector space V' and that the minimal poly-
nomial of g over k has degree k. Assume U < V. Then there exists a
g-invariant subspace of U of codimension at most k codim(U).

PROOF. (i): Observe that the biggest o-invariant subset of S is equal
to T = Nz S.ot. But since 0% = id by assumption, we see that actually
T = ﬂfz_ol S.o'. Hence, since u(S.0") = p(S) for all i € Z, we have that
w(T) =1 = k(1= p(S)).

(ii): Similarly to the above, the biggest g-invariant subspace contained
inUis W =,c,Ug". Now v e ﬂf;ol U.g" means that v,...,v.g~ 1 ¢
U. But then v.g7* = —%(alv.g_(k_l) + -+ ap_1v.g~t +v) € U, where
x=ap+a1 X +---+ap_1 X*¥ 1 + X* is the minimal polynomial of g. Note
that ag = (—1)*det(g) # 0. This shows that actually W = ﬂf;ol U.g%, so
that codim(W) < k codim(U). O

REMARK 8. The bounds in Lemma [4] are sharp. E.g., take o of type
(k) and set n = cxk. Take S of size n — s such that for precisely s < ¢
k-cycles of o, S contains k — 1 elements of each of them and all elements
of the remaining k-cycles. Then the set T constructed in Lemma [ has size
n — ks. In (ii) we can use a similar construction.

Now we are able to prove the Lemmas 2] and [3l

PRrROOF OF LEMMAS [2] AND [Bl At first we prove Lemmall Assume that
0 = (0i)ier» T = (Ti)ie; € Sy commute and assume that > 7 qr(0) = 1.
Find a sequence (N;);cr tending to infinity along U such that

N;

) N; +1
hZ/Iln];qk(Ui) =1 and < 5 >€H([0i,7'z']) —u 0.

Recall that Cy(0;) denotes the set of k-cycles of the permutation ;. Call a k-
cycle of o; bad if it is not mapped o;-equivariantly to another k-cycle of o; by
7;. Collect the set of bad k-cycles of ¢; in C,g(ai). For each bad k-cycle of o;
we get at least one non-fixed point of [0y, 73], so that |C.(0;)|/n: < lu([oi, 7))

for all k € Z. Hence, if we change 7; such that all bad k-cycles of og; are
mapped accurately for k& < N; and all k-cycles for k& > N; are mapped
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identically, we get a permutation 7/ such that

N; o)
() < — S HCHo)+ Y anlo)

' k=1 k=N;+1
N; 00

< <Zk> ta(lo,m) + > anloy)
k=1 k=N;+1

— <Nz2+ 1>£H([0i77'i]) + Z Qk(Uz’)-

k=N, +1

By the assumption Y ;- gx(0) = 1, the last term in the above estimate

tends to zero along Y. Hence 7 = (Ti)iel = (7

icr and [0y, 7] = 1.

Conversely, assume that > 2, gx(c) < 1. Choose the sequence (N;)cr
such that limg, Z]kv;l qx(0i) = > req qx(0) and limy N;/n; = 0.

For each i € I change o; to o} such that the k-cycles of o} are the same
as in o; for 1 < k < Nj; and the other k-cycles of o} (k > N;; if they exist)
are grouped into one big K;-cycle so that dy(o;, o)) is minimal possible. It is
easy to see that then still dg(oy,0}) =1 0 as N; =y 0o. Now o) eventually
has precisely one Kj-cycle for K; > N;. Obtain o/ by dividing this Kj-
cycle (if it exists) into two | K;/2|-cycles and at most one fixed point so that
du (o}, 0!) < 3/n; is minimal. Note that K;/n; =1 —Z]kvél qi(0i) =y e >0,
so that | K;/2] > N; along U, as limy; N;/n; — 4 0 by assumption.

Now consider the restriction of the centralizers C(o)) and C(o]) to the
support of the unique Kj-cycle of o} (which certainly both fix setwise by
the previous inequality). The first group is isomorphic to Cg,, whereas the
second is isomorphic to C|, /2| 1Ce. Taking the metric ultraproducts of
these groups restricted to this support (in the sense of Remark []), we get an
abelian group in the first case, and a non-abelian group in the second case.
Hence, in at least one case, [[,, C(0}) # C(o) or [[,, C(c) # C(0).

Now we prove Lemma[Bl Assume that g = (g;);c;, h = (hi);c; € GLy(q)
commute, i.e., [g,h] = id, that g and each g; (i € I) is semisimple, and

assume that
Z a(9) = 1.

x irreducible

Note that semisimplicity implies that for each Frobenius block F(y) in the
generalized Jordan normal form of g;, x = ' is irreducible. Choose the
sequence (N;);er such that

m Y e =land [0 dea(x) | fualla il) a0
x irreducible x irreducible
deg(x)<N; deg(x)<N;
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Define U; := ker([g;, h;] —id). Fix an irreducible polynomial x € k[X]
and apply Lemma [Eii) inside V := V, (g;) to the subspace U = U; NV, (g;
to get a gs-invariant subspace W = W;, < U such that codimy (W;y) <
ky codim(U;), where ky, = deg(x). Note here that V,(g;) = ker(x(¢:))
is unique, since g; is semisimple. This large-dimensional subspace W;, is
mapped accurately by h;, as g; commutes with h; on it. Define A/ to be
equal to h; on each W;, and complete it on each V;, to a map commuting
with g; for deg(x) < N; (here we use semisimplicity of g;). On V,(g;) with
deg(x) > N; set h to be the identity. As in the proof for Sy, above, it follows
that dyx(hi, h}) —u 0 and [g;, h}] = 1.

Conversely, assume that Z;Oirmduciblo gy(g9) < 1. Choose the sequence
(N;)ier such that

N; o)
i ) — i e = 0.
mo D> ade)= D alg)and limNi/ni =0
x irreducible x irreducible
deg(x)<N;

For each i € I change g; into g, such that all Frobenius blocks F(x) for x
irreducible of degree at most IV; are left unchanged and all bigger Frobenius
blocks (if there is any such block) are grouped into one big Frobenius block
F(yp) of size K; (for ¢ irreducible). Define g/ in the same way, but split the
Frobenius block F(p) (if it exists) into two or three blocks, two of which are
F(¢) for ¢ irreducible of degree | K;/2| and, if K; is odd, one block of size
one, which is the identity. Then, as above, the centralizer of ¢, restricted to
the large Frobenius block F(p) of it, equals C(g}) = (k[X]/(¢))*, whereas
the centralizer C(g!) restricted to the same subspace is non-abelian (again
in the sense of Remark M]). Also one sees that their metric ultraproducts
are non-isomorphic, similarly to the case of permutations. The proof is
complete. O

REMARK 9. If G is one of Sp;;(q), GOy(q), or GUy(q) and a semisimple
g € G is represented by (g;)ier and Zx ireducible 9 (9) = 1, one can adapt
the above argument for GLy(q) to see that still C(g) = [];, C(¢;) when all
g; are semisimple.

Indeed, from Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4] it follows that in the space W, +
Wiy (where Wiy, Wiy« are constructed as above) we can still find a big, i.e.,
almost fulldimensional, g;-invariant non-singular subspace Wi’x,x*‘ Then the
form f; (and @; in the orthogonal case in characteristic two) on VV&X* N
(Vy(gi)+Vi+(gi)) and (W{MX*.hi)Lﬂ(VX(gi)—I—VX* (g:)) are isomorphic (which
again follows from Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]), so that we can still complete

our partial maps to h} (i € I).

As a consequence of Lemma [I] together with Lemmas 2] and B, and
Remark [0 we get the following corollary.

COROLLARY 1. If o € Sy resp. a semisimple element g € Gly(q),
Spy(q), GOy(q), or GUy(q) is torsion, then C(o) resp. C(g) is equal to
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[1;, C(os) resp. 11, C(g:) for each representative (0;)icr resp. (9i)icr of o
resp. g, where we require all g; (i € 1) to be semisimple.

6. Centralizers in PGLy(q), PSpy(q), PGOy(q), and PGUy(q)

Now we can deduce the structure of centralizers of semisimple elements
from PGLy(q), i.e., elements that lift to semisimple elements in GLy(q).
Let g = @iel € GLy(q) be a semisimple element which maps to g €
PGLy(q) = GLy(q)/k*. Here g; is also assumed to be semisimple (i € I).

Assume that h = (h;);c; € GLy/(q) is such that [g, h] = pid for p € kX,
then g" = pg, so that q(9) = q(¢") = q(ug) = q(g)-p, ie., p € stabyx (q(9))-
Now let v € stabyx (¢(g)) < k* be a generator of this cyclic group.

It is now easy to see that the conformal centralizer Ceont(g) = {h €

GLy(q) |there is o € k> such that g" = pg} is an extension
C(g)- stabyx (q(g)) = C(g)-(v)
of C(g) by stabyx (q(g)). Hence C(g) = (C(g).(1))/K*

REMARK 10. The analog statement of Lemma[3lis false in PGLy(q). In-
deed, take a semisimple element § € PGLy(q) such that for a lift g € GLy(q)
the group stabyx(q(g)) is non-trivial. Choose a representative (g;)icr of
g € GLy(q) such that q,(g;) # qe(gi) for all x,& € E[X] distinct irre-
ducible and g; is semisimple (¢ € I). Then C(g;) stabilizes each subspace
Vi (gi) = ker(x(g;)) < k™. But this means that, if h € C' == [[;; Ccont (i),
we have that ¢" = g, so that C'/k* is properly contained in C(g) (namely,
C(9)/(C/k*) = stabyx (q(g)), which is non-trivial).

REMARK 11. For the groups PSpy,(¢), PGOy(q), and PGUy(q) the same
structure for C(g) holds, where Spy,(¢), GOy(q) resp. GUy(q) play the role
of GLy/(q). The possible scalars p € k™ (from Z) are restricted to p € {£1}
in the symplectic or orthogonal case, and to p4T! = 1 in the unitary case.

7. Double centralizers of torsion elements

In this section, we compute the double centralizers of (semisimple) tor-
sion elements of the groups G of type Sy, PGLy(q), PSpy(q), PGOy(q),
and PGUy(q). Note that for g € G a group element C(C(g)) = Z(C(g)),
since ¢ € C(g), so that C(C(g)) < C(g). Set C?(g) = C(C(g)) and
C2 (9) = Ceont(Ceont(9)) to be the double centralizer resp. double confor-

conf

mal centralizer of g. Here Ceone(g) == {h € G |g,h] € Z(G)}.

7.1. The case Sy. Let 0 = @iel € Sy = G be torsion of order o.
Then Zk|o qx(o) = 1 by Lemma [II By Corollary Il we have that C(o) =
[I;; C(0;). But C(0;) has a subgroup

H Cr 1Sym(ck(0:))
klo
which is dense in it along U, so that C':= C(o) = [ [ I3, Cr t Sym(ck (7).
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At first, for simplicity, assume that o; is isotypic of type (kS*) (so
that n; = ¢;xk). Assume that 7 = mie[ € Z(C) and 7 = (aij).pi €
Cr 1 Sym(cix). Assume that limg|supp(p;)|/cik = € > 0. Then we can con-
jugate @; by ¢; € Sym(c;) < CrtSym(c;,) = C(o;) such that

1iLI{n du(pidi, pipi) > € > 0.
But this leads to the contradiction

hglndH(Tqul,qbZTZ) >e>0.

Hence we may assume that ¢; = id, applying a small change to 7; along U
if necessary (i € I). Now assume that limy [{j | a;; = c}|/cir = € € (0,1).
Then we find permutations ¢; € Sym(c) < CpSym(cy) = C(o;) such
that dH(Ti,Tfi) = |[{jlaij # aije,}tl/cir > min{e,1 —e} > 0. Hence we
can assume that all a;; are equal. This shows that, in this case, Z(C(0))
is the metric ultraproduct [[,, Cy = Cj where Cy, in the ith component is
generated by the element o; itself (i € I).

In the general case, we obtain that

zico)= I TIc= I o

k|07qk(o)>0 u k‘quk(o)>0

This holds, because o € C(0), so that, when 7 € Z(C(0)), it must commute
with o. But this implies that limy [Qx(0;) AQk(0;).7;| = 0, so that 7 must
stabilize the isotypic components of o (in the sense of Remark M), and we
can apply the above argument.

7.2. The case PGLy(q), PSpy,(q), PGOy(q), and PGUy(gq). Recall
that k& = F, when G is GLy/(q), Spy(q), or GOy(q), and k = F,2 when
G = GUy(q). Set d =1 in the first three cases and d = 2 when G is unitary
over F 2.

Recall that Z = k* when G = GLy(q), Z = {£1} C k* when G =
Spy(q) or G = GOy(q), and Z = {z € k* |24t =1} C kX = IE‘;Z when G =
GUy(q). Also, recall that, if G is not of shape GLy(q), we have 2 = 2~}
for z € Z, where o: k — k is the identity in the symplectic and orthogonal
case, and the g-Frobenius endomorphism = — x? when G = GUy/(q). Let
g = @iel € G < GLy(k) be semisimple, with g; (i € I) semisimple such
that g € G < PGLy(k) = GLy(k)/k* is torsion of order dividing o, i.e.,
there is p € k™ such that ¢° = pid. This implies p € Z. Then

Z ax(g9) =1

x irreducible
Xe=p(x)
by Lemma [l Set P = {x € k[X]|x (monic) irreducible, x | X° — u},
T = stabz(q(9)), Ky = k[X]/(x) for x € k[X] irreducible (as in Subsec-
tion 3.4.2 §1 of [4]), and c¢;, = ¢, (g;) (i € I). Hence, similarly to the above,
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we have

C(g) = H H MCiX(KX)7
U x irreducible

Xo=p(x)

ax(9)>0
the centralizer being computed in My, (k). Now, by Section [6] we ‘know’ the
structure of Ceone(g) < G. For x € k[X] irreducible consider the g-invariant
subspace V = Vx(g) == @¢cy Ve(g) € V, where X := orbr(x) is the orbit of
x under T' (see Remark [5] for the definition of V¢(g) € V). Set [, := [X| and
my, = |T|/ly. Note that m, = |stabp(x)|, and so m, = max{m | |T'|| 3y :
x = X'(X™)}. The restriction of the action of Ceons(9)/Z to Vi(g) is given
by

[IT1¢ (slviw) | »7 | /2.

U &ex

We will explain this below.

Definition of the action of T. In this situation, t € T < Z < k*
acts as the map ¢; which is constructed as follows: Find K¢-bases (Be;)icr
of each Ve(g) (£ € X for all representatives x of orbits of the action of
T on the irreducible polynomials; see Remark [6) and compatible bijec-
tions g, ¢, Beyi — By (i € I; ie., Oy g3, © Qg 605 = Qi g4 for all
£1,82,83 € X, all x, and all i € I). If G comes from groups preserving
a form, we still find bijections *: B¢; — DBg»; such that b*™* = b, the
pairing f; restricted to K¢b x Ke«b* — k is non-singular, the pairing f;
restricted to K¢b x Kgb' is zero for all b € Be;, V' € Bey, V' # b*, and
such that e* commutes with the maps ag, ¢,; (¢ € I). Such bases exist
by the classification in Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]. The last condition can
be fulfilled, since (£.t)* = £*.t for all £ € k[X] and ¢ € T by Remark [2
Define ¢;; by (Pt,i’(B&QK&: <B§7i>K§ — <B§.t,i>K5At to be the field isomor-

phism ¢¢ ;1 Ke = k[X]/(§) = Ker = k[X]/(£.t); X — tX applied to each
K¢-multiple of a basis vector in B, i.e.,

eri | Do Mb | = D perM)ageri().

bEBE,i bEBE.t,i

Doing this for all representatives x of orbits of the action of T on the irre-
ducible polynomials x € k[X] with x | X° — pu, this defines, up to a small
error in the rank metric, a map ¢ ;: k™ — k™, so set ¢y to be (¢ ;)

i€l
The action of T preserves the forms f; (and Q;; i € I). Assume G is not
GLy(gq). Then one verifies that 7" preserves the forms f; (i € I): According
to Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4], for b € B¢; the form fi|lyxy~: U x U* =
Keb x Keeb* — k is given as U x U* =2 K¢ x K¢+ 3 (u,v) — BtrKE/k(uva)
(where a: K¢« — K¢ as remarked in Remark 3.33 of [4], noting that K¢ = R;
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as e = 1, since g is semisimple, and [ is either one or a standard non-square
in k*; the latter is only needed in Case 3.1 of Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]
when G is orthogonal and b = b*; but we can even neglect this case by
Remark 3.38 of [4]; so 8 =1). In Case 3.2 of Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4], i.e.,
p =2, so f; is alternating and thus b # b*, we can assume additionally that
Q(Ab + ub*) = Au € k, as all but at most one irreducible block have this
shape W (1) (cf. [2], page 8 and Theorem 3.1]).
Hence for (u,v) € K¢ x K¢« = U x U* we obtain

filut,vt) = tr, , m(ee(w)pe(v)®) = trie, , /x(Pe(w) e (v?))
= trg, , w(pe(uv®)) = trg, s (wo®) = fi(u,v).

This holds, since the action of T' commutes with « and ¢y is a field isomor-

phism. The former is verified as follows: Let v € k[X]. Then ¢;(v(X))* =
v(tX)® = UU(tC’Y_l) = fu"(t_ly_l) = cpt(fu"(y_l)) = pt(v%), as desired,
since by definition of Z we have t° =t~! € Z. Here X is the image of X in
Ke = K[X]/(8)-

Now let us fix h € C2 _.(g). We want to understand the shape of h.

conf

Step 1: h stabilizes each Vy(g) (x € k[X] irreducible). Assume that
h € C% :(glv) < Ceont(g]v) does not stabilize each subspace V¢(g) of V
(€ € x). Write X = {&,...,&} and assume that V¢ (g).h = Vg, (g). Take
f=(My, My, %,...,%) € C(gly) < Ceont(g|v), where the jth component of

factson Vg, (g) (j=1,...,1), then
fP=hTl R = (e, MP %, ).

Now there are three cases according to the classification in Subsec-
tion 3.4.2 §1 of []: If G = GLy(q), we can take My = v, () and M,
far away from k> idvgl(g). Then [f,h] = (%, M}, *,... ) is far away from
k*idy. If G is one of Spy(q), GOy (q), or GUy(q), &1 is not self-dual and
& # &7, we can do the same as before. When £ = £ in this case, we must
have My = (M{?)7, so that [f,h] = (x, M{T M, *,...,*). Again we can
choose M; € [[; GLe,, (K¢, ) such that (M¢)T M} is far away from Z. In
the last case, £ = £ is self-dual. Then again M; and M> are independent
of each other and we can choose My = v, (9)- The only restriction on M;
is that it lies in [J;, GU, (K¢ ) if & # X £1 or G is GUy(q) (see Case 2
of Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]) resp. My € ][, X, (k) in the opposite case
when & = X +1, where G = Xy(q) (X = Sp or GO; see Case 3.1 of Subsec-
tion 3.4.2 §1), so again we can choose Mj such that [f,h] = (x, MJ, ..., %)
is far away from Z. In all cases, we get a contradiction. This shows that
h € C2 _:(g) fixes each V,(g) € V (x € k[X] irreducible).

conf

Assume now that hly, ;) = M.a, where a corresponds to an element of
T = {t!x |t € T} which induces a non-trivial field automorphism on K.
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Step 2: The automorphism « equals the identity idk, . Then for A € K
we have (Aid)" = X\*id = (A*A~1)Aid. This implies that for all X € K
stabilizing the forms f; (or Q;; i € I) on V,(g) we have \*\~! € Z < k*.
When G = GLy(q) or x is not self-dual, there is no restriction on A (of
course, if G is one of Spy(q), GOy(q), or GUy(q), then if h acts as M on
Vi (9), it must act as (M~?)T on V,«(g)). Hence, in this case, for each
A € K, there exists r) € kX such that A*A~! = k). However, then every
vector A € K is an eigenvector of the k-linear map «, which forces a = idg, ,
since 1 € K, is fixed, a contradiction.

In the opposite case, G is one of Spy(q), GOy(q), or GUy(q) and y is
self-dual. Then we are in Case 2 and 3 of Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]. Let
7: K, = K, be the map defined there, i.e., 7|, =0 and 7: A — AL where
A € K, is the root of x. Then 2 = idg, and 7 = idg, if and only if
we are in Case 3 of Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]. Here, if we are in Case 2,
C(9)lv, (g) is an ultraproduct of unitary groups over the field K, equipped
with the involution 7. In Case 3, C(g)|y, () is an ultraproduct of symplectic
resp. orthogonal groups over K, = k. We proceed as follows: Find totally

singular K-subspaces U = (Ui)ic;, U = (U);c;,U" = (U);e; € V of
Vy(g) (in the sense of Remark [M) such that U U = U & U" = V,(g),
U'NU" =0 and dim(U) = dim(U’) = dim(U”) = dim(V,(g))/2. W.lo.g.,
we may assume that dimg, (U;) = dimg, (U]) = dimg, (U;") and that the
restrictions fi’Uiin’ and fi‘Uiin” are non-degenerate (i € I; as we may by

modifying U;, U], and U;" alittle if necessary). Then define f' = (f{),.,, f" =

7

(f{");er € Clg) < G such that f{ and f{" act F(p)-isotypically on U; and
such that f! resp. f!' act F(¢*)-isotypically on U/ resp. U/ (i € I) for a
fixed irreducible polynomial ¢ € K, [X] which is not self-dual with respect

to 7. Then f’h|VX(g) = Z,f|/VX(g) and f”h|VX(g) = 2" "y, (g for 2/,2" € Z.

Note that qu.z’*l(Z,quX(g)) = qgo(f/|VX(g)) = 1/2 and qap.z”*l(z”f”h/x(g)) =
4o(f"|vi () = 1/2, and @.2/~! and @.2"~! are both also not self-dual, since
¢ € K, [X] is not self-dual and 2/, 2”71 € Z, so that 2/~7 = 2/~7 = 2/ and
27T =277 = 2" whence, e.g., (0.2' 1) = p*.2'71 £ p.2/~1. Then h must
stabilize the decompositions V4 (g) =U @ U’ = U & U”, so it must stabilize
U. But on the h-invariant totally isotropic subspace U, we can do the same

argument as above for G = GLy/(q) to see that o = id, .

Hence we have obtained that hly, () = M € [[; M, (Ky), so that
h € C(g).

Step 3: We have that h\vx(g) = M = X\id for A € K,. According to

Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4], we can find V; (i € I) such that (V;);c; = Vi (9)
such that either all V; are totally singular (Case 1 of Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of
[4]; if x is not self-dual; this includes the case G = GlLy(q)) or H; preserves
a unitary form (Case 2) or a symplectic or orthogonal form (Case 3) over
K, on V; (i € I). Note from the classification in Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4]
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that orthogonally indecomposable blocks involving a Frobenius block of size
> 2 are non-central in the ambient projective linear classical group. This
shows that g¢(M) = 0 for all £ € K, [X] of degree > 2. Assume now that
there exist distinet A\, u € K such that gx (M), qx—,(M) > e > 0. If
G = GLy(q) or we are in Case 1, F(X — \) ® F(X — p) = diag(\, u) €
GL2(Ky) is mapped to a non-central element in PGLy (K ), so that by the
assumption, since we have ‘many’ of these blocks, h\vx (g) Would not commute
modulo scalars with all of C(g)|y, (g) = [Iyy Me,, (Ky). In Case 2, we use the
same argument for a block of shape diag(A\,A™", u, u~7) acting on a four-
dimensional (K,,7)-unitary space. In Case 3, we use the same argument
with a block diag(\, A\™1, 1, u~!) acting on a four-dimensional symplectic or
orthogonal space. In total we get that M = Aid for A € K. If we are in
Case 2 of Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4], we have the additional assumption that
N-(A) =1, where N,: K, — K, ; is the norm defined there. In Case 3 of
Subsection 3.4.2 §1 of [4], we must have \? = 1.

Step 4: The precise shape of C := C2,_(g). We know now that hlv,(g) =
Ay (h) id for each irreducible x € k[X] and so h commutes with all of C(g). In
order that h € C2_,(g), we still need to check that [h,T] C Z. Now choose
t € T to be a generator and z € Z and assume that h z-commutes with ¢,
ie., [h,¢t] = zid. Let x € k[X] run through a system of representatives
of the orbits of the action of 7" and e* on the irreducible polynomials (the
action of e* is only used when G is not GLy(q)). This means zh = h¥?,
s0 since hly, () = Ay(h)id, we must have hly, o) = 27 @y, (A (h))idy, ,,
so that h is determined on all of V' = Vi(g) by A (h). In this situation,

the only condition that needs to be satisfied is that hly, (4 = hlv i (
X-
A(R)id = 27t @, iix (Ax(h))id. Note that
Pyl Ky =F an = Ky =F (d=1,2)

9) —

is given by x — ¢%x/™x so that the previous condition becomes
3) 2= O ()L

Hence we can write C as follows. When G = GLy(q), we have

(4)

C={h= @ M)idy, g |32 € Z: Au(h) = 2 oy a(Ay(h) for all x
x irreducible

Xo=p(x)

ax(9)>0

Here the condition from Equation () is equivalent to Equation (3]) for
x running through a system of representatives of the action of T" on the set
P = {x € k[X] irreducible| x divides X° — p and ¢, (g) > 0}. For G one of



20 JAKOB SCHNEIDER

Spy(q), GOy(q), or GUy(g) we have

(5) C = B Mm)idyy |R
x irreducible

Xo=p (x)

ax(g)>0
where the condition R is that there exists z € Z such that A\, (h) =
27y (A (h)) for all x € P (as in the previous case) and Ay (h)Ay+(h)® =1
for all x € P, where a: R+ = K,» — R, = K, is defined as in Remark 3.33
of [4]. If G is one of Spy(q) or GOy(q) and x = x* # X £ 1 is self-dual,
this means k,, is even and /\X(h)qu/QH = 1. Also, in this case, if y = X £1
it means A\ (h)? = 1. If G = GUy(q) and x = x*, this means that k,, is odd

(since a needs to induce o : x +— 29 on k = F2) and /\X(h)qk’“rl =1.

8. Distinction of metric ultraproducts

Now we want to distinguish all (simple) metric ultraproducts G = Xy(q)
for distinct pairs (X,q), where X € {GL,Sp, GO,GU} and ¢ is a prime
power (all but PSp;,, (¢) and PGOy,(q) as mentioned in Theorem [I)). For a
group H define the quantity

— 2
er(o) = _max , EP(CE(R)).
Clearly, when H = L, we have ey (0) = er(o) for all values o € Z;. Our
strategy is to compute ep(0) for the groups H = G, where G = Xy(q)
as above, for certain values of o to distinguish these groups (with the only
exception: PSpy, (q) = PGOy,(q)?).

8.1. Computation of ez(0o) when ged{o,p} = gcd{o,|Z]} = 1. If
o is coprime to |Z| (and by semisimplicity of ¢ € G coprime to p), from
Subsection we can compute ex(0). Note that in this situation, when
g° = p € Z, we can replace g by ¢ = A\g € G such that ¢’° = 1, choosing
A € Z such that A\° = p~ ', since the homomorphism Z — Z; z + 2°
is then bijective. So assume, w.lo.g.,, ¢° = 1. Then P C @ = {x €
k[X] irreducible| x divides X° — 1}.

The case G = GLy(q). From Equation (@) we see that, the bigger the
group 7' is, for an element h € Cgonf(g), the more restrictions are imposed

to the scalars A\ (h) € K (x € P). Also, the bigger the set P is, the
‘bigger’ is the group C2

Zonf(9), ie., there are more components. Hence, to
optimize the exponent of C?(g) = C?

conf(9)/Z, we choose g such that P = Q
and 0 < gx—1(g) # qy(g) > 0 for all x € P\ {X — 1}. Namely, then
T = stabz(q(g)) must fix the polynomial X — 1, so that we must have
T =1. Set

fq(0) = min{q® — 1| o divides ¢° — 1}.
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Equation () then gives
1 ifo=1
fq(0) ifo>1"

Let us demonstrate Equation (€). The first equality in it holds by the
previous argument. When o = 1, we have g = 1z and so

C*(g) =Z(G) =1,

(6)  eglo) = exp(C?(9)) = exp(Clonc(9)/2) = {

so that e5(1) = 1. Now assume o > 1. For each x € P, if A € E is a root
of x, the condition that x | X° —1 is equivalent to A° = 1. Also K, = k[A].

Let p € %~ be an element of order o with minimal polynomial ¢ € k[X].
Then, if \ is a root of xy € P, we must have \°> = 1 and thus A = u/ for
some f € N. Hence K,, = k[\] = k[p/] C k[u] = K¢, so that in Equation (@)
we have ord(Ay(h)) | [K| | [KZ| = fg(0). This shows that

exp(C*(7)) | exp(Clons(9)) | lem{| K| | x divides X — 1}

= [K&| = [K[u]*| = f4(0)-
To show the equality exp(C%(g)) = f,(0), take h € C2 ,(g) such that
Ax-1(h) = 1 and A¢(h) has order fy(o) = |K| in k. Then, when 7=
1z, we must have h' € Z. But Ax_1(h)! = 1, so that, since gx_1(g)

0, it follows that h! = 1g. Then A¢(h)! = 1, so that exp(C?(g)) > I
ord(A¢(h)) = fq(0). This completes the proof.

(AVARYS

The case G = Spy(q) or GOy(q). As in the linear case, Equation (f)
shows that the optimal exponent of C?(g) is obtained when P = @ and
0 <gx—1(g9) # gy(g9) > 0 for all x € P\ {X — 1}, so that T'=1. Set

¢2+1 if f,(0) =¢¢ —1,eis even and o | ¢¢/2 4+ 1
(1) fylo) = ) | |
fq(0) otherwise

Equation (Bl) then gives

1 ifo=1
(8) 66(0) = exp(CQ(g)) = exp( conf( )/Z) 2 ifo=2.

folo) ifo>2
We demonstrate Equation (§). If o = 1, we obtain, as in the linear case,
that C*(g) =l andsoegz(1) =1. Ifo=2,¢g°=1andso P={X —1,X +
1}. From Equation (5) we see that, if h € C2 ((g), we have Ax_1(h)? =
Axis1(h)? = 1, so that h? = 1. Also, defining h by Ax—1(h) = 1 and
Ax+1(h) = —1, we obtain h ¢ Z, so ordg(h) = ez(2) = 2 (1 # —1, since the
case p = 2 does not occur due to the condition ged{o,p} = 1). Assume now
that o > 2. As in the linear case, for each xy € P, if A € k is a root of y, the
condition that x | X? — 1 is equivalent to A° — 1. Choose u € k™ of order o



22 JAKOB SCHNEIDER

and let £ € P be its minimal polynomial. Then, as previously, if A is a root
of x € P, we have A\ = i/ for some f € N. There are two cases:

In the first case, ¢ is not self-dual. This means that g and =" are not
conjugate in K¢/k. If they were conjugate, say by an automorphism «, i.e.,
p® = p~t then a € Gal(K¢/k) needs to be the unique involution (since

1

. keg/2 . .
pw# ptas o> 2) given by x > x4 ¢ 2; in particular, e = k¢ would need
to be even. Hence this case is equivalent to either e = k¢ being odd or

o _ "% +1 : e/2 _ L ke/2 S :

pps = # 1, e, 01 ¢+ 1 = ¢"/* + 1. This is precisely the
opposite of the first case in Equation (7). Here for an element h € C2_;(g)
we can choose \¢(h) € K = k[u]* arbitrarily (A¢+(h) is then determined by
Ae(h)). Arguing as in the linear case, we obtain exp(C?(g)) = f,(0). Indeed,
for h € C2 .(g), as above, ord(A\y(h)) | fy(0) and defining h such that
Ax—1(h) = 1 and A¢(h) has order fq(0), we see that ordg(h) = ez(0) = f,4(0).

In the opposite case, § is self-dual and § # X =1 as 0 > 2. Then e = k¢
needs to be even and

Nua — qu£/2+1 — )\E(h))‘ﬁ(h)a _ )\s(h)qu/Q_,_l =1,

¢/ of K¢ = Fqu from Subsection 3.4.2 §1

of [4] Case 2. This means that o | ¢®? + 1 and we are in the first case
of Equation (7). Note that for each y € P the map « restricts to an
automorphism of each K, C K¢ of order dividing two (as all the fields are
finite). Then a|k, = id if and only if k, | k¢/2, and a|k, is the unique

involution of K if k¢/k, is odd. Now, if X € k" is a root of X, then in

the first case A2 = 1, and in the second case \¥™*+1 = 1; so all x € P
are self-dual. Hence, if h € C2 _.(g), for each x € P one of A\, (h)* =1 or

conf
/\X(h)qu/2+1 = 1 must hold. But 2 | ¢*¥¢/24+1if p > 2, and ¢"/2+1 | ¢F</2 41
in the second case, since k¢ /k,, is then odd. Hence exp(C2, ((g)) | ¢*/?>+1 =
g2 +1 = f}(0). Defining h € C2, ((g) such that Ax_1(h) =1 and A¢(h)

conf

has order f;(0), we see that ordg(h) = f,(0).

k
where « is the involution x — x4

The case G = GUy(q). Here, as well, Equation (B) shows that the
optimal exponent of C?(g) is obtained when P = Q and 0 < qx_1(g) #
qx(g) > 0 for all x € P\ {X — 1}, so that T'= 1. Set

(o) = ¢ +1 if fe(o) = ¢** —1,eisodd and o | ¢¢ + 1
1 fq2(0) otherwise .

Equation ([B]) gives

(9) 65(0) = exp(Cz(y)) = eXp(Cgonf(g)/Z) - {1[;/(0) i Z : 1 )

Again ez(1) = 1is clear. If 0 > 1, take p € k™ of order o with minimal
polynomial £&. Then the argument proceeds as in the bilinear case. But the
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condition that ¢ is self-dual is here equivalent to p being conjugate to p =

in K¢ by an automorphism a such that a|, = o; x — 9. This forces e = k¢
dks/ .
to be odd and pd * 1 1,ie,o0|q¢*+1=qgk+1.

8.2. Proof of Theorem [l Set G; = Xjy.(q;), Z; = Z(G;), and
G; =G;/Z; (j = 1,2). Let pj be the characteristic of the field Fg, G =1,2).
Assume that G =2 G =2 G,. We start by showing that p; = po.

Determining the characteristic p. Choose o large enough and coprime
to p1, p2, |Z1|, |Z2|. Then from Equations (@), [8), and (@) we see that
ec(0) is of the form ¢i' =1 and ¢3°> £ 1. If ez(0) = ¢f' =1 = ¢3*> — 1 or
ea(0) = ¢i'+1 = ¢5+1, we have ¢i* = ¢7?, so that p; = p2 by the uniqueness
of the prime factorization. So, w.l.o.g., we have ez(0) = ¢°* —1 = ¢3° +1 for
infinitely many o, and so for infinitely many pairs (e, es) € Z%. If py # po
we get a contradiction to Corollary 1.8 of [I]. Hence p; = py =: p.

Determining ¢®. We can now assume that q; = p% (j = 1,2). Choose
Jj € {1,2} and set X := X, ¢ == ¢j, and d = d;. Consider the quantity
[ =gcd{ez(0) |0 € O}, where

O = {o € Z{ |2 < o coprime to p,|Z1|,|Z2|; ez(0) = —1 modulo p*}
From Equations (@), (8), and (@) it follows that for every element o € O the
number ez(0) is either of the form ¢ — 1 or ¢° + 1. But the second case

is excluded by the condition that eg(0) = —1 modulo p®. Hence ¢? — 1 |
eg(0) =q% —landso ¢ — 1] f.

For a prime r set ¢, = qqr_—_ll. Then for distinct primes r and s we have
qr -1 qs -1
ged{tr, ts} = ged {F 1
1 geedirst 1
= g —1,¢ —1}=F—— =1
1 {¢"—1,¢" -1} 1

Hence the numbers ¢, (r prime), being pairwise coprime, have arbitrarily
large prime divisors. Take for r > 2 a prime such that ¢, has a prime divisor
0 > p,|Z1|,|Z2|,q® — 1. Then o is coprime to p, |Z;|, and |Zs|, so that by
Equations (@), (), and (@) we have ez(0) | fya(0) | ¢ —1,as0|q — 1|
¢ — 1. Hence the number Sy (0) must be one of q¥ —1 or ¢* — 1, the latter
being excluded by the condition o > ¢% —1; so fqa(0) = ¢ —1. If X = GL,
X = Sp, or X = GO, since r is odd and d = 1, Equations (@) and (&)
show that we must have ez(0) = f,a(0) = ¢ =1 =¢" —1 = —1 modulo p®.
Hence, in this case, 0 € O. If X = GU, it could be that ez(0) = ¢"+1, when
o|q" + 1. However, gcd{q" + 1,¢,} | gcd{q" + 1,¢" — 1} | 2 and ¢, is always
odd, so that ged{q" + 1,t,} = 1 and hence, as o | t,, also gcd{q" + 1,0} = 1.
This shows that here also eg(0) = fya(0) = ¢ —1=¢* —1= -1 modulo
p3. Therefore again o € O.
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Applying this argument for two different primes r, say r; and ry, which
produces two different primes o, say 01 and og, we get f = ged{ez(0) |o €
OHgm&dm%%@ﬂ%—@Mf” Wﬁl}—fmwwm 1=q¢"-1

Altogether, we have shown that f = ¢? — 1. Plugging in j = 1,2, we
obtain qill —1= qu — 1 implying that qill = qu.

Now we exclude all remaining possible isomorphisms but PSp,, (q) =
PGOMz (Q)

Proof that PGLy, (q) 2 PSpy, (q) and PGLy, (q) 2 PGOy,(q). Let Gy =
GLy, (q) and Go = X4, (q), where X = Sp or GO. Set

m_{i# it p>2

10 .
10) PF+1 ifp=2

Note that o > 2 is coprime to p, |Z1| = ¢ — 1, and |Z3] = [{£1}|. Hence
by Equation (8) we have ez(o) = eg,(0) = >+ 1. Indeed, o | ¢> + 1 |
¢* — 1. But o1 ¢/ — 1 for f properly dividing 4, since then o | ¢* — 1,
but it is easy to see that ged{o,¢*> — 1} = 1. This shows f,(0) = ¢* — 1
and eg(0) = eg,(0) = fy(o) = ¢®> + 1. But then by G; = G5 we obtain
eg(0) = eg,(0) = fylo) = *-1>¢+1= eg,(0) = eg(0), a contradiction.

Proof that PSpy, (¢*) % PGUy,(q) and PGOy, (¢%) # PGU,(q). Let
G1 = Xy, (¢%), where X = Sp or GO, and Gy = GUy,(q). Define o as
in Equation (I0). Note that o > 2 is coprime to p, |Z1| = |{£1}|, and
|Z2| = q+1. Then by Equation (8) we have ez(0) = eg, (0) = f/2(0) = *+1
(as above). But by Equation (@) we obtain that ez = eg,(0) = fj/(0) =
G -1>¢+1= eg, (0) = eg(0), since e = 2 is even, a contradiction.

Proof that PGlLy, (¢?) 2 PGUy,(q). Let G1 = Gly,(¢?) and Gy =
GUM2(q). Set

5gq+1)
e+l

q+1

iR MY q = —1 modulo 5
0= .
otherwise

Note that o is coprime to p, |Z1| = ¢> — 1, and |Z3] = ¢+ 1 | ¢* — 1.

Indeed, ged{o,q+1} | gcd{qfll,q—l—l} = ged{5,q+1} | 5. But 51 o, so that

ged{o,q+1} = 1. Similarly, ged{o,q—1} | ged{q®+1,q—1} | gcd{2,q—1} | 2.
But o is always odd, so ged{o,q — 1} = 1. We have that o | ¢'° — 1, so that
from Equation (@) we obtain that ez(0) = ez, (0) = fg2(0) is either |
or ¢> — 1. But clearly ¢> — 1 < o, so that we must have fq2 (0) = ¢*° — 1.
But Equation (@) gives that e5(0) = eg, (0) = f/(0) = ¢° +1 < ¢'0 -1 =
fq(0) = ez, (0), a contradiction.

REMARK 12. If ¢; —/ 00, then double centralizers of semisimple torsion
elements are infinite groups.
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REMARK 13. If g is even, then PSp;, (¢) = PGOy,(q) is possible due to
the isomorphism Sps,,(¢) = GOgp,+1(q). Also it seems hard to distinguish
a group PSpy, (¢) from a group PGOy,(q) for ¢ odd.
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