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ADDITIVE ACTIONS ON HYPERQUADRICS OF CORANK
TWO

YINGQI LIU

ABSTRACT. For a projective variety X in P™ of dimension n, an additive
action on X is an effective action of G} on P™ such that X is G -invariant
and the induced action on X has an open orbit. Arzhantsev and Popovskiy
have classified additive actions on hyperquadrics of corank 0 or 1. In this
paper, we give the classification of additive actions on hyperquadrics of corank
2 whose singularities are not fixed by the G -action.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Main results. Throughout the paper, we work over an algebraically closed
field K of characteristic zero. Let G, = (K, +) be the additive group of the field
and G = G, X G4 X ... X G4(n times) be the vector group. In this article we study
additive actions on projective varieties defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a closed subvariety of dimension n in P™. An additive
action on X is an effective algebraic group action G x P™ — P™ such that X
is G -invariant and the induced action G x X — X has an open orbit O. Two
additive actions on X are said to be equivalent if one is obtained from another via
an automorphism of P™ preserving X .

In the following we represent an additive action on X by a pair (G”,X) or a
triple (G?, X, L), where L is the underlying projective space. We define X\O to
be the boundary of the action and define I(G?, X) to be the maximal dimension of
orbits in the boundary. For a group action of G on a set S, we define the set of
fixed points under the action to be Fiz(S) = {x € S|g-z = x,for any g € G}. We
say a subset in the projective space is non-degenerate if it is not contained in any
hyperplane.

Recall that a GJ-action on P™ is induced by a linear representation of G,
namely write P = PV for an (m + 1)-dimensional vector space V, then the action
is given by:

G" x PV — PV
(9, [v]) = [p(g)(v)]

where p : G — GL(V) is a rational representation of the vector group G%7. In [I]
Hassett and Tschinkel showed that if the action is faithful and has a non-degenerate
orbit O in P, then the vector space V' can be realized as a finite dimensional local
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algebra. They identified additive actions on projective spaces with certain finite
dimensional local algebras. The simplest additive action on a projective space is
the one with fixed boundary, it is unique and can be given explicitly as follows.

G’ x P™ —P™
(915 s Gm) X [0 2 X1 ¢ oot T ] =T 21 + G1%0 ¢ o T + G To)

In [2] Arzhantsev and Popovskiy identified additive actions on hypersurfaces in P!
with invariant d-linear symmetric forms on (n + 2)-dimensional local algebras. As
an application they obtained classifications of additive actions on hyperquadrics of
corank 0 and 1, where the corank of a hyperquadric @) is the corank of the quadratic
form defining @. Given an additive action on a hyperquadric Q, if corank(Q) =0
(i.e., @ is smooth), then the action is unique up to equivalences (also cf. [6]) and
(G, Q) = 1. If corank(Q) = 1, then the action is determined by a symmetric
matrix up to an orthogonal transformation, adding a scalar matrix and a scalar
multiplication (cf. [2, Proof of Proposition 7]), namely for two symmetric matrices
A and A’, they determine the same action if and only if there exist a nonzero a € K,
h € K and an orthogonal matrix A (i.e., ATA = I) such that A’ = AT(aA + hI)A.
In this case, the action has fixed singular locus and (G, Q) = 2.

In this paper, we study additive actions on hyperquadrics of corank 2. In this
case the action is determined by two symmetric bilinear forms on a certain finite
dimesnional local algebra. The singular locus, which is a projective line, is either
fixed by the action or is the union of a orbit and a fixed point.

When the singular locus is fixed by the G['-action, it is a natural generalization
of the case when corank(Q) = 1. In this case, using a similar method as in [2,
Proposition 7] one can see that the action is determined by a pair of symmetric
matrices up to a simultaneous orthogonal similarity and an affine transformation of
pais of matrices, namely for two pairs of symmetric matrices (A1, As) and (A, Ab),
they determine the same action if and only if there exist a1, a12, a21, @22, h1, ho € K
with aj1a99 — a12a21 # 0 and an orthogonal matrix A such that:

/1 = AT (a11A1 + CL12A2 + h,ll)A
/2 = AT (a21A1 + CLQQAQ + hQI)A

Remark 1.2. For K = C, the problem of classifying pairs of matrices under simul-
taneous similarity is solved explicitly by Friedland [4]. As an application, for almost
all pairs of symmetric matrices (A, B), the characteristic polynomial |\ —(A+zB)|
determines a finite number of similtaneous orthogonal similarities classes.

In this paper we focus on the case when the action has unfixed singularities,
our main observation is that under the identification, one of the bilinear forms
vanishes on a certain hyperplane of the maximal ideal. As a result, the action can
be recovered from two kinds of simpler actions which has been classified before.
One is an action on a projective space with fixed boundary, the other one is an
action on a hyperquadric of corank r > 2, which can be simply recovered from an
action on a hyperquadric of corank one as follows.

Definition 1.3. Let Q be a hyperquadric of corank one in P = PV with an additive
action induced by p : GI' — GL(V'). Choose an element « in the open orbit O. For
any r > 1, viewing P as a subspace of P = P"*" of codimension v and write the
coordinate of P and P’ to be [v] = [0, 21 ¢ ... : ¥,) and [v,2] = [v 1 21 ¢ .t 2]
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respectively, where o = [1:0: ... : 0]. Let L= {v =0} C P and Q be the projective
cone over Q with vertex being L. Then we extend the action on Q to Q as follows.
Write GIT" = G? x G = {(g,h) : g € G, h € G"} , then the action (G, Q)
is defined to be:
Gt x Q=Q
(9,h) x [v: 2] =[p(g)(v) : 2 + 20 - A]

If we extend the action using another element o € O, then the induced action on @
1s equivalent to the previous action through an linear isomorphism ¢ of P’ such that
#(P) = P,¢(a) = o and ¢|, = idr. Hence the definition of the extended action
on Q 1is unique up to equivalences. We call the extended action is simply recovered
from the given action (G, Q).

Remark 1.4. Geometrically the action on @ is extended by the action on Q through
an action on a projective space with fixed boundary. Note that @ is contained in
the linear span < Lo, D >, where Ly is the cone over L with the verter being o ,
D is the boundary Q\O. Hence the action of G'T" = G" x G" on Q is determined
by its action on Lo and D, which is rather simple: the action of G} on Lo and
the action of G}, on D are both trival while the action of G}, on L, is an additive
action on the projective space with fized boundary.

Now to recover a given action by a simpler action, we introduce an operation
for any given additive action on a hyperquadric with unfixed singularities or an
action on a projective space with unfixed boundary. We start with the following
definition.

Definition 1.5. Let X in P™ be a hyperquadric or a projective space with an
additive action, O being the open orbit.

KX Sing(X) if X is a hyperquadric
(X) = X\O if X is a projective space

Theorem 1.6. For an additive action on X in P™, where X is either a hyper-
quadric or a projective space with open orbit O such that K(X) ¢ Fix(X). Choose
zo € O. Let GV = Neer(x)Ge and let LY be the linear span of GV - xq, then:
(i) LY C pm.

(i) LY is GO -invariant and the action of G on LY induces an additive action
on QW = G .2y € LY with the open orbit OV = GW . x4, where QW) is either
a non-degenerate hyperquadric or the whole projective space LW,

We furtherly define when such an operation is effective for our classification.

Definition 1.7. Let Q be a hyperquadric with an additive action such that Sing(X) €
Fiz(X), we say the operation obtained in Theorem[L.6: (G7,Q,P" 1) — (GM, QW L(l))
is effective if K(Q) S K(QW).

Starting from a given additive action on the hyperquadric Q with unfixed sin-
gularities, the operation defined in Theorem 1.6 and the effective condition in Def-
inition 1.7 give a procedure of reducing the present action to a lower dimensional
one, which has to terminate as the dimension of the underlying projective space
decreases strictly by Theorem 1.6 (i). The procedure ends in three different ways,
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which we call Type A, Type B and Type C. We use the following flow chart to
represent the procedure.

GO — G?, Q(O) =Q

k=0
yes
K(Q(k)) C Fix(Q(k)) output (A, k)
no
no

K(QW) € K(@Q")

output (B, k + 1)

yes

es
k=k+1 0 K(QW) = K(Q®*+1) Y output (C,k + 1)

where for each k, if K(Q®) ¢ Fiz(Q™®), let (G®, QW) s (GH+D Q*k+1)) be
the operation obtained in Theorem
We use (z,t, G, QM) to represent the final output of the flow chart, where
(z,t) is the output of the flow chart and (G®,Q®) is the corresponding action.
In the case of corank two, the following theorem shows that the flow chart con-
versely gives the explicit process of recovering and together with {(G?, Q) the final
output determines the action up to equivalences.

Theorem 1.8. Let Q be an hyperquadric of corank two with an additive action,
assume the action has unfized singularities and dim(Q) > 5, let (z,t,G®,Q®) be
the final output of the flow chart above. Then:

(i) (GW, QW) is either an action on a projective space with fized boundary or
an action on a hyperquadric given in Definition [I.3

(ii) I(G", X) < 3 and codim(Q*+V) QW) =1, for any k <t — 1.

(i1) if (G, @) is another additive action on the hyperquadric of corank two Q
with unfized singularities and dzm(@) > 5, let (2, ¥, G, @(tl)) be the final output
of the flow chart, then (G",Q) is equivalent to (G",Q) if and only if (G, Q) =
(G, Q),z =2/t =t and (GV,QW) is equivalent to (G, Q).

Combining Remark [[L4] with classification of actions on hyperquadrics of corank
one, we can determine the output action (G(t), Q(t)) explicitly. Then by Theorem
[[8 we can give classification of additive actions on hyperquadrics of corank two
with unfixed singularities in terms of the final output of the flow chart.

Theorem 1.9. Let Q be a hyperquadric of corank two, then additive action on Q
with unfized singularities has equivalence type as follows:

(a) dim(Q) > 5. Let the final output in the flow chart be (x,t,G®) QM) then
we separate it into 8 different types with respect to the value of x,t and whether
Q") is a projective space or a hyperquadric:

(a.1) Type xg: if v € {B,C} and t = 1.

(a.2) Type xz1: if x € {A,B,C}, t > 2 when x € {B,C} and QWY is a projective
space.
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a. e ro: if * € t > 2 when x € an is a or-
(a.3) Typ fae{ABC} t>2 wh (B,C} and QW is a hyp
quadric.

(b) dim(Q) < 4: there are 14 different types.

Remark 1.10. Explicit classification result of each type will be given in Proposition
[-3[4-34-7 and Section 4.2 in terms of the algebraic structure of finite dimensional
local algebras.

The simplest types are Type By and Type Cy, i.e., Type xq for z € {B,C}. They
can be directly recovered from an additive action on a hyperquadric of corank one.
Here we describe actions of Type By as an example.

Example 1.11. Let Q be a hyperquadric of corank two in PP+ = PV with an addi-
tive action, assume dim(Q) > 5 and Sing(Q) € Fix(Q), consider (G, QW) W)
obtained in Theorem [0, If it is of Type By then:

(i) QW is a hyperquadric of corank one in L.

(i1) choose any o in the open orbit O and any o € Sing(Q)\Fiz(Q) there
exist suitable coordinate {xo,T1,T2, ..., Tn_1,Y0,Y1} of P"*1 w.r.t the basis of V,
a0, 01, .., 01, Bo, 1, such that a = [B1], o = [a1], LV = {z; = 0}, Q) =
LY NQ and

Q={23+..+a5_y +y0y1 =0}
Moreover for V' = (aog,az,..,an—1, 5o, f1) such that LY = PV, let the action
(GM, QM) be given by:
oM « 1O s L
(a, [v]) = [p(a)(v")]

where p: GV — GL(V') is a rational representation of GO .
Then there is a decomposition of G, = G © G, such that if we write
a = (ag,az,...,an_1) € G, s € Go, v = (x0,%1,..,Zn_1,%0,y1) € V and v’ =
(0,0, .., Tn_1,Y0,y1) € V' then the action (G, Q) is given by:
G" x P! prtt

((a, ) x [v]) =[v"]

where v" = p(a)(v') + (5221“’1 + sx1) o + (sy1 + 1) - 1.

1.2. Notation and conventions. Throughout the article, in a given finite di-
mensional local algebra R, we use « - 8 to represent multiplication between two
elements in R, where « can also be taken as a scalar in K. Furthermore we define
the following:

(@)ifa€e R VCR thena - V={a-:8€V}

(b)if V,V'C R, then V- V' ={}"" |a;-a,:neNw €V,a, e V'}.

1.3. Outline of the classification. Given an additive action on a hyperquadric
Q in P"! there is an (n + 2)-dimensional local algebra R with a hyperplane W of
the maximal ideal m and a bilinear form F on R such that

P! =P(R),Q =P({r € R: F(r,r) = 0}),
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and if we choose a basis of W, wy, ..., w,, then the action is given by (up to equiv-
alences):

Gl xR—R

((a1,a2,...,a,),7) =71 explarwy + ... + apwy).

Hence to classify additive actions is equivalent to classify algebraic structures of
the triple (R, W, F'). Note that Sing(Q) = P(Ker(F)), furthermore we show that
Ker(F) C W and if we choose a basis of Ker(F'), p1,.., 1, and choose any by €
m?\W then we can represent the multiplications of elements in m as follows:

(1.1) a-a = F(a,a )bo+ Vi(a,a )1 + Vala,a Y + ... + Vi(a,a ),

for any a,a’ € m, where {V; : 1 < i <1} is a set of symmetric bilinear forms on R.
When the corank equals one we have [ = 1 and p; - m = 0, also one can choose by
s.t. by - m = 0. Hence if we extend p; to a basis of W namely uq,e1,..,e,—1, s.t.
F(e;, e;) = d; ; then the multiplication in m depends on the matrix A = (Vi (e;, €5)).
Also note that an orthogonal tranformation of the basis e;’s with respect to F'
leads to an orthogonal transformation of the matrix A, hence the classification of
the action of corank one is reduced to normalize a symmetric bilinear forms under
orthogonal transforamtions (cf. [2] Proposition 7] and [5, Chapter XI, §3]).

When the corank equals two, we can still choose bg s.t. bg-m = 0. We note that
in this case the condition Sing(Q) ¢ Fiz(Q) enables us to use the idea of the case
of corank one.

Firstly we show that Sing(Q) ¢ Fiz(Q) is equivalent to Ker(F) - W # 0. And
if Ker(F)-W # 0, then we can furtherly define a hyperplane V() in W:

VO ={aeW:a-Ker(F)=0}
V(l) = KeT(F|V(1))

By using the correspondence between additive actions and finite dimensional local
algebras we show that if V(1) = V(1) then the action (GM, QM) L(l)) obtained in
Theorem is an action on a projective space and it corresponds to (R(l), V(l))7
where R = V) @ (1g). If V() £ V{;) we show that the action (G1), QW L)
corresponds to the triple (R, V) FM) where RM = V) @ (by, 15), FV) =
K, and QWM is a hyperquadric.

Then our first key step is to show that after choosing suitable p; € Ker(F), we
have

VDLW C (g, bo),

which shows that the bilinear form Vs defined in (1.1) vanishes on V(). For the
obtained subspaces V(1) C V() C W, our second key step is that if Ker(F) ¢
V) (resp. V(3y = Ker(F)), which geometrically means K(Q) ¢ K(QW) (resp.
K(Q) = K(QW)), then we can directly normalize the multiplications in m. As a
result, we recover action (G”,Q) from the action (G, QM) which is an action
given in Definition [[.3l This corresponds to an output of Type By or Cj in the flow
chart.

Otherwise we show that codim(Ker(F'), V(1)) = 1 and we furtherly consider the
new action (G, QM LM), for which we separate into two more subcases.
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(1) If Vi - V) = 0 then we are in a situation similar to the case of corank
one: Vo =...=V; =0, Vg VI =0, by - V) = 0. Hence we can normalize the
multiplications in m™ = V1) @ (by). As a result, we recover action (G?,Q) from
the action (G, Q(), which is an action given in Definition [3l This corresponds
to an output (4, 1) in the flow chart.

(2) If Viu -V £ 0 then we are in a situation similar to Ker(F)-W # 0, except
that in this case the action is on a hyperquadric of corank three. On the other hand,
we have Ker(F) - V(1) =by- V1) =0 and Vo = V3 = 0, hence the uncertainity of
multiplications in m(}) is still one dimensional. For this reason we furtherly define

VO ={aevV® . a -V =0}
V(Q) = Ker(Flv(l))

This corresponds to a new action (G(Q),Q@), L(2)) in the flow chart, with L( ;
L™, Similarly we show that if Vi) ¢ V(g) or V1) = V(o) or V(1) € V(g) with
Vi2):'V® =0, then we can already normalize the multiplications in m»). Otherwise
we find Vo) - V() £ 0 then as before we can furtherly define (V(?’),V(g)) with
V) ; V@ and check whether it satisfies the conditions to be normalized. The
discussion will be continued as above until we find that the present action satisfies
the condition to be normalized i.e., to obtain an output in the flow chart, the
procedure has to terminate as the dimension of V(¥ decreases strictly. As a result
we show that the output action is either an action on a projective space with fixed
boundary or an action given in Definition Moreover we obtain a chain of
subspaces in W corresponding to the flow chart:

Ker(F)CViyy €.V CcV® c..cv® cw,

where s=tifx =A,s=t—1ifx=Borxz=C.

Then it remains to normalize the multiplications between elements outside V().
This is completed through more technical operations shown in Lemmas 4.2 [£.4] and
After the normalization of the structure of R, we show the uniqueness of the
normalized structure up to equivalences, which proves Theorem (iii). And the
normalized structure of (R, W, F) gives the explicit result of our classification of
actions when dim(Q) > 5. Finally when dim(Q) < 4 we give the classification case
by case.

The article is organized as follows: in Section 2, we recall the correspondence
between additive actions and finite dimensional local algebras; in Section 3 we
first prove Theorem to obtain the action (G, Q™). Then we show that the
existence of unfixed singularities will lead to V(") - W C (u1,bp) and we normalize
the algebraic structure of (R, W, F) when the type is By or Cp; in Section 4, we
first normalize the structure of R, then we show the uniqueness of the normalized
structure, which gives proof of Theorem [[.8 and also gives explicit result of our
classification result shown in Theorem

2. ADDITIVE ACTIONS AND FINITE DIMENSIONAL LOCAL ALGEBRAS

As mentioned before an additive action (G7, X, P™) is induced by a faithful ratio-
nal linear representation p : G — GL,,+1(K). Furtherly if X is non-degenerate in
P™ then p becomes a cyclic representation i.e., (p(g) v : g € G?) = K™*! for some
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nonzero v € K™+, Hassett and Tschinkel in [I] gave a complete characterization
of such representations.

Theorem 2.1 ([I],Theorem 2.14). There is 1-1 correspondence between the follow-
ing two classes:

(1) equivalence classes of faithful rational cyclic representation p : G — GLp+1(K);
(2) isomorphism classes of (R, W), where R is a local (m+1)-dimensional algebra
with mazimal ideal m and W is an n-dimensional subspace of m that generates R
as an alegbra with unit.

Remark 2.2. Under this correspondence a representation of G? on K™*! can
always be viewed as an action on a local algebra R = K™+, Moreover if we choose
a K-basis of W: W = (wn, ..., wy,) then we can write down the action explicitly:

Gy xR—R
(91,92, -y, gn) X 7 =1 exp(grwy + ... + gnwy).
And the induced action of the Lie algebra g(G?) = G on R is:
gx R—R
(91,92, -, gn) X 7 =7 (Qrw1 + oo + Gnwp),

we identify g = W as vector spaces.

Moreover Hassett and Tschinkel proved in [I] and later Arzhantsev and Popovskiy
proved in [2] the following 1-1 correspondences.

Theorem 2.3 ([1], Proposition 2.15). There’s a bijection between the following two
classes:

(1) equivalence classes of additive actions on P™;

(2) equivalence classes of (n+1)-dimensional local commutative algebras.

Under the correspondence the action is given as in Remark 2.2, where the sub-
space W is the maximal ideal of the local algebra.

Theorem 2.4 ([2], Proposition 3). There’s a bijection between the following two
classes:

(1) equivalence classes of additive actions on hypersurfaces H in P"H1 of degree at
least two;

(2) equivalence classes of (R,W), where R is a local (n+2)-dimensional algebra
with maximal ideal m and W is a hyperplane of m that generates the algebra R with
unit.

Then in [2] they furtherly introduced the notion of invariant multilinear form
for a pair (R, W).
Definition 2.5 ([2], Definition 3). Let R be a local algebra with mazimal ideal m.
An invariant d-linear form on R is a d-linear symmetric map

F:RxRx..xR—K

such that F(1,1,...,1) = 0, the restriction of F to m X ... X m is nonzero, and there
exist a hyperplane W in m which generates the algebra R and such that:

F(abl,bg, ...,bd)+F(b1,ab2, ...,bd)+...+F(b1,b2, ...,abd) =0 Va e W,by,...,bqg € R.

We say F is irreducible if it can not be represented as product of two lower
dimensional forms.
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Now given an additive action on a hypersurface H = {f(zo, .., zn+1) = 0} C
P"*!, then under the correspondence in Theorem [2.4] the polarization F of f is
an invariant multilinear form on (R, W), which induces the following more explicit
correspondence.

Theorem 2.6 (2], Theorem 2). There is a bijection between the following two
classes:

(1) equivalence classes of additive actions on hypersurface H C P"L of degree at
least two;

(2) equivalence classes of (R,F), where R is a local algebra of dimension n+ 2 and
F is an irreducible invariant d-linear form on R up to a scalar.

Under the correspondence Pt = P(R), H =P({r € R: F(r,r,...,7) = 0}), and
the action on P**! corresponds to the action on R as shown in Remark 2 with
the open orbit O = P(G% - 1r). Moreover F is determined by (R, W) as follows.

Lemma 2.7 ([2], Lemma 1). Fiz a K-linear automorphism m/W = K with the
projection m : m — m/W = K then the corresponding invariant linear form is (up
to a scalar):

Fyw (b1, ..., ba) = (=1)*k!Nd — k — 1)!7(by...ba),
where k is the number of units among by, ...,bq and for k = d let Fw (1,1,...,1) = 0.
In the following we focus on additive actions on hyperquadrics, i.e., d = 2 and

we use a triple (R, W, F') to represent an additive action on a hyperquadric () where
F is the bilinear form given in Theorem 2.61 By Lemma 277 we have the following.

Lemma 2.8. Fiz by € m\W and the projection yo : R — K s.t. yo(1g) = yo(W) =
0 and yo(bo) = 1. Then for a,a’ € m and for r € W we have:

F(a,ad’) = yo(aad).
F(1,1) = F(1,r) = 0, F(1,by) = —1.

As F' is the polarization of the homogenous polynomial defining ) we have
Sing(Q) = P(Ker(F)). Moreover we have the following.

Lemma 2.9. Ker(F) CW and Ker(F|w) = Ker(F).

Proof. By [3, Theorem 5.1], the degree of the hypersurface is the maximal exponent
d such that m? ¢ W, for d = 2 we have m®> ¢ W and m® C W. Hence we can take
a bp € m*\W and the projection yo defined in Lemma
For any | € Ker(F), write | = a 4 tbg + ly for some a,t € K and lyy € W, then
t=—F(1,1) =0 by Lemma 28 And
0= F(bo, l) = —a-+ F(bo, lw) = —a+ yo(bolw) = —a

as bolyy € m® C W, concluding that | = Iy € W.
For any | € Ker(F|w), then F(1,1) =0asl € W and F(I,by) = yo(lbg) = 0 as
bol € m3 C W and yo(W) = 0, concluding that | € Ker(F). O

Lemma 2.10. For any by € m*\W, m? C Ker(F) & (b).
Proof. Firstly choose a by € m*\W. Given any a,a’ € m we have

aa’ = yo(ad') - bo + (aad’)w,
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where g is the projection defined in Lemma 28 Now for any r € m then
r(aa')w =r- (ad’ —yo(aa') - by) € m® C W,
as bp € m2. Hence by Lemma 2§
F((aa")w,r) = yo((aa")w - 1) =0,
as r- (aa’)w € W. Note that F (1, (aa’)w) = 0 since F(1,W) = 0. It follows that

(ad')w € Ker(F), concluding the proof.
(]

From above lemmas we can thus choose a by € m?\W such that F(1,by) = —1
and m? C Ker(F) & (by). Moreover if we fix a basis of Ker(F) = (u1, ..., j1;) then
we can represent the multiplications of elements in m as follows.

(2.1) aa’ = F(a,a" )by + Vi(a,a )1 + Val(a,a )uz + ... + Vi(a,a' ).
3. UNFIXED SINGULARITIES AND VANISHING OF BILINEAR FORMS

In this section, we first prove Theorem Then we show that in the case
of corank two the existence of unfixed singularities leads to V) - W C (bg, u1).
Finally we show that if K(Q) ¢ K(QW) or K(Q) = K(Q™) then we can already
normalize the algebraic structure of (R, W, F).

3.1. Operation for actions with unfixed singularities. We first give an alge-
braic characterization of related concepts. Given an additive action on hyperquadric
Q represented by (R, W, F), recall that Sing(Q) = P(Ker(F)), G® = Neek (x)Gz
, VW = {1 e W|r' - Ker(F) = 0} and Vjy) = Ker(F) ). We furtherly define
S’ ={r € R|r-W = 0}. Then we have the following.
Proposition 3.1. (i) Fiz(Q)=P(5).

(ii) GV = exp(g™)), where gV C g(G?) is a Lie subalgebra and g*) = V(1)
under the identification g(G?) =2 W given in Remark[Z2

(iii) Ker(F)-m 0 if and only if VY % W if and only if Sing(Q) € Fiz(Q).
Proof. (i) By Remark [Z2] the action of g = g(G?) on R is given by multiplying
elements of W to R. Hence we have:

S'={reR:r- W=0}={reR:g-r=0}
Also by Remark 2.2 the action of G on P"*! is identified with the action on R.
Hence we have:
Fiz(Q)=P{reR:g-r=r,VgeGl})=P{reR:z-r=0, Vz € g}) =P(5).
(ii) Similarly for the isotropy group G of Sing(Q) we have:
GV ={geGl:g-z=ua,Vo e Sing(Q)}={gcG":g-r=r Vrec Ker(F)}
=erp({reg:z-r=0,Vr € Ker(F)}).

Then by Remark 22 under the identification of g = W, we have {x € g : x -1 =
0,Vr€ Ker(F)} = {r' e W:r'-r=0,VYr € Ker(F)} =V,

(iii) The first equivalence follows from the definition of V(1) and the fact that m
can be generated by W. For the second equivalence, we have Sing(Q) C Fiz(Q)
if and only if G? = GM if and only if g = g if and only if V() = W, where the

last equivalence follows from (ii).
O
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Next we introduce a lemma to describe multiplications between elements in m
and elements in Ker(F).

Lemma 3.2. (i) Ker(F)-m C Ker(F) and there exist a K-basis of Ker(F),
W1y 42y ooy o1, Such that p; - m C (g, .oy prie1). (i0) v £,
Proof. (i) First note that Sing(Q) is GJ-stable. Then by Theorem2.6land P(Ker(F)) =
Sing(Q), Ker(F) is a GP-invariant subspace, hence by Remark and the fact
that m is generated by W we conclude that Ker(F) -m C Ker(F)

Now we choose a K-basis of m to be Sy, then for any ¢ € Sy we can define a
linear map induced by multiplications:

¢ : Ker(F) — Ker(F)
rec-or

Note that R is a commutative Artinian local ring, hence {¢. : ¢ € Sp} is a set of
commutative nilpotent linear maps on Ker(F'). Therefore we can choose a basis of
Ker(F) = (1, ...y 1) 8. dc(ps) C (pa, ..., i—1), for any ¢ € Sp. As Sy is a basis
of m, (i) is proved.

(ii) If Ker(F) = 0 then V(1) = W £ 0 from the definition of V(1. If Ker(F) # 0
then by (i) there exist a g1 # 0 s.t. p3 -m = 0 and hence p; € V) concluding
that V(1) +£ 0. O

Now we use the correspondences given in Theorem [2.3]and Theorem 2.4lto obtain
the operation described in Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L@. Firstly note that Q") is a non-degenerate variety in LW,
hence it suffices to prove that there exist a linear space LW satisfying Theorem [L.6]
(i) and (ii). In the following we assume dim (V1)) = m for some m < n — 1.

(a) If X is a hyperquadric, then we represent the action by (R, W, F) with zy € O
s.t. xo = [1g] and define (V1) V(1)) as in Proposition B.Il Also by Lemma [3.2] we
have 0 # V() C W,

Case 1. V(U .y@) C V(l), then the induced action is an additive action on a
projective space. From Lemma [Z8 we conclude that V(1) = V-

In this case RV = V() @ (1) is a well-defined subring of R. Furthermore it can
be easily seen that R(!) is a finite dimensional K-local algebra with maximal ideal
m) = V() Then by HT-correspondence (Theorem 223)), the pair (R, V(D) gives
an additive action of G on the projective space P(R(")) with open orbit G™ - [15].
On the other hand, by Remark [Z2] the action is given through identifying g(G”")
with V(1) hence from Proposition Bl (ii) we conclude that up to equivalences the
corresponding action is exactly induced by the action of G on R, Thus the
action of G on P(RM) is an additive action on the projective space with open
orbit G - [1g], and P(R™M) C P(R) as V(1) C W. Above all we have found the
subspace LY = P(RM) = QM) of P! satisfying Theorem I8 (i) and (ii):

GW x P(RM) —— P(RM) D G - [15]

[ l

Gl x Pl ———— Pl D G - [1R]

Case 2. V).V ¢ V() then the induced action is an additive action on a
hyperquadric. From Lemma 2.8 we conclude that V(1) £ Vi)
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First we can choose a suitable by € m*\W s.t. V. V() C VD @ (by) and
bo-Ker(F) = 0. In fact, from V(1) #£ V1), there exist a,a’ € V) with F(a,d’) = 1.
Now we define by = a-a’ then by € m*\W and by- Ker(F) = 0 asa € V1. Moreover
for any ¢, ¢ € V(M.

c-c =yoled) by + (c- c/)‘w,

hence from c- ¢’ - Ker(F) = by - Ker(F) = 0 we have (c- ), € V), concluding

that V) . V1) C V) g (by).
Now we set R =V @ (b)) @ (1z), m) = V) @ (by). Then
bo € (m(l))2 g V(l)7
bo-mM € (mM)3 c vy,

[w

as (mM)3 Cm? C W and (mM)3 . Ker(F) = 0, where m® C W follows from [3)
Theorem 5.1] and the fact that (R, W, F') reprensents an action on a hyperquadric.

Now it follows that R is a finite dimensional local K-algebra with maximal ideal
m® = VO @ (be), VU is a hyperplane of m(!) generating the algebra R(Y) such that
(m)2 ¢ V) and (m™M))3 € V(. Hence by Theorem 24 and [3, Theorem 5.1],
(R(l),m(l), V(l)) corresponds to an additive action of G* on a hyperquadric QW
in P(RM) with open orbit G™ - [1z]. Then similar to Case 1, by Remark and
Proposition 31 (ii) we conclude that the corresponding action (up to equivalences)
is exactly induced by the action of G on R(M. Thus the action of GV on
]P’(R(l)) induces an additive action on a hyperquadric Q") with the open orbit
O =G . [1g], and P(RM) C P(R) as V() C W. Moreover in the more explicit
correspondence Theorem we can easily see the corresponding bilinear form F()
is just F|R(1).

Now P(R™M) is already a subspace satisfying Theorem (i) and (ii):

G x P(RY) —— P(RM) 2 QW > 0W =GW . [15]

[ [

GrxPrtl — P 5 Q D0 =G [1g]

(b) If X is a projective space, following Theorem 2.3] we represent the action
(G, P™) by a pair (R, m), where g = [1g]. We first show that K(X) = P(m). In
fact, for any [a] in the open orbit we have « is invertible by Remark 2.2. Conversely,
for any invertible element r € R we have dim(G} - [r]) = dim(g-r) = dim(m -r) =
dim(m) = n, concluding that [r] lies in the open orbit. Now we define V(1) = {a €
m : a-m = 0}, then Fiz(X) = P(V(V). Since K(X) ¢ Fiz(X) by assumption
of Theorem 1.6, we have V(1) C m. Moreover as elements in m are nilpotent, we
conclude that V(1) = 0 by a similar discussion as that in Lemma 3.2.

Now we consider R(Y = V() @ (1) then similar to Case 1 of (a), P(R(M) is
GW-stable and the induced action is an additive action on a projective space with
open orbit G - [15], and P(RM) C P(R) as V() C m. Thus P(R(M) is already a
subspace satisfying Theorem (i) and (ii). O

Combining the above proof with Proposition B.Il we have the following.
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Proposition 3.3. Given an additive action on a hyperquadric QQ with unfized sin-
gularities, we represent the operation obtained in Theorem by (R,W,F)
(RO, v FMW) | then:

(i) QW) is a projective space if and only if VD .V C V) if and only if
v = Vi) -

(ii) Sing(Q) ¢ K(QW) if and only if Ker(F) & Vuy, Sing(Q) = K(QW) if
and only if Ker(F) = V(1.

(ii) the operation is effective if and only if Ker(F) G V).

Proof. (i) By part (a) in the proof of Theorem 1.6, it suffices to show V1) . V(1) C
v if v = V(1) In this case, for any a,a’ € V) we have F(a,a’) = 0, hence
aa’ € W by Lemma 28 and aa’ - Ker(F) = 0 by the definition of V1), concluding
that V(D .y c vy,

(ii) and (iii). By our definition of effective operation[[LTland Sing(Q) = P(Ker(F)),
it suffices to show K(QW) = P(V{y)). If Q) is a projective space then from part
(b) in the proof of Theorem 1.6, for the action on Q) represented by (R, m(1))
we have K (QW) = P(mM)) = P(VV)) = P(1/;)) since in this case m) = P(V 1)) =
V(1) by Case 1 of part (a) in the proof of Theorem 1.6. If QW is a hyperquadric,
then K(QW) = Sing(QM) = P(Ker(FM)) and Ker(F(V)) = Ker(F‘(ézl))) by

Lemma 2.9. Finally as F!) = Flpa), we have Ker(FU) = Ker(Fjya)) = Vi) by
the definition of V1), concluding the proof. O

3.2. Unfixed singularities and vanishing bilinear form. Our main result of
this section is the following.

Proposition 3.4. For an additive action on a hyperquadric Q of corank 2 repre-
sented by (R, W, F). If Sing(Q) ¢ Fiz(Q) and dim(Q) = 5, then for the operation
obtained in Theorem we have:
(i) codim(QM, Q) = codim(VV) , W) = 1.
(ii) there exist by € m*\W with F(1,bg) = 1 and a K-basis of Ker(F), p1, p2,
such that:
boom=p; -m=0
p2 - C ()
VO m C (u, bo)
(idi) if the operation is not effective, i.e., Ker(F) = V(yy or Ker(F) € V3, then
we can normalize the algebraic structrue of (R, W, F'). (see Lemma 3.6 and Lemma
3.9 for details).
First applying Lemma we have the following;:

Lemma 3.5. (i) there exist suitable basis of Ker(F), pi,p2, s.t. u1-m =0 and
po - m C (1), (i) codim(VD, W) = 1.

Proof. (i) Applying Lemma B2 when [ = 2.
(ii) For any » € W we have r - ug = A, - up for some A, € K, this induces a linear
form on W:

®:W—=K
a— Ay
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Hence we have V(1) = Ker(®) and codim(V®H, W) = 1. O

From now on we always choose a basis of Ker(F') satisying Lemma B35 (i).

We prove Proposition B4] through a case-by-case argument on analyzing the
relation between Ker(F') and V(;y. More precisely, we separate it into the following
cases.

1. Sing(Q) C K(QW), i.e., Ker(F) C V{;). In this case we have nice inclusions
between subspaces: Ker(F) C V() C V) C W, for which we furtherly consider
two subcases:

(La). Sing(Q) = K(QW), ie., Ker(F) = V). In this subcase, we can normal-
ize the algebraic structure of (R, W, F).

(1.b). The operation on (G7, Q) is effective, i.e., Ker(F) € V(). In this subcase,
it remains to determine the multiplication between elements in V(1) and V@ which
leads to our definition of (V/(2), V(2)) and further discussions in Section 4.

2. Sing(Q) ¢ K(QW), i.e, Ker(F) ¢ V(1y. In this case, we can normalize the
algebraic structure of (R, W, F).

3.2.1. Ker(F) = V(1. Recall V(1) = Ker(F|yw) and Ker(F|w) = Ker(F) by
Lemma [2.9] hence we can have a decomposition of W as follows:
(31) W:KET(F)®<617"'7615>®<et+1>a

where t > 2, ¢; € VU for 1 < i <t, e, € W\V(l) and F'(e;,e;j) = 6; ;. Then we
can furtherly choose a suitable by and e;, e;11 to give a normalization of this case:

Lemma 3.6. If Ker(F) = V(y), then let by = e? we have:
(i) b € m>\W and by - W =by-m =0, VD - C (11, b).
(ii) one can choose suitable e;, ei1 such that
etr1- € =0,e41 - o = Ml,efﬂ =by+9- H2,
where 1 <i <t, § =1 if dim(m?®) =3 and § = 0 if dim(m?) = 2.

Proof. (i) As F(e,e1) = 1 # 0 we have by = €3 € m?\W from Lemma 28 By
formula (2) we can describe the multiplications in m as follows:

(3.2) aa’ = F(a,a’) - by + Vi(a,a’) - u1 + Va(a,a’) - ps.

Note that from e; € V) we have by - Ker(F) = 0, hence to show bg-W = by-m =0
it suffices to check by -e; =0 for 1 <7<t + 1.
For any 1 < ¢ < t, we choose some j # ¢. Then from e;,e; € V) we have:
wyy i) i =i )=
- =e; - (0i5 - bo + Vi(ei, e5) - p1 + Va(ei, €5) - p2) = 0.

For e4+1 we have :
bo-erp1 =¢€5-ep1 =e1- (61,041 bo+ Vi(er,err1) - p1 + Valer, epq1) - p2) = 0.

Now for any a € V(1) and any a’ € W, by multiplying e;;1 to both sides of equation
B2) we have:

LHS =e;41-a-a =a- (F(etr1,d") - bo+ Vi(err1,a’) - p1 + Valerrr,a’) - pz) = 0.
RHS =ei11 - (—=F(a,a’) by + Vi(a,a) - p1 + Va(a,a') - pa) = Mey1 - Vala,a’) -
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where e;11 - fia = A\py1 - 1 with A\gy1 # 0 by egqq1 € W\V(l). Hence form LHS =
RHS we have Va(a,a’) = 0. Thus V) - W C (bg, jt1). Since W - (u1,bo) = 0 by
arguments above, V1) . W) = 0 for all k¥ > 2. Since m is generated by W, we
conclude that V1) C (bg, u1).

(ii) Firstly as F'(ei41,€;) = 0 for 1 < i < ¢ and from (i) we have e;41 - e; € (u1).
Thus if we replace e; by e; — )\t_+11 Vi(es, erq1) - o then epyq -e; = 0 and we still have
F(e;,e;) = d; ;. Furtherly by (3.2) we have:

€71 = bo+ Vi(ers1, eri1) - + Vo(ersr, erin) - pio.
Vi(ett1.ee41) |
2N 41
that this will not affect the multiplication of e;11 and e; for ¢ < ¢. Then by (i) and
Lemma 210 we conclude that Va(esi1,e411) # 0 if and only if dim(m?) = 3. Now
if Va(erq1,ee41) # 0, we replace pg by Va(erq1,€41) - o to make €7, = bo+ 0 - po
and then replace 1 by e;41 - o to make e;41 - o = . O

then we can replace e; 11 by e;11 — 2 to make Vi (ery1, err1) = 0. Note

3.2.2. Ker(F) S V(y). In this subcase we start with the following observation.
Observatio n 3.7. codim(Ker(F'), V() = 1.

Proof. As Ker(F) C Vi) € V) C W and Ker(F|w) = Ker(F), we have a
natural injective linear map:

Vi /Ker(F) & (W/V1)*
a—o@):p— F(o,B)
hence codim(Ker(F), V(1)) < codim(VV, W) = 1, concluding the proof. O

Note that by the assumption of dim(W) > 5 we have codim(V{y), V) > 1.
And by Ker(F|w) = Ker(F) we have a decomposition of W in this subcase:

v

Ker(F)
(3.4) W = (1, p2) ®{g1) ®ler, ez, ...,er) B(f1) (t=>1)
—_———

Vay
We now can find a suitable bg.
Lemma 3.8. Let by = e then by € m>\W and bg-W = bg-m = 0, V.m C (111, by).
Proof. First we check that by - W = by - m = 0. For by - g1 = 0:
bo-g1=rel-g1=e1-(Fle1,01) - bo+ Viler, 1) - pa + Va(er, 1) - p2) = 0,

where the last equation follows from F(ey, g1) =0 and e; € V.

To show by -e; = 0 for any 1 < ¢ < t. Firstly note that if £ > 2 then we can prove
it by using the same computation as (3.3).

Now we assume t = 1. As gy € V(;)\Ker(F) we can assume F'(g1, f1) = 1
moreover we can assume F'(f1,e1) = 0 up to replacing e; by e; — F(eq, f1) - g1
Then the calculation of by - e; follows:

bo-er=(f1-g1—Vi(fi,01) - 1 — Va(f1,91) - p2) -e1=g1- f1- e
=g1- (F(fi1,e1) -bo +Vi(fr,er) - p1 + Va(fi,e1) - p2) =0,
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where the last equation follows from g; € V(). Then the calculation of by - f1
follows:

bo-fi=¢e3-fr=e1-(F(e1, f1)-bo+ Viler, f1) - 1 + Va(er, f1) - p2) = 0.

Finally we conclude that V) - W C (bg, 11) by multiplyng f; to both sides of the
formula (3.2). O

3.2.3. Ker(F)-Ker(F) #0. By LemmaB3 we have py - Ker(F) =0 and ug- W C
{11, hence we can assume pu3 = p1. Now we have a decomposition of W:

(3.5) W = (1, p2) ® {e1, ..., ),

with F(e;,e;) = 0; ;. Moreover for any e; with e; - po = A; - 1 we can replace e;
by e; — A; - po to make e; - po = 0, which does not affect the value of F(e;,e;) as
pa € Ker(F). Then V) = (uy,eq,...,e;) and we can find suitable by as before,
which also gives a normalization of this subcase:

Lemma 3.9. Let by = €3 then by € m\W and
(i) bo - W =by-m=0, VI -m C (g, by).
(it) p3 = pa, €; - 2 = €; - pg = 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (i). First we note that we can use the same method in
Lemma B8] to show by - W = 0. Then it suffices to prove V) -m C (u1,bo). For
any a € V) o’ € W equation 2] still holds and in this case we multiply it by
et

LHS =ps-a-d =0.
RHS =H2 - (F(CL,G,/) : bO + Vl(ava/) ey ‘/Q(Qaa/) ' /LQ) = ‘/Q(CL,CL/) T p1-

Then from LHS = RHS we have Va(a,a’) = 0, concluding the proof. O

4. CLASSIFICATION OF ACTIONS WITH UNFIXED SINGULARITIES

4.1. Classification of actions with unfixed singularities (I): dim(Q) > 5.
In this and next subsections we always consider additive actions on hyperquadrics
of corank two with unfixed singularities. Firstly we give the algebraic version of
the flow chart, which induces an algebraic structure sequence for a given triple
(R, W, F'). Then by analyzing the sequence we normalize the structure of (R, W, F).
Finally we show the uniqueness of the normalized structure up to equivalences.

4.1.1. Algebraic version of the flow chart. Recall in the proof of Theorem [[LG] we
have represented an operation (G?,Q,P™) — (G, QW , LM) by (R,W,F) —
(RW, v FWY) or (R,W,F) — (RY, V). In Proposition B3] we also gave the
algebraic criterion for the output condition in the flow chart. Thus the algebraic
version of the flow chart naturally arises as the following:
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VO =W, Vo) = Ker(F)

k=0
yes
V) Vi =0 output (A, k)
no
1no
Viky © Viee) output (B, k + 1)
yes
yes
k=k+1 o Viey = Vi) output (C,k +1)

where for any (V*), Viwy) if vk . Viky # 0 we furtherly define:
VED — o e VP .. Viry = 0}

(4.1)
Viksn) = KeT(FIV<k+1) )

and we represent the final output by (z,s,V(®), V(s)), where for a output (z,t) we
set s=t—1ifzxe{B,C}and s=tif z = A.
Then for the final output we obtain an algebraic structure sequence as follows:

(4.2) Ker(F) =V C..CVyCV® c..cvO=w,

where V(%) Vi =0for 1 <k <s.
For the sequence, our first step is to generalize Proposition 3.4 (i) and Observa-
tion B.7] to the following.

Proposition 4.1. For an algebraic structure sequence: {(V(k)7 Vik):0< k
Ay if VD G VE) then codim(VEHD, v = 1;
By : if Viey & Viggr) then codim(Vigy, Viggry) = 1.

Proof. Firstly note that if V(*+1 S V) then V 0+ S V@ for any i < k — 1,
similarly if Vigy & Vigs1) then Vi) G Vii4qy for any i <k — 1. Hence we can prove
A(ryand By by induction on k.

For k = 0, A(g) follows from Lemma and Bg follows from Observation
B.7 Now assuming Ay_1) and B_y) is true for some k > 1, then for a given
(V(k),V(k)) in the process we already have Viy_1) & Vii) C Vv (k) S V=D with
V) . Vik—1y = 0 and codim(V{;_1y, V(xy) = 1 by induction. Now since (R, W, F)
represents an action on a hyperquadric of corank two with unfixed singularities and
Viey € Vo) =W, V& Cc v we have V) Vi € VW C (i) by Proposition
B4 (ii). Hence by the definition of V1 we conclude that codim(V*+1 V() <
1, implying Ay.

/N

s}:

Now if Vigy S V(g+1) then from the process we already have V(k+1) S V) and
Ak holds. Moreover we have the chain Vi) & Vigi1) C Y (k+1) G V(*) which
induces an injective map:

Vi) / Vi 2 (VR (L))
ar o(@): = Fla,p)
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It follows that codim(Vix), Vikg1)) < codim(V*#+1) V(#)) = 1, implying By
O

4.1.2. Normalization. In this subsection we normalize the structure of (R, W, F') by
analyzing the algebraic structure sequence case by case.

In the following, we always start with a by € m?\W and a basis of Ker(F),
1, pi2, satisfying Proposition 3.4l We furtherly define Vi_yy = (u1).

Case 1. x = A. In this case the sequence becomes
Viey S Ker(F) =V S .. GV SV S .SV =w,

with V() 'V(k71) =V . V(S) =0for 1 <k < s (here s > 1 as we assume there
exist unfixed singular points). Then we have the following normalization.

Lemma 4.2. (i) IfV (s) £ Vis) then there exist f; € VU-N\V® g, € Vi \Vii-1)
for 1 <i<s, go= 2 and {ey : <ppCV S)\VS) such that

V) = Vis) @ (e1..s €p),

(4.3)
er - e =01 - bo+ Vi(er,er) - p,
and
(4.4) er-fi=ex-gi=fi-fi=7F v gw=0,
fi-gi =bo, fi-gi—1 = pa, f12=5-u2,
for1<i < <k I<p,v—v €{0,1},2<j < s when s > 2,
if dim(m?®) = 2;
{ if dim(m?®) =3
and the matriz A = (Vi(eg,e;) : 1 < k,1 < ) is of the canonical form (see ([{.6))
below).

(i) If V) = V(s) then there exist f; € VEEIN\VE g, € Vi) \Vii—1) for 1 <i <
S, go = o such that
fifi=fo- g0 =0, fi'gi:bm firgia=m, ff =0 pa,
for1<i<s,v—v €{0,1}, 2<j < s when s > 2, and § is the same as in (i).

Proof. Recall by Proposition 3.4] (ii) we always have V() . VO C (1, s, by) and
VD . yO) C (uy,by). Hence if choosing any nonzero f; € VE~D\V® and any
nonzero h;_1 € 1/(1-_1)\\/(1-_2) then we can have f; - h;—1 = ¢+ u; for some nonzero c
as V(-1 . Vii—2) = 0, =1 . Vii—1) # 0 and codim(V(i,Q),V(i,l)) = 1. Moreover
choosing any nonzero g; € V;)\Vi—1) we have F(f;,g;) # 0 from the definition of
Vioy-

(i) If Vi) # V() we can choose ey’s satisfying (4.3), i.e., F(eg, €;) = 01,5 Then we
find f;, g; inductively. For i = s we first choose f, € VE=\VE) g, € Vis)\Wis—1)
and hs—1 € Vis_1)\Vis—2) s.t. fs-hs—1 = p1, F'(fs,9s) =1 and F(fs, fs) = 0. Then
for the multiplications:

fs - 9s = bo + Vi(fs,gs) - pa,
fs-er=F(fs,ex) -bo+ Vi(fs,er) - pu,

f52 = ‘/l(fsufs) T M1 +‘/2(fsufs) T2,
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we can normalize them through the following steps:

9s = 9s — Vi(fs,9s) - hs—1 to make gs - fs = bo
er = ex + F(fs,ex) - gs — Vi(fs,ex) - he—1 to make fs-ex =0

9 0 if s >2
fs = fo = (Vilfss £5)/2) - hs—a to make f7 = {do cpe ifs=1

for some dy € K, where the arrow A — B means to replace A by B.

Now if s > 2 and assuming we have found S;, = {fi,9; : ¢ = ip + 1} for some
1 < dp < s — 1 satisfying (4.4) except that if there exist ¢ such that ¢ > ig + 2
then f; - gi—1 = ¢; - p1 for some nonzero ¢; € K. Then we furtherly choose f;, €
V0o=D\ylio) g, € Viio) \Viip—1) and hi,—1 € Viio—1)\V(ig—2) s:t. fig - hig—1 = p1,
F(fio»9is) = 1 and F(fi,, fis) = 0. And we normalize the multiplications through
the following steps. Firstly:

s p
fio = fio = > (F(fio, i) - 91 + F(figr9) - i) = >_ Flew, fiy) - ex
k=1

i=ig+1
to make F(a, f;,) =0 for all &« € S;, U{er : 1 < k < p}. Then
a— a—Vi(a, fiy) - hig—1 to make a - f;, =0
Gio 7 Gio — Vi(fio, Gio) * hig—1 to make fi, - gi, = bo

) 0 ifig > 2
fio = fig = Vifios fio)/2) - hig—1 to make f; = {do s ifig =1
for some dy € K. Moreover from the discussion at the beginning we have f; +1-¢i, =
Cig+1 - M1 With some nonzero c¢;,+1 € K. And from m? C (uy, u2,bo),bo - m =
0,V -m C (by, 1) we have dy = 0 if and only if dim(m?) = 2. Finally note
that the symmetric matrix A = (Vi (eg, e;)) under orthogonal transformations on
{e1, ..., ep} transforms as the matrix of a bilinear form. And a such transformation
will not affect our normalization on other elements, hence from [5, Chapter XI
§83], A = (Vi(es,€;)) can be transformed into a canonical symmetric block diagonal
matrix (see (£6) in Proposition F3]).

To finish our normalization it suffices to make f; - gi—1 = p1 and fZ = 6 - po.
To do this we firstly replace f; by x; - f; and replace ¢g; by y; - ¢g;. Then the
condition (f; - gi—1 = p1, f = 6 pa, fi - gi = bo) gives a system of equations for
{zi,y; :1<i<s,0< 7 < s}

(4.5) wioyi=1 iy =c; ', at do=yo- 0
for which we have a solution to be calculated inductively:
Ty = yz_l i — 1
(6=1) < yi=Yi—1-¢ and (§=0)<"" Yi
Yi = Yi—1"6

Yo = (i—g)%
concluding the normalization.
(ii) If V() = V(s) then the process of normalization will be the same as in (i) except
that we do not need to choose ey at the beginning. O

Following our normalization we can thus determine the normalized structure of

(R,W, F) in Case 1.
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Proposition 4.3 (Classification of Type A). (R, W, F) can be transformed into the
following:
eType Ay: Q) is a projective space (equivalently Viey = V)

000 0 0O 0 0
000 0O 0O 0 0
000 0 0 1
00 0 : :
00 0 1 0 0
00 ) 0
0 0 1 0 0 0

W = (1, p2) ® (g1, -, gs) © (fs, - f1)-
R = K[M17M27917"'7gsaf17"'7f8]/(/1’1 . Wugl . /1427fl C 12,90 fl —Gv fvagl—l : fl -
Mlafl'MQ_Mluf%_é'M%gi'g’uafh'gh’afl'fial < i,’U < S, h_hl ¢ {071}; 2 < l < S
when s > 2) where
5 0 ifdim(m2)22;
|1 ifdim(m®) =3

0

o

o Type As: QW) is a hyperquadric (equivalently Viey # V),
0O 0 00 O
0

000 0 00 00 0
00 0 00 ... 00 ... 1
00 : ... 0 : :
000 ... 00 0 1 0
M(F, Typeds) = |0 0 0 0 1 00 0],
00 : 0 : :
00 0 00 1 0 0
00 0 1 0 00 0
oo : . = = ... 0 0
001 ... 00 ... 00 0

W= <M1,,U2> @ <917 ---7gs> D <€1, ---vep> & <f57 "'7fl>'

R =K1, 12,91, s Gss €1, oo €y f1, oo fs] /(01 - W, gi - iz, €ir - iz, fi - pi, gi - fi — €5 +
Nirit 1 €0 + €4 — Nirirr Ju1, Gi—1 - fi — pa, f1- p2 — gy f£ =6 - 2y Gi- Gos f1+ fis fr- Gnrs €ir -
fiseir ~gi,1 <i,v<s,1 < £ <ph—~h ¢&{0,1},2 <1 < s when s > 2)
where 0 is the same as in Type A1 and A = (A\yi») is of the standard form, i.e., a
symmetric block diagonal t x t-matriz such that each block Ay is

1 0 0 0 1 0 0 10
0 .- 1o : 4
(4.6) A +5 +%
SO SRR 1 0
0 0 1 0 10 0 -1 0

with some X\, € K.
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Case 2. x = B. In this case the sequence becomes
() =V CKer(F) =V C...C Vi, CVO C..cvO=w,
with V(%) “Vik—1) = 0 for k > 0 and V(QS) # 0. We have the following normalization.

Lemma 4.4. (i) If V) # Vi, and s > 1 then there exist f; € VI=D\V(®),
gi € Vi\V(i—1) for 1 <i<s, g0 = p2 and {ex : 1 <k <p} C V(S)\V(s) such that

Ve = Vis) @ (e1, ..., ep),

(4.7)
ek - e =0kt - bo+ Vileg,er) - pa,
and
ex-fi=ex-gi=fi-fj=/fo gow =0,
(4.8)

firgi=bo, fi-gi1 =, fi =0 p2, g2 = pu,
for1<i<s, 1<kl<p, v—0v €{0,1},2<j<s when s > 2,
5 0 if dim(m?) =2;
)1 ifdim(md) =3
and the matriz A = (Vi (ex, e1)) is of the canonical form (4.6).
(i) If V(&) = Visy and s > 1 then there exists f; € VEEIN\YV @ g, € Vi \Vii-1)
for 1 <i<s, go = u2 such that
fi-9i=bo, fi-gimv =pa, fi- fj = fo-gw =0, [T =0 p2, 7 = 1,
for1<i<s,v—v" ¢€{0,1},2<j < s whens>2, and § is the same as in (i).
(i11) If s = O then there exists a basis of Ker(F) = (u1,u2) and {ex : 1 <k < p}
such that u3 = p1,ex - 2 = 0 and
W = Ker(F) @ (e, ..., ep)
ek - e =0k - bo+ Viler,er) - p,
and the matriz A = (V1 (ex, e1)) is of the canonical form (4.6).

Proof. (i) Asin Case 1.(i) we can first choose e, satisfying (4.7). Also we can choose
fs € VETINVE), go € Vi) \Viemn) and by 1 € Vi 1)\Visog) b0 fo - hoor = pa,
F(f57gs) =1land F(fs; fs) = 0. Then as V(s) ‘/(s) # 0, ‘/(s—l) ‘/(s) - V(s—l)'v(s) =
0 and codim(V(s_1y, V(s)) = 1 we conclude that g2 is a nonzero element in (u1) and
hence we can assume g2 = u;. Now we normalize the multiplications between
fs, 9s, er through the following steps:

ex — e — Vi(gs,exr) - gs to make g5 - ex =0
p
forr fo= > Flex, fo) - ex to make F(fs,er) =0
k=1
ex — e — Vi(fs,ex) - hs—1 to make fs-ex =0
gngs_‘/l(gsafs)'hs—l to make fs'gs:bO

0 ifs>2

fs = fs - (Vl(f57fs)/2)'h5*1 to make fsz - {dO'MQ ifs=1

for some dy € K.
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After this note that we can still use previous inductive operations in Case 1 to
find f;, g; for i < s — 1, namely we can find suitable f;, g; satisfying (4.8) except
that we have f; - gi_1 = ¢; - pu1 and f? = do - p for some nonzero ¢; € K and dg = 0
if and only if dim(m?) = 2. Also for the same reason as in Case 1 we can assume
A = (Vi(ek,e;)) is of the canonical form.

Now to finish our normalization we replace f; by z; - fi, replace g; by y; - g; and
replace p11 by zo - 1. Then it suffices to satisfy the condition (f; - g;_1 = u1, fZ =
§ - pa, fi - i = bo, g2 = p1), which gives a system of equations for {z;,y;,20 € K :
1<i<s,0<j< sk

rioyi=1 2 yio1 =z20-¢; 23 -do=1yo - 0, Y2 = 2o

for which we have a solution (where ¢ = [];_, ¢; ) to be calculated inductively:

Ii:y;1 Ii:yi—l
(5 = 1) Yi = Yi—1-"Ci - Zal ) and (5 = O) Yi = Yi—1 " C;
3. 2 2201 _
20:(ccdo)“’layoz(di%)3 yo=c Lz=1

2
concluding our norlmalization.

(i) f V) = V(s) then the process will be the same as (i) except that we do not
need to choose e at the beginning.

(iii) Note that s = 0 is equivalent to Ker(F) - Ker(F) # 0, which is just the
Case 2 in the proof of Proposition 3.4l Hence the assertion follows from Lemma
3.9. O

We can now determine the algebraic structure of (R, W, F') in Case 2.

Proposition 4.5 (Classification of T'ype B). (R,W,F) can be transformed into
the following:
eType By : s=0 (Ker(F)-Ker(F)#0)

000 0 o0
0O 00 0 o0
M(F,TypeBy) = |0 0 1 O, W = (u, p2) @ (ery ooy )
0 0 P
0O 0 0 ... 1

R = K, pa, €1, s ep) /(1 - W3 — i1, i - g, €i - e — Nij - i, e — e5 — (Nig —

Ajj) - p1, 1 <i#j <p) where A= (N ;) is of the canonical form ({.0]).

eType Bi: s >1 and Q¥ is a projective space (equivalently Viy = V(S)).
M(F,TypeB1) = M (F,TypeA;),

W = (1, p2) © (91, -, 9s) © (fss s 1), ,

R =K[u1, p2,91, -+ gs, f1o 0 fs]/ (1 - Wi gi - pa, fi - pi2, 95 — 1, 9i - fi — go -~ fo, g1-1 -

fl—ﬂlafl'M2_M17f12_5'ﬂ27fh'9h’afi'flagi'gl’a1<i7’é7}<3;h_h/¢{071}7
2<1<s, 1<V <s—1 when s > 2) where § is the same as in Type A;.

eType By: s > 1 and Q) is a hyperquadric (equiuvalently Vis) # V),
M(F,TypeBs) = M(F, TypeAs),

</L1a,u'2> & <glv "'7gS> D <617 "'76p> D <f57 "'7f1>)

w
R K[/Lh:uQ?glv <2395, €1, -4, Ep, fla (X3} fS]/(:u’l ' W’ Gi 12, €47 - 42, fl : ,u27.g§ —H1,9i -

>~
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fi - 612/ + /\i/i’,ulyglfl : fl — H1,€4 - €51 — Ai’i”,“l;ei’ 'fi,ei/ 'gi7f1 C 2 —N17f12 -0
M2, gi 'gl/vfi'flafh “9n’, 1<i< 571 < i’ 7£ i < pah_h/ g {051}7 2<I< S,
1<l <s—1 when s> 2)

where A = (Ayri) is of the canonical form ({.0) and 6 is the same as in Type A;.

Case 3. x = C. In this case the algebraic sequence becomes
(u1) = Vi1 S Ker(F) = Vig) € ... € Vig) = Vigry CVETD c V) € VO =W,

with V*) . Vik—1)y = 0if k > 0 and V) - V() = 0. We have the following normal-
ization.

Lemma 4.6. (i) If Vis411) # VYD and s > 1 then there exist f; € VO-D\V ),
95 € Vip\Vij—ny for 1 <i<s+1,1<j<s, go=pe and {er : 1 <k <pp C
V(S+1)\V(s+1) such that

V(S-i-l) e V'(S+1) [a) <€1, ,_,,ep>

(4.9)
ek - e; =0k -bo+ Vi(er,er) - pa
and
ex-fi=ex-gi=fi fir="Jfo 9w =0
(4.10) , Y

firgi =131 ="bo, fi-gi-1=p, [T =0 pa,
for1<i<s+ 1, 1<kI<pv—v ¢g{0,1},1<j<s,2<5 <s+1,
5 {0 if dim(m?) = 2;
1 if dim(m®) =3
and the matriz A = (V1 (ex,e;)) is of the canonical form (4.6).

(it) If VY = V1) and s > 1 then there ezist f; € VO=O\VO g, € V;)\V(;_1)
for1<i<s+1,1<j<s, go=p2 such that

fj'fj’:fv'gv’:()u f]g_]:fs2+1:b07 fi'gi—lzulu f12:5M27
fori<i<s+1l,v—v €{0,1},1<j<s,2<j <s+1, and ¢ is the same as
(iii) If s = 0 then there exist {ey : 1 < k < p+ 1} such that epry € W\V) and:
V(l) = </L1,,U2> ® <615 -"ae;D>a
ek - e =0k -bo+ Viler,er) - pa,

€pt1 - iz = i1, €pp1 - €k = 0,0y = bo + 8 - ia,
for 1 < k,l<p andd is the same as in (i).

Proof. (i) Firstly we can choose e;, satisfying (4.9) and from V() = Ker(F|V(s)) we
can choose for1 € VE\VEHD) st F(eg, for1) = 0 and F(fsi1, for1) = 1. Fur-
therly we can choose f, € VE=D\V ) g, ¢ Vis)\Vis—1) and hs 1 € Vi_1)\Vis_2)
st. fshs—1 = w1, F(fs,9s) =1 and F(fs, fs) = 0. Moreover we have fsy1-gs =
cs+1 - (1 for some nonzero cs1 € K. Now we normalize the multiplications between
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€k, fsy9s, [s+1 through the following steps:

er — e — c;:l “Vi(fst1,€k) * gs to make fs11-ex =0

fsp1 /= fop1 — C;:l ’ (Vl(f5+1, fs+1)/2) " Gs to make fs2+1 = bo

P
Is ’_)fs_ZF(ek;fs) ex — F(fs, fsx1) - fsx1  to make F(fs,er) = F(fs, fs11) =0

k=1
and for any « € {ek, fs+1:1 <k < p}
a—a—Vi(a, fs) hs—1 to make fs-a =0
gs = gs — Vi([fs,9s) - hs—1 to make g5 - fs = bo

9 0 ifs>2
fs = fs = (Vi(fs, £5)/2) - hs—1 to make f7 = do- o ifs=1
After this as in Case 1 and 2, we can still inductively find suitable f;, g; satisfying
(4.10) except that we have f; - gi—1 = ¢; - 1 and fZ = do - pa for some nonzero
¢; € K and dy = 0 if and only if dim(m?) = 2. Also we can assume A = (V;(ex, e;))
is of the canonical form (4.6).

Now to finish our normalization we again replace f; by x; - fi, replace g; by y; - g;
and replace p1 by 2o - p1. Then the condition (fi - gi—1 = p1, f2 =6 2, fi - g;i =
bo, f21 = bo) gives a system of equations for {z;,y;,20,€ K:1<i < s+ 1,0 <
Jj < sk

TroYe =L@k Y1 =20 ¢ a2 = Ldo -2} =0 Yo, Tsg1 - Ys = 20 €514

where 1 < k < s, and for which we have a solution:

Tk :y;l
ykzyk—r%-ZJl Ik:ygl

(6=1) ¢ 20= (e ? - do) T and  (6=0){ yp = yp_1-cr- 25"
yoz(zgc%)% Z=Ly=ctagy=1
Ts41 =1

where ¢ = [[°1) ¢;, concluding the normalization.
(i) If Vis41y) = VD then similarly the process will be the same as (i) except
that we do not need to choose ej at the beginning.

(iii) If s = 0 then the assertion follows from Lemma 3.6. O

Proposition 4.7 (Classification of Type C). (R, W, F) can be transformed into
the following:
e Type Co: s =0 (equivalently Viyy = Ker(F))

000 0 O
000 0 O
M(FaTypeCO) = co1 .0 ) W= <M17M2>®<617"'76p76p+1>
00 @ "o
000 ... 1

R= K[/Lh:uQv €1,...,€Ep, 6p+1]/(:u1 ' Wa H2 - €4,€5 €5 — AZ,J U 612 - 6? - (AZJ - AJJ) '

1, epy1-€ienyy — 0 pg—ef + Ny, 1 <i#j<p)
where A = (\; 1) is of the canonical form {{.6]) and § is the same as in Type A;.
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o Type C1: QUTY s a projective space (equivalently Vis 1) = V(S+1))

000 0 0O0O0 0 0
000 0 0O0O0 0 0
00 0 00 0 1
0 0 .0 0 o
M(F,TypeC;)=10 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
00 0 010 0
00 0 1 0 0 0
00 : 7 00 0
001 ... 000 0

W = </’L17M2>EB<gl7"'7gs>®<fs+17f87"'7f1>
RgK[M17M27gla"'7gs7f17"'7fsafs-i—l]/(/lfl'vvagi'ﬂ2ufl'/lf27gi'gvagi'fi_gv'fv7gl—l'
Jr—=wa, foe fuos o gnes fuepe = pa, ff =0 pe, f20 — fiogi 1 <40 <5,2 <1 <
s+1,1<lU <s,h—h &{0,1}) where § is the same as in Type Cy.

e Type Cz: QBT is a hyperquadric (equivalently Vi) # VD).

O 0o o 00 O O0OO0OO O0 O
o oo o 00 0 O0O0OO0O 0 O
0O 00 ... 00 0O 0 0 ... 1
0 0 O 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 O 0 1 0 0 O 0
M(F, TypeCsy) = )
0 0 O 0 0 1 0 0 0
0O 00 0O O0O0 O 1 0 0 O
0 0 O 1 0 0 0 O 0
o 01 ... 0 0 .. 0O 00 ... 0

W o= (u1, p2) @ (g1, s gs) B (€1, ey €p) ® (fot1, [y ey f1)

R = K[/leﬂ%glv -+ sy €1, "'aepaflv "'7f55f5+1]/(,u1 ! Wagl C 2, €4 /L27fl C M2, 95
gvafh'gh’yfl'fl/;gi'fi_ez%+)\i’i',ulagl71'fl_,ulafl',u2_,ulaei/'ei”_)\i’i“ﬂlaei"
fv,eir fos1, JE=0 po, f20 = fir9i 1 <i,0<s,2<I<s+1,1 <3¢ #i" <p,1<
U'<s,h—h ¢{0,1})

where A = (Ayri) is of the canonical form (Z.0) and & is the same as in Type Cp.

We now give a characterization of dim(m?).

Proposition 4.8. Given an additive action on a hyperquadric Q of corank two
with unfized singularities and dim(Q) = 5, we represent it by (R, W, F') with m the
mazimal ideal, then dim(m?) =1(G", Q).

Proof. Note that for any @ € R, dim(G}-[a]) = dim(g(G?)-«) = dim(a-W). Thus
the boundary Q\O = @ NP(m) as dim(G? - [z]) = dim (G - [1gr]) = dim(O) for any
invertible element x in R. Then for any x = [o] in the boundary, as a € m, we have
dim(G? - [a]) = dim(a - W)) < dim(m?), concluding that I(G”, Q) < dim(m?). On
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the other hand, by our normalization results of each type, we can find a suitable
element in the boundary whose orbit has dimension d = dim(m?) as follows.

If the action is not of Type By or Cy. By Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.4 and Lemma
4.6, we have [f1] € Q\O and dim(f; - W) = dim(m?).

If the action is of Type By. By Lemma 4.4, we have [e; +i-e2 + 2] € Q\O and
dim((e1 +i- ez + p2) - W) = dim(m?), where i = —1.

If the action is of Type Cy. By Lemma 4.6 (iii), we have [ep41 + ¢ - e1] € Q\O
and dim((ep1 +1i-e1) - W) = dim(m?), where i = —1. O

In the following for a normalized structure of each type we call the normalized
basis of W, i.e., {fi, g;,¢ek, 1,2} a set of normalized elements and we call the
matrix A = (\; ;) (if exists) to be the canonical matrix of the action.

4.1.3. Uniqueness. In this section we finish our classification by showing that the
normalized structrue is determined by I(G?, Q) and the canonical matrix(if exists)
up to certain elementary transformations.

Given two additive actions on hyperquadrics of corank two with unfixed sin-
gularities (G7,Q) and (G7,Q’) for n > 5, we represent them by (R, W, F) and
(R, W', F') respectively, and represent their final outputs in the algebraic version
of flow chart by (z, s, V(S),V(s)) and (2, s, VI, V(’S,)) respectively. Furthermore
define {(V(®, V{3)) : k < s} and {(V'®), Vi) + k < 8’} to be the algebraic sturcture
sequences of the two actions. Then we have the following.

Theorem 4.9. (i) If the two actions are equivalent, i.e., there exist
I'R— R

such that T is a local K-algebra isomorphism and T'(W) = W'. Then

(i.a) (R,W,F) and (R', W', F’") are of the same normalized type with s = s’ and
Z(GZ, Q)= Z(GZ, Q).

(i.b) if they are of Type A1, By or Ci, then they have the same normalized
structure.

(i.c) if they are not of Type Ay, By or Ci, then their canonical matrices A and
A differ up to a permutation of blocks, a scalar multiplication, and adding a scalar
matriz (which we call elementary transformations).

Conwversely

(ii) if the two actions are of the same type with (G2, Q) = (G, Q’),s = &
and when they are not of Type A1, By or C1, suppose that their canonical matrices
differ up to above elementary transformations. Then the two actions are equivalent.

We first prove (i.a) and (i.b).

Proof of Theorem 4.9 (i.a) and (i.b). (i.a) Firstly as T is an isomorphism, we con-
clude that (G, Q) = (G}, Q") by Proposition 4.8. By I'(W) = W’ and Lemma
21 we have F(a,b) = ¢- F'(I'(a),I'(b)) for some nonzero ¢ € K, for any a,b € R.
Then from the algebraic version of the flow chart and our definition of (V(*), Viky)

for each k, we conclude that s = s', T'(V(3)) = V(’k) and T(V®) = V') for each
k, implying that the two actions are of the same normalized type shown in Section
4.1.2.

(i.b) Note that the set of normalized elements of these types does not contain
er hence the structure only depends on s and I(G}, Q) by our normalization result,

concluding the proof. O
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To prove (i.c) and (ii), we separate it into two cases.
Case 1. If s 2 17 let {,U1,,M2,8k,gi, flvbO i1 < k < D, 1 SRS S} and {u&7u/276;i;7g7/‘7f{,b6 :
1 <k <p,1<i< s} bethe associated elements in the normalized structures re-
spectively. Then the isomorphism I" gives :

(4.11) T(bo) = e - by + furr,

(4.12) I'(f1)=c1- fi+ fow,

(4.13) C(po) = fo1 - p1 + fo2 - o,
P s

(4.14) [(ex) = Zak,l e+ Zbk,i i Ch Y Cr2 -
=1 i=1

where fyr € W', fiwr € V'O and v € {1,2}, 1 <k < p, cr, 1 # 0 € K. Moreover
we define A = (ay,;) then we have the following.
Lemma 4.10. (i) F'(I'(a),T'(b)) = cr - F(a,b).

(i1) fwr =MDy + A iy € (uh,pis), N = fr2 =0 and fi1, fo2 # 0.

(iii) A" A =cr- I,

Proof. (i) Let a-b= F(a,b)-by+ (a-b), . Then under the notation of Lemma 2.§
we have:

F'(D(a), (b)) = yo(T'(a - b)) = F(a,b) - yo(I'(bo))
= F(a,b) - y,(cr - by + fw+) = cr - F(a,b).
(ii) The first assertion follows from by € m? and T'(m?) = (m/)? C (u}, ph, bf,). For
2@ from f1-bg =0 we have:
0=T(bo) - T(f1) =(er - by + AN - ph + X pihy) - (1 - 1+ frwr) =1 - AP il

concluding that A2 =0 as ¢; is nonzero in K. For fi,2, from f1 - p1 =0 we have

0="T(u1) T(fo) =(fr1-py + fr2-ps) - (cr- fi+ frwr) =1+ fr2 - py,
concluding that fi 2 =0, hence f1; # 0 and fo2 # 0.
(iii) Using (i) and (4.14) we have :

Ok - cr = cr - Fleg, ep) = F'(T(ex), T(ew))

P P
= g Oupr - Qg - Qg 17 = g ak, - a1,
=1

L=1
concluding that A" - A =cr - I,. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 4.9 (i.c) and (ii) when s > 1.
Proof of Theorem 4.9 (i.c), (i) when s > 1. (i.c) Computing I'(ex - exr) = T'(eg) -
T(ew):
LHS =T (81 -bo + Mepr - f11) = Ok - r - by 4+ G - AY + N - fr1) - .

P P
RHS = ( Z Q] - Q17 - 5l,l’) . b6 + (5’ “bis b s + Z ag,i - )‘;,l’ : ak/,l/) -,u’l.
Lir=1 Lir=1
where &' # 0 if (¢.)? = p1, ie., the action is of Type Ba. And we claim in
this case bys = 0, implying ¢’ - bg s - birs» = 0. This follows from computing
T(er - gs) =T'(er) - T'(gs) from two sides.
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Now from LHS = RHS combined with A" - A = ¢r - I, we have the equation:

)\(1) fl 1
A/ X > . 4’/\ A
( cr ) I;D (C% )

hence from [5] Chapter XI §3] we conclude that A and A’ differ up to the listed
elementary transformations.

(ii) If the two actions have the same normalized type with (G}, Q) = [(GZ, Q'),
s =s', A and A’ differ up to elementary transformations, then by our normalization
result, to give the isomorphism between actions it suffices to find a new set of
normalized elements of (R, W) having the canonical matrix which equals A’. In
the following we find the new normalized set {ugo), ,ugo), gJ(-O), e,(co), fi(o), béo)} case by
case.

1). (up to a permutation of blocks)

Note that any permutation of blocks can be induced by a permutation of {ey, :
1 < k < p}. Hence the new set of normalized elements can be defined through a
suitable permutation of e; and identity on other elements.

2). (up to adding a scalar matrix) we assume A’ = A + h - I, for some nonzero
heK.

In this case it suffices to find a new set of normalized elements with b(()o) =

bo—h - 1, Mgo) = pp and e,(co) = e,. To find the set we run our normalization in

Section 4.1.2 starting with uq, ys, béo) and set ey, fi,g; to be the initial elements

we take at each step of the normalization. Then one can easily check that after
running the normalization of each type, the new set of normalized elements meets
our need.

3). (up to a scalar multiplication) we assume A’ = h- A for some nonzero h € K.

In this case it suffices to find a new set of normalized elements with b((JO) =

cF-bO,egj) =./cr ~ek,u§0) = f1,1- 1 for some nonzero cr, fi,1 € Kst. cr =h- fi1.
To find the elements, we define fl-(o) =ux; - fi, gj(-o) =y;-g; and Mgo) = 9o - p2. Then
the condition ( fl-(o) . 91@1 = ugo), fl-(o) . ggo) = béo)) and extra conditions in different
types shown in Section 4.1.2 gives a system of equations for each type:

Zi-Yi = Cr
Li-Yi = Cr

T Yi—1 = f1,1
(Type A2)q i -yi1 = fin  (Type B2)q ,
22 = Yo L
! y2 = fia
TiYi = Cr

(Type C3) :1012 Wimr =i with the condtion c¢r = h - f11 for each type.
1 = Yo

2
xr s+1 = Cr
For these equations one can easily check the existence of solutions, which enables

us to find the set of normalized elements we need.
O

Case 2. If s =0, i.e., they are of Type By or Cj, then we can use similar method
in Case 1 to prove (i.c) and also to prove (ii) when the two canonical matrices differ
from a permutation of blocks or adding a scalar matrix. Hence it sufficies to prove
(ii) when A and A’ differ from a scalar multiplication.
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As is Case 1, it sufficies to find a new set of normalized elements b( ) =

bo,e,(co) = ./cr - ek,ug = f1,1 - p1 for some nonzero cr, fi,1 € Ks.t. ecr =h- f171.

Now if the action is of Type By we set
/Lgo) = /Lhﬂéo) = H2,€i = Vh - €i,béo) =h-bo.

Then one can check {u( ,Héo)a 1(0) b(o)

If the action is of Type Cj we set

< ¢ < p} is the normalized set we need.

O _ #10) (0) _ € 0 _ €p+1 40 _ bo
K1 h3’ _hz’el _h’ep-i-l h b h2
Then one can check {ul ,ugo), 50), 1(,(21, b(o) < i < p} is the normalized set we

need, concluding the proof of Theorem 4.9.
As an application of our classification, we now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem 1.8. (i) Recall in Section 3.1 we have constructed (R, m™)) or
(RD, v FM) to be the corresponding local algebra (and invariant linear form
on it) of the obtained action (G, Q")) in Theorem 1.6. Hence combined with
the algebraic version of the flow chart, for a normalized structure {(V( V(k))
k < s} of an additive action (R, W, F) if the final output of the flow chart is
(z,t,G®, QM) then the output action (G*, QM) is represented by

(R® m®) = (v® g (15), V) if Q) is a projective space,
(RO VO FOY = (VO g (b)) @ (1g), VD, F o) if Q" is a hyperquadric,

where t = s when © = A and t = s+ 1 when & = B or C. Then (i) follows by
Remark 1] and by checking the multiplications in V() in different types as shown
in Lemma 4.2,4.4 and 4.6.

(i) 1(G?,Q) < 3 follows from Proposition 4.8 and our normalization result of
each types. codim(Q* D, Q")) = 1 follows from Proposition 4.1.

(iii) Now for two actions if they are equivalent induced by ' : R — R’ then
from Theorem 4.9 (i.a) they are of the same normalized type and ¢t = ¢/, [(G?, Q) =
I(G?, Q). Moreover as T'(V() = V'(*) we conclude that [y ., induces an isomor-
phism between the output actions of the two actions, which proves the only if part
of Theorem 1.8.

For the converse, it suffices to check the condition in Theorem 4.9 (ii). If s =
s’ = 0 then they are of the same type zg. If s = s’ > 1, then as the output action is
equivalent, Q) and @(t/) are either both hyperquadrics or projective spaces, hence
they are of the same type x; or xs.

Now if they are of Type As, By or Type Cs, then consider the isomorphism
between local algebras induced by the equivalence of the output actions:

IO (RO VO Vi) = (RO, V0 V),

using the same method in the proof of Theorem 4.9 (i.c), I'®) will induce elementary
transformations between the canonical matrices of the two actions. Therefore by
Theorem 4.9 (ii) we conclude that the two actions are equivalent.

d
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4.2. Classification of actions with unfixed singularities (II): dim(Q) < 4.
In this subsection we consider the case when dim(Q) < 4. Equivalently for a triple
(R, W, F) we have dim(W) < 4.

In the folowing we always take a basis of Ker(F) = (u1, u2) satisfying Lemma
3.5 (i). We also take (V (1), V(1)) defined in Section 3. Then we give the classifica-
tion case by case.

Case 1. dim(W) =4

Subcase (i): Ker(F)- Ker(F) # 0. Note that in the proof of Case 2 of Proposition
B4 we only need to assure the number of e is at least two, hence this case is just
the 4-dimensional version of Type By.

Subcase (ii): Ker(F)- Ker(F) =0 and Ker(F') = V(1). We have the following:
Ker(F) =V SV W,

with codim(V(l),V(l)) = 1. In ths case, we can choose a g1 € V(l)\V(l) such
that F(g1,91) = 1 as F(g1,91) # 0. Then for any f; € W\V®, up to relplacing
it by fi = F(f1,91)"" - g1, we can have f(f1,91) = 0. Finally F(f1, f1) # 0 as
f1 & Ker(F), hence we can have F(fi, fi) = 1. Then we divide it into two more
subcases.

(i3.1) dim(V(") - W) = 3 then there exist a basis of Ker(F) = (u,pu2), f1 €
WAV g1 € VO\Ker(F) and by € m\W s.t.

g5 =bo, g1+ f1 = po, ff =bo+ A2, f1-p2 = 1,

for some A € K.

To show this, from g1 - g1 € Ker(F), g1 - Ker(F) =0, f1 - pu2 € (u1) and our
assumption dim(V(l) - W) = 3 we conclude that g1 - f1 = ¢2 - o + ¢1 - 1 for some
nonzero ¢z € K. Now we can normalize in the following steps:

First we define by = g7 then we replace uz by f1-g1, replace f1 by f1— % - U2
and finally we replace py by fi - ps. '

Then the classification of this case follows:

M(F) = , W= (1, p2) @ (g1, f1)

o O OO
o O OO
o= O o
= o O O

and R is isomorphic to

Klpr, pio, g1y fr] /(o - Wi - pio, i - gus fr- o — pa, fr- g1 — o, 7 — 65 — A+ o)
Moreover for the coeflicient A € K we have the following uniqueness result which

is easy to check.

Proposition 4.11. Two actions of Case (ii.1) with coefficients A and X' respec-
tively are equivalent if and only if A = £X'.

(i3.2) dim(V() - W) = 2. Then choosing by = g% we have V) . W C (11, bo)
and by - W = 0. Moreover we see f1 - pa = ¢ - 1 for some nonzero ¢ € K. And we
set f2 =bo+ Vi(f1, f1) - p1 +di - po. Now we can normalize through the follwoing
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steps:
g1 = g1—c - Vilgr, f1) - pe to make g1 - f1 =0
Vi(fi,
flﬁfl—#-uz tomakeff:bo—f—dl-ug

and if d; # 0 (i.e., dim(m? = 3)) we replace uo by d; -y to make fZ = by + 2 then
replace 1 by f1 - po to keep f1 - ue = 1. This enables us to give the classification
of this case:

M(F) = s W= (1, p2) © (g1, f1)

o O O O
o O OO
o= O O
= o o O

and R is isomorphic to

K1, pos g1, f1]/(pn - W, o - pios iz - g1, f1- 2 — pns f1e g1, ff — 95 — 6 - o)
where ¢ is the same as we define in Section 4.1.2.

Subcase (iii): Ker(F) - Ker(F)=0and V;) = V.
Then we can choose f; € W\V g, € VI\Ker(F) sit. F(f1,g1) = 1 and
F(f1,f1) = F(g91,91) = 0. And we divide it into two more subcases.

(iii.1) dim(m?) = 2. We set by = g1 - f1 and replace py by fi - u2, then we re-

place f1 by f1 — m to make f# = 0. Thus we have:

gl'fl:bo,fl'uz:u1,f12:(),gf:h~u1

for some h € K. Now if A # 0 then we can furtherly make g? = u1 through replacing
elements as the following:

ﬂlz\/ﬁ'uuuzzh%'szflzhi'f1,91:h7i'91,bozbo-

Then our classification of this case follows:

0 0 0 O
0 0 0 O

M(F): oo 0 11| W:</L17/L2>®<glaf1>
0 0 1 0

and R is isomorphic to
Klp1, pi2, g1, f1]/(r - Wi pa - g, pia - 91, f1 - pz — pa, g5 — pas f1)
or

K, pa, g1, 1]/ (1 - Wy o - o, pia - g, f1 - po — g, 93, f7), depending on whether
V) .y () equals to zero or not.

(ii.2) dim(m?) = 3. We divide it into two more subcases.
If dim(V() . W) = 2 then we have:

0 0 O 0
0 0 O 0

M(F): 00 0 -1 W:</L1hu2>®<glvfl>
0O 0 -1 0
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and R is isomorphic to

Klu, p2, g1, f1]/(pa - W, g - g, p2 - 91, f1 - 2 — 1, 97 — pin, J1 — p2)
If dim(V®) - W) = 3 then we have:

0 0 0 O
0 0 0 O

M(F) = 00 0 1 s W= (1, p2) @ (g1, f1)
0 0 1 0

and R is isomorphic to

Klpr, pa, g1, f1]/(pa - W, i - pia, pia - 915 1 - o — pa, 97 — o, [T — pi2)
or

Klp1, o, g1, f1]/ (- W, g - o, piz - g1, f1 - pi2 — pa, 93 — a2, f1)
where one can easily check these two actions are not equivalent.
Case 2. dim(W) = 3 Then we have two subcases as follows.
Subcase (i): Ker(F)- Ker(F) # 0 then we have:

and R is isomorphic to

Klp1, pa, €]/ (1 - Wy g - 1o — pa, pio - €, €2 — uy), if dim(m?) = 2 and m3 # 0.
Klur, pa, €]/ (1 - W, pa - pio — pa, pi2 - e, €3), if dim(m?) = 2 and m3 = 0.
Klp1, pi2, €] /(1 - W, pig - prz — i, pa - €, €3 — i), if dim(m?) = 3.

Subcase (ii): Ker(F) - Ker(F) =0 then we have:

M(F) = s W= (1, p2) @ (e)

oS O O
S O O
= o O

and R is isomorphic to

Klpr, pa, €]/ (1 - W,y o - o, o - € — p, € — uy), if dim(m?) = 2 and m3 # 0.
Klp1, pa, €]/ (11 - W, pa - o, i - € — g, €2), if dim(m?) = 2 and m3 = 0.
Klpa, pa,e]/(pa - W, pia - pia, pia - € — i, €% — o), if dim(m?) = 3
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