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Upper bounds for eigenvalue multiplicities
of almost cyclic elements in irreducible representations
of simple algebraic groups

A E. Zalesski

Abstract

We study the rational irreducible representations of simple algebraic groups in which
some non-central semisimple element has at most one eigenvalue of multiplicity greater
than 1. We bound the multiplicity of this eigenvalue in terms of the rank of the group.

oA

Dedicated to the memory of Irina Suprunenko

1 Introduction

In this paper we study a special case of a general problem on eigenvalue multiplicities of
semisimple elements in irreducible representations of algebraic groups. All representations
of algebraic groups and their modules are assumed to be rational. This problem is connected
with a similar problem on weight multiplicities. In [23] we determine the irreducible repre-
sentations of simple algebraic groups G whose all non-zero weights are of multiplicity 1, and
compute the zero weight multiplicity in each case. Note that weights are one-dimensional
representations of a maximal torus T, say, of G, and the multiplicity of a weight w, say, in a
representation p of G is the multiplicity of w as a constituent of p(7"). Turning to individual
non-central semisimple elements g € GG, an analog of this result could be (i) obtaining a list
of the irreducible representations p of G such that at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of
p(g) is greater than 1, and then (ii) determining the multiplicity of the exceptional eigen-
value. An essential step of understanding problem (i) is made in [25], where it is proved that
all non-zero weights of p must be of multiplicity 1. This does not mean however that the
eigenvalue multiplicities of p(g) are the same as the weight multiplicities. This can be seen
on examples with G to be of classical type and p the natural representation of G. Moreover,
in these examples mg4(p), the maximum eigenvalue multiplicity of p(g), is almost arbitrary
(subject to the obvious condition mg4(p) < dim p), whereas all weight multiplicities of p are
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equal to 1. However, it is shown below that m,(p) can be bounded in terms of the rank
of G. An initial step in this direction is made in [25], where, for a non-central non-regular
semisimple element g € G, it is shown that the natural representation of a classical group
G is essentially the only one in which at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of p(g) is greater
than 1; that result is quoted below as Theorem B.I7 To be more precise, p is a twist of
the natural representation. (We call a representation p’ a twist of p if p'(g) = p(o(g)) for
g € G and a surjective homomorphism o : G — G.) Therefore, the current paper mainly
deals with regular semisimple elements.
The main result of this paper is the following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a simple algebraic group of rank n and V' an irreducible G-module.
Let s € G be a reqular semisimple element and let mgs(V') be the maximum of the eigenvalue
multiplicities of s on V. Suppose that at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of s on V exceeds
1. Then ms(V) <n+1.

In fact, we can give more details as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a simple algebraic group of rank n and V an irreducible G-module.
Let s € G be a reqular semisimple element and let mgs(V') be the maximum of the eigenvalue
multiplicities of s on V. Suppose that at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of s on V exceeds
1 and ms(V)) > 1. Then either ms(V') = 2 or one of following holds.

(1) G=A4, and ms(V) <n+1;

(2) Vis a twist of a G-module from Table 1 and ms(V') equals the weight zero multiplicity
of V recorded there; in particular n —2 < mg(V) < n+1;

(3) G = Eg and ms(V') < 3.

The bound in item (1) of Theorem [[2]is sharp for n > 1, at least for p # 0, see Example
[4.36] In this example for G = A, we construct a tensor-decomposable G-module V with
ms(V) =n+ 1. For Eg see Example A.16]

Corollary 1.3. Let G be a simple algebraic group in defining characteristic p > 0, s € G
a reqular semisimple element and let V be an irreducible G-module with highest weight
w # 0. Suppose that dimV > 2 and at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of s on V exceeds
1. Then ms(V) < dimV/2, unless G = Ay, dimV = 3,p # 2 or dimV = 4 and either
w=3pw,p#2,3 orw=(p'+pw with1 <i<j. (Ifp=0andn =4 then w = 3w;.)

The fact that the multiplicity ms (V') in question is of certain significance can be observed
from [§], in which the authors study irreducible subgroups X of GL,(¢) = GL(V'), contain-
ing a semisimple element g of prime order acting irreducibly on (Id —g)V. They assume
that dim(Id —g)V > dim V/2, equivalently, ms(V) = dim V —dim(Id —¢)V < dim V//2, and
we complement this result by dropping the latter assumption for X a quasi-simple group
of Lie type in defining characteristic p|q. More precisely, we use Corollary [[.3] to prove the
following result. In the statement below V = V ® F, where F is an algebraically closed
field containing IF,.



Theorem 1.4. Let G be a quasi-simple group of Lie type in defining characteristic p >
0, and let V be a non-trivial irreducible F,G-module where p|lq. Let s € G be a regular
semisimple element. Suppose that dimV > 2 and at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of
s on'V exceeds 1. Then mg(V) < dimV/2, unless G = SLy(q¢") or PSLy(q) for some
p-power ¢, and either mg(V) = dim V/2 is even or dimV = 3,p # 2 and s> € Z(G).
Conversely, if V is a vector space over Fy and dimV =0 (mod 4) orp # 2 and dimV =
3 then there exists a group G = SLs(q"), a semisimple element s € G and irreducible
representation p : SLa(q') — GL(V) such that at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of p(s)

on V exceeds 1 and mg(V) = max{dim V/2,2}.

In Theorem [[4] saying that an element g € G is regular means that g is regular as an
element of a simple algebraic group G from which G is obtained as the fixed point set of a
Steinberg (Frobenius) endomorphism of G, see [16, §21.1]. For a semisimple element g € G
this is equivalent to saying that Cg(g) has no non-identity unipotent element. If g € G is
semisimple and not regular then we have a result similar to that of [8]. To state it, it is
convenient to introduce a notion of a nearly natural module of a classical group as follows.

Let G be a quasi-simple group of classical Lie type in defining characteristic p > 0. Let
V be an irreducible F,G-module for some p-power ¢ and F' an algebraically closed field
containing Fy, and V=V @ F. Let G = G° = {g € G : 6(g) = g}, where o is a Steinberg
endomorphism of G. We say that V is nearly natural if the composition factor dimensions
of G on V are the same as the dimension of the natural G-module. (See Notation for the
formal definition of the natural module.) This notion unfortunately depends on the Lie
type of G. For instance, the dimensions of the natural module for A3 = D3 are 4 and 6,
respectively, and these for By = Cy with p #£ 2 are 5,4, respectively.

The following statement is a special case of the main theorem of [§].

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a quasi-simple group of Lie type in defining characteristic p > 0
and q a p-power. Let s € G be a non-central semisimple element and let p : G — GLy,(q),
n > 9, be an irreducible representation such that p(g) is similar to diag(Id,,, M), where
M € GLyp—(q) is irreducible. Suppose that m < n/2. Then G is classical and p is nearly
natural.

Note that the cases with n < 9 are listed in [8, Table 6.

Theorem [[.4] deals with regular elements g € G. The case where g is not regular follows
from Theorem B.I7 obtained in [25]:

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a quasi-simple group of Lie type in defining characteristic p and g €
G a non-central semisimple element. Let p : G — GLy(q) be an irreducible representation.
Suppose that g is not reqular and at most one eigenvalue multiplicity of p(g) exceeds 1. Then
p is mearly natural for G or for a group Gy = G. (Here Gy = Sping (q) if G = SL(q);
G1 = Spmg(q) lfG = SU4(q); G1 = Cg(q) lfG = Bg(q); G1 = Bz(q) lfG = Cg(q))



2 Notation

The cardinality of a finite set A is denoted by |A|. The ring of integers is denoted by 7, and
by ZT the subset of non-negative integers. If 0 # a,b are natural numbers then we write
alb to say that b is a multiple of a and we denote by (a,b) the greatest common divisor of
a,b. We fix F for an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0; the multiplicative
group of F' is denoted by F*. The field of complex numbers is denoted by C. We write
Z(X) for the center of a group X. For z € X the group generated by z is denoted by (z),
by Cx(z) the centralizer of x in X and by |z| the order of z. A diagonal (n X n)-matrix
with sequent diagonal entries dy,...,d, is denoted by diag(dy,...,dy).

For our convenience we call an element g € GL,,(F') cyclic if g is diagonalizable and all
eigenvalues of g are of multiplicity 1. This is equivalent to saying that the characteristic
polynomial of g has no multiple roots. We call g almost cyclic if g is diagonalizable and at
most one of the eigenvalues of g is of multiplicity greater than 1. If ¢ € GL,(F}), where
F1 is a subfield of F' then saying that g is almost cyclic means that ¢ is almost cyclic in
GL,(F). (See [6] and [7] for more comments on these notions.)

In Section 3 G is a non-trivial simply connected simple linear algebraic group over
F (unless otherwise explicitly stated); sometimes we write G(F') to make it precise. (In
Section 5 we use G for a simple algebraic group and G for a finite group of Lie type.) All
G-modules considered are rational finite-dimensional F'G-modules. For a G-module V' (or
a rational representation p of G) we write V' € Irr(G) (or p € Irr(G)) to mean that V' (or
p) is irreducible. If H is a subgroup of G then V|g means the restriction of a G-module V'
to H.

We fix a maximal torus T in G and a Borel subgroup containing 7', which in turn define
the roots and simple roots of G, as well as the weights of G-modules and representations.
The set Q = Hom(T', F*) (the rational homomorphisms of T to F*) is called the weight
lattice, which is a free Z-module of finite rank called the rank of G. The elements of €2 are
called T-weights of G. As T is fixed we write ”weights” in place of T-weights. For ¢t € T
and p € Q(V), p(t) is an eigenvalue of t on V; then (—pu)(t) = t~1 and (u+v)(t) = p(t)v(t)
for v € Q(V).

The T-weights of a G-module V are the irreducible constituents of the restriction of V'
to T. When T is fixed (which we assume throughout the paper), we omit the indication
to T and write ”"weights” in place of ”T-weights”. The set of weights of V is denoted by
Q(V). If p is a weight of V, the u-weight space is {v € V' : tv = p(t)v for all t € T'}; the
dimension of the u-weight space is called the multiplicity of u on V. The Weyl group of G
is denoted by W(G); in fact W(G) = Ng(T')/T so the conjugation action of Ng(T') on T
yields an action of W(G) on T and on the T-weights. The W (G)-orbit of € € is denoted
by Wp.

As every semisimple element of G is conjugate to an element of T, in the most of our
results the assumption g € G semisimple is equivalent to saying g € T, the latter is more
rigorous when we deal with p(g) for a weight p.

We use G4 to denote the set of semisimple regular elements of G, in particular, T;..q is
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the set of regular elements of 7. The semisimple regular elements g of G are exactly those
centralizing no non-identity unipotent element (Lemma 3.8), and see [26, Introduction] for
more comments on such elements and their properties.

With an algebraic group is associated the Lie algebra of G denoted here by L(G). The
group G acts on L(G) in the natural way making it a G-module. If G is simple (or reductive)
then the non-zero weights of 7' on L(G) are called roots. We denote the set of roots by @
or ®(G). The Z-span of ® is called the root lattice and denoted by R or R(G). In ®(G) one
can choose a Z-basis II of R whose elements are denoted by aq,...,a, and called simple
roots (here n is the rank of ). The ordering of simple roots and the Dynkin diagrams of
G are as in [3]. The weights in R are called radical.

One defines a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on €2, which we express as (u, V).
The elements w; satisfying (w;, ;) = 2(a;, @;)d;; (the Kronecker delta) belong to € and
called fundamental weights [3, Ch. VI,§1, no.10]. These form a Z-basis of ) so every v € Q)
can be expressed in the form ) a;w; with aq,...,a, € Z; the set of v with ay,...,a, > 0is
denoted by Q1. The weights of QT are called dominant. Suppose that p > 0; a (dominant)
weight (aq,...,a,) is called p-restricted if 0 < a; < p for all i = 1,...,n; the set of them is
denoted by Q;r. For uniformity, we often do not separate the cases with p = 0 and p > 0; by
convention, a p-restricted weight is simply a dominant weight when p = 0. An irreducible
G-module is called p-restricted if so is the highest weight of it.

The weight with a; = --- = a,, = 0 is denoted by wp and called the zero weight (also
the weight 0). We often simplify p # wg by writing p # 0. We can (and sometimes do)
write the elements of Q as (a1,...,a,) and in some cases, especially when we compare
representations of G(C) with G(F'), saying that weights of G(C) and G(F') are the same
means the coincidence of the set of strings (ay,...,a,) for these groups. We set QT (V) =
QT NQV), so QT (V) is the set of dominant weights of V.

There is a standard partial ordering of elements of ; specifically, for u, 1/ € Q we write
p = p' and p' = pif and only if 4/ —pu € RT. (Sometimes we write p < ¢/ and p’ = p
to indicate that p # p’.) Every non-trivial irreducible G-module has a weight w such that
pu < w for every p € Q(V) with p # w. This is called the highest weight of V. There is a
bijection between Q7 and Irr(G), so for w € QT we denote by V,, the irreducible G-module
with highest weight w. The zero weight space of V is sometimes denoted by V', In general,
for S C G weset VS ={veV:sv=uvforall s € S}. L(G)isa G-module called adjoint,
it is irreducible if p = 0; if p > 0 it may be reducible but has a highest weight denoted here
by w,. We denote by V,, the composition factor of L(G) with highest weight w,.

Our notation for simple algebraic groups is standard, in particular those of types
Ay, B,,C,, D, are called classical, Eg, F7, Eg, Fy,Go are called exceptional, the subscript
is the rank of the group. Here n > 1 for A,, and we usually assume n > 1 for B,,C,,
and n > 3 for D,,, due to isomorphisms D3 = A3, Dy =2 A1 x A1 and A1 = By =2 (7. For
brevity we write G = A, to say that G is a simple simply connected algebraic group of
type A,, and similarly for the other types. There is also an isomorphism By = C5, and we
usually choose C5 for the standard representative of this algebraic group. (In Section 4 we
allow to view Az as Ds for uniformity of some statements.) If p = 2 then for every n there



are surjective algebraic group homomorphisms B, — C), and C,, — B,, with trivial kernel
(so these are abstract group isomorphisms); for our purpose the choice between these two
groups is not essential, so we choose to work with C,,.

For an algebraic group G of classical type the module (and the representation) with
highest weight w; is called natural. (We keep this definition even for types B,, with p = 2.)

In our reasonings we regularly use so called ”Bourbaki weights”, which are elements of
a 7-lattice containing Q(G) with basis €1, €9, ...; the explicit expressions of the fundamental
weights and the simple roots of G in terms of ¢;’s is given in [3, Planches 1 — XIII].

If 0 : G — G is a surjective algebraic group homomorphism and ¢ is a representation
of G then the o-twist ¢7 of ¢ is defined as the mapping g — ¢(o(g)) for ¢ € G. Of
fundamental importance is the Frobenius mapping Fr : G — G arising from the mapping
2 — 2P (z € F) when p > 0. If V is a G-module then the modules V™ (k > 1 an integer)
are called Frobenius twists of V; if V is irreducible with highest weight w then the highest
weight of VEr g pFw for some integer k > 0.

Every w = Y a;w; € QF has a unique p-adic expansion w = Ao + pA; + --- + pFAp
for some integer k > 0, where Ag,..., \; € Q;; are p-restricted dominant weights. By
Steinberg’s tensor product theorem [21I, Theorem 41], if G is simply connected then V,, =
Vi ® Vf:r R Vf;rk, which we refer as the Steinberg expansion of V.

A surjective algebraic group homomorphism o : G — G is called Steinberg if the sub-
group G° = {g € G : 6(g) = g} is finite. Equivalently, o is Steinberg if and only if o™ = Fr¥
for some integers m, k > 0, see [16, p. 183]. If G is semisimple and o is Steinberg then G°
is called a finite group of Lie type.

Let G be an algebraic group, V' a G-module and let T be a maximal torus of G. We say
that s € T separates a weight w of V if the multiplicity of the eigenvalue w(s) equals the
multiplicity of w. In addition, we say that s separates the weights of V if every eigenspace
of s on V is a weight space. It is well known that s is regular if and only if it separates
weight zero of the adjoint module. If s separates all weights of the adjoint module, we say
that s is strictly reqular.

The set of eigenvalues of an element g € G on a G-module V (disregarding the multi-
plicities) is denoted by Ey (g). The notation mg(V') is introduced in Theorem 1.2.

3 Preliminaries

In this section G is a simple simply connected linear algebraic group over an algebraically
closed field of characteristic p > 0. For our purposes we can assume that G = G(F'), the
group of F-points of G, where F' is an algebraically closed field of characteristic p.

Recall that a diagonalizable matrix is called cyclic if all of its eigenspaces are one-
dimensional, and almost cyclic if at most one of its eigenspaces has dimension greater than
1.

In Lemma B.J] we denote by !M the transpose of a matrix M.



Lemma 3.1. (1) Let M € M,«.(F) be an almost cyclic diagonal matriz such that M is
conjugate to "M~ and let e € F be an eigenvalue of M. If e ¢ {£1}, then the multiplicity
of e equals 1.

(2) Let G be a semisimple algebraic group, s € G a semisimple element, and V a G-
module. Suppose that V is self-dual and s is almost cyclic on V. Then all eigenvalues of
s on 'V, not equal to 1 or —1, occur with multiplicity 1. In particular, this holds if V is
irreducible and G 1is simple of type A1, By, Cy, Dy, (n even), E,, Fy or Gs.

Proof. The first claim is clear, whereas the second one follows from a well known fact that
every irreducible representation of G listed is self-dual. U

Lemma 3.2. Let M = My ® My be a Kronecker product of diagonal non-scalar matrices
My, Ms of sizes m < n, respectively.

(1) The eigenvalue multiplicities of M do not exceed mt, where t is the mazximal eigen-
value multiplicity of Ms.

(2) If My, My are cyclic then the eigenvalue multiplicities of M do not exceed m.

(3) Suppose that M is almost cyclic. Then My and My are cyclic.

(4) Suppose that M is almost cyclic and M; is similar to MZ-_1 fori=1,2. Then the
etgenvalue multiplicities of M do not exceed 2. In addition, if e is an eigenvalue of M of
multiplicity 2 then e € {£1}.

Proof. (1) Let e be an eigenvalue of M. Then e = a;b;, where a;,b; are some eigenvalue of
My, Ms, respectively. Then the multiplicity of e equals ) S m(a;)m(b;), where m(a;), m(b;) is
the multiplicity of a;, bj, respectively, and the sum ranges over the pairs a;, b; with e = a;b;.
We have Y m(a;)m(b;) < (3 m(a;)) - max; m(b;) < mt, as claimed.

(2) Suppose the contrary, and let » > m be the multiplicity of some eigenvalue e of
M. Let ay,...,am, b1,...,b, be the eigenvalues of My, Ms, respectively. Then there exist
a;,bj, by (1 <i<m,1 <j <k <n)such that a;b; = a;b; and hence b; = bj. This is a
contradiction.

(3) Suppose that M; has an eigenvalue a, say, of multiplicity » > 1. Let by, by be distinct
eigenvalues of Ms. Then aby, abs are distinct eigenvalues of M, each of multiplicity greater
than 1. So M is not almost cyclic, thus establishing the claim.

(4) Suppose the contrary, and let e be an eigenvalue of M of multiplicity at least 2.
By (3), M and Mj are cyclic so e = a;b; for i = 1,2 and some (distinct) eigenvalues a;
of My and b; of My. Then e™! = a; 1b;1 is an eigenvalue of M of the same multiplicity
as that of e. As M is almost cyclic, e = e~! and e € {£1}. Then a1b; = a;lbgl, whence
arby = ay 1bl_l. If ay 1 # aq then a1bs is an eigenvalue of M of multiplicity at least 2; this is
not equal to e = a1b1, hence s is not almost cyclic on M, a contradiction. So as = afl. If
the multiplicity of e is at least 3, say, e = agbs then, as above, this implies ag = al_l. Then
as = ag, contrary to (3). O

Note that the assertion (1) of Lemma B.2]is known, see for instance [14, Lemma 3.7].



Lemma 3.3. Let V., M be non-trivial G-modules and s € T.
(1) If s is cyclic on V' then s is regular.
(2) If s is almost cyclic on V& M then s is reqular.

Proof. (1) Let p be the representation afforded by V. If s is cyclic on V' then Cgr,)(p(s))
is a torus. Then so is Cg(s)°, giving the claim.
(2) By Lemma B:2(3), s is cyclic on V, so the result follows from (1). O

In Lemma [3.4] below and elsewhere, for A, B C Q we define A+ B={a+b:a€ Abe
B}.

Lemma 3.4. Let V, V1, Vs be non-trivial G-modules. Let s € G be a non-central semisimple
element and assume that s is almost cyclic on V.

(1) Suppose that V.= Vi ® Va. Then the matrices of s on Vi and Va are cyclic, all
weights of Vi and Vo are of multiplicity 1, and s is reqular.

(2) Suppose that Q(V1) + Q(Va) = Q(V). Then s separates the weights of Vi and V3.

(3) Suppose that Q(V1)+Q(Va) = Q(V) and the weights of V' are of multiplicity 1. Then
the multiplicity of every eigenvalue of s on V' does not exceed |Q2(V7)|, the number of weights
of V7.

Proof. Assertion (1) follows from Lemma [3.2] except the last claim, so suppose that s is not
regular. Then Cg(s) contains a unipotent element u # 1. As u stabilizes every eigenspace
of s on V1, at least one of them is of dimension greater than 1, contradicting that s is cyclic
on V.

(2) Suppose the contrary, that the weights of Vi, say, are not separated by s, so there
exist distinct weights i, po € Q(V1) such that py(s) = pa(s). Then for every A\, u € Q(Va),
pit A, pit+p € QV) fori = 1,2 and (u1+A)(s) = (p2+A)(s) and (p1+p)(s) = (p2+p)(s).
This implies A(s) = u(s) as s is almost cyclic on V. Since p is an arbitrary weight of V3,
we conclude that s is scalar on V, and hence s € Z(G), a contradiction.

(3) Suppose the contrary. Let e be an eigenvalue of s on V' whose multiplicity exceeds
m = |Q(V1)]. As all weight spaces of V' have dimension at most one, there are at least
m + 1 distinct weights o1, ...,0m4+1 of V such that e = 01(s) = -+ = opm41(s). We have
o; = pi+ A for py € Q(Vi), Ay € Q(Va) for i = 1,...,m+1. By hypothesis, p; = p1; for some
1 <i# j<m+1, which yields both X; # A; and A;(s) = A;(s), contradicting (2). O

Obviously, Q(V1)+Q(V2) = Q(V) if V = V] ® Va; however in many instances the former
equality holds for V' # V] ® V5, see Lemma [B.1T(2) below. The next example illustrates the
use of Lemma B.4)(3).

Example 3.5. (1) Let G = A, p =0, V1 = Vo, Vo = Vipoy, V = Vim+1)w,- Then all
weight multiplicities of V' are known to be equal to 1 and Q(V) + Q(V2) = Q(V) by [4,
Ch. VIII, §7, Proposition 10]. So if s is almost cyclic on V then the multiplicity of any
eigenvalue of s on V is at most n + 1.

2)Let G=A,, Vi =V, Vo=V, and V =V, 1. Then Q(V) = Q(V1)+Q(Va). As
V satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma [3.12)(2), some s is almost cyclic on V. Here the zero



weight of V' is of multiplicity n if n + 1 is not a multiple of p, and n — 1 otherwise. So the
bound in Lemma [3.4)(3) is close to the best possible one. In Example below we show
that the bound is in fact sharp.

For reader’s convenience we record here the following well known observations on the
natural modules for classical groups. Note that we add the case n = 3 for D,, for our
convenience here.

Lemma 3.6. [25] Lemma 6] Let G € {4, Bn,p#2, C,,n>1, Dp,n >3}, V=1V, and
let s € G be a non-central semisimple element.

(1) If s is cyclic on V', then s is reqular. For G = A,, or C,,, the converse is true.

(2) If G = By, then s is regular if and only if the multiplicity of the eigenvalue —1 on
V' is at most 2 and the other eigenvalue multiplicities are equal to 1.

(3) If G = Dy, then s is regular if and only if the multiplicities of the eigenvalues 1 and
—1 on V are at most 2 and the other eigenvalue multiplicities are equal to 1. In addition,
if s is not almost cyclic on V', then s is not almost cyclic on V,,.

(4) If s is regular, then s is almost cyclic on V unless G = Dy,p # 2 and 1,—1 are
eigenvalues of s on V, each of multiplicity 2.

Lemma 3.7. Let G = By, p # 2, and let s € Tyeq. Then s is cyclic on V., and almost
cyclic on 'V, .

Proof. This follows from [26] Lemma 3.10(1)]. (Note that there is an algebraic group
homomorphism h : Spins(F) — Sps(F'); under this homomorphism the natural module for
By has highest weight ws as a Co-module. The natural module for Cy viewed as a module
for By has highest weight ws.) O

The following lemma is frequently used with no explicit reference, especially when S
consists of a single element.

Lemma 3.8. [20, Ch. II, §4, Theorem 4.1] Let G be a connected semisimple algebraic group,
T a mazimal torus and S C T a subset. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) Ca(S)° =T;

(2) Cq(S) consists of semisimple elements;

(3) a(S) # 1 for every root « of G.

The following theorem proved in [25] is of fundamental significance for this paper, this
is used many times, often without an explicit reference.

Theorem 3.9. [25] Theorem 1] Let G be a simply connected simple algebraic group and ¢

a non-trivial irreducible representation of G. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(1) there exists a non-central semisimple element s € G such that ¢(s) is almost cyclic;
(2) All non-zero weights of ¢ are of multiplicity 1.

Recall the notation e(G), which denotes the maximum of the squares of the ratios of the
lengths of the roots in ®(G). We will rely on the following important result [I8, Theorem
1]:



Theorem 3.10. Assume p = 0 or p > e(G). Let \ be a p-restricted dominant weight.
Then Q(Vy) = {w(p) |p € QT u X\ w e W(G)}.

An application of Theorem [3.I0] then gives:

Lemma 3.11. [26, Lemma 2.6] Assume p = 0 or p > e(G). Let A\, € QF with \ p-
restricted, and V), respectively, V,, the associated irreducible G-modules. Then the following
hold.

(1) If p < X then Q(V,) € Q(Vy).

(2) If X+ p is p-restricted then Q(Viy,) = Q(Va® V) = Q(Vy) + Q(Vy,).

(3) If X # 0 is radical then some root is a weight of Vy; otherwise Q(Vy) contains some
minuscule weight.

A dominant weight v # 0 is called minuscule if Wv = Q(V},), that is, the weights of
V,, form a single orbit under the Weyl group. The minuscule weights are well known and

tabulated in [4, Ch. VIIL§3].

Lemma 3.12. Let V be a non-trivial G-module. Let T' C T be the subset of allt € T that
separate the weights of V.

(1) T' is nonempty Zarisky open in T.

(2) Suppose that at most one weight of V' has multiplicity greater than 1. Then all
elements of T' are almost cyclic on V.

Proof. (1) Let p,v be weights of V. Then T, := {x € T |u(zx) = v(x)} is a Zarisky
closed subset T, , of T'. The set of elements of T" that do not separate some pair of weights
of V, being the finite union of all 7),, with u # v, is a proper closed subset of T'. So
T' =T\ (UT,,) is nonempty open.

(2) If s € T’ then u(s) # v(s) whenever u # v are weights of V. Therefore, the
eigenvalues of s on V are exactly p(s), where p runs over the weights of V', and the
multiplicity of p(s) equals that of u, whence the claim. O

We often use the following lemma with no explicit reference.

Lemma 3.13. (1) Let V,V; be FG-modules (for some group G) that are Galois conjugates
of each other. Let s € G be a p'-element. Then ms(V) = ms(V4).

(2) Let G be an algebraic group and s € G a semisimple element. Let V be a G-module
and Vi a Frobenius twist of V. Then dimV?® = dim V}® and ms(V) = ms(V7).

Proof. (1) is obvious. (2) A Frobenius twist, as it is defined in Section 2, arises from a
so called standard Frobenius mapping Fr : G — G; the latter can be defined in terms of
the mapping hy, : (a;;) — (af;)) for every matrix (a;;) € GL,(F) as follows, see [5, §1.17].
A mapping Fr : G — G is called standard Frobenius if there exists a faithful rational
representation p : G — GL,(F) such that p(F'r(g)) = hi(p(g)) for every g € G. If (a;j)
is a diagonal matrix then hy(a;;) = (aij)pk. As s is semisimple, so is p(s), and hence
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xp(s)z~! is diagonal for some 2 € GL,(F). So hi(zp(s)z™t) = hi(2)p(Fr(g))he(z)~t) =
(zp(s)z~ )P = 2p(sP")z~!, whence p(Fr(s)) is a conjugate of p(s?") = p(s)P" for every
representation p. In particular, this holds for the representation afforded by V. Since p(s)
is semisimple, the eigenvalue 1 multiplicity of p(s)plC coincides with that of p(s). If eq, ey

are distinct eigenvalues of p(s) then e} , el are distinct eigenvalues of p(s)pk. So the result
follows. (It is rather customary to use the term ”standard Frobenius” only in the case with
k = 1; in the above reasoning it is convenient not to assume k = 1.) O

Note that we cannot drop ”Frobenius” from the assumption in (2); indeed, let G be a
simple algebraic group of type Dy, and the highest weights of V, V' are wy, w4, respectively.
Then V' is a twist of V' (by a graph automorphism of order 3) but, if p # 3,5 then
ms(V) =2, mg(V') = 0 for a suitable element of order 15.

Lemma 3.14. Let G be a simple algebraic group in characteristic p and V a non-trivial
p-restricted irreducible G-module. Let p = 0 or p > e(G). If 0 € Q(V) then one of the
following holds:

(1) B(G) C AV);

(2) V is the short root module;

(3) G is of type Cyp, and w = w; for i > 2 even.

Proof. 1If all root lengths are the same then the result is known, see for instance [22, Propo-
sition 2.3]. So we are left with groups G of type B,,C,, Fy or G2, and we have to show
that the maximal root w, lies in Q(V') unless (2) or (3) holds. We proceed case-by-case.
Let w = > a;w; be the highest weight of V.

Let G be of type B,,. Then 2w; > wg, = wo and 2w, = Wp_1 = Wp2 = -+ =
we = wi, see [3, Planche II]. As w > 0, the coefficient a,, must be even. Therefore,
w=(ar+- - Fap_1+ G wr. Ifay +--- + a1+ %3 > 1 then w = 2wy > wo, as desired.
Ifa;+---+ap—1+ % =1and w # w; then w € {ws,...,wy_1,2w,}. So the result again
follows.

Let G be of type C),. Then w, = 2wy, w; = wy for ¢ even, and w; > wy for ¢ odd.
Therefore, w = (3", j4q@i)wi + (O, epen @i)w2. Here Y. . a; is even as w > 0; if this
is non-zero then the result follows. Otherwise, since 2wy > 2wq, the result again follows
unless w = w; for i even. Moreover, 2w; = w, is not a subdominant weight of w; as one can
conclude by comparing the a;-coeflicients of the expansions of w;’s in terms of simple roots
in [3, Planche III].

Let G be of type Fy. Then we > w3 > w1 = wy > wy and 2wy > wi, see [3, Planche XIII].
Sow = (a1 +as+ a3+ ag)wy = 2wy > wy, unless a; +as+as+ag =1. if ay +ags +az >0
then the result follows, otherwise a; = ao = ag = 0, a4 = 1, that is, w = wy is a short root.

Let G be of type Ga. Then 2w; > w, = w2 > w1 80 w = (a1 + az)wi. If ag > 0 or
as = 0,a1 > 2 then the result follows, otherwise w = wy, which is a short root. |

Lemma 3.15. Let G be a simple algebraic group and V a G-module. Let s € Ty.eq. Suppose
that u(s) = v(s) for distinct weights p,v € QV) and p — a,v — a € QV) for some
a € ®(G). Then s is not almost cyclic on V.

11



Proof. Suppose the contrary. Observe that p(s) = v(s) implies (u — a)(s) = (v — a)(s). If
s is almost cyclic on V' then (u — «)(s) = p(s), whence a(s) = 1. By Lemma [3.8(3), this is
a contradiction as s is regular. O

Lemma 3.16. Let s € G = SL,(F) be a strictly reqular element. Then s is cyclic on V,,.

Proof. The weights of V,,, are ; 4+ ¢; for ¢ < [, so if s is not cyclic on V,,, then (g; +¢;)(s) =
(ej+ek)(s) for some ¢ <, j < kand (3,1) # (j, k). It follows that (e; —¢;)(s) = (ex, —&1)(s).
As g; — ej with 7 # j is a root, and s is regular, we have ¢ # j. Similarly, we have k # [.
Then ¢; — ¢, €} — & are distinct roots, which is a contradiction as s is strictly regular. [

For reader’s convenience we quote here [25, Theorem 2]:

Theorem 3.17. Let G be a simply connected simple algebraic group defined over a field of
characteristic p > 0 and let s € G be a non-reqular non-central semisimple element. Let V
be a non-trivial irreducible G-module. Then either s is not almost cyclic on V' or one of
the following holds:

(1) G is classical, that is, of Lie type A,, By, (p # 2), Cy, or Dy, and dimV =n+1,2n+
1,2n,2n, respectively;

(2) G = Bp,p=2 and dimV = 2n;

(3) G = A3 and dimV = 6;

(4) G=Cy= By, p#2 and dimV = 5.

4 Eigenvalue multiplicities: a proof of Theorem

In this section we bound the eigenvalue multiplicities of a regular semisimple element s € G
on a G-module V provided s is almost cyclic on V. Of course, in this case there is at most
one eigenvalue of multiplicity greater than 1, so we bound the multiplicity of this single
eigenvalue.

4.1 A uniform bound

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a simple algebraic group in characteristic p =0 or p > e(G), and
let 0 4w € Q. If p > 0, suppose that w is not of the form pw' for some w' € QF. Let
V=V, and A € QV). Then there is o € +II such that A — a € Q(V).

Proof. If p = 0 then the result is true by [4, Ch. VIII, §7, Prop. 5]. If p > e(G) and w
is p-restricted then the result follows from that for p = 0 and Lemma B.IIl Suppose that
w is not p-restricted. Then V = M ® V', where M, V' are irreducible G-modules, and M
is p-restricted. Every weight A of V is of shape p + v with p € Q(M) and v € Q(V).
As M is p-restricted, we have p — a € Q(V) for some a € +II by the above. Then
A—a=(u—a)+veQV), as required. O
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Theorem 4.2. Let G be a simple algebraic group of rank n in characteristic p. Assume
p=0orp>e(G). Let S C T be a subgroup such that C(S) =T, and V' an irreducible G-
module with p-restricted highest weight w # 0. Assume in addition that some homogeneous
component U of V|g is of dimension greater than 1 and all other homogeneous component
of Vg are 1-dimensional. Then

(1) if VT #£0, then VS = VT and dim VS < n + 1;

(2) dimU < 2n.

Proof. By [25, Theorem 5], all non-zero weights of V' are of multiplicity 1. Therefore, w
appears in Tables 1,2, and in particular dim V7 < n + 1. By Lemma B8 we have a(S) # 1
for every a € ®(G).

(1) Here we have VT C V5. Suppose the contrary, that V7 # VS, sodimV° > 1. Note
that V% is a sum of weight spaces of V, so u(S) = 1 for some non-zero weight of V.

Suppose first that w is a root. Then all non-zero weights of V' are also roots. (This is well
known.) Since a(S) # 1 for every a € ®(G), we conclude that V¥ = V7T a contradiction.

Next suppose that w is not a root. By the above, p is not a root. By replacing S by a
conjugate if necessary, we may assume that p is dominant. By Lemmal41l p+ 3 is a weight
of V for some 8 € £II. Then p+ 8 # B, while u+ 8 and f3 restricts to the same (non-zero)
character of S. If 5 is not a weight of V then Cg(S) = T implies 3(S) = 1, a contradiction.
So 3 is not a weight of V. But 0 < w so Lemma [B.IT[(3) implies that some root is a weight
of V. We deduce that ®(G) has two root lengths and either the long roots or the short
roots are not weights of V. As p > e(G) if p > 0, by Lemma 314} either w is a short
root, a contradiction, or G = C, and w = w; with i even. In the latter case w; € Q(V) for
i—j > 0 even, and these are the only dominant weights of Q(V). So p = w, with i —r >0
even. Here r > 2 as wg is a root. Then r —2 # 0 and w, —w,_2 =&, +&,_1 € ®(G). Set
8 = —&, —€,_1. As B is a short root, it lies in the W-orbit of ws = €1 + &2, and hence
B € Q(V). However, by the above, we have a contradiction.

(2) In view of (1) we can assume that dim V7 < 1, so all weights of V are of multiplicity
1. If U = V¥ then the claim follows from (1). So we now assume that U N V¥ = 0 hence
U is the sum of T-weight spaces which are of dimension 1 by Theorem Assume for a
contradiction that there exist distinct T-weights fi1, ..., ton41 such that pj|s = n for some
character n of S and all 1 < j < 2n + 1. For each j there exists ; € £1I such that p; 4 ;
is a weight of V. Then there exists 7 # j such that v; = ;. But then u; +; and p; + ;
are distinct weights of V' and have equal restrictions to S. By the hypothesis, this then
means that p;|s = n|ls = (4 + )]s, whence 7;(S) = 1, a contradiction. O

4.2 G # A,: Special cases

A more detailed case-by-case analysis allows us to improve the bound dim Vg(n) < 2n in
Theorem to dim Vg(n) < n+ 1. We prefer to assume S = (s) to be cyclic, the general
case is similar. We first perform this for groups G # A,, and then consider the case of
G = A,,n > 1, which turns out to be more complex. We denote by m4(V') the maximum of
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eigenvalue multiplicities of s € G on V. In this section we obtain a sharp bound ms(V) < 2
in a number of special cases.

Recall (Theorem [3.9) that the non-zero weights of an irreducible G-module V' are of
multiplicity 1 whenever a semisimple element s € G is almost cyclic on V. Such modules
are classified in [23] and the highest weights of V', for V' p-restricted, are reproduced in
Tables 1,2 at the end of this paper.

Lemma 4.3. Let G = By, p # 2, or Cy,, p=2, and let s € Tycq4. Suppose that s is almost
cyclic on V. Then mg(V,,) < 2.

Proof. The weights of V are %(alel—}—- 4aney) for G = By, and a1e1+- - -+apey, for G = Cp,
where ay,...,a, € {£1}. Let p,v € Q(V) be distinct weights such that u(s) = v(s). Note
that +e;, respectively, £2¢; for i = 1,...,n are roots of G of type B,, respectively, C,. If
i # —v then, obviously, there is i such that g —a,v —a € Q(V) for a € {£¢; : 1 <i < n},
respectively, a € {£2¢; : 1 <i < n}. This contradicts Lemma

Now suppose the contrary, and let ms(V,,,) > 2. Then there are distinct weights A, p, v
of V' such that A(s) = u(s) = v(s). By the above, A = —p, A = —v and v = —p. This is a
contradiction. O

Lemma 4.4. Let G = B,,,n > 2, p# 2, or C,, p =2, and let V be a non-trivial irreducible
p-restricted G-module of highest weight w. Let s € T.cq. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on
V. Then one of the following holds:

(1) w € {wr,wn} and ms(V) < 2;

2Qw=w2,n>2, andn—1<myx(V) <m;

(3) G = Bp,w=2w; andn <myx(V) <n+1.

Proof. By Theorem [B.9] all non-zero weights of V' are of multiplicity 1, and hence, by
Theorem [B.9] and Tables 1,2, w € {w1,wy,ws,2w;}, the latter for p # 2. For w = wy
see Lemma [B.6] for w = w, see Lemma B3l If w = wy, n > 2, or 2wy with p # 2 then
dim VT > 2 by Table 1. Then m4(V) = dimV*, and VT = V* by Theorem So the
result follows from Table 1. O

The case G = By = (5, p # 2, will be considered later in Lemma ATT1

Lemma 4.5. Let G be an algebraic group of type Dp,n > 3, and let V. = V,,, where
w € {wi,wn_1,wn}. Let p,v € QV). Then p— a,v —a € Q(V) for some root a of G,
unless one of the following holds:

(1) = —v and either n is even or w = wy;

(2) nis odd, w # wy and p = —v £ ¢&; for somei € {1,...,n}.

Proof. Suppose that w = w;. Then the weights of V are +eq,...,4+e,. We can assume
that p=¢; forie {1,...,n}. fv=¢; (1 <j<n,j#i)thenset a =¢;+¢;. If v =—¢j,
J # i, then set @ = ¢; —¢j. Then p—a,v —a € Q(V) in each case.

Suppose that w = wy, or w,_1. Then the weights of V' are %(Z a;e;) with a; € {1, -1},
and the number of indices ¢ with a; = —1 is even if w = w,, otherwise it is odd. Let
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p= 3> ), v=3(3 bie;) be weights of V, and let L = {i : a; = b;}. If |[L| > 1 then
a = a;g; +aje; € ®(G) fori,j € L, i # jand pp — o, v — a € (G), as required.

Suppose that |[L| = 1. Leti € L, j ¢ L, 1 < j <n. Then p+ v = +¢; and n is odd
(otherwise —v € Q(V) and p — (—v) = +¢; is not a radical weight).

Suppose that |L| = 0. Then g = —v and n is even. O

Lemma 4.6. Let G = Dy, n > 3, let s € Tyoy. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on V =V,
forie{l,n—1,n}. Then ms(V) < 2.

Proof. Suppose the contrary, and let py, po, us be distinct weights of V' such that u(s) =
pa(s) = ps(s). If p; — o, py — o € (V) for some root a and some distinct i, j € {1,2,3}
then the result follows from Lemma

Suppose that for every distinct i,j € {1,2,3} and any root « either pu; — a ¢ Q(V)
or uj —a ¢ QV). By Lemma [A5] this implies that n is odd and p; + p; = Fegg, )
with k(i,j5) € {1,...,n} for every pair i,j € {1,2,3} with i # j. If k(1,2) # k(1,3)
then pz — po = (1 — p2) — (1 — p3) = Fepa,2) F €x(1,3) s a root, a contradiction. So
k(1,2) = k(1,3), and similarly, k(1,2) = k(2,3). This means that p; + p; = a(i, j)ey for
some fixed k € {1,...,n} and a(i,j) € {1,—1} for every pair i,j € {1,2,3} with i # j.
By reordering of 1, us, u3 we can assume that puy + po = p1 + p3, whence ps = us, a
contradiction. O

Lemma 4.7. Let G = Dy,n > 3, let M be an irreducible G-module with highest weight
w € {w1,wn,wn—1} and let V' an arbitrary irreducible G-module. Let s € Tycq. Suppose that
s is almost cyclic on M ®@ V.. Then ms(M @ V') < 2.

Proof. Suppose the contrary, and let \;, ¢ = 1,2, 3 be distinct weights of M ® V such that
Ai(s) =e€ E(M ®V). Then \; = u; + v;, where u;, v; are weights of M,V respectively.
By Lemma B.2(3), s is cyclic on M and V. If (*) there exists a root a of G such that
pi — o,y —a € Q(M) for some 4,5 € {1,2,3} then p; — a4+ v, pj — a+v; € Q(V), and
(i —a+13)(s) = (uj — a+v;)(s) =e-a(s)~!. So the result follows from Lemma

Suppose that (*) does not hold. In this case, by Lemma A3, n is odd and p; + p; =
tepa ) with k(i,5) € {1,...,n} for every pair 4,5 € {1,2,3} with ¢ # j. Then we repeat
the argument in Lemma to get a contardiction.

O

Lemma 4.8. Let G = C3, p # 2. Let s € Teq. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on V. =V, .
Then ms(V) < 2.

Proof. Note that every weight of V' has multiplicity 1 (see Table 2) and Q(V) = X UY,
where X = {4e1,+e9,te3} and Y = {de1 + 9 £ €3}. Suppose the contrary, and let pu;,
i = 1,2,3, be distinct weights of V' such that p;(s) = e. By Lemma Bl e € {£1}. If
w; € X for some i then (—u;)(s) = e, which is false as X = Q(V,,) and then s is not
regular by Lemma B.6](1). So p; € Y for every ¢ = 1,2,3. Then p; = a;161 + a282 + a;3e3
for a;; € {£1} for 1 < i,k < 3. By reordering p; we can assume aj; = agj, and then
1 —a,pe —a € Q(V) for a € {21 }. This contradicts Lemma 3.5 O
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Lemma 4.9. Let G=C,, n>2,p=3, and w € {wp_1,wpn}. Let s € Tyeq be almost cyclic
on V,. Then mg(V) < 2.

Proof. The non-zero weights of V' are +¢;, +---+¢; forr € {1,...,n}, where r —n is odd
if w=wy,_1, and even if w = wy,.

Suppose the contrary, let ms(V) > 2 and let \,u € Q(V), A(s) = u(s) = e, X # p,
where we can assume that A # —u. By LemmaBIl e € {£1}. Set A = > aje;, p = biei,
where a;,b; € {0,1, —1}.

Observe that A, are non-zero. Indeed, otherwise, A(s) = u(s) = 1 so dimV*® > 2.
Then my(V) = dim V* and dim V7 = dim V* by Theorem @2(1). However, dim V7 = 1,
which is a contradiction.

If a; = b; # 0 for some i then A\ — 2a;e;, p — 2a;6; € Q(V) and (A — 2a;¢;)(s) =
(1 —2a;e;)(s). As 2a;e; is a root, we have a contradiction by Lemma 3151

If a; = —b; # 0 for some i then we replace A by —\; as e € {£1}, we have (—\)(s) = A(s),
so we arrive at the case considered above.

So a;b; = 0 for every i = 1,...,n. Using the Weyl group, we can assume that \ =
e1t+-ter1—ep p=¢cry1+- -+ for some 0 <r <71’ <n. Then A+ (g, —&p41), pu +
(er—erg1) € QV), and (A+(er—&r41))(s) = (u+(er —€r41))(s). As above, this contradicts
Lemma O

Lemma 4.10. Let G =C,, n > 2,p > 3, and w € {wp_1 + p—g?’wn, ’%lwn}. Let s € Treq
be almost cyclic on V,,. Then ms(V,) < 2.

Proof. The weights of V,, are lye1 + - -+ + l,&p, where —(p—1)/2 < l1,...,l, < (p—1)/2,
see [27, proof of Lemma 1.6]; moreover, if p is of this form then p is a weight of V,
with w € {wp—1 + p%?’wn, p%lwn}. Let A, i, v be three distinct weights of V,, such that
A(s) = p(s) =v(s). As (=A)(s) = (—p)(s), we have A(s) = u(s) = v(s) € {£1}. Let

A=lier+ -+ lpen, p=mier+ - +mpen, v=~ker+ -+ kpen.

By Lemma [BT5] either A — 2¢; or pu — 2¢; is not a weight of V,, for every i = 1,...,n.

Observe that A—2¢;, respectively, u—2¢; is a weight of Q(V,,) unless [; < 1—”—_17 respectively,

orm; < 1— p%l, and similarly for the pairs A, v and p, v. So there are at leas?c two pairs with
i-th coefficients at most 1 — p—gl. By reordering A, u, v we can assume that [;, m; <1— p—gl.
Then —\, —p are weights Vi, (—A)(s) = (—u)(s) and —l;, —m; > 25+ — 1. Then the i-th
coefficient of —\ — 2¢; equals —I; — 2 > p%l -3> _p_§1 for p > 3. So =\ —2¢; € Q(V,);

similarly, —u — 2¢; € Q(V,,). Then Lemma yields a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.11. Let G = By 2 (s, s € Treq and let V' be a non-trivial irreducible p-restricted
G-module of highest weight w. If s is almost cyclic on V' then m4(V) < 2.

Proof. Let G = (5. As s is almost cyclic on V', w occurs in Tables 1,2. For those in
Table 1 we have dim V7T = 2, and hence m,(V) = dim V* = dim VT by Theorem {2 then
dim V7T = 2 by Table 1. Those in Table 2 are wy,ws and, for p > 3, also w; + p—g?’wg, p%lwg.

16



In the two last cases the result is contained in Lemma[£.10l The module V,,, is the natural
module for G, and ms(V) = 1 by Lemma [B.6(1). The module V,,, is the natural module
for By = C3, so the result follows from Lemma [3.6](2). O

Remark 4.12. If dimV = 4 then ms(V) = 1. Indeed, if G = Cy then either V is a
Frobenius twist of the natural module or p = 2 and V is a Frobenius twist of V,,,. The
former case is ruled out as s is regular (see Lemma [B.0]), the latter case can be checked
straightforwardly. (Say, let s = diag(a,b,b=!,a™!) € Sps(q), where the diagonal entres are
distinct; then the eigenvalues of s on V,,, are a*'b*!; if ms(V) > 0 then a'b’ = 1 for some
i,j € {£1}, which is a contradiction.) If G = By then w = pFws; as V,,, is the natural
module for Cy, it follows that m4(V') =1 for a regular element s € G.

Figure 1. Weight diagram for V,,, for Eg

Lemma 4.13. Let G = Eg and let uy, o, pus, pa be distinct weights of V.= V,,,. Then
pi — o, i —a € Q(V) for some root o and i,j € {1,2,3,4}, i # j.

Proof. We use the weight diagram of V' given on Figure 1 above. (This is a more precise
version of a diagram provided in [17].) The weights of V' are shown as the nodes denoted by
capital letters A, ..., Z and wi, and two nodes are linked with an arrow with label 7 if the
second one is obtained from the first one by substracting simple weight «;. For instance,
F—Oé5:H,Z—O£6:A.

All weights of V,,, lie in the Weyl group orbit of w;, so we can assume that p; = H.
Suppose the contrary.

Let ® = ®(G). For a weight A of V set [\, @] ={r e Q(V): A —a,v —a € Q(V) for
some a € ®UO}. In addition, for a € ® weset [\, a] = AU{r € Q(V) : A—a,v—a € Q(V)}.
So [\, ®] = Unea [N, . Note that X € [\, @].

One can easily observe, using the weight diagram, that [H, ®] consists of 17 weights,
and the remaining weights are A; = {D,G,K,N,Q,R,U,W,Y, A}. (It is less obvious
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that B, X € [H,®]; however, B € [H, ], where 8 = a3 + oy + a5 + ag € ®. Similarly,
Z € [H,—n|, where v = —ag —ag — a5 —ag € D)

It follows that pg, 3, pa € Ay. We show that p; — o, p; — a € Q(V) for some root a
and i,j € {2,3,4}, i # j.

Suppose first that R, Q € {u2, p3, pta}. Then we can assume that R = ps, @ = ps. Then
Ay C [R,®]U[Q, D], so the result follows.

So we assume that either R or @ are not in {ug, i3, 14 }. Observe that D = G = K >
N>-R-UsW>=Y>=Aand D >G> K>N>=Q>U>=W =Y > A. Therefore, we
can assume that uo > s > pg.

Suppose that uy = A. As G,K,N,R,U W)Y € [A,®], we have s = D,pu3 = @, a
contradiction as D € [Q, as).

Suppose that uy =Y. As D, K, N,Q,W € [Y, ®|, we observe that ug, us € {G, R, U, W }.
However, G — ag, R — ao, U — g, W — ap € Q(V'), which yields a contradiction.

Suppose that uy = W. As D,G,N,Q,R,U € [W,®], we conclude that po,us €
{G,K,R,U}. Since G — ag, R — ap,U — ay € Q(V), we have a contradiction.

Suppose that ugy =U. As D, K, R,G € [U, ®], we get a contradiction.

Suppose that py = R. We have D, G, K, N € [R, ®] so us = D, us = @, a contradiction.

Suppose that py = Q. We have D, G, K, N € [Q, ®] so us = D, us = R, a contradiction.

Finally, suppose that us € {K,N}. Then [K,®| and [N, ®] contain D,G, K, N; this
yields a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.14. Let G = Eg, V = V,,, and let M be an irreducible G-module. Let s € Theq.
Suppose that s is almost cyclic on M @ V. Then ms(M @ V) < 3.

Proof. Suppose the contrary, and let e be an eigenvalue of s on V' of multiplicity at least 4.

(i) Suppose first that M is trivial. Let p;, i = 1,2,3,4, be distinct weights of V' such
that p1(s) = p;(s) for every i. By Lemma [£13] there are distinct 7,5 € {1,2,3,4} and
a € ®(G) such that p; — o, puj — a € Q(V,,,). This contradicts Lemma

(ii) Suppose that M is not trivial. By Lemma[3.2)(3), s is cyclic on M and V. Then e =
a;b; fori = 1,2,3,4, where a1, as, as, aq are distinct eigenvalues of s on V and by, bo, b3, bg are
distinct eigenvalues of s on M. We have a; = u;(s) for some distinct weights g1, pa, i3, fia
of V. As above, there is a root &« € ® and i,j € {1,2,3,4}, i # j, such that u; — o, uj —a €
Q(V,). Then ¢; = (pu; — )(s) and ¢; := (p; — a)(s) are eigenvalues of s on V = V,,,, which
are distinct as s is cyclic on V. In addition, ¢; # a;, ¢; # a; as otherwise a(s) = 1, which
is false as s is regular. So ¢;b; = ¢;b; # a;b; = a;b;. This is a contradiction as s is almost
cyclicon M ®@ V. U

The following example shows that the bound in Lemma 14| is attained.

Example 4.15. Let G = FEg. Then G contains a subgroup H, say, of type Fy. Let
11,12, M3, N4 be the fundamental weights of Fy. Let V be an irreducible G-module of highest
weight wy. It is well known that Vg has a composition factor U of highest weight 74 whose
dimension is dim V' —1 or dim V —2, the latter for p = 3. Then the other composition factors
of V,,,|i are trivial. Let s € Fy be a regular semisimple element in general position, that is,
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the cyclic group (s) is dense in a maximal torus S, say, of Fy. Then s is regular and separates
the weights of U, and hence s is almost cyclic on V. In addition, dimU?® = dimV*® = 2 or
1, the latter for p = 3. It follows that dim V% = 3.

Lemma 4.16. Let G = Eg, let V be an irreducible G-module and s € Ty.q. Suppose that s
is almost cyclic on V. Then mg(V) < 3 unless the highest weight of V is plws.

Proof. Let w be the highest weight of V. Recall that the non-zero weights of V' must be of
multiplicity 1 (Theorem 3.9) and s is regular by Theorem B.I7l Therefore, either w = ptw’,
where W' € {wi,ws, w2} by [23, Theorem 2] or V. = V' ® M, where M is a non-trivial
irreducible G-module and the highest weight of V' is p'w; or plwg (here W’ # wo by Lemma
3.2[(3)). Note that the irreducible representations with highest weights p'w; and plwg are
dual to each other. So the result follows from Lemma T4l (If w’ = wy then mg(V) = 6 by
Theorem [A.2(1) and the fact that V,, is the adjoint G-module.) O

Lemma 4.17. Let G = E7, V =V, and s € T,¢4. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on V.
Then mg(V) < 2.

Proof. Let H be a subgroup of G isomorphic to a simple algebraic group of type A7, so the

maximal tori of H are maximal in G. Hence we can assume that 7' C H. Let n,...,n7 be
the fundamental weights of H. Then the restriction V|g is Vj, + V,;. The result follows
from the following lemma: O

Lemma 4.18. Let H be a simple algebraic group of type Ay,—1, n > 4. LetU :=V,, &V, _,.
Let s € Treq. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on U. Then mg(U) < 2.

Proof. We can assume that g = diag(aq,...,,a,) € SL,(F), where ai,...,a, € F and
aj--+a, = 1. Then the eigenvalues of s on U are aiaj,aglafl for 1 < 4,5, k,1 < n and
i < j,k < 1. Suppose that s is not cyclic on U. Then either a;a; = aga; for (i,5) # (k,1)
or a;a; = a;lafl for some 1, 7, k,l. Then (aiaj)_l is an eigenvalue of s of multiplicity at
least 2, so a;a; = (a;a;)~" as s is almost cyclic. Then a? = aj_2 and a; = Hai_l with 0 =1
or —1. It follows that € is an eigenvalue of s on U of multiplicity at least 2. We show that
the multiplicity of 6 is exactly 2. Suppose that contrary. Then 6 = aga; for some k < [
with (k,1) # (i,7). Then aja; = a; 'a; ' and these are eigenvalues of s on U. As s is almost
cyclic, we must have a;lalzl =aja =0 = apa; = a;lal_l, whence a; = a,a; = a;. As sis
regular, we have j = k,7 = [. This is a contradiction. O

Lemma 4.19. Let G = E7, let V be an irreducible G-module and s € T;.cq. Suppose that s
is almost cyclic on V. Then mg(V) < 2 unless the highest weight of V is plw;.

Proof. Let w be the highest weight of V. The non-zero weights of V' are of multiplicity
1 (Theorem B3] and s is regular by Theorem B.I7l Therefore, either w € {p‘wr, p'wi} by
[23, Theorem 2] or V =V’ ® M, where M is a non-trivial irreducible G-module and the
highest weight of V"’ is plw; (this cannot be ptw; by Lemma B.2(3)). So the result follows
from Lemma [LI7l (If w = p'w; then ms(V) = 7 by Theorem [£.2(1) and the fact that V,,
is the adjoint G-module.) O
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Lemma 4.20. Let G = Fy, p =3, let V be a p-restricted irreducible G-module with highest
weight wy and s € Treq. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on V.. Then mg(V') < 2.

Proof. In this case dim V7’ = 1 and hence V* = VT by Theorem 2. Therefore, if m4(V) >
1 and e is the eigenvalue of s on V' of multiplicity ms(V') then e = —1 by Lemma B.1i(2).
The non-zero weights of V' =V,,, are short roots, which form a single orbit of the Weyl
group of G. So we can assume that ws(s) = —1 = (—wy4)(s). Let pu = 0 for p € Q(V).
One can check that wy — p is a root. If mg(V) > 2 then p(s) = —1 = (—p)(s) for some
0# ue QUV), u+# *wy. So we can assume that p > 0. Then wyg — p is a root and
(wg — p)(s) =1, This is a contradiction as s is regular. O

The case of G = G is essentially treated in [26]:

Lemma 4.21. [26] Proposition 4.9] Let G = Go, V; =V, fori=1,2 and let s € Tyey.

(1) Suppose that s is not cyclic on V. Then p # 2 and the eigenvalues of s on Vy are
{1,-1,-1,-b,b=1,b,—b~1}, where b € F,b? # 1. In particular, s is almost cyclic on Vi if
and only if b® # —1. In addition, {a(s) : a a long root} = {b,b=1, —b, —b~1 b2 b2},

(2) Let p = 3. Then s is almost cyclic on Va and cyclic on Vy. More precisely, if s
is mot cyclic on Va then the eigenvalues of s on Vo are {1,—1,—1,a,—a3,a=3, —a=3} for
some a € F,a* # 1, and those on Vi are {1,a,a™ ', —a,—a~', —a®, —a2}.

Corollary 4.22. Theorem [[2] is true for G of type Ga.

Proof. Suppose first that V' is p-restricted. Then, by Theorem B9, we need to deal with
FG-modules V' of highest weight w € {w1,ws}. The case w = w; is treated in Lemma
M2T(1). Let w = wo. The case with p = 3 is examined in Lemma 2T[2). Let p # 3. Then
dimV7? = 2 and hence dimV*® > 2. If dimV* > 2 then s is not regular as the non-zero
weights of V' are roots. This contradicts Theorem B.I71

Consider then the case where V' is not p-restricted. Then the result follows from Lemma
32(4). O

4.3 Groups of type A,

Let G be a simple algebraic group of type A,, and w,...,w, the fundamental weights of G.
As above, for a dominant weight w we denote by V,, an irreducible G-module with highest
weight w.

4.4 Tensor-indecomposable modules

Lemma 4.23. Let V =1V, ,i<(n+1)/2, and n+ 1 < (k + 1)i for some integer k > 0.
Suppose that s € Treq and s is almost cyclic on V. Then mg(V) < k. In particular,
ms(V) < (n+1)/2 fori>1.

Proof. The weights of V are gj, +---+¢j, for 1 <j1 < ... <j; <n+1. IfA=¢j +---+¢j
then we set supp(\) = {j1,...,7i}. Suppose the contrary, and let pq,...,uxr1 be distinct
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weights of V such that pi(s) = -+ = pps1(s). As n+1 < (k4 1)i, it follows that
there is d € {1,...,n + 1} and a pair g, pu; with 1 < r < ¢t < k + 1 such that d €
supp(pr) N supp(p¢). In addition, |supp(p,) U supp(pe)| < 2i — 1 and 2i — 1 < n by
assumption. So | ¢ supp(u,) U supp(u) for some I € {1,...,n+1}. Set a = ¢4 —¢;. It
follows that p, — a, uy — o are weights of V. This contradicts Lemma

For the additional claim, take k = (n 4+ 1)/2. Then (k+1)i >n+ 1 as ¢ > 1. So the
claim follows from the above. O

Lemma 4.24. Let G = Ap,n > 2, M =V, with2 <i<(n+1)/2, M1 =V, My =1V, ,.
Let A, N € Q(Msy), X # XN. Then there are distinct weights p, ' € Q(My) such that
A, N+ @ N+ p, N+ @ € Q(M). In addition, QM) C Q(M;) + Q(Ms).

Proof. The weights of M are e1,...,e,41 and those of My are g5, +---+¢;,_, for 1 < j; <
<o < ji-1 < n+1. We can assume (using the Weyl group) that A = e; + -+ + ;-1 and
N =¢j+-+ej_, with j; <--- < ji—1 <2i—2<n—1. Then we take pt = ep, tt = €py1.

For the additional claim, we have Q(V,,,) + Q(Vi,_,) = Q(Viy4w;_,) D QUV,) as w; <
w1 + w;i_1, see Lemma [3.T1 Whence the result. O

Lemma 4.25. Let G = A,,,n > 2, and let s € Tyey.

(1) If s is almost cyclic on V,,, for 2 <i < (n+1)/2, then s is cyclic on V,,; for every
Jj <.

(2) If s is almost cyclic on Vg, for 1 < a < p—1, then s is cyclic on Vi, for1 <b < a.

Proof. Set My = V,,, and in case (1) set M =V,,,, My =V, ., in case (2) set M = Vq,,,
My = Vv(afl)wl :

(i) s separates the weights of M.

In case (2) this follows from Lemma [B.11[2) and Lemma [3.4](1).

In case (1) suppose the contrary. Then there are distinct weights A;, A of My such that
A1(s) = A2(s). By Lemma [£.24] there are distinct weights py, uo of My such that A\ + 1y
are weights of M for k,l € {1,2}. Then (A1 + u1)(s) = (A2 + p1)(s) and (A + p2)(s) =
(A2 + p2)(s). As s is almost cyclic on M, it follows that (A1 + p1)(s) = (A + p2)(s), and
then p1(s) = pa(s). This is a contradiction, as every regular semisimple element is cyclic
on V,, = M.

(7i) s is cyclic on Mj.

Indeed, the weights of V,,, and of Vj,, are well known to be of multiplicity 1, so the
claim follows from (7).

(7i7) The result follows by induction on 7 in case (1) and on a in case (2). O

We use Lemma to prove
Lemma 4.26. Let G = Ap,n > 1, My =V, M =V, (p-1-q)w,,, with1 <i < (n+1)/2,

My =V, ta-1wi+(p-1-a)wis, with 1 <a <p-—1. (If i = 1 then w;_1 is interpreted as
the zero weight.)
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(1) Let \, N € Q(Ms), A # XN. Then there are distinct weights p, 1’ € Q(My) such that
A p A+ @SN+ p, N+ 5 € Q(M). In addition, Q(M) C Q(My) + Q(Ms).
(2) If s is almost cyclic on M then s separates the weights of M.

Proof. (1) We have Q(M) = Q(Vi,) + 2 Via—1)wi+(p—1-a)wsr, ) by LemmaBTT] and Q(V,,,) C
Q(Vy,) + Vi, ,) by Lemma 4241 So

Q(M) - Q(Ml) + Q(Vwi—l) + Q(V(afl)wﬂr(pflfa)w”l) = Q(Ml) + Q(MQ)

as Q(Mz) = Q(Vi,_y) + QUVia—1)wi+(p—1—a)wi;, ) again by Lemma B.1T1

Let ¢ > 1. Then we can write A = g+, N = g+ with 8,8 € Q(V,,_,),
Y7 € QVia—1)wi+(p—1-aywis, ) By Lemma 24l there are distinct weights u, u' € Q(V,)
such that + B, i’ + Byt + B + B € Vi) As V) + XViao ot tp1aporss) =
Q(Vawi+(p-1-aywisr ), We have p+ B+, p' + B+v,u+ B ++', 10 + 8+~ € Q(M), and
the result follows.

Let ¢ =1 so V,,_, is the trivial module. Then Q(M) = Q(M;) + Q(Mz), and the claim
is obvious.

(2) We mimic the proof of Lemma [£:25] Suppose the contrary, and let Aj, Ay be distinct
weights of My such that A\j(s) = A2(s). By the above, there are distinct weights pg, po of
My such that A\; + py, are weights of M for i,k € {1,2}. Then (A1 + p;)(s) = (A2 + p5)(s)
for j = 1,2. As s is almost cyclic on M, it follows that (A + p1)(s) = (A + p2)(s), and
then py(s) = pa(s). This is a contradiction, as s is regular. O

Proposition 4.27. For G = A, let M € Irr(G) be p-restricted and s € Tyeq. Suppose that
s is almost cyclic on M. Then ms(M) < n+ 1.

Proof. Suppose first that the weight zero multiplicity of M is greater than 1. Suppose the
contrary; as s is almost cyclic, only the eigenvalue 1 multiplicity is greater than 1. Then
the result follows from Theorem [£.2(1) and Table 1.

Suppose that the weight zero multiplicity of M is at most 1. By Theorem [3.9] all weight
multiplicities of M equal 1. By Table 2, the highest weight w of M is in the following list:
0,w; (1 <i<mn), awy, awn, aw; + (p — 1 — a)w;t1, where 1 <i<n—1land 1 <a<p.

Note that we assume w # 0,wi,w, as these cases are trivial. Since the list of the
eigenvalue multiplicities of M is the same as for the dual of M, it suffices to deal with
wi, awr, aw; + (p — 1 — a)w;qq for i < (n+1)/2.

Suppose the contrary. Let M; =V, and

Vi s if w=w;i>1;
M2 = ‘/(a—l)wl Zf W= awi,a > 17
Voioi+a—Dwit(p—1-a)wipy  0f w=awi+ (p =1 —a)wii.

(If © = 1 then w;—1 is understood to be the zero weight.) By Lemmas and [£.26](2), s
separates the weights of M.
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Note that M is a constituent of M; ® M. Indeed, V,,, is a constituent of V,,, ® V,,, ,
and Ma is a constituent of Vi, _; ® Vig—1)w;+(p—1—a)w;.1» Whence the claim.

Furthermore, Q(M) C Q(M;)+Q(M2) (see LemmalL26]). As all eigenvalue multiplicities
of M equal 1, there are n+2 distinct weights v1, ..., 42 of M such that v;(s) = e. Then we
can write v; = A; + 14, where \;, y; are weights of My, Ms, respectively, fori =1,... , n+2.
Then e = A\;(s)pi(s). As My =V, has exactly n + 1 distinct weights, we have A\; = \; for
some 4,7 € {1,...,n+ 1} with ¢ # j. Then p; # p; as otherwise v; = \; + p; = \j + pj =
Aj + pj = v;, which is false. However, A\j(s)uj(s) = e = Ai(s)ui(s) = Aj(s)pi(s), whence
pi(s) = pj(s). This is a contradiction as s separates the weights of M. O

The bound in Proposition 4.27is not probably sharp in general, at least, for G = A,, we
have no example of a p-restricted G-module M with ms(M) > n for s regular and almost
cyclic on M. Moreover, the equality ms(M) = n probably holds only for M adjoint, and we
have no sharp bound for other p-restricted modules. In Lemmas 23] and we consider
some special cases. Example shows that, for G = A,,, n > 3 odd, there exists a regular
semisimple element s € G and a p-restricted irreducible G-module V' which is not a twist of
the natural or adjoint G-module such that s is almost cyclic on V and ms(V) = (n+1)/2.
(If V' is not a twist of a p-restricted G-module then there are examples with m4(V) = n+1,
see Example [4.36])

Lemma 4.28. Let G = A, = SLy1(F) and p # 2. If s € Treq then mg(Vay,) < (n+3)/2.

Proof. By [26, Theorem 1.2], if s is almost cycic on Vb, then s is strictly regular. Suppose
that py,...,u € Q(Vay,) be distinct weights such that ui(s) = --- = w(s) = e. The
weights of V are 2¢; (i = 1,...,n+ 1) and &; +¢; (i,j € {1,...,n + 1},i < j); this
can be recorded as ¢; +¢; (4,5 € {1,...,n+ 1},7 < j). Suppose first that p;, pj, up €
{2¢e1,...,2e,41} for some distinct 7,5,k € {1,...,l}. By reordering of uq,...,pu; we can
assume that gy, 2, u3 € {2e1,...,2e041}, and let p; = 2¢,) for i = 1,2,3. Then for

i,j € {1,2,3} we have 1 = (u — 11;)(s) = (26,() — 26,()(5) = &r3)(8)%er(jy(8)72 =
(6r(i)(8)6r(]~))(8)_1)2, whence 6T(i)(s)er(j)(s)_1 = +1. In fact, 6T(i)(s)er(j)(s)_1 = —1, as
&r(i)(8) = &p(j)(s) implies s ¢ Trey. So €,(;y(s) = —¢&,(j)(s). However, this cannot happen

for three choices i,7 € {1,2,3},7 # j. Therefore, at most two weights p; (1 <1 <) are in
the set 2e1,...,2ep41.

Note that Q(V,,,) = Q(Vaw, ) \ {2¢1,...,2¢e,}. Let I’ be the number of weights p1, ...,
that lie in Q(V,,,). By the above I’ > [ — 2. By Lemma [£.23] we have I" < mg4(V,,) <
(n+1)/2. If I’ =1 or I — 1 then the result follows. Suppose that I’ =1 — 2, and we can
assume that g, ..., -2 € Q(V,,) and that p;—1 = 2ey,, p; = 26p41. Then €, €,41 do not
lie in the support of any p; with t = 1,...,l—2. Indeed, otherwise (¢; +£1)(s) = 2¢x(s) for
k € {n,n+1} and some i, whence (g; —ex)(s) = 1, which is false as s is regular. Therefore,
we can apply Lemma 23] to G = A,,_9 in place of A,, to conclude that | —2 < (n —1)/2,
and hence | < (n + 3)/2, as required. (Alternatively, we can obtain this conclusion from
the proof of Lemma [£.23] as there are at most (n — 1)/2 weights puq, ..., @ whose supports
are pairwise disjoint.) O
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Example 4.29. (1) Let G = SLy,,(F) and s = diag(ay, ..., am,a,,...,a;") € G, where
the elements 1,a4,...,a, € F are algebraically independent and non-zero. Let w = ws.
Then VI = 0, s is almost cyclic on V,, and dim V¥ = m = (n + 1)/2, where n = 2m — 1 is
the rank of G.

If p # 2 and s = diag(—a1,..., —am,a,},... ,afl) then —1 has multiplicity m = (n +
1)/2 and the other eigenvalues of s on V,,, are of multiplicity 1.

(2) Let G = SLoy1(F), p # 2 and s = diag(1,ay,...,am,a;},...,a;") € G, where the
elements ay,...,a, € F are as above. Let w = 2w;. Then VI =0 and dim VS =m +1 =
(n+2)/2, where n = 2m is the rank of G. In this case s € H = By,.

(3) Let G = SLyy,(F) and s = diag(b, —b,b%ay, a7, ..., b%am_1,a," ;) € G, where the
elements a1, ..., amnm_1 € F are as above and b" 1! = (—1)("+1)/2, b € F. Then the eigenvalue
b? has multiplicity m + 1 = (n + 3)/2 on Va,,, and the other eigenvalues have multiplicity

1. (Here n = 2m — 1 is the rank of G.)

4.5 Tensor-decomposable modules: special cases

Proposition 4.27] states that Theorem is true for p-restricted irreducible A,-modules.
We next prove it for tensor-decomposable modules.

Lemma 4.30. [25, Lemma 7] Let s € T be a non-central element. Let w be a dominant
weight which is not p-restricted and not of the form pFu for u a p-restricted dominant
weight. If s is almost cyclic on V,, then all weights of V., are of multiplicity 1.

For a G-module V and s € G denote by degy (s) the degree of the minimum polynomial
of p(s), where p is the representation afforded by V. If s is semisimple then degy (s) =
|Ev(s)| is the number of distinct eigenvalues of s on V. Note that s is cyclic on V' if and
only if degy (s) = dim V.

For A,B C F* we set AB={ab:a € A,be B}.

Lemma 4.31. Let M, My, M>,V be non-trivial G-modules and s € T. Suppose that s is
not scalar on both My, My, En(s) = En, (s)En,(s) and s is almost cyclic on M @ V.

(1) degpy, v (s) = degyy,(s) - dim V' for i =1,2.

(2) the eigenvalue multiplicities of s on M ® V' do not exceed d = dim M.

Proof. (1) We can assume i = 1. By Lemma B2] s is cyclic on M and V. Then dimV =
degy (s). Suppose the contrary, that degy; gy (s) < degy, (s) - dimV. Then there are
distinct eigenvalues u, p’ € Epy(s) and v,/ € Ey(s) such that pv = p/v/. Then plv =
WAV € Eygy(s) for every A € Epy,(s). So s is not almost cyclic on M ® V' unless s is
scalar on My, which is not the case by assumption.

(2) This follows from Lemma [B.2)(1) as the eigenvalue multiplicities of s on V' equal
1. O

To illustrate the use of Lemma [£.3T] we state the following:
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Corollary 4.32. Let G = A,, w = aw; or aw; + (p — 1 — a)we, where 1 < a < p. Let
M =V, and let V be a non-trivial irreducible G-module. Let s € (T \ Z(G)). Suppose
that s is almost cyclic on M @ V. Then the eigenvalue multiplicities of s on M ® V' do not
exceed n + 1.

Proof. Set My = V,,, and Ma = V{4_1)4; OF Via—1)w, +(p—1—a)ws - TesPectively. Then Q(M) =
Q(M;) + Q(Mz) by Lemma BIIl So the result follows from Lemma 311 O

Note that Corollary is not implied by Proposition In addition, here and in
Lemmas [£.33] .31 below we do not assume s to be regular as this automatically holds due
to Lemma B.3(2) when s ¢ Z(G).

Lemma 4.33. Let M, My, M5,V be non-trivial G-modules. Let s € T\ Z(G). Suppose that
(i) for every f,f" € Ep(s) there exist distinct eigenvalues e,e’ € Eyy (s) such that
Bf, Bf/, elf, elf, € EM(S)a
(i4) Fat(5) € Ean,(5) - Bany(s);
(791) s is almost cyclic on M @V
Then degy, oy (s) = degyy, (s) - dim V', and my(M ® V) < dim M.

Proof. By Lemma [B.2] s is cyclic on V, so dim V' = degy(s). To prove the first statement
of the lemma, suppose (the contrary), that degys, s (s) < degyy,(s) - dim V. Then there
are distinct eigenvalues f, f’ € Ejy,(s) and eigenvalues v, v’ € Ey (s) such that fo = f'v/.

By (i), there are distinct eigenvalues e, e’ € Fyy, (s) such that ef,ef’ €' f, €/ f' € Ep(s),
and hence efv = ef'v' €' fv = €' f'v' € Epygy(s). So a:=efv and b := € fv are distinct
eigenvalues of s on M ® V, each of multiplicity at least 2. As s is almost cyclicon M ® V,
we must have a = b, whence e = ¢/, a contradiction.

Turn to the second statement. Set d = dim M;. Suppose the contrary, that the multi-
plicity of some eigenvalue u of s on M @V is greater than d. By Lemma[3.2[(3), s is cyclic on

M and V, so there are distinct eigenvalues wy, ..., wq4+1 of s on M and distinct eigenvalues
V1, ...,U44+1 of son V such that u = w;v; for i = 1,...,d+1. Furthermore, by (i7), w; = e; f;
fori =1,...,d+ 1 for some eigenvalues e; € F), (s) and some eigenvalues f; € Ejy,(s).

Therefore, e; = e; for some i,j € {1,...,d+1}. Then w; = e; f;, where f; # f; as w; # wj,
and u = e; fiv; = e;fjvj, whence fiv; = fjv;. Then degy,q1 (s) < degyy, (s)degy (s) con-
tradicting the first statement of the lemma. O

Lemma 4.34. Let G = A, and s € (T'\ Z(G)). Let M = V,, for1l < i < n or
Vawit(p—1-a)wis, for 1 < i < n—1, and let V be a non-trivial G-module. Suppose that
M @V is irreducible and s is almost cyclic on M @ V.. Then ms(M @ V) <n+ 1.

Proof. We can assume (by replacing M by its dual) that ¢ < (n +1)/2. Set M; =V, .
Suppose first that M = V,,,. Set My = V,,, ,. The result follows from Lemma [4.33] as
soon as we show that the assumptions (4), (i) of that lemma hold in this case (as (4i7) is in
the assumption). By Lemma B.IT(2), Q(M) C Q(M;) + Q(Ms), whence (ii). To prove (i),
let f, f" € Epp,(s). Then there are weights A\, X € Q(Ms) such that A(s) = f, N (s) = f’. By
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LemmalL.24] there are weights u, 1/ € Q(M7y) such that A+ p, A+ p/, N +p, N+ 4/ € Q(M).
Set e = u(s), e’ = p/(s). To get (i), we need e # ¢’. Suppose e = ¢’; then (A + p)(s) =
A+ u/)(s) and A+ p # A+ /. This is a contradiction as s is cyclic on M by Lemma

Suppose that M = Vi, 4 (p—1—a)w;,,- Lhen we set My = Vi, | | (4 1)w;+(p—1—a)w; .- Lhe
result follows from Lemma [£33]if the assumptions (i), (i7) of that lemma hold in this case
(since (i7i) is in the assumption). Lemma [L.26] yields (7).

To prove (i), let f,f" € Eu,(s). Then there are weights A, N € Q(Mys) such that
A(s) = f,N(s) = f'. By Lemma[4.20] there are weights p, u’ € Q(Mj) such that A+ pu, A +
W N+ p, N 4y € QM). Set e = u(s), e’ = p/'(s). To get (i), we need e # €. Suppose
e =¢€; then (A + u)(s) = (A4 1/)(s) and A+ u # X\ + ¢/, This is a contradiction as s is
cyclic on M by Lemma O

Theorem 4.35. Let G be of type A,, and N an irreducible G-module. Let s € T,.cq. Suppose
that s is almost cyclic on N. Then mgs(N) <n + 1.

Proof. Let N = N1 ® --- ® Ni, where Nq,..., N are tensor-indecomposable non-trivial
irreducible G-modules. Then every N; for i = 1,...,k is a Frobenius twist of an infinitesi-
mally irreducible G-module. The problem is well known to be equivalent to the case where
one of NV; is infinitesimally irreducible and we can assume that this is N1 by reordering the
terms.

If K = 1 then the result is contained in Proposition Let & > 1. Then, by Lemma
B2 s is cyclic on every N;. Therefore, all weights of N; are of multiplicity 1. By [19] 6.1],
N; is a Frobenius twist of an irreducible G-module, whose highest weight belongs to the list
{wj, 1 <j<n,aw,aw, (1 <a<p),awi+pP—1—-a)wir, t=1,...,n—1,0 < a < p}.
Set M = N1, V =Ny ®---® Ng, so Vs is irreducible and non-trivial, whereas the highest

weight w of Nj lies in the above list. Then the result follows from Corollary and
Lemma [£.34] O

One can expect that the upper bound for m4(V') for V tensor-decomposable must be
significantly lower than for V' tensor-indecomposable. The following example makes evident
that this is not so. In fact, we see that the bound in Theorem [4.35]is sharp.

Example 4.36. Let F' be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0, G = A,
n > 2, and V an irreducible G-module with highest weight wi + pw,. Then there exists
s € G such that s is almost cyclic on V and ms(V) = n + 1 for some s € G.

Indeed, set s = diag(a,a?,...,a") € SL,,1(F), where a € F is a primitive ((p"*! —
1)/(p — 1))-root of unity. Then the matrix of s on V' is s ® s7P and the eigenvalues of this
matrix are a? P with 0 < 1,7 < n. If i = j41 then this equals 1, as well as if i = 0,5 = n
as then al?""" = 1. So 1 is an eigenvalue of s ® s7P of multiplicity at least n + 1. In fact,
this is exactly n+1 as a?' P =1 implies p’ —p/*! =0 (mod p"+p" ' +4---+p+1) which
is false unless i = j+1 or i = 0,5 = n. We show that all other eigenvalues are of multiplicity
1. Suppose the contrary. Then a?' P = @?" =P for some choice of 0 < 1,7, k,l <n and

i#j+ 1, k#1+1and (i,5) # (0,n) # (k,1). As above, we observe that i # k,j # . We
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have p' — p/*1 —p* 4+ p! 1 =0 (mod p" +p" ' 4---+p+1). Let m = min(i,j +1,k,1+1).
If m > 0 then p'~™ — piTl=m _ ph=m L yl+l=m = (mod p" +p" ' + .-+ p+ 1) and now
d:=max(i —m,j+1—m,k—m,l+1—m) does not exceed n. If d < n then the absolute
value of the left hand side is at most 2p"~! and the congruence does not hold. (If p = 2
then 27 + 271 ... + 1 = 2" — 1 and the congruence fails too.) Suppose that d = n.
Then m = 1 and max(j,!) = n. We can assume [ = n and then j < n. Then the absolute
value of p'=™ — pit1=m _ ph=m 4 pn does not exceed p" + p* L < pt 4P 4 4 p+1,
hence the congruence above cannot hold.

So m = 0. As above, the congruence fails unless possibly d € {n,n + 1}.

Suppose that d = n. Then the absolute value of p* — p? 1 — pF + p!*1 does not exceed
bp™ — p¢ — 1, where b € {0,2},0 < ¢ < n. Then the congruence cannot hold.

Suppose that d = n + 1. Then we can replace p¢ by 1, and then the absolute value
of p* — pIt1 — pk + p*1 does not exceed 2 + p™ + p”~ 1. If n > 2 then the congru-
ence above cannot hold. Let n = 2. We can assume that [ = 2 and then s ® s7P =
diag(1,1,1,a' 7P, a®*P, a'*% aP~1 q7172P q=27P). One checks straightforwardly that this
matrix is almost cyclic.

Proof of Theorem[L2l If G is of type A, then the result is contained in Theorem For
G of type Fg and Er see Lemmas and 19| respectively. The case with G = G4 is
covered by Corollary

Suppose first that V = V] ® V5 is tensor-decomposable, that is, both Vi, V5 are non-
trivial. Then s is cyclic on V; and on V, (Lemma [B.2(4)). If G is not of type A,,n > 1,
D,,,n odd, or Fg then every semisimple element of G is real and the result follows from
Lemma [3.2/(4).

Let G = D,,n > 3 odd. Let w = > p'u; be the highest weight of V, where u;’s are
p-restricted. Then V' = ®;Vi,,. By Lemma [4.30] the weights of V,;: u;» and hence of V,; are
of multiplicity 1, so, by Table 2, u; € {w1,wn—1,wn}. Then myg(V) < 2 by Lemma [4.7]

Next suppose that V' is tensor-indecomposable. By Steinberg’s theorem, V is a Frobe-
nius twist of a p-restricted G-module. So we can assume that V' itself is p-restricted.

Suppose first that w occurs in Table 1. Then dim V7’ > 1 and dim V7’ = dimV* =
ms(V) by Theorem [4.2(1), so (2) follows from the data in Table 1.

Suppose that w does not occur in Table 1. By Theorem [3.9] w occurs in Table 2. If
(G,p,w) = (Fy,3,wy) then the result follows from Lemma This completes considera-
tions of groups of the exceptional Lie types.

So we are left with classical groups (other than of type A,). The case with G = D,,,n >
4 is settled in Lemma for w = wy,—1 or wy, for w = w; see Lemma B.6(3). This implies
the result for an arbitrary p-restricted w in view of Theorem [B.9] and Table 2. A similar
argument works for G = B, n > 2,p # 2, with use of Lemmas .10l and @4l The case
By =2 (y is considered in Lemma 171

The case G = C,,p = 2 has been examined in Lemma 4l Suppose that G is of
type Cp, with p # 2. By Theorem B.9 and Tables 1,2 we have to inspect the cases with

w € {wy,wn—1+ p%%)n, p%lwn} as well as n = 3,p # 2,w = w3. The case with w = wy is
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trivial, the other cases are dealt with in Lemmas [£10] 4.9 and the remaining case (where
G = C3,p # 2,w = ws) is settled in Lemma (4.8 O

One easily observes that the exceptions in Theorem are genuine. It suffices to show
this for w € {3w1,p # 2, (1 +p*)w1}. Let diag(a,a™1) € SLy(F) be the matrix of s on V,,,.
Then the matrices of s on Vay,, Vaw, and Viq4ry,, are diag(a?,1,a=2), diag(a®,a,a!,a=3)
and diag(aPT!,aP~t a7 P~L a7PTY), respectively. If a2 = —1d, a® = 1 # a then s is almost
cyclic on Va,,,, Vi, , respectively, and ms(Vay, ) = ms(Vsw,) = 2. If @ is a primitive (p+ 1)-
root of unity then s is almost cyclic on Viy1 1y, and ms(Vipi1)w,) = 2.

Proof of Theorem [Tl The result follows from Theorem O

Proof of Corollary L3l Suppose the contrary, that ms(V) > dimV/2 > 1. By Theorem
L2 either ms(V) < 2, hence dimV < 4, or V is as in item (1), (2) or (3) of Theorem [[.21

Suppose first that dimV < 4. If dimV = 3 then G = Ay, p # 2, w = 2p'w; or G = As,
w € {p'wy,p'ws}. In the former case my(V) = 2 for s € SLy(F) implies s> = —1Id as
recorded in the corollary. The latter case is ruled out by Lemma 3.6l or by a straightforward
calculation. Let dimV = 4. Then G € {A, A3, By, Co}. In fact, if G = Ag then V is a
twist of the natural G-module, on which m4(V) < 1 for a regular semisimple element
s € G (Lemma B.6]). The cases with G = By and Cy are ruled out by Remark Let
G = A;. Then w is well known to be either 3p'w; (p # 2,3), or (p’ + p’)w; as recorded in
the statement.

The result is obvious if item (3) of Theorem [[.2 holds as dim V' > 27 for G = F.

Suppose that (2) of Theorem holds. Then m4(V) = dim V7 and inspection of
dim V/dim V7T in Table 1 yields a contradiction.

Suppose that item (1) of Theorem [[.2 holds so G is of type A,,. We can assume n > 1 as
otherwise ms(V) < 2 by Theorem [T and dim V' < 4; this case has been examined above.
In addition, we can assume that V is not a twist of the adjoint G-module as this is included
in case (2), unless n = 2,p = 3. In the latter case dimV = 7 and m4(V') < 2 by Theorem
I

By the above, we can assume that ms(V) > 2 and dimV' > 5.

So we assume that n > 1. If V is a twist of the irreducible G-module with highest
weight wy then we get a contradiction with Lemma 3.6

If V' is not a twist of the irreducible G-module with highest weight wy then dim V' >
n(n +1)/2 so dimV/ms(V) > n/2 and n/2 > 2 for n > 4. Suppose that n < 4 and
dimV <2(n+1). If n =2, this implies p # 2 and w € {2w1, 2wy }. However, in these cases
dimV = 6 and m4(V) < 2 by Lemma 28] so this case is ruled out. By [15, Appendices
A6,A7,A8], the highest weight w of V is plws if n = 3 and {p'wsy or p'ws} if n = 4 for some
integer t > 0. So either G = SLy(F), V=V, or G = SL5(F), V =V, or V,,,. As V,,,
Vs are dual for n = 4, it suffices to examine w = wy in both the cases. If n = 3 then V is
a twist of the natural module for D3 = A3 on which my (s) < 2 as s is regular (see Lemma
B.). If n = 4 then ms(V,,) < 2 by Lemma [£.23] and dim V,,, = 10, so this case is ruled
out. This completes the proof. U
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5 An application to a recognition problem for linear groups
over finite fields

There is a problem in the theory of linear groups over finite fields aimed to determining
the subgroups H of GL,(q) containing a matrix diag(Id,,, M), where M € GLy,_,(q) is
irreducible. The latest and most significant contribution to this project is made in [§],
where the authors solve this problem for m < n/2. The result of [§] can be also interpreted
as a classification of subgroups of GL,(q) containing a cyclic Sylow ¢-subgroup of GL,(q)
for some prime divisor ¢ of GL,(q), see [1]. Observe that the case where H is irreducible
in GL,(q) is the bulk of the problem.

In this section we contribute to the problem in the case where H is a quasi-simple
group of Lie type in defining characteristic p > 0 for p|g. Our purpose is to consider the
complementary case with m > n/2. Observe that the case with p fq is considered in [7].

Note that specializing the main theorem of [§] to the case where H is a quasi-simple
group of Lie type leads one to Examples 2.1, 2.4 and 2.9 in [8]. Then it is easy to observe
that Examples 2.1, 2.4 yield nearly natural representations of H (whereas Examples 2.9
are irregular cases arising for n < 9). The converse is also true, that is, if H is a quasi-
simple group of Lie type in defining characteristic p|¢ and p : H — GL,(q) is a nearly
natural irreducible representation then p(H) is as one of these examples. However, we do
not provide here the proof of this fact.

5.1 Representation of SLs(q) containing almost cyclic elements

Our primary goal here is to give an example with m = n/2 (see Lemma [5.0]), which is
essential for what follows.

Lemma 5.1. Let G = SLyo(F), let p be an irreducible representation of G with highest
weight (1 4 p')wy for some integer i > 1. Let s € G be a non-central semisimple element
such that p(s) is almost cyclic and mg(p) > 1. Then p(s) € PSLao(p') C GL4(p') and s is
conjugate in G to an element of SLa(p'), unless p # 2 and s® is conjugate to an element of
SLo(pt). In addition, the group p(SLa(p*)) is irreducible whereas p(SLa(p)) is reducible.

Proof. Let s = diag(a,a™") € SLy(F). Then p(s) = diag(a?*1,a? =1 a P! a7 P ~1), and
some of these eigenvalues coincide. Here a € F*, a®> # 1 as s ¢ Z(G). This implies
aP # a7P, aP' Tl £ aP'" and a7Pt # a1 So either a?P'H) =1 or o271 = 1,
and hence either sP ! € Z(G) or s» 7! € Z(G). If p = 2 then Z(G) = 1, and the group
SLy(2%) contains elements of order |s|; these are obviously conjugate to elements of (s). Let
p>2 If ab'tl =1 or a”'~! =1 then, similarly, s is conjugate to an element of SLs(p).
Let a?t1 = —1 or a” ~! = —1; then p(s) = (=1, -1, —a=2, —a?) € GL4(p") as s> € SLa(p?).
So p(s) € GL4(p'), as claimed.

Turn to the additional claim of the lemma. If ¢ = p® then the weight (1 + p')w; is
g-restricted, so p remains irreducible under restriction to SLy(q) (see [9, §2.11]). If ¢ = p
then plgr,q) = (T ® 7)|s14(g), Where T is the irreducible representation of G with highest
weight wi. It is well known that 7 ® 7 is reducible. U
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Lemma 5.2. Let G = SLo(F), G = SLs(q), ¢ = p* > p, and let p be an irreducible
representation of G with highest weight (1 + p')w, for some integer i > 1. Suppose that
p(Q) is conjugate in GL4(F) to an irreducible subgroup of GL4(p™), where m is minimal
possible. Then d fi and either d is even, i (mod d) = d/2 and m = d/2 ori (mod d) # d/2

and m =d.

Proof. Obviously, p(G) C GL4(q). Suppose that the group p(G) is conjugate to a subgroup
of GL4(Fy), where Fy is a subfield of F, and |[Fy| = p™. Then ml|d. (As F, is a vector
space over Fp, we have |[F,| = |Fp|/ for some integer j > 0, so ¢ = p? = (p™)7, whence
mj = d.) As p(G) is irreducible, i is not a multiple of d. (Otherwise p|g = Vi, |z ® Vi, g
is reducible.)

Suppose that Fy # Fg, so m < d.

By Zsigmondy’s theorem (see [11} 5.2.14]), if ¢> = p?¢ > p? (this holds by assumption)
and ¢> # 64 then there is a prime ¢|(¢*> — 1) = p?>® — 1 such that (£,p’ — 1) = 1 for every
j < 2d. Therefore, if Fy # F, (hence m < d) and g # 8 then (¢,p*™ — 1) = 1. Moreover,
(¢,p*™ —1) = 1. Indeed, otherwise ¢ divides (p*™ — 1, p*¢ — 1) = p(472d) _1 by [10, Hilfsatz
2(a)]. As (4m,2d) < 2d, the claim is true unless (4m,2d) = 2d, whence d|2m, and hence
2m = d. Therefore, [, is the quadratic extension of Fy. Let ¢> =640 G=SLy8),d=3
and |s| = 9. Then p(G) C GL4(8). As 2™|8, it follows that either 2™ = 8, as required, or
m = 1; in the latter case ¢(G) C GL4(2). However, GL4(2) has no element of order 9, so
we have a contradiction.

Finally, we show that ¢ is a multiple of d/2. Let v : F' — F be the mapping defined by
x — xP" for x € F. This extends to the mapping 7 : GLy(F) — GL4(F). Then 7(y) =y
for y € GL4(Fy) and 7 acts as an automorphism of order 2 on GL4(gq). Then the highest
weight of the representation p™ : h — 7(p(h)) for h € SLa(F) is p™(1 + p')w;. As T acts
trivially on GL4(Fp) and hence on p(G), it follows that 4 is a multiple of d/2, as claimed.

Let Fy = F,. By the above, d does not divide ¢, and we are left to show that ¢ is
not a multile of d/2. Suppose the contrary. Then the mapping x — xP* for x € F yields
the Galois automorphism of F, of order 2. It follows that the trace of every element
p(h),h € H lies in the subfield Fi, say, of index 2 in F,. Then p(H) can be realized over
F1, a contradiction. O

Corollary 5.3. Let K = GL4(p™) = GL(V'), where m > 1. Then for every j|2m, j > 1,
there is an absolutely irreducible subgroup G; = PSLy(p’) of K. In addition we have:
(1) ifp#3 andt € Gy, j > 1, is of order (p +1)/(2,p + 1) then t is almost cyclic and
(2) if p=3, j is even and t € G; of order 4 then t is almost cyclic and m(V') = 2.

Proof. Let G be as in Lemma 5] and let p be an irreducible representation of G with

highest weight (1 +p)wi. If jlm then G; := p(SLa(p?)) = PSLo(p?) is irreducible for j > 1

by LemmaB.Il Obviously, G;j C GL4(p’) C GL4(p™). If j fm then j is even. Take i = j/2

in Lemma 501 Then G; = p(SLa(p?)) is irreducible and G; C GLy(p'/?) C GLy(p™) as
j/2 divides m.
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If p # 3 then let s € SLa(p) C SLa(p?) be of order p + 1. By Lemma [5.1] s is almost
cyclic on V and my (V) = 2.

If p = 3 then SL3(9) C SLy(p’) has an element of order 8. As above, take i = 1 in
Lemma Bl Then t = p(s) € Gj is is almost cyclic and my(V) = 2. O

Remark 5.4. It is not true that the irreducible subgroups of GL4(F') isomorphic to G; =
PSLy(p?) are conjugate even if they contain elements s with m4(V) = 2. Indeed, let p;
be an irreducible representation of G = SLy(F) with highest weight (1 + p%)wy, i|j, i < 7.
Set Gij = pi(SL2(p’)). Then Gjyj is irreducible and G;; = G;. Let s; € SLa(p’) be of
order p' + 1 and t; = p;(s;) € Gij. Then t; has eigenvalue 1. Let i’|j, and i # i’ < j.
Then py(s;) € G;; does not have eigenvalue 1. Therefore, p; and p; are not equivalent and,
moreover, G;; and Gy are not conjugate in G Ly(F').

Lemma 5.5. Let q be a p-power, and r > 1 an integer. If r # 1 then there exists an odd
prime £ such that ¢ divides q" + 1 and does not divide ¢/ — 1 for j < r. This remains true
forr =1 unless g =8 or ¢+ 1 is a 2-power. In the exceptional cases q + 1 is an £-power.

Proof. By Zsigmondy’s theorem (see [IT, 5.2.14]), if ¢ = p?>? > p? and ¢ # 64 then there
is a prime £|(¢> — 1) = p?? — 1 such that ¢ J(p? — 1) for every j < 2d. Clearly, ¢ is odd here.
If ¢> = 64 then take ¢? = 9. If ¢ = p then let ¢ be the maximal prime dividing ¢ + 1. If
¢ # 2 then ¢ J(q — 1) as desired. Otherwise, / = 2 and ¢ + 1 is a 2-power, and the claim
follows. O

Lemma 5.6. Let H = GL4.(q) = GL(V), q" # 3. Then there exists an irreducible subgroup
Y 2 PSLy(q¢*") of H and h € PSLy(q") C Y such that |h| is a prime power, h is almost
cyclic on V and the multiplicity of eigenvalue 1 of h equals 2r. Moreover, V. = Vi 4+ Vs,
where V1 is the 1-eigenspace of h, hVa = V5 and h acts irreducibly on V. If r # 1 then h
can be chosen of prime order.

Proof. In assumptions of Lemma 51 set G = SL2(¢*") and i = r. By Lemma [5.5, there
exists s € SLa(q") C G be such that |s| is a prime power, |s| divides ¢" + 1 and does not
divide ¢?* — 1 for any positive integer t < r. If r # 1 then we can choose s to be of a prime
order. In addition, we can choose s to be of odd order unless r = 1 and ¢ + 1 is a 2-power.

Set h = p(s). By Lemma[G51] p(G) is irreducible and contained in GL4(q") (see Lemma
(.2). Let V' be the underlying space of GL4(q"). Then h = p(s) is conjugate in GL4(q")
to a matrix diag(1l, A,1), where A € GL2(q"). As det A = 1, it follows that A does not
have eigenvalue 1. Therefore, V' = V/ 4+ Vi, where V] is the 1-eigenspace of h on V' and
sVy =Vj.

Next embed GL4(¢") into GL4r(q) by viewing F,r as a vector space over F,. Then
V{,Vy and V' can be viewed as vector spaces V1, V2, V, say, over F,, and we have dimV; =
dim V5 = 2r. We claim that h is irreducible on V5. Indeed, if h is reducible on V5 then |A|
divides ¢/ — 1 for j < 2r and also ¢*" — 1, hence ¢(*/) — 1 by [10, Hilfsatz 2(a)]. So we can
assume j|2r, hence j < r. As the order of h is equal to |s| or |s|/2, we conclude that h is
irreducible on V5 unless |h| = |s|/2, in particular, |s| is a 2-power. This happens only when
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g+ 11is a 2-power and then we can choose s with |s| = ¢ + 1. Then (¢ — 1)/2 is odd, so
|h| = (¢+1)/2 divides ¢ — 1, which implies ¢ + 1 = 4. This contradicts the assumption. [

5.2 Regular semisimple elements in representations of quasi-simple finite
groups of Lie type

Recall that the notions of cyclic and almost cyclic elements are meaningful for elements
g € GL,(F) for any subfield F} of F, that is, we simply apply the definition to g as an
element of GL,(F).

Lemma 5.7. Let G be a finite quasi-simple group of Lie type in defining characteristic
p >0, let V' be a non-trivial irreducible F,G-module for some p-power g, dimV > 2 and
V=V®F. Let s € G be a regular semisimple element and let ms(V) be the maximal
eigenvalue multiplicities of s on V. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on V. and mg(V) >
dim V/2. Then G is isomorphic to SLa(q"), or PSLa(q") for some p-power ¢'. Let p be
the representation afforded by V. Then we can assume that G = SLy(q') and one of the
following holds:

(1) dimV = 3, p(G) = PSLy(q"), q is a power of ¢, p# 2 and s> € Z(G);

(2) dimV =4, p# 2,3, p(G) = SLy(q), q is a power of ¢ and s* € Z(G);

(3) dimV =4, p(G) = PSLy(¢), ¢ > p, ¢° is a ¢-power, and if ¢ = 3! then | is not a
prime;

(4) dimV =4r, r > 1, p(G) = PSLy(q'), ¢*" is a power of ¢, and my(V) = dim V/2.

Proof. Let G be a simply connected simple algebraic group such that G = G? and o is
some Steinberg endomorphism of G. Saying that s € G is a regular semisimple element
means that s is regular in G.

(i) Suppose first that V is absolutely irreducible. Then V extends to a G-module V.
By Corollary L3, G is of type Ay, so G =2 SLy(F) and 3 < dimV = dimV < 4. We will
also use p to denote the corresponding representation of G.

Then G = SLy(q') for some p-power ¢'. Let s € G and let diag(a,a™!) with a® # 1 be
a conjugate of s in SLy(F).

If dimV = 3 then p # 2 and V is a Frobenius twist of the irreducible G-module with
highest weight 2wy ; the matrix of p(s) is diag(a?,1,a~2), which is cyclic unless a? = a2,
and hence s> = —Id € Z(G). One observes that such s is conjugate to an element of
SLy(p). So s € SLa(q") whenever SLa(q") € SLa(q), equivalently, ¢ is a ¢’-power.

Let dimV = 4. Then V is a Frobenius twist of the irreducible G-module with highest
weight 3wy (for p # 3) or (1+pw;) for some i > 0. By Lemma[3.13] we can assume that the
highest weight of V is 3w or (1+ p‘w;). In the former case p(G) = SLo(q') and the matrix
of s on V is diag(a®,a,a™!,a=3). If this matrix is not cyclic then either a® = 1,p # 3, and
hence s® € Z(G), as required, or a* = 1 in which case s is not almost cyclic. In the latter
case ¢ > p, p(G) = PSLy(q') and the matrix of s on V is diag(a? ™1, a?" 71, a P 1 7P~ 1),
If this matrix is not cyclic then either ¢?P**2 =1lor a2p1’_2 =1 or a®' = 1; the latter implies
a®? = 1, which is false as s is regular. If a®'*2 = ¢?'~2 then a* = 1, whence p # 2 and
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a? = —1. One checks that s is not almost cyclic on V in this case. In two other cases s

is almost cyclic on V. By Lemma 5.2l p(G) is contained in GL4(q') or GL4(v/q'), whence
q? is a power of ¢. If p # 3 then SLy(¢') has an element s in question for every ¢’ (see
Corollary 5.3)), so (3) holds in this case (provided ¢ > p).

Let p = 3 and let ¢ = 3™ for some m > 1. By Corollary B3] if ¢/ is a square then
SLy(q") contains an element s with properties required. Suppose that ¢’ is not a square.
Then ¢’ = 3! with [ odd, and I > 1 (as ¢’ > p = 3). By Lemma[5.2] ¢/ is a minimal 3-power
x such that p(SLa(q")) € GL4(x). So GL4(¢") € GL4(q), and hence ¢ is a power of ¢'.

Suppose that [ is a prime. By Lemma 5.1, s is contained in a subgroup isomorphic to
SLy(p'), so |s| divides 3% — 1, and also 3% — 1 as s € SLy(3'). By [10, Hilfsatz 2(a)], |s]
divides 3(3»2) —1. As [ is a prime, (2i,21) € {2,1,21}, so either (i,1) = 1 or I]i. In the latter
case p(SLa(q')) is reducible by Lemma 5.2l So (i,]) = 1 so |s| divides 32 — 1 = 8. As [ is
odd, we have (3' & 1,8) # 4,whence |s| = 4, but then p(s) is not almost cyclic.

Suppose that [ is not a prime, and let I’ be a prime with I’|l. Let ¢ = I’ and let s € SLa(q")
be of order 3" + 1. Then the group p(SLa(¢')) is irreducible by Steinberg’s theorem (see
[9, §2.11]), p(s) is almost cyclic and ms(V) = 2 by Lemma 5.1l This completes the proof
of the case with dimV = 4.

(ii) Suppose that V' is not absolutely irreducible. Then, by Schur’s lemma, the central-
izer of p(G) in End(V) is a field Fy, say, and |Fy| = ¢" for some r > 1. It follows that

p(G) C GLy,,(¢") C GL(V) ([11, Lemma 2.10.1}).

Therefore, V =V ® F as an FGLy(q")-module is a direct sum Vi®---®V,, where
Vi,...,V, are irreducible FGL,, /T(q”)—modules that are Galois conjugate to each other
(by Gal(F,/F;)), and each Vy,...,V, is absolutely irreducible as F'G-module, see [11]
Lemma 2.10.2]. Then dimV = rdim V';. Note that dimV; > 2. (Indeed, if dimV; = 2
then the eigenvalues of s on V; are ai,ai_l, where +1 # a; € F. As my(V) > 1, we have

a; € {aj;, aj_l}, hence s is not almost cyclic on V, a contradiction.) So r < dim V/2.

Clearly, s is almost cyclic on each Vi,...,V,. As these are Galois conjugate to each
other, it follows that ms(V) < ms(V1) + -+ ms(V,) = r-ms(V1).

As above, each Vi,...,V, extends to a G-module. By Corollary L3, m,(V;) <
dimV;/2 for every i = 1,...,r (which is a contradiction so the result follows), unless
possibly when G is of type A; and dim V; = 3,4. So we can assume that G = SLy(F) and
then G = SLy(q') for some p-power ¢'.

Since s is almost cyclic on V and s,s™! are conjugate in G, the eigenvalue of s of
multiplicity greater than one is 1 or —1 (Lemma B.2l(4)).

If dimV; = 3 and ms(V1) > 1 then s? € Z(G), and s is almost cyclic on V implies
dim V = 3, which is a contradiction as r > 1.

Let dimV; = 4. If the highest weight of V' is 3p‘w; with p # 2,3 then s € Z(G).
Then s is conjugate to an element of a subgroup SLs(p). The restrictions of V; to SLa(p)
for j = 1,...,r yield isomorphic modules. As s is almost cyclic and r > 1, this is a
contradiction.

Suppose that the highest weight of V; is (1 + p*)wi. Then p;(G) = PSLy(F) for every
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j=1,...,r,s0 Z(QG) acts trivially on V.

By the above, V is an irreducible FGL,, /r(¢")-modules and absolutely irreducible as
FG-module, that is, p1(G) = p1(SL2(q’)) is absolutely irreducible subgroup of GL4(q"). By
(3), ¢*" is a power of ¢, as claimed in (4). In addition, m(V1) € {1,2}, so ms(V) € {1,2r}
as required. O

Observe that the case (4) is genuine. Indeed, by Lemma 5.6, if ¢*" = ¢/ then GLy,(q)
contains an irreducible subgroup isomorphic to PSLs(¢’) in which some element s of prime
order is almost cyclic on V, mg4(V) = dim V/2 and s is irreducible on (1 — s)V.

Remark 5.8. One can wish to further refine item (4) of Lemma [5.7 by determining ¢’ and
the irreducible groups X = PSLy(q¢") C GLyr(q) up to conjugacy. However, we shall not
work in this direction. Observe that, in notation of Lemmal[B.7(4), p(G) remains irreducible
in some larger groups G'Ly,-(¢'). For instance, let ¢ be an arbitrary prime such that (4r,t) =
1. If pis reducible in GLy,-(q") then p(PSL2(q")) = p1(PSLa(q'))®- - -Dps(PSLa(q")), where
t|4r. This is a contradiction.

Proof of Theorem [L4l. The main assertion of the theorem follows from Lemma (.71

We will then prove the converse claim. If 4|dim V' then this follows from Lemma
If dimV = 3, p # 2 then consider an irreducible representation p of SLy(F') with highest
weight 2wy, and set p = plgp,(y). Then for s € SLy(¢') with s> = —Id we have p/(s) =
diag(—1,1,—1) under a suitable basis of V. O

Corollary 5.9. In assumptions of Lemma .7 suppose that ¢ = 2. Then item (3) or (4)
Lemma 5.1 holds and ¢' = 2%". In addition, p(G) C SOL.(q).

Proof. Tt is obvious that (1) and (2) of Lemma[5.7 do not hold. Let ¢’ be as in Lemma 5.7
If (3) holds then ¢’|4 and ¢ > 2, so ¢’ =4 as required. Let (4) hold. Suppose the contrary,
that ¢/ < 22". We have seen in the proof of Lemma Bl that V@ F =V, & --- & V,,
where V1,...,V, are irreducible SLy(F)-modules of dimension 4, s is almost cyclic on
each V; and my(V;) =2 for Il = 1,...,7. Let w = (27 + 2")w; be the highest weight of
Vi, where 1 < j < i. By Lemma B3] we can assume here that j = 1. By Lemma (.11
s is conjugate to an element of SLo(2%) and p;(s) is conjugate to an element of GL4(2%),
where p; is the representation afforded by V;. As s is almost cyclic on V, the modules
Vi SLo(2¢) for I =1,...,r are pairwise non-isomorphic. In addition, these are twisted (or
conjugate) to each other by elements of the Galois group Gal(Far /Fo). It follows that i = r
and w = (1 +2")wi. So ¢ is a power of 2" and 2" is a power of ¢’ by Lemma [5.7/(4).
Here ¢’ # 2" as p;(G) is irreducible (see Lemma [5.1). So ¢’ = 2% and G = SLy(2?") as
claimed. In addition, pi(G) C O; (2"), and hence p(G) C O,,.(2) by [10, Hilfsatz 1(d) and
Bemerkung at page 148]. O
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5.3 Non-regular semisimple elements in representations of quasi-simple
finite groups of Lie type

In order to deal uniformly with p = 2 and p > 2 we denote by SOg(F') the connected
component of the orthogonal group Og(F).

Lemma 5.10. Let s € G = Sping(F') be a non-central semisimple element, and V the
natural G-module. Suppose that s is almost cyclic on V.

(1) If X is an eigenvalue of s on V of multiplicity mgs(V) > 1 then X\ € {1,—1} and
either 1 or —1 is not an eigenvalue of s.

(2) Let G =23Dy(q) and s € G. Then s is reqular.

Proof. Set H = SOg(F) and let h := G — H be the representation of G with highest
weight wi.

(1) By Lemma Bl A~! is an eigenvalue of s on V of multiplicity equal to that of \. As
s is almost cyclic on V', we have A € {1, —1}. The l-eigenspace and the —1-eigenspace are
well known to be non-degenerate and of even dimension. As s is almost cyclic on V', both
1, —1 cannot be eigenvalues of s. It follows that Cg(s) is connected, see [28, Lemma 2.2].

(2) Let Vi C V be the eigenspace of dimension m4(V'). We have V =V} @& V3 for some
s-stable subspace V5 of V, and s is cyclic on Vo. Then Cg(h(s)) contains the subgroup
Y1 = dlag(SO(Vl),Id)

Suppose the contrary, that s is not regular. Then Cg(s) and hence Cr(h(s)) contains
a unipotent element v # 1. If dim V; = 2 then w is a transvection, however, H contains no
transvection. So dimV; € {6,4}.

It is known that Cg(s) is a reductive group and contains a maximal torus 7" of G [20),
Theorem 5.8].

Note that G = Sping(F') is the universal group of type D4. Let o be the Steinberg
endomorphism of G such that G = G? := {g € G : 0(g) = g}. In particular, o(s) = s and
hence 0(Cq(s)) = Cg(s). Then Cg(s) = Ca(s)? is a group of maximal rank in G in terms
of [13]. Maximal subgroups M of maximal rank in G are determined in [13], and those
containing a non-trivial unipotent element are listed in [I3, Table 5.1]. This tells us that
M contains a normal subgroup M; isomorphic either to SLa(q) o SLa(q3) or to SL3(q) or
to SU3(q), and the quotient M /M is abelian.

Let Y be the semisimple part of Cg(s). Then A(Y) =Y.

Suppose first that dimV; = 6. Then Y = D3 = A3 = SLy(F).

Obviously, the restriction of o to Y is a Steinberg endomorphism of Y. Steinberg
endomorphisms of simple algebraic groups are classified, see [16, Theorem 22.5 and Table
22.1]. In particular, Cg(s)? contains Y7 = SL4(q) or SUs(q). However, none of these
groups is contained in M.

Suppose that dim V; = 4. Set X = Ca(Y)° so XV; =V for i = 1,2 and X acts trivially
on V. Clearly, 0(X) = X. Set K = XY; then 0(K) = K and the rank of K equals 4.
Therefore, K := K7 is a subgroup of maximal rank in G and hence K C M by the above.
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Observe that X =Y = Sping(F') = X;0Xy, where X; = Xy = SLy(F). Aso(X) =X,
we have either (i) o(X;) = X; for i = 1,2 or (ii) 0(X;) = X3 and 0(X32) = X;. We show
that (ii) does not hold.

Indeed, by Steinberg’s famous theorem [16, Theorem 21.5], a surjective endomorphism
of G is either Steinberg or an automorphism. It follows that o’ is Steinberg for every i > 0.
In particular, o2 stabilizes X; and X,. Moreover, o3 acts on maximal tori 7" of H and of
K by sending t € T to tq3, and hence stabilizes X; and X, too. For a moment view o as
the abstract group isomorphism H — H. Then o = 0302 must stabililze X; and Xs.

So (i) holds. Similarly, Y = Spins(F') = Y1 0 Yy, where Y1 = Yo = SLy(F) and o
stabililzes both Y; and Yq. Therefore, each group X¢, X9, Y{ and YJ contains a subgroup
isomorphic to SLs(p), and hence K contains a subgroup isomorphic to some central product
of four copies of SLy(p). However, one easily observes that M contains no subgroup of this
kind. This contradiction completes the proof. O

The following result extends Theorem B.I7] to finite groups of Lie type. Observe that
we use isomorphims SLy(q) = Sping (q) and SUy(q) = Sping (q) to interpret an irreducible
6-dimensional module for the first group as a twist of the natural module for the second
one. Similarly, we use isomorphims Sp4(q) = SOs5(q) to interprete the irreducible module
with highest weight wo for one of these groups as the natural module for another one.

Theorem 5.11. Let G be a universal quasi-simple group of Lie type and ¢ a non-trivial
irreducible F-representation of G. Let s € G be a non-reqular non-central semisimple ele-
ment. Suppose that ¢(g) is almost cyclic. Then G € {SLp+1(q),n > 1,SUp41(q),n > 1,
Spinan+1(q),n > 3, q odd, Span(q),n > 2, Spinécn(q),n > 3} and dim¢ is equal to

n+1,n+1, 2n+ 1, 2n, 2n, respectively.

Proof. It is well known that ¢ extends to a representation of a simply connected sim-
ple algebraic group G such that G = G° for a suitable Steinberg endomorphism of
G. We have s € G. By Theorem BI7 G € {SL,1(F), Spingni1(F),n > 3, p >
2, Spon(F),n > 2, Sping,(F),n > 3} and dim¢ = n + 1, 2n + 1, 2n, 2n, respec-
tively. By the classification theorem of Steinberg endomorphisms of simple algebraic
groups, G =G € {SLn+1(Q)aSUn+1(Q)’ Spin2n+1(¢])’n >3, q Odd, Sp2n(Q)an > 2,
Spinécn(q),n > 3,3D4(q),2C3(q)}. As s € G is non-regular, we exclude from this list the
groups SLy(q) = SUs(q) and 2Cs(q), as they have no non-regular non-central element.
The group 3Dy4(q) must be dropped in view Lemma EI0 Indeed, every irreducible rep-
resentation of G = 3Dy(q) of degree 8 is a twist of the natural representation of G with
an automorphism 7, say, of G. Obviously, if 7(s) = t and p(t) is almost cyclic then so
is p7(s) = p(7(s)). So Lemma [5.10/(2) extends to every irreducible representation of G' of
degree 8. O

Proof of Theorem [L6l If p is viewed as a representation into GL,(F') then p = p1 ®--- @ py,
where p1, ..., pi are Galois conjugate irreducible representations of G' into G Ly, (F), see
[11, Lemma 2.10.2]. Each p;, 1 <i <k, extends to a representation 7; : G — G L,/ (F),
where G is a simple simply connected algebraic group such that G = G? for a Steinberg
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endomorphism o of G ([9, §2.11]). Obviously, 7;(g) is almost cyclic for ¢ = 1,..., k. Then
the result follows from the definition of a nearly natural representation of G and Theorem
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Table 1: The p-restricted irreducible representations of G whose non-zero weights
are of multiplicity 1 and the zero weight space is not one-dimensional

G highest weight | weight 0 multiplicity dimension
An,n>1, pf(n+1) w1 + wy, n n2 + 2n
(n,p)#(2,3),p|(n+1) w1 + Wn n—1 n2+2n71
A3, p>3 2ws 2 20
Bp,n>2,p#2 wo n m?+n

p|(2n+1) 2wy n % +3n—1
p f(2n+1) 2w n+1 2n? + 3n
By, p#2 2w 2 10
p#£2,5 2wy 2 14
Cn,n>2, 2w n 2% +n
(n,p) # (3,3) wo n—1ifp fn 2?2 —n—1
n — 2 if pin, 2n? —n—2
Co, p 72 2w1 2 10
p#2,5 2w2 2 14
Ci, p#2,3 wq 2 36
Dy, n>3,p#2 2w n — 2 if p|n, 2n? +n — 2 if p|n,
n—1ifp fn 2n?+n—1ifp fn
w2 n 2n?2 —n—1

p=2 wWo n—(2,n) 2n? —n — (2,n)

Eﬁa p= 3 w2 ) 77
pF3 6 78
E7, p#2 w1 7 133

p=2 6 132
Ly ws 8 248
Fy, p=2 w1 2 26

pF2 4 52

p#3 wy 2 26
G, p#3 wa 2 14
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Table 2: Non-trivial p-restricted G-modules whose weights are one-dimensional

G highest weight
Ay awi, 1<a<p
Ap,n>1 awi, bwy,, 0<a,b<p, w,l<i<n
caw;i+(p—1—cwit1, i=1,...,n—1, 0<c<p
B,,n>2 w1, Wn
Bg,p%Q,g wl,wg,p—;dwl erg,p—;lwl
Cp,n>1,p=2 w1, Wn
Cn,n>3,p#2 W1, Wn—1+ p—ggwm pQ;lwn
Co, p#2,3 OJ],OJQ,Wl"‘%BWQ,p;_lOJQ
Cs,p#2 w3
Dy, n>3 W1, Wn_1,Wn
Eg w1, We
FEq wr
F4,p:3 Wy
G2, p#3 W1
Gg,p:?) w1, w2
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