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ON SEMILINEAR REPRESENTATIONS OF THE INFINITE SYMMETRIC
GROUP

M.ROVINSKY

ABSTRACT. In this note the smooth (i.e. with open stabilizers) linear and semilinear representations
of certain permutation groups (such as infinite symmetric group or automorphism group of an
infinite-dimensional vector space over a finite field) are studied. Many results here are well-known
to the experts, at least in the case of linear representations of symmetric group. The presented
results suggest, in particular, that an analogue of Hilbert’s Theorem 90 should hold: in the case of
faithful action of the group on the base field the irreducible smooth semilinear representations are
one-dimensional (and trivial in appropriate sense).

Throught the paper, G denotes a permutation group.

Definition 0.1. A permutation group is a Hausdorff topological group G admitting a base of
open subsets consisting of the left and right shifts of subgroups.

If we denote by B a collection of open subgroups such that the finite intersections of conjugates
of elements of B form a base of open neighbourhoods of 1 in G (e.g., the set of all open subgroups
of G), then G acts faithfully on the set ¥ := [[;;c5G/U, so (i) G becomes a permutation group
of ¥, (ii) the shifts of the pointwise stabilizers G of the finite subsets T C ¥ form a base of the
topology of G. Clearly, G is totally disconnected.

In the most general setting, we are interested in the continuous G-actions on the discrete sets
(i.e. with open stabilizers; they are called smooth in what follows). In practice, the considered
G-sets are endowed with extra structures, e.g., of a vector k-space for a field k. In that case our
primary goal is a description of the smooth representations of G in the k-vector spaces, especially
of the irreducible ones. The smooth representations form a k-linear Grothendieck category with
@D,cs W& as one of many possible generators, where W = k[¥] and S C N is an infinite set.
However, structure of the k[G]-modules W®k can be quite complicated.

Here and throughout the paper, for any abelian group P and a set S, we denote by P[S] the
abelian group consisting of the finite formal sums ), a;[s;] for all a; € P, s; € S. If P is a left
module over a ring A then P[S] is naturally a left A-module.

For any group G and any field & there is a field extension K|k endowed with a faithful k-linear
G-action. Namely, as K one can take the fraction field of the symmetric algebra of a faithful
representation W of G over k. Then there is a natural surjection W ®; K — K of K-semilinear
representations of G. (The semilinear representations are defined in §I1)

This leads to the problem of describing smooth semilinear representations over K for a field
K endowed with a smooth faithful G-action. Another motivation for the study of the semilin-
ear representations comes from the guess that there are quite few smooth irreducible semilinear
representations. Two examples of this phenomenon are given by Theorems and [0.31

Theorem 0.2 (Hilbert’s Theorem 90). Suppose that G is precompact, i.e., any open subgroup of G
is of finite index. Then any smooth semilinear representation V' of G over K is trivial: the natural
map VE @xc K — V is an isomorphism, so V = @D, K for a basis I of the KGC -vector space VC.

In the case of finite G Theorem is shown in [I0, Satz 1]. It implies that (i) the functor
HY(G,—):V V& is an equivalence between the category of smooth semilinear representations
of G over K and the category of vector spaces over the fixed field K, (ii) the symmetric algebra of
any smooth faithful k-representation of GG is a generator of the category of smooth k-representations
of G, (iii) any cyclic smooth k[G]-module can be embedded into an arbitrary field extension K of

k endowed with a smooth faithful G-action trivial on k.
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For any set ¥, denote by &g the group of all permutations of V.

Theorem 0.3 ([7]). Let K = k(V) be the field of rational functions over a field k in variables
from a set ¥, endowed with the natural Sy-action by permuting the variables. Then any smooth
K -semilinear representation of Sy of finite length is isomorphic to a direct sum of copies of K.

Recall that length of an object of a concrete category is defined as the maximal number of its
proper subobjects in the chains of its subobjects. E.g., length is cardinality for the category of sets;
length is dimension for the categories of projective or vector spaces.

There is a (rather wild) description of all smooth semilinear G-actions on a given K-vector space
in the case when a dense subgroup of G is exhausted by precompact subgroups, cf. Appendix [Al
This description is quite explicit in the case when G is exhausted by open precompact subgroups.

Our principal examples of G will be permutation groups of G-type, cf. Definition €4l Typical
groups of G-type are the group Gy, or the automorphism group of an infinite-dimensional projective
space ¥ over a finite field Fy, or the automorphism group GLp, (V) of an infinite-dimensional vector
space W over a finite field IF,.

Such groups admit a dense subgroup exhausted by finite subgroups.

The standard generalization of the finite-dimensional representations of a permutation group
G is the notion of an admissible representation: a representation V of G is called admissible if
dim VY < oo for each open subgroup U C G.

It is well-known (cf., e.g., [9 §6 and references therein]) that over a field of characteristic zero
(i) any smooth cyclic representation of Gy is admissible and of finite length (cf., e.g., Lemma [4.3]),
(ii) the isomorphism classes of irreducible smooth representations of Gy are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with (finite) Young diagrams. However, the approach of loc.cite is different and I was
unable to find in the literature a description of all injective smooth representation of Sy.

One of the purposes of this note is to examine the similar questions in the context of semilinear
representations.

The results are as follows:

(1) a description of injective smooth representations of the automorphism group of a countable
U, which is either a set or a vector space over a finite field (Theorem [5.7));

(2) a smooth linear representation of a group of G-type is of finite length if and only if it is
finitely generated (Lemma [L.5]);

(3) for any smooth Gy-action on a field K, the category of smooth K-semilinear representations
of the group Gy is locally noetherian, i.e., any smooth finitely generated K-semilinear
representation of the group Gy is noetherian, cf. Corollary [6.G

(4) a generalization of the well-known cyclicity of finite-dimensional semilinear representations
of infinite semigroups to the cyclicity of certain smooth finitely generated K-semilinear
representation of G, for a large class of smooth G-actions on fields K (Lemma [0.1]);

(5) an example (K(Sy), K[V], K) of a triple (A, M, P) consisting of an associative unital ring
A, a noetherian A-module M and a simple A-module P such that (i) any quotient of M
by any non-zero submodule is isomorphic to a finite direct sum of copies of P, (ii) for any
integer N > 0 there is a quotient of M isomorphic to a direct sum of N copies of P (Lemma
and Lemma [T.T} notations are in {II).

If K is the field of rational functions over a field k in variables enumerated by a set ¥ and G is
the symmetric group of ¥, there are some reasons to expect an explicit description of the indecom-
posable injectives of the category of smooth K-semilinear representations of G, cf. Conjecture
This is compatible with Theorem

0.1. Permutation groups and categories associated to collections of their subgroups. It
is well-known (e.g., [8, Exposé IV, §2.4-2.5] or [4] §8.1, Example 8.15 (iii)]) that the category Sm-G
of smooth G-sets and their G-equivariant maps is a topos. For a base B of open subgroups of G,
considered as a poset, let Cg be the small full subcategory of Sm-G whose objects are the images of
the contravariant functor B — Sm-G, U — [U] := G/U. Thus, any morphism in Cp is epimorphic
and Cp([U], [V]) := Mapsg(G/U,G/V) = (G/V)V ={ge G | gVg ' 2U}/V.
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We endow Cp with the maximal topology, i.e. we assume that any sieve is covering. Then
the sheaves of sets, groups, etc. on Cp are identified with the smooth G-sets, groups, etc.: F +—
lig F(U) (this is a smooth G-set, since any element in it belongs to the image of some F(U) and
UeB
the U-action on it is trivial by definition) and W s [U +— WUY].

1. SKEW GROUP RINGS AND SEMILINEAR REPRESENTATIONS

We use the following slightly more general setting.

Let A be a (unital) associative ring, G be a semigroup acting on A, i.e., a (unital) semigroup
homomorphism p : G — Endying(A) is given. Denote by A(G), = A(G) the unital associative
subring in Endz(A[G]) generated by the natural left action of A and the diagonal left action of G
on A[G]. In other words, A(G) is the ring of A-valued measures on G with finite support. Then
A(G) is a k-algebra, where k := AP(@) is the fixed ring. If p is injective then A(G) is a central
k-algebra.

More explicitly, as a left A-module A(G) coincides with A[G]. Multiplication is a unique dis-
tributive one such that (a[g])(b[h]) = ab?\9)[gh], where we write a for the result of applying of
h € Endying(A) to a € A.

An additive action of G on an A-module V is called semilinear if g(a-v) = a9 - gv for any g € G,
v €V and a € A. Then an A-module endowed with an additive semilinear G-action is the same as
an A(G)-module.

The principal example of A will be a field.

For a field K endowed with a G-action, a K-semilinear representation of G is a left K (G)-module.
We say that a K-semilinear representation of GG is non-degenerate if the action of each element of
G is injective. (Of course, this condition is redundunt if G is a group rather than a semigroup.)
We omit the G-action on K from notation and denote by k := K¢ the fixed field.

The non-degenerate K-semilinear representations of G form an abelian tensor k-linear category.
The category of smooth K-semilinear representations of G is also k-linear abelian.

The following result will be used in the particular case of the trivial G-action on the A-module
V (ie., x = idy), claiming the injectivity of the natural map A ® 4¢ V& — V (since Vg4, = V).

Lemma 1.1. Let A be a division ring endowed with a G-action G — Autying(A), V be a A(G)-
module and x : G — Aut4 (V') be an invertible G-action on the A-module V.

SetVy, :={w eV | ow = x(o)w for all 0 € G}.

Then Vy, is a A% -module and the natural map A ® 4c Vy =V is injective.

Proof. This is well-known: Suppose that some elements wi, ..., w,, € V, are AClinearly indepen-
dent, but A-linearly dependent for a minimal m > 2. Then w; = Z;’LQ Ajw; for some \; € A*.
Applying 0 — x(o) for each 0 € G to both sides of the latter equality, we get Z;”:z()\? —
Aj)x(o)w; = 0, and therefore, 37" 5 (A7 —A;)w; = 0. By the minimality of m, one has A7 —\; = 0 for
each o € G, s0 \j € A€ for any j, contradicting to the A%-linear independence of w1, ..., wy,. O

A K-semilinear representation V of G is called trivial, if the natural map V¢ ®, K — V (injective
by Lemma [[.T] with x = idy) is bijective, i.e., if V' is isomorphic to a direct sum of several copies
of K with G-action via p.

Now let the semigroup G be totally disconnected and the homomorphism p be continuous. (We
endow any set H C Maps(W¥, ¥s) of mappings between sets ¥; and Wy with topology, where a
base {U, }o of open subsets of H is indexed by the mappings « of finite subsets S, C ¥; to ¥y and
U, is the set of all elements of H with restriction a to Sy.)

Lemma 1.2. Let K be a field, G C Autgeq(K) be a group of automorphisms of the field K. Let
B be such a system of open subgroups of G that any open subgroup contains a subgroup conjugated,
for some H € B, to an open subgroup of finite index in H. Then the objects K[G/H] for all H € B
form a system of generators of the category of smooth K -semilinear representations of G.
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Proof. Let V' be a smooth semilinear representation of G. Then the stabilizer of any vector v is
open, i.e., the stabilizer of some vector v/ in the G-orbit of v admits a subgroup commensurable
with some H € B. The K-linear envelope of the (finite) H-orbit of v’ is a smooth K-semilinear
representation of H, so it is trivial, i.e., v" belongs to the K-linear envelope of the K -vector
subspace fixed by H. As a consequence, there is a morphism from a finite cartesian power of
K[G/H] to V, containing v" (and therefore, containing v as well) in the image. O

ExaMpPLE. For an integer N > 0 denote by (]\f,) the set of all subsets in W of order N. Let
S C N be an infinite set. Let G = Sg. Suppose that the G-action on K is faithful. Then
the objects K[(Z‘{l,)] & /\% K[v] = Q%Ik, [({s1,--cosnH < Thcicjen(si = s)[si] Ao Alsn] <
H1§i<j§N(si —s;)dsi A---Ndsy, for N € S form a system of generators of the category of smooth
K-semilinear representations of G.

The representation K [(;{j,)] is highly reducible: it will follow from Lemma that any finite-
dimensional k-vector space = of symmetric rational functions over k in N variables determines a
surjective morphism K[(%)] — Homy (2, K), [I] — [Q — Q(I)].

For any set ¥ and a subset T C ¥ denote by (i) Sy|r the pointwise stabilizer of T" in the group
Sw; (ii) Gw,r the setwise stabilizer of T"in the group Gy, i.e., the normalizer of Su|r in Gy. Then
(i) the assumptions of Lemma hold if B is the set of subgroups Gy 1 for a collection of subsets

T C ¥ with cardinality in S, (ii) K [(;{j,)] is isomorphic to K|Sy / Sy 7| for any T of order N. O

2. FINITENESS CONDITIONS ON PERMUTATION GROUPS
2.1. Roelcke precompact groups.

Definition 2.1. A permutation group G is called Roelcke precompact if the set U\G/V is finite
for any pair of open subgroups U,V C G.

ExXAMPLE. A locally compact group is Roelcke precompact if and only if it is profinite, since it
is a finite union of compact double cosets.

Lemma 2.2. The following conditions on a permutation group G are equivalent:

(1) tensor product of any pair of smooth finitely generated representations of G over a fized
field is again finitely generated,

(2) for any commutative ring C' endowed with a smooth G-action, any associative C-algebra A
endowed with a smooth G-action, any smooth finitely generated A(G)-module V' and any
smooth finitely generated C{(G)-module W the A(G)-module V- ®@c W is finitely generated,

(3) restriction of any smooth finitely generated representation of G to any open subgroup is
again finitely generated,

(4) G is Roelcke precompact,

(5) any open subgroup of G is Roelcke precompact.

Proof. The implications (B)= ) and @2)=(I]) are trivial.

@)= ([E). For any open subgroup H of G and any pair of open subgroups U,V of H the nat-
ural map U\H/V — U\G/V is injective. As U\G/V is finite, so is U\H/V, i.e., H is Roelcke
precompact.

(I)="). For any pair of subgroups U,V of G one has the following decomposition of the
representations of G: k[G/U] @y k[G/V] = Doece\(/uxav) kO], so k|G/U] @ k[G/V] is finitely
generated if and only if the set of orbits G\(G/U x G/V) 2 U\G/V is finite.

@)= (2). Any smooth finitely generated A(G)-module is a quotient of a finite sum of A[G/U;]
for some open subgroups U; of G, so tensor product of a pair of finitely generated A(G)- and C(G)-
modules is a quotient of a finite sum of A(G)-modules A[G/U;] ®@c C|G/V;] = A[(G/U;) x (G/V})]
for some open subgroups U;, V; of G.

)< @). For any pair of subgroups U,V of G one has the following decomposition of the
representations of U: k[G/V] = @oecpn\g v k[O], so k[G/V] is a finitely generated representation
of U if and only if the set of orbits U\G/V is finite. In particular, this shows implication (B])=-(4]).
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Any smooth finitely generated representations of G is a quotient of a finite sum of k[G/V;] for
some open subgroups V; of G, so restriction to an open subgroup U of G of a finitely generated
representation of G is a quotient of a finite sum of representations k[G/V}] for some open subgroups
Vj of G. This proves (3) if we assume (4)). O

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a Roelcke precompact group and U C G be an open subgroup. Then the set
of subgroups of G containing U is finite. In particular, (i) any ascending chain of open subgroups
eventually stabilizes, (i) any open subgroup is contained in a mazimal proper subgroup of G, (iii)
any open subgroup is of finite index in a subgroup with no finite extensions.

Proof. There is a bijection between subgroups of G containing U and certain subsets of U\G/U.
However, the set of subsets of the finite set U\G/U is finite. O

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a Roelcke precompact group. Then for any open subgroup U C G the finite
group Ng(U)/U acts transitively and freely on the finite set (G/U)Y.

Proof. For any open subgroup V C G the set (G/U)Y ={g € G | Vg C gU}/U is identified with
the set Maps,(G/V,G/U) (which is the semigroup Endg(G/V) if V. = U) by [g] — ([h] — [hg]),
@+ ¢([1]). This set is finite, since (G/U)Y embeds into the finite set V\G/U.
If U is a proper subgroup of gUg™! for some [g] € (G/U)Y then we get a strictly increasing
sequence of subgroups in G: U S gUg™! G g*Ug™2 & g3Ug_3U§ ..., contradicting Lemma 2.3 (i).
This means that the natural inclusion Ng(U)/U < (G/U)" is bijective. O

3. INJECTIVITY OF TRIVIAL REPRESENTATIONS AND ADMISSIBILITY

For an abelian group P and a set S we denote by P[S]° the subgroup of the abelian group P[S]
consisting of the finite formal sums ), a;[s;] for all a; € P, s; € S with ), a; = 0. If P is a module
over a ring A then P[S]° is naturally an A-submodule of the A-module P[S].

Recall, that an injection M < N in an abelian category is called an essential extension if any
subobject of N has a non-zero intersection with the image of M, cf. [I, Ch. 6, §2].

In Definition 4] below, a class of groups G (called the groups of &-type) will be introduced
satisfying the assumptions of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let G be a permutation group admitting a base of open subgroups B such that for
any V C U in B the group Ng(V)/V is finite and the (Ng(V)/V)-action on the set (G/U)YV D
(Na(V)U)/U = Ng(V)/(U N Ng(V)) is transitive, i.e., (G/U)Y = (Ng(V)U)/U. Let R be a
Q-algebra and M be an R-module considered as a trivial G-module.

Then any essential extension E of the R|G]-module M is a trivial G-module. In particular, if
M is an injective R-module then (when endowed with the trivial G-action) it is an injective object
of the category of smooth left R|G]|-modules.

Proof. Let E be an essential extension of M in the category of smooth left R[G]-modules. Any
element of E spans a smooth cyclic R[G]-module. Any smooth cyclic R[G]-module is isomorphic to
a quotient of a permutation module R[G/U] for an open subgroup U in a base of open subgroups.
I claim that the image of R[G/U]° in E has zero intersection with E, and in particular, with M.

Indeed, suppose that the image § € E of an element o € R[G/U]° is fixed by G.

The support of the element «, i.e., a finite subset in G /U, is pointwise fixed by an open subgroup
V € Bj; in particular, « is fixed by V. Then g« is well-defined for any g € Ng(V)/V. As the image
S of « is fixed by G (and in particular, by Ng(V)), the image of o/ := deNG(V)/V ga in E is
#(Ng(V)/V)pB. By one of the assumptions of the Lemma, the support of « is contained in a (finite)
(Ng(V')/V)-orbit, so the same holds for o/, unless o/ = 0. On the other hand, ¢ is fixed by Ng(V),
and thus, it is a multiple of the sum of the elements of a Ng(V)-orbit. But o/ € R[G/U]°, so this
multiple is zero, and therefore, 5 = 0.

This means that the image of R[G/U]° in E has no non-zero vectors fixed by G. Therefore, E is
a quotient of a sum of trivial G-modules R[G/U|/R|G/U]° = R, i.e., E is a trivial G-module. [
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Lemma 3.2. Let G be a Roelcke precompact group, B be a base of open subgroups of G and k
be a field. Suppose that the trivial representations k of any V' € B are injective as smooth k[V]-
modules. Then any smooth finitely generated k[G]-module W is admissible, i.e., dimy WY < oo for
any V € B.

Proof. As H°(V,W) is a direct summand of the k[V]-module W for any V € B, the natural
map HO(V,W) — Hy(V,W) is injective, so dimy H*(V,W) < dimy Ho(V,W). The k[G]-module
W is a quotient of @fil k[G/U;] for some open subgroups U; C G, in particular, Hy(V, W)
is a quotient of Ho(V, @Y, k[G/U;]), and thus, dimy, Ho(V,W) < SN dimy Ho(V, k[G/Ui]) =
Zij\il #[V\G/U;] < oo. Combining all these inequalities, we get dimy H°(V, W) < oco. O

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a Roelcke precompact group such that the group Ng (V') acts transitively
on (GJU)Y for all V C U from a base B of open subgroups of G and k be a field of characteristic
0. Then any smooth finitely generated k[G]-module W is admissible (but there exist infinite direct
sums among admissible k[G]-modules).

Proof. For any triple Uy C U; C V in B the projection (G/Up)Vt — (G/U)Y! is surjective, so its
restriction (V/Up)Yt — (V/Uy)Y! is surjective as well. This means that Ny (U;) acts transitively on
(V/Us)Yt, and thus, any open subgroup V of G satisfies assumptions of Lemma 3.1l Then Theorem
follows from Lemma [3.2] since any open subgroup V of G satisfies assumptions of Lemma [3.11 [

4. FILTERED REPRESENTATIONS AND LOCAL LENGTH-FINITENESS

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a group, W be a k|G]|-module for a ring k, B be a partially ordered set. Let
{Ua}acn be a partially ordered exhausting collection of k-submodules in W: W =, Uq. Let Gy
be a subgroup of the stabilizer in G of the k-submodule U,,.
Then length of the k[G]-module W does not exceed infgsup,>glengthyg, Ua-

Proof. Suppose that n := infgsup,> g lengthyg Us is finite and 0 = W1 S Wo & W1 G W2 &
; W, € W is a chain of k[G]-submodules in W. Choose some e; € W; ~\ W,;_; and 8 € B such
that egy,...,e, € Ug. Then 0 ; WQﬂUg ; WlﬂUﬁ ; WgﬂUg ; ; WnﬂUﬁ - Uﬁ is a chain
of k[Gg]-submodules in Ug of length n + 1, contradicting our assumptions. O

Corollary 4.2. Let G be a permutation group, B be a base of open subgroups of G. Let W be a

smooth representation of G over a field k. Then lengthy W < inf  sup lengthk[NG(H)}WH
VeB HeB, HCV

Proof. In Lemma 1] we take G = Ng(H) and Uy = WH. O

The following result is standard.

Lemma 4.3. Let C be a finite-dimensional k-algebra for a field k and A, B be associative unital
k-algebras. Let M be a simple A-module and N be a simple B-module. Suppose that Endg(N) = k.
Then (1) M @k N is a simple A ®y B-module, (ii) the A- (and A ® C-) module M @, C' is of finite
length.

Proof. (ii) is a trivial. (i) Fix a non-zero A ®j, B-submodule in M ®; N and a shortest non-zero
element v = 7 | m; ®n; in it, i.e., @ > 1 is minimal possible. Clearly, « is a generator of M ®j N
if a = 1, so assume that a > 1. If the annihilators of n; in B are not the same, say Ann(n;) is not
contained in Ann(n;), then (1 ® &)« is a shorter non-zero element for any £ € Ann(n;) \ Ann(n;),
contradicting to the minimality of a. There remains the case of coincident annihilators of ny, ..., ng.
In that case B/Ann(n;) —% N are isomorphisms. As Endg(N) = k, all these isomorphisms differ
by a non-zero multiple, and therefore, the images of the element 1 € B/Ann(ny) under -n; differ
by a non-zero multiple as well, i.e., the elements ny,...,n, are proportional, so finally, a = 1. 0O
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4.1. G-closed subsets. Let G C Sy be a permutation group. For a subset S C ¥ we call the set
UGS the G-closure of S. We say that a subset S C ¥ is G-closed if S = ¥&S. Any intersection

(), Si of G-closed sets S; is G-closed: as Gg, C ij s;, one has Gg,s = s for any s € oy i, so

s € UYsi = G for any 7, and thus, s € (); Si- This implies that the subgroup generated by Gg,’s is
dense in G g, (and coincides with Gn, s, 1f at least one of Gg,’s is open).

The G-closed subsets of ¥ form a small concrete category with the morphisms being all those
embeddings that are induced by elements of G.

For a finite G-closed subset 7' C ¥, (hiding G and ¥ from notation) set Aut(T") := Ng(Gr)/Gr.

4.2. Groups of &-type.

Definition 4.4. A Roelcke precompact group G is of G-type if (i) the maps (G/V)V — (G/U)V
are surjective for all V- C U from a base B of open subgroups of G, (ii) for each U € B the natural
projection Ny (V)\(G/U)Y — U\G/U is injective for sufficiently small V € B.

REMARKS. 1. The condition (i) is the transitivity condition from [3, p.5, §3.1]; (ii) is the
bijectivity condition of [3| p.5, §3.2].

2. Clearly, (i) any product of groups of G-type is again of G-type, (ii) a locally compact group
is of G-type if and only if it is profinite (as B we take the set of all normal open subgroups of G).

ExAMPLES. The following examples of groups GG of G-type are constructed as the groups of all
permutations of an infinite set ¥ respecting an extra structure on W. Thus, G is a closed subgroup
of the group Gy of all permutations of the plain set W. As a base B of open subgroups we take
the subgroups Gt for some exhausting collection of finite G-closed subsets T' C W.

(1) U is a plain set, i.e., G = Sy. Then (i) G/Gr is the set of all embeddings T" — ¥, (ii)
(G/G7)%" consists of the embeddings T' < T" (it is clear that Aut(T") := Ng(Gp)/Gp =
S acts transitively on (G/Gp)%7") and (iii) the rule [o] — (0(T) N T, 0y)nr) identifies
the sets G7\G/Gr and Ng,. (G )\(G/Gr)%r (if #T" > #T) with the set of pairs (Tp,t)
consisting of a subset Ty C T and an embedding ¢ : Ty — T

(2) G is the group of automorphisms of an infinite-dimensional vector space ¥ over a finite field
identical on a marked finite-dimensional subspace V', so all G-closed T' C W contain V. Then
(i) G/Gr is the set of all linear embeddings 7' < ¥ identical on V, and (ii) (G/Gr)%1’
consists of the embeddings 7' < T” identical on V. Clearly, (i) Aut(7”) is transitive on
(G/Gr)%r | (ii) the natural projection Ng, (G )\(G/Gr)%T" — Gr\G/Gr is injective, at
least if dim7” > 2dim 7.

(3) The automorphism group of an infinite-dimensional projective space ¥ = P(Fqs ) over a finite
field F,. Then G//Gr consists of the projective embeddings 7' < ¥ and (G/Gr)%T’ consists
of the projective embeddings T' < T”. The conditions of Definition 4] are verified in the
same way as in Example (2]).

Lemma 4.5. Let G be a group of S-type. Then, for any left artinian Q-algebra R, a smooth
R[G]-module is finitely generated if and only if it is of finite length. In particular, the category of
smooth left R[G]-modules is a locally artinian and locally noetherian Grothendieck category.

Proof. Any smooth finitely generated R|G]-module is a quotient of a finite sum of R[G]-modules
of type R[G /U] for some subgroups U from a fixed base B of open subgroups of G. Therefore, it
suffices to check that the R[G]-modules R[G /U] are of finite length.

Fix a base B of open subgroups of G as in definition of group of G-type, some U € B and set
U := G/U. As G is a group of &-type, ¥V = Hy /(Hy N (U/V)) is an Hy-orbit for all V € B,
V C U, where Hy := Ng(V)/V, so

(1) End i, (F[0V]) = FI9VHvOUNV) = B[(Hy 0 (U/V))\ 8]

for any finite field extension F'|Q. The natural projection (Hy N (U/V)\¥Y = (Ng(V)NUN\¥V —
U\V is injective for sufficiently small V, and therefore, length of the F[Hy]-module F[¥V] does
7



not exceed
dimp Endpg, | (F[®"]) = dimp F[(Hy N (U/V)\PY] < dimp F[U\P] = #[U\ 7).

For a fixed V, we choose F so that the F[Hy|-module F[¥"] is a sum of absolutely simple modules.
Clearly, length of the R[G]-module R[¥] does not exceed length of the (R® F')[G]-module (RQF)[V].
By Lemma .1}, length of the (R ® F')[G]-module (R ® F)[¥] does not exceed

sup length  pe gy, (R ® F) V).

VeB
On the other hand, by Lemma 3| (i), length pgmm, (R ® YY) = length pepy (R ® F) -
length pygr, | (F[¥V]), so finally, length pg pya)(R® F)[¥]) <lengthpyp(R® F) - #[U\V], which is
finite by Lemma 3] (ii). O

5. SMOOTH REPRESENTATIONS: COINDUCTION, SIMPLE OBJECTS AND INJECTIVES

5.1. Induction and coinduction. Let A C R be a pair of associative unital topological rings
with a base of neighbourhoods of 0 given by a collection of left ideals. The restriction functor
R-mod — A-mod admits a left adjoint R ®4 (—) (induction): Hom4(E, W) = Homgr(R®4 E,W).
Let R-mod®™ be the category of left R-modules such that any element is annihilated by an open left
ideal. Then the restriction functor induces a functor R-mod*™ — A-mod®™ admitting a right adjoint
(coinduction), sending a smooth A-module E to the smooth part of the R-module Hom4(R, E):
Homy (W, E) = Hompg(W,Homa(R, E)*™). Clearly, if a smooth A-module E is injective then
Homy (R, E)®™ is an injective smooth R-module. In particular, if the restriction to A of a smooth
R-module W is injective the adjunction morphism W — Hom 4 (R, W)™ gives an embedding into
an injective smooth R-module.

Our only examples of such topological rings will be skew group rings A(G) with the base of open
left ideals Iy indexed by a base B of open subgroups U of G, where Iy is generated by elements
u—1forallueU.

Lemma 5.1. For any group G, any finite collection H, ..., Hy of subgroups of G of infinite index
and any finite collection of {; € G one has G # Uf\;(]_[;\; &iiH;).

Proof. We proceed by induction on N > 1, the case N = 1 being trivial. Suppose that G =
Ufil(Hj‘il &ijH;) for some &; € G. If Hy and H; are commensurable for some s # t then G =

U, #(Hj]\/i[lH t:HsNH] {ijHi) for some 52’-]- € (G, contradicting the induction assumption, so we further
assume that H; are pairwise non-commensurable.

On a set of pairwise non-conmensurable subgroups of G define the following relation H; < Hy
if [Hy : Hy N Hy] < oco. This is a partial order: if H;y < Hy and Hy =< Hj then [Hy N Hy :
HiNHyN Hg] < [HQ : Ho N Hg] < 00 (since the natural map HiN HQ/Hl NHyNHy — HQ/HQ N Hs
is injective).

Let Hg be maximal among H; with respect to <. Fix { € G outside the set {1 Hs [[ -+ [[ s Hs-
Then ¢Hs C Ui¢s(Hin1 &i;H;). Omitting those &;; for which £H, N &;;H; = @ and replacing
appropriately the remaining ;;’s, we may assume that _l&j € H,.

Finally, Hs = U#s(]_[jj‘/il ¢71¢;H; N Hy), contradicting induction assumption. O

Lemma 5.2. Let G be a group and E be an abelian group. For any subgroup H 2 G define the
additive map

kg : E[G/H] — Maps(G,E) by elg]— (£~ e if £ € [g] forany e € F and g € G
i PSt v el 0 otherwise Y g '

Let {H;} be a collection of pairwise non-commensurable subgroups of G.
Then the map y, ku, : @, E|G/H;] — Maps(G, E) is G-equivariant (if Maps(G, E) is endowed
with the standard G-action: ¢9(§) := ¢(£g)), injective and factors through Maps(H\G, E).
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Proof. As ¢! € [g] if and only if (h&)™! € [g] for any h € H, ku([g))(h€) = ku([g])(€) for any
h € H, i.e., kg factors through Maps(H\G, E). Namely, kg transforms e[g| to the delta-function
with non-zero value e supported on [¢g7!] € H\G.

Suppose that ), kg, is not injective, so its kernel contains an element Zi\; 1 o for some non-
zero oy € E[G/H;,]. Let H;, be a maximal subgroup with respect to the partial order < defined
in the proof of Lemma 5.1l Then looking at the support of both sides of the equality —rg, (as) =
> its m;, (), we get an inclusion H;, C U, (1; Hi&;) into a finite union of cosets. But this
contradicts to Lemma [5.1] so ), kg, is injective.

To check the G-equivariantness (kg (eg’g]) (&) = rku(e[g])(€g")), it suffices to note that £~1 € [¢g]
if and only if (£¢)7! € [g]. O

Lemma 5.3. Let G be a Roelcke precompact group and H C G be an open subgroup. Let R be an
associative unitary ring endowed with the trivial G-action and E be a left R-module considered as
a trivial H-module. Suppose that there is a collection {Gp} of pairwise non-commensurable open
subgroups of G such that ), #{finite U-orbits in G/Gp} = #(H\G/U) for any U from a base
of open subgroups of G. Then the left R|G|-module W coinduced by E (i.e., the smooth part of
Hom gy (R[G], E) = Mapsy (G, E)) is isomorphic to P, E[G/G4].

Proof. Lemma provides a natural injective morphism >, ;ka @ @y E[G/GA] = W. To
check its surjectivity, we verify the surjectivity of the induced maps @, ; E[G/GA]Y — WU =
Maps(H\G/U, E), where U runs over a base of open subgroups of G. -

As WV is spanned by the delta-functions on G ;\G/U, it suffices to check the surjectivity in the
case F = 7, which in turn is equivalent to the cases where E runs over all prime fields. If F is
a field then the surjectivity is equivalent to the coincidence of dimensions of the source and the

target, i.e., to the equality ), #{finite U-orbits in G/Gp} = #(H\G/U). O

Proposition 5.4. Let G be the group of automorphisms of a countable W, which is either a set
or a vector space over a finite field, fixing a finite subset of V. Let R be an associative unitary
ring endowed with the trivial G-action, J C ¥ be a G-closed finite subset and E be a left R-module
considered as a trivial G j-module. Then the left R[G]-module coinduced by E is isomorphic to
@D\ E[G/Gh], where A runs over the G-closed subsets of J.

Proof. As G are pairwise non-commensurable, by Lemmal[5.3] we only need to construct a bijection
p: H\G/U — [[,{finite U-orbits in G/G,}, where H = G and U = Gy for T running over
the G-closed subsets of U. To each element [0] € H\G/U we associate the subgroup (H,cUc ™)
(generated by H and cUc 1) as G A(o) and the class [c7a of 1 in G/G\(s)- Clearly, these G (o)
and [0~ ']5 are well-defined and, in particular, [07']5(, is fixed by U. This gives rise to a map
n: H\G/U — [[,(G/Gx)Y. According to §4.1] Gare) = Gno(r)- It is easy to see that (i) 7 is
bijective and (ii) any finite Gp-orbit in G/Gy consists of a single element, so we are done. 0

5.2. Growth estimates. Let G C Sy be a permutation group such that for any integer N > 0
the G-closed subsets of length N form a non-empty G-orbit. For each integer N > 0 fix a G-closed
subset Wy C V¥ of length NV, i.e., N is the minimal cardinality of the subsets S C ® such that ¥y
is the G-closure of S.

For a division ring endowed with a G-action and an A(G)-module M define a function djs :
L0 — Lo U {00} by dyr(N) = dim 6y, (M),

Lemma 5.5. Let G be either Gy (and then q := 1) or the group of automorphisms of an F,-vector
space ¥ fixing a subspace of finite dimension v > 0. Let A be a division ring endowed with a
G-action. If 0 # M C A[G/Gy, ] for some n > 0 then dy; grows as a q-polynomial of degree n:

1 dm-l-n(N)
for some m > 0, where [s]; := #Vs and dn(N) is the number of embeddings V,, — ¥y induced by
elements of G, which is ([N]g — [0]¢) - ([N]qg — [n — 1]4).
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Proof. As ME*~ C A[Ng(Gyy)/(Na(Gyy)NGy,)] and (by Lemma [IT) A® cq, MCy — M C
A[G /Gy, ] is injective, there is a natural inclusion

A® 6y, MN < A[NG(Guy)/(No(Guy) N Gy,)] = AlAut(Uy)/ Aut(Un|0,)],

if n < N. (Here Aut(¥y|¥,,) denotes the automorphisms of ¥y identical on ¥,.) Then one
has dpf(N) < #(Aut(Vy)/ Aut(Pn|TP,,)) = ¢""dp(N). The lower bound of dy/(N) is given by
the number of G-closed subsets in Wy with length-0 intersection with W,,. Indeed, for any non-
zero element a € M C A[G/Gy, ] there exist an integer m > 0 and elements &,n € G such
that o is congruent to ) Aut(,,) boo for some non-zero collection {bs € A}seaut(w,) modulo
monomorphisms whose images have intersection of positive length with a fixed finite ¥,,. O

Let ¢ be either 1 or a primary integer. Let S be a plain set if ¢ = 1 and an F,-vector space if
g > 1. For each integer s > 0, we denote by (‘: )q the set of subobjects of S (G-closed subsets of
U, if S = V¥, where G = Gy if ¢ = 1 and G = GLp, (¥) if ¢ > 1) of length s. In other words,

(f )1 = (f ), while (f )q is the Grassmannian of the s-dimensional subspaces in S if ¢ > 1.

Corollary 5.6. Let G be either Sy (and then q := 1) or the group of automorphisms of an Fg-
vector space ¥ fixing a finite-dimensional subspace of V. Let A be a division ring endowed with
a G-action. Let = be a finite subset in Hom g (A[G/GT], A[G/G11]) for some finite G-closed
T"ST CW. Then

) any non-zero A(G)-submodule of A[(i)q] is essential;

(1
(2) there are no nonzero isomorphic A{(G)-submodules in A[G/Gr] and A|G/Gr];
(3) the common kernel V= of all elements of E is an essential A(G)-submodule in A[G/Gr].

Proof. () follows from the lower growth estimate of Lemma [5.5]

@) follows immediately from Lemma

B)) Suppose that there exists a nonzero submodule M C A[G/Gr] such that M N Vz = 0. Then
restriction of some £ € E to M is nonzero. If £|)s is not injective, replacing M with ker & N M, we
can assume that &|p; = 0. In other words, we can assume that restriction to M of any £ € E is
either injective or zero. In particular, restriction to M of some & € = is injective, i.e. £ embeds M
into A[G/Gr], contradicting to (2)). O

5.3. More notations and a description of injective cogenerators. Let G C Gy be a per-
mutation group. For a finite G-closed subset T' C W, denote by Vj‘wl’ the common kernel of all
morphisms of G-modules 7 : Z[G/Gr] — Z[G /G for all proper G-closed subsets 7" G T.

REMARKS. 1. In this definition it suffices to consider only maximal 7" and only the morphisms
7 induced by the natural projections G/Gr — G/Grv, since the elements of the Aut(7”)-orbits of
such 7’s generate Homa(Z[G/Gr), Z|G/G1/]).

2. Clearly, any endomorphism of Z[G//Gr| preserves V¥, so V¥ is an Endg(Z[G/Gr])-module.

3. For any subset S C T such that Gr = [);cg G} the induced map Z[G/Gr] = Z[[[;c5 G/G]
is injective and identifies V¥ with Z[G/Gr] N Q,cg V{‘f} C Qs ZIG/ G-

Let k be a field of characteristic zero and II(T) be the set of isomorphism classes of simple
E[Aut(T)]-modules. (E.g., in the case G = Gy the elements of II(T'), called Specht k[&Sr]-modules,
correspond to the partitions of cardinality of 7" and they are absolutely irreducible.) For each

a € TI(T) we choose its representative I'r, and set Dy := Endyauer) (I'1,0), so k[Aut(T)] =
@Docnir) Endp,, (I'1,a). Then there are canonical decompositions of k[G' x Aut(T)]-modules

k[G/Gr] = @ S:,\I{a @p, 1o and V@ @k= @ V:}Ija ®p, I'ra, where
acll(T) a€ll(T)
SY\I“I,a = Homk[Aut(T)} (PT@, k[G/GT]) and Vq‘{la = Homk[Aut(T)] (PT@, pr ® k)

The following results may be well-known to the experts.
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Theorem 5.7. Let G be the group of automorphisms of a countable ¥, which is either a set or a
vector space over a finite field, firing a finite subset of V. Let k be a field of characteristic zero.
Then the following holds.

(1) The E[G]-module ngja is simple for any T and any o € II(T). In particular, the k[G]-
module V:}I’ ® k is semisimple. Two k|G]|-modules V:}Ifa and Vflf’a, are isomorphic if and only
if T' = g(T) for some g € G and g transforms « to .

(2) Any simple smooth k|G]-module W is isomorphic to Vj‘{’a for some finite G-closed subset
T CV and a € II(T).

(3) The minimal essential submodule of any module M of finite length coincides with its maxi-
mal semisimple submodule (the socle), which is Vi ® k in the case M = k[G/G7].

(4) The smooth k[G]-module S:,‘I{a is an injective hull of V:;Ifa.

(5) The k[G]-module S%a is indecomposable for any T and any o € II(T). Two k[G]-modules
57‘11’70[ and S%,@, are isomorphic if and only if T' = g(T) for some g € G and g transforms
a to of. Any indecomposable injective smooth k[G]-module is isomorphic to S%a for some
T CV and a € II(T).

(6) The simple subquotients of the k|G]-module k|G /Gr] are isomorphic to V:;If@ for all finite
G-closed subsets T" C T and all o € TI(T").

Proof. Let us show first that (i) any smooth simple k[G]-module W can be embedded into k[G/Gr]
for a finite subset 7' C W, (ii) the smooth k[G]-module k[G/Gr] is injective for any finite T". Let
J C U be a finite G-closed subset such that W& # 0. By Lemma 311 the trivial k[G j]-module k is
injective, so (i) any surjection of k-vector spaces W&/ — k extends to a surjection of k[G j]-modules
7 : W — k, (ii) the smooth part of Maps. (G, k) is injective. Then 7 induces a non-trivial, and
thus injective, morphism W — Maps; (G, k), w + [g + 7(gw)]. By Proposition 5.4} this implies
(i) that W can be embedded into k[G/G,] for a subset A C J, (ii) the injectivity of k[G/Gr].

To see that any smooth simple k[G]-module W can be embedded into V¥ @k for a finite G-closed
subset T C ¥, we embed W into k[G/Gr]| for a minimal 7. Then W is, in fact, embedded into
V¥ ® k C k|G/Gr): otherwise W embeds into k[M] for a proper G-closed T' C T.

For any pair of finite G-closed subsets T' C T C ¥, let us construct natural isomorphisms

k[Aut(T)] = Endyq)(k[G/Grl]), Homy i (k[G/Gr], k[G/Gr]) — Homye)(Vy @ k, Vp @ k),

where the latter space vanishes if TS T, As k[Aut(T)] = @ aeri(r) Endp, (1), this will imply
that any endomorphism of k[G/Gr] or of V¥ ® k is a composition of a projector and an automor-
phism. One has Endyq(k[G/Gr]) = k[G/Gr])¢T = k[Ng(Gr)/Gr] = k[Aut(T)]. The restriction
Homy,q (k[G/Gr], k|G /G1/]) — Homk[G}(VfI’ ® k, k|G /G7]) is surjective, since k[G/G7v] is injec-
tive. On the other hand, it is injective, since any ¢ € Homyq(k[G/Gr], k[G/G7]) vanishing on
V¥ ® k factors through a k[G]-submodule of a finite cartesian power of k[G//Grpr] for a proper
G-closed T" S T, while Homy g (k[G/G7r], k|G/Gr]) = 0. Tt follows from definition of V¥ that
Homk[G}(VfI’ Rk, k[G/GT’]) = Homk[G](VfI’ Rk, VCZ\«If 0y k)

Next, let us show that the k[G]-module Vj\ﬂl’ ® k is semisimple. Assuming the contrary, pr ®
k contains an indecomposable W' > W; # 0 with simple W’/Wj. There is an embedding ¢ :
W' /W1 < k[G/Grp] for some finite G-closed T C . As k[G/Gp/] is injective, ¢ extends to
k|G/Gr) /Wy —s k|G /G1v], so gives rise to a non-zero morphism k[G/Gr] —— k[G/G7v], and thus,
#T > #T' if T is G-closed. If #T" < #T then (p’VT‘I’®k =0, so |y = 0, which is contradiction.
Thus, #1" = #T', which means that ¢ can be considered as an endomorphism in Endy)(k[G/GT]).
As ¢ is a composition of a projector and an automorphism, we may assume that ¢ is a projector.
Therefore, W' = o(W') & (id— ) (W), so ¢ embeds W' /W7 into o(W') and id — ¢ embeds W' /W
into Wh 2 (id — @) (W), so (p,id — ) : (W' /W) & W1 — (W) & (id — p)(W') is injective. As
the source and the target of (¢, id — ) are of the same finite length, (¢, id — ¢) is an isomorphism.

In particular, (W’'/W1) @ Wy =2 W’ contradicting to the indecomposability of W'.
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Our next task is to show that (i) the k[G]-module Vj‘{’ ., is simple for any T" and any « € II(T") and
(ii) two k[G]-modules Vj‘{’ ., and Vj‘% . are isomorphic if and only if 77 = g(T") for some g € G and g
transforms a to /. As we already know, VfI’ and V:}If are semisimple and Homk[G}(VfI’ , V:,‘«If) = 0 for
any finite G-closed subsets 7S 7" C W. This implies that Homy g (VyY, Vyy) = 0 if T and T" are
not of same length. Then it suffices to check that Homk[G}(Vij o VJ‘{’ /) is a division ring if &« = o/ or
is zero otherwise. One has Endyq (VY ® k) = Docnir) Ppenin Homk[G](Vj‘ﬂlja @Dy I'T s Vj‘{’ﬁ ®Dj
I'r5). The natural map k[Aut(T)] = @ ,erry Endp, (I'1a) = @aenir) Endk[G}(ng,’a ®pa I'1,a) is
bijective, and therefore, since the composition of this map with the inclusion into Endyq (pr ®k) is
also a bijection, the complementary summand @a,BeH(T), atB Homk[G} (ngja®Da I'ra, Vjﬁ%@[)ﬂ I'rp)
of Endy)(Vy¥ ® k) vanishes.

The coincidence of the minimal essential submodule, the maximal semisimple submodule and
the essential semisimple submodule is a general statement: any simple subobject of an object M
is contained in any essential subobject of M, while any non-zero object of finite length contains a
simple subobject. By Corollary @), V¥ ® k is essential in k[G/Gr]. As V¥ @k is semisimple,
we are done.

As we already know, k[G/Gr] is injective, so its direct summand S% ., is injective as well. As V¥
is the socle of k[G/Gr], the k[G]-module Vj‘{’a is the socle of 57‘11’7&. As the socle of 57‘11’70[ is simple,
S%’ ., 1s indecomposable.

By the evident induction on #7', the simple subquotients of the k[G]-module k[G/Gr] are iso-
morphic to the direct summands of the k[G]-modules V¥ ® k for all 7/ C T. As any simple
k[G]-module is a quotient of k[G/Gr]| for an appropriate T' C ¥, we get the claim. O

6. NOETHERIAN PROPERTIES OF SMOOTH SEMILINEAR REPRESENTATIONS OF Sy

Lemma 6.1. Let G be a group acting on a field K. Let U be a subgroup of G such that (G/U)V =
{[U]} (i.e., {g € G| gU C Ug} = U) and [U : UN (gUg™')] = oo, unless g € U. Then
Endg ) (K[G/U]) = KY is a field, so K[G /U] is indecomposable.

Proof. Indeed, Endg (K [G/U]) = (K[G/U))V = KV & (K[(G\U)/U))Y. As U(gUg™") consists
of [U:UN(gUg™")] classes in G/(gUg™ '), we see that (K[(G ~U)/U)Y = 0. O

ExXAMPLES. 1. Let ¥ be an infinite set, possibly endowed with a structure of a projective space.
Let G be the group of automorphisms of ¥, respecting the structure, if any. Let J be the G-closure
of a finite subset in W, i.e., a finite subset or a finite-dimensional subspace. Let U be the stabilizer
of Jin G. Then G/U is identified with the set of all G-closed subsets in ¥ of the same length as J.

2. By Lemma 6.1l K[G/U] is indecomposable in the following examples:

(1) G is the group of projective automorphisms of an infinite projective space ¥ (i.e., either ¥
is infinite-dimensional, or ¥ is defined over an infinite field), U is the setwise stabilizer in
G of a finite-dimensional subspace J C W. Then G/U is identified with the Grassmannian
of all subspaces in ¥ of the same dimension as J.

(2) G is the group of permutations of an infinite set ¥, U is the stabilizer in G of a finite subset
J C U. Then G/U is identified with the set ( #\&I’ ) of all subsets in ¥ of order #J.

(3) G is the automorphism group of an algebraically closed extension F' of a field k, U is the
stabilizer in G of an algebraically closed subextension L|k of finite transcendence degree.
Then G/U is identified with the set of all subextensions in F'|k isomorphic to L|k.

Lemma 6.2. Let G be a group acting on a field K. Let U C G be a subgroup such that an element
g € G acts identically on KY if and only if g € U. Then there are no irreducible K -semilinear
subrepresentations in K[G /U], unless U is of finite index in G. If G acts faithfully on K and U is
of finite index in G then K[G /U] is trivial.

EXAMPLE. Let G be a group acting on a field K; U C G be a maximal proper subgroup. Assume
that KU # K¢, Then we are under assumptions of Lemma
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More particularly, if G = Sy, U = Gy,1 (so G/U = (;I)) and KSv7 #£ k := KS? for a finite

subset I C ¥ then there are no irreducible K-semilinear subrepresentations in K [(;'I)]

Proof. By Artin’s independence of characters theorem (applied to the one-dimensional characters
g: (KY)* — K*), the morphism K[G/U] — [I(xvyx K, given by >° bglg] — (32, bg.f?) pe(xvyx
is injective. Then, for any non-zero element o € K|[G/U], there exists an element Q € KV such
that the morphism K[G/U] — K, given by Zg bglg] — Zg by@?, does not vanish on o. Then «
generates a subrepresentation V' surjecting onto K. If V is irreducible then it is isomorphic to K,
so V& = 0. In particular, K[G/U]% # 0, which can happen only if index of U in G is finite.

If [G: U] < ooset U = ﬂgeg/UgUg_l. This is a normal subgroup of finite index. Then
K[G/U') = K @0 KV'[G/U'] and KV'[G/U'] = (KV")I&U'] is trivial by Hilbert’s theorem 90, so
we get K[G/U'] = KIG:U', O

Lemma 6.3. Let G be a permutation group, A be an associative ring endowed with a smooth
G-action and U C G be an open subgroup. Then any smooth A{G)-module is also smooth when
considered as an A(U)-module. Suppose that the set U\G /U’ is finite for any open subgroup U' C G.
Then the restriction of any smooth finitely generated A(G)-module to A(U) is a finitely generated
A(U)-module.

Proof. The A(G)-modules A[G/U’] for all open subgroups U’ of G form a generating family of the
category of smooth A(G)-modules. It suffices, thus, to check that A[G/U’] is a finitely generated
A(U)-module for all open subgroups U’ of G. Choose representatives «; € G/U’ of the elements
of U\G/U'. Then G/U' = [[,Ua;, so A[G/U'] = @, A[U/(U N a;U'a; )] is a finitely generated
A(U)-module. O

ExAMPLES. 1. The finiteness assumption of Lemma [6.3] is valid for any open subgroup G of a
group of &-type, as well as for any compact group G.

2. The restriction functor splits the indecomposable generators into finite direct sums of inde-
composable generators via canonical isomorphisms of A(G y)-modules A[(‘f) q] =@ pc s Mn, where
My is the free A-module on the set of all subobjects of ¥ of length ¢ and meeting J along A.

Lemma 6.4. Let s > 0 be an integer and M be a quotient of the K(Sy)-module K[(\f)] by a
non-zero submodule My. Then there is a finite subset I C V such that the K(G\I,m—module M s

#1
isomorphic to a quotient of @j;éK[(‘I’;I)]@(s—j)_

Proof. Let o=} g ; as[S] € My be a non-zero element for a finite set J C . Fix some S C J with

as # 0. Set I := J\.S. Then the morphism of K(Sy|7)-modules K(Sy|1)a®@y1acr K[(s\g;f[\)] —

K [(‘f)], given (i) by the inclusion on the first summand and (ii) by [T] — [T'UA] on the summand
corresponding to A, is surjective. O

In the following result, our principal examples of the ring A will be division rings endowed with
an Gy-action, though localization of Z[x | = € ¥] at all non-constant indecomposable polynomials
gives one more example.

Proposition 6.5. Let A be an associative left noetherian ring endowed with an arbitrary Sy-
action. Then the left A(U)-module A[V?®] is noetherian for any integer s > 0 and any open subgroup
U C &y. If the Gy-action on A is smooth then any smooth finitely generated A(Sw)-module is
noetherian.

Proof. We need to show that any A(U)-submodule M C A[¥?] is finitely generated for all U = Gy g

with finite S C W. We proceed by induction on s > 0, the case s = 0 being trivial. Assume that

s > 0 and the A(U)-modules A[¥/] are noetherian for all j < s. Fix a subset Iy C ¥ .S of order s.

Let My be the image of M under the A-linear projector my : A[¥*] — A[I§] C A[V®] omitting

all s-tuples containing elements other than those of Iy. As A is noetherian and I is finite, the

A-module My is finitely generated. Let the A-module My be generated by the images of some
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elements ay,...,any € M C A[¥*]. Then aq,...,ay belong to the A-submodule A[I®] of A[¥®] for
some finite subset I C W.

Let J C TUS be the complement to Iy. For each pair v = (j,z), where 1 < j < s and x € J, set
s = {(21,...,75) € ¥¥ | z; = x}. This is a smooth Gy -set. Then the set ¥* is the union of the
Gy s-orbit consisting of s-tuples of pairwise distinct elements of ¥\ .J and of a finite union of Gy, ;-
orbits embeddable into W51 U, U5 U Us<icjs Aijy where Ay o= {(z1,...,25) € U° | z; = 2}
are diagonals.

As (1) My C Zj\le Aaj + 3 en, sxs AIYSL (i) g(Mo) C A[¥?] is determined by g(lo), (iii)
for any g € U such that g(Ip) NJ = & there exists ¢’ € U; with g(Iy) = ¢'(Ip) (Uy acts transitively
on the s-configurations in ¥ ~\ J), one has inclusions of A(U;)-modules

N
D AU CMCY g(Mo) S Y g(Mo)+ Y AW
j=1

geU geUy ve{l,...,s}xJ

On the other hand, g(My) C g(Zj-V:l Aaj) + 276{17___75}XJA[\I’§] for g € Uy, and therefore, the
A(Uj)-module M/ Z;Vzl A(U)aj becomes a subquotient of the noetherian, by the induction as-
sumption, A(Uy)-module }° v 4, ;A[¥]], so the A(Us)-module M/ Zjvzl A(U)ay is finitely
generated, and thus, M is finitely generated as well. O

Corollary 6.6. Let A be a left noetherian associative ring endowed with a smooth Sy-action.
Then (i) any smooth finitely generated left A(Sy)-module W is noetherian if considered as a left
A(U)-module for any open subgroup U C Sy; (ii) the category of smooth A(Sy)-modules is locally
noetherian, i.e., any smooth finitely generated left A(Sy)-module is noetherian.

Proof. The module W is a quotient of a finite direct sum of A[¥U™] for some integer m > 0, while
A[¥™] are noetherian by Proposition O

The next result generalizes a description of representations k‘[(f)] of &y from [2].

Lemma 6.7. In notation preceeding Corollary [5.6, let ¢ > 1 be either 1 or a primary number, S
be a finite or infinite set (if ¢ =1) or an Fq-vector space, G be the automorphism group of S. Let

the morphism of G-modules 0 : Z[(S)q] — Z[(S‘_ql)q] be defined by [T] — > pcp[T’]. Then (i)

S
E?SSH ® Q is surjective if and only if length of S is > 2s, (ii) the representation Q[(‘Sq)q] of G is
of length min(s,length(S) — s) + 1 and (iii) the irreducible quotients of its composition series are
absolutely irreducible and pairwise non-isomorphic.

Proof. Fix a subobject T of S of length s. Then any element ¢ € Homg(Z[(i)q],Z[(f)q]) is

determined by the image of T'. As ¢(T) is fixed by the stabilizer of T" and the latter acts transitively
on the set of all subobjects of S of length ¢ and with a given length of intersection with 7', one
has ¢([T]) = 228(571&) @i D jength(1rr)=i[1"] for a collection of coefficients a; € Q if S is finite and
o([T]) = ad_qcp[T'] for a coefficient a € Q if S is infinite.

Assume first that S is finite. Comparing the cases t = s and ¢t = s — 1 and arguing by induction,
we see that (i) Q[(f )q] is a direct sum of s + 1 pairwise non-isomorphic absolutely irreducible

subrepresentation, (ii) Q[(f)q] embeds into Q[(sil)q].

Assume that length of S is > 2s. The morphisms 95 ®Q, 95 ; ®Q,...,d7 ® Q are non-injective,
but they cannot drop length of modules by more than 1, since their composition 9592 ; --- 97 is
non-zero. This means that their kernels are irreducible, and thus, they are surjective.

Now assume that S is infinite. Clearly, the surjectivity of 853 ® Q and the irreducibility of its
kernel follows from the case of sufficiently large finite S. By Lemma [4.1], length of Q[(f) q] does not
exceed s + 1, so it is precisely s + 1.

If length of S is < 2s then 8f+1 ® Q is not surjective, since then dimg Q[( N )q] = #( S )q <

s+1 s+1
#(3), = dimg Q[(3),]
14



There are no other irreducible subrepresentation if S is infinite, since Q[(i)q] is injective and
indecomposable, cf. [I, Proposition 6.9]. O

Corollary 6.8. In notation of Lemma [6.7, let A be a torsion-free commutative integral domain
(or a division ring) endowed with the trivial G-action. Then, any G-submodule M C A[(f)q] with

(M ® Frac(A)) N A[(f) q] = M is the kernel of 0302 - 02, for some i. In particular, the A[G]-
module A[(f)q] is of length s +1 and 02 ® A is surjective if A is a division ring and length of S is
> 2s. g

Corollary 6.9. Let A be a left noetherian associative ring endowed with a smooth Sy-action. Then
(i) any sum of smooth injective left A(Sy)-modules is again injective; (i) any smooth injective
left A(Gw)-module is a sum of uniquely determined (upto non-unique isomorphism) collection of
indecomposable smooth injective left A(Gy)-modules; (iii) injective hull of a smooth noetherian left
A(Gwy)-module is a finite sum of indecomposables.

Proof. (i) is [1l Corollary 6.50] by Corollary [6.6} (ii) is [I, Proposition 6.51], again by Corollary [6.6}
(iii) is [I, Proposition 6.41]. O

For any N, M > 0, denote by Sy, n the (purely transcendental over k of transcendence degree
N) field of rational functions in N variables over a field & symmetric both in the first M and in
the remaining N — M variables. For instance, (i) Sy,n = 0if N < M, (ii) Sy v is the field of
symmetric rational functions in N variables over k; (iii) Sy, n+1 is the field of rational functions in
the (IV +1)-st variable over the field Sy n of symmetric rational functions in the first NV variables.

For any @ € Sy n and any J C I C ¥ with #I = N and #J = M, denote by Q(J C I) € k()
the value of ) on the collection I, where the first M arguments are in J.

Lemma 6.10. Let K = k(V) for a field k. Then there is a canonical isomorphism of k-vector
spaces

tomic o) (K1 LK1 D ={ 3 ENZA7 @sltls Toueni
JCT

Under this isomorphism, the composition K[(\Ij)] A, K[(A\I/f,)] 9, K[(%’)] is given by

(QoR)(JyCT): Z Q(J CTR(Jy CJ), where length of J is M.
JoCJCT

Proof. Fix a subset I C ¥ of cardinality N and a subset Jy C I of cardinality M. Then the
morphisms K [(;{’,)] - K [(A\I;)] are in one-to-one correspondence with the elements of K [(A\I;)]G‘I’I :
to a morphism we associate its value on I; any morphism is determined by its value on I. Any
element in K[(A\I;[)]G‘“ is of the form ) ;-; Q[J], where 0Q ; = Q,( for any o € &;. In particular,
Q for all J are determined by @) s, and @) j, is a rational function over k in variables I symmetric in
the variables Jy and in the variables I\ Jy, i.e., the space of morphisms is identified with Sy n. O

7. TRIVIALITY OF THE SMOOTH FINITE-DIMENSIONAL SEMILINEAR REPRESENTATIONS OF Gy
The following result is analogous to the case of general linear group of [5, Proposition 5.4].

Lemma 7.1. Let K = k(V) for a field k. Then any smooth finite-dimensional K -semilinear
representation of Gy s trivial.

Proof. Set G := &g and let b C V be a K-basis, pointwise fixed by an open subgroup of G, so
b C Vi := VCI for a finite subset I C ¥. By Lemma [[LT] (with x = 1), the multiplication maps
Viok, K=(Vi®k, Kj)®k, K - Vy®K, K — V are injective for any subset J C ¥ containing I,
where K := K%7. The composition is an isomorphism, so V; ® Kk; K7 — V; is an isomorphism as
well. In particular, f, =idy if o € G, where (f, € GLg(V)), is the 1-cocycle of the G-action in
the basis b. Clearly, (i) f, depends only on the class o|; of o in G/G; = {embeddings of I into ¥},
(11) Jo € GLKIUG(I)(V}UJ(I))'
15



Assume that I,0(I),70(I) are disjoint, X,Y, Z are the standard collections of the elementary
symmetric functions in I,7(I),70o(I), respectively. Then the cocycle condition f., = f;fI (where
fo € GLK, 1yuro (Ve(ura(r))) becomes (X, Z) = ©(X,Y)®(Y, Z) and ©(Y,X) = (X, V)L,
where f;, = ®(X,Z), etc. If k is infinite then there is a k-point Yy, where ®(X,Y") and ®(Y, Z)
are regular. If k is finite then there is a finite field extension k'|k and a k’-point Y, where
¢(X,Y) and ®(Y, Z) are regular. Specializing Y to such Yy, we get (X, Z) = (X, Yp)P (Y0, Z) =
®(X,Yy)®(Z,Yy)"!. Then ®(X,Yy) transforms b to a basis V' fixed by all ¢ € G such that o (1)
does not meet I. As the elements o € G such that o(I) does not meet I generate the whole group
G, the basis b’ is fixed by entire G. This gives an embedding of V into a (finite) direct sum of
copies of K ® k', which is itself a (finite) direct sum of copies of K, and finally, so is V as well. [

8. STRUCTURE OF K|[V]

Lemma 8.1. Let K be a field endowed with a smooth Sy-action. For any pair of integers m,n > 0
one has Ext!(K[9™], K[¥"]) = 0 in the category of smooth K -semilinear representations of Gy .
In particular, the restriction morphism

prn s B (T( 3 )11 D) = Hompe ey 57 )

m n n
is surjective if V = K[(;z)]" orifm=1, K =k(V) and 0 #V C K[V] (and injective if n > 0).

Proof. Consider first the case of m = 0. Let 0 — K[U"] - E — K — 0 be an extension. Choose a
section v € E (projecting to 1 € K). Then v € E®¥I for a finite subset I C ¥, and therefore, f, :=
ov —v € (K[V"])®vive) C K[(IUo(I))"] for any 0 € Gy. Then f, = 2 ee(iuo(n)n Gogl€]. Let
0,7 € Gy be such elements that #(I Uo(I)UTo(I)) = 3#1. Then f7 =3 cc (- (nuro(n)n a;T,lg[g]
and f, = de(IuT(I))" ar¢l€]. From the l-cocycle condition fr, = fr + f7 we see that a,¢ = 0,
unless support of § is contained either in I or in 7(I). Moreover, a,¢ + a;’T,l = 0 if support of &
is contained in 7(I); aro¢ = a0 if support of £ is contained in I; a4 ¢ = a;’T,l ¢ if support of £ is
contained in 7o (I).

Then the element v' := v =37 1n a5 ¢[€] is fixed by all elements o € Sy such that #(I U (1)) =
241. As such o generate the group Gy, we get v/ € E®¥  i.e., our extension is split.

Now let m be arbitrary. We split U™ into disjoint union of Gg-orbits O. For a fixed O, let
0 — K[U"] - E £ K[O] = 0 be a smooth extension of K(Gy)-modules. We know already that
0— K[0"] = p (K - [¢]) £ K - [€] = 0 is a split extension of K(&y|s)-modules for any ¢ € O,
where J C W is the support of £&. Then we can choose v € E®¥I7 with p(v) = [¢]. Such v spans in
E a K{&y)-submodule identified by p with K[O], i.e., the extension splits. Then the short exact
sequence 0 — V — K [(T‘I:L)] — KN — 0 for some integer N > 0 induces the surjection Pm,n With

the kernel Homg (g, (X, K[(;I:)]), which is K®¥ for n =0 and 0 for n > 0 (cf. Lemma [6.2]). O

Lemma 8.2. The cokernel of any non-zero morphism of K(Sy)-modules ¢ : K[(f)] — K[¥] is at
most (s — 1)-dimensional. In particular, any non-zero submodule of K[¥] is of finite codimension.

Proof. Fix a subset {b,...,bs_1} of ¥ of order (s —1). Then, for any element b € ¥, b # b;, the set
{b,b1,...,bs_1} is sent by ¢ to a linear combination of b, by, ..., bs_1 with non-zero coefficients, and
therefore, the image of b in the cokernel of ¢ is a linear combination of images of by,...,bs—1. O

Lemma 8.3. Let K = k(V) be endowed with the standard Sg-action.

(1) There are natural bijections

(a) between the K(Sy)-submodules of K[¥] of codimension s and the s-dimensional k-
vector subspaces in k(T);

(b) between the isomorphism classes of K{GSwy)-submodules of K[V] of codimension s and
the k(T)* -orbits of the s-dimensional k-vector subspaces in the space k(T') of rational
functions in one variable T'.

(2) An element ), q:[t] € K[¥] is a generator if and only if Y, ¢:Q(t) # 0 for any Q € k(T')*.
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Proof.

(1) By Lemma[R.2 the K-vector space K[¥]/M is finite-dimensional for any non-zero K (Sy)-
submodule M of K[¥], so by Lemma [Tl the K(&y)-module K[¥]/M is isomorphic to a
sum of copies of K, and therefore, M is the common kernel of the elements of a finite-
dimensional k-vector subspace of Homy g,)(K[¥], K) (identified with the field of rational
functions k(7). Clearly, the Endg g, (K[¥])*-action preserves the isomorphism classes
of the common kernels (since Endg (g, )(K[¥]) = k(T) is a field). On the other hand,
Hom g g,y (K [¥]/M, K[¥]) = 0 and (by Lemma [8.1]) Ext}(@w(K[\I’]/M,K[\I’]) =0, so the
restriction morphism End g g,y (K[V]) — Homg g, (M, K[¥]) is an isomorphism, i.e., any
morphism between K (Sy)-submodule M of K[¥] is induced by an endomorphism of K[¥]
(identified with an element of k(T)).

(2) Any Q € k(T)* such that >, ¢:Q(t) = 0 determines a non-zero morphism K [¥] — K trivial
on the submodule generated by a := >, g;[t], so «v is not a generator. If a generate a proper
submodule M C K[U] then the quotient K[¥]/M is finite-dimensional, so by Lemma [7.1]
it admits a quotient isomorphic to K. Finally, any morphism K[¥] — K is given by some
Qe k(T)*. O

Lemma 8.4. Let K = k(V) be endowed with the standard Sg-action. Then the following conditions
on a non-zero rational function q(X,Y) over k are equivalent

(1) q : K[(‘g)] — K[V], [{a,b}] — q(a,b)[a] + q(b,a)[b], is not surjective (in other words,
q(a,b)[a] + q(b,a)[b] is not a generator of K[¥]),

(2) the cokernel of q : K[( )] = K[V] is isomorphic to K,

(3) ¢(X,)Y)=(X-Y)S(Y)R(X,Y) for some S and a symmetric R,

(4) there exists some S(X) # 0 such that q(a,b)S(a) + q(b,a)S(b) =0,

)

(5) there exists some S(X) such that the sequence K[(‘g)] < K[¥] 5, K is evact.

Proof. @2)=() and @)= ) are trivial; (@)= @)= (2)) are evident.

@)=@®). Let A = {aop,...,as} be a subset of ¥ of order s + 1. Then A \ {a;} is sent by ¢ to
>izi A(A N Hai, a5} a:){a;}, so the image contains s + 1 elements >, ¢(A \ {a;, a;}; ai){a;} for
0 < j < s. In the case s = 2 these three elements span a vector space of dimension 2 or 3. The di-

q(ao,a1) q(ax,ao) 0
mension is 2 if and only if D := det 0 q(ai,a2) qlaz,a1) | = q(ao,a1)q(ar,a2)q(az, ap)+
q(ao, az) 0 q(az,ao)
q(a1,a0)q(az, a1)q(ag, az) vanishes. Let ¢(X,Y) = P(X)S(Y)[], ®:(X,Y)™ be a decomposition
into a product of irreducibles. Then

D = R(ag)R(a1) R(az)(] [(®i(ao, a1)®i(ax, ag)®;(az, ao)) +H i(a1, a0)®i(az, a1)®i(ao, az2))™),
i

where R = PS, vanishes if and only if [[,(® i(ao,al)fbi(al,ag)@(ag,ao))m’ is a skew symmetric

function, i.e., [[, ®;(X,Y)™ is a skew symmetric function. O

9. CYCLICITY OF THE SMOOTH FINITELY GENERATED SEMILINEAR REPRESENTATIONS OF Gy

The following result extends the existence of a cyclic vector in any finite-degree non-degenerate
semilinear representation of an endomorphism of infinite order, cf., e.g., [0, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 9.1. Let G be a permutation group, K be a field endowed with a smooth G-action such
that any open subgroup of G contains an element inducing on K an automorphism of infinite order.
Then any smooth finitely generated K{(G)-module W admits a cyclic vector.

Proof. A finite system S of generators of the K (G)-module W is fixed by an open subgroup U C G.
By [0, Lemma 2.1], the K (U)-module spanned by S admits a cyclic vector v. Then v is a cyclic
vector of the K (G)-module W. O

Corollary 9.2. Let K be a field endowed with a smooth faithful Sy-action. Then any smooth
simple left K{(Sy)-module is isomorphic to K[(\f)]/K(Gq,)a for some o € K[(\f)]
17



Proof. By Lemma[[.2] any smooth simple left K (&g )-module is isomorphic to a quotient of K [(f)]
for an appopriate s > 0 by a left K(Sy)-submodule V. By Proposition[6.5], the K(Sy)-module V' is
finitely generated, and thus, by Lemma[0.1] it is cyclic, i.e., it is generated by some o € K [(f)] g

Corollary 9.3. Let K = k(¥) for a field k. Then (1) the K-semilinear representations of Gy

of the following 4 classes, where s > 0 is integer, are indecomposable: (i)s K[(\f)], where s # 1,

(ii) the K-semilinear subrepresentations of K[¥], (iii)s K[(f)]o, where s > 2; (2) a pair of such
representations consists of isomorphic ones only if they belong to the same class (i.e., to one of
(i)s, (il), (iii)s for some s) and, in the case (ii), have the same codimension in K[V].
Proof. This follows from Endg g, (K [(V)]°) = k and Lemma

The short exact sequence 0 — V — K[U] — K[V]/V — 0 gives an exact sequence 0 —
Hom(K, K[¥]/V) — Ext!(K,V) — Ext!(K,K[¥]). By Lemma BI Ext!(K,K[V]) = 0. By
Lemma B2 dimg(K[¥]/V) is finite if V' # 0, so by Lemma [[Il dimy Hom(K, K[V]/V) =
dimg (K[U]/V) if V # 0. This implies that codimension of V' # 0 in K[¥] is dim Ext!(K, V). O

Conjecture 9.4. Let K = k(V) for a field k be endowed with the standard Sg-action. Then
for any s > 0 the indecomposable smooth K(&y)-module K[(f)] is injective. Any indecomposable
injective smooth K(&y)-module is isomorphic to K[(f)] for some s > 0.

APPENDIX A. SMOOTH SEMILINEAR REPRESENTATIONS OF GROUPS EXHAUSTED BY COMPACT
SUBGROUPS

Let K be a field and ¢ : G < Autgeq(K) be a group of field automorphisms of K. Set k := KG.
There is a bijection between k-lattices U in a K-vector space V' and the trivial K-semilinear
G-actions on V:

{k-vector subspaces U in V such that U @ K — V is bijective}
¢l THY(G,-)

{structures on V of K-semilinear representation isomorphic to a direct sum of copies of K}.

The set of isomorphism classes of non-degenerate K-semilinear G-actions on a K-vector space
V = U ® K is canonically identified with the set H'(G,GLg(V)). Namely, there is a unique
K-semilinear G-action £ on V identical on the k-lattice U. This gives rise to the K-semilinear
G-action on Endg (V) by f7 := &(7)f&(1)™" € Endg (V) if f € Endg(V), so the matrix of f7 in
the basis 7(b) is the result of applying 7 to the matrix of f in a basis b of U. For each element o € G
there exists a unique element f, € GLg (V) such that o|y = f,|y, so ov = f,§(o)v. This implies
Tov = fE(T)f-&(0)v = f-fI&(To)v = fro&(To)v for all v € V|, so frp = f-f] for all o,7 € G.

Suppose that G is exhausted by its compact subgroups, i.e., any compact subset of GG is contained
in a compact subgroup.

Let V be an K-vector space. By Theorem [0.2], restriction to any compact subgroup U C G
of a smooth semilinear G-action © : G — GLgc (V) on V is given by the action idy, o ® 1 on
Ape®@kv K =V for a KU lattice Ape in V. Fix a system B of compact subgroups of G such that
(i) B covers a dense subgroup in G, (ii) any pair of subgroups in B is contained in a subgroup in
B (e.g., as B we can take the collection of all compact subgroups).

Each smooth semilinear action of G on V determines a compatible system of KY-lattices Ay in
V for all U € B (in other words, an element of the set Jim {KY-lattices Ay in V}): if U C U’ then

UeB
Ay = Ay Qv KU.

Suppose that G is locally compact. Then we may assume that B consists of open compact
subgroups of G and there is a bijection between (a) the smooth semilinear actions of G on V' and
(b) compatible systems of KY-lattices Ay in V for all U € B.

If we fix a K C-lattice A then the mapping [g] — g(A ® e KY) identifies the set of KY-lattices in
V with the set GLx (V)/ GL v (A® e KY), and therefore, the set of smooth semilinear G-action on
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V' can be identified with the set lim GL k(V)/GLguv(A® e KY), and the set of isomorphism classes
UeB
of smooth semilinear actions of G on V' coincides with GLg (V)\[lim GLg (V)/GLguv(A®ke KY)].
UeB

If G is not locally compact then the smooth semilinear G-actions on a given K-vector space V'
are described as compatible systems (Ay)pep of KU-lattices in V' such that for any vector v € V
the intersection over all U € B of the subfields generated over KU by the coordinates of v with
respect to the lattice Ay is of finite type over K&,

ExaMpPLE. If G is countable at infinity then as B one can choose a totally ordered collection
Uy CU; CU;s C ... of compact subgroups in G such that G = Um21 U,,. Any compatible systems

of KVi-lattices Ay, can be presented (a priori, not uniquely) as a composition, infinite to the left,
cee bgbgblb(A), where bi S GLKUi (A ®KG KUi) (SO that Az = bi—l ce bgblb(A) ®KG KUi).
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