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REPRESENTATIONS OF THE ALTERNATING GROUP WHICH ARE
IRREDUCIBLE OVER SUBGROUPS. II

ALEXANDER KLESHCHEV, PETER SIN, AND PHAM HUU TIEP

ABSTRACT. We prove that non-trivial representations of the alternating group A, are
reducible over a primitive proper subgroup which is isomorphic to some alternating
group A,,. A similar result is established for finite simple classical groups embedded
in A, via their standard rank 3 permutation representations.

1. INTRODUCTION

If T is a transitive permutation group with a point stabilizer X then I' is primitive if
and only if X < I' is a maximal subgroup. So studying primitive permutation groups is
equivalent to studying maximal subgroups. In most problems involving a finite primitive
group I', the Aschbacher-O’Nan-Scott theorem [AS] allows one to concentrate on the
case where I" is almost quasi-simple, i.e. L <T'/Z(I") < Aut(L) for a non-abelian simple
group L. The results of Liebeck-Praeger-Saxl [LPS] and Liebeck-Seitz [LS] then allow
one to assume furthermore that I" is a finite classical group.

In the latter case, the possible structure of maximal subgroups X is described by
Aschbacher’s theorem [A]: if X < I' is maximal then X belongs to

8
(1.1) sulJe,
i=1
where Cq,...,Cg are collections of certain explicit natural subgroups of I', and S is the

collection of almost quasi-simple groups that act absolutely irreducibly on the natural
module for the classical group I'.

It is not true, however, that every subgroup X in (II)) is actually maximal in I'. For
X € US_,C;, the maximality of X has been determined by Kleidman-Liebeck [KIL]. So
let X € §. If X is not maximal then X < G < T for a certain maximal subgroup G
in I'. The most challenging case to handle is when G € S as well. This motivates the
following problem, where I is an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0:

Problem 1.1. Classify all triples (G,V,X) where G is an almost quasi-simple finite
group, V is an FG-module of dimension greater than one, and X is a proper subgroup of
G such that the restriction Res§ V is irreducible.
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Many results have been obtained concerning various cases of Problem [[.I] — see for
instance [KT2] and references therein. In this paper, we are mostly interested in the
case G is is the alternating group G = A, or the symmetric group S,,. In this case,
under the assumption p > 3 (or p = 0), Problem [[T] has been solved in [BKl [KS2] —
see also [KTT] for double-covers A, and S, and [S| [KIW] for the characteristic zero case.
A number of techniques employed in these papers unfortunately break down in the case
(G, X) = (An,An) and p = 2,3 (and especially when X is a primitive subgroup of G).
On the other hand, this case is of crucial importance in a number of applications. The
purpose of this paper is to resolve this important case, and our main result is:

Theorem 1.2. Let X = A, be a primitive subgroup of A, withmn >m > 9. Let F be an
algebraically closed field of arbitrary characteristic and V' be a non-trivial FA,,-module.
Then V' is reducible over X.

The bound m > 9 is the best possible — see Remark and Lemma Rl

We emphasize that our methods also apply to many other primitive subgroups of A,,.
To illustrate this, in this paper we handle the simple classical groups X that embed in
A,, via their standard rank 3 permutation representations:

Theorem 1.3. Let X = L/Z(L) be a finite simple classical group, where L is one of the
following group: SLg(q), SU4(q), or Spa(q) with d > 4, and Qf(q) with d > 5. Let W
denote the natural d-dimensional module for L, and let X be embedded in Sym(Q2) =S,
via its rank 3 permutation action on the set Q) of 2-dimensional subspaces of W in the
case L = SLy(q), and of 1-dimensional singular subspaces of W otherwise. If V' is any
FA,,-module of dimension > 1, then Res)A(” V' is reducible.

We plan to extend this result to the remaining simple primitive subgroups of A,
in a sequel. Together with the results of [BKl| [KS2] and the current paper, this will
completely solve Problem [I.Tl for G = A,, in the cases that are of most interest for the
Aschbacher-Scott program.

The paper is organized as follows. Basic notions are recalled in §2. Theorem in §3
compares the dimensions of the Hom-spaces of irreducible S,,-modules in characteristic 2
over certain Young subgroups of S,, when n is even. Then Propositions[4.1] [£.3] and d4]in
84 show in particular that the p-modular irreducible representations of A,, which do not
extend to S, must have large enough dimension (at least exponential in n). These results,
which we believe are also of independent interest, allow us to discard non-S,-extendible
A,-modules in the proof of Theorem In §5 we describe the submodule structure
of the permutation modules of S,, acting on subsets of {1,2,...,n} of cardinality 2 or
3 in characteristic 2, again in the case of even n. This description plays a key role in
the proof of Theorem in §6, which gives a criterion for a 2-modular irreducible S,,-
representation to be reducible over certain subgroups of S,,. Theorem is then used in
§7 to show that non-trivial 2-modular irreducible A,-representations are reducible over
Ay, if A, is embedded into A, via its actions on subsets or set partitions of {1,2,...,m}
— see Theorem Theorem is proved in §8, which also contains further results
concerning non-primitive embeddings of A, into A,,. The final §9 is devoted to the proof
of Theorem
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper, unless otherwise stated, we assume that the ground field F
is algebraically closed, and p := char(F). For a group G, the trivial FG-module is
denoted 1g or simply 1 if it is clear what G is. If V' is an FG-module, we denote by
soc(V) the socle of V, and for n = 1,2,..., define soc™(V) from soc'(V) = soc(V)
and soc™(V)/soc™ (V) = soc(V/soc® 1(V)) for n > 1. We refer to the quotients
soc™(V)/soc™ 1(V) as the socle layers of V and usually list them from bottom to top,
i.e. first soc(V), then soc?(V')/soc(V), etc.

For n € Z~g, let

Q:={1,2,...,n}.

For r =1,...,n, denote by €, the set of r-element subsets of 2. The symmetric group
S,, acts naturally on the sets Q = Q1,s, ..., 2, and the stabilizer of an element of ), is
conjugate to the subgroup S,y := Sg12 . n—r} X Sgn_rt1,...n}- We write S, 1,1 simply
as S,_1.

We denote by

M, =FQ, = Indg"  1g (1<r<n)

n—r,r

the permutation module for the action of S,, on €,.

We recall some basic notions of representation theory of symmetric groups referring
to [J2] for details. The irreducible FS,,-modules are labeled by p-regular partitions of n
(if p = 0 then p-regular partitions are interpreted as all partitions). If A is a p-regular
partition of n, the corresponding irreducible module is denoted D*. The Specht modules
over FS,, are labeled by partitions of n. If A is such a partition, the corresponding Specht
module is denoted S*.

Let p = 2. Consider the partition

o — (k+1,k—1) if n =2k is even,
" (B+1,k) if n =2k + 1 is odd.
The irreducible module D" is called the basic spin module for S,. It is known [W| Table
I11] that
dim D = 2l(n=1/2]
Let sgn,, be the sign module over FS,,. For any p-regular partition )\, we have that
D* ® sgn,, is an irreducible FS,-module, so we can write D* ® sgn,, = D)‘M, where

M:\— \M

is the Mullineuzr involution on the set of p-regular partitions of n. To describe the
Mullineux involution, we briefly recall the notion of the Mullineuz symbol G(A) of A,
referring the reader to [FK]| for details. Let h; be the number of nodes in the p-rim of A,
and let 71 be the number of rows in A. Delete the p-rim and repeat to obtain sequences
hi,ha,... and r1,79,.... Let k be such that hx1q = rpy1 = 0 but hy # 0 # ri. Then

o) = (hl hy ... hk>‘

T1 ro ... Tk
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It was proved in [Mu| that A is uniquely determined by G(\). Moreover, we have
h h ... h
My _ 1 2 k
G()\ )_<h1—’r’1—|—€1 ho —7ro+€ ... hk—rk—I—ek)’

where ¢; := 0 if p|h; and €; := 1 otherwise. This description of M is the main result of
[FK] (see also [BeQl), which was conjectured by Mullineux.
Given an irreducible representation D?, either the restriction F* := Res/sgjl D is irre-

ducible or Resi’:1 D = Eﬁ‘r @ E?, a direct sum of two inequivalent irreducible represen-
tations. Moreover, every irreducible FA,,-module is isomorphic to one of E(’\i), and the
only non-trivial isomorphism of the form E()\i) = EéL 1 is EA >~ gAY,

If p £ 2, then Resi’; D* is reducible if and only if A = AM. If p = 2, then an explicit

criterion for reducibility of Resi’; D? is given in [Ben, Theorem 1.1].

3. COMPARING SOME HOM-SPACES

Throughout this section we assume that p = 2. In this section we get some results on
the dimensions

(3.1) d, (V') := dim Homgs,, (M,, Endr(V)) = dim Endpg (ReSSZ,T.,T. V).

n—r,r

The last equality follows using M, = Indgzir L 1s and Frobenius reciprocity.

Lemma 3.1. Let V be an irreducible FS,-module and 1 < r < n. Then d,(V) =1 if
and only if ReSS:,m V' is irreducible.

Proof. The sufficiency of the condition is clear. Conversely, irreducible FS,,-modules are
self-dual, so the restriction Resgziw V is self-dual. Since irreducible FS,,_, ,-modules
are also self-dual, the head of Resg” V' is isomorphic to its socle. So if Resgziw V is
reducible then d,.(V) > 1. ’ O

The goal of this section is to prove the following result:

Theorem 3.2. Let V' be a simple FS,-module and 2|n > 6. Then one of the following
statements holds:

(i) ds(V) > dy (V).
(ii) V = D is the basic spin module or V =1 is the trivial module, in which cases
we have d3(V) = dy (V).

Let V = D? for a 2-regular partition
A=A1>...>X>0)
of n. If s =1, then V is the trivial module, and Theorem holds trivially.
Lemma 3.3. Theorem [3.2 holds if di (V) = 1.

Proof. Suppose that di(V) =d3(V) =1 and dimV > 1. By Lemma 3], V is irreducible
over S, and S3,_3, and so the lemma follows from [P, Theorem 10]. O
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Lemma 3.4. Theorem holds if s = 2.

Proof. Since n is even, we have that the restriction D*|s, . is irreducible by [KI]. So
d1 (V) =1, and we may apply Lemma 3.3 O

Lemma 3.5. Let
x = Z (signo)ogo~! € FS,,.
9€S(1,2,3), 0ES{1,4) XS{25) XS(3,6}
If s > 2, then D* # 0.
Proof. By [BaKl, Lemma 4.7] with (m,p) = (3,2), we see that the restriction Vs, has
a composition factor isomorphic to D321 which for p = 2 is isomorphic to the Specht
module G321 Since z € FSg, it suffices to prove that 5321 £ 0. We use the notation

of [J2 §4]; in particular, e; is the polytabloid and {t} is the tabloid corresponding to a
(3,2,1)-tableau t. Let

1[4]6] 1[2]4]
t: =215 , s =|3|5
3] 6]
An explicit calculation shows that {s} appears in ze; with coefficient 1. O

We now complete the proof of Theorem 3.2l Recall that Mj is the permutation module
on all three element subsets {7, j, k} C Q, while M; is the permutation module on the
one element subsets {i} C Q. Consider the FS,-module homomorphism

It is easy to see that f is surjective. So it induces an injective linear map
f* : Homps, (M1, Endp(V')) — Homgs, (M3, Endp(V)), 9 — ¢ o f.

It suffices to prove that f* is not surjective.

We exhibit an element ¢ € Homps, (M3, Endr(V')) which is not in the image of f*.
For © C Q let Sg C S,, = Sq be the subgroup of all permutations which stabilize the
elements of 2\ ©. Now, define ¢ as follows:

(3.2) o({i,j kD) = > gv,  ({i,5k} CQ veV).
9ES(4,5,k}

If ¢ € Im f*, then ¢ = 9 o f for some ¢ € Homps, (M7, Endr(V)). Consider the
element

E= > (sign o)o{1,2,3} € Ms.
0€5(1,4) XS¢2,5) XS¢3,6}
Note that f(E) = 0. So ¢(E) = ¢(f(E)) = 0. On the other hand, we compute ¢(F)
using (B.2):
B(E)(v) = S igne) Y gu=a,
TE€S{1,4} XS{2,5} XS{3,6} 9ES{o(1),0(2),0(3)}
where x is as in Lemma [3.5l Now Lemma [3.3] yields a contradiction.
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4. DIMENSION AND EXTENDIBILITY TO S,
First we prove the following statement, which relies on some results of [Ben| and [GLT]:

Proposition 4.1. Let p =2, n > 5, and let V be an irreducible FA,,-module. Suppose
that V does not extend to S,,. Then dimV > 2(n=6)/4,

Proof. By assumption, W := Indi’;(V) is an irreducible FS,-module, and dimW =
2dimV. Let A = (A; > Ay > ... Ay > 0) be the partition of n into distinct parts
corresponding to W. Since W is reducible over A,, by [Ben, Theorem 1.1], we have
s >1and A\; — Ay € {1,2}. In particular, n > A\ + Ao > 2\ — 2, ie. A\ < (n+2)/2.
Now

n—(n+2)/2 n—2
2

dimW > 2" 7" > 2 _ 92
thanks to |[GLT, Theorem 5.1]. O

We will also need the following branching result which is of interest in its own right:

Proposition 4.2. Let p = 2, and A = (A1 > ... > A\s > 0) # (n) be a non-trivial
2-regular partition of n. If 2\1 —n > k > 3 then the restriction of D* to a natural
subgroup Sy, of S, affords both 1 = D) and D*=L1) gs composition factors.
Proof. We apply induction on m :=n — X\ > 1. If m = 1, then D* = D™ LD is the
heart of the natural permutation module, and the statement follows easily. Let m > 2.
Case 1: A\; — Ay is odd. Then, in the terminology of [K2|, Definition 0.3], 2 is a normal
index. Let j > 2 be the largest normal index; in particular j is a good index in the sense
of [K2, Definition 0.3] again. Then by [K2, Theorem 0.5], D* is a simple submodule of
D?s where

/L:)\(j) = ()\1,...,)\j_1,)\j — 17)\j+17---7)\s) F (n— 1).

Note that 2A\; — (n — 1) > k+ 1 and (n —1) — Ay = m — 1. Hence we can apply the
induction hypothesis to D* restricted to S.

n—17

Case 2: A1 — g is even. Now 1 is a normal index. Then by [K2, Theorem 0.4], D" is
a composition factor of D)\‘Sn—17 where
V= )\(1) = ()\1 — 1,)\2,...,)\8) F (n— 1).

Since (A1 — 1) — A2 is odd, as in Case 1 we now see that 2 is a normal index for v. Let
j > 2 be the highest normal index of v; in particular j is a good index. Then again by
[K2, Theorem 0.5], D is a simple submodule of D*|s _,, where

= V(]) = (>\1 - 17"'7)‘j—17)‘j - 17)‘j+17"'7)‘s) + (7’L—2)
Note that 2(A\y — 1) — (n —2) > k and (n — 2) — (A — 1) = m — 1. Hence we can apply
the induction hypothesis to D* restricted to Sy. O

Using the Mullineux involution, we prove an analogue of Proposition 1] for p # 2
(certainly, the most interesting case being p < n):
Proposition 4.3. Letn > 5 and p # 2.

(i) Let A = (A1, A2, ...) be a p-regular partition of n. Suppose that \1 > (n+p+2)/2.
Then D? is irreducible over A,,.
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(ii) Let V be an irreducible FA,-module. Suppose thatV does not extend to S,,. Then
dim V > 2(n=p=5)/4,

Proof. (i) Recalling the definition of the Mullineux map from Section 2 denote the
partitions obtained from A by successively removing p-rims as A, 1 < j < k. We prove
the statement by induction on n— A;. Since A\; > (n— A1) +p+2 by the assumption, the
first p-segment of the p-rim of A has length p. Assume for a contradiction that A = AM.
Then

(4.1) hi + ¢ = 2r;
for1 <i<k.

Suppose first that the p-rim of X := (A2, A3,...) has at most p — 1 nodes. Write
hi=p+xandr; =1+y, where 0 <z < p—1 and y is the number of rows of \'. Then
according to (1]) we have

(4.2) prr<pt+ax+e =hi+e =2r =2+ 2y.

Note that z is the length of the p-rim of \'. Hence y < z, and so (£.2]) yields x > p—2 > 0.
In turn, this implies that p fh1, whence e; = 1 and ([@2]) yields z =y = p—1 (asz < p—1).
Recall we are assuming that the p-rim of )\ has at most p — 1 nodes. It follows that the
p-rim of X has exactly p — 1 nodes and X also has p — 1 rows. This can happen only
when X = (1771), a column of p — 1 nodes. In this case, A\) = (A\; — p) has one part,
which is of length > 2. Hence the p-rim of A1) is of length p (if A\ > 2p), or z > 2
(where 2p — 1 > Ay = p+ 2z > p+ 2). Correspondingly, 7o = 1 and (hg,€2) = (p,0) or
(z,1). In either case
ho+e>24+12>3>2r,

contrary to (A.I]).

Assume now that the p-rim of X has at least p nodes. Then, aside from the first
p-segment contained in the first row, the p-rim of \ contains at least p nodes of X. It
follows that the condition Ay > (n — A1) + p + 2 also holds for A1) By the induction
hypothesis, A() is not equal to its Mullineux dual, i.e. h; — r; + ¢; # r; for some i > 2,
again contradicting (4.1]).

(ii) By assumption, W := Indi’;(V) is an irreducible FS,-module and dimW =
2dim V. Let A = (A1, Ag,...) be the p-regular partition of n corresponding to W. Since
W is reducible over A, A1 < (n+p-+1)/2 by (i). It now follows by |[GLT, Theorem 5.1]
that

. n—>Ay n—(n+p+1)/2
dimW >2"2 >2 2

which implies the result. U

n—p—1
4

-9 ,

Here is another version of Proposition [4.3k

Proposition 4.4. Let p > 2, n > 5, and A = (A1, Ao, ...) be a p-regular partition of n.
Suppose that there is some s > 1 such that

A=A 2 —A32> ... 2 A —Asp1 2P
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and

S
Ni — A\ 1 n
i=1 p p
Then D* is irreducible over A,,. In particular, if

n+1
2p—11|’°

)\12>\2+P{

then D is irreducible over A,,.

Proof. Assume that D* is reducible over A,. Then A = AM and so
k

(4.3) > (hi—2ri+¢€) =0.

1=1

We will estimate hy — 2r; + €1 by going down the p-segments of the p-rim of . Since
A1— A2 > p, the first p-segment consists of p nodes of the first row and so contributes p—2
to h1 — 2r1 + €1. More generally, any horizontal p-segment of length p contributes p — 2
to hy — 2r; 4+ €1. On the other hand, since A is p-regular, any non-horizontal p-segment
of length p has height < (p — 1) and so it contributes at least p —2(p — 1) = 2 — p to
hi — 2r1 + €1. Suppose the p-rim also has a p-segment of length j less than p. Then
it must be the last p-segment, and ¢; = 1. So the contribution of this p-segment to

hi —2ri4+eis>j—-2j+1=1—3.

As the p-rims are removed in succession, let a be the total number of horizontal p-
segments of length p, b, be the total number of non-horizontal p-segments of length p,
and b; be the total number of p-segments of length 1 < j < p, so that n = pa + Z?:l Jbj.

Applying the above arguments to all successive p-rims of A\ we have that

k p—1

> (hi—2ri+e)=(p—2a—(p—2)b,— > (5 —1)b
i=1 1

<.
Il

p—1 p
> (2p—2)a+ (2b, + > _bj)— (pa+ > jb;)
j=1 i=1
p—1
> (2p—2)a+ (2b,+ Y _bj) —n.
j=1

Observe that

Pl P_ibi n—pa
2b, + b, > == = )
D JZ:; J p—l p—l

Under the hypothesis, we can find an integer ¢t > (n + 1)/(2p — 1) such that

ZLM — )\H—lJ >t
i=1 p



REPRESENTATIONS OF THE ALTERNATING GROUP 9

Now observe that at least ¢ horizontal p-segments from the first s rows of A belong to
these successive p-rims. Thus a > ¢ > (n+1)/(2p — 1). Hence,

k

- —9
Z(h,- —2ri+¢€)>(2p—2)a+ 7;_17161 —n > 1%1((21) —1)a—n) >0,
i=1

contradicting (4.3]). O

5. STRUCTURE OF PERMUTATION MODULES

Throughout the section n > 6 is an even integer and p = 2.

We will study permutation modules M,, mainly for r = 1,2,3. For n > 2r, let
S, C M, denote the Specht module S(n="7) and (assuming n > 2r) let D, = D=77) he
the unique simple quotient of S,.. Let T}, € M, be the sum of all r-element sets. Let

Nr,s - M, — M,
denote the incidence homomorphism sending an r-set to the sum of s-sets incident with
(i.e. containing or contained in) it. By [J2 Corollary 17.18],
(5.1) S, = ﬂ;:_& Kerny ;.

We denote by M) the augmentation module, i.e. the submodule Ker n, o of M, (spanned
by differences of pairs of basis elements).

The space M, has a natural bilinear form (-,-),, with respect to which the standard
basis is orthonormal. If we identify M, and M, with their dual spaces, using the corre-
sponding bilinear forms, then 7, , is the dual map of 1, ;. In particular, 7, is injective
iff s is surjective and vice versa. Also Im7ns, = Imn;  as FS,-modules. We have

(5.2) (@ 1rs(Y))s = (Ms.r (), Y)r (z € Mg,y € M;).

The ranks of the maps 7, ; are given in [Wil]. We state the special cases that we need of
of this general result.

Lemma 5.1. For r < min{s,n — s} we have
n n
rank = — .
N (R AD)
1<i<r, (571) is odd
In particular, m 3 is injective, and

-3
rankpni2 =n —1=dimS;, rankgnez =1+ %

Lemma 5.2. M is a uniserial FS,-module with socle layers F-T7 =1, Dy, 1.

=1 +dim82.

Proof. This is well known and easy to show. O

Let FS,,-module ) be defined by the short exact sequence
(5.3) 0—-F -7y - M; - Q —0.

In fact, @ = S7.
The following lemma can be deduced from [MOlL Theorem (1.1)], but we give an
independent proof for the reader’s convenience:
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Lemma 5.3. As FS,-modules, Imn; 2 = @ and My has the following structure:
(i) If n = 0 (mod 4) then the composition factors of My are 1 (twice), Dy (twice)
and Dy (once). Furthermore, My/(Imn; o + F - T5) = S5, whose socle is D.
(i) If n = 2 (mod 4) then My =T - Ty & M), and M is uniserial with socle layers
Dl) 1} D2) 1} Dl-

Proof. The dimension of Imn; 5 is given by Lemma 5.1}, from which we see that it is
isomorphic to @. The composition factors are given by [J1].

(i) The second statement in (i) now follows using the facts that the dual Specht module
S5 is a quotient of My and S5 is uniserial with socle layers Dy, D;.

(ii) The submodule F - T3 is a direct summand of My because (g) is odd. Then
M} = Kernsy is the complementary summand. The composition factors of M/ are Dy,
1, Dy, 1, Dy. Also we have S, C MJ. The composition factors of Sy are Dy, Dy, 1
and Ss has a simple head isomorphic to Dy. Since Mésn = 0, it follows that Sy must
be uniserial with socle layers Dy, 1, Dy. The uniseriality of M/, and its socle layers now
follow from the self-duality of MJ. U

Lemma 5.4. The FS,,-module Ms has the following structure.
(i) If n =0 (mod 4), then M3 = M; & U, where U is uniserial with socle layers Da,
Dl) D37 Dl) D2-
(ii) If n = 2 (mod 4) then Immny 3 is uniserial with socle layers 1, Do, 1, Dy1. The
composition factors of Ms are 1 (with multiplicity 4), Dy (twice), Do (twice) and
Ds (once). Also, soc(Ms3) =TF - T;.

Proof. The composition factors are given by [J1]. The dimensions of the images of the
incidence maps 7. s are given by Lemma [5.11

(i) A simple computation shows that 131 0713 = 1as, so 11,3 is a split injection of
M into Ms. In fact, by computing bilinear forms on the images of basis elements, 71 3
is seen to be an isometry. So M3 =Immn; 3 & U, with U = (Im 771,3)L = Kerns 1, where
the last equality is by (5.2]). The module U is a self-dual module and its composition
factors are Dy (twice), Dy (twice) and D3, and U contains S3. The structure of U will
follow from its self-duality if we prove that S3 is uniserial with socle layers Do, D1, Ds.
Since we know that the head of S3 is isomorphic to D3, it suffices to show that D; is
not a submodule of Ss. If it were, then we would have Homgs, (D1, M3) # 0, whence
Hompys (M3, D1) # 0, i.e. the fixed point subspace Df”f‘(”g is non-trivial, which is easily
checked to be false.

(ii) We have Immn; 9 = Q. Also, it is easy to see that 723 o 712 = 0, whence by
dimensions using Lemma [5.T], we conclude that Im 7, o = Kerny 3. Moreover, Imn; 2 = @
by Lemma [5.31 Since Imn; o ¢ M3, the structure of @ implies that Kerns 3 N M) must
be zero or isomorphic to Dj. Since we know the rank of 772 3, we see that the latter holds.
Thus from the structure of My, we see that ns 3(Ms) = M,/ soc(Mj). By dimensions, we
see that 72 3(M5) = Immny 3, so Imns 3 is uniserial with the socle layers as stated.

It remains to show that soc(Ms3) = IF - T5. For this, it suffices to prove that Mjz has
no submodule isomorphic to Dy, Dy or Ds. For D; we explicitly check as in (i) that

%= . e unique D3 composition factor of Ms is the head of S3, so since S3 is no
D" %% = 0. Th D tion factor of Ms is the head of S S is not
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simple, it follows that M3 has no submodule isomorphic to Ds. Finally, we consider Ds.
By the first part of (ii), Im7sy 3 has one composition factor Dy as its second socle layer,
so it suffices to show that M3/ Imns, 3, which has a single Dy composition factor, has no
submodule isomorphic to Dy. However, M3/Imn, 3 has D3 as a composition factor, so
maps surjectively onto S3. By [J1], D is a composition factor of S, but S has a simple
socle isomorphic to D3. So Dy is not a submodule of Mj3. O

Figures [l and 2 below are given for the reader’s convenience, but they will not be used
in proofs. The pictures give partial information on submodule structure of the permu-
tation modules My and M3. The edges indicate the existence of uniserial subquotients.

M2 : D1 M3 : D2
a |

1 Dy 1 1 D1

|/ | |

D; Dy ® Dj

| |

1 D,

|

Dy

My : Dy Ms : 1

| RN

1 Dy Dy

| 4 RN

1D D2 1 D3 1

| NS /
} Doy Dy
D1 N 1 -

FIGURE 2. Submodule structures for n =2 (mod 4)

Lemma 5.5. We have:

(i) Imny 3 is the unique submodule of Mg that is isomorphic to M as FS,,-modules.
(ii) Kermns is the unique submodule N of M3 such that M3/N = M; as FS,,-modules.

Proof. Part (ii) follows from (i) by the duality of 713 and n3;. For (i), note that
dim Homgs,, (M7, M3) = 2. The map 7, 3 and the map § sending each 1-set to T3 form
a basis of this Hom-space. Now 73 is injective since soc(M;) is spanned by 77 and
m,3(T1) =3T3 = T3 # 0. Also we have Im 5 C Imn; 3, so Im ;3 is the unique submod-
ule of Mgz isomorphic to Mj. O

In the following two lemmas, N denotes the submodule of M3 specified in Lemmal5.5(ii).
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Lemma 5.6. Let n =0 (mod 4). Then Kerngs NN = soc3(N), and
N/soc*(N) = nzo(N) = Imnz o N M) = Ss.

Proof. By Lemma 5.4, N/soc®(N) is uniserial with socle D1 and head Dy. Since M, has
no composition factor isomorphic to D3, we have soc?(N) C Ker 73,2

We claim that the induced map N/soc3(N) — My is injective. If not, its image is
either zero or isomorphic to Dy. The latter is impossible since Ms has no submodule
isomorphic to Dy. The former is also impossible since it forces the rank of 139 to be at
most dim M; = n, contrary to Lemma [5.1] which gives the actual rank as 1 + dim S».

Thus the map 73 2 induces an isomorphism of N/ soc®(N) with a submodule 13 o(N) C
M,. Since N C Mj and 120 0 132 = 130, we have n32(N) C Mj. Comparing the
dimensions, we see that 13 o(N) = Immnz o N Mj. This submodule of My has the same
dimension and the same composition factors as Sy. Since any submodule of My with Do
as a composition factor must contain Sz, we now conclude that 73 2(N) = Sa. O

Lemma 5.7. Let n =2 (mod 4), W =Imne 3 C Ms, and Y := M} C Ms. Then:
(i) soc?(W) C N and soc?(W) is uniserial with socle layers 1, Ds.
(ii) Ker(nealy) =soc(Y), and Y/soc(Y) Zn23(Y) = W.
(iii) NNW = N nsoc}(W) = soc?(W), Mz/(N +soc3(W)) = Q.
(iv) We have My =Imn 3 C N, ImmsNW =F - T3, and the submodule

Q' = (Imny 3 + soc*(W))/soc?(W) C N := N/soc*(W)

is isomorphic to Q. Moreover, N" := N'/Q" is uniserial with socle layers D3, Ds.

(v) We have soc?(W) C 83 C N, the submodule D' := S3/soc*(W) C N’ is isomor-
phic to Ds. Moreover, soc(N') = D' @ soc(Q') = D3 ® Dy and N'/D' = N/S3 =
n3,2(IV) = Ss.

Proof. (i) The structure of W is given in Lemma [5.4] which implies that soc?(W) is
uniserial with socle layers 1, Dy. Any nonzero quotient of soc?(W) has Dy as its head.
But M3/N = M; and Ds is not a composition factor of M;. So we see that SOC2(W) CN.

(ii) Recall that My = Y @ 1 and Y is uniserial with socle layers D;,1, Dy, 1, Dy
by Lemma (.3l Next, 123(Y) has codimension < 1 in W = Imuy3. Inspecting the
submodule structures of W and Y given in Lemma [5.4(ii) and Lemma [5.3] we see that
n2,3(Y) = W and Ker(nz3]y) = soc(Y).

(iii) Note that 731 0723 # 0, so W & Kerns 1 = N. Moreover, soc®(W) € N, since
otherwise WNN = soc®(W), and M3/N = Mj contains (W+N)/N = W/soc*(W) = D,
as a submodule, which is a contradiction. As W is uniserial and soc?(W) C N, it now
follows that N N W = N Nsoc3(W) = soc?(W). Now, M3/(N + soc®(W)) is a quotient
of M3/N = M1 by

(N +soc®(W))/N = soc3(W) /(N Nsoc(W)) = soc®(W)/soc?(W) £ 1,

so this quotient must be isomorphic to Q.

(iv) We know that N’ has composition factors D3, Ds, Dy, and 1. It is easy to check
that n310m 3 =0,s0 Immn 3 C N = Kerns . By LemmalG50li), Imn; 3 = M;. Using the
submodule structure of W and Im; 3 and the fact that soc(M3) = F - T3, we conclude
that Imn; 3 "W = F - T3. Therefore the image @’ of Imn; 3 in N’ is isomorphic to Q.
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Now we know that N” has composition factors D3 and Ds. Note that S5 is a quotient
of M3, so some submodule S’ of S5 is a quotient of N. Also, D3 is the head of Sg and the
socle of S§. But Dj is not a composition factor of soc?(W)+Imny 3. It follows that S is a
quotient of Ms/(soc?(W) +Immn; 3), whence S’ is a quotient of N/(soc?(W) +Immn; 3) =
N’ and also of N'. By [J1] the composition factors of S (and S3) are D3, Ds, 1.
Among these, only 1 is a composition factor of My = M3/N, so S’ has both D3 and D,
as composition factors. We have shown that S’ is a quotient of N” which has exactly
two composition factors D3 and D,. It follows that in fact N” = S’. In this case,
soc(N") = Ds since soc(S;) = Ds is simple.

(v) Recall that S C M3 and head(S3) = Ds is not a composition factor of M; =
Ms/N. Tt follows that S3 C N and, since D is not a composition factor of S3, the image
D’ of 83 in N’ intersects Q' trivially. The aforementioned structure of N” implies that S3
has no quotient isomorphic to N”. Therefore, under the natural projection N’ — N”, D’
projects onto a module isomorphic to D3, or 0. The latter cannot happen since Ds is not
a composition factor of soc?(W) + Im n1,3. So D' projects onto a module isomorphic to
Ds3. This implies that the composition factors of D' +@Q’ are D3, Dy ,1. Since D'NQ’ =0
and Q' = @, it follows that D’ = D3. We have shows that that D3&® D; = D'@soc(Q') C
soc¢(N"). On the other hand, N'/Q" = N”, soc(N") = D3, and soc(Q’) = D;. Together
these imply that soc(N’) embeds into D3 & Dy. So D' @ soc(Q’) = soc(N').

Let 7 denote the natural projection N — N’. Then we have shown that Ker(7|s,) has
two composition factors Dy and 1. On the other hand, Ker m = soc?(W). It follows that
Ker(r|s,) = soc?(W) so that in fact D’ = S3/soc?(W) and N'/D’' = N/S;. By (E1) we
have S = N NKernss. So N/S3 = N/(Kernso N N) = n39(N) is a submodule of M,
with composition factors Dy, 1, Dy, which are precisely the composition factors of S,.
Hence, N'/D" = N/S3 = n32(N) = Ss. O

6. MAIN REDUCTION THEOREM

The following theorem is the main tool for proving reducibility of various restrictions
Resi" in the key case p = 2|n. Note by Theorem [B:2] that the assumption d3(V) > di (V)
is equivalent to the assumption that V is not trivial and not basic spin module.

Theorem 6.1. Let p = 2|n > 6, V be an irreducible FS,,-module satisfying ds(V') >
di(V), and X be a subgroup of S,,. Let N be the FS,-submodule of Ms specified in
Lemma[53(i). Suppose that for any nonzero FS,-quotient J of N we have JX # 0 and
if J5 # 0 then dim JX > 2. Then the restriction Resi? V' is reducible.

Proof. Set E := Endp(V) so that d.(V) = dimHomps, (M,, E). By Schur’s Lemma,
dim E>" = Endgs, (V) = 1, so the FS,-module E contains a unique submodule E; 2 1.
Note that EX = Endpy (Resi? V), so it suffices to prove that dim EX > 2.

By definition of N in Lemma [5.5(ii), we have an exact sequence

0— N — Mg— M; — 0.

Applying Homgs (—, E) to this sequence and using the assumption d3(V') > di(V), we
conclude that there is some f € Homgps, (M3, E) such that J := f(IN) # 0.
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If JNE; = 0, then E contains a submodule isomorphic to J & E7, whence dim EX > 2
as JX # 0 by assumption. On the other hand, if J N F; # 0 then J°* # 0. In this case
dim EX > dim JX > 2 by assumption again. O

Our main goal now will be to obtain permutation group theoretic conditions on the
subgroup X which guarantee that the assumptions of Theorem [6.1] hold.

To bound dimensions of various fixed point subspaces, we will frequently use the
following well-known estimates:

Lemma 6.2. Let X be a group and U OV be FX-modules. Then:
(i) dim(U/V)X —dim H'(X,V) < dimUX — dim V¥ < dim(U/V)X.
(ii) If in addition X acts trivially on V and Hom(X,F) = 0, then
dimUX = dim V + dim(U/V)*.

Proof. (i) follows from the exact sequence 0 — VX — UX — (U/V)X — HY(X, V).
(ii) In this case H'(X,V) = Hom(X,F) = 0, whence the statement follows from
(i). O

Let X <S,, be any subgroup and 1 < r < n/2. We set

(6.1) fr(X) :=dim(M,)Y,  fo(X) =0, ep(X):= fr(X) — fro1(X).

Note that f.(X) is the number of X-orbits on ,. Recalling the module @ defined in
(E3), when p = 2|n we also put

(6.2) h(X) :=dim H (X, Q).

For any partition A - n, let x* denote the irreducible ordinary S,-character labeled
by A. It is well known that the S,,-character afforded by the permutation module C{2, is
> o x("=55) Denote o := x™ 11 so that o + 1s, is the permutation character of S,

acting on Q :={1,2,...,n}. Applying |[GT2, Lemma 3.3|, we see that
ZT: (n—s,s) _ S2(ar) ifr=2,
_OX T S3(a) - A%(a) —a ifr=3,

where S* denotes the kth symmetric power and A* denotes the kth exterior power. If
we know the restriction ax := Resi? a explicitly, we can compute fo(X) and f3(X) by
computing the scalar product of X-characters as follows:

(6.3) fo(X) = [S*(ax), 1x]x, f3(X) =[(S*(ax) — A*(ax) — ax, 1x]x.
Next we record some obvious observations:

Lemma 6.3. Let X <S,, be a transitive subgroup. Then:
(i) fo(X) =1 if and only if X is 2-homogeneous.
(ii) Suppose | X| is even. Then fo(X) =1 if and only if X is 2-transitive.
(iii) fo(X) <2 4f X is a rank < 3 subgroup of Sy,.



REPRESENTATIONS OF THE ALTERNATING GROUP 15

Proof. (i) is obvious: X is 2-homogeneous precisely when it acts transitively on Q9. For
(ii), observe that X contains an involution ¢, and so we can find x,y € € interchanged
by t. It follows that X is 2-homogeneous precisely when it is 2-transitive.

For (iii), note that if X is a rank 2 subgroup fa(X) = 1 by (ii). If X is a rank 3
subgroup, then the point stabilizer of x € 2 in X has two orbits on Q \ {z}, whence X
has at most two orbits on .

Note that since p = 2 in the following proposition, the condition X = O2?(X) is
equivalent to the condition Hom(X,F) = 0 from Lemma In many applications X
will be perfect, in which case this assumption of course holds.

Proposition 6.4. Let p = 2|n > 6, N the FS,-submodule of Ms specified in Lemma
[5.3(4), and let J be any nonzero FS,,-quotient of N. Suppose that X = O?(X) < 'S,, is
a subgroup such that

fi(X) =1, e3(X) > h(X) + 1, and either fo(X) >3 or S5 #0.
Then JX # 0. Moreover, if J°* # 0, then dim JX > 2.

Proof. We write f,. for f.(X), e, for e.(X), and h for h(X). Note that Q¥ = 0 and
D =0 since f; = 1 and X = O?(X). Combining this with the structure of My given
in Lemma [5.3] and applying Lemma [6.2] we see that

(6.4) f2 > 1+dim Dy —dim HY(X,Q) = 1 + dim Dy’ — h.

Note that DX # 0. Indeed, if fo > 3, this follows by considering composition factors
of My described in Lemma [5.3] and using @~ = D;¥ = 0. On the other hand, if S5* # 0,
this follows by considering composition factors of Sy using Di¥ = 0.

Case 1: n =0 (mod 4). Then N is uniserial by Lemma [5.4] and we are going to
check that JX # 0 for each of its five non-trivial quotients J. This is all we have to do,
since 1 is not a composition factor of N, and so we never have J5» # 0.

Note that soc(N) = Do, so NX¥ DO D # 0. By assumption, we have f3 > fa +
h + 1, so (6.4) implies f3 > dim DX + 2. Since M3 = M; @ N and f; = 1, it follows
that (N/soc(N))X # 0. Then since DX = 0, we also get (N/soc?(N))* # 0. Next,
N/soc3(N) = S; by Lemma If S # 0, we are done. Otherwise, the conditions
f2 >3 and Di¥ = 0 imply that (N/soc3(N))X # 0. Finally, N/rad(N) = D, and we
already have D5 # 0.

Case 2: n =0 (mod 4). We are going to use the notation of Lemma [5.7]

Step 1: we prove that JX # 0 for any nonzero quotient J = N/K of N.

By Lemma [5.7(i), we have the submodule soc?(W) C N which is uniserial with socle
layers 1, Dy. So any nonzero quotient of soc?(W) either contains 1 or is isomorphic to Dy,
hence it contains nonzero X-fixed points. In particular, (N/K)X > 0 if soc?(W) ¢ K,
and we may now assume that soc?(WW) C K. In other words, we are reduced to showing
that X has nonzero fixed points on every nonzero FS,-quotient of N’ = N/soc?(W).

Recall that My = Y @ 1, see Lemma [5.71 In particular, dimY* = f, — 1, and so
dim(soc*(Y))X = fo — 1, since X has no fixed points on U/soc*(U) = D;. Applying
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Lemma [6.2(i) to the exact sequence

0 — soc?(Y) — soct(Y) — soct(Y)/soc?(Y) = 0
with (soc?(Y))X = QX =0, we see that
(6.5) dim(soc*(Y)/soc2(Y)X < fo+h—1.

By Lemma B.7(ii), we have 123(Y) = W 2 Y/soc(Y). So soc®(W) = soct(Y)/soc(Y)
is an extension of soc*(Y)/soc?(Y) by soc?(Y)/soc(Y) = 1. Together with (6.5) and
Lemma [6.2] this implies that

(6.6) dim(soc3 (W)X < fo + h.
Since Q¥ = 0, Lemma B.7(iii) yields
(6.7) dim(N + soc> (W)X = fs.

Moreover, by the same lemma, we have
N’ = N/soc? (W) = N/(N Nsoc®(W)) = (N + soc®(W))/soc3(W).

Since f3 — fo = e3 > h + 1 we deduce from (6.6) and (6.7) that (N")X # 0.

Now we apply Lemma B.7(iv). Since N” = N’/Q" and Q"% = QX = 0, we have that
(N)X % 0 implies N"X # 0. Recalling that D5 # 0 and head(N") 2 Dy, we have now
shown that X has nonzero fixed points on every nonzero quotient of N”.

It remains to consider quotients of N’ by nonzero submodules R’ which do not contain
Q'. Since Q" has a simple socle and @Q'/soc(Q’) = 1, we only need to consider R’ such
that ' N Q" = 0. We have shown in LemmaB.7(v) that soc(N') = D" & soc(Q’). Hence
the condition R’ N Q" = 0 implies that R’ O D’. So we must show that X has nonzero
fixed points on every nonzero quotient of the FS,,-module N’'/D’ = S5, see Lemma [5.7(v)
again. By assumption, S5* # 0 unless fo > 3, in which case D = 0 implies S5° # 0.
The only proper quotients of Sy have socles 1 and Do and we have seen already that X
has non-trivial fixed points on these simple modules.

Step 2: we assume that J = N/K contains a trivial S,-submodule E = 1 and prove
that dim JX > 2. We again use the notation of Lemma [5.7l Since we have shown that
D5, (N")X # 0, by Lemma 6.2(ii) it suffices to show that J contains an FS,,-submodule
L where L/FE is isomorphic to Dy or N”. This is obvious if K = 0. So we may assume
that K D soc(W) =soc(N) = 1.

If K Nsoc?(W) = soc(W), then J contains soc?(W)/soc(W) = Dy, and we can take
L = Dy ® E. Thus we may assume that K O soc?(W) and so J can be regarded as
a quotient N’/K’ of N' = N/soc?(W). Let P’ be the preimage of E in N’ so that
E = P'/K’. Since 1 is not a composition factor of N'/Q’, we see that Q' + K’ O P,
whence Q'/(Q' N K') =2 (Q' + K')/K’ contains E = P'/K’. But Q' has socle layers
Dy,1,50 Q' NK' =s0c¢(Q') and P’ = Q'+ K'. Recall that N'/Q" = N” is uniserial with
socle layers D3, Ds. So if P/ # N’ then J = N’/K’ is isomorphic to an extension of the
nonzero quotient N'/P’ of N'/Q" = N” by P'/K' = E, and we may take L = J.

Assume P’ = N’| so that N'/K' = 1. Since D' = Djs is simple, it follows that
D' ¢ K'. Now we see that N'/K’ =1 is a quotient of N’/D’" which is isomorphic to Sy
by Lemma [5.7(v), a contradiction since head(S2) = Ds. O
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Now we can prove the main result of this section:

Theorem 6.5. Let p = 2|n > 6, V be an irreducible FS,,-module satisfying ds(V') >
di1(V), and X = O*(X) <S,, be a subgroup such that

fi(X) =1, e3(X) > h(X) + 1, and either fo(X) >3 or S5 #0.
Then the restriction Resi? V is reducible.
Proof. Apply Theorem and Proposition O

Next we show that the condition S5 # 0 is a fairly mild condition which always holds
for rank 3 permutation groups of even degree n:

Lemma 6.6. Let 2|n > 6 and let G < S,;, be a rank 3 permutation group. Then 52G #0.

Proof. Since 2|n, |G| is even and so G contains an involution j. Choose zp € Q =
{1,2,...,n} not fixed by j. By assumption, the stabilizer G, of xo has two orbits Ay,
Ag on Q\ {xo}. Since |A;] +|A2] =n — 1 is odd, we may assume that |A;| is odd and
|Ag] is even. Since |G| is even, it follows by Lemma [6.3[(ii), (iii) that G has exactly two
orbits ® and ¥ on the set Q9 of 2-subsets {z,y} of 2, where {x¢,2} € ¥ if and only
z € Ay. Note that
@] =n|A1]/2, |¥] = n|As|/2.

(Indeed, suppose for instance that j(xg) =: z € A;. By counting we see that the number
of ordered pairs (z,y) with {z,y} € ® is n|A1|. Since j interchanges xg and z, it follows
that |®| = n|A1|/2 and so | V| = n|As|/2. The same argument applies if z € A,.)

Now ® U ¥ forms a basis for Ms. Since W is a G-orbit, it suffices to show that the
orbit sum ¥ := E{Ly}@,{:n,y} belongs to So. A standard fact about Specht modules
following from (5.1)) and (5.2) is that

Sy = (To)" N a(My) ™,
where perpendicularity is with respect to the natural inner product (-, )2 on M. Now,
(U, Ty)y = |¥] = n|As|/2 = 0(mod?2).

Next, A
(W, m1,2(20))2 = |Az| = 0(mod?2),

and similarly (¥, 7, 5(x))s = 0 for all z € Q. O

7. SPECIAL EMBEDDINGS OF A,, INTO A,

Let X & A,, with m > 5. In this section, we consider two special kinds of embeddings
of X into symmetric groups S,. The first arises from the action of X on k-subsets of

A:={1,2,...,m}

with 2 < k < m/2, giving rise to an embedding of X into S,,, where n = (r,';) The second
embedding comes from the action on set partitions of A into b subsets of size a, where
m = ab. This gives rise to an embedding into S,,, where n = (ab)!/((a!)® - b!).

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that m > 8. Then for any of the two special embeddings, we have
that n > m(m —1)/2.
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Proof. For the first embedding, observe that the sequence (r]?) is increasing for 2 < k <
m/2, whence (') > (). For the second embedding, denote Ny := (ab)!/((a!)® - b!) and
observe that

Nop+1 (ab+1)(ab+2)...(ab+a—1)

7.1 = >ab+1>5
( ) Na,b (a—l)! >ab+12>

as long as a,b > 2. An induction on a shows that N, o > (22“) for a > 4. Now another

induction on b > 2 using (Z.I]) shows that Ng;, > (“2b) whenever a > 4 and b > 2. Next,
3a
2

an induction on a shows that N,3 > ( ) for a > 2, with equality only when a = 2.

Now another induction on b > 3 using (1)) shows that N, ; > (“21’) ifa>2,b>3, and

ab > 8. O
Recall that the S,-module @ defined in (5.3]) and the integer h(X) defined in (6.2).

Lemma 7.2. Let p=2. We have:
(i) dim H*(X,F) = 1.
(ii) If n is even, then one of the following statements holds:
(a) dim HY(X, M;7) =1 and h(X) < 2.
(b) 4|m, A,, embeds into A, via its action on partitions (m/2,m/2) of A, and
dim H'(X, My) =2, h(X) < 3.

Proof. (i) is a well-known fact about the Schur multiplier of A,,.

(ii) By Frobenius reciprocity we have that

HY(X, M) =2 HY(X,F) = Hom(X1, (F, +)),
where X is the stabilizer in X of a point on the set 2, and (F, +) is the additive group
of the field F. First we consider the case where X is acting on k-sets of A. Then
X = (Sk X Sm—k) NA, = (Ak X Am—k) - 2.

Since p = 2, we have that Hom(Ag, (F,+)) = 0 for all s > 1. Denoting by C5 the group
of order 2, it follows that Hom(X1, (F,+)) = Hom(C5, (F,+)) is one-dimensional.

Next we consider the case X is acting on set partitions of A into b > 2 subsets of size
a=m/b>2. Then

X1 = (SalSy) NA,.
We may assume that the transposition (1,2) fixes the set partition fixed by X;. Then
(1,2) belongs to the base subgroup B = S% whence [B : BN X;] = 2 and X; &
(BN Xj)-Sp. As mentioned above, Hom(A,, (F,+)) = 0. Hence
Hom(X1, (F,+)) = Hom(X; /A%, (F,+)) = Hom(Y, (F, +)),
where Y = X;/Ab = 2°=1.G, If b > 3, then one can check that [Y,Y] contains the
normal subgroup 2°~!, and so
HOIH(Y, (Fv +)) = HOHl(Sb, (Fv +)) = HOHI(CQ, (Fv +)) =F

as Hom(Ay, (F,+)) = 0. Assume that b = 2, i.e. X fixes the partition A = {1,2,...,a}U
{a+1,...,m}. If a > 3 is odd, then the permutation

g: (L,a+1,2,a+2)3,a+3)...(a,2a)
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belongs to X and g% = (1,2)(a + 1,a + 2) gives rise to an involution in Y. Thus Y is
cyclic of order 4, and so again Hom(Y, (F,+)) = F. If a is even, then Y (of order 4) is
generated by two involutions (1,2)(a+1,a+2) and (1,a+1)(2,a+2) ... (a,2a), whence
Hom(Y, (F,+)) = F2. This proves the claims on dim H(X, M) in (ii).

Now the bounds on h(X) in (ii) follow immediately from the portion

0=H'(X,F) —» H'(X,M;) » H'(X,Q) — H*(X,F)
of the long exact sequence arising from (5.3]). O

Lemma 7.3. Let X embed into S, via its action on k-subsets of A for 2 < k < m/2.
Then fo(X) = k.

Proof. We claim that the orbits of X or of S,, on pairs {4, B} of distinct k-subsets of
A are labeled by j := |[AN B| for 0 < j < k — 1, hence f3(X) = k. Indeed, the claim is
obvious for S,,. Since A # B, we can find i € A\ B and j € B\ A. Now the transposition
(i,7) fixes the pair {A, B}, and so S,, and A, have the same orbits on pairs {4, B}. O

Next we handle the embedding of A, into A, via its action on 2-subsets:

Corollary 7.4. Let p = 2 and m > 6 be such that n := (g”) is even. Let X = A,,
embed into A, via its action on 2-subsets of {1,2,...,m}. Suppose that an irreducible
FS,,-module V satisfies the condition d3(V') > dy(V'). Then Resi” V' is reducible.

Proof. By Lemma [T.2]ii), we have that h(X) < 2. On the other hand, fi(X) = 1, and
f2(X) =2 by Lemmall.3l Also, f3(X) > 5. Indeed, we can regard the FS,-permutation
module M as having a basis consisting of all 2-subsets {i,j} of A = {1,2,...,m}. Then
the module M3 has a basis consisting of unordered triples of distinct pairs, and S,, has
5 orbits on this set represented by the triples

{{1,2},{3,4},{5,6}},  {{1,2},{3,4},{4,5}},  {{1,2},{2,4},{3,4}}
({12}, {1,31,{1,4}},  {{1,2},{1,3},{2,3}}.

In particular, e3(X) > 3 > h(X) + 1; furthermore, S5* # 0 by Lemma [6.6l Hence we are
done by Theorem O

Lemma 7.5. Suppose that m > 11. Then es(X) > 2, unless Ay, embeds in A, via its
action on 2-subsets of A, in which case ex(X) = 1.

Proof. Recall that f1(X) = 1 for the special embeddings of X into S,, in question. Now
for the action of X on k-subsets of A the result follows from Lemma [7.3]

Now let X act on partitions P = {Py,..., P} of A into b a-subsets P,...,P,. We
will exhibit at least 3 orbits of X on pairs of partitions {P,Q}. Note that A admits
two partitions with no common subset between them. It follows that, for each j =
0,1,...,b— 2, A admits a pair of partitions {P,Q}, where P and @ contain exactly j
common subsets. Certainly, such pairs with different parameters j belong to different
S,p-orbits. In particular, we are done if b > 4.

Suppose b = 3 and a > 4. Then we get at least one orbit with the above parameter
j = 0. For j = 1, we get at least two orbits with representatives {P,Q}, where P =
{P1, P, R}, Q ={Q1,Q2, R}, and |P, N Q1] = 1, respectively [P, N Q1| = 2.
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Suppose b = 2 and a > 6. Then for each s = 1,2,3 we get at least one orbit with
representatives { P, Q}, where P = {P;, P>}, Q@ = {Q1,Q2}, and |P1 N Q4| = s. O

Remark 7.6. It is easy to check that for the embedding via the action of X on b a-
subsets, we have ea(X) = 0 if (a,b) = (3,2), and ex = 1 if (a,b) = (2,3), (4,2), or (5,2).
On the other hand, ez(X) = 3 if (a,b) = (3,3), as one can compute using (6.3) below
and [GAP].

Lemma 7.7. Suppose m > 6 and X = A,, embeds into S,, via its action on k-subsets of
A for 2 <k <m/2. Then either es(X) >4, or k=2 and e3(X) = 3.

Proof. By Lemma [T.3] we have fa(X) = k. So we will try to exhibit at least (k + 4)
Smm-orbits on triples {A, B, C} of k-subsets. We may assume that

|JANB|>|ANC|>|BnC

and call (|JAN B|,|[ANC|,|BNC|) the mark of the triple {A, B,C}. Certainly, triples
with different marks belong to different S,,-orbits.
Recall that m > 2k 4 1. First let |AN B| = k — 1, so we may assume

A={1,2,....k—1,k}, B={1,2,....,k— 1,k +1}.
For 0 < j <k —1, by choosing
C=1{1,2,..., . k+2k+3,....2k+1—j}
we get a triple with the mark (k — 1,7, 7). Similarly, for 1 < j < k — 1, by choosing
C={1,2,....5—Lkk+2k+3,...2k+1—j}
we get a triple with the mark (kK —1,j,7 — 1).
Next we consider the case |AN B| =k — 2, say
A={1,2,...,k—2k—1,k}, B={1,2,...,k—2,k+ 1,k +2}.
For 1 < j <k — 2, by choosing
C={1,2,....5.k+3k+4,....2k+2—j}
we get a triple with the mark (k — 2,7, 7). Similarly, for 1 < j < k — 2, by choosing
C={1,2,....5—Lkk+2k+3,...,2k+2— ;)
we get a triple with the mark (k —2,j,7 — 1).
We have produced at least 4k — 5 different marks. So we have e3(X) > 3k —5 > 4 if
> 3.
' }i?)nally, consider the case k = 2. Then the triples
{121 {1,30 (2,40}, ({12}, {13}, {45}, {{1,2}, 13,4}, {5,6})
have marks (1, 1,0), (1,0,0), and (0,0,0). Furthermore, the triples {{1,2},{1,3},{1,4}}

and {{1,2},{1,3},{2,3}} have the same mark (1,1,1), but different cardinality of AU
B U C, so they produce two more S,,-orbits. O

To estimate e3(X) for the second special embedding of X into S,,, we need the following
observation:
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Lemma 7.8. Let Y be any group and K any field. Suppose that A1, As, B1, By are KY -
modules such that there is an injective f € Homgy (A, B) with A = Ay® Ay, B = B1®Bs,
and f(Az) C By. Then

dim BY — dim AY > dim BY — dim A}

Proof. Clearly, AY = AY @ AY and BY = BY ® BY. Now f embeds AY in BY, whence
the claim. 0

The following statement is also well known and follows for example from the formula
for ranky 72,3 given in [Will:

Lemma 7.9. Let p # 2,3 and n > 4. Then na3 : My — M3 is injective. O

Now we can prove a reduction lemma to help estimate e3(X) for the second special
embedding.

Lemma 7.10. Let X = A,, and Y :=S,,, embed into S,, via their actions on partitions
of A = {1,2,...,m} into b a-subsets, with a,b > 2. Suppose that b > s > 2. Set

n' = (sa)!/((a!)® - s!) and let Z := Ssq embed in S,/ via its action on partitions of
A" = {1,2,...,sa} into s a-subsets. Also denote by N, the permutation S,-module
corresponding to its action on r-subsets of {1,2,...,n'}. Then

dim M5z — dim M5° > dim N¥ — dim NY.

Proof. 1) Since M, is a permutation module, dim M, remains unchanged when we re-
place F by any other field. So throughout this proof we may assume F = C.
With respect to X and Y, any pair {P,Q} in Qs is a pair of two partitions

P: {Pla"'7Pa}7 Q: {Qla"wQ(l}'
Call {P,Q} a good pair if at least b — s subsets P; occur among the @);. Next, we call
a triple {P,Q, R} € Q3 with R = {Ry,...,R,} a good triple if all three pairs {P,Q},
{P, R}, {Q, R} are good. We also call {P,Q, R} a very good triple if there are at least
b — s subsets P; which occur both among the (); and among the R;. Then Y > X acts
on the following sets: Q9 of all good pairs, Qg9 := Q9 \ Qa1, Q31 of all good triples, and
932 = Qg \ 931. Thus
A1 = (CQQl, A2 = (CQQQ, Bl = (Cle, BQ = (CQgQ

are CY-submodules of My = A1 @ Ay and M3 = B; @ By. Note that Y > X also acts
on the set 2311 of very good triples, and so By; := Cf311 is an X-submodule of Bj.
Certainly, BfS C B;*.

Since char(C) = 0, 72,3 is injective by Lemma [[L9 Next, if {P, Q} € Q2, then

772,3({P7Q}) = Z {PvaR}7
R#P,Q

where all occuring triples {P,Q, R} are not good (since {P,Q} is not good). Thus
n2,3({P,Q}) € Ba. We have shown that 123(A42) C Bs. Applying Lemma [T to the
homomorphism f = 123, we see that

dim Mz* — dim M5° > dim B;¥ — dim A5 > dim B;¥ — dim A5".
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Recall that b > s. Hence, for any good pair { P, @}, P and @ have at least one common
a-subset Pp, and since a > 2, some transposition (i,7) € Y \ X fixes both P and Q. It
follows that X and Y have the same orbits on good pairs. Similarly, X and Y have the
same orbits on very good triples. Thus

dim B;Y — dim A = dim B} — dim A}

2) It remains to prove that
(7.2) dim B} — dim A} = dim N — dim N .

To do so, we will count the X-orbits on good pairs and very good triples.

Let r € {2,3}. Suppose the good pairs (if r = 2), respectively the very good triples (if
r=23),{P',...,P"} and {Q',...,Q"} belong to the same X-orbit. Then, without loss
we may assume that
(7.3) P'={Ry,...,Ry_s,Pl,.... P}, Q" ={Ri,...,Rps,Q},...,Q%}

for 1 <4 < r. Denote

Pl={Pj,...,P}, Q":={Q},...,Q"}

for1 <i<r.

By assumption, there is some o € S,,, sending {P',..., P"} to {Q',...,Q"}. Let t be
the number of common a-subsets that occur in all P!, ..., P". Then t is also the number
of common a-subsets that occur in all @Q',...,Q", and t > b — s.

Consider the case t = b — s. Then the ¢ common a-subsets among all P’ are pre-
cisely Ry,...,Rp_s, and similarly, the ¢ common a-subsets among all Q* are precisely

Ry, ..., Ry_s. It follows that o acts on the set {Ry,..., Ry_s}, and preserves the set
s i S 7
Uj=1 P = Ujm1Qj
which can be identified with A’. Now we can write 0 = pu7, where
f1 € Smsa = Sym(U)Z3 R;)

acts ontheset {Ry,...,Ry_s}, and 7 € Z = Sym(A') sends {P!,... ., P"} to {Q',...,Q"}.
Thus, the two pairs, respectively triples, {P!,..., P"} and {Q*,...,Q"} of partitions of
A’ belong to the same Z-orbit.

Next assume that ¢ > b— s and set v = t+s—b. Then the ¢ common a-subsets among
all P? are precisely Ry, ..., Ry_s,S1, ..., S5y, and similarly, the ¢ common a-subsets among
all Q° are precisely Ry,...,Ry_s,T1,...,T,, for some a-subsets S; and T} of A. It follows
that o sends {Ry,...,Ryp_s,S51,...,50} to {R1,...,Rp_s,T1,..., Ty}, and ¥ to O, where

b—s v b—s v
s=A\(URulJS), e=a\(JRruJT).
j=1 J=1 Jj=1 j=1

Set R := Rj for 1 <j <b—s. Alsoset Ry ;= S; and R{,_sﬂ- =Tjfor1<j<w.
Then there is a permutation = € S; such that o(R;) = R;(j). Now we can find vy € S,,, =
Sym(A) such that

e =1s, Y(R)) = Re-1j).
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Clearly, oy sends R; to Rj for 1 < j <b— s (and S; to T}), and sends {P!,..., P"} to
{Q',...,Q"}. Now we can repeat the argument of the preceding case ¢t = b — s to show
that the two pairs, respectively triples, {P',..., P"} and {Q',...,Q"} of partitions of
A’ belong to the same Z-orbit.

Conversely, it is obvious that if {P',..., P"} and {Q',...,Q"} belong to the same
Z-orbit, then {P!,..., P"} and {Q",...,Q"}, defined as in (Z.3)), belong to the same Y-
orbit. We have therefore proved that dim B}; = dim NZ and dim A} = dim NZ, whence

(T2) holds. O
Theorem 7.11. Letp = 2 and n be even. Suppose thatn > m > 11 and X = A,, embeds
into A, via its actions on subsets or partitions of {1,2,...,m}. Then fo(X) > 3 and

e3(X) > h(X)+2, unless Ay, embeds into A, via its action on 2-subsets of {1,2,...,m}.

Proof. 1) The inequality e2(X) > 2, and hence f2(X) > 3, is proved in Lemma
If A, embeds into A, via its action of k-subsets of A with 2 < k& < m/2, then h(X) < 2
by Lemma [Z.2] and e3(X) > 4 by Lemma [Z7l Thus e3(X) > h(X) + 2 as stated.

2) From now on, we assume that A,, embeds in A,, via its action on partitions of A
into b a-subsets, a,b > 2. By Lemmall.2 either h(X) < 2, or h(X) = 3 and b = 2|(m/2).

Here we consider the case a > 5 and show that e3(X) > 5 > h(X) + 2 in this case.
Applying Lemma [T.I0 with s = 2, we are reduced to prove that dim My — dim My > 5
for b=2 and Y = S,,. In this base case b = 2, each partition is a pair

[A] == {4, A\ A}

with |A| = a = |A|/2. Hence the Y-orbits on pairs of partitions {[A], [B]} are labeled by
1<j<t:=|a/2], where |AN B| = a — j. In particular, dim M = t.

So we need to produce at least (t+5) Y-orbits on triples of partitions {[A], [B], [C]} €
Q3. As in the proof of Lemma [.7], we will label A, B, C so that
(7.4) |JANB| > |ANC|>|BNC|>a/2

and call (JAN B|,|[ANC|,|BNC|) the mark of the triple {A, B,C}. Certainly, triples
with different marks belong to different S,,-orbits.
First let [AN B| =a — 1, so we may assume

A={1,2,...,a—1,a}, B={1,2,...,a—1,a+ 1}
For 1 < j <t, by choosing
cC={1,2,...,a—j,a+2,a+3,...,a+j+1}

we get a triple with the mark (a —1,a — j,a — j). In fact, for j = 1, we have two choices

for C:
{1,2,...,a—1,a+2}, and {1,2,...,a — 2,a,a + 1}
which lead to two different S,,-orbits with mark (a —1,a —1,a — 1) for any a > 4 (since
|JANBNC|=a-—1 for the first choice and |[A N BN C|= a— 2 for the second choice).
Similarly, for 1 < j <t — 1, by choosing
cC={1,2,...,.a—j—1l,a,a+2,a+3,...,a+j+ 1}

we get a triple with the mark (a — 1,a — j,a — j — 1).
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Suppose in addition that a > 6. Then we choose
A={1,2,...,a—2,a—1,a}, B={1,2,...,a—2,a+ 1,a+ 2}.
Taking
C={1,2,...,.a—2,a+3,a+4} or {1,2,...,a—3,a+3,a+4,a+ 5}

we get triples with the mark (a—2,a—2,a—2) and (a—2,a—3,a—3). We have produced
at least (t+ 1)+ (t — 1) +2 >t + 5 orbits on triples, as desired.

Next assume that a = 5, and so t = 2. We have already produced 4 orbits with marks
(4,4,4) (two orbits), (4,4,3), and (4, 3,3). We can also exhibits 3 more orbits with

{A, B,C} = {12345,12346, 12578}, {12345,12367,12389}, {12345,12367, 12589}

and mark (4,3,2), (3,3,3), and (3, 3,2), respectively. (Note that the last mark deviates
from the convention (7.4]), but it does not cause any problem since a = 5, as one can
check.)

For the next part of the proof, we also consider the case a = 4, and so s = 2. We have
already produced 4 orbits with marks (3,3,3) (two orbits), (3,3,2), and (3,2,2). Next,
the triples with

{P,Q, R} = {1234,1256, 3456} and {1234, 1256, 1357}

have the same mark (2,2,2), but belong to different orbits. (Indeed, the former satisfies
the identity R = P+ @, but for the latter no member of [R] can be the sum of a member
of [P] with a member of [R].) Thus we get at least 6 orbits on triples of partitions. (One
can show by [GAP] that the number of orbits on triples is indeed 6 for both A,,, and S,,.)

3) It remains to consider the case 2 < a < 4. Since m > 11, we must have that b > 3,
and so h < 2 by Lemma For a = 2, 3, or 4, we set s = 5, 3, or 2, respectively.
Applying Lemma [710} we are reduced to prove that €’ := dim M3 — dim M; > 4 for
b=sand Y =Sg,. This has been done in 2) for (a,s) = (4,2). Using ([6.3)) and [GAP],
one can check that ¢’ = 35 for (a,s) = (3,3). Finally, assume that (a,s) = (2,5). Using
([63) and [GAP], we see that the number of Ajp-orbits on 2-subsets, respectively on 3-
subsets of Q = {1,2,...,945} is 6, respectively 139. Since Ajg has index 2 in Y = Sy, it
follows that dim M2Y < 6 and dim Mg/ > 139/2, whence €’ > 64. O

Now we can prove the main result concerning the special embeddings of A,,, into A:

Theorem 7.12. Let X = A,, be embedded in A, via its actions on partitions or on
k-subsets of {1,2,...,m} with2 <k <m/2, and 11 < m < n. Let p =2 and let V be
any FA,-module of dimension greater than 1. Then Resé‘(” V' is reducible.
Proof. Assume for a contradiction that V is irreducible over X. By Lemma [I] n >
m(m — 1)/2. Since m > 11, we have

m(m—1)—12

| e
1X| = m? <2 < (")

The irreducibility of V on X forces that dimV < /| X| < 2(*=6)/4_ This bound implies
by Proposition [4.1] that V' extends to S,. Thus, without loss we may assume that V' is
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an irreducible FS,-module. Also, since 2"=6/4 < 2l(n=2)/2] "/ cannot be a basic spin
module.

Now if n is odd, then the X-module V is reducible by [KSI, Theorem 3.10]. Hence 2|n,
and V satisfies the conclusion (i) of Theorem By Corollary [.4], X does not embed
into A,, via its action on 2-subsets of {1,2,...,m}. Hence, by Theorem [[T1], fo(X) >3
and e3(X) > h(X) + 2. Clearly, X is a perfect subgroup and f1(X) = 1. Therefore, the
X-module V' is reducible by Theorem [6.5] a contradiction. U

8. GENERAL EMBEDDINGS OF A,, INTO A,

Throughout this section, X = A,, is a subgroup of A,,, with n > m > 5. Recall the
notation Q = {1,2,...,n} and A ={1,2,...,m}.
First, we deal with the small cases 5 < m < 10:

Lemma 8.1. Let X = A,, be a transitive subgroup of A, with n > m and 5 < m < 10,
V' be an FA,-module of dimension > 1 such that Res?}” V is irreducible. Then (m,n) =
(5,6), (6,10), (7,15), or (8,15).

Proof. 1) First we consider the case where V' is not the heart of the natural permutation
module of Y := A,. Suppose for instance that m = 10. The assumptions that X is a
transitive subgroup of Y and n > m imply by [Atl] that n > 45. This in turn implies
by [GT1, Lemma 6.1] that dim V' > (n? — 5n + 2)/2 = 901 > 567 > bp(X), where bp(X)
denotes the largest degree of irreducible FX-representations. It follows that Res)A(” V is
reducible. The same arguments apply to the case m = 9, where we have n > 36 and
br(X) < 216.

Suppose now that m = 8. According to [Atl] and [JLPW], n = 15 or n > 28;
furthermore, bp(X) < 70. As above, dimV > bp(X) if n > 28. It follows that n = 15.
The same arguments apply to the case 5 < m < 7. (In fact, one can show that we must
have either (m,n) = (5,6) or (m,n,p,dim V) = (8,15,2,64).)

2) Now we may assume that V' is the heart of the natural permutation module FQ of
Y. By the assumption, X acts transitively on 2. If this action is not doubly transitive,
then the restriction of the permutation character of CQ) is 1x + a + 8 where «, § are
(not necessarily irreducible) X-characters of degree > 1. Since the Brauer character of
FQis ¢ +e- 1y with e € {1,2} and ¢ € IBr,(Y), it follows that V' is reducible over X.
Thus X acts doubly transitively on 2. Now we can read off the possible value of n using
[At]. O

Remark 8.2. The special cases (m,n) listed in the statement of Lemma [8.1] are indeed
exceptional. For these pairs, we can embed A,,, into A, so that A, acts doubly transitively
on ). Take V to be the heart of the permutation module CQ2. It is well known that any
doubly transitive group is irreducible on V. This is also almost always true for p > 0 —
see [Mol.

We will need the following group-theoretic result:

Lemma 8.3. Let X = A, be a transitive subgroup of A, with n > m > 11. Then
n > m(m—1)/2 and X cannot act doubly transitively on Q. If X is imprimitive, then
n > m(m —1). If X is primitive, then one of the following statements holds:
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(i) X acts on Q via its action on k-subsets of A with 2 < k < m/2 or on partitions
of A, and n > m(m —1)/2.
(ii) n > | X210 > m(m —1).

Proof. From the classification of doubly transitive permutation representations of A,,
[Ma] and the assumption m > 11, it follows that A, has no doubly transitive permutation
representation of degree n > m. Next, consider the transitive action of X on 2 and let
X1 be a point stabilizer of this action. Then [X : X;] =n > m. We can find a maximal
subgroup M of X containing X;.

Now we consider the action of M on A. If this action is intransitive, then by maximality
of M, M is the stabilizer in X of a k-subset of A for some 1 < k < m/2. On the other
hand, if this action is transitive but imprimitive, then M is the stabilizer in X of a
partition of A into b a-subsets, with a,b > 2 and ab = m. By Lemma [1] in either
case we have n > [X : M] > m(m — 1)/2 (whence [X : Xi] > m(m — 1) if X is
imprimitive), unless M is intransitive and k£ = 1. In this exceptional case, M = A,,_1
and [X : Xi] =n >m = [X : M]. Thus X; is a proper subgroup of M, and so, as is well
known, [M : Xi] > m —1 and n > m(m — 1).

Suppose now that M acts primitively on A. By Bochert’s Theorem 14.2 of [Wie],
S+ M] > [(m + 1)/2]!. Since m > 11, we have M > (%!)3/10. Therefore
n>[X: M]> X310 > m(m—1) as m > 11.

We have proved the bound n > m(m — 1)/2 and also that n > m(m — 1) if X is
imprimitive. Assume now that X is primitive. Then X; = M, and the above analysis
yields the final claim of the lemma. O

Theorem 8.4. Let X = A,, be a primitive subgroup of A, withm > m > 9. Let p =2
and let V' be an FA,,-module of dimension > 1. Then the restriction Resé{ V' is reducible.

Proof. By Lemma [8.1] we may assume that m > 11. Assume for a contradiction that V'
is irreducible over X. We apply Lemma [83l In the case (i) of Lemma B3] we are done
by Theorem

Now suppose that the case (ii) of Lemma B3 holds. Then |X| < n'%/3 and n > 155 as
m > 11. Since V is irreducible over X, we must have that

1
dimV < n®/3 < 5= 1)(n —2).

In particular, dim V < 2("=6)/4 (as n > 155), whence V extends to S,, by Proposition E1l
We denote the (unique up to isomorphism) extension of V' to S,, by the same letter V.

By Lemma[83] the action of X = A,,, on § is not doubly transitive. Hence, if n is odd
then, we are done by appealing to [KS1, Theorem 3.10]. Assume that 2|n > 155. Then
the condition 1 < dimV < (n — 1)(n — 2)/2 for the irreducible FS,-module V implies
by [J3, Theorem 7] that V = D(~kk) with k = 1 or 2. As before, let 1 + a denote the
(complex) permutation character of S, on €.

Suppose k = 1. Then V = D™ 11 jis irreducible over X. Denoting by o’ the
restriction of a to 2’-elements in S,,, we see that the Brauer character of V is ¥ — 1.
Furthermore, X is perfect and [Res}" a, 1x]x = 0 by transitivity of X on 2. Hence the
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irreducibility of V' over X forces that « is also irreducible over X. In other words, X
acts doubly transitively on €2, a contradiction.

Assume now that k& = 2. Then A2(D™~1)) has a composition series with composition
factors V' (once), and 1 (once if 4|n and twice if n = 2 (mod 4)). The same is true for
A2(D(=11D) considered as an X-module. Suppose in addition that D™~11 is reducible
over X. Then we can write the Brauer character of the FX-module Resi" D11 a9
B + v, where 8 and « are Brauer characters of X, 5(1) > 1 and (1) > 3. Note that

N (B+7) = N (B) + A*(7) + B

It follows that the Brauer character of the X-module A2(D™~11) is the sum of three
Brauer characters, with at least two of degree > 3. This contradicts the aforementioned
composition structure of the X-module A2(D™~1D). Thus D™~1Y is irreducible over
X. But then, arguing as in the previous paragraph, we again arrive at the contradiction
that X acts doubly transitively on §2. O

The case p # 2 can be done using results of [KS1|, [KS2] and Proposition [£.3t

Proposition 8.5. Let X = A, be a transitive subgroup of A, with n > m > 9. Let
p# 2 and V be an FA,-module of dimension > 1. Then Res/}" V is reducible.

Proof. By Lemma Bl we may assume that m > 11. Assume for a contradiction that
Res)A(" V is irreducible. By Lemma B3] X is not doubly transitive, and n > m(m —1)/2.
If V is extendible to S,,, we can apply [KSI, Main Theorem] to get a contradiction.
Suppose V' is not extendible to S,,. If p # 3, we again arrive at a contradiction by using
[KS2, Main Theorem]. So we may assume that p = 3. By Proposition [£.3)ii) we have
that

m2—m—16

dimV > 2T > 2" % —. ¢,

Now, if m > 12 then ¢,, > /m!/2 = /|X|. If m = 11, then ¢,, > 3444 whereas the
largest degree of complex irreducible representations of X = Aj; is 2310. In either case,
X cannot be irreducible on V. O

Now Theorem follows immediately from Theorem R4 and Proposition

Note that for p # 2, Proposition shows that any proper transitive subgroup X =
A, of A, acts reducibly on all non-trivial modules over FA,, (provided m > 9). For p = 2,
if X is primitive, the same result holds by Theorem B4l Now we handle imprimitive
embeddings of A,, into A,, for p = 2. Here our result is a little weaker:

Proposition 8.6. Let X = A,, be a (transitive) imprimitive subgroup of A,, with n >
m >9. Let p=2 and let V be an irreducible FA,-module of dimension > 1. Then the
X-module Res)A(” V' cannot be primitive irreducible.

Proof. By Lemma Bl we may assume that m > 11. Assume for a contradiction V is
irreducible and primitive over X. Consider the action of X as a subgroup of A,, on 2 and
let X be a point stabilizer. Since X is imprimitive, there is a maximal subgroup M > X;
of X. Now b:=[X : M| > m > 11, and we may assume that X <Y := (S,1Sp) NA,, for
a:=n/b>1. By LemmaB3, n > m(m —1). If a = 2 or 4, then O2(Y) > 1, and so V'
cannot be irreducible over Y > X a contradiction. So we have a > 3 and a # 4.
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Let A = (A1, A2,...) be a 2-regular partition of n such that V is a simple submodule
of Res/sgjl D?*. Observe that m! < (m/2)™ for m > 6. Since Resé{ V is irreducible, by
[GLT, Theorem 5.1] we have

”7)‘1_1 . mm

whence n — A\ < mlogym —m + 1. This in turn implies that 2A; —n > n/m. Indeed,
otherwise we would have A\ < n/2 + n/2m and so

_ _1)2
nens>t_o o, moly mol)
2 2m 2m

> mloggm —m+1,

a contradiction.

We have shown that 2A\; —n > n/m >n/b=a > 3. Also, n—A; > 1 since dimV > 1.
Applying Proposition @2, we see that the restriction of D* to a natural subgroup S, of
S,, affords both 1 and D—11) a4 composition factors. If a > 5, then dim Dl-11) > 4
and so any irreducible summand of the A,-module D@11 has dimension > 2 (in fact
D(a=11) ig irreducible over Ay). On the other hand, if a = 3, then D(e=11) gplits into a
direct sum of two non-trivial irreducible A,-submodules. Thus Resﬁz V' affords both the
trivial module and also another non-trivial irreducible module as composition factors. It
follows that Resé" V' cannot be homogeneous for Z := A, X ... X A, = (Aa)b <1Y. But
this is a contradiction, as Z <Y and the Y-module V is primitive. O

The following lemma deals with tensor indecomposable irreducible representations
of A,,. These were studied extensively in [Z, BeK1l BeK2l IGoKl |GrJl, BeK3].

Lemma 8.7. Let X =2 A, be a subgroup of A, withn > m > 5. Let V be an irreducible
FA,.-module of dimension > 1. Assume that the X-module Resé{ V' is irreducible and
tensor indecomposable. Then one of the following holds:

(i) X is a transitive subgroup of A,,.

(ii) There is some t € {1,2} such that X fizes t points and acts transitively on n —t

remaining points of Q. Furthermore, V is irreducible over a natural subgroup
An—t Of An

Proof. Suppose that X acts intransitively on 2. Each non-trivial orbit of X has at least
m > 5 points. If X has at least two non-trivial orbits on X, then we may assume that
there is some 5 < k < n/2 such that X acts non-trivially on both Q™) := {1,2,... k} and
QP := {k+1,...,n}. These actions induce embeddings 7; : X — Alt(Q®), namely,
g € X acts on Q0 as mi(g). Now, X <Y := Ap x A,_j and Res@," V' is irreducible.
Hence V]y = V5 X V3 is an outer tensor product of irreducible modules V; over A; and
V5 over A,,_i. Note that dim V; > 1, as otherwise the 3-cycles in A, would act trivially

on V. Similarly dim V5 > 1. It follows that Resl}" V = U; ® Uy, where U; = Resif(ix) Vi

for i = 1,2 and (ki,k2) := (k,n — k). In particular, Res)A(” V' is tensor decomposable,
contrary to the assumption.

Thus X has only one non-trivial orbit on €2, say of length n — ¢ for some ¢ > 0, and
X fixes the remaining t points. Furthermore, ¢t < 2, as otherwise X is centralized by a
3-cycle and so cannot act irreducibly on V. O
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Finally, in connection with Lemma B7] we bound the number of extensions of irre-
ducible representations of A, _1 to A,,. For this type of question, it is convenient to use
the following simple observation:

Lemma 8.8. Let Y be a subgroup of X and U be a finite-dimensional vector space overF.
Let U : Y — GL(U) be an irreducible representation. Suppose that ®; : X — GL(U),
1 = 1,2, are two isomorphic representations of X with Resx)f(@i) = W. Then in fact
by = Do

Proof. Fix a basis of the vector space U and write ¥ and ®; as matrix representations
wit respect to this basis. By the assumption, there is some invertible matrix A such
that ®5(z) = A®1(z)A~! for all x € X. Since both ®; extend ¥, we have that ¥(y) =
AU (y)A~! for all y € Y. By Schur’s lemma, A is scalar, and so ®5 = ®. O

Now we deal with the aforementioned question for symmetric groups:

Lemma 8.9. Assume n > 3 and fix a natural embedding of S,_1 into S,,. Then every
irreducible FS,,_1-representation S,—1 — GL(U) has at most one extension to S,,.

Proof. Consider U as an FS,,_1-module, and suppose that there are two distinct p-regular
partitions A, u = n such that

Resg" (DY) = Resg" (D) 2 U.

-1
Since SOC(ReSSZﬂ(D)‘)) = soc(Resg"  (D*)), by [K3, Corollary 5.3], precisely one of the
modules Resszil(D)‘), Resszil(D“) is reducible, a contradiction. Now apply Lemma

B.8l a

Proposition 8.10. Assume n > 5 and fix a natural embedding of A,_1 into A,. Then
every irreducible FA,_1-representation A,_1 — GL(U) has at most three distinct exten-
stons to A,,.

Proof. We assume that U extends to an FA,,-module V; and find all possible other exten-
sions V5 of U to A,,. Consider A,,_1 as the derived subgroup of a natural subgroup S,,_1 of
S,. By Lemma[838] it suffices to bound the number of extensions up to isomorphism. For
each i = 1,2, we can find an irreducible FS,,-module W; such that V; — SOC(ReSi’ZL(WZ’)),

and an irreducible FS,_j-module T such that U < Soc(Resi':;1 (T)). We also fix a

1
transposition g € S;,—1 \ A,—1, and distinguish the following cases.

Case I: U is not S,,_i-invariant. Then for ¢ = 1,2 we have that
Resp” (V) =U? 2 U =Resp"_ (Vy),
and so V; is not S,,-invariant. Hence Resi’;(Wi) ~V; ® V7, and similarly Resii:ll (T) =
UaUY. Now Resi’;il(Wi) =UqUI= Resii:ll (T). It follows that Resgr (W) =T =
Resg"  (W2). By Lemma B.9] Wi = Wa, whence V5 is isomorphic to Vi or V7. Since
ReSAZ,l(Vlg) = U9 22 U, we must have that V5 = V.

Case Ila: U is S, _i-invariant and both Vi, V5 are S,-invariant. In particular, we

have Resi’;(Wi) =V, for ¢« = 1,2 and similarly Resi’:;ll (T) = U. Now if p = 2, then the
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Brauer character of any extension of U to S,_; is uniquely determined by its restriction
to A,,_1 which is the Brauer character of U. Thus U has a unique extension to S,,_1, and
SO Ress:,l(WI) = Resgzil(Wg). It follows by Lemma 8.9 that W7 = W5 and so V] = V5.

Next suppose that p # 2. Then U has two distinct extensions 1" and 79 to S,,_1 and
Vi has two distinct extensions W; and W/ to S,. It follows that Resg" (W) € {T,T9}
and so Resg"_ (W) € {Resg"_ (W1),Resg”  (W{)}. By Lemma B3, Wy = Wy or WY,
and so Vo & V3.

Thus Case Ila shows that among the extensions of U to A,, at most one of them is
S,-invariant.

Case IIb: U is S,,_j-invariant, but neither V; nor V5 is S,-invariant. In this case for
i = 1,2 we have that W; = Indi’;(Vi), and so

Resg"  (W;) = Indf\j:l (Resp (V) = Ind,i’;:l (U)

is reducible. Also, soc(Resg”  (W1)) = soc(Resg”  (W2)). If moreover Wi % Wa, then
the latter implies by [K3, Corollary 5.3] that (precisely) one of the modules Resgzil (W),
i = 1,2, is irreducible, a contradiction. It follows that W7 = W5 and so Vo € {V;,V{}
since Resi’;(Wl) =V VY.

Thus Case IIb shows that among the extensions of U to A,, at most two of them

can be non-S,-invariant. Hence in the case where U is S,,_1-invariant, there are at most
three extensions to A,,. O

9. RANK 3 PERMUTATION GROUPS

To illustrate applicability of Theorem to other primitive subgroups of S, in this
section we consider finite simple classical groups X acting as rank 3 permutation groups
on Q, where (£2, X) is one of the following;:

(i) € is the set of 2-dimensional subspaces of W = Fg and X = PSL(W) = PSLy(q)

with d > 4;

(ii) € is the set of singular 1-dimensional subspaces of W = FZ and X = PSp(W)' =
PSpa(q) with 2|d > 4 (note that Spy(q)’ # Spa(q) only when (d, q) = (4,2));

(iii) € is the set of singular 1-dimensional subspaces of W = Ff]l and X = PQ(W) =
PO (q) with d > 5;

(iv) € 1is the set of singular 1-dimensional subspaces of W = IE‘ZZ and X = PSU(W) =
PSU,4(q) with d > 4.

According to the main result of [Kal], these families account for all the standard rank 3
permutation representations of finite simple classical groups.
Lemma 9.1. Let X < Sym() =S,,, where (Q, X) is as listed above, and 2|n.

(i) Assume furthermore that d > 6 when X = PSpy(q) or X = PSUy(q), and d > 7
when X = PO (q). Then f3(X) > 6.
(ii) Also, f3(X) > 5 if X = PSps(q), PSUs(q), PSUs(q), Qs(q), or PQE(q).
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Proof. (a) First we consider the case X = PSL(W) with W = (e1, ..., eq)r, of dimension
d > 4. Then X has at least six orbits on {23, with the following representatives:

o A= (e1,e2)r,, B = (e1,e3)r,, C = (e2,e3)r, (note that dimg, (A + B+ C) =3 and
AN BNC =0 here);

o A= (e1,e2)r,, B = (e1,e3)w,, C = (e1, ez + e3)r, (here, dimp (A + B+ C) =3 and
ANBNC #0);

o A= <61,62>Fq, B = <€3,€4>Fq, C = <€1 +e3,e9 + €4>Fq (here, diqu(A + B+ C) =4
and {dimg, (AN B),dimg,(ANC),dimg, (BN C) = {0,0,0});

o A= (e1,e2)r,, B=(e1,e3)r,, C = (e + e3,e4)r, (here, dimp, (A + B+ C) =4 and
{dimp (A N B),dimp, (AN C),dimg, (BN C) = {1,0,0});

o A = (e1,e2)r,, B = (e1,e3)r,, C = (e2,eq)F, (here, dimp, (A + B + C) = 4 and
{dim]}rq(A N B), diqu(A N C), diqu(B N C) = {1, 1, 0});

o A = (e1,e2)r,, B = (e1,e3)r,, C = (e1,eq)F, (here, dimp, (A + B + C) = 4 and
dimp, (ANBNC)=1).

(b) In the remaining cases of (i), the assumption on d implies that W contains a
non-degenerate 6-dimensional subspace with hyperbolic (Witt) basis (e1, e2, €3, f1, f2, f3)-
Also, since n = || is even, ¢ is odd. We will write any element in Q as (a), the 1-space
generated by a vector a € W. In the Q-case, for any unordered triple 7 = {A, B, C'}, with
A= {(a), B=(b),C = (c) € Qand dim(A+ B+C) = 3, we can associate to it the Gram
matrix I' of the bilinear form (-,-) written in the basis (a, b, ¢). Since changing to another
basis of A+ B+ C changes det(I") by a factor which belongs to the subgroup Fy := F;Z
of F':=TF, we can associate to such 7 a canonical element § := det(I')Fp € F'/Fp. Then
the following unordered triples {A, B,C'} € Q3 belong to disjoint X-orbits:

e A= (e1), B=(es), C = (e1 +e3) (note that A+ B + C' is a 2-dimensional totally
singular subspace here);

e In the Sp/SU-case: A = (e1), B = (f1), C = (e1 + Af1), where A = 1 in the Sp-case
and \9~! = —1 in the SU-case. Note that A+ B + C' is a 2-dimensional non-degenerate
subspace here;

o A= (e1), B= (e3), C = (e3) (here, A+ B+ C is a 3-dimensional totally singular
subspace);

e A= (e1), B={(f1), C = (e2). Note that U := A+ B+ C is a 3-dimensional subspace
with C' = rad(U);

e A= (ey), B={(f1), C = (e1+ e2). Note that U := A+ B+ C is a 3-dimensional
subspace with dimrad(U) = 1 but A, B,C # rad(U). In fact, in the Sp-case, we get one
more triple with the same A, B, but with C’ = (e; + f; + e3) — note that A L C, but no
two of A, B, C' are orthogonal to each other;

e In the Q/SU-case: A = (e1), B = (f1), C = (e2 + Afa + €1 — Af1), where A € F
in the Q-case and A = 1 in the SU-case. Here, W := A+ B + C is a 3-dimensional
non-degenerate subspace. Furthermore, in the 2-case, we have 6 = —2\F{, whence we
can choose A so that § = Fj, respectively § # Fjp.

(c) Ignoring the vectors es, f3, the arguments in (b) also show that fo(X) > 5 if
X = PSp4(q), PSU4(q), PSUs(q), Q5(q), or Qﬁi(q). O
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Lemma 9.2. Let X < Sym(f2) = S,,, where (2, X) is as listed above, that is, d > 4
when X = PSLy(q), PSU4(q), or PSpy(q), and d > 5 when X = PQf(q). Suppose that
p=2[n. Then h(X) < 3 if X = PQ}(q) with 4|d > 8, and h(X) < 2 otherwise.

Proof. As mentioned in the proof of Lemma 0] 2|n implies that ¢ is odd. We follow
the proof of Lemma[7.2] and its notation. First, dim H?(X,F), which is the 2-rank of the
Schur multiplier of X, is < 2 if X = PQ (q) with 4|d > 8, and < 1 otherwise by [KIL,
Theorem 5.1.4]. Hence it suffices to show that

(9.1) dim Hom(Xy, (F,+)) <1,

where X7 is the point stabilizer in X of a point in (2. Without loss we may replace X
by its central cover SLy(q), SUa(q), Spa(q), or 5 (q). We also fix a basis (e1,...,eq) of
the natural module W of X.

Consider the case X = SL4(q). Then X; = Stabx ({e1,e2)) = @ x Y, where |Q| is a
g-power and Y = (SLa(q) x SLaq_2(q)) ¥ Cy—1. Since g is odd, we have that O*(Q) = Q
and O?(SL.(q)) = SL.(q) for any e > 2. Hence (@.1)) follows.

From now on we may assume X # SLg(q). We can then choose e; to be singular and
let X7 = Stabx({e1)).

Let X = SU4(q). Then X1 = @xY, where |Q| is a g-power and Y = SUy_5(q) ©Cp2_;.
As d > 4 and ¢ is odd, we see that O?(SUy_2(q)) = SUy_2(q), and so (@.1)) follows.

Suppose X = Spy(q). Then X7 = Q x Y, where |Q] is a g-power and Y = Spy_2(q) %
Cy—1. As d >4 and q is odd, we see that O?(Spy_2(q)) = Spa_2(q), yielding (@.1)).

Suppose X = Q5(¢). Then X1 = Q x Y, where |Q| is a g-power and Y = QF_,(q) x
Cy—1. Asd > 5 and ¢ is odd, we see that O%(Q5_,(q)) = Q5_,(¢), and so we are done. [

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Assume the contrary: Resé{ V is irreducible; in particular, V
is irreducible. Note that X is not 2-transitive on 2. Hence, by the main results of
[KS1, KS2] we must have that p = 2 or 3.

(i) In the case X = PSp4(2) = Ag, we have n = 15, and so dim V' > 13 (see [Ded]),
whereas the largest dimension b(X) of irreducible FX-modules is at most 10, cf. [JLPW].
Thus V is reducible over X. Next, in the cases X = SU4(2) = PSp4(3), respectively
SL4(2), Spe(2), we have n > 27, 35, 63, and b(X) < 81, 70, 512, respectively, according
to [JLPW]. Certainly, Res)A(" V is reducible if dimV > b(X). So we must have that
dimV < b(X). Since b(X) < (n? — 5n + 2)/2, by [GT1, Lemma 6.1] we see that
V = D(=L1) ig jsomorphic to the heart of the natural permutation module FQ. As in
the proof of Lemma [BI] we conclude that X is 2-transitive on 2, a contradiction.

(ii) We may now assume that X is not isomorphic to any of the groups considered in
(i). Direct computation shows that 2("=8/4 > |X|1/2. Since Resé{ V is irreducible, we
must have that

(9.2) dim (V) < 2=8)/4,

which implies by Propositions 1] and 3] that V' extends to S,. Applying the Main
Theorem and Theorem 3.10 of [KS1], we again arrive at the contradiction that X is
2-transitive in the case p = 3, as well as in the case p =2t n.
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Thus we have shown that p = 2|n. The upper bound (@.2]) implies by Theorem
that d3(V') > di(V). Also, f1(X) =1, fo(X) =2 by Lemma [6.3] and e3(X) > h(X) + 1
by Lemmas and Now we can apply Theorem O

Non-standard rank 3 permutation representations of finite classical groups, as well as
other primitive subgroups of A, will be considered elsewhere.
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