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SYSTEMS OF IMPRIMITIVITY FOR WREATH PRODUCTS

MIKKO KORHONEN AND CAI HENG LI

ABSTRACT. Let G be an irreducible imprimitive subgroup of GLy, (F), where F
is a field. Any system of imprimitivity for G can be refined to a nonrefinable
system of imprimitivity, and we consider the question of when such a refine-
ment is unique. Examples show that G can have many nonrefinable systems
of imprimitivity, and even the number of components is not uniquely deter-
mined. We consider the case where G is the wreath product of an irreducible
primitive H < GL4(F) and transitive K < Si, where n = dk. We show that
G has a unique nonrefinable system of imprimitivity, except in the following
special case: d =1, n =k is even, |H| = 2, and K is a transitive subgroup of
C2 15,2 As a simple application, we prove results about inclusions between
wreath product subgroups.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be an irreducible subgroup of GL(V'), where V is a finite-dimensional
vector space over a field F. We say that G is imprimitive, if there exists a decom-
position

with k& > 1 such that G acts on the set I' = {W1,..., W} of the summands W;.
In this case T is called a system of imprimitivity for G. A system of imprimitivity
{Z,...,Z,} is said to be a refinement of T', if each W; is a direct sum of some Z;’s.
If no proper refinement of I" exists, we say that I is nonrefinable.

Is a nonrefinable system of imprimitivity of G unique? Examples show that the
answer is no in general. Even the number of summands in a nonrefinable system
is not uniquely determined — we provide examples of such behaviour in the next
section.

Let T' be a nonrefinable system of imprimitivity for G. Then it is a basic result
Lemma 15.5] that G is conjugate to a subgroup of Ng(W1)! K, where K is
the image of G in the symmetric group Si. Since G is irreducible, it follows that K
is transitive and furthermore the action of Ng(W7) on W7 is nontrivial, irreducible,
and primitive Theorem 15.1, Lemma 15.4]. In the case where G is equal to
such a wreath product, we have the following positive result which will be proven
in this note.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that n = dk, where k > 1. Let H be a nontrivial irreducible
primitive subgroup of GL4(F) and let K < Sy be transitive, so that the subgroup
G = H! K of GL,(F) is irreducible. Then G has a unique nonrefinable system of
imprimitivity, except when the following statements hold:

(i) n=k,d=1, and |H| =2; and

(ii) n is even and K is a transitive subgroup of Ca .Sy /2.
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A similar result was previously claimed in [Kon73, Theorem 2], but unfortunately
the proof given there is based on a false result (Remark 2:2). Uniqueness for
systems of imprimitivity has been considered by some authors in the context of
finite complex reflection groups. See for example [Coh76l Lemma 2.7] or [KM97,
Lemma 1.1], which are related to Theorem[TTlin the case where d = 1, K = S,,, and
H is finite cyclic. The exceptional case of Theorem [[Tlis also related to examples of
wreath products where the base group is not a characteristic subgroup, see [Gro88|
Theorem 5.1] and [Neu64, Theorem 9.12].

The proof of Theorem [[.1] will be given in Section Bl As a simple application,
we prove results about maximal solvable subgroups of GL,,(F) (Corollary E.T]) and
inclusions between wreath product subgroups (Corollary 3] in Section @

2. EXAMPLES OF NONUNIQUENESS

In general a nonrefinable system of imprimitivity I' is not unique for G, and an
infinite family of examples is provided by the exception in Theorem [Tl (see Remark
in the next section). In this family of examples, the number of components in
a nonrefinable system of imprimitivity is uniquely determined. It turns out that it
is also possible for G to have nonrefinable systems of imprimitivity with different
numbers of components. The following provides the smallest possible examples.

Ezample 2.1. Let G = GL3(3) and let g be a prime power such that ¢ =1 mod 6.
Then one can embed G < GL4(q) such that for V = F;, we have:

(i) G is irreducible;

(il) V=21 ® Z2® Z3® Z4, such that dim Z; = 1 and G acts on {Z1, Zs, Z3, Z4 };
(iil) V = W7 @ Wa, such that dim W; = 2 and G acts on {Wq, Wa};

(iv) Both systems of imprimitivity in (ii) and (iii) are nonrefinable.

Proof. Let x,y € G be as follows:

(1 0 (-1 1
T=\o -1/ Y¥=\o -1/
1_ -1

Then K = (2,y) = Dia, since o(z) = 2, 0(y) = 6,and 22 = 1,3y = 1, ayz~t =y

Note that K/[K, K] = (%, §) = C2 x C3. Let W be the 1-dimensional Fq[K]-
module corresponding to the linear character § : K — Fx such that 6(z) = 1
and A(y) = —1. Consider the induced F,[G]-module V = Ind%(W). We have
dimV = [G : K| = 4, and a calculation shows that V is a faithful irreducible
F,[G]-module, so claim (i) holds. Since we are inducing a 1-dimensional module,
it is clear that we get a decomposition V = Z; @& Zy @ Z3 @ Z4 as in (ii), which is
nonrefinable since dim Z; = 1.

Let H = SLy(3), so [G : H] =2 and H 4 G. Note that by Maschke’s theorem
F,[H] is semisimple. Thus by examining the ordinary character table of H, we can
see that I, is a splitting field for H, since it contains a primitive cube root of unity.
Then by looking at the character degrees, we conclude that there is no irreducible
F,[H]-module of dimension 4.

In particular, the restriction of V to H is not irreducible. Thus by Clifford
theory, the restriction decomposes as

V=W, & W,

where Wy, Wy are non-isomorphic irreducible F,[H]-modules with dimW; = 2.
Then G acts on {W;, Wa} and claim (iii) holds.
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What remains is to check that V' = W; & W5 provides a nonrefinable system of
imprimitivity for G. Equivalently, we need to check that the action of H on Wj is
primitive, but this is immediate from the fact that H does not have a subgroup of
index 2. (]

Remark 2.2. The paper [Kon73| claims in its main theorem that for an irreducible
imprimitive subgroup of GL(V'), the number of components in a nonrefinable system
of imprimitivity is unique. Example 2.1l shows that the claim is false, and the
mistake in [Kon73| is on p.6, line 7: the author argues that N = N1 & - - - @ Ny since
N; N N; =0 for ¢ # j (which is in general false, unless ¢ = 2.)

3. SYSTEMS OF IMPRIMITIVITY

In this section, we will prove Theorem [I.T] We first need two lemmas. The first
one of these is well known and not difficult to prove, so we will omit the proof.

Lemma 3.1. Let M be a group and suppose that V is a completely reducible F[M]-
module such that V =Wy &- - -@Wy, where Wy, ..., Wi are irreducible and pairwise
non-isomorphic F[M]-modules. Then any nonzero F[M]-submodule of V is of the
form Wi, @ --- @ W,;_, for some a >0 and 1 <i3 <--- <iq < k.

Lemma 3.2. Let M = Hy x -+ x Hy be a group, and let V' be an F[M]-module
such that the following hold:

(i) V=W & & Wy, where W; is a nontriwvial irreducible F[H;]-module for all
1<i<k;
(ii) the action of H; on W; is primitive for all 1 < i < k; and
(iii) the direct factors H; act trivially on W; for all j # 1.

Ifv=Q:1®---®Q¢ and M acts on {Q1,...,Q¢}, then we have £ < k.

Proof. Note that the W; are irreducible and pairwise non-isomorphic F[M]-modules,
so by Lemma Bl any F[M]-submodule of V' is a direct sum W;, @ --- & W, for
some 1 < iy < -+ < iy < k. (We will use this fact throughout the proof.)

For the proof of the lemma, we proceed by induction on k. In the case k = 1,
V=@ ® - ®Qyand M acts on {Q1,...,Q¢}, then £ =1 since M = H; acts
primitively on V' = W3. Suppose then that k& > 1.

Consider first the case where M is not transitive on {Q1,...,Q}. Let

{Q§1)7 ) Q((i]i)}, M) {Q55)7 ) Q((ii)}
be the orbits of M on {Q1,...,Q¢}. Then
V = (le)69"'@@;11))@"'@(6215)69"'@@5;5))
where by Lemma Bl for all 1 <4 < s we have
Qf)@...@@&? :Wl(i)@...@wo(i)
for some subset {Wl(i), ce Wo(f)} of {Wy,...,W;}. Now

(=dy+-+d,
k=ai++a,,

and d; < a; for all ¢ by induction, so ¢ < k.
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Thus we can assume that M acts transitively on {Q1,...,Q¢}. Let kg > 0 be
minimal such that
QNWj, & ®&W; )#0
forsomel <j<fand1l<j; < - <jg, < k.
For 1 <i </, set Q) :=Q;N(W;, & ®Wj, ). Then M acts on {Q},...,Q;},
so Q) © -+ @ Qy is an F[M]-submodule of W;, @ ---® W}, . By Lemma .1 and
the minimality of kg, we have in fact

W, @ --aW;, =Q 0 - &Q.

If ky < k, then by induction we have ¢ < k¢ and so £ < k. Thus we can assume
that kg = k, so

(3.1) Qiﬁ(le @"'@ijﬂ) =0

forall1 <¢<fand1<j; <- - <jg—1 < k. In particular, the projection of Q;
into any W; is injective, so

for all ¢ and j.
Next let s > 0 be minimal such that

Win(Qi & ®Qi,) #0
forsomel <i<kandl<i <---<ig </

Since H; acts trivially on W; for j # 4, it follows from the minimality of s
that H; acts on Q;, @ --- @ Qs,. Let v € Q;, be nonzero. Then by @BI), we
have v = w1 + -+ + wy, where w, € W, and w, # 0 for all 1 < r < k. Since
W; is a nontrivial irreducible F[H}]-module, we have gw; # w; for some g € H;.
Then gv # v, so H; acts nontrivially on Q;, ®---® @;,. Consequently W; must be
contained in Q;, ®- - -®Q;,. In particular W;N(Q;, - - -®Q;,) # 0, so by repeating
the same argument we conclude that W; is also contained in Q;; & --- & Q..

Therefore Q;, ® - - ®Q;, = W1®-- - @Wy,s0s =Land W;N(Q;,®---DQ4,_,) =0
for all ¢ and 1 < 43 < -+ < 4y—1 < ¢. Hence the projection of W, into any
Q; is injective, so dimW; < dim @; for all ¢ and j. By (B.2) we conclude that
dim @; = dim W; for all ¢ and j, from which it follows that ¢ = k. This completes
the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem [l Let {Wy,...,W;} be the system of imprimitivity defining
G. ThenV =W ®---® Wy and G = (Hy X --- X Hi) x K, where the action of H;
is nontrivial irreducible primitive on Wj;, and trivial on W; for j # ¢. Furthermore,
the action of K on {Wh,..., Wy} is faithful and transitive. We denote the base
group Hy x --- x Hy by M.

Suppose that there is another nonrefinable system of imprimitivity, say V =
Z1® - ® Zg such that £ > 1 and G acts on {Z,...,Zy}. Since G is irreducible,
the action on {Z1,...,Zy} must be transitive. Furthermore, the action of Ng(Z;)
on Z; must be irreducible and primitive [Sup76| Theorem 15.1].

Let s > 0 be minimal such that Z; N (W;, &--- & W;,) # 0 for some 1 <7 < /¢
and 1 < j; < --- < js < k. First consider the case where s =1, so Z; N W; # 0 for
some ¢ and j. Then

(ZinW;)@--- @ (ZenWy)
is a non-zero Ng(W;)-submodule of W;. Since Ng(W;) acts irreducibly on W;, we
have W; = (Z1 N W;) & --- & (Z, N W;). Furthermore, the action of Ng(Wj;) is
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primitive, and thus W; = Z; N W,. Repeating this argument for Z;, we see that
Zi = Ziij, SO Zl :Wj and {Wl,...,Wk}: {Zl,...,Zz}.

Therefore we can suppose that s > 1 in what follows. Let {Z;,,...,Z;.} be the
orbit of Z; under the base group M. For 1 <t <r, set

Qi:=2Z;, Nn(Wj, - dWj,).

Then Q1 & --- & @, is an F[M]-submodule of W, & --- & W, so by Lemma 3]
and the minimality of s we conclude that

le@"'@WjS:Ql@"'@Qr'

Let ve Z;N(W;, &---®W;,) be non-zero, and write v = wy + - - - + ws, where
wy € Wj,. By minimality of s each w; is non-zero, and so there exists h; € H;,
such that hyw; # wy. For ey, ..., e5—1 € {0,1} we define

. 1.E Es—1
Vey,oesr = hi'w1 + -+ .7 w1 4+ ws.

o
Since v € Z; and H actson Wy, @ --- @& W;, C Z; ®--- D Z;,, each v, . ., , is
contained in some Z;,.

We claim that v, .., and Vel,..el_, Can be contained in the same Z;, only if
eq=chforalll <d<s—1. Indeed, if v, . ., , and Vgl,..e/_, are both contained

in Z;,, then

.....

’
&€

’
2 € €s—1 s—1
Veryoeos = Vet et = (W7 = Ry )wi + -+ + (B2 — h 5 Jws

s—

is contained in Z;, N (Wj, @--- @& W, _,), and thus must be zero by the minimality
of s. Consequently (hi* — hi;)wt =0 for all 1 <d < s— 1, which forces e, = ¢} for
all1 <t <s—1.

Therefore the vectors v, .. ., , are contained in distinct Z;,’s, and so r > 2s5-1,
On the other hand, we have r < s by Lemma B2 so s > r > 25—1 which forces
s=r=2.S0now Z; N(W;, ®W,,) #0,and W;, @W;, = Q1 ® Q2 C Z;, ® Z,,.

Let v € Z;, N (W;, & Wj,) be nonzero and write v = wi + wy with w, € Wj,
for ¢ = 1,2. Since Z;; N W;, = 0, both w; and wy are nonzero. For any h € Hj,,
we have that hv = hw; 4+ ws is contained in Z;, or Z;,. Therefore the orbit of w;
under Hj;, has at most two elements, thus exactly two since Hj;, acts nontrivially.
If {wy,w}} is the Hj -orbit of wy, then wy + w) is fixed by the action of H;, and
thus wq + wj = 0. Hence hwy = fw; for all h € H;,. We conclude then from
the irreducibility of Hj, that dimW; = 1 for all j, and furthermore |H| = 2, so
statement (i) of the theorem holds. Note that this also forces charF # 2.

Next we adapt an argument from [STH4, p. 276] to show that dim Z;, = 1.
Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that dim Z;, > 1. Let h € Hj, be such that
hw; = —w;. Since h acts trivially on W; for ¢ # j1, it follows that the fixed point
space V" has dimension n — 1. Thus Z;, has nonzero intersection with V", which
implies that hZ;, = Z;, since G acts on {Z1, ..., Z;}. So then both v = wy + w9 and
hv = —w; + wy would be contained in Z;,, which implies that v + hv = 2wy € Z;,.
Thus wy € Z;, since charF # 2, so we have a contradiction due to Z;, N W;, = 0.

Therefore we have { = k = n and dimZ; = 1 for all 1 < j < n. Note that
now Wj;, @ Wj, = Z;, & Z,,, and {Z,,,Z,,} is an orbit for the action of M on
{Z1,...,Z,}. Since M is a normal subgroup of G' and since G acts transitively
on {Zi,...,Z,}, every M-orbit is of order 2, and so n is even. By relabeling the
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summands if necessary, we can assume that the M-orbits are

{Z1, 22}, ...y {Zn-1,Zn}
and furthermore that we have
WieWe=21802Zs, ..., Wp_1®W, =21 Z,.
Thus G acts on the set of pairs {{W1, Wa},...,{W,_1,W,}}, which shows that
statement (ii) of the theorem holds. O

Remark 3.3. The exception in Theorem [[1] is a genuine exception. In this case
H is cyclic of order 2, so H = {£1} < GL1(F) and charF # 2. We can write
G = (Hy x -+ x Hp) x K, where H; = (0;) is cyclic of order 2. Furthermore n
is even, and K is a transitive subgroup of Uy 1S5, /2. Thus we can find a basis
{e1,...,en} of V =TF" such that G acts as follows:

oi(e;) = —e; for all 1,

gi(e;) = e; for all i # j,

Te; = en(i) for all m € K.
Moreover we can assume that K acts on the pairs {{e1,e2},...,{en—1,en}}. Now
{{e1),...,(en)} is the system of imprimitivity that defines G, and it is clear from

the action that the decomposition
V={er+e)®(e1—e) D D(en_1+en) ®len_1—en)

provides another system of imprimitivity for G. If there exists A € F with A\2 = —1,
then

V={e14+Xea) D{e1 —Aea) B+ D (en—1+ Aep) D {€n_1 — Aey)

gives also a system of imprimitivity for G. For n = 2, these examples appear in
[Coh76l Remark 2.8].

With a few more arguments, we can describe all systems of imprimitivity for
G. The proof of Theorem [T shows that any system of imprimitivity distinct
from {{e1),...,{e,)} must be of the form {Z;,...,Z,}, where dim Z; = 1 for all
1<i<nand Z;N{ej) =0 for all 1 <4,j < n. Furthermore, the action of K
on {ej,...,e,} has a system of imprimitivity {{f1, fo},. .., {fn—1, fn}} (possibly
different from {{ei,es},...,{en—1,€en}}) such that

Z1®Zr = (f1)®(f2), -+ Zn-1® Zn = (fn-1) ® (fn)-

Therefore Z1 = (fi1 + Af2) and Zy = (f1 + puf2) for some A\, u € F\ {0}. An element
of G for which f; — f1 and fo — —f; must map Z; to Z3, so we conclude that
= —X\. Since K acts transitively, there exists an element of G which swaps f;
and fo. Such an element acts on {Z1, Zo} and maps f1 + Afa to A(f1 + A7 fa),
so A7 = X or A7t = —\. Furthermore, the action of K on the pairs {fi, fi11} is
transitive, so Z; = <f1 + /\fi+1> and Zi+1 = <f1 F /\fi+1> for all 1 <17 < n odd.

We conclude then that any system of imprimitivity distinct from {(e;), ..., {(e,)}
corresponds to a decomposition

V=(fi+tA2)®(fi = A2) @ O (fa—1+ Afn) © (fu-1— Afn),

where {{f1, f2},...,{fn-1, fn}} is some system of imprimitivity for the action of
K on{ey,...,en}, and X € F is such that A\? = +1.
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4. APPLICATIONS

Our original motivation for Theorem [[.Tl was in the problem of classifying max-
imal irreducible solvable subgroups of GL,(F). It follows from [Sup76, Theorem
15.4] that if G < GL,,(F) is maximal irreducible solvable, then either:

(1) G is primitive; or
(2) n=dk for k > 1, and G = H! K, where H < GL4(F) is maximal irreducible
primitive solvable and K < Sj is maximal transitive solvable.

Note that the groups in case (2) are not always maximal solvable. For example,
the imprimitive subgroup GLj(g) ! Cs is not maximal solvable in GLz(q) if ¢ = 3
or ¢ = 5. When are they maximal solvable? As a corollary of Theorem [T, we
can reduce this question to the problem of determining when such H ! K lie in a
primitive solvable subgroup of GL,,(F).

Corollary 4.1. Suppose that n = dk with k > 1. Let G = H{ K < GL,,(F), where
H < GL4(F) is mazimal irreducible primitive solvable and K < Sy is mazimal
solvable transitive. Then either G is maximal solvable in GL, (F), or the following
conditions hold:
(i) k=00, K = XY, where X < Sy and Y < Sy are mazimal transitive
solvable; and
(ii) H ! X is contained in a mazimal irreducible primitive solvable subgroup of

GLay (F).

Proof. Suppose that G is not maximal solvable. Then by a theorem of Zassen-
haus [Zas37, Satz 8], there exists a maximal solvable subgroup Gy < GL,,(FF) that
contains G.

If Go is primitive, then (i) and (ii) hold with X =1 and ¥ = K. Suppose then
that Gy is imprimitive. In this case, by [Sup76, Theorem 15.4] we have Go = Hyl Ky
for some Hy < GL,(F) maximal irreducible primitive solvable and Ky < S; maximal
transitive solvable, where n = ef for £ > 1.

Suppose first that G is not as in the exceptional case of Theorem [[LII Write
Fr=W1@® - &Wi,=21P--®Zy, where {Wi,... , Wi} and {Z1,...,Z;} are the
systems of imprimitivity defining G and Gy, respectively. Applying Theorem [Tl
to G, it follows that {W7,..., Wi} must be a refinement of {Z1,...,Z,}. In other
words, we conclude that ¢ divides k, and for all 1 < i < ¢ we have

Zi=wP e e

for some subset B; := {Wl(z), e W,E;)Z} of {Wy,..., Wi}

Therefore the sets {Bj,..., By} form a block system for the action of K on
{Wi,...,Wi}, so K is a subgroup of X 1Y, where X < S/, is the action of
Nk (B;1) on By, and Y < K is the action of K on {Z3,...,Z;}. Furthermore, in
this case we have H ! X < Hy. By the maximality of K we must have K = XY
with X and Y maximal transitive solvable, so (i) and (ii) hold.

What remains then is to consider the exceptional case of Theorem [[.1] in which
case n = k, d = 1, and H < GL;(F) is cyclic of order 2. Furthermore, in this
case n is even and K is a transitive subgroup of C3 ¢S, /3. Since H is assumed to
be maximal solvable, we have H = GL;(F), so F = F3 and H = {£+1}. Now K

normalizes the elementary abelian base group Cy' /2 of C218,, /2, so by maximality K

must contain C; /2 Thus K = CT for some maximal transitive solvable subgroup
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T of S, 5. Since GLa(FF) = GL2(3) is solvable, we conclude that (i) and (ii) hold
with X =Cyand Y =1T. [l

Remark 4.2. Note that when conditions (i) — (ii) of Corollary Il hold, the subgroup
G is not maximal solvable in GL,(F). Indeed, in this case G = H{ (X1Y) =

(H1X)Y < HpY for some maximal irreducible primitive solvable subgroup Hy
of GLdg/ (F)

With similar arguments, we can apply Theorem [[.T] to the problem of describing
the inclusions between irreducible wreath product subgroups Hy ! K1 of GL, (F),
where H; is primitive. The following corollary of Theorem [Tl provides a solution
in most cases.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that n = dk, where k > 1. Let G; = H1 1 K1 < GL,(F),
where Hy < GL4(F) is nontrivial irreducible primitive and K; < Sy is transitive.
Suppose that G1 is not one of the exceptions of Theorem[I 1. Then Gy is contained
in an imprimitive subgroup Hs ! Ko of GL,(F) if and only if all of the following
conditions hold:

(i) n=el, Hy < GL.(F) and Ky < Sy with £ > 1 dividing k;
(i) K1 < XY, where X < Sy )y and Y < Ka;
(iii) Hy1X < Hy.

Proof. If conditions (i) — (iii) hold, it is clear that Hy ! K1 < H1 1 (X 1Y) =
(H11X)Y < Hy! Ks. The other direction of the claim follows from Theorem [T}
by arguing as in the proof of Corollary 1] (paragraphs 3—4). O

What about when G; = Hy ! K1 < GL,(F) is as in the exception of Theorem
[[I? In this case we know all the systems of imprimitivity for G; (Remark B.3]),
which readily gives a description of the wreath product subgroups of GL,,(F) that
contain Gj.
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