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ACTIONS OF SLy(k) ON AFFINE k-DOMAINS AND FUNDAMENTAL PAIRS

GENE FREUDENBURG

ABSTRACT. Working over a field k of characteristic zero, this paper studies algebraic actions of
SL>(k) on affine k-domains by defining and investigating fundamental pairs of derivations. There
are three main results: (1) The Structure Theorem for Fundamental Derivations (Theorem [3.4)
describes the kernel of a fundamental derivation, together with its degree modules and image
ideals. (2) The Classification Theorem (Theorem[LE) lists all normal affine SLs(k)-surfaces with
trivial units, generalizing the classification given by Gizatullin and Popov for complex SL2(C)-
surfaces. (3) The Extension Theorem (Theorem[l.6]) describes the extension of a fundamental
derivation of a k-domain B to Blt] by an invariant function. The Classification Theorem is used to
describe three-dimensional UFDs which admit a certain kind of SL2(k) action ( Theorem[6.2)). This
description is used to show that any SLa(k)-action on Ai is linearlizable, which was proved by
Kraft and Popov in the case k is algebraically closed. This description is also used, together with
Panyushev’s theorem on linearization of S L2 (k)-actions on A%, to show a cancelation property for
threefolds X: If k is algebraically closed, X x Al =~ A% and X admits a nontrivial action of SLa(k),
then X & Ai (Theorem[6.8)). The Extension Theorem is used to investigate free G4-actions on A7
of the type first constructed by Winkelmann.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let k be a field of characteristic zero. In the introduction of their paper [5], Arzhantsev and
Liendo write:

A regular SLo-action on an affine variety X is uniquely defined by an sls-triple

{0,04,0-} of derivations of the algebra k[X], where the 01 are locally nilpotent,

0 = [04,0-] is semisimple, and [0, 0+] = £204.
In Proposition 2.1 they give the following criterion for the existence of an S Lo-action which, according
to the authors, is well-known. Their ground field is algebraically closed, but the proof they give for
this result is valid over any field of characteristic zero.

Proposition 1.1. A nontrivial SLy(k)-action on an affine k-variety X = Spec(A) is equivalent to
a Z-grading of A with infinitesimal generator § and homogeneous locally nilpotent derivations 04
and §_ of A such that degdy =2, degd_ = —2 and [64,0_] = 0.

This paper investigates pairs of locally nilpotent derivations (4, d_) described in this proposition.
We call §; and §_ fundamental derivations and (d4,0-) a fundamental pair; see Section 3. There
are three main results. The Structure Theorem for Fundamental Derivations ( Theorem [B.4) gives
a detailed description of the kernel of a fundamental derivation, together with its degree modules
and image ideals. The Classification Theorem ( Theorem[LH]) gives all normal affine two-dimensional
k-algebras with trivial units which admit a fundamental pair, equivalently, normal affine SLy(k)-
surfaces over k with trivial units. This generalizes the classification given by Gizatullin and Popov
for complex quasihomogeneous surfaces [22 [36]; see also [26]. The Extension Theorem ( Theorem[7.6])
describes the extension of a fundamental derivation on a k-domain B to BJt] by an SLz(k)-invariant

Date: June 8, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 13N15, 14J60, 14R20.

Key words and phrases. locally nilpotent derivation, G4-action, SLa-action, reductive group action, normal affine
surface, cancelation theorem.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.12021v2

2 GENE FREUDENBURG

function, using the degree modules of the derivation on B to give an explicit set of generators for
the kernel of the extended derivation on Bl[t].

In general, calculation of image ideals and degree modules of a locally nilpotent derivation of an
affine ring is an algorithmically intensive process, even when generators for the kernel are known.
In contrast, the Structure Theorem shows that image ideals and degree modules for a fundamental
derivation are completely determined by the induced Z-grading of the ring. The Structure Theorem
and Classification Theorem combine to give Proposition[6.2] which characterizes UFDs with a certain
type of fundamental pair. This yields a proof that every algebraic S Lo (k)-action on Af is linearizable
(Theorem [64). Kraft and Popov [3I] showed that, when k is algebraically closed, the action of
any connected semisimple group on A} is linearizable by first showing this for the group SLs(k).
Theorem [6.4] thus generalizes the result of Kraft and Popov for SLa(k). Panyushev [35] showed
that, when k is algebraically closed, the action of any connected semisimple algebraic group on A}
is linearizable, remarking: “The case of the group SLs is very interesting and complicated” (p.171).
Proposition[6.2]is further used in conjunction with Panyushev’s theorem, the Epimorphism Theorem
and the cancelation theorems for curves and surfaces to obtain the following cancelation property

(Theoreml6.0l):

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Assume that X x A} = A}
for some threefold X . If X admits a nontrivial action of SLa(k), then X =2 A3.

In [40] Winkelmann constructed a free C*-action on C* with singular algebraic quotient, and
a locally trivial C*-action on C5 with smooth algebraic quotient which is not globally trivial. In
[16] Finston and Jaradat used similar methods to construct a locally trivial C*T-action on C® with
singular algebraic quotient. We generalize these constructions by recognizing and exploiting the
role of the underlying SLs(C)-module, showing in particular that the quotient morphism of such an
action cannot be surjective (Theorem[(.6l). The Extension Theorem gives a simple way to confirm
the results of Finston and Jaradat, who used the van den Essen algorithm (and Singular) to find
generators for their ring of invariants. This was the first example of a locally trivial CT-action on
an affine space having a singular algebraic quotient. We give a simpler example of a locally trivial
C*-action on C® with singular algebraic quotient (Section[8.6).

This paper presents topics in reverse chronological order relative to the research it represents. The
concrete examples considered in Section[§ were the starting point. In particular, the author used
Winkelmann’s method to construct a certain locally trivial C*-action on C°, unaware at the time
that Finston and Jaradat had already considered exactly the same example. The Extension Theorem
resulted from efforts to find its ring of invariants. This exercise led to the Structure Theorem, first
for the basic linear derivations, and eventually to its current form in SectionBl

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. k-Domains and Derivations. Throughout, k denotes a field of characteristic zero, C the
field of complex numbers, Z the ring of integers, and N the semi-ring of non-negative integers. A
k-domain is an integral domain B containing k; its field of fractions is frac(B), and its group of
units is B*. Autg(B) is the group of k-algebra automorphisms of B and Endj(B) is the ring of
k-linear operators on B. The polynomial ring in n variables over B is BI") and the field of fractions
of k"l is k™ and if k[z1,...,2,] = k[ then the corresponding system of partial derivatives is
Oz ...,0z,. If Bis k-affine, then the dimension of B over k is dim;, B. A} is affine n-space over k.

For any commutative ring R, Der(R) is the set of derivations of R, and for a subring S C R,
Derg(R) is the set of derivations with DS = {0}, called S-derivations. We say that D € Der(R)
is reducible if there exists r € R with DR C rR # R; otherwise, D is irreducible. For D, F €
Der(R), [D,E] = DE — ED € Der(R) is the Lie product of D and E, which gives Der(R) the
structure of a Lie algebra. Note that Derg(R) is a Lie subalgebra.

S is a retract of R if there is an ideal I C R such that R = S @ I as S-modules. If R is an
integral domain, then I is necessarily a prime ideal.
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2.2. Locally Nilpotent Derivations. For a k-domain B, D € Der(B) is locally nilpotent if, to
each b € B there is n € N with Db = 0. The set of locally nilpotent derivations of B is LND(B).
For a subring S C B, LNDg(B) = LND(B) N Derg(B).

Let D € LND(B) be given. Several basic definitions and properties follow, details of which can
be found in [18].

(1) Given nonzero b € B, the least integer n € N with D"T1b = 0 is the degree of b relative to
D, denoted degp(b). This defines a degree function degp, : B — N U {—o0}.

(2) Let A = ker D, the kernel of D (also denoted BP). Then A is a factorially closed subring of
B, being the set of elements of degree at most 0. Consequently, B* C A, A is a k-subalgebra
of B and LND(B) C Dery(B). However, LND(B) is not a Lie subalgebra of Dery(B) since
it is not a k-vector subspace, and it is not closed under Lie brackets.

(3) Anideal I C B is D-invariant if DI C I. Given D’ € LND(B), I is (D, D’)-invariant if
it is both D-invariant and D’-invariant.

(4) Any element r € B of degree one is a local slice of D. If a = Dr € A, then a # 0 and
B, = A,fr] & Al Here, B, and A, denote localization at the set {a"|n € N}. Moreover,
D extends to D, on B, and D, = adir. If Dr = 1 then r is a slice for D and B = A[r| = Al

(5) Let r € B be a local slice of D and a = Dr. The induced Dixmier map 7, : B, — A, is
the surjective map of k-algebras defined by

m(b) =D 5D (5
i>0

(6) If B is generated by by,...,by, over k, then A is algebraic over k[m,(b1),...,m(by)]. This
fact forms the basis of the van den Essen algorithm to calculate a generating set for A when
both A and B are finitely generated over k; see [I§], Section 8.1.

(7) The degree modules of D are F,, := ker D"*! = {b € B| degpb < n} for n > 0. Each
Fp is an A-module and B has the ascending N-filtration B = |J,~, Fi- An algorithm to
calculate degree modules is given in [18], Section 8.6. -

(8) The image ideals of D are I, = AN D"B = D"F,, for n > 0. This gives a descending
N-filtration of A. The plinth ideal of A is Iy = AN DB. Note that the image ideals are
ideals in A, not B.

(9) D has the Freeness Property if D satisfies the following equivalent conditions.

(i) Fn/Fn-1 is a free A-module for each n > 1.
(ii) I, is a principal ideal of A for each n > 1.
(10) The degree-n transvectant is the A-bilinear mapping F,, x F,, — A given by:
[f,9)7 =Y (=1)"'D'fD"’g
i=0
(11) Given nonzero a € A, a D-cable rooted at a is a sequence of nonzero elements P,, C B
such that Py € ka and DP,, € kP,_; for n > 1. If the sequence is finite, say {Py, ..., Pa},
then {P,} is a finite D-cable of length d. Basic properties of D-cables are laid out in [I7].

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that B is an integral k-domain. Let D € LND(B), A = ker D and I, =
AND"B, n>0. If E € Dery(B) and [D, E] =0, then E(I,) C I, for alln > 0.

Proof. Given f € A, DE(f) = ED(f) = 0 implies Ef € A. Givenn > 0 and a € I, let b € B be
such that D" = a. Then Ea = ED™(b) = D"(Eb) € D"BN A = I,,. 0

Lemma 2.2. ([I8], Principle 6) Let B be a commutative k-domain, D € LND(B) and A = ker D.
Let B = B[t] = B and estend D to B’ by Dt = 0. Given b € B define D' € Dery(B') by
D' =D+b4 and let A’ =ker D'.

(a) D' € LND(B')
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(b) [D',4]=[D, 4] =0 and <L restricts to A’

(c) Ifbe A then [D,D’] = 0.

For any field K and K-domain B, the Makar-Limanov invariant ML(B) of B is the K-
subalgebra consisting of elements invariant for any G,-action on B. In characteristic zero, M L(B)
is the intersection of all kernels of locally nilpotent derivations of B, and is therefore factorially
closed (hence algebraically closed) in B and contains B*. So if M L(B) = k, then k is algebraically
closed in B and B* = k*.

Following are two additional results that are needed.

Lemma 2.3. ([30], Lemma 2.14) Let k be a field of characteristic zero, and let B be a two-
dimensional normal affine k-domain with ML(B) = k. ker D = kY for every nonzero D € LND(B).

Theorem 2.4. Let k be a field of characteristic zero, B = kP¥l, D € LND(B), D # 0, and A = ker D.

(a) A=k
(b) The plinth ideal AN DB is a principal ideal of A.

Part (a) is known as Miyanishi’s Theorem [33]. Miyanishi proved this result for the field k¥ = C.
The general case is obtained from this using Kambayashi’s classification of separable forms of the
affine plane [28]. For part (b) see [I§], Theorem 5.12.

2.3. Group actions. Let B be an affine k-domain. When an algebraic group G over k acts alge-
braically on B, the ring of invariants is B®. G, denotes the additive group of k and G,,, denotes the
multiplicative group k*. In case B = k[™ the G-action is linearizable if there exist x1,...,z, € B
such that B = k[x1,...,2,] and G restricts to a linear action on the vector space kx1 @ - - @ k.
Similarly, an action of G' on affine space A} is linearizable if the corresponding action on ks
linearizable.

There is a bijective correspondence between LND(B) and the algebraic G,-actions on Spec(B),
where D € LND(B) defines the G,-action on B (and Spec(B)) by {exp(tD)|t € k}. Under this
correspondence, the fixed point set of the action is defined by the ideal (DB) generated by the image
of the corresponding derivation D, and BP = B®. In general, this invariant ring is not affine, but
it is always quasi-affine [9, 41]. In case B is affine, the algebraic quotient Spec(BP) equals the
categorical quotient and the quotient morphism Spec(B) — Spec(BP) is induced by the inclusion
BP — B.

Similarly, there is a bijective correspondence between the Z-gradings of B and the algebraic G-
actions on B (and Spec(B)). If B = @, o, B, is a Z-grading then the induced action on B, is
A(f) = A" f, XA € k*, and this extends to all of B. Conversely, if G,, acts on B then the induced
Z-grading is B = @,,c; Bn where B, = {f € B|A(f) = \"f VA € k*}.

We refer to the following results. The first of these is well-known and elementary. A proof is
provided for completeness.

Lemma 2.5. Let K be a field. The group SLa2(K) is generated by elements of the form

(1) wna (1) e

Proof. Let G be the subgroup of SLy(K) generated by elements of the given form, and let a,b, ¢, d
be elements of K with ad —bc = 1. If a € K*, then

G )=l D6 6 e
(0=l )G )6 ) ee

which implies:
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If a =0 then ¢ € K* and:

0 —c '\ (1 0\ (/1 —c '\ /1 0\ /1 dc! ca
¢c d ) \e 1J\0 1 c 1J\0 1
Therefore, G = SL2(K). O

Theorem 2.6. (Finiteness Theorem; see [I8], 6.1) If B is an affine k-domain and G is a reductive
group over k which acts algebraically on B, then BS is affine.

Theorem 2.7. (Kraft and Popov [31]) Let G be a connected semisimple group over an algebraically
closed field of k characteristic zero. Any regular action of G on A3 is equivalent to a linear one.

The authors do not include the condition algebraically closed in their statement of the theorem,
but this is an oversight, as they go on to say, “We always work in the category of algebraic varieties
over the field C of complex numbers. Of course we could replace C by any other algebraically closed
field of characteristic zero.”

Theorem 2.8. (Panyushev [35]) Let G be a connected semisimple algebraic group of bireqular auto-
morphisms of four-dimensional affine space A} over an algebraically closed field k of characteristic
zero. The action of G on A} is equivalent to a linear action.

The representations of SLy(k) on the vector spaces k"t n > 1, are well-known. Given n > 1
define linear operators on kxo @ - - - & kx,, by:

(1) Dz;=z;—1 (1<i<n), Drg=0 and Ux;=(+1)(n—i)x;y1 0<i<n-1), Uz, =0

D is the down operator, U the up operator, and E = [D,U] the Euler operator. Then
G1 = {exp(tD) |t € k} = G, is a unipotent one-parameter subgroup of lower triangular matrices
and G2 = {exp(sU) | s € k} = G, a unipotent one-parameter subgroup of upper-triangular matrices.
Together they generate a copy of SLa(k) in GL,41(k) and define an irreducible representation on
k™t We fix the following notation.

Givenn > 0, V,, is the irreducible representation of SLy(k) on k"t = kzg®- - - @k,
defined by the up and down operators.

Note that V;, is equivalent to the classical representation of SLs(k) on binary forms of degree n.
The coefficients for V,, are more natural from the point of view of locally nilpotent derivations than
the classical representation.

2.4. Extending a theorem of Gupta. In [24], Theorem A, N. Gupta gives the following.
Theorem 2.9. Let K be a field and A a K-domain of the form
A=K|X,Y,Z,T|/(X"Y — F(X,Z,T))

where F € K[X,Z,T) 2 KB and m > 2. Then A = KB if and only if F(0,2,T) is a variable
in K|Z,T).

Gupta’s proof relies on the fact that ML(A) = K[X]. If m = 1 then M L(A) = K and this case
was not treated in her paper. We extend Gupta’s theorem to the case m = 1 when the ground field
is of characteristic zero. Our proof uses Kaliman’s Fiber Theorem (Theorem2.I0l), which was first
proved by Kaliman for k¥ = C [27] and later extended to any field of characteristic zero by Daigle
and Kaliman [I0], Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 2.10. Let B = k3 where k is a field of characteristic zero. Given f € B suppose that
the set

{p € Spec(k[f]) | B ®is) w(p) = r(p)P}
is dense in Spec(B), where k(p) is the residue field Ry /pR, at p. Then f is a variable of B.
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Theorem 2.11. Let k be a field of characteristic zero and A a k-domain of the form
where F € k[X, Z,T) =, kBl Then A =y, kBl if and only if F(0,2Z,T) is a variable in k[Z,T).
Proof. Let x € A be the image of X and let Fy(Z,T) = F(0,Z,T).
Assume that A = kP®l. Given nonzero ¢ € k,
Af(x — ) A E[Y,Z,T)/(cY — F(c, Z,T)) = k| Z,T] = k12

where Z, T denote the images of Z and T in this quotient. By the Kaliman Fiber Theorem, x is a
variable of A, which implies that every fiber of z is isomorphic A?. In particular, if R = k[Z,T]/(Fp)
then the cancellation theorem for curves [I] gives:

AJzA=R[Y] =2k = R=l

So Fy defines a line in Spec(k[Z,T]) = AZ. By the Epimorphism Theorem [2, [39] it follows that Fp
is a variable of k[Z,T).
Conversely, assume that Fy is a variable of k[Z,T] and let G € k[Z,T] be such that k[Z,T] =
k[Fy,G]. Let H € k[X, Z,T] be such that F' = XH + Fy. Then
K[X,Y,Z,T] = k[X,Y — H,Fo,G] = k[X,Y — H,Fo — X(Y — H),G] = k[X,Y — H, XY — F,C]

which implies XY — F is a variable and A = k3. O

3. THE STRUCTURE THEOREM FOR FUNDAMENTAL DERIVATIONS

3.1. Main definition. The Lie algebra sls(k) is generated by elements X and Y with relations:
[X,[X,Y]]=-2X, [\,[X,Y]]| =2V

With the criterion of Arzhantsev and Liendo in mind, our main objects of interest are pairs of
locally nilpotent derivations which generate a subalgebra isomorphic to sly(k) in the Lie algebra of
derivations whose Lie product defines a Z-grading.

More precisely, let B be a commutative k-domain and D, U € LND(B). As noted in the previous
section, LND(B) C Dery(B) and [D, U] € Dery(B). Therefore, for each d € Z, we have

[D,U] — dI € Endg(B)

where I € Endg(B) is the identity operator.
Definition 3.1. Let B be a commutative k-domain. A pair (D, U) of locally nilpotent derivations
of B is a fundamental pair if

(1) [D,[D,U]] = —2D and [U,[D,U]] = 2U, and

(2) B=)_,cy Ba where Bg = ker ([D,U] — dI).
Note that (2) is a special form of semisimplicity for [D,U]. A fundamental pair (D,U) is trivial if
D = U = 0 and nontrivial otherwise. We say that D € Dery(B) is a fundamental derivation if

D € LND(B) and there exists U € LND(B) such that (D,U) is a fundamental pair. A G,-action
on B (repectively, Spec(B)) is fundamental if it is induced by a fundamental derivation of B.

Observe that the groups B* x Zg and Auty(B) act on the set of fundamental pairs for B by
w(D,U) = (U,D), r(D,U) = (rD,r'U) and «(D,U) = (aDa™',aUa™?)
where Zo = {(u), r € B* and o € Autg(B), and where Zs acts on B* by u(r) = r=1. Two
fundamental pairs on B are equivalent if and only if they lie in the same orbit of this action.

We first confirm that, for any fundamental pair (D,U) on B, the vector spaces By define a
Z-grading of B and that D and U are homogeneous.

Lemma 3.2. Let B be a commutative k-domain with fundamental pair (D,U). Given d € Z, let
By denote the kernel of [D,U] — dI as a linear operator on B.
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(a) B =& ey Ba is a Z-grading.

(b) D and U are homogeneous, deg D = 2 and degU = —2.
Proof. Let E =[D,U]. Given d,e € Z and f € By, g € B, we have

E(fg) = fEg+gEf = feg) + g(df) = (d+e)fg = [fg € Bate

and

—2Df = [D, E|f = D(df) — E(Df) = E(Df) =dDf +2Df = (d+2)Df = Df € Bays
and:

2Uf=[U,Elf =U(df) - EUf) = EUf)=U(df) -2U0f =(d—-2)f = Uf € Ba—

Therefore, ByB. C Bgte, DBy C Byyo and UBy C Bg—o.

Given distinct dy,...,d, € Z and nonzero f4, € Bg,, 1 < i < n, we show by induction on n
that fq,,..., fa, are linearly independent over k. The case n = 1 is clear. Assume that n > 2 and
cifa, +-+enfa, =0forci,...,cn € k™. Repeated application of E shows:

Cl DY Cn 1 DRI 1

dicy - cpdy d - d,

O=det | dicr - dien | = c1---cpdet i -
Bl o dile, G

Since the d; are distinct, the Vandermonde determinant on the right is nonzero. Therefore, ¢, =0
for some m and: .
cifa, +- +emfa, + -+ cendn =0

By the inductive hypothesis we conclude that ¢; =0 for each 1 <i <n. So fq,,..., fa, are linearly
independent.

By hypothesis, the union of all By spans B. We have thus shown: B = @ ., Ba and this is a
Z-grading. O

The grading in this lemma is called the Z-grading of B induced by (D,U).
By this lemma, condition (2) in DefinitionBI] can be replaced by the condition:

(2)) B = @,y Ba is a Z-grading where By = ker ([D, U] — dI).
Example 3.3. Let B = k[xzg,...,2,] = k"1 and let D and U be the up and down operators on
kxo®--- @ kx, as defined in (Il) above. Then D and U extend to locally nilpotent derivations of B,

and (D, U) is a fundamental pair for B, called the basic fundamental pair. The induced Z-grading
of B is defined by declaring that x; is homogeneous and degz; =n —2¢, 0 < i < n.

3.2. The Structure Theorem.

Theorem 3.4. (Structure Theorem for Fundamental Derivations) Let B be an affine k-
domain, let (D,U) be a nontrivial fundamental pair for B, and let B = @,., B; be the induced
Z-grading of B with degree function deg. Let A =ker D and 2 = kerU and, for each n € Z, define
A, =ANB, and Q, = QN B,. For each n > 0 define F,, = ker D" and I,, = D"(F,).
(a) A is affine.
(b) In = ®;>,, Ai for each n > 0. In particular, A = P, Ai is N-graded.
(c) Let f1,..., fr € A be homogeneous such that Iy = (f1,..., fr). Set m = max; deg f;. Then:
(i) A= Ao[fla" '7f’r]
(ii) Givenn>1, 1, = (An,..., Antm—1)-
(iif) Given n > m, I, = Hllel - Ifm where E = {(e1,...,em) € N | Y ie; = n}.
E
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(d) Given n > 1, assume that I, = (g1,...,9s) for homogeneous g; € A and set h; = U"g,,
1<¢<s. Then:
Fn=Ah1 + -+ Ahs+ Fr1
() B=Q@®DB=A®UB as Ap-modules.
(f) D: B, — B2 is injective if n < —1 and surjective if n > —1.
(g) Bo=Ao® M as Ag-modules, where M = DB_o = UBs.

Three preliminary lemmas are needed to prove the theorem. We continue the notation used in
the hypotheses of the theorem.

Lemma 3.5. ([I7], Lemma 3.2) Given homogeneous f € A define ¢, € Z by ¢, = ndeg f —n(n—1),
n>1.

(a) DmU™f = ¢, D™ YU L f for all myn > 1.

(b) D"U™f =cy---cpf for alln > 1.

Proof. Set E = [D,U]. The k-derivation § := ad(D) on sly(k) is locally nilpotent and acts on the
algebra generators by:

§:U—FE— (-2D)—0
The relation [U, E] = 2U easily generalizes to [U™, E] = 2nU™ for all n > 1. We claim that
(2) S(U™) =nU""YE - (n—1)I) foralln>1.
This is clear if n = 1, so assume it holds for n > 1. Then
sUnthy = Us(Uu™ +sU)ur
= nU"(E—-(n—-1)I)+EU"
= nU"(E—-(n—-1I)+ (U"E —2nU")
= (n+1)U™E —nl)
So equation (2]) is confirmed by induction on n. In addition, for all m,n > 1:
D"U" — D™ UMD = D™Y(DU™ = U"D) = D™ 16(U™)
By (@) it follows that, for all m,n > 1:
(3) Dmy"™ = DU (UD +nE —n(n — 1)I)
Therefore, if f € A is homogeneous then (B) implies:
DU f = c, D" 'Uf
This proves part (a) and part (b) follows inductively from part (a) using m = n. O

Lemma 3.6. Let f € A be homogeneous.
(a) degy f = deg f. Consequently, the Z-grading of B restricts to an N-grading of A.

(b) FuNB_,, =Q_, for eachn > 1.
(¢) UF, C Fpi1 for each n > 0.

(d) The ideal fB+UfB+---+U%fB is (D,U)-invariant, where d = deg f.
Proof. We may assume that f # 0. If N = degy, f then UN f # 0 and UN ! f = 0. By Lemma3.5(a)

we have:
0=DUNT f =cn UNf=(N+1)(deg f — NYUNf = degf=N
Therefore, deg f = deg;; f € N. This proves part (a).

Given n > 1, any nonzero h € Q_,, has degp h = n by part (a) and symmetry of D with U. So
Q_, CF.NB_,.
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For the reverse inclusion, we show by induction on ¢ that F; N B_, C Q for 0 < ¢ < n. Since
A_,, = {0} by part (a), it follows that:

FoNnB_,=ANB_,=A_,={0}

This gives the basis for induction.
Assume that F;—; N B_,, C Q for some 1 <14 < n. Part (a) shows:

he F;NnB_,\{0} = D'he A,\{0} = U'D'hecQ_,\ {0}
In addition, Lemmal3.5 shows that there exists g € €, such that U‘D*h = U?D’g. Therefore,
U'Di(h — g) = 0. Since U'p # 0 for any nonzero p € A, (by part (a)), we must have D*(h — g) = 0,
ie.,, h —g € F;_1 N B_,. By the inductive hypothesis, h — g € Q2 so h € Q. If follows by induction
that F,, N B_,, C Q_,,. This proves part (b).
Since f € A = Fy we have DUf = (deg f)f so Uf € Fi. Assume that UF,_1 C F, for some
n > 1. Given homogeneous g € F,,, Dg € F,,_1 implies UDg € F,,. It follows that:

D""2Ug = D" (UD + E)g = D" (UDg) + (degg)D" g =0 = Ug € ker D""% = F,, 11
Part (c) now follows by induction on n.

If f € A, for d € N, then part (a) and LemmaB3.2l(b) imply U?f € Q_4. In addition, Lemmal3.5l(a)
shows that DU f = i(d—i+1)U’~! f for each i, 0 < i < d. Therefore, if J = fB+UfB+---+U%fB,
then DJ C J, and clearly UJ C J as well. This proves part (d). O
Lemma 3.7. The following statements hold.

(a) Ag=ANN =Q
(b) Ag is factorially closed in B and ML(B) C Ag.
(c) QN DB = {0}
(d) BSE2(k) = Ay for the SLo(k)-action on B induced by (D,U).
Proof. By Lemmal3.6l(a) we have
fe€AN\N{0} = degy, f=0 = feQ
and for d > 0:
feAN{0} = degyy f>0 = f&Q
Therefore, Ag = AN and by symmetry Qg = AN Q. This proves part (a). Part (b) follows from
part (a) since the intersection of factorially closed subrings is factorially closed, and any intersection
of kernels of locally nilpotent derivations contains M L(B) by definition.

Ifge ANUB and g # 0 then Dg =0 and g = U f for some nonzero f € B. Therefore

0=DUf)=Ef=(degf)f = degf=0 = f€ly=Q) = g=Uf=0

which gives a contradiction. Therefore, no such g exists and ANUB = {0}. Part (c) follows by
symmetry.
For part (d), define subgroups G1, G2 C SLy(k) by:

Gy ={exp(tD)|t €k} =G, and Gy ={exp(sU)|s€k} =G,
Combining part (a) with our previous observations gives B3%2(k) = BG1 N BG2 = ANQ = A4y. O
We can now give the proof of Theorem[3.4l

Proof. For part (a), the fact that A is affine is proved in Proposition[Z.4] below.
For part (b), by LemmalB.6l(a), the Z-grading of B restricts to an N-grading on A. Define A-ideals

i>n
noting that Jy = A = Iy. Given e > 1 and nonzero f € A, if ¢; € k are defined by ¢; = i(e — i+ 1),
then ¢; # 0 for 1 < i <e. By LemmaB0(b), D¢(U¢f) =c¢1---cef so f € I. and A, C I.. Therefore,
Jn C I, for all n > 0.
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We proceed to show by induction on n that I,, C J, for each n > 0.

A basis for induction is established by the equalities Iy = A = Jy.

Assume that, for some n > 0, I; = J; for all 0 < ¢ < n. Let f € I,41 N A, for some e > 0. If
e>n+1then f € J,q1.

Consider the case e < n. If e = 0 then by LemmaB.(c) we have:

fEI,H_lﬂA()CDBﬁQ:{O}

So we may assume e > 1. Since f € I, there exists g € F,, 41 with D"tlg = f. In addition, by
Lemmal3H(b), we have DUCf = cf where ¢ = ¢1---c. # 0. Let h = D" **l(cg) — U°f. Then
D¢h = 0. Since deg D = 2 by Lemmal32l(b), we see that h € B_.. The inductive hypothesis implies
that:
D 'he Ac oI,y ={0}

Repeating this argument, we obtain D*"th € A,_9;NI._; = {0} for 1 <i<e,sohe€ A_. = {0}.
By LemmalB.0l(a), deg;; f = e which implies U¢f € Q and U¢f # 0. Since n—e+1 > 0, we see from
Lemmal3T(c) that

Uf=D""t(cg) € QN DB = {0}
which gives a contradiction. So this case cannot occur.

By induction we obtain I,, C J, for all n > 0. Consequently, J, = I,, for all n > 0, thus proving
part (b).

For part (i) of (c), it is well-known that, since A and Ay are affine, A = Ag[fi,..., fr] for any
set {f1,..., fr} of generators of the irrelevant ideal €, -, An, which is the ideal I; bv part (a).
For part (ii) of (¢), given n > 1, let J be the ideal generated by A,,..., Apym—1. Then J C I,.
For the reverse inclusion, we show by induction on 4 that A,,; C J for ¢ > 0. This holds by
definition for 0 < i < m — 1. Assume A, y; C J for some i > m — 1 and let f = ffl ~-frdr be
a monomial in A, ;+1. Choose j so that d; # 0 and set g = f/f;. Then g is homogeneous and
degg=n+i+1—degf; >n+i— (m—1) > n, which implies g € J. So f = f;g € J and (ii) is
proved by induction. Part (iii) of (¢) follows from (i) and (ii).

For part (d), since g; € I,,, part (b) implies that deg g; > n. By Lemma[3:6 we have:

1 <n<degg; =degy g:
Therefore, h; = U"g; # 0 for each i, and by LemmaB3 I,, = (D™hq, ..., D™hg). This shows:
Fn=Ahi + -+ Ahg+ Fp_y

This proves part (d).
For part (e), LemmalBd(c) shows that, given n > 0, if M,, C F, is the submodule

M, = (F, N Q) + (F, N DB)

then M,, = (F, N Q) & (F,, N DB). It will thus suffice to show M,, = F,,. Note that M,,_1 C M, if
n>1.

If n = 0 then part (b) implies F,, = Ag ®I1 = (FoNQ) @ DFy. Assume by way of induction that
Fn—1 = M,_; for some n > 1. Choose nonzero homogeneous g € F,,, say g € By for d € Z. Then
D"g € Agion NI, where D"g # 0. Part (b) implies d 4+ 2n > n, so d + n > 0. By Lemmal3.6 we
have degy;(D™g) = d 4 2n. By Lemmal3.5 we have
(4) Dd+2nUd+2n(Dng) _ CDng

for some nonzero ¢ € k.
If d + n =0 then degy (D"g) = n implies U"D"g € Q. Therefore (@) shows:

U'D"g—cgeker D" =F,_1 = g€ (F,NQ)+ Fn1 C M,
If d+n > 1 then (@) shows:
DIyt (prg) —cgeker D" = F, 1 => g€ DFpy1+ Fno1 C M,
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Therefore, M,, = F,, for all n > 0. It follows that B = Q2@ DB. The equality B = A ® UB follows
from this by symmetry of D with U. So part (e) is proved.

The fact that deg D = 2 was established in Lemmal32l The fact that D : B,, — B, 12 is injective
for n < 0 follows from part (b). Let g € By for some d > 0. By part (d) we can write g = p + Db
for homogeneous p € Q and b € B. But then p € Q4 = {0}, so g = Db. Therefore, By C DB when
d>1,s0 D : B, = By is surjective when n > —1. So part (f) is proved.

Since By = ker E for E = DU — UD we see that DUp = UDp for each p € By. Let f € By
be given. By part (f) we have DBy = Bs, so there exists h € By with f = Dh. Therefore,
Uf =UDh = DUh € DB_5, so UBy C DB_5. By symmetry, DB_s C UBs, so DB_, = UBx.
Part (g) now follows from part (e). O

Corollary 3.8. Let B be an affine k-domain with dimg(B) > 2. Under the hypotheses of Theo-
rem[3.4l:

(a) A= Ao I, Ag is a retract of A and I is a prime ideal of A.

(b) For each a € Ay and integer n >0, aAN I, = al,.

(c) Givend €N and f,g € Ag, [f,9]§ € Ao.

Proof. Part (a) follows directly from Theorem[Bl(b).

Given a € Ay, if a = 0 then aA NI, = al, holds, so we may assume a # 0. Suppose that f = ag
for f € I, and g € A. TheoremB4|(b) implies deg f > n. Since dega = 0 it follows that degg > n.
By Theorem[BAl(b) we see that g € I,,, thus proving part (b).

For part (c), we have deg;, f = degy g = d by Lemmal3.6l Therefore, [f, g]5 € Q and:

deg[f, gl = deg fUg =d+ (d—2d) =0
So [f, g]g € Qp = Ap. g

Corollary 3.9. Let B be an affine k-domain, 6 € LND(B), § # 0, A = kerd and I = ANJB.
Suppose that at least one of the following conditions holds.

(1) T is not a prime ideal of A.

(2) T is a prime ideal of A but there is no retraction of A with kernel I.

(8) 6 = fo" where &' € LND(B) does not have a slice and f € A\ A*.

Then § is not fundamental.

Proof. If I is not a prime ideal of A then CorollaryB8|(a) implies that d is not fundamental. If there
is no retraction of A with kernel I then CorollaryB8](b) implies that ¢ is not fundamental.

Assume that the hypotheses (3) hold. Then I = fI’ where I’ = ANd'B. Since fI' C I' we see
that af € I for every a € I'.

Suppose that I is a prime ideal of A. If f & I then a € I for every a € I’, which implies that
fI' =1T'. Since I' # (0) and B is affine it follows that f € A* a contradiction. Therefore, f € I,
which implies 1 € I’ also a contradiction. So I is not a prime ideal of A and CorollaryB.8|(a) implies

that ¢ is not fundamental. d
Example 3.10. Every linear G,-action on A} is fundamental but this is not generally true for
quasi-linear actions. Recall that a k-derivation ¢ of k[x1,...,2,] = k" is quasi-linear if there is
an n X n matrix M with coefficients in ker § such that [dz1 - - dx,] = [x1 - 2,]M. A G,-action on

A} is quasi-linear if it is induced by a quasi-linear locally nilpotent derivation.
Let B = k[zo, 21,90, y1] = k¥ with linear fundamental pair

(Dv U) = (Ioaﬂﬁl + yoayl ) Ilaﬂﬁo + ylayo)

and set A =ker D and Ag = ANkerU. Then A = k[zg, yo, P] and Ay = k[P] for P = zoy1 — yox1.
The derivation § := PD is quasi-linear, since:

2
Sxo=0yo=0 and &(71)=(""o¥o IO)(‘“)
o yo an <y1) < —y% ZoYo Y1
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Since ANOB = (P, yoP) is not a prime ideal of A, CorollarylB.9 implies that ¢ is not fundamental.

Lemma 3.11. Let B be an affine k-domain with nontrivial fundamental pair (D,U). Suppose
A = Aglz] for some x € Aq, d > 1, noting that A,, = Ao -2 if n = di, i >0, and A,, = {0} for
n & dZ.

(a) D has the Freeness Property. In particular:

(@) nedz
I, = A; =

(b) Fn = ®—15i§n‘4 - h; where h_1 =1, hg = x and:

Ut (z/4) iedZ .
hy=d0 >1
{Ul(x[z/dlﬂ) igaz UV

(c) B=Aolho,...,ha] = R® Rhy & --- & Rhg_ where R = Ag[ho, ha] = A

Proof. Part (a) is implied by the Structure Theorem, and part (b) is an immediate consequence of
part (a).

For part (c), since D has the Freeness Property, any set {by, }nen in B such that (D"b,) = I,, for
each n > 0 is an A-module basis of B. In particular, if J =N x {0,...,d — 1}, then:

B= @ A-nhjhi=R&Rh & & Rhy
(n,i)ed
O

Lemma 3.12. Let B be an affine k-domain with fundamental pair (D,U). Let F, = ker D"T1,
n >0, and let N > 1 be such that B = k[Fy]. Given nonzero a € Ay define submodules

Go= Y d'Fi,n>0
0<i<n
and define the subring R = k[Gn].
(a) R is a graded subring of B, RN F, = G, for each n >0, and (a='D,aU) is a fundamental
pair for R.
(b) If B is normal then R is normal.
(c) If B is a UFD then R is a UFD.

Proof. The Structure Theorem shows that each module F,, is generated by homogeneous elements.
Since a is also homogeneous, we see that R is a graded subring of B.
Consider a monomial u € F,, for some n > N + 1. Since B = k[Fy] there exist x; € F,,, with
n; < N and e¢; € N, 1 < i < m, such that:
p=2x--xpm and Z en; =n
1<i<m
Therefore, a™p = (a™x1)% -+ - (a"™xp, )™ € R. It follows that a™F,, C R for each n > 0, which
implies G,, C R for each n > 0.
Since a € Ay, (D, U) extends to a fundamental pair on B,. Since a is a unit of By, (a='D,al)
is a fundamental pair for B,. In addition, given n > 0, Lemmal36l(¢c) implies
a D' F;) =a"'DF; ca”'Fi_y (i>1) and a 'D(Fy) =0
and: . . ‘
aU(a'F) = a" ' UF; C o' Fiyq (i >0)
Therefore, a=!D and aU restrict to R, and (a~'D,aU) is a fundamental pair for R. This proves

part (a).
Parts (b) and (c) are consequences of Proposition[1] below. O
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4. THE CLASSIFICATION THEOREM

This section classifies normal affine k-domains of dimension two with trivial units admitting a
nontrivial fundamental pair, i.e., a nontrivial SLo(k)-action. Our method requires first a detailed
understanding of certain determinantal ideals which are invariant for basic fundamental pairs.

4.1. Quadratic Determinantal Ideals. Let B = k[zo,...,zq] = kl4tY for d > 2, let (D,U) be
the basic fundamental pair on D, let A = ker D and let B = @,,., By, be the induced grading of
B. In particular, each x; is homogeneous of degree d — 2i. Let J C B be the ideal generated by the
2 x 2 quadratic minors of the 2 x d matrix

o 1 T2 0 Td-1

1 2x9 3x3 -+  dxg
noting that J is a graded ideal. Let M, ; be the minor using columns a and b, 1 < a < b < d, that
is:

Tg—1 Th—1
My,p=det | =bxq_1%p — GTaTp—
a,b ar, bIb a—14b alb—1

Let © = span,{M, |1 <a<b<d}andlet ©, =0NB,, neZ

It is well known that J is a prime ideal defining the affine cone X4 C Aﬁ“ over the rational
normal curve of degree d; see [15], Proposition 6.1. The corresponding Eagon-Northcott complex is
a minimal free resolution of B/J of length d in which each kernel is generated by linear forms [I4].
In particular, the module of first syzygies for B/J is generated by the 3 x 3 minors of the matrices:

Ty T1 T2 0 Td-1 o I1 T2 0 Td-1
r1 2x9 3x3 -+ drg and 1 2x9 3x3 -+ dxg
To X1 X2 o Td—1 1 2x2 3x3 - dxg

The surface X4 admits a natural SLs(k)-action, an action which is investigated in the next section.
Thus, J (and its associated complex) are (D, U)-invariant. We give a (D, U)-invariant basis of J.

Let m € N be such that d = 2m or d = 2m + 1. Define homogeneous T2(0), T4(0), e ,T2(22 € A by:

(5) TQ(?) = Z (=1)/x;x2;—; where degTQ(?) =2d—4i
0<j<2i

Let T; denote the D-cable rooted at Tz(? ), which is defined by generators:
TP =T | 0<j<2d—4i
Note that this cable is (D, U)-invariant, since
UTd =TI 0<j<2d—4i—1

and:
DT = ;1] "V for t; € k", 1< j < 2d— 4

Let {fg, ﬁ;, . ,fgm} be the set of vertices Tég) of these cables and let (fg, ﬁ;, e ,fgm) be the ideal
of B generated by this set.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that d > 2.
(@) J = (To,Ts, ..., Tom) o ~
(b) The sets {Mgp|1 <a<b<d} and {T2,Ty,...,Tom} are bases for ©.

Proof. We first show that (fg, ﬁ, ce, fgm) cJ.
Let Fy C k[y, 2] & k12 be the vector space of d-forms, with basis

{fi=y2""0<i<d}
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and let ¢ : B — k[Fy] map z; — f;. Then k[Fy] is the coordinate ring of X4 and kerp = J. A
fundamental pair (D', U’) on k[Fy] is given by restriction of the the basic fundamental pair (y9., 20y)
on kly, z]. In particular, ker D’ = k[y] N k[Fy] = k[fo] = k!l and for this pair, ¢ is equivariant.
Since T2(?) € A for each i, we see that:
@(TQ(?)) ekerD' =k[fo], 1<i<m
By homogeneity, there exist r; € k and e; € N such that o(T: (0)) =rfi,1<i<m. If r; #0 for
some %, then degree considerations show that either
(1) d=2m, i=m and @(Téo)) =rek* or
(2) d =2m, 2i =m and cp(Tfy?)) =rfo for r € k*.
But then either 1 € (fo, ..., fa) or fo € (fo,---, f4)? in k[y, 2], a contradiction. Therefore, r; = 0 for
each i and (TQ(O), T4(0), . T(O)) C J. Since J is (D, U) invariant it follows that (T, Ty, . .. , Tam) C J.
Let W be the k-span of the vertices of TQ, T4, .. T2m Since (TQ, T4, .. Tgm) C J it must be the

case that W C © (by homogeneity). According to [19], Lemma 3.8, the vertices of Tb, Ty, ..., Tom
are linearly independent over k. The number of such vertices equals:

u d
2d— i+ 1=
you-ui= (o)

Since the number of minors M, ; also equals (g) we conclude that the M, ; are linearly independent
and W = 0. Consequently, (TQ, Ty, ... ,Tgm) = J. This proves parts (a) and (b). O

Lemma 4.2. Assume that d € 27.
(@) If r,se N and r + s =d then z,zs ¢ UB.
(b) If a,b € N is a pair such that M, € ©g then My, & UB.

(c) The set {TQ(Z-dfzi) |1<i< %} is a basis for ©.
(d) ®=(©NUB)& k- Tlg ) where {T(d 2 ,Tézg} is a basis for ©g NUB.
Proof. Consider the set S of all pairs (r,s) € N? on the line r + s = d such that z,z; € UB. If
(r,s) € S and r > 1 then:
U(zporzs) =r(d—1r+ Dayzs + (s +1)(d — 8)xr—10541 = Tr_12541 € UB
Similarly, if (r,s) € S and s > 1 then:
U(zras—1) = (r+1)(d—r)x,p12s—1 +s(d — s+ 1)z,zs = xp4125-1 € UB
Therefore, given (r,s) € S we have:
r>1 = (r—1,s+1)€S and s>1 = (r+1,s—1)€S
By induction, it follows that either S =@ or S = {(r,5) € N?|r + s = d} C UB. If the latter case

holds, then TCEO) € ANUB. However, by the Structure Theorem, AN UB = {0}, a contradiction.
Therefore, S = (J, thus proving part (a).

Assume that M, , = UF for some a,b with 1 <a <b<d and a +b=d+ 1 and some quadratic
form F' € B. Then

U(d—a+1)F+xq-12p-1) = b(%d—i— Dzg_12py = xq-12p € UB

contradicting part (a). So part (b) is confirmed.
Part (c) follows from homogeneity and Proposition[dIl(b). Since

T2 — i (1<i< 9
and since T ) e A, part (d) follows from part (c). O
Lemma 4.3. Assume that d € 47.
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(a) Ifr,seNandr+s=d/2 then z,zs ¢ UB.
(b) Ifa,b e N is a pair such that My, € ©4 then My, ¢ UB.
d_24 . . .
(c) The set {Tz(f %) |1 <i< 4} is a basis for Oq.
d_
(d) ©4=(0©4NUB)®Ek - Téo) where {T2(2 2), . ,Té222} is a basis for ©4NUB.
2 2
The proof of this lemma is almost identical to the proof of LemmalZ2] and is therefore omitted.

4.2. The Affine Cone over a Rational Normal Curve. Let k[y, 2] = k[?l with basic fundamental
pair (D,U) = (y9,,29,). Given the integer d > 1, let Fy C k[y, 2] be the vector space of d-
forms, which is of dimension d + 1. Then (D,U) restricts to the subring k[Fy] and the surface
X4 = Spec(k[Fy)) is the affine cone over the rational normal curve in P% of degree d.

Lemma 4.4. Given d > 1, k[Fy] is normal and the minimum number of generators of k[Fy] as a
k-algebra is d + 1. Consequently, the rings k[Fy], d > 1, are pairwise non-isomorphic.

Proof. Given d > 1, define:
L = k[y?, ik k[z?, 2] C frac(k[Fy])
Since k[y?, 2] = k2 and k[z?, ¥] = k[ it follows that L is normal. Since

Yy
yd (f) _ yd—izi and 24 (y) _ yizd—i (0<i<d)
Yy z

we see that k[F,] C L. For the reverse inclusion, let 4’27 € L for some i,j € N. Then
j .
t,J d\r f _ d\s (g)l
v =y (2) =6 (2

y'2 =y = (y?) Ty R € k[F]
It follows that k[Fy] = L and k[Fy] is normal.
Let m be the minimal number of generators of k[Fy] as a k-algebra. Then m < dimy Fy = d + 1.
As discussed above, k[Fy] = k[zo,...,zq]/J where J is the ideal generated by the quadratic forms
Mgy, 1 <a<b<d. The Jacobian matrix J defined by these generators is of dimension (g) x (d+1)

for some r, s € N. Therefore:

and each entry is of the form cz; for some ¢ € k and 0 <1i < d. Let m C k[zo, ..., z4) be the maximal
ideal m = (xq,...,2,), noting that J C m. We see that Jp := J (modm) is the zero matrix and
therefore:

dim(m/m?) = (d+ 1) —rank Jp = d + 1
So the dimension of the tangent space to Xy at the point defined by m is d + 1, meaning that
m>d+ 1. O

4.3. Smooth SL,(k)-Surfaces. Let k[zo, z1, 2] = kI3 with basic fundamental pair:
({anzl + I18m2, 2171810 + 2172811)

The ring of SLy(k) invariants is k[f] for f = 2xoze — 23. For each integer d > 1, the action restricts
to the affine subring k[Wy], where Wy C k[zo, 21, x2] is the vector space of ternary forms of degree
d. Given \ € k*, define

Sx(k) = k[xo, 1, z2]/(f — A)
which is the coordinate ring of a smooth Danielewski surface (see Sectionl), and let
T - k[l‘o,xl,wg] — Sk(k)
be the standard projection, which is equivariant. The SLo(k) action on Sy(k) restricts to each
subring m\k[Wy]. Let Qx(k) = mxk[W3]. Tt is easy to check that m\k[W;] = Sy (k) for odd d, and
mak[Wa] 2 Qa(k) for even d. Moreover, Proposition[s.3] below shows that S\ (k) and @, (k) are not
isomorphic for all pairs A\, u € k*.
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In order to see that Spec(Qx(k)) is smooth, define a free Zs = (u)-action on Sy (k) by p(z;) = —x;,
1 <i < 3. Then Sy(k)?2 = Qx(k) and freeness of the action in this case implies that Spec(Qa(k))
is smooth.

4.4. Classification. Over the field k = C, normal affine SLy(C)-surfaces were classified by Gizat-
ullin [22] and Popov [36]. The list of isomorphism classes for these coordinate rings is comprised
of C[Fy] for d > 1, S1(C) and Q1(C). We generalize this classification to all fields of characteristic
Z€ro.

Theorem 4.5. (Classification Theorem) Let B be a normal affine k-domain with dim, B = 2
and B* = k*. If B admits a nontrivial SLy(k)-action then B is equivariantly isomorphic to either
k[Fy4] for some d > 1, or to Sx(k) or Qx(k) for some A € k*. Among these rings, the unique
factorization domains are k[Fy] = kl2) and Sy (k) for X\ € k* such that /=X & k.

Note that the equivariance condition in this theorem implies that there are only two equivalence
classes of fundamental pairs for B, namely, trivial and nontrivial.

Proof. Let K = frac(B). Since B* = k*, k is algebraically closed in B. Let (D,U) be a nontrivial
fundamental pair for B and let B = @, , B; be the induced grading of B. Let A = ker D and
Q = kerU. Then dimy A = 1 and dimy Ag = 0. Therefore, Ay is an algebraic extension of k, so
Ay = k. Since ML(B) C Ag we see that ML(B) = k. By LemmaZ3 A = kI, and Q = k! by
symmetry.

Let d > 1 and hy € Q_4 be such that Q = k[hg]. Define hgy_; = D'hg, 0 < i < d, noting that
ho € Ag and A = k[ho]. Set R = k[ho, hq]. By LemmalBI1l we have:

(6) B =klho,...,ha) = R® Rh1 @ --- ® Rhg_1

Define the surjection ¢ : k[zo,...,zq] = B by ¢(x;) = h;. Then ¢ is equivariant for the basic

fundamental pair (A,Y) on k[zg,...,zq] and kerg is (A, T)-invariant; see Section[dl Let m be

such that d = 2m or d = 2m + 1. For each quadratic form T2(?) € kerA, 1 < i < m, we have

<p(T2(?)) € A = k[ho]. By homogeneity, there exist r; € k and e; € N with TQ(?) —rxyt € ker .
Consider the case where r; = 0 for each i. By (A, Y)-invariance of ker ¢ we see that:

(1”19 Ckerp = (Th,...,Ta) Chkerg

By LemmaZlit follows that (Tb, ..., Ty) = ker ¢ and B = k[Fy].
Consider the case where r; # 0 for some 7. Then
2d — 4i = deg T\ = e;d = (2—e;)d=4i >4 = ¢; € {0,1}

which means that either

(1) d=2m, i=m and Téo) — i € ker ¢ for some p € k*, or

(2) d =2m, 2i =m and Téo) — yxo € ker ¢ for some v € k*.

2

Assume that d = 2m for odd m > 3. Then (fg, . ,fd_g, fd — ) Ckerp. By Lemmddd] the minors
Mg ayy, Ma_y g and Ma_y 4, are linear combinations of the vertices of 15, ...,T;. We have:

degM%

[SI%

%Jrl = O ) degM%717%+1 =2 y degM%%y% =4
Therefore, Mg _, dyq and Mg4_, 4 do not involve fd = Téo), which implies:
2 72 2 '
M%—l,%-{-l s M%—L% S kergo
In addition, by Lemmald.2] there exist cy, ... ,Ca € k such that

d
2
_ (d—2i)
Mgy =Y T
i=1

[SI%
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and Ca = 0. Therefore, Mg,gﬂ =cap modulo ker ¢. From the syzygy
(5-Da

it follows that Ty gCapl € ker ¢, which is a contradiction. So the case d = 2m for odd m > 3 cannot
occur. N N N R

Assume that d = 4m for m > 2. In this case, (75, .. .,T% — ¥&0y ..y Tg—o,Tqg — p) C ker<pE| By
LemmdZ1] the minors Mas ayy, Ma_y o and Ma_, a4, are linear combinations of the vertices of

d d _
lM%,%qu — —I%M%711%+1 =+ (5 —|—1)I%+1M%717% =0

d
3 2

~

fg, . ,T%. We have:
degM%&_Irl =d, degM%_L%H =d+2, degM%_L% =d+4
Since d > 4 we see that d does not divide d 4 2 or d + 4. Therefore, Mas_y 4,y and Ma_; a domnot
involve Téo) or TCEO), which implies:
2

M%711%+1, M%—l,% S kergp
In addition, by Lemmald3] there exist ¢y, ..., ca € k such that

~ (4-2i)
_ g =4t
+1 = E ey,
i=1

+1 = CdVZo modulo ker ¢. From the syzygy

I

Ma
4

LY

and Ca # 0. Therefore, M%

4
1

=0

d d d
(Z — 1)$%_1M%7%+1 — ZI%M%—L%"J + (Z + 1)I%+1M%_1

d
s
it follows that CaYToTd € ker ¢, which is a contradiction. So the case d = 4m for m > 2 cannot
occur. Therefore, either d =2 or d = 4.

Suppose that d = 2. Then TQ(O) — 1 € ker ¢ and since both (TQ(O) — ) and ker ¢ are height-one
primes of k[3! we see that ker o = (T2(0) — ). Therefore, B = k[zg, x1, 2]/ (2z0z2 — 21 — p) = S, (k).

Suppose that d = 4. Then (To — vyxo, Ty — 1) C ker p. By direct calculation, we find

TQ(O) = 2wowy — 27 , T2(1) = 4(3zoxs — T122) , T2(2) = 24(2z0z9 + 173 — 23)
and
T4(O) = 2x9x9 — 22123 + 3:%
as well as the syzygy:
20T — 62y TSV + 242, = 24T
Since Uzg = 4z and U2y = 24z, it follows that:
x0(24vx2) — 621 (4yx1) + 2422(y20) — 24701 € ker 0
From this, together with the fact that TQ(O) — vz € ker ¢ we obtain:
7T2(0) —pxg Ekerp = Y2 =1p
Therefore, 7, u # 0. It can be checked directly that the ideal of relations for @y (k) is:
(T2 — 2X\, Ty — AN?) C klwo, 71, 72, T3, 74]

Therefore, B = Q (k).
It remains to show that, for each A € k*, B = Qx(k) is not a UFD. We have h; = ¢(x;) for
0 <1 < 4. The element hy is irreducible, since it generates the kernel of D. In addition:

0= (T8 — 2X\z0) = 2hoho — h? — 2\hg = h2 € hyB
Suppose that hy = hof for some f € B. Then Dhy = hoDf € k - hg implies Df € k* and D has a
slice, which is a contradiction. So hy ¢ hoB and B is not a UFD.

IHere, the cable & is {z0,Uxo,U?x0,...,U%0}.
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This completes the proof. O

Note that the number of isomorphism classes represented by the rings Sy (k) and Qi (k), X € k*,
depends on the ground field k. If k is algebraically closed, then Sy(k) = Sy(k) for all A € k*. If
k =R then for A € R* either Sy (R) = 51(R) or Sx(R) = S_1(R), where S1(R) is a UFD and S_1(R)
is not a UFD. If k = Q, there are infinitely many isomorphism classes for S)(Q), A € Q*.

5. FURTHER APPLICATIONS OF THE STRUCTURE THEOREM

5.1. Fundamental pairs for B!, Let B be an affine k-domain with fundamental pair (D, U) and
let B[t] = B, Any fundamental pair (D', U’) for B[t] which restricts to (D,U) on B is called an
extension of (D,U) to B[t]. An extension (D’,U’) of (D, U) is trivial if there exists s € B[t] such
that B[t] = B[s] and D’s = U’s = 0.

Proposition 5.1. Let B be an affine k-domain and B[t] = B, Given a fundamental pair (D,U)
for B, every extension of (D,U) to BJt] is trivial.

Proof. Let (Dg,Up) be the trivial extension of (D, U) defined by Dot = Uyt = 0 and let (D', U’) be
any extension of (D, U) to B[t]. By [I8], Principle 6, D't € B, U't € B and [Dy, %] = [Up, 4] = 0.
If f = D't and g = U't then:

D'=D +fi and U’ =Uy+ Ll

s g BT
Set E = [D,U], Ey = [Do,Up] and E’ = [D’,U’]. By direct calculation we find that:
d

E’:E0+ha where h=Dg—-Uf

Therefore,
d
—2D' = D', B'| = —2Do + (Dh — Ef)= = Dh=Ef —2f

and:

d
20" = [, B') = 2V + (Uh — Eg) =

Let f =", fa be the decomposition of f into homogeneous summands. Then:

Ef-2f=) (d—2)fs€ DB
d

= Uh=FEg+2g

Since DB is a graded submodule of B, it follows that fg € DB for each d # 2. In addition,
By = Qs® DBy = DBy by the Structure Theorem, so fo € DB as well. Therefore, f € DB. Choose
p € B be such that Dp = f. Then D’(t —p) = 0. So we may assume, with no loss of generality, that
f=0.

Suppose that g # 0. Let g = ngw ga be its homogeneous decomposition, where v = deg g. Since
f =0 we see that Dg = Dg— Uf = h and D?9 = Dh = Ef —2f = 0. Since D is homogeneous,
Dgy € Ay for each d < ~. By the Structure Theorem, d > —2 when g4 # 0. In particular, v > —2.

If v # —2, define ¢’ = (v + 2)t — h. We have

Ut =(v+2)g—Uh=79+29—Eg—29=> (v—d)ga
<~y

and since Dh = 0 we also have D't’ = 0. Therefore, when g # 0 and degg > —2 we can replace
g = Ut by ¢ = U't', where —2 < d < degg when (¢')q # 0, while preserving the properties
D't = D't = 0 and B[t'] = B[t]. By induction, we can assume that g € B_s. In this case,
h=Dg e AgN DB_5 = {0} by the Structure Theorem, so g € A_5 = {0}.

Therefore, we can find s € BJ[t] with B[t] = B[s] and D's = U’s = 0. O
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5.2. Fundamental Pairs for R? over R.

Proposition 5.2. Let R be an affine UFD over k and B = R[X,Y]| & R, Every nontrivial
fundamental pair (D,U) € LNDg(B)? is conjugate by an element of Autr(B) to the fundamental
pair (X0y,YOx).

Proof. Let K = frac(R) and let (Dg,Uy) be the extension of (D,U) to K[X,Y] =, K2 By the
Classification Theorem, there exist P,Q € K[X,Y] such that K[P,Q] = K[X,Y] and (Dk,Uk) =
(Pdg,Q0p). Since K[X,Y] = K[P, Q] there exist v,w € K* such that, if P’ = vP and Q' = wQ,
then P',Q" € B and P, Q' are irreducible. Observe that, if D’ = (w™'v)Dg and U’ = (wv=1)Uk,
then (D’,U’) is a fundamental pair for K[X,Y]. In addition, D@ = P and Ux P = @ implies that
D'Q' = P' and U'P' = Q'. Therefore, (D', U’) restricts to B.

Let A = ker D and Q = kerU. Since K[P'] = ker D' = ker Dg and K[Q'] = kerU’ = ker U it
follows that A = R[P’] and Q = R[Q']; see [1§], 4.1. Therefore, A = ANQ =R and A = Agl]. In
addition, U’'P’ = Q' implies deg P’ = deg;; P’ = 1. By LemmaBI1l, B = Ag[P’,Q'] = R[P’',Q’] and
(D,U) = (P'g, Q' 0pr). O
5.3. Fundamental Pairs for Danielewski Surfaces. Let ¢(T) € k[T] = k] be nonconstant
and let k[X,Y, Z] = ki3], The surface defined by B = k[X,Y, Z]/(XY — ¢(Z)) is called a special
Danielewski surface. It is shown in [7], Proposition 2.3(a) that B is normal. By [7], Lemma 2.10,
the polynomial ¢ is uniquely determined by B up to a k-automorphism of k[T] and multiplication

by a unit. In particular, the degree of ¢ is uniquely determined by B and we have that B = k[?| if
and only if deg; ¢(T) = 1. Note that, for all A € k*, Sx(k) defines a special Danielewski surface.

Proposition 5.3. Let B = k[X,Y, Z]/(XY — ¢(Z)) where degr v > 2. If B admits a nontrivial
fundamental pair then degp o(T) = 2 and B is equivariantly isomorphic to k[Fy) or Sx(k) for some
A € k*. Moreover, for all A € k*, Spec(Qx(k)) is not isomorphic to a special Danielewski surface.

Proof. Since B* = k*, Theorem[d.D] implies that B is equivariantly isomorphic to one of the rings
k[Fy] for d > 1, or S\(k) or Qa(k) for some A € k*.

Suppose that B 2 k[F,] for some d > 1. Since Spec(B) is a hypersurface in A3, LemmalZdimplies
d < 2. In addition, degy o(T) > 2 implies B # k2l = k[F}]. Therefore, d = 2 and B = k[F;], which
implies degp o(T') = 2.

Suppose that B = Sy (k) for some A € k*. Then degy p(T) = 2.

Suppose that B = Q, (k) for some A € k*. Recall that

S)\(k) = k[,T(), $1,£L‘2]/(2£L‘0£L‘2 — LL‘% — )\) = k[fo,{fg,{f;g]
and Qx (k) = k[ha, hs, ha, h1, ho] C Sx(k) where
hy =5, hy = T1T2 , ho = 3ToT2 — A\, hq = ToT1 , ho = T
and where kerd = k[ho] and 6h; = hg for the fundamental pair (6,v) on B. By [7], Lemma 2.8,
there exists ¢ € k[T] and y € B such that Qx(k) = k[ho, h1,y] and hoy = ¥(h1). Therefore, in
klxo,x1, 2] we have:
Y(zow1) € (23, 2072 — 25 — N) = %(0) + ¢/ (0)zoz1 € (23,22022 — 27 — N)
= 9(0) =¢'(0) =0 = ¢ € T*k[T]

But then Qy (k) is singular, a contradiction. So this case cannot occur. O

6. UFDs or DIMENSION THREE

6.1. Certain UFDs with a fundamental pair. This section classifies UFDs of dimension three
over k which admit a certain type of fundamental pair. The following technical lemma is required.

Lemma 6.1. ([I8], Corollary 5.42) Let B be a UFD over k and let § € LND(B) be nonzero. Suppose
that S C B is a factorially closed k-subalgebra such that k # S Nkerd # S. If S = k12, then there
exists w € S such that S Nker§ = k[w] and S = k[w].
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Proposition 6.2. Let B be an affine UFD over k which admits a nontrivial fundamental pair (D, U)
such that Ay # k and A= k[, where A =ker D and Ay = ANkerU. Then either

(1) B =k[X,Y,Z] = kP and (D,U) is equivalent to (Ya%, Za%); or

(2) B=k[X,Y,Z,W]/(2XZ~-Y?*—P(W)) for some P(T) € k[T] = kY and (D,U) is equivalent
to the fundamental pair induced by (X0y +Y 0z, 2Y0x +2Z0y) on k[X,Y, Z, W] = k4.
In addition, ML(B) = k.

Proof. Note that dimy B = dimg A 4+ 1 = 3, and that B* = A* = k*. Using d = U and S = A in
Lemmal6.d]l we find that there exist f,g € B such that Ag = k[f] and A = k[f, g] = Agl]. We may
assume that g € Ay for some d > 1. Define hy = g and:

U’ (g'/?) iedZ
i = . ) >
hi {U’L (g[l/d]Jrl) i ¢ d7z (Z = 1)

By LemmaBIIl B = Aglho,.-.,hd]- Let K = k(f) and:
BK:K®k[f]B:K[h0,...,hd]

Then By is an affine UFD of dimension two over K with Bj, = K*. The pair (D,U) extends to
a fundamental pair (Dg,Uk) on Bg. By Theorem[LHl either d = 1 and By = K[Q], ord =2 and
B = S)\(K) for some A € K* where the isomorphism is equivariant for the (essentially unique)
nontrivial fundamental pair on Sy (K).

Assume that d = 1. Then B = k[f, ho, h1] = kI3, Relabel (X,Y, Z) = (£, ho, h1). Since Dhy = fo,
Dho=Df =0and Uhg = hy, Uhy = Uf = 0 we see that (D,U) = (Y0z, Zdy). So statement (1)
of the proposition holds if d = 1.

Assume that d = 2. Then B = k[f, ho, h1, ha] and Bx = K|[hg, h1, ha] where 2hohs — h? = X for
some nonzero A € K* N B = k[f]. Note that we used equivariance of the isomorphism to get this
equation. Let P(T') € k[T] be such that A = P(f). Then:

B~k[X,Y,Z,W]/(2XZ -Y? - P(W))
Since
Df =Dho=0, Dhy =2hy, Dhy =2h; and Uhg=hy, Uhy =hy, Uha =Uf =0

we see that (D,U) is equivalent to the fundamental pair induced by (Xdy + Y0z, 2Y0x + 2Z0y)
on k[X,Y, Z, W] = kl4. So statement (2) of the proposition holds when d = 2.

In case (1), ML(kB) = k by considering partial derivatives. In case (2), ML(B) C Ay = k[W],
so in order to show M L(B) = k it suffices to find A € LND(B) with A(W) # 0. We can take A to
be the derivation of B induced by P'(W)dz 4+ 2X 0w on k[X,Y, Z, W]. O

Example 6.3. Let B be the coordinate ring of the the Russell cubic threefold X, the hypersurface
in A} defined by x + 22y + 22 4+ 3 = 0. Suppose that (D, U) is a nontrivial fundamental pair for B
with Ag = ker D NkerU. It is well known that M L(B) = k[z] so k[z] C Ap and Ay # k (see [32]).
In addition, [18], Corollary 9.10 shows that the kernel of any nonzero locally nilpotent derivation
of B equals k[z, P] for some P € B. Therefore, B satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition6.2l But
then M L(B) = k, a contradiction. Therefore, X has no nontrivial SLs(k)-action. See [13] for a
description of the group of automorphisms of X.

6.2. Fundamental Pairs for R[® over R. The theorem of Kraft and Popov cited above shows
that, over an algebraically closed field k, any nontrivial action of SLs(k) on the polynomial ring
B = kBl is linearizable. In particular, the action on B is induced by one of the representations
Vo @ V1 or Va. The following theorem generalizes this result. Its proof gives a new proof of the
Kraft-Popov theorem for SLy(k).
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Theorem 6.4. Let R be an affine UFD over k and B = Rlxo,x1,20] = RBl. Let (D,U) €
LNDRr(B)? be a nontrivial fundamental pair for B. Then (D,U) is equivalent over R to either

(£00s,,10z,) or (X00z, + 105y, 22102, + 2220, ).

Proof. We first prove the result in the case R = k.

Let A =kerD and Q = kerU. By Theorem2dl(a) there exist f,g € A with A = k[f, g] = k.
Since A is a graded subring of B we may choose f, g to be homogeneous. Let d,e € N be such that
fe A, and g € Ay.

If d, e > 0 then the Structure Theorem implies f,g € I = AN DB. Since fA + gA is a maximal
ideal of A we see that fA+ gA = I;. But I; is a principal ideal of A by Theorem[ZZ4l(b), which gives
a contradiction. Therefore, either d = 0 and e > 0, or d > 0 and e = 0. We may assume without loss
of generality that e = 0 and d > 0. Then Ag = k[f] = k!l and A = A[g] = k2. By Theorem6.2 it
follows that either

(i) B=k[X,Y,Z] and (D,U) = (Xdy,Ydx); or
(i) B=k[X,Y,Z,W]/(2XZ~Y? — P(W)) for some P(T) € k[T] = k!l and (D,U) is induced
by (X0y +Y0z,2Y0x +2Z0dy) on k[X,Y, Z, W] = k4.
In case (i) there is nothing further to show, so assume that case (ii) holds. By Theorem[ZTI1] the
polynomial Y2—P(W) is a variable of k[Y, W] = k2, which implies deg, P(T) = 1. Let z,y, z,w € B
be the images of X,Y, Z, W, respectively. Since deg Pr(T) = 1 we see that w € k[x,y, z]. Therefore,
B =Ek[z,y, 2] and (D,U) = (x0y + y0, , 2y0y + 220,).

So the theorem holds in the case R = k.

For the general case, let L = frac(R). Then (D, U) extends to a fundamental pair (Dy,Uy) for
By, = L[z, x1,z2]. By the case for fields, there exist X,Y,Z € By, such that By, = L[X,Y, Z] and
(DL, UL) equals either (Xay, Yax) or (Xay +Yd7,2Y0x + 2Z8y)

We may assume that X,Y, Z € B and that X,Y, Z are irreducible, hence prime, in B.

Let (Ir)n, n > 0, be the image ideals for Dy. Since DY = X in either case, we see that
(IL)n = X™A for each n > 0. Therefore, given n > 0 and f € I,, there exists nonzero r € R with
rf € X™A. Since X is prime in A and r € X A (degr = 0 while deg X > 0), it follows that f € X™A.
So I, = X™A for each n > 0. Consequently:

Fn=A-U"X")®Fr_1 VYn>1

Note that U restricts to the subring B := R[{(, Y, Z] in both cases. Therefore, U"(X) € B for all
n > 0, and it follows by induction that F,, C B for all n > 0. Since B = R[Fy] for some N > 1 we
conclude that B = B. O

The following corollary to Proposition[6.4] extends Panyushev’s theorem to fields of characteristic
zero for certain kinds of SLy(k) actions.

Corollary 6.5. Let B = k[xo, z1, x2, 23] = k!4 and suppose that (D,U) is a nontrivial fundamental
pair for B. If Ay contains a variable of B then (D,U) is equivalent to either

(200s,,10z,) or (X00z, + 104y, 22102, + 2220, ).

Proof. Assume that f € Ay is a variable of B and set R = k[f]. Then B = RI* and (D,U) €
LNDR(B)?, so Theoreml6.4] gives the desired conclusion. O

6.3. A cancellation theorem. Combining Proposition[6.2] with Panyushev’s theorem gives the
following cancellation property.

Theorem 6.6. Assume that k is algebraically closed. Let X be an affine threefold over k such that
X x Al =2 AL If X admits a nontrivial SLa(k)-action then X = A3.

Proof. Let B be an affine k-domain isomorphic to k! and let t € B and R C B a subalgebra such
that B = R[t] = R[Y. Then R is a smooth affine UFD of dimension three over k.
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Assume that (D, U) is a nontrivial fundamental pair for R. Set A = ker D and Ay = ANkerU.
Extend (D, U) trivially to the fundamental pair (D’,U’) on B and set:

A" =kerD' = A[t] and Aj= A" NkerU’' = Aplt]

By Panyushev’s theorem, the SLs(k)-action on B is given by a representation. There exist exactly
four such nontrivial representations, namely:

‘/169‘/1;‘/3; VO2®V1;‘/O®‘/2

In the first two of these, A) = k) and in the latter two, A) = k[?l. Consider each case.

Case 1: A) = kI, Then Ay = k and A} = k[t]. For each representation V; @ V; and V3, there
exists h € Aj with a singular fiber such that Aj = k[h]. Since B = R[t] we see that every fiber of ¢
is smooth, and the equality k[h] = k[t] gives a contradiction. So this case cannot occur.

Case 2: A} = k[?). Since A} = Ag[t] = A([Jl] it follows that Ay # k. For each representation Vi@V
and Vp @ Vo we have A’ = kPPl. Since t € A’ we see that A[t] C A’. Since A is algebraically closed
in R, A[t] is algebraically closed in B = R[t] = RY, so A[t] = A’. By the Cancelation Theorem for
Surfaces, A = kP; see [21, 34]. By Proposition[6.2) it follows that either R 2 k[¥, in which case
there is nothing further to show, or

R=FK[X,Y,Z,W]/(2XZ - Y? — P(W)) = k[z,y, z, w]

for some nonzero P(T) € k[T] = k!, where x,y, z,w € R denote the images of X,Y, Z, W, respec-
tively, and where (D, U) is equivalent to the fundamental pair induced by

(Xay +Yds,2Y0x + 2Z8y)

on k[X,Y,Z,W] = k. Using the van den Essen Kernel Algorithm (see Section), we find that
A = k[z,w] = kP and Ay = k[w] = kM. So A" = k[z,w,t] = kBl and A}, = k[w,t]. Note that x is
prime in A’, and since A’ is factorially closed in B, z is prime in B.

Consider V@ @ V4. In this case, B = Ag[2]' So B = k[w,t]m implies ¢ is a variable of B, and
R = B/tB = kBl

Consider Vy @ V5. In this case, the plinth ideal A’ND’'B = vA’ for some v € A’ which is a variable
of B. Since Dy =z € A’ we see that x € vB. Therefore, tB = vB since z is prime in B. It follows
that, if S = k[Y,W]/(Y2 + P(W)), then:

k¥ = B/vB = B/aB = S[z,1] = SV

By the Cancelation Theorem for Curves, S = k). By the Epimorphism Theorem, Y2 + P(W) is a
variable of k[Y, W], which implies that deg; P(T) = 1 and R = k®l. See [T} 2 [39]. O

Remark 6.7. This result is similar in spirit to one step in the proof of the Cancelation Theorem
for Surfaces (op.cit.) due to Fujita, Miyanishi and Sugie. Working over an algebraically closed field
k of charactersitic zero, they first show that, if X is any factorial affine surface over k with trivial
units admitting a nontrivial G,-action, then X = A?. The more difficult part is to show that, if
X <X A} = AZ” for some surface X and n > 1, then X admits a nontrivial G,-action.

7. EXTENSIONS OF FUNDAMENTAL DERIVATIONS

This section considers two kinds of extensions of an affine k-domain B with fundamental pair
(D,U). The first kind extends (D,U) to the pair (D 4+ X0y,U + Y0x) on B[X,Y] = B2, The
second kind extends D to B[t] = B! by Dt = a € B, where Da = Ua = 0. We first establish the
underlying properties of extensions of locally nilpotent derivations of a certain type in Proposition[Z.1]
below.

Proposition[[ 4] shows that ker D is finitely generated, and this forms part (a) of the Structure
Theorem. Note that no part of the Structure Theorem or its consequences are used in sections [7.1]
and
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7.1. General Extensions. Let B be any integral k-domain, let D € LND(B), D # 0, and let
A =ker D. Let F,, C B be the degree modules and I,, = D"(F,) C A the image ideals for D, n > 0.
Fix nonzero a € A. Let G, C F,, be the A-submodule G,, = Eogign a'F; and let R C B be the

subalgebra generated by:
U gn = Z an‘/—"n

n>0 n>0

Then D restricts to R and the degree modules of D|g are precisely G,, n > 0. Likewise, the image
ideals for D|gp are a™I,, n > 0.

Let B’ = Blu] = Bl and extend D to D’ on B’ by defining D'u = a. By Lemma22 we have
[D',0,] =0. Let K =ker D’ and J = KN D'B’. By LemmalZ1] 9, restricts to K and 9,J C J.
Note that K N B = A. Let F), C K, n > 0, be the degree modules for 9, restricted to K.

Let Do be the extension of D to Blu] defined by Dou = 0 and let o : Bgy[u] — Bgu] be the
k-algebra automorphism a = exp(—%Dy). Let ¢ : Blu] — B be evaluation at u = 0. Since
uB[u] N K = (0) we see that ¢ is injective on K.

Proposition 7.1. Assume that aAN I, = al, for each n > 0.
(a) «a|r is an isomorphism of R with K and ca|g = idpg.
(b) If B = k[Fn] for some N > 1, then R = k[Gn] and K = k[F}].
(c) If B is normal then R is normal.

(d) If B is a UFD then R is a UFD.

Two preliminary lemmas are needed to prove the proposition.
Let 7, : B!, — K, be the Dixmier map for D’. Given n > 0, define the mapping:

QDnZ]:n—>]:7/l, Spn(f):anﬂu(f)

Lemma 7.2. Let m,n > 0 be given.

(a) o, is an injective map of A-modules for each n > 0.

®) om(f)en(9) = Omin(fg) for each m,n >0, f € F,, and g € F,.

(©) ¢n(p(0)) = a”p(u) for each p(u) € K.

(d) deg, on(f) = degp(f) for each f € F.
Proof. (a) Let c € A and f,g € F,,. Then

en(cg) = a"mu(cf) = a"mu(c)mu(f) = a"cmu(f) = con(f)
and:
en(f +9) =a"mu(f +9) = a™(mu(f) + mulg)) = a"mu(f) + a"mu(g) = ©n(f) + ¢n(9)

So ¢, is an A-module homomorphism. If ¢, (f) = 0 then f € kerm, = uB, N K,. If f # 0 then
u € K, a contradiction. Therefore, ker ¢,, = {0} and ¢, is injective.

() om(f)en(g) = a™mu(fla"mu(g) = a" " Tu(f9) = Pmn(fg)
(c) Since the constant term of ¢, (p(0)) equals a™p(0), we see that:
on(p(0)) —a"p(u) € uB' N K
If 0, (p(0)) — a™p(u) # 0 then u € K, a contradiction.
(d) Given p(u) € F, if g(u) = ©n(p(0)) then g(u) = a™p(u) by part (c), and therefore:
n = degp(p(0)) = deg, g(u) = deg, p(u)
Given f € Fy, if p(u) = @n(f) then a™f = p(0) and n = degp(f) = degp p(0) = deg,, p(u). O
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Lemma 7.3. Suppose that aAN I, = al, for each n > 0. Then for each n > 0:
Flo=> ¢ilF)
i=0

Proof. Let p : Blu] — Blu|/aB[u] be natural surjection and let p(x) = Z for « € Bfu|. Then:
Blu]/aB[u] = (B/aB)a] = (B/aB)!
We proceed by induction on n. If n = 0, then F) = A = po(Fp). This gives the basis for induction.
Assume that F), = Y7 ¢;(F;) for some n > 0. Define:

n+1
M =" 0i(Fi) = Fpy+ @ni1 (Fat1) C Frpy
=0

Suppose that f € aF, ; N M and write f = g + h, where g € F,, and h € pp41(Fnq1). Then
0=g+h. On the one hand, deg;(g) < n, and on the other hand, h = gu*? for some y € ;1.

Therefore, g = h = 0, which implies g € aF], and y € aAN IL,41 = al,y1. So there exists b € Fpy1

such that y = ﬁaD"Hb. It follows that:
deg, (f = apn1(0)) <n = [ —apni(b) € aF), = f € a(F, + oni1(Fatr)) = aM
Therefore, aF,, . "M = aM. By [18], Theorem 8.9, it follows that M = F,, ;. O

We can now give the proof of Proposition[7.1l
Proof. Given n >0, let g =" a'g; € G, where g; € F;. Since
mu(f) = exp(=4Do)(f) when feB

we see that a(g) = > i ¢i(9:) € F,. By LemmalT.3] every element of F, is of this form. Therefore,
« restricts to an A-module isomorphism of G, with F),. It follows that a(R) = K.

Suppose that B is normal (respectively, a UFD). Then B[u] is normal (respectively, a UFD), and
K, being the kernel of a locally nilpotent derivation of B[u], is normal (respectively, a UFD). Since
R is isomorphic to K by part (a), R is normal (respectively, a UFD). a

7.2. Finite generation of fundamental invariants. Finite generation of invariant rings for rep-
resentations of G, over C was proved in the nineteenth century by P. Gordan by showing that this
ring of invariants is isomorphic to a ring of SLo(C)-invariants on a larger affine space. Our proof
uses the same technique in the framework of fundamental pairs.

Proposition 7.4. Let B be an affine k-domain with fundamental pair (D,U) and A =ker D. Let
B[X,Y] = BP with fundamental pair (D + Xy, U + Y0x). Then A = B[X,Y]3"2(®) and A is
finitely generated as a k-algebra.

To prove this theorem, let Q2 = ker U and F,, = ker D"+, Define (D',U’) = (D+ Xdy,U +Y dx)

and:
A =kerD' |, O =kerU' , F, =ker(D)"* (n>0)
In addition, let (D,U) be the trivial extension of (D,U) to B[X]H Then:
A:=kerD = A[X], Q:=kerU = Q[X], F, :=ker D"*' = F,[X] (n > 0)

(}iven n > 0 define G,, = k[f"o +XF+ et X"ﬁn] C B[X], and define the map of A-modules On -
Fn = A by on(f) = X"y (f). Let 8 : R — A’ be the k-algebra isomorphism from Theorem[T.1(a).

In Proposition[Z4, the fact that A = B[X,Y]%%2(*) is an immediate consequence of the following

proposition. The fact that A is finitely generated as a k-algebra then follows from the Finiteness
Theorem for reductive groups.

2Note that (D’,U’) is not an extension of (D, U).
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Proposition 7.5. Let N > 1 be such that B = k[Fy] and let R = k[Gn].

(a) A" =Kk[T] where T =3 gcicn ©i(Fi).

(b) Define the map of Ag-modules ¥ : Q — R by h(w) = X"w for w € Q_,,. Then 1) is an
injective k-algebra homomorphism.

(c) BY is a k-algebra isomorphism of Q with Aj.

Proof. Part (a) is implied by Proposition[T1]

For part (b), injectivity of ¢ is clear from its definition. In addition, when w € Q_,, and w’ €
Q_p, then (X"w)(X™w') = X™ww’ gives Y(ww') = (w)(w'). Since Q is generated by its
homogeneous elements, ¥ is an algebra homomorphism.

For part (¢) we have that 5y : Q@ — A’ is an injective algebra homomorphism. It must be shown
that its image is Af. To this end, suppose that f € F,, and ¢, (f) € Aj. By Lemmal36(b) we have:

deg(X"f)=0 = feB , NF,CcB , NnF,=Q , = feBX]nQ_,
Since B[X]_,, = >, X'B_ (44 we see that f =Y, X'b_(,44) for b_(,4i) € B_(n4). This implies:

D"f = ZXiDb,(nJri) S A:l ﬂB[X] = An[X] — Dbf(nJri) €A, NB,_;

Therefore, b_(,,45) =0fori#Z0and f=b_, € Q. NB=Q_,.
It follows that A} C S(€2) C Aj. Therefore, $v is an isomorphism. O

7.3. The Extension Theorem. Let B be an affine k-domain and let (D, U) be a fundamental pair
for B with induced Z-grading B = @iel B;. Let A =kerD and, for each i > 0, let A;, = AN B;
and F; = ker D1 i > 0. Since B is affine, there exists N > 1 such that B = k[Fx].

Theorem 7.6. (Extension Theorem) Let Blu] = Bl and a € Ay \ {0}. Let T € LND(B[u]) be
the extension of D defined by Tu = a and let K = kerT.

(a) K 2 k[Fo+aFi +---+aNFy]. In particular, K is k-affine.

(b) Let § € LND(K) be the restriction of d/du to K. Then § is fundamental.

(c) Assume that k is algebraically closed. The quotient morphism m : Spec(B) x AL — Spec(K)
induced by T is surjective if and only if a € k*.

Proof. Part (a) follows from the Structure Theorem and Proposition[l.1l

Part (b) follows from Corollaryl3.12] since the isomorphism « : R — K transforms a~'D into
d/du.

For part (c), note that, if a € k* then T has a slice and 7 is surjective. Consider the case a & k*.
Let Gy = Fo +aF1 + -+ a” Fy and let R = k[Gy] € B. Let Z = Spec(B) and X = Spec(R).
Recall from Proposition[Z1] that the isomorphism a~! : K — R is the restriction of the evaluation
map Blu] — B sending u to 0. Let 7 : X — Y be the isomorphism induced by o=t andlet p: Z — X
and o : Z x A} — Z be the morphisms induced by the inclusions R C B and B C B[u]. Then the
quotient map 7 : Z x A} — Y factors as 7 = 7po.

g
7 «—— ZxAl

X —— Y

2
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Note that both A and Ay = B5L2(%) are k-affine. In addition, since B is affine, each A-module
Fq is finitely generated. Suppose that:
(1) AO = k[h’lv SRR h’m]
(2) L =t1A+---+tAfort; € A
(B) Fi=Afa+- 4+ Afin, (1 <i<n)
Then:

R =k[GN] = k[tr, hs,a' fi; |[1<r<1,1<s<m,1<i<N,1<j<n]CB

Since k is algebraically closed and a is not constant we can choose ((1,...,(rn) € Spec(Ag) C AP
such that a({1,...,{n) = 0. Let £ € X be a point belonging to the set defined by an R-ideal of the
form

J:(tr_/\rahs_CS;alfznl_,Uznl|1STSZ;1§5§m71§1§n71§]§n1)

where Ay, tin, € k and at least one of the p;y,, is not zero. Then the fiber of p over ¢ is defined by
the B-ideal JB = (1), meaning that this fiber is empty. Therefore, p is not surjective in this case,
which implies that 7 is not surjective. O

Example 7.7. Let B = k[xg, z1, 7] = k¥l with basic fundamental pair:
(D, U) = ({anzl + I18m2, 2171810 + 2172811)

Let A = kerD and Ay = ANkerU. We have A = k[xg, f] = k2 and Ay = k[f] = kP for
f = 2zowy — 2. In addition, B = k[F3] where F; = A + Azy and Fo = A + Ax; + Axs. Given
nonzero p(t) € k[t] = k[ let a = p(f) € Ay and form the subring:

R = k[Fo + aF) + a*Fa] = k[wo, f,ax1, ax2)
Since 2xg(a?z2) — (az1)? = a®f we see that:
R=E[X,Y,Z,T]/(2XZ = Y? = p(T)*T) = BIt]/(f — p(t)*t)

From CorollaryBI2 and Theorem[T1] we see that R is a UFD with fundamental pair (a=!D,al).
Note that R is singular if p(t) has a root in k; and if p(t) is a nonzero constant then R = k3],
These rings define a family of factorial affine threefolds which are SLs(k)-varieties equipped with
an equivariant birational dominant morphism to A3. Compare to Proposition[6.2l

8. FREE EXTENSIONS OF FUNDAMENTAL DERIVATIONS

8.1. Winkelmann’s Examples. In [40], Winkelmann gave the first examples of free G,-actions on
complex affine space which are not translations. One of these starts with the SLo(C)-representation
V5 and (in our terminology) the induced basic fundamental pair

(x0y + y0,,220y + 2y0,)

on C[z,y, z]. Then Ay = C[f] for f =222 —y?. Let B = C|x,y, z,w] and extend D to D’ € LND(B)
by D'w = f + 1. The induced G,-action on A is fixed-point free. Winkelmann showed that the
topological quotient of the action is not Hausdorff, so this cannot be a translation. In a second
example, he used V3 & V7 with its generating invariant to get a G,-action on A% which is locally
trivial but not a translation. The algebraic quotient of this action is smooth. Finston and Jaradat
[16] used V3 with its generating invariant to get a locally trivial G,-action on A2 with singular
algebraic quotient. Their calculations are very involved and indicate that the computing demands
of the van den Essen Kernel Algorithm make this algorithm impractical for finding invariant rings for
such examples. The Extension Theorem was developed to deal with these types of G,-actions and
gives a quick way to determine their invariant rings in terms of the degree modules of the defining
representation.
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8.2. Generalizing Winkelmann’s Construction. For the remainder of this section, assume that
k is a field of characteristic zero. Wherever, part (c) of the Extension Theorem is used, the reader
should also assume that k is algebraically closed.

To construct examples, we begin with a representation of SLy(k) on kxg® - - - @ kx,, = k™*L. The
examples we consider below involve small values of n since only for these do we have sufficiently
detailed knowledge of the S Ly (k)-invariants and degree modules required by the Extension Theorem.

Let B = k[zo, ..., x,] = k" for n > 2, let (D, U) be the linear fundamental pair for B induced
by the given representation, and let B = @, B; be the induced grading of B. Choose a € Ay of
the form a = 1+ h where h € Ag N (DB). Define D' € LND(B[u]) by D’b = Db for b € B and
D'u = a. The induced G,-action on AZ” is free, since the image of D’ generates the unit ideal in
Blu]. Note that, by Proposition[5.I] the extended action is not fundamental.

In order to obtain a set of algebra generators for K := ker D’ from Theorem[{.1lwe need the degree
modules Fo, ..., F, for D. Start with the N-grading A = @, 4i. Given d > 1, Theorem[3.4shows
that Iy = @, , A; and from this one finds a set of homogeneous ideal generators Iy = (f1,..., fr).
We know from Lemmal3.6] that degy; f; = deg f; > d for each i, so we can easily calculate g; = U?f;
such that Ddgi =cy---cqf; for ¢; € k as in Lemmaf3.0] and thus obtain:

Fo=Agq + -+ Agr + Fa
Having chosen a € Ay we get the submodules:
Ga= Y, d'F (d>0)
0<i<d
Since B = k[Fp] for some N, Theorem[l1]implies that K = k[Gn] C B.

Let m: A}™ — Y = Spec(K) be the quotient morphism induced by the inclusion K C Blu]. As
in the proof of Theorem[.6 let X = Spec(k[Gn]) and let 7 : X — Y be the isomorphism induced
by a~'. Let p : AZH — Y and o : AZ+2 — AZ“ be the morphisms induced by the inclusions
k[Gn] C B and B C Blu]. Then 7 = 7po (see figure below).

o
AZ'H AZ+2

X — Y
T

Since a € k*, Theorem[Z.6]shows that p and 7 are not surjective, so the G,-action on AZ” cannot
be globally trivial. However, the action can be locally trivial and in this case every nonempty fiber
of 7 is connected, meaning that every nonempty fiber of p is connected.

8.3. Examples. The examples in this section use Ty, T, T3 € k[zo, 21, 2, x3] defined by:
Tl =2x9 , T2 = 2170172 - I% 5 T3 = 3178173 - 3IOI1$2 + .I?

8.3.1. V4. In this case:
(1) B = k[zo, z1] = kP and deg(zo,z1) = (1, —1).
(2) A = k[zo], Aqg = kad and I; = 2 A.
(3) Fi=A® Axy
Since Ag = k the only choice for a is a = 1. So G; = F; and K = k[G1] = B. We obtain a free

Gg-action on A}, and it is easy to see that this action is equivalent to a translation. Indeed, by [10],
every free Go-action A3 is a translation in a suitable system of coordinates.
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8.4. V5. In this case:
(1) B = k[zo, z1,z2] = kP and deg(zo, 21, z2) = (2,0, —2).
(2) A= k[T, Ty] = kl? and Ay = k[Ty] = k1.

(3) Since A is generated in degree 2, we need I; and Iy. From Theorem[3.4] we obtain I; = I =
(.Io). Therefore, Fl =A + AZEl and ]:2 = ]:1 + A{EQ.

The simplest choice here is a = 1+ T and this gives Winkelmann’s first example ([40], Lemma 8).
We find that

Go = A+ aFi +a’Fo = A+ Aaxq1 + Aa’xs
which implies:
K = K[T,To, (1+To)x1, (14 Ts)%zs]
kla,y, v, 0]/ (20w — v? — y(1 +)?)
~ Blt]/(a— (> +22 +t+1))
Note that X = Spec(k[G2]) has a unique singular pointﬁ (z,y,v,w) = (0,—1,0,0). The fiber of

p: A} — X over the singular point is {xg = 1 — 27 = 0}, the union of two disjoint lines. Therefore,
the Gg-action is not locally trivial. In fact, the action is not even proper; see [18], 3.8.4.

1

8.5. V1 ® V7 (Smooth Case). In this case:
(1) B = k[xOu‘rlayOuyl] = k[4] and deg(x07x17y07y1) = (17 _17 17 _1)
(2) A = k[zo,v0, P] = kI3l where P = 2¢y; — yox1 and Ay = k[P).

(3) Since A is generated in degree 1 we need I;. From TheoremBAl we obtain Iy = (o, yo)-
Therefore, F; = A+ Azxy + Ay;.

The simplest choice here is a = 1 + P and this gives Winkelmann’s second example ([40], Section
2). Since 1 € I} B[u] + (1 + P)Blu] the induced action on A} is locally trivial. We obtain

G =A+a(A+ Axy + Ayr) = A+ Aaxq + Aayr
which implies:
K klzo,yo, P, (1 + P)x1, (1 4+ P)y]
klx,y, z,v,w]/(zw — yv — 2(1 + 2))
Blt]/(a— (#* +t+1))

1R

Il

In this case K is smooth.

8.6. V4 @ V1 (Singular Case). In the previous example choose m > 2 and a = (1 + P)™. The
extended action is again locally trivial since xg,y0 € J and P € zoB + yoB. We obtain:
K = kl[zo,y0, P,(1 4+ P)"21,(1 + P)"y1] 2 K[z, y, z, v, w]/(zw — yv — (1 + 2)"2)
Thus, X = Spec(k[G1]) has a unique singular point of order m — 1 at (z,y, z,v,w) = (0,0,—1,0,0).
8.7. V3. In this case:
(1) B = k[zo, z1, 2, x3] = k¥ and deg(xo, z1, 20, 23) = (3,1, -1, —3).
(2) A = k[T, Ty, T3, H) where T2H = T3 + T3; and Ag = k[H]. In particular:
H= 9x3x§ — 18zgx12203 + 8x0x§ + 6x§x3 - 3x%x§
(3) Since deg(Ty, T, T5) = (3,2,3) we need Iy, Iy and I3. From Theorem[3.4] we obtain:
L =1 = (T1,T>,T3) and I3 = (T1,T3)

3In Lemma 10, Winkelmann mistakenly refers to Y = Spec(K) as a smooth cubic.
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(4) We find elements

P1 = %UTQ = 3I0$3 — X1X2

PQ = iUQTQ = 3171173 — 217%

Q1 = 1UTs =3woriw3 — dxox3 + 23wy
Q2 = %U2T3 = 3zix3 — 3wowaws — 1173
Qs = %U?’Tg = 3z12923 — 37073 — %xg

such that the D-cables
$3—>$2—>$1—>Tl, P2—>P1—>T2, Q3—>Q2—>Q1—>Tg
are U-cables with the arrows reversed. We thereby obtain:
Fl :A+AI1—|—AP1—|—AQ1
Fo=F1+ Axg + APy + AQ2
F3 = Fo+ Axs + AQ3
The simplest choice here is a = 1+ H and this gives the example of Finston and Jaradat studied
n [16]. Since 1 € I B[u] + (1 4+ H)Blu] the induced action on A} is locally trivial. We obtain:
K= k[g3] — A[(L’El 3 (LPl 3 th G/2,’E2, (LZPQ, G2Q2, G/BCE?,, GSQ?)]

This confirms the result of Finston and Jaradat who used the van den Essen algorithm (and Singular)
to find that K is generated by 12 elements over C. They also showed that Y = Spec(K) is singular
in at least two points, and that the ideal of relations for the kernel generators has 155 generators.
This was the first example of a locally trivial G,-action on an affine space having a singular algebraic
quotient.

8.8. Vl & ‘/2‘ B = k['rov'rlvyOvylayQ] = k[5] and deg(xovxlvyanlva) = (15 _15 2705 _2)
(1) A= klz,y, z,v,w] with 2%v — yw + 2% = 0, where

=0, Y="Yo, Z:[xl7yl]f) , U= [y27y2]2D ’ w:[y27$%]QD

and Ag = k[v,w] = k2. This is easily confirmed by the van den Essen algorithm. In
particular, w = 2:633/2 — 2xox191 + yox%

(2) Since deg(z,y,z) = (1,2,1) we need I; and . From Theorem[34] we obtain
I = (20,90,2) and Iy =yoA+ I}
and therefore, if | = 2xgy2 — z1y1, then DI = z and:
Fi1=A+Ax1 + Ay1 + Al and Fo = F1 + Ays

The natural choice here is a = 1 + w. Since 1 € I} Blu] + (1 + w)Blu], the induced action on A{ is
locally trivial. We obtain:
K = k[xo, 90, 2, v, w, azx1, ayi, al, a*ys]

Question: Is the ring K singular in this case?

8.9. ‘/2 69‘/2‘ B = k[x07$17$25y07y15y2] = k[G] and deg(x()vxlaIQayOvylayQ) = (2507_272507_2)
(1) A= klz,y,z t,v,w] with 2%v + %t + 22 — 2zyw = 0, where:

D

2

r=x0, Y=Y, 2 = [:I:luyl]lD 3 t= [x27x2]2D , U= [y27y2] w = [:E27y2]2D

See [18], Section 6.3.4.
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(2) Ag = E[t,v,w] = kBl and Asg is the vector space of d-forms in z,y, z for d > 1. Since A is
generated in degree 2, we need I; and I>. From Theorem[3.4] we obtain:
I = I = (z0,Y0, Toy1 — YoT1)
Therefore:
Fl = A —|— AIl —|— Ayl —|— A(ong — y()IQ) and ]:2 = ]:1 —|— A{EQ —|— AyQ —|— A({Elyg — y1I2)
A natural choice is a = 1+ w = 1 + yox2 — 1y1 + Toye2, since choosing 1 4+ ¢ or 1 + v just extends
V5. We obtain
K = Alazy, ay1, a(zoyz — Yor2), a’x2, a’ya, a® (w12 — y122)]
which has 12 generators over k. The fiber of p over the point in X C A}? where
t=v =1, w= —1, and all other generators are 0
consists of two disjoint planes {(0,0,1,1,,%)} U{(0,0,—1,—1,%,%)} in AS. Therefore, the action is
not locally trivial.
Question: Is the ring K singular in this case?

8.10. Vo @ Vo @ Va. B = k[zo, T1, T2, Y0, Y1, Y2, 20, 21, 2z2] = k%) and deg(xo, 21, z2) = (2,0, —2), etc.
A is generated by the following 13 elements; see [18], 6.3.4

(7) Zo, Yo, 20, [xlayl]? ) [xlvzl]? ) [ylv 21]?
and
(8) (29, 22)5 , (w2, 42]5 , [, 20)7 , [y2,92)7 » [y2, 20]7 , [0, 22)5
and
T2 Y2 22
(9) 6 = det X1 Y1 z1
Zo Yo <o

Ay is generated by elements listed in (§)) and (@). Elements in (7)) are of degree at most 2 and Agq
is the vector space of d-forms in these elements. Therefore, we need I; and I>. From Theorem[3.4]
we find that I; = I is generated by the elements in (7]). Therefore:

]:1 =A + AIl + Ayl + AZl + A(ong - y()IQ) + A({E()ZQ — Zoyg) + A(y()ZQ — ZOyQ)
]:2 = ]:1 —|— A{EQ —|— AyQ —|— AZQ —|— A(xlyg — y1I2) —|— A(a:le — ZlyQ) —|— A(y122 — ZlyQ)
A natural choice here is a =1+ 6. Since § € xoB + yoB + 20B we see that 1 € Iy Blu] + (1 + 0)Blu]
and the induced action is locally trivial, in contrast to the actions extending V5 or Vo & V5 given
above. We see also that K is generated by 25 elements.
Question: Is the ring K singular in this case?

811. @;X, Vi, m>1. B=Ek[z1,y1,- -, Tm,Ym] = k2™ and deg(x;, ;) = (1, —1), where Dy; = x;.
(1) A=kl[z;, 2|1 <j<i<m]where z;; = [y;, )P = x;y; — z;y;, with relations:
Tizkj k2 iz =0 (1<j<k<i<m)
See [18], 6.3.4. Also, Ap = k[z;; |1 <j<i<m)].
(2) We therefore need I;. From TheoremB.4 we obtain I1 = (x1,..., %) so:
Fir=A+Ay1 + -+ Aym
A natural choice is a = 1 + Zij Zij. Since z;; € x1B + -+ 4+ x, B for each ¢, j, we see that
1 e LLBlu]+ (14 ) zj)Blu]
so the induced action is locally trivial. We have
K = klx;, 25,0y |1 < 1,7 <m)]

with relations z;(ay;) — z;(ay;) = az;; in addition to those given above for A.
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9. FURTHER DIRECTIONS

9.1. SLy(C)-vector bundles of rank two. In [38], Schwarz used the theory of G-vector bundles
to give the first examples of nonlinearizable actions of complex reductive groups on C" for n > 4.
For G = SLy(C) these examples include a nontrivial G-vector bundle of rank 4 over the G-module
V, where the action of G on the total space C7 is nonlinearizable.

Question 9.1. For G = SLy(C) is every G-vector bundle of rank two over a representation lineariz-
able?

Question 9.2. Is every algebraic action of SLy(C) on C° or C° linearizable?

9.2. Affine 4-space. It is not currently known whether Panyushev’s theorem generalizes to all
fields of characteristic zero. The fact that R* admits a non-linearizable action of the circle group S!
(a real form of the torus R*) suggests that counterexamples might exist for a real form of SLs(R);
see [20].

Question 9.3. Is every algebraic action of SLy(k) on A} linearizable? More generally, let I' be an
algebraic group over k which is a k-form of SLy(k). Is every algebraic action of I' on A linearlizable?

9.3. Cylinder over the Russell cubic. Let X be the Russell cubic threefold over k. Framplel6.3]
shows that X is not an SLa(k)-variety. It is an open question whether the cylinder X x A} is
isomorphic to Aﬁ. We ask if a weaker property holds.

Question 9.4. Does X x A} admit a nontrivial action of SLy(k)?

Note that Dubouloz [12] showed that ML(X x A}) = k.

9.4. 2-Cylinder over a rigid variety. Let S be an affine k-domain with ML(S) = S. Such a
ring is called rigid. Makar-Limanov showed that, if S[X] = S, then ML(S[X]) = S; see [I8].
Therefore, S[X] does not have a nontrivial SLs(k)-action.

Question 9.5. Let S be a rigid affine k-domain. Is every nontrivial fundamental pair for the ring
S[X,Y] = S conjugate to (Xdy,Ydx) over S?

Of particular interest is the invariant ring of the icosahedron, S = k[xz,y, 2]/(2® + y® + 2?2), which is
a rigid UFD.

9.5. Factorial SLy(C)-threefolds. The classification of Gizatullin and Popov shows that the affine
plane C? is the only factorial affine surface over C which admits a nontrivial action of SLy(C).
However, there are smooth factorial S Lo (C)-threefolds with trivial units other than C3, for example,
SL2(C) as an affine C-variety.

Question 9.6. What are the smooth factorial affine threefolds over C with trivial units admitting
a nontrivial SLy(C)-action?

Propositionl6.2] gives a partial answer to this question. Investigations of SLs(C)-threefolds can be
found in [3] 4 29, [37].

9.6. Fundamental pairs. Recall from Definition3.1] the two conditions defining a fundamental
pair (D,U) € LND(B)? on a commutative k-domain B.

(1) [D,[D,U]] = —2D and [U,[D,U]] = 2U, and
(2) B =)_4cy Ba where By = ker ([D,U] — dI).

Question 9.7. Suppose that B is an affine k-domain. Does condition (1) imply condition (2) in
this case?
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