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Abstract

We determine precisely which irreducible hypergeometric sheaves have an extraspe-
cial normalizer in characteristic 2 as their geometric monodromy groups. This resolves
the last open case of the determination of local monodromy at 0 of irreducible hyper-
geometric sheaves with finite geometric monodromy group.
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1 Introduction

Let p be a prime. The finite quotient groups of the étale fundamental group 7¢'(G,,/F,)
are the finite groups generated by its Sylow p-subgroups together with at most one other
element; this was conjectured by Abhyankar [I] and proved by Harbater [4]. In their recent
series of papers, Katz, Rojas-Leon and Tiep realized many pairs of such finite group G and its
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faithful complex representation V' as the geometric monodromy groups of explicitly written
Q¢-local systems, usually hypergeometric sheaves, on G,, /F,.

In [7H9], they determined which pairs (G,V') can be realized using irreducible hyper-
geometric sheaves. It would be desirable to achieve a complete classification of irreducible
hypergeometric sheaves in terms of their monodromy groups. As hypergeometric sheaves are
completely determined by its local monodromies, one can first ask which local monodromy
at 0 can be realized. Specifically, we want to see which triples (G,V, g), where g € G is an
element with certain properties which must be satisfied by the local monodromy at 0 of a
hypergeometric sheaf, can be realized by irreducible hypergeometric sheaves. This was also
completed in [7HI] for all but one type of groups: the so-called extraspecial normalizers in
characteristic 2.

The goal of this paper is to completely answer this question, not only about the local
monodromy at 0 but also at co, and write down a complete classification of irreducible hy-
pergeometric sheaves whose geometric monodromy group is a finite extraspecial normalizer
in characteristic 2. In [Theorem 3.1 we classify the elements of extraspecial normalizers
in characteristic 2 which has odd order and has no eigenvalues of multiplicity exceeding
2 on an 2"-dimensional representation extending the unique irreducible representation of
the normal extraspecial 2-subgroup of order 2" of that dimension. This is one of several
properties that must be satisfied by the local monodromies at 0 and oo of irreducible hyper-
geometric sheaves. After taking some properties of hypergeometric sheaves into account, in
[Theorem 4.4l we get a more restrictive list of possible local monodromies. We then study the
hypergeometric sheaves defined by each combination of the local monodromies at 0 and oo,
and determine precisely when it has finite geometric monodromy group. This is our main
result [Theorem 5.7) which says that these local systems are precisely those discovered and
studied earlier by Pink, Sawin, Katz and Tiep in [8,9], where the isomorphism type of their
geometric monodromy groups were determined. This completes the classification of the local
systems in question.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some definitions and basic properties of the objects we will study.
For more definitions and properties, we refer to [5] and [§].

For x € {0, 00}, we fix a choice of an inertia group I(z) < 7§(G,,/F,), and we denote by
P(z) the wild inertial group in I(z). We also fix an element 7, of order prime to p in I(z)
whose image in I(x)/P(z) is a topological generator of this pro-cyclic group.

For a nontrivial additive character 1 of IF, and multiplicative characters xi,..., xp and
p1,--.,pu of a finite extension of I, there exists a hypergeometric sheaf of type (D, M)

H = Hypy (X1, -3 XDiP1y- -5 PM)-

It is tame at 0, and its local monodromy at oo (that is, the restriction to /(00)) is given by
Tame @ Wild, where Tame is a M-dimensional tame representation and Wild is a (D — M)-
dimensional irreducible representation of Swan conductor 1. The geometric monodromy



group Ggeom < GLp(Qy) of H is the Zariski closure of the image of 7{(G,,/F,) on H. We
denote by J,Q < Ggeom and g, € Ggeom the images of I(c0), P(co) and 7, on ‘H when the
local system is clear from the context. The restriction Wild | (or equivalently Wild |p(s))
decomposes into a direct sum of W, pairwise nonisomorphic irreducible representations,
where W, is the p’-part of dimWild = D — M.

The characters x; are called the upstairs characters, and p; are called the downstairs
characters of H. H is irreducible if and only if no {x1,...,xp} N {p1,...,pu} = 0. Also,
Ggeom can be finite only when x1, ..., xp are pairwise distinct and so are py, ..., py. For all
hypergeometric sheaves in the rest of this paper, we will always assume that these properties
are satisfied. In particular, the element gy € Ggeom < GLD(@) must be an ssp-element and
Joo must be an m2sp-element, as defined below.

Definition. An element g € GL,(C) is said to be
(i) an ssp-element if each eigenvalue of ¢ has multiplicity 1, and
(ii) an m2sp-element if each eigenvalue of g has multiplicity at most 2.

Katz and Tiep [9, Theorem 5.2.9] [10] showed that most irreducible primitive hypergeo-
metric sheaves (as representations of their Gyeom) satisfy the following condition.

Definition. A group G and its faithful complex representation V' (or equivalently, a sub-
group G < GL,(C)) is said to satisfy condition (S) if V is irreducible, primitive, tensor
indecomposable, and not tensor induced. If in addition Z(G) is finite, then we say (G, V)
satisfies condition (S+).

By a result of Guralnick and Tiep [3 Proposition 2.8], such finite groups, in particular the
Ggeom Of (S+)-hypergeometric sheaves, must be either almost quasisimple or an extraspecial
normalizer as defined below.

Definition. An extraspecial normalizer in characteristic p is a finite group G < GL(V)
which contains a normal subgroup R = Z(R)E, where V = CP" for some 1 < n € Z, E
is an extraspecial p-group of order p™ which acts irreducibly on V', and either R = F or
Z(R) = Cy, the cyclic group of order 4.

In [7H9], Katz, Rojas-Leén and Tiep determined whether each triple (G, V, g) of a finite
group GG which is either almost quasisimple or an extraspecial normalizer, its faithful complex
representation V| and an element g € G which acts as an ssp-element on V' can be realized
as the Ggeom and gy of an irreducible hypergeometric sheaf. The only case which was not
completely covered by their results is the case of extraspecial normalizers in characteristic 2.

3 m2sp-elements of extraspecial normalizers

To find the candidates for g.,, we first find all m2sp-elements of odd order in extraspecial
normalizers in characteristic 2. This is just an extension of |8, Theorem 8.5, which classifies
the ssp-elements.



Theorem 3.1. Let V = C* and let G be a finite irreducible subgroup of GL(V) that satisfies
(S+) and is an extraspecial normalizer, so that G > R = Z(R)E for some normal subgroup
R which contains an extraspecial 2-group E = 212" that acts irreducibly on V', and either
R =FE or Z(R) = Cy. Suppose that an element g € G of odd order has no eigenvalues with
multiplicity larger than 2 on V' and that 2" > 16. Then there exists integers aq,...,a; such
that a1 + - -+ + a; = n, integers ri,...,r; such that 0 < r; < 2% — ¢; where ¢, = —1 for
2 <i<tande = (—1)"1e, so that the image of g in G/Z(G)R lies in a mazimal torus

- x OF

2[1,5

020'1—61 >< o .. >< C2at—€t O61

2a1

< 05,
Moreover, one of the following holds:

(a) 20 +1,...,2% + 1 are pairwise coprime, and ged(r;,2% 4+ 1) = 1 for all i. In this case
o(g) = [1'_,(2% +1). (This is precisely the situation of [S, Theorem 8.5(ii)].)

(b) 29 +1,...,2% 1+ 1 are pairwise coprime, ged(r;, 2% +1) =1 for 1 <i<t—1, a; =1,
and r, = 0. In this case o(g) = [['=1 (2% + 1) = ([T'_,(2% + 1))/3.

(c) 2t + 1,...,2% ' + 1 are pairwise coprime, ged(r;, 2% + 1) =1 for all i, a; = 1, and
a; 1s odd fm’ some (unique) i < t. In this case, n is even and o(g) = Ht 129 +1) =

(ITir (2% +1))/3.

(d) 290 —1,22+1,...,2% + 1 are pairwise coprime, ged(r;,2% +1) =1 for2 <i <t, and
ged(ry, 2™ —1) = 1.

In cases (a), (b) and (c), the spectrum of g on V is

{fHCi” | Gi € prpaig \ {1}}
1=1

as a multiset, where & is a root of unity of odd order. In case (d), the spectrum of g on V is

{gngi | G1 € pigor 1 U {1}, G € pigaigy \ {1} fori > 2}
i=1

as a multiset, where £ is again a root of unity of odd order.

Proof. We use the notations in the proof of [8 Theorem 8.5]. By that proof we know that
V=V®Vhe --®V,and E = E;0 Eyo---o0 E, where V; = C** and E; = 2] for
€ =+ (ei = +1 when interpreted as a number) Also, g = zh for some z € Z(GL(V)) and
h € (s1,...,s), where s; € Sp“(V;) < Sp*(V) is an element of order 2% —¢; whose spectrum
on Vj is /,Lgal_i_l \ {1} if ¢, = —, and p9e; 1 (with 1 having multiplicity 2) if ¢; = +. We may
write h = s7's5? - - - 53" for 0 < r; < 2% —¢;.

Suppose that g has no eigenvalues of multiplicity larger than 2 on V. Since G acts
irreducibly on V, z acts as a scalar. Hence h = gz~!, whose spectrum is given by the
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product of the spectra of s;'’s as described above, also has no eigenvalue of multiplicity
larger than 2. If ¢;, = ¢;, = + for some i; # iy, then the spectrum of s;,s;, on V;, ® V;, has
eigenvalue 1 with multiplicity 4, whence the spectrum of A must also have eigenvalue with
multiplicity at least 4. Therefore, ¢; can be + for at most one 1.

Suppose that ¢, = — for every i. Then the spectrum of A on V' is

{HCZ” | G € pgaigr \ {1}} (as a multiset).
i=1

In order to have no eigenvalue of multiplicity larger than 2, we must have ged(r;,2% +1) = 1
for all ¢ with at most one possible exception i = iy for which (r,,a;) = (0,1). Also, if
d = ged(2% 4+ 1,2%2 + 1) > 1 for some i1 # iy and ged(r;,, 2% + 1) = ged(ry,, 2%2 + 1) = 1,
then we may choose ((;,¢;) = (¢, ¢, (¢3,¢7?),...,(¢C"1¢) for some primitive dth root of
unity ¢ to get d — 1 copies of some eigenvalue. The only possibility is d = 3. Moreover,
if both 2% + 1 and 2% + 1 are larger than 3, then we can instead choose ((;,,(,) =
(&,m), (£¢,n¢™Y), (¢, nC¢) for some primitive 2%1 + 1th and 2%2 + 1th roots of unity & and n
to get 3 copies of same eigenvalue. Therefore, either a; = 1 or a; = 1. Of course, at most one
such iy and at most one such pair (i;,72) can exist, and if they both exist then ig € {i1,i2}.

After reindexing if necessary, we can assume that a; > as > -+ > a;_1 > a4, and we are in
one of the situations (a), (b) and (c).
Next, suppose that e, = + and €, = --- = ¢, = —. The spectrum of h on V is now

e

i=1

G € poar—1 UA{1}, G € pigeigr \ {1} for i > 2} (as a multiset).

Since 1 has multiplicity 2 in pige; 1 LI{1}, the numbers []'_, ¢/’ should be all distinct, and no
two of them differ by a factor of a (2% — 1)th root of unity. Therefore we are in the situation
(d). O

In the above theorem, we had the condition that 2% + 1 are pairwise coprime. It might
be convenient to note the following easy equivalent condition.

Lemma 3.2. 2%+ 1 and 2° + 1 are coprime if and only if a and b have different 2-parts (the
highest power of 2 dividing it).

Proof. Let ay and by be the 2-parts of a and b. Note that 2% +1 = (2% 4 1)(2979 — 207202 4
-+ —2% 4 1). The “only if” direction is immediate from this. For the converse, assume that
as > by, and observe that

ged(2° +1,2° + 1) | ged(2%* — 1,2% — 1) = 2787 — 1 — (g8ed@h) _ 1)(gsedled) 4 1)

Since 2&°d(@b) — 1 divides 2% — 1, it is coprime to 2% + 1. Also, ged(a, b) is not divisible by
as, so a/ ged(a, b) is even. Hence 28°4@b) 4 1 also divides 2 — 1, so it is coprime to 2% + 1.
Therefore ged(2* + 1,20 + 1) = 1. O



4 Local monodromy at oo of hypergeometric sheaves

Let H be an irreducible hypergeometric sheaf over a field I, of characteristic 2 which is of
type (D, M) with W := D — M > 0 and whose geometric monodromy group G := Ggeom
is an extraspecial normalizer of characteristic 2. By [8, Theorem 9.19(ii)], G has a normal
extraspecial 2-subgroup E 2 21" where 2" = D, and Z(E) is the Sylow 2-subgroup of
Z(G); in other words, R = E.

In this section, we determine which of the elements in [Theorem 3.1l can appear as g, of
H. We must take into account the structure of the image @ of P(00).

Proposition 4.1. At least one of the following holds:
(a) H is Kloosterman,
(b) QN E =1, so the image of Q in G/Z(G)E is isomorphic to Q, or

(c) (QNE)Z(E) is elementary abelian, each irreducible constituent of Wild |gng s non-
trivial, and (dim Tame) - [{QNQ°NE |e€ E}| =D =2".

Proof. Suppose that H is not in the cases (a) and (b), so that @ N E is nontrivial and
dim Tame > 0. By [8, Proposition 4.8], Q NZ(G) =1 and |Z(G)|2 < 2. Since @) is a 2-group
and Z(E) < Z(G), we have Q N Z(FE) = 1. Therefore, N E is isomorphic to its image in
EJZ(E), so (QN E)Z(E) is an elementary abelian 2-group.

Let & be the monodromy representation of H. Consider its restrictions to the subgroups
QNE<(QNE)Z(E)<E. Since Q@ N E <@ < J, the restriction ®|gng decomposes into
Tame |gne @ Wild |gnp = (dim Tame) - 1gng @ Wild |gng. Hence, there exists some irreducible
constituent W of ®|(onpyz(r) (which is one-dimensional since (Q N E)Z(E) is abelian as we
saw above) whose restriction to () N E is trivial. On the other hand, since ®|g is irreducible
and faithful, by Clifford theory, no irreducible constituent of its restriction to the normal
subgroup (@ N E)Z(FE) can contain a normal subgroup of E in the kernel, so in particular
U # 1gne)zk). Therefore ker U = QNE, and each irreducible constituent of ®|gng)z (k) has
kernel Q° N E for some e € E. In particular, no irreducible constituent of ®|ong)zm) other
than W restricts to L1gng, so the multiplicity of ¥ in <I>|(Qn B)z(E) 1s exactly the multiplicity
of 1gng in @|gng, and it divides dim ®.

Now consider the restriction of the irreducible representation Wild of J to the normal
subgroups Q N E < Q < J. If Wild |gng has 1gng as an irreducible constituent, then there
exists an irreducible constituent © of Wild | with @ N E < ker©. Since Q N E < J, it
follows that @ N E < (1, ,(ker ©)/ = ker Wild |o. This is impossible since ® is faithful and
() < ker Tame. Therefore, Wild |gng cannot have 1gng as an irreducible constituent, so the
multiplicity of 1gng in ®|gng is exactly dim Tame. By the previous paragraph, this number
divides dim ® = D = 2". O

As we now know what are the possible intersections () N E, it is natural to ask what are
the possible quotients Q/(Q N E). As g, normalizes (), we can simply find all 2-subgroups
of G/Z(G)FE which are normalized by the elements described in [Theorem 3.1]
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Proposition 4.2. Let aq,...,a; be positive integers such that a; + -+ + a; = n, and let
g = (g91,--.,9t) be an element of Spy, (2) X -+ X Spy,, (2) < Spy,(2). Suppose that P is a
2-subgroup of Sp,,,(2) such that g € Ng,, (2)(P).

(a) Suppose that ¢, ...,q; are irreducible over Fy, have distinct orders o(g;), and every
nonzero orbit of the action of g; on F3% has length o(g;). Then P must be trivial.

(b) Suppose that g1, ..., g1—1 are irreducible over Fy, have distinct orders o(g;), and every
nonzero orbit of the action of g; onF3* has length o(g;). Also suppose that V; = V,, @V,
for some a;-dimensional subspaces Vy, and Vi,, gt = g1 @ gr2 € (GL(V4,) x GL(V4,)) N
SPoq, (2) for some gi1 and g.o which are irreducible over Fy, has same order o(g,) which
is not equal to any other o(g;), and every nonzero orbit of the actions of g1 and gi»
on F5! has length o(g;). Then P must be elementary abelian of order not exceeding 2 .

1
Proof. Let A,, be the m x m matrix . Let V=V, &--- &V, be the natural
1
module of Spy,, (2) X -+ X Spy,, (2) with the symplectic form Ay, @ --- @ Agq,.

(a) We first show that Vi, ..., V; are the minimal (g)-submodules of V. Since each g; is
irreducible, it is clear that each V; is a minimal (g)-submodule of V. Conversely, suppose
that a minimal submodule U contains a vector v = (vq,...,v;) € V1 @ --- @ V; with at least
two nonzero components v;,v;. We may assume that o(g;) < o(g;). Then g°Wlvy — v =
(gf(gi)vl — v, .. ,gto(gt)vt —v;) € M. The ith component of this vector is gf(gi)vi —v; =0,
while the jth component is nonzero. We may repeat this until we get a vector with only one

nonzero component. Therefore, M intersects at least one of Vi, ..., V; nontrivially, so by the
minimality, M is one of them.
Since ¢i,...,¢g; are irreducible over Fy and have pairwise coprime orders, the minimal

(g)-submodules of V are Vi,...,V;. Since P is a 2-subgroup of GlLs,(2) normalized by g,
Cy (P) is a nontrivial (g)-submodule of V', so it must contain some V;. After relabeling if
necessary, we may assume that V; C Cy(P). Now the action of P on V/V] fixes a nontrivial
(g)-submodule by the same reason. Repeating this, we can see that after relabeling,

[Qal X172 Xl,t
0 I X
P < 202 .2’t Xi; € M2aix2aj (F2)
0 0 :
0 0 0 o,



On the other hand, the elements of P preserves the symplectic form Ay, & - - - @ Agg,, s0

A2a1
A2a2
A2at
]2[11 A2a1 ]2[11 X1,2 e Xl,t
| X2 T Asay 0 Iy - Xo
: : - - 0 0 ) :
X’iljt Xg:t P ]2at A2at 0 0 O ]2at
Az, LI, X1 - Xy
. XIFZAZH A2a2 0 ]2a2 X2,t
0 0 . :
Xi A%, X 2T +Aoa, Asg, 0 0 0 I,
A, Ao, X2 e Aoa, X4
B X11:2A2a1 X11:2A2a1X1,2 + Asq, i X11:2A2a1X1,t + Agq, Xoy
lethml XiI:tA2a1X1,2 + X;‘F,tAmQ e X%:tAlel,t + -+ Agg,

which shows that X;; = 0 for all pairs (7, j). Therefore P is trivial.

(b) By the same argument as in (a), we see that the minimal g..-invariant subspaces of V'
are Vi, ..., V,_1 and certain subspaces of V;. Moreover, the minimal polynomials of g,; and
g2 are both irreducible of degree a;, so their least common multiple is the minimal polyno-
mial of g;. Hence, every minimal g..-invariant subspace of V; has dimension a;. Therefore,
for a suitable choice of basis, we have

4

Ipey, X1 0 X Xip X
0 Iog, -+ Xopon  Xop  Xoyp
p< : : . : : :
0 0 o Iy, Xy Xiliim
X Xio 0 Xy I, Xttt
X1 Xipr2 o Xip141 0 I, )

\

where the symplectic form in this basis becomes Ay, @ - - @ Ay, _, B B for some symplectic

B, B . .
form B = ( B% B2) on IE‘%‘”, where Bi, By, B3 are a; X a; matrices. Also, there exists
2 3
0<1 <1y <t—1suchthat X;;, =0 forall ¢ >4, X;;41 =0 forall i > iy, X;; =0 for all
t <4y, and Xy41; = 0 for all ¢ <i4y. In particular, for each i = 1,...,¢ — 1, at least one of

X and Xy, is 0, and at least one of X;,; and X4, is 0.



Since each element of P preserves the symplectic form, we have the following equality:

A2a1
A2a2
AZat 1
B1  Bs
Bg Bs
T xT xT
2;1 “T*l “T+1*1 Agay Ingy X120 Xpe—1 X1e X141
Xi2  I2ay Xt Xiyio A2ay 0 Ioay -+ Xop—1 X2 X241
- T T ’ T T ’ ) ; ’ ) : :
Xipo1 Xa4o1 o Tzap_q Xii—1 Xiy1,e—1 Agay_ 4 0 0 oo Taa, 0 X1 Xp—1,e41
T T T B; B X X e X i I X
xf, x3, - XE,, Ia, 0 % 2 t,1 t,2 tt—1 at tt+1
xT xT xT xT I By Bs Xty1,1 Xey1,2 0 Xeg16-1 O Ia,
1,t+1 2,t4+1 77 t—1,t+1 t,t+1 at
T T T T T
Azay 0 0 Xi1B1+Xiyq1,1B;5 Xi1B2+Xi, 1,183 I X X X X
T, N 0 T poaxT g T poaxT g 2a1 1,2 1,t—1 1,t 1,641
X{ 242a; 2aq t,2B1+Xi 1 283 t,2B2+Xi 41 283 0 Inay -+ Xot—1 X2 Xoya
X{ 1 Azay X3 1 Azay - Aza; XP 1 Bi+X{ 1 1 BT X[ 1 Bo+X{y1, 1B 0 0 Izay g Xp—ap X141
XL Asay, X Az, - XE Az, B Bo X1 Xeo2o oo Xego1 oy Xt
’ ’ et Xit1,1 Xey1,2 0 Xep1,0-1 O Ig
T T T T T T , , t— t
X1 t4142a7 X3 414200 0 Xpoq pp142a X t41B1+B2 X¢,t+1B2+Bs

If g = 0, then Xz',t = Xi,t—l—l =0 for all i = 1, ot = 1. If 1 > 0, then Xt,l = Xt+171 = 0,
so by computing the first row of the product above, we get X1 = --- = X;,41 = 0. If
i1 =0 < g, then X;;, = X417 =0fori=1,...,t — 1, so by computing the (1,¢+ 1)- and
(t,t + 1)-entries, we get Agq, X441 + XnglXt7t+1 + XngQ =0 and B1X; 41 + By =0, so
that X; .41 = 0. Therefore, regardless of the numbers ¢; and 75 and the symplectic form B,
we always have X;,; = X; ;41 = 0.

Similarly, assume that X;; = X,y = 0 for all j <. If iy <4, then X;; = X, 41 = 0.
If iy >4, then X} ; = X311; =0 for j = 1,...,4, so by computing the (i,t)- and (i,¢+ 1)-
entry, we get A, Xi; = 0 and Ay, X441 = 0. If iy < @ < iy, then X}, = Xy41; = 0 for
k=4i,....,t —1land j = 1,...,i, so by computing the (i,t + 1) and (¢,t + 1)-entries, we
get Again‘,t+1 + XZ;‘BIXt,t—H + XZZBQ = 0 and BlXt,t—l—l + Bg = 0, so that A2aiXi,t+1 = 0.
Therefore, in any case, we get X;; = X,;+1 = 0. By induction we get X;; = X, ;41 = 0 for
all i € {1,...,t — 1}. The above matrix now becomes

Azay 0 0 X5 Bi+X[  BY X[ B+ X[y 1 Bs Iy, X12 - X14-1 0 O

X{5A24, Aza, 0 X{oBi+X1,, oBY X{oBa+ X[ | oBs 0 Ipgy -+ Xo¢1 0 0

X1T,t71A2a1 X2T,t71A2a2 o Azay Xg:tlel—’_ngrl,t—lBg Xg:tle2+ngrl,t—lB3 0 0 v Ty 0 0
0 0 0 B By Xea1  Xeoo oo Xep—1 ey Xttt

0 0 0 X7, 1 Bi+B] XF, 1 Ba+B3 Xev1,1 Xep12 - Xey16-1 0 Iq

By computing the tth column, we immediately see that ng'Bl + XtT+1,z'B2T = 0 for ¢ =
1,...,t—1and XtTHlBl = (0. Then we can also compute the ¢ + 1th column and see that



X&Bg + X£17i33 =0fori=1,...,t—1 and B;FXMH + XEtHBg = 0. The matrix is now

A2ay 0 -0 0 0 Iy, X12 - X1i1 00

X{ 5 A24, Azay 0 0 0 0  Izay - Xzy-1 00

qujt71A2a1 X§t71A2a2 o Azay_q 0 0 0 0 v Jaay 0 0
0 0 0 B Bo Xen1  Xeoo oo Xep—1 ey Xt

0 0 0 BT XtTtHBg—i-Bg X411 Xet1,2 o Xep1e-1 0 oy

so it is now straightforward to check that X, ; =0 for 1 <17 < j <t — 1. Therefore, we get

( [20,1 \
Iy,
2a2 ' Xt,t—i-l S Mat7at(2)7
P < ' I XtT,t+1Bl =0, (
2as 1 BTX e BTX T
I, Xipn1 S v t’Hl)
I,

\

so P is an elementary abelian 2-group of order at most 207
O

Proposition 4.3. W/D > (2 —+/2)/4 > 0.146. If W is even, then W/D > 7(2—+/2)/16 >
0.256. In general, W/D > ((2 —+/2)/2)(1 — 1/Wy), where Wy is the 2'-part of W.

Proof. This is almost identical to the first part of the proof of [8, Theorem 7.4]. The only
thing that has to be changed is that in the notation of that proof, we now have p = r = 2
so that |@Q| > 2, and § is now a 2-element of Sp,,(2). In this setting, we still get the
bound W/D > (1 —1/v/2)(1 —1/2) = (2 — v/2)/4 > 0.146. If W is even, then Q has an
irreducible representation of even dimension, so it cannot be abelian. Therefore |Q| > 8 and
we get W/D > (1 —1/v/2)(1—1/8) = 7(1 — 1/v/2)/8 = 7(2 — v/2)/16 > 0.256. For the
last statement, recall that Wild | is a sum of W} distinct nontrivial irreducible constituents.
Therefore |Q] > | Irr(Q)| > Wy. O

Now we determine the local monodromy of H at co and the downstairs characters.

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that an irreducible hypergeometric sheaf H has an extraspecial nor-
malizer as its Ggeom. Then goo is as in one of the cases described in[Theorem 3.1, with the
following additional conditions:

(a) It is as in[Theorem 3.1)(a), with t = 1. H is Kloosterman in this case.

(b) It is as in[Theorem 3.1(d), t = 2, 2 | nay, and the downstairs characters are Char(2°2 +
DAA{T}

(¢) It is as in[Theorem 3.1(d), t = 1, and the downstairs character is {1}.
(d) It is as in[Theorem 3.1(b), n = 2, and the downstairs characters are Char(3) \ {1}.

10



Proof. (1) Suppose that g is as in [Theorem 3.1(a). By [Proposition 4.2(a) we know that
Q/(QNE)=1,s0Q < E. First suppose that H is Kloosterman. Then dim Wild = D = 2",
so the spectrum of g on Wild is n(uan4q1 \ {1}) for some root of unity n of odd order. Since
there is no Tame in this case, this is the entire spectrum of g, so t = 1.

Suppose now that H is not Kloosterman. Since () is nontrivial, we are in the situation
of [Proposition 4.1j(c) with @ = @ N E. In particular, ) is abelian. Therefore, dim Tame =
D — dim Wild is odd, and it divides D = 2", so dim Tame = 1 and dim Wild = 2" — 1. The
spectrum of g on Wild is nugn_; for some root of unity 7 of odd order. This does not happen
for ¢ as in [Theorem 3.3J(a).

(2) Now consider the case (b) of [Theorem 3.1l Here, the spectrum of g on V' is

{gﬂg G € pigmsn \ {1}}

with every eigenvalue having multiplicity 2. Therefore, if an irreducible hypergeometric sheaf
has such ¢ as its goo € Ggeom, then the spectrum of g, on Wild must be the above set, with
every eigenvalue having multiplicity 1. Hence dim Wild = D/2 = 2”1, On the other hand,
since Q N E is an abelian normal subgroup of @ and Q/(Q N E) is either trivial or has order 2
by [Proposition 4.2|b), the irreducible characters of ) must have degree 1 or 2. Therefore, the
2-part of dim Wild is 1 or 2. This forces n = 1 or 2. The downstairs characters must be {1}
if n =1 and Char(3) \ {1} if n = 2. However, if n = 1, then the only hypergeometric sheaf
which can have such g, together with g as in [Theorem 3.1i(a) is Hyp,(Char(3) \ {1};1).
The Ggeom Of this sheaf has an element of order 3 (namely go) and a nontrivial 2-subgroup.
By the proof of [8, Theorem 9.3(i)], we get Ggeom = S5. Therefore n # 1.

(3) Next, consider the case [Theorem 3.1[(c). Let i,qq < t be the unique index such that
a;,,, is odd. Then the spectrum is given by

-1
{fijgi | Gi € poeia \ {1}, 5 € {1,2}}
i1

t—1

:2{5 H gl ‘ g@ € Hosit1 \ {1} for i 7£ Zbodda Ciodd S :u2aiodd+1 \ {wv w2}}
i=1

t—1

ULETT G 1 G € mavisa \ {1} f0r i # huda, Gy € {0, %}).
i=1

where £ is a root of unity of odd order and w is a primitive 3rd root of unity. Those with
multiplicity 2 must appear exactly once in both Tame and Wild.
Suppose that a; ,, = 1. By the proof of Proposition 4.2(b) with B; = Ay, = Bj; and

11



By =0, we see that Q/(Q N E) = 1. The spectrum of g is
t—1
2 {fHQ | Gi € poair \ {1} for @ # doaa, Gippy = 1}
i=1

t—1
U {fHCz | Gi € Hoeiy1 \ {1} for 7 # iodd>Ci0dd € {W>W2}} .
=1

Since ) < F and @ is nontrivial, we are in the situation of [Proposition 4.1|(c) with abelian Q.
Hence, dim Tame is an odd number dividing D. Therefore dim Tame = 1. Since dim Tame
is at least the number of eigenvalues of ¢ with multiplicity 2, we must have ¢ = 2 and
n = a;,, +ay = 2. However, in this case, F is of type +, so go must be as in [Theorem 3.T|(a)
with even ¢, which is impossible.

Now suppose that a;,,, > 1. Then from [Proposition 4.2(a), we can see that QQ/(Q N E)
is trivial, so that 1 # @) < E. Also, since H has nonzero tame part, it is not Kloosterman.
Therefore, we are again in the situation of [Proposition 4.1Jc) with @ = @Q N E. There-
fore dim Tame = 1, but this is impossible since dim Tame must be at least the number of

cigenvalues of g with multiplicity 2, and there are at least |pgei4y41 \ {w,w?}| > 3 of them.
(4) For [Theorem 3.T)(d), the eigenvalues of multiplicity 2 are

{€CoCs -G | G € pomigr \ {1}}ift > 2, and {¢} if t = 1.

Therefore, the spectra on Tame and Wild both contain them, so H is not Kloosterman. Also,
[Proposition 4.2(b) shows that Q/(Q N E) is elementary abelian of order not exceeding 2%

If we are in the situation of [Proposition 4.1|(b), then @ is elementary abelian and dim Wild
is odd. Hence, the eigenvalues of g on Wild are the dim Wildth roots of (£¢x(3 - - - ¢ )dimWild
for ¢; € pigai 1 if t > 2. Hence [[/_,(2% + 1) divides dim Wild, but not all []'_,(2% + 1)th
roots of (£¢aC3 - -+ ¢)MmWild are in the spectrum of g. Therefore t = 1, a; = n and dim Wild
divides 2" — 1. By [Proposition 4.3 (2" — 1)/ dim Wild € {1, 3}.

Suppose that dim Wild = (2" — 1)/3. Let x be the character of H as a representation of
G, and XTame = (dim Tame)1p and xwiq be that of Tame and Wild as a representation of @,
so that x|o = XTame + Xwild- Also let € @ be any nonidentity element. Then z has order
2, so the eigenvalues of the action of x on H are 1 or —1. Therefore,

Z > X(2) = XTame(T) + xwia(z) > dim Tame — dim Wild = 1 + (2" — 1)/3 > 2"2.

On the other hand, by [2, Lemma 2.4], |x(z)| is a power of /2, and since Y is faithful,
x(z) < 2". Therefore x(x) = 2"! for all z € Q \ {1}. But then

m_1 1 4 (|Q —1)2nt  on-d
2" — = dim Tame = (x|, lg) = — Y x(z) = —on—1
3 P> g Ql
so that - o
QI = on—1 _ 2°=1 — 2n-141°
3 3
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This forces (2" ' +1)/3=1,s0n =2,t =2, and a; = ay = 1. Hence E must be of type —,
and by [Theorem 3.7l(a), go must have order 5. Therefore, the hypergeometric sheaf must be
Hypy(Char(5) \ {1}; Char(3)) up to tensoring by a Kummer sheaf. However, this sheaf has
Glgeom = Ss as studied in the proof of [8, Theorem 9.3].

Suppose now that[Proposition 4.1|(c) holds, so that dim Tame divides D = 2". If dim Tame =
1, then since there must be at most one eigenvalue of g of multiplicity 2, we see that t = 1.
The spectrum of g on Wild is &pgn_;.

Now assume dim Tame > 1. Then dim Tame = 2™ for some integer 0 < m < n, and
dim Wild = 2™(2"~™ —1). The spectrum of g on Wild is then npgn-m_1(pamyq \ {1}) for some
root of unity 7 of odd order. Therefore, the (2"~ —1)(2™+1)th powers of (3(3 - - - (; are same
for all ¢; € pges 41\ {1}, s0 [T/, (2% + 1) divides (2™ —1)(2™+1). Also, multiplication by a
primitive (2"~ —1)th root does not change the spectrum of g on Wild. From the description
of the spectrum of g, one immediately sees that if a root of unity which is not 1 has this
property, then its order divides 29t — 1. Therefore 2"~ — 1 divides 2% — 1, and [ _,(2% +1)
divides 2™ + 1. On the other hand, if we take an eigenvalue of g on Wild and multiply
by (2™ + 1)th roots of unity, then all but one of the 2™ + 1 numbers are also contained
in the spectrum. But if ¢ > 3, then strictly more than one multiple of an eigenvalue by
(272 4+ 1)(2% 4 1)th roots of unity are missing from the spectrum of g. Therefore we must
have ¢t < 2.

If t = 2, then we must have 292 + 1 = 2™ 4 1, since among the multiples of an eigenvalue
by the (2™ + 1)th roots of unity, only one must be missing, but 2** 4+ 1 divides 2™ + 1 and
one from the multiples by (2** + 1)th roots of unity is already missing. Hence m = a,,
a; = n —m, dim Tame = 2?2, and dim Wild = (2% — 1)2%. Since 2"~™ — 1 and 2™ + 1 are
relatively prime, we also see that 2 | nm.

If t = 1, then the spectrum of g on Wild is

GG | ¢ € pon-—m_1,(2 € pramyr \ {1}}

for some root of unity n of odd order, and this must be contained in &uon_1. Therefore
2m+1)@2" " —1) = 2" + 2™ — 2™ — 1 divides 2" — 1, which forces n = 2m. Note
that (x|g,lg) = dim Tame = 2™. Also recall that () N £ is normalized by @) and g, X is
faithful, and the nontrivial irreducible constituents of x| are permuted cyclically by goc.
Hence, no nontrivial irreducible constituent of x|g has 1gng as a constituent when restricted
to @ N E. Therefore (x|gne, lone) = 2™. On the other hand, since x|g is the unique
irreducible character of E of degree 2", x|ong is a multiple of the regular character pong of
QN E. Since (pone, lone) = 1, we get x|one = 2" pone. In particular, |Q N E| = pone(l) =
Xlone(1)/2™ = 2™. Hence, the g-invariant subspace (Q N E)Z(E)/Z(E) of E/Z(E) has
dimension m, but the g-invariant subspaces of £/Z(F) have dimension 0, n or 2n. Therefore
this case is impossible. O
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5 Determination of the finiteness of the monodromy

From [Theorem 3.1i(a), we know the possible upstairs characters of H, and the possible down-
stairs characters were determined in [Theorem 4.4l However, not every pair of these upstairs
and downstairs characters have the desired Ggeom; in fact, Ggeom is not even finite for some
of them. In this section, we determine the pairs with finite Ggeom-

By [5], 8.14.6], the finiteness of Ggeom is equivalent to saying that the values of trace func-
tion after a Tate twist are algebraic integers, and it is enough to check the p-adic valuations.
This can be done by using the so-called V'-test of Kubert [0, Proposition 13.2] [5, Section
8.16].

The definition of the function V' can be found in [0, Discussion after Proposition 13.1];
for an alternative definition, for a given prime p and integers k > 0,0 < a < p* — 1 and z,
we have

v a L) = sum of digits of a in base p’
pF—1 k(p—1)
cf. [B, Section 8.16] [0, Theorem 13.4]. For the rest of this paper, we will use the following

basic properties of the function V', often without mentioning. See [0, Discussion before
Proposition 13.2] for the proofs.

V(z) = 0 if and only if = € Z.

() + V(—x) =1 for any z ¢ Z.
(1/2) = V(1/2).
(
(

v
v
V(z) = V(px) for any .
V(z)+V(y) > V(x+y) for any z,y.

Hasse-Davenport relation " V(z+i/r)=V(rz)+ =t forany z and p{r € Z.
=1 2

In practice, instead of the original inequality stated in [6, Proposition 13.2], the following
simplified version is used. Although this version is already known to experts, it seems to
be not written explicitly in literature to my knowledge, so here I include the statement and
proof for the convenience of readers.

Lemma 5.1. Let x be a multz’plicative character of order p* — 1, and let G be the hypergeo-
metric sheaf Hypy(x™, ..., X 2;x", ..., x*™) where ay,...,ap,by,..., by € {0,...,p* — 2}
are pairwise distinct. Then the geometric monodromy group Ggeom 0f G s finite if and only if
for every x € Q/Z whose denominator is not divisible by p and for every N € {1,...,p%—2}
which is relatively prime to p? — 1, we have the inequality

D

M
D+M—1
STV(Nai+ )+ S V(=Nby —a) > %

i=1 j=1
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Proof. The only difference between this and [0, Proposition 13.2] is that the term (1/D) >, ; V/(Na;—
Nb;) is replaced by M /2. Suppose that the inequality in this lemma holds for all x and N

Let Ny be any possible value of N, and choose (N, z) = (Ng, —Nob;) and (—Ny, Nob;) and

take the sum of the resulting inequalities. Since V(r) +V(—r) =1 if r ¢ Z and 0 otherwise,

the sum of these two inequalities becomes D+ M —1 > D + M — 1. Therefore, the equality
must hold for both pairs (N, z) = (Ny, —Nob;) and (—Ny, Nob;). Now take the sum of the
equalities for the pairs (N, z) = (No, —Nob1), (No, —Noba), . . ., (No, —Nobps). Then we get

ZV(Noai—Nobj)+M(M_1> _ M(D+M-1) DM+ MM —-1)

— 2 2 B 2
irj
so that (1/D) >, ; V(Noa; — Nobj) = M/2.
Conversely, suppose that the inequality in [6l Proposition 13.2] holds for all x and N. By
an entirely analogous argument, we get

ZV(Nai—ij)+M(MQ_1) - M(DQ_D +%ZV(Nai—ij)

i?j i7j

so that (1/D) Y, . V(Na; — Nbj) = (1/(D — M))(ME=1 — MEDy — pp/9. O
From now on, given a hypergeometric sheaf G as in [Lemma 5.1, we will call

Voup(N,z) := Y V(Na; +x) — D/2

1=1

the “upstairs part” of the V-test, and
M
Vadown(N, 7) := Y V(=Nb; — ) — M/2
7=1

the “downstairs part” of the test. Thus the inequality for the V-test becomes
1
vg,up(Nv LL’) + Vg,down(N, SL’) + 5 > 0.

Now we return to the notations in the previous section, so H is an irreducible hypergeo-
metric sheaf of rank D = 2" in characteristic 2 whose Ggeom is an extraspecial normalizer.
The element gq is as described in [Theorem 3.1l(a); let a; > - -+ > a; be the positive integers
in this description, so that a; + - - - + a; = n, and the numbers A; := 2% + 1 are pairwise co-
prime. The upstairs characters are the multiplicative characters of order dividing Ay As - - - A;
but not dividing A; Ay - - - Ay /A; for any i, tensored with a common multiplicative character.
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Therefore, the V-test of this H has the upstairs part

2a1 9a2 2at

Viw(Nor) = 35 Zv(( ~—|—j1t)+x)—§

i1=11i=1 =1

_ oy e a1 _ ' i1 D
_'Z (V(AJV(A1 +At 1)—|—At:c)—|—2 V(N(A1+ +At 1)+x)) 5

(3 IR t—1

t
= ((‘UH > VI(ALA, - 'Atl-i’f))
=0 1<ty <--<t; <t

where the equalities follow from the Hasse-Davenport relation stated above.
Let us write

V(2;r1,...,ry 1) = Z <(—1)t_i Z V(@™ 4+1)---(2™ 4+ 1)x))

so that Vi wp(N,2) = V(2;a4,...,a;x). We now prove several inequalities involving this
function.

Lemma 5.2. Let r € Z~q. In characteristic 2, the following hold.
(a) V((2"4+ Dz) <2V(x) < V((2"+1)x) + 1.
(b) If V((2"+ 1)z) =0, then V(x) =0 or 1/2.

Proof. (a) If x € Z, then V((2" 4+ 1)z) = V(z) = 0. If x ¢ Z, then we have V((2" + 1)z) <
V(2z)+V(z)=2V(x)=2-2V(—x) <2-V(—=(2"4+1)z) = V((2" + 1)z) + 1.

(b) Since V((2" 4+ 1)x) = 0, we must have (2" 4+ 1)x € Z. If € Z, then V(z) = 0. So
suppose & ¢ Z. Then V(z) =1—-V(—z)=1-V(2"+ 1z —2)=1-V(2'z) =1 -V (x),
so V(z)=1/2. O

Corollary 5.3. In characteristic 2, V(2;r;;2) = V((2"+1)x) =V (z) € [-1/2,1/2) for every
positive integer r. It is —1/2 if and only if x = i/(2" + 1) for some integer i not divisible by
2" + 1.

Proof. It V((2" 4+ 1)z) = 0 then V(2;7r;2) = 0 or —1/2 by [Lemma 5.2(b). So assume
0<V((2"+1)z) < 1. Then

V()< V(2 +1)z)—V(r) <1-V(x).
On the other hand, from [Lemma 5.2(a) we get
V(ie)—1< V(2" +1)z)—V(z) < V(x).

Combining these two inequalities, we get V(2;r1;2) € (—1/2,1/2). 0O
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Corollary 5.4. (a) If goo is as in[Theorem 4.4(a), then Vi gouwn(N, x) = 0.

(b) If goo is as in [Theorem f.J(b), then Vi joun(N,z) = V(—(2%2 + 1)z) — V(—x) €
[—1/2,1/2). Also, Vi dgoun(N,x) = —1/2 precisely when v = i/(2% 4+ 1) for some
integer © not divisible by 22 + 1.

(¢) If 9o is as in[Theorem 4.4(c), then Vi goun(N,x) = V(—2x) —1/2 € [-1/2,1/2).

Proof. (a) and (c¢) are obvious. For (b), the downstairs part is V(—(2%2 + 1)z) — V(—x)
V(2; az; —z), so we can apply

Lemma 5.5. In characteristic 2, V(2;r1,ro;2) = V(2™ +1)(2"2 + 1)x) — V((2" + 1)x) —
V(2™ + 1)x) + V(x) € [—3/4,3/4) for every positive integers 11,79 such that 2™ + 1 and
22 + 1 are coprime. It is —3/4 if and only if (2" +1)(2" + 1)z € Z and V(x) = 1/4.

Proof. Let X :=V(2;r1,r9;2) = V((2"4+1)(27+1)x) =V (2" +1)x) =V ((2"+1)x)+V (z).
First note that

V(" +1)(2™+ 1))
(V22" + 1)x) + V(2™ + 1)) + V(27 (2" + D)) + V(2™ + 1))
=V((2" + 1)) + V((2" + 1))

so that X < V(x).

If (2" +1)(2 + 1)x € Z, then V((2™ + 1)z), V((2" + 1)x) € {0,1/2}. If both of them
are 0, then x € Z, so X = 0. If one of them is 0, then V(z) = 1/2 and X = 0. If both of
them are 1/2, then

oo

<

N —

1= V(2 4 )0) < S(V(20) 4 V(@) = Vie) = 1 - V()
= 1 S V(=) + V(-2"2)) S 1= JV(=(2" + 1)) =

so X € [-3/4,—1/4].
Suppose that (2" +1)(2" 4 1)z ¢ Z. Then
V(272 +Dz)+ V(2" +1)x) =2 -V (=(2" + 1)z) — V(—(2" + 1)x)
L2 -V(=2"+1)@272+ 1)) =1+ V(2" +1)(2™ + 1)z)

so that X > V(x) — 1.
Also,

2V(x)—1=1-V(=2"2) = V(—2) <1-V(=(2" + 1)x)
=V((2" +1)x) <V(2"z)+ V(x) =2V (x)
and similarly 2V (z)—1 < V((2+1)z) < 2V(x), so =3V (z) < X < =3V (x)+3. Combining

these results, we can see that X € [—3/4,3/4), and X = —3/4 happens only when (2" +
1)(2”? 4+ 1)x € Z and V(z) = 1/4. O
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For aq,...,a; such that 2% 4 1 are pairwise coprime, we will write

Lay,..., at(Zlv“‘7Zt> :222[1],:_1‘

j=1
If the numbers ay, ..., a; are clear from the context, we will omit the subscript and simply
write z(iy,...,%).

Lemma 5.6. For any positive integers ay, . ..,a; with t > 2 such that (2% + 1) are pairwise

coprime, at least one of the following holds.

(i) There exist integers iy, ...,4; such that V(2;aq,...,a;x(i1,...,14)) # —1/2 and for
every j, (2% + 1) { ;.

(ii) There exist some jo € {1,...,t} and integers iy,...,1; such that (2% + 1) | i;, and
v(27 A1y ey Qs x(ila R Zt)) ¢ [_1/27 1/2]

Proof. We use induction on t.

(1) First assume that ¢ = 2. We show that (i) holds in this case by finding explicit integers
i1,i2. Let b; be the 2-part of a;. Then 2% + 1 = (2% + 1)(2% 7% — 2% =2 4 ... —2bi 4 1),
Since 2% + 1 are pairwise coprime, we must have b; # by. We may assume that b; > by. Let

24
241

292 +1
202 417

i (202 —1)(2b/% — 1) (222 —1)(2%2 — 1) and iy =

Then 2% 4 1 does not divide 7; for both j = 1,2, and

v ( i o ) v ((2*)1/2 —1)(2"/4A = 1) (222 —1)(2%2 — 1) 1 )

2M+1+2@+1 200 + 1 +2b2+1
v ((2bl — 122 = 1) (22 = 1)+ (20 4 1)(222 4 1) - (222 4 1) (22 — 1))

221 — 1
(@2 -1B
=V < 221 — 1

where

Bi= (2" —1)(2"2 = 1) (2% — 1) + (2" + 1) (22 4+ 1) - (272 4 1).

This number is just the sum of all numbers of the form 2:T@"++2")b2 for some 1 < k, <
o < ky <logy(by/be) with r = log,(b1/by) mod 2. These numbers are distinct for different
choice of numbers ky, ..., k,, and the ratio of two of them is at least 2%2. Therefore, if we
write B in base 2, the digits 1 are always followed by by — 1 digits 0; in other words, there
are at least by — 1 0’s between any two 1’s. Thus multiplying B with 2%2 — 1, which is just
by consecutive 1’s when written in base 2, is the same as replacing each occurrence of by
consecutive base 2 digits 0...01 in the base 2 representation of B by 1...1. Since there are
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exactly 2'982(01/82)=1 — (b, /2b,) distinct choices of ki, ..., k., there are the same number of b,
consecutive digits 0...01. Therefore (2°2 — 1)B has exactly b;/2 nonzero base 2 digits, and
since (22 — 1)B < 2%1 — 1, we have

22 —1)B\  b/2 1 .
\% <(22bt1 _)1 ) = 2121 =7 so that V/(2;ay, as; x(iy, i2))

Therefore, (i) holds when ¢ = 2.

(2) Now assume that the statement holds for ¢t = ¢, — 1 so that at least one of (i) and
(ii) holds, and consider the case t = t;. Assume that a; > as > --- > ay,, and suppose
that both (i) and (ii) are not true. Then for any is,. .., such that (2% + 1) t 4; for every
j€{2,...,to}, we have

29V (25 ag, . .., ayy; (27 + 1)z (0,42, . . ., iy,))
=2 + D)V (2;a9,. .., a1; (2 + 1)x(0,4g,...,0,)) — V(25 a9, ..., a5 (27 + 1)x(0, 4o, . . ., 4z, ))

291 291
= V(2as,. . a; (2 + Daliyin, i) = > V(2a,. . a; 2(iia, . iy,)
=0 =0
271
= V(Zar,...,a;2(i,dz, ..., iry))
=0
24 1 1
= — 7 —+ V(2, A,y ...y Qg LU(O,’iQ, ey ito)) - [—2a1_1 — 5, _2a1—1 + 5

Here, the second equality follows from the Hasse-Davenport relation stated in the beginning
of this section, and the last equality and containment follow from the assumption that both
(i) and (ii) are not true.

2,...,to} and (0,1da, . ..,1iy) is the sum of them, so by the definition of the function V', we
have

ag, . .

a ; ) !
V(27 A2, ..., 0; (2 '+ 1):17(0, 2, .- ’ZtO)) < <21CII1( o) ato)) v

Note that since 2 +1,...,2% 4 1 are pairwise coprime, as we saw above, the 2-parts of a;
are distinct, so in particular a; > 2%~!. Hence if a; > 16, then we have

to
201 > 9logz01)* > gllo—Dlogaar — (g Ylo—1 Hato > lem(ag, . . ., ay,).
j=2
One can also easily check that 2% > lem(as, . .., ay,) when a; < 16. Therefore,

a . : 1 1 1 1 1
V(Q;a2> <o Qg (2 1—|—1)!L’(0,12, s >Zto)) S (21CII1(CL2, - ~>at0)) Zn |:_§ o 2a1+1’_§ + 2a1+1:| - {

Therefore, as, ..., a;, does not satisfy (i).
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For any jo € {2,...,t0} and is,. .., 4, such that ¢; is not divisible by 2% + 1 if and only
if jo # j, we have

(27 + 1)V (25 a9, . .., a; (2 + 1)x(0, i9, i3, . . ., it,))

291

= V(2ia,.. ., ay; (2 + 1)a(i iz, is, . . iy,))
=0

291

=3 (V(Zar,... ay; 2(ida, b5 i) + V(2 an, .. ag; 2(i g, ds, . . iyy)))
=0

291

= Va1, ag; x(iig s i) + V(2 an, . ag; (2 + 1)2(0, 42, 43, ., yy)).-
=0

As before, we get

a o . 29 +1 29 +1 1
V(2;a9,...,a4; (2" + 1)x(0, 19,13, ...,10,)) € [— el garti } N <2lcm( wato)) Z

as, . .
11
Sl 2721

Therefore (ii) also fails for as, . . ., a,. This contradicts the induction hypothesis that at least
one of (i) and (ii) holds for ¢t =ty — 1. Therefore, at least one of (i) and (ii) must also hold
for aq, ..., ay. O

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this paper.

Theorem 5.7. The irreducible hypergeometric sheaves in characteristic 2 of type (D, M) with
D > M whose geometric monodromy group is an extraspecial normalizer are the following,
up to tensoring with a Kummer sheaf.

(a) Hypy(Char(2* 4+ 1)\ {1};0) for some positive integer a.

(b) Hypy(Char(2® 4+ 1) \ {1}; Char(2° + 1) \ {1}) for some positive integers a > b with
different 2-parts.

(¢) Hypy((Char(27 + 1)\ {1}) x (Char(2° + 1)\ {1}); 1) for some positive integers a and
b with different 2-parts, and a +b > 5.

Proof. Let gg be as in[Theorem 3.1|(a), and let ¢ and a; > - -+ > a; be as defined there. First
suppose that t > 3.
(1) If g is as in [Theorem 4.4((a), then the V-test inequality is

1
V(2;a1,...,a1;7) + 5 > 0. (5.7.1)
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Suppose that this inequality holds for all x. As before, let x(iq,...,4;) := #1“ + 4 2%11
for integers i;. From the properties (1) and (2) of the function V stated before [Lemma 5.1,
we see that

V(2aq,...,052(00,...,0) +V(25a1,. .. a0 —x(iy,...,0)) = —1if Vj, 2% +144;. (5.7.2)
As we assumed that (5.7.1]) holds for all x, it follows that

1
V(2;aq,...,a2(i1,...,10)) = —3 if no ¢; is divisible by 2% + 1.
If ¢; is divisible by 2% 41 for some j, then we instead get
V(27 A1y ...y gy l’(il,ig, . ,’it>) + V(2, A1y ...y gy Jf(—il, —ig, ey —’Lt)) = 0,

so from (B.7.I]) we get

33
However, since we are assuming ¢ > 3, by at least one of (5.7.2)) and (5.7.3) must
fail. Therefore (5.7.) cannot hold for all z.

(2) Suppose that g is as in [Theorem 4.4(b). Write dim Tame = 2° for some integer
1 < b < n. The V-test inequality is

11
V(2ar,... a;2(i, iz, ..., 0)) € [ } . (5.7.3)

1
V(2;a1,...,a2) + V(2;b; —z) + 3 > 0. (5.7.4)

By taking the sum of (5.7.4) for x = x(iy,...,4) and x(—iy,..., —i;) defined as before, we
again see that

= —Lif (2% + 1) 14,5,

V(2ia1,...a52(i1,...,5)) + V(2b —(iy,...,1 -
(2; a4y ag; (i it)) ( (i1 Zt>){€[_1/271/2] otherwise

and that (2° + 1)z (iy,...,4;) ¢ Z if (2% + 1) 1 i; for all j. Hence there exists at least one
J such that 2% + 1 does not divide 2° 4+ 1. If (2% + 1)  4; for all j, then the sum of the

left-hand side of the above equalities for iy = 0,...,2% can be written as
201
Z (V(27 Ay ey Qg .Z’('l, 7;27 s 77:15)) + V(27 b7 —.Z’('l, 7;27 s 7Zt)))
i=0

:2alv(2; Az, ..., Qg (2a1 + 1).]}'(07 7;27 tee 7%)) + V(27 b? _(2[11 + 1)37(0, i27 T 7it>)’

By [Lemma 5.5 applied to V(2;b, a1; —x(i,ia,...,4)) = V(2;0; — (2" + 1)x(0, 49, ...,4)) —
V(2;b; —x(0, s, ..., 1)),

V(27 A2, ..y Qt; (2[11 + 1)37(0’ i27 s 77:15))
1
=-3 + 27V (2;a1, . .., ap;2(0, 09, ... ) — 27V (25 b, a5 —2(0, 49, . .., 44))

1 1 3 1 1 31 |1 5 1 5
37 |72 e Ty T

9 ai+l - 9a1+2’ _5 9ar+1 + 9a1+2
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By a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 5.6, we see that lem(ay, . . ., a;) < 200824)° <
2u+2-10%:5 for g > 18, and one can check that for a; < 18 we also have lem(as, ..., a;) <
201%2 /5 Therefore we have

v(27 A2, -y At (20«1 + 1):1:(07 7;27 s 7%))

1 1 5 1 5 1 (5.7.5)
e 7/ gl =R R N S O
2lem(ag, . .., ar) 2 2ut2’ 2 2m+2 2

Also, if (2% +1) | i; for some j € {2,...,t}, then as before we have
2111‘/(2; A2y . -5 At (2(11 + 1)$(O7 2.27 'ég, SRR Zt)) + V(27 b7 _(2(11 + 1)$(O7 2.27 2.37 R ait))

291

:Z (V(2;CI,1, - '7at;$(i7i2ai3a s 7z.t)) + V(27 b7 _$(i7i2ai37 R alt)))
i=0

J[ 2l 2m 4
2 72
so by [Lemma 5.5 applied to V(2;b, ay; —x(i, 4z, . .., i) = V(2;b; — (29 + 1)2(0, ia, . . ., 1)) —
V(2;0; —x(0,1s,...,4)), we get

V(2ag, ..., a5 (29 + 1)a(0, iz, i3, ... it))

1 5 1 5 1 11 (5.7.6)
El-—-———F.,-+ N Z=|—=,=|.
2 2uf272  2m+2 2lem(ag, . .., ar) 272

As before, by [Lemma 5.6 one of (5.7.5) and (5.7.6) must fail, so (5.7.4)) fails for some z.
(3) Finally suppose that g, is as in [Theorem 4.4[(c). In this case E is of type +, so t is
even. The V-test inequality is

V(2;ai,...,a52)+ V(—x) > 0. (5.7.7)
We again get

= —L1if (2% + 1) 14;V5,

1
V27 N .,...,. +V_ .a...a. -5 1
(2 ay ag; o(i; it)) (—x(iq it)) {E [—1/2,1/2] otherwise.

2

If (2% + 1) {4; for j = 2,...,t, then the sum of the left-hand side of the above inequalities
fori; =0,...,2" is
1
29V (25 a9, . .., a; (2 4+ 1)(0, 29, . .., 3p)) + V(= (2 + 1)z(0, g, . .., 34)) — 5

2a1
1 1 1

:Z (V(Q;al, cosap (i i)+ V(=x(iy .o 0)) — 5) € [—2@1—1 ~3 —2m~1 4 5} .

=0

Therefore we get
1 1 1 1

1
V(2; o an (2% +1)2(0, 49, ... 0 —_ ——, — 4+ —1 N 7.
( ; a2, aa'ta( + )l’( , 12, alt)) € ( 9 2[11’ 9 + 2a1:| (2101’[1(&2, o ,at))
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If a; > 20, then lem(ay, ..., a;) < 20082 a)? < 29=1 and one can check that we still have
lem(ag, ..., a;) < 227! for a; < 20, unless t = 4 and (a1, as, as, ay) = (8,7,6,4). Therefore,
assuming (ay, as, as,as) # (8,7,6,4), we must have

V(2ias, ... a4 (2% + 1)2(0,is, ... i) = —1/2. (5.7.8)

For iy, ..., 4, with (2% + 1) | 4; for some j, we have
1
29V (2; a9, . .., ag; (2 4+ 1)x(0, 49, .. ., 4¢)) + V(=2 + 1)z (0,9, . .., 4y)) — 3

291

1 1 1
:Z (V(2,a1,,CLt7l’(Z,,Zt))+V(—LE(Z,,Zt)) - 5) € |i—2a1_1 — §’2a1—1_'_§:| .
i=0

so if (a1, ag, a3, a4) # (8,7,6,4), then

V(2;a9,...,a; (2 + 1)x(0, 49, . ..,14;))

. 1 1 1+1 - 1 - 11 (5.7.9)
2 2u’2  2um 2lem(ay, . . ., a;) 272

By [Lemma 5.6, not both (5.7.8) and (5.7.9) can be true at the same time. Therefore (5.7.7)
fails unless t = 4 and (ay, as, as,ay) = (8,7,6,4). For this case, one can quickly find values
of z for which (5.7.7) fails using computers.

(4) We proved that t < 3. For t = 1, F is of type —, 80 g, must be as in [Theorem 4.4)(a)
(the Pink-Sawin Kloosterman sheaf [9, Theorem 7.3.8]) or [Theorem 4.4(b) (studied in [9]
Theorem 8.5.5] when a; > 4 and in [I1, Theorem 4.4] when a; < 4).

For t = 2, F is of type +, 80 goo must be as in [Theorem 4.4(c) (studied in [9, Proposition
9.1.9] when a + b > 4) or [Theorem 4.4(d). For g., as in [Theorem 4.4l(c), the condition
a; + az > 4 is necessary here, because the case a1 + a2 = 3 has Ggeom = 2Ag as shown in [9,
Theorem 9.1.8]. For [Theorem 4.4(d), we must have a; = a3 = 1, which is impossible. O
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