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FIRST COHOMOLOGY FOR FINITE GROUPS OF LIE TYPE:
SIMPLE MODULES WITH SMALL DOMINANT WEIGHTS

UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA VIGRE ALGEBRA GROUP

ABSTRACT. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0, and let G be a simple,
simply connected algebraic group defined over Fp,. Given r > 1, set ¢ = p”, and let G(Fq) be
the corresponding finite Chevalley group. In this paper we investigate the structure of the first
cohomology group H'(G(F,), L()\)) where L()) is the simple G-module of highest weight A. Under
certain very mild conditions on p and ¢, we are able to completely describe the first cohomology
group when X is less than or equal to a fundamental dominant weight. In particular, in the cases
we consider, we show that the first cohomology group has dimension at most one. Our calculations
significantly extend, and provide new proofs for, earlier results of Cline, Parshall, Scott, and Jones,
who considered the special case when A is a minimal nonzero dominant weight.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0, and let G be a simple, simply-
connected algebraic group scheme defined over [F),. Let F': G — G be the standard Frobenius map
on GG, and let F" be the r-th iterate of F. Set ¢ = p". The r-th Frobenius kernel G, of G is the
scheme-theoretic kernel of F”, and the finite Chevalley group G(F,) consists of the fixed points
in G under F". It is well-known that the representation theories of G, G, and G(F,) are interre-
lated (cf. [Hum2, [Nak]), and one can relate the cohomology theories via various spectral sequences
and limiting techniques [CPSK|, BNP]. Even with our current knowledge of these connections,
our understanding of the dimensions of first cohomology groups for finite groups with non-trivial
coefficients is limited.

In 1984, Guralnick [Gur] stated a conjecture for a universal upper bound on the dimension of first
cohomology groups for finite groups with coefficients in a faithful simple module. Since that time
counterexamples have been found to the strong form of Guralnick’s conjecture. For example, Scott
[Sco] and others have shown that there exist simple modules for finite Chevalley groups for which
the first cohomology group has dimension at least 3. Guralnick in work with Aschbacher [AG] and
Hoffman [GH] provided an upper bound on the the dimension of the aforementioned first coho-
mology group by one-half times the dimension of the given module. More recently, for semisimple
algebraic groups, Cline, Parshall and Scott have demonstrated an upper bound (depending only
on the associated root system of the group) for the first cohomology with coefficients in a simple
module. Further work along these lines is provided in [PS2]. Results in the cross characteristic case
for the dimension of the first cohomology group were proved by Guralnick and Tiep [GT]J.

In this paper we investigate the structure of the cohomology group H'(G(F,), L()\)) where L(\)
is a simple G(F;)-module. In order to understand how the corresponding algebraic group and
Lie algebra cohomology are related to this computation we use the powerful filtration techniques
developed by Lin and Nakano [LN] and extended more recently by Friedlander [Eri] using the idea

Date: May 21, 2018.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 20G10; Secondary 20G05.

The members of the University of Georgia VIGRE Algebra Group are Brian D. Boe, Adrian M. Brunyate, Jon F.
Carlson, Leonard Chastkofsky, Christopher M. Drupieski, Niles Johnson, Benjamin F. Jones, Wenjing Li, Daniel K.
Nakano, Nham Vo Ngo, Duc Duy Nguyen, Brandon L. Samples, Andrew J. Talian, Lisa Townsley, and Benjamin J.
Wyser.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1010.1203v3

2 UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA VIGRE ALGEBRA GROUP

of Weil restriction. This approach enables us to employ knowledge about the geometry of the flag
variety G/B, in particular, Andersen’s famous results [And| on the socle of the sheaf cohomology
group H1(G/B, L(u)) for u an arbitrary weight.

With our machinery we are able to give a complete description of H!(G(F,), L(\)) when p > 2
for ® = A,, D, p > 3 for ® = B, C,, Eg, E7, Fy, Go, p > 5 for ® = Eg, ¢ > 3, and A
is a fundamental dominant weight. Under certain additional mild restrictions we can improve
these results to calculate this cohomology group when A is less than or equal to a fundamental
dominant weight. In particular, we show under these restrictions that if A is less than or equal to
a fundamental dominant weight, then dim H'(G(F,), L()\)) < 101 One can view our results in the
framework of Guralnick’s conjecture on the size of the first cohomology group when the coefficient
module is taken in a certain subcollection of simple modules.

Our work extends the seminal results of Cline, Parshall and Scott [CPSI1], of Jones [Jon|, and
of Jones and Parshall [JP], where they considered the special case that A is a minimal nonzero
dominant weight. The computations in |[CPS1] were used in Wiles’ proof of Fermat’s Last Theo-
rem [Wil] to show that certain deformation spaces of modular forms and elliptic curves have the
same dimension. Our work uses completely different methods than those in [CPS1] and may have
connections and uses for other number theoretic questions.

1.2. Main results. The main results of the paper are stated below. Let k be an algebraically
closed field of characteristic p > 0, and let G be a simple, simply-connected algebraic group over
k, which is defined over the field F,, and with associated root system ®. Let » > 1 and set ¢ = p".
For a complete explanation of notation, see Section [L.3l

Cline, Parshall, Scott and van der Kallen [CPSK| Theorem 7.4] proved that the restriction map
HY (G, L(\)) — HY(G(F,), L()\)) is injective when X is a p"-restricted weight (i.e., A\ € X,.(T)). Our
first main result, proved in Section [4.1], is that the restriction map is an isomorphism when X is less
than or equal to a fundamental dominant weight, and when the prime p satisfies some fairly mild
restrictions depending on the root system.

Theorem 1.2.1. Assume that p > 2 when ® = A,,, D,,, p > 3 when ® = B,,, C,, Eg, E7, Fy, G,
and p > 5 when ® = Fg. Suppose A < w; for some j. If ¢ > 3, then the restriction map

res : HY(G, L(\)) — HY(G(F,), L(\))
18 an isomorphism.

With this isomorphism we are able to compute the cohomology for G(IF,) with coefficients in a
simple module having fundamental highest weight.

Theorem 1.2.2. Assume that p > 2 when ® = A,,, D,,, p > 3 when ® = B,,, C,,, Eg, E7, Fy, G,
and p > 5 when ® = Eg. Suppose ¢ > 3. Then H'(G(F,), L(w;)) = 0 except for the following cases:
(a) @ has type Cp, n >3, (n+1) = ZZ:O bip’ with 0 < b; < p and by # 0, and \ = w; with
j = 2b;p’ for some 0 < i <t with b; # 0;
(b) ® is of type E7, p="T and j = 6.
In both cases (a) and (b), we have H'(G(F,),L(\)) = k.

Theorem is proved for the classical groups in Section Bl and for the exceptional groups in
Section [Bl Our techniques are also applicable to the case when the simple coefficient module has
highest weight less than or equal to a fundamental dominant weight. To obtain complete results,
we must enlarge the prime to p > 7 for the cases & = Fr, Eg.

Theorem 1.2.3. Let A € X(T')4 be such that A < w; for some j. Assume that ¢ > 3 and

Lour techniques can also be employed to make calculations for larger dominant weights, provided that one either
possesses more detailed information about the structure of the cohomology group Hl(Ul7 L(A)), or that one imposes
stronger restrictions on p and q.
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p>2 if ® has type A,, Dy;
p >3 if ® has type By, C,, Eg, Fy, Go; and
p>T7 if ® has type E7 or Eg.

Then HY(G(F,), L(\)) = 0 except for the following cases, in which H'(G(F,), L(\)) = k.

(a) @ has type Cp,, n >3, (n+1) = ZZ:O bip' with 0 < b; < p and by # 0, and X\ = w; with
§ = 2b;p® for some 0 <1 <t with b; # 0.

(b) ® has type Fy, p =13, and A\ = 2wy.

(c) @ has type E7, p =19, and A = 2w; .

(d) ® has type Eg, p =31, and A = 2ws.

Theorem [[.2.3] is proved in Section [Gl

1.3. Definitions and notation. Much of the notation used here for algebraic groups is standard
and can be found in [Jan2]. Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 2, and let
G be a simple, simply-connected algebraic group over k. Let T" C G be a maximal torus, defined
and split over [F,,, and let ® be the root system of 7'in G. Let A = {aq,...,a,} C ® be a set of
simple roots in ®, and let ®+ and ®~ be the corresponding systems of positive and negative roots
in ®. In this paper we use the ordering of the simple roots given in [Huml], following Bourbaki.
Let B C G be the Borel subgroup of GG containing 7" that corresponds to ®~, and let U C B be the
unipotent radical of B. Write W for the Weyl group of ®, and let wgy be the longest element in W.

Let E be the Euclidean space spanned by ®. It possesses a W-invariant inner product, denoted by
(+,-). Given a € @, write a¥ = 2a/(«, ) for the corresponding coroot. Let o be the highest short
root in ®, and set p = 3 > -4+ . Then the Coxeter number associated to ® is h = (p, aj)+1. The
weight lattice X (T') is the Z-span in E of the set of fundamental dominant weights {w1,...,w,},
which are defined by the equations (w;, af) = d; ; (Kronecker delta). Given A € X(T') and w € W,
write A — wA for the usual action of W on X(T'), and write w - A = w(A + p) — p for the dot
action of W on X (7). The weight lattice is partially ordered by the relation u < X if A — p is a
nonnegative integral combination of simple roots. Write X (7'), for the set of dominant weights in
X(T), and X, (T) for the set of p"-restricted dominant weights in X (7).

Let F' : G — G be the Frobenius morphism of G. For r > 1 and ¢ = p", set G(F,) = GF", the
fixed-point subgroup of G under the r-th iterate F" : G — G, and set G, = ker F", the scheme-
theoretic kernel of the map F" : G — G. For H C G a closed F-stable subgroup (scheme) of G,
write H(F,) = H" and H, = ker(F"|y : H — H). Since T', B and U are closed F-stable subgroups
of G, there are finite subgroups B(F,), U(F,), and T'(F,) of G(F,), and the finite subgroup schemes
B,., U,, and T, of G,.

Set u = Lie(U), the Lie algebra of U. Then u is a p-restricted Lie algebra over k, and there
exists a p-restricted Lie algebra ug, over I, obtained via reduction mod p from a Chevalley basis
for u, such that u = up, ®p, k. Set up, = up, ®F, Fy. Let u(u) be the restricted enveloping
algebra of u. Then wu(u) is isomorphic to Dist(U;), the algebra of distributions on the finite group
scheme U; [Jan2, 1.9.6(4)]. The category of U;-modules is naturally equivalent to the category of
Dist(U7) = u(u)-modules [Jan2, 1.8.6]. Henceforth, given a u(u)-module (equivalently, a U;-module)
M, we often identify without further comment the spaces H®(u(u), M) and H*(Uy, M).

Write mod(G) to denote the category of rational G-modules. Then any M € mod(G) is by
restriction also a module for G(Fy), G,, U,, etc. Given A\ € X (T4, let L(\) be the simple rational
G-module of highest weight A\. If A € X, (T), then L(\) remains simple upon restriction to G(Fy)
and upon restriction to G, [Hum2, Theorems 2.5 and 2.11].
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2. AN ANALYSIS OF 1-COHOMOLOGY FOR ALGEBRAIC GROUPS, FINITE GROUPS, AND LIE
ALGEBRAS

Let M be a finite dimensional rational G-module. In this section we relate the first cohomology
group Hl(G(IFq), M) for G(F,) to the corresponding cohomology groups for the algebraic groups G
and U and the Frobenius kernel U;. When M = L(\) with A less than or equal to a fundamental
dominant weight, we obtain a vanishing criterion for H!(G(FF,), M) in terms of cohomology for Uj.
Throughout Section 2] we will assume that p is excellent for the root system ® (cf. [LN| Section
1.4]), that is, p # 2 when ® = B,,, Cy,, Fy, and p > 3 in type G5. Note that p is excellent whenever
the requirements on p stated in the main results are satisfied.

2.1. Reduction to Sylow p-subgroups. The first step in establishing the relationship between
the cohomology groups H'(G(F,), M) and H'(U;, M) is to consider a suitable subspace of the
cohomology for the finite subgroup U(F,) of G(F,). Since U(F,) is a Sylow p-subgroup of G(F,),
the restriction homomorphism H*(G(F,), M) — H*(U(F,), M) is injective [Eve, Proposition 4.2.2].
The torus T'(F,) acts on the groups G(F,) and U(F,) by conjugation, and the conjugation actions
together with the defining action of T'(F,) on M induce actions of T'(F,) on H*(G(F,), M) and
H*(U(F,), M). The restriction map in cohomology is then a homomorphism of T'(F,)-modules. For
any group G’ and any kG’-module N, the inner automorphisms of G’ all induce the identity map on
H*(G’, N) [Evel Proposition 4.1.1]. Then T'(IF,) acts trivally on H*(G(F,), M), and the restriction
homomorphism defines for each n > 0 an injective map

(2.1.1) H"(G(F,), M)

res

= H(U(F,), M)"E),

2.2. Weil restriction. The next step in establishing the relationship between G(F)-cohomology
and Uj-cohomology is to relate cohomology for the finite group U(F,) to cohomology for a suitable
restricted Lie algebra. For this we need the Weil restriction functor constructed by Friedlander.

Definition 2.2.1. [Fri, Definition 1.4] Let » > 1 and set ¢ = p". Then the Weil restriction
Ry, r,(ur,) of the F,-Lie algebra up, is the F)-Lie algebra obtained by viewing the underlying
[F4-vector space of up, as an Fy-vector space, and by viewing the [Fy-bilinear bracket on up, as an
[Fp-bilinear map on the underlying Fj-vector space. The Weil restriction Ry, /r, (up,) is made a
p-restricted Lie algebra by considering the p-restriction operator on up, as a p-restriction operator
on the underlying F,-vector space.

Proposition 2.2.2. [Exi, Proposition 1.7] Let r > 1 and set ¢ = p". Then Ry, /w,(Ur,) ®F, k = u®”
as p-restricted Lie algebras over k.

Proof. Write up, ®r, Fy = (ur, ®r, Fq) ®r, Fq = up, @, (F; ®F, Fy). This identification is an
isomorphism of p-Lie algebras, where the Lie bracket and p-operation on ur, ®r, (F, ®F, F,) are
defined by [x®a,y®b] = [7,y]® (ab) and (z®a)P! = 2P @ aP. Here 2,y € up, and a,b € F, @, F,.
Now F, ®p, F, = (Fy)*" as an Fg-algebra. To see this, write F; = F,[a] for some a € F,, and
let f € F,[t] be the minimal polynomial of a over F,, so deg(f) = r. Then F, = F,[t]/(f), and
F, ®F, Fq 2 Fy[t]/(f). But f splits over Fy, so Fy[z]/(f) = (Fg)*". Now

up, ®F, (Fq ®r, Fg) = ur, ®F, (Fq)*" = (ur )er

q

as p-restricted Lie algebras over F,. Extending scalars to k, one gets Ry, /r, (ur,) ®F, k = w0

There exists a natural embedding ¢ : up, = Ry, /F, (ur,) of F)-Lie algebras corresponding to the
fact that up, is naturally an Fj-vector subspace of up,. Explicitly, ur, identifies with the subspace
ur, ®r, 1 of up, ®r, Fy = Ry, /r, (ur,). Extending scalars to k, one obtains an embedding

L ®IF'p k:uZ Up, ®IF'p k—> RFQ/Fp(qu) ®IF'p k= u@’",
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which is just the diagonal embedding of u into u®”. To see this, observe that an element z € up, Cu
maps under t®, k to z®r, (1®F, 1) € up, ®r, (FqQF, k) = Rr, /¥, (ur,)®r, k, and 1®r,1 € F,®Qr, k
is the sum of the 7 primitive orthogonal idempotents that yield the decomposition F, ®@p, k = k™",
There also exists a surjection Ry, /r, (Ur,) ®F, k = up, O, (Fy®F, k) — up, ®r, k = uinduced by the
natural multiplication map IF, ®p, k — k. This surjection then identifies with the r-fold addition
map u®” — u. From now on, it will be convenient to denote the Weil restriction Ry, /F, (up,) simply
by up,. Then u(up, ®F, k) = u(u®").

The groups T'(F,) and T'(F;) act on up, and ur,, respectively, by the adjoint action, and the
embedding ugp, < up, is a homomorphism of 7'(IF,)-modules. Upon scalar extension to k, the T'(F)-
module homomorphism ug, < ug, lifts to a T-module homomorphism ug, ®r, k < ur, ®r, k, which
under the identifications ur, ®p, k¥ = u and up, QF, k = u®" is just the usual adjoint action of 7.

2.3. The gr operation. Set A = kU(F,), the group algebra over k of U(F,), and let I C A
be the augmentation ideal of A. Then the powers of I form a multiplicative filtration of A. Set
gr A = @,-o(I*/IT1), the associated graded ring. By [LN, Theorem 2.3], gr A is isomorphic as a
Hopf algebra to u(ur, ®r, k). The isomorphism is a map of T(F,)-modules, where T'(F,) acts on
U(F,) by conjugation, and the action of T'(F,) on u(ur, ®r, k) is the one described in Section

Let M be a kU (F,)-module and define gr M = @~ , M; where M; = I*.M/I"*1 M. Then gr M is
naturally a graded module for the graded algebra gr A 2 u(ug ,®r, k). We now follow the discussion
in [PS1, Section 2]. Let N and @ be kU (FF;)-modules, and let

0-k3Q—-N—-0

represent a non-split extension in Extllj(]Fq)(N , k), which means that Imo C I.Q). Since gr takes
surjections to surjections, we have by [PSI] Section 2] an extension

0—>k:i,>grQ—>ng—>0.

The resulting extension is non-split because Im o’ C P, Qi- Therefore, we get an injective map
gr
Exty e,y (N, k) < Extg, 4(gr N, k).

If N is also a B(IF;)-module then grN is a gr A x T'(F,;)-module and this map also induces an
injection on the space of T'(IF,) fixed points:

(231) EXt%](IFq) (N7 k)T(Fq) g EXtérA(gr N, k)T(Fq)-

2.4. Let A be as in the previous section. If M is a finite dimensional B-module, then there
exists a (weight) filtration, M = FOM O F'M D ..., defined in [LN| Section 2.4], such that
I"FiM C F*"M. The associated graded module g M is a gr A-module. Note that gF M might
not coincide with gr M. However, in the cases we consider the two filtrations will give rise to the
same module.

We have an isomorphism of algebras gr A = u(up, ®F, k) = uw(u®"). If M is a rational B-module,
then the linear isomorphism M — gF M is an isomorphism of u(u®")-modules, where the action on
gr M is given by gr A, and the action of u(u®") on M is the k-linear extension of the restriction of
the rational action of U to up, regarded as a Lie algebra over [, (cf. [LN|, Proposition 2.4] and [Fri,
Theorem 4.3]). Put another way, u(u®") acts on M via the surjection u(u®") — u(u) discussed in
Section composed with the natural action of u(u) on M. In particular, the normal subalgebra
of u(u®") that is isomorphic to u(u) and that corresponds to the first component of the direct sum
u®" acts on M via the natural action of u(u) on M.

We can now give via Lie algebra cohomology an upper bound for the dimension of H! (G (Fq), M)
when M is in mod(G).
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Theorem 2.4.1. Let M be a finite dimensional rational G-module. Then

dim H' (G(F,), M) < dim H' (u(u®"), M)T(Fa).
Proof. First observe that dim HY(G(F,), M) < dim H'(U(F,), M)"®) by @II), so we are left to
show that dim H'(U(F,), M)T®a) < dim H (u(u®"), M)TFa). Also, recall that gr A is isomorphic
as a Hopf algebra to u(up, ®r, k). The isomorphism is a map of T'(IF,)-modules, where T'(F,) acts
on U(F,) by conjugation, and the action of T'(IF;) on u(ur, ®F, k) is described in Section

From [LN, Theorem 3.2] we get the May spectral sequence

(24.1) By = HH (u(u®), M)y = HH (U(F,), M),

where we are identifying gr A with u(u®") and M with gr M. The differentials of ([2.4.1]) are T'(F,)-
module homomorphisms. The finite group T'(F,) = (qu)” is semisimple over k, so the fixed point

functor (—)Ta) is exact. Then applying (—)7Fe) to (ZZI), we obtain the new spectral sequence
(2.4.2) E;J _ (Hi-l-j(u(u@r)’M)(i))T(Fq) N Hi+j(U(Fq)7L()\))T(1Fq)_
Then HY(U(F,), M)TFa) is a subquotient of H! (u(u®"), M)TFa). In particular,

dim HY (U (F, ), M)TED < dim B (ufu"), 1Y), .

2.5. Let N be a G-module, and let I' denote the following composition of maps:
(25.1)  Extgy (N k) = Extiyg (N, k)TF) < Bxty, 4 (gr N, k)TF0) — Extyy, (gr N, k)70

For the last map we are identifying gr A with w(u®"), and considering the map in cohomology
induced by the inclusion of u(u) into the first component of u(u®") (i.e., induced by the inclusion
of u into the first component of u®"). We have also identified the cohomology groups for u(u) with
those for U; [Jan2l 1.8.6, 1.9.6]. We will next prove that if N = L(A\)* with A € X;(T), then the
composition of maps (Z5.)) fits into a commutative square of first cohomology groups.

Theorem 2.5.1. Let A € X;(T'). Then there exists a commutative diagram
HY(G, L)  ———  HY(U,LA)"

(2.5.2) resl s l
Hl(G(Fq)vL()‘)) T) Hl(Ul,L()\))T(]Fq)

where ' is obtained by setting N = L(\)* in (Z51). Furthermore, if A < w; and q > 3, then I is
mjective.

Proof. First observe that if M is a rational B-module such that M is generated as a u(u)-module
by a highest weight vector, then gr M = gr M as a u(u®")-module. This can be seen by analyzing
the action of root subgroups (as in the proof of [LN| Proposition 2.4]) to show that the (weight)
filtration coincides with the radical filtration on M. In particular, this applies when M = L(\)
with A € X1(7T).

The commutativity of the diagram reduces to proving that if

0—>k:—>Q3>L(>\)—>0
is a nonsplit extension of rational B-modules, then the extension of gr A-modules
0—=>k—gr@ —grL(A\)—0

is equivalent to the extension obtained via restriction (to ug,) of u(u®")-modules.

Let ¢ : Q@ — L(\) be the map of B-modules given above. Let ¢; : @ — L()\) denote the
restriction of ¢ by considering @Q and L()) as u(u®")-modules, and let ¢ : gr Q@ — gr L()\) be the
induced map of gr A-modules, which is also a surjection. By the preceding paragraph we have
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gr@ = gr @ (because @ is generated by a highest weight vector, namely, the inverse image under
¢ of a highest weight vector in L(\), or else the sequence splits) and gr L(\) = gf L(\). Let
9 : Q — gr@ (resp. 93 : L(\) — gr L(A)) be the isomorphism described in the preceding section.
By checking on weight spaces (cf. [LNl Proposition 2.4]) one can show that we have a commutative
diagram of gr A-modules:

Q 25 LK)

(2.5.3) 6{ ‘hl
grQ —— g L(A).

This proves the equivalence of the extensions.

Recall that I' is a composition of maps. All the maps are injective except possibly the restriction
map:

res : H (w(u®"), L(A)TF) — H (u(u), L(A))TE,

We shall prove that this map is injective under the assumption that A < w; and ¢ > 3. The
statement clearly holds for » = 1, in which case res is the identity, so we can assume that r > 1.

Consider now the Lyndon-Hochschild-Serre (LHS) spectral sequence for u(up, ®r, k) = u(u®")
and its normal subalgebra u(u) (i.e., the subalgebra corresponding to the first component of u®"):

By = H' (u(u®™ V), B (u(w), L(A)) = H™H (u(®), L(V)).
As before, we can take T'(IF,)-invariants to obtain a new spectral sequence with Es-page (E;j )T (Ea),
Then the 5-term exact sequence of the new spectral sequence has initial terms

0 — (EY)TED —y 1 (uu®r), L(A)TED) — (BSHTE),

Here (Eg’l)T(Fq) identifies with a subspace of H! (u(u), L(\))TFa),

It remains to show that (E21 NT(Fq) — 0. We have

H® (u(u), L(A)) 2 Homy, ) (k, L(A)) = Homyy, (k, L(A)) 2 wo

as a T-module because A € X;(T') [Jan2l 11.3.12]. Then E%’O >~ H (u(u® D), k) ® wo), where we
have pulled out the weight woA because it is trivial as a module for u(u®=1). Since u(u®r—1)) =
u(w)® D we have H*(u(u®—Y) k) = H*(u(u),k)®—D = H* (U, k)1 by [ML, Theorem
X.7.4]. Tn particular, H' (u(u® V) k) = @'~ H (U, k). Now (EQI’O)T(]FQ) # 0 only if there exists
a weight 3 of T in H'(Uy, k) such that 8+ wo € (¢ — 1)X(T). If 3 is a weight of T in H' (U, k),
then 5 € A by LemmaB3 I below. But if 8 € A and A < wj, then f+woA ¢ (¢—1)X(T") whenever
q > 3. Hence, (E%’O)T(FQ) = 0, and consequently I' is injective. O

2.6. The injectivity of the map I" allows us to state the following vanishing result that will be used
throughout the paper.

Corollary 2.6.1. Let L(\) be a simple G-module with A < w; and suppose g > 3. Then
(a) dimH'(G(F,), L(A)) < dimH' (U, L(A)TF9), and
(b) if HY(Uy, L(X)TFa) = 0, then HY(G(F,), L(\)) = 0.

Remark 2.6.2. When \ = 0, we have H'(G, k) = H'(B, k) = HY{(G(F,), k) = AUy, k)T ) = 0.
Indeed HY(G, k) = HY(B, k) = 0 by [Jan2, 11.4.11]. By Lemma B3I below, the weights of H! (U7, k)
are simple roots, and none of these is T'(F,)-invariant if ¢ > 3. (The only T'(F3)-invariant simple
roots occur when @ is of type A; or By.) The vanishing of H'(G(F,), k) now follows from Corollary
2.6.1(b). The vanishing of H'(G(F,), k) can also be proved directly by an argument using the
Frattini subgroup.
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Because of the above remark, we may henceforth restrict our attention to A # 0.

3. COHOMOLOGY FOR THE FROBENIUS KERNEL Uj

In this section we study the cohomology group H(Uy, L())) of Theorem 5.1l Eventually we will
specialize to the case where A is less than or equal to a fundamental dominant weight. Throughout
this section, we maintain the standing assumption that p > 2.

3.1. Weight spaces in the socle of U; cohomology. Given A € X(T'), set \* = —wpA. Observe
that the involution A — A\* restricts to involutions on A and X;(7). In particular, if A € X;(T)
is less than or equal to a fundamental dominant weight, then so is A\*. Also, Ethljl (L(N\), k) =
Extyy, (k, L(A*)) = H'(Uy, L(A\*)), so understanding the T'(F,)-invariants in Ext(, (L(A), k) will
enable us to apply Theorem [2.5.] to study cohomology for G(F,). Our first step is to analyze
the socle of Extlljl (L(M\), k) as a B/U; = (U/Uy) x T-module.
Every simple rational B/U;-module is one-dimensional of T-weight —u — pv for some u € X3 (T)
and some v € X(7T'). The dimension of the (—u — pr)-isotypic component in the socle of a ra-
tional B/U;-module M is equal to dim Homp /Ul(—ﬂ — pv, M). Then to compute the socle of
Exty;, (L(\), k) as a B/Uj-module, it suffices to consider, for 4 € X (T') and v € X(T), the dimen-
sions of the Hom-spaces
Homp,y, (—p — pv, Extyy, (L), k)) = Homp y, (k, Extyy, (L(A), k) © (1 + pv))

(3.1.1) > Hompy, (k, Extyy, (L(A), u + pv))

= Homp,p, (k, Homr, (k, Extyy, (L(), 1+ pv)))
(

= Hom g, (k, Extp, (L(A), p + pv)).

1

Here we have used the fact that 77 = B;/U; is a normal subgroup scheme in B/U; with quotient
B/Bj. The last isomorphism follows by applying the LHS spectral sequence for the group extension
1 — Uy — By — T1 — 1 and using the fact that modules over T} = B; /U; are completely reducible.

Lemma 3.1.1. Suppose p > 2. Let \,u € X1(T), and let v € X(T). Then

Extp(LA), p+pv) if A p
0 if A= .

Proof. First suppose that A = p. Since B; acts trivially on pr, one has

HomB/U1(_:u’ — pv, Ethlfl (L()\)7k)) = {

Extg, (L(\), A+ pr) = Extp (L(\),\) ® pv =0

by [And, Theorem 3.4]. Then Hompg,y, (—p — pv, Extzljl(L()\), k)) = 0 by (311). So assume that
A # u, and consider the LHS spectral sequence

Ey? = Bxtyyp, (k, Bxty, (L), i+ pv)) = Bxty? (L), + pr).
It gives rise to the 5-term exact sequence
(3.1.2) 0= By = Exth(L(\), p+pv) = By = E3° — Bs.

One has Homp, (L(\), p+pr) = Homp, (L(N), u) @ pv = 0 because A # p. (Since A\, p € X;(T), any
homomorphism must map the highest weight space L(\)y to zero because A and p are not congruent
modulo pX (T'), and L(\) is generated as a Uj-module by its highest weight space [Jan2| 11.3.14].)
Then E%’O = Eg’o =0, and Hompy, (—p — pv, Ext{r, (L(A), k)) = Eg’l >~ Exth(L(\),p+pv). O
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Remark 3.1.2. One may have Exth(L()\), u+pr) # 0 but Homp i, (—p—pv, Extlljl (L(N), k) =0.
Indeed, let A = p € X1(T), let @ € A, and take v = —a. Then Extj (L(A), n + pr) = 0 as in the
proof of the lemma, so in ([B.1.2]) one has Eg’l = 0. Then Eé’o >~ Exth(L(\), p + pv). Now

E21,0 o EthB/Bl (k,Homp, (L(N),\) ® pv)
= EthlB/Bl(kvp’/) because Homp, (L(A), \) = k,
>~ BExth(k, —a) 2k by [Andl, Corollary 2.4].

Corollary 3.1.3. Suppose p > 2, and let X\ € X{(T). Then the restriction map Exth(L()\), k) —
Ext{;, (L(N), k)T s an injection.

Proof. Tf A = 0, then ExtL(L()\), k) = 0 by Remark[Z6.2) so assume A # 0. By the proof of Lemma
BT (with 4 = v = 0), we have Ext}(L()), k) = Exty, (L(A), k)B/Ur C Ext{; (L(N), k)T Fa). O

3.2. Structure of the socle. We can now describe the socle of Ext(; (L()), k) as a B/U;-module.
Given weights A\, u € X(T'), write A 1 p for the order relation on X (7") defined in [Jan2| I1.6.4].

Theorem 3.2.1. Suppose p > 2, and let A € X1(T). Then

s0CR /1, EX‘E%]l (L(N\), k) = EB —Sa A EB (—0)®me
acA ot
()‘70‘\/)#17_1 ceX(T)+
where m, = dim Ext},(L(\), HY(o)).

Proof. Let p € X1(T) with u # A, and let v € X(T'). Then by Lemma [3.1.1] the simple summands
in socp, Exty, (L(), k) have the form —pu—pv, and occur with multiplicity dim Extj(L(A), p+pv).
So suppose —p—pv occurs as a summand in socp Ex‘c%]1 (L(M), k). First suppose p+pr € X(T)4,
so also v € X(T')4. Then by Kempf’s vanishing theorem [Jan2| I1.4.5] and [Jan2, 1.4.5],

Exth (L), p + pr) = Extg (L), HO(u + pv)).

This space is non-zero by assumption, so p + pr T A by [Jan2, 11.6.20]. Conversely, let o € X (T')+
with o T A. Then o < A. If 0 = A, then m, = 0 by [Jan2| I1.6.20], so assume that o # A. Write
o=p+pv with p € Xy(T) and v € X(T)4. If A = u, we would have A + pr < A, and hence
pv < 0, a contradiction, because 0 # pv € X (T')+ and every dominant weight is a positive rational
combination of simple roots. Thus, we conclude for all o € X(7T); with o 1 A that —o occurs as a
summand in socp/, Ext(lj1 (L(X), k) with multiplicity m,.

Now suppose that p~+pr ¢ X (T')4. Then from the first case of [And, Proposition 2.3] we conclude
that u +pv = s, - A for some o € A, and that dim Exth(L()), s - A) = 1. Observe that the second
case of the cited proposition cannot occur here because, by assumption, pu, A € X1(7') and p # A.
If p+pv = s4 - A and p # A, then necessarily (\,a) # p — 1. Conversely, if (A, ") # p — 1, then
Sq - A has the form p+ pr with p € X1 (T), v € X(T), and p # A. Thus, we conclude for all o € A
with (A, a") # p — 1 that —s, - A occurs once as a summand in socp g, Extbl(L()\), k). O

Corollary 3.2.2. Suppose p > 3 if ® is of type E7, Es, or Fy, and p > 2 otherwise. Let A\ € X(T')+
with A < wj for some j. Then

socp/u, Extllh (L(N), k) = EB —Sa AD EB (—0)®me,
aEA aTA
O'EX(T)+

Proof. One can verify from the lists in Section [Z.1] that for all « € A, (\,a") #p — 1. O
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It is interesting to note that the contribution to the socle of Extllh (L(A), k) comes from two
sources. The factors in the first direct summand seem to come from Kostant’s classical theo-
rem for the cohomology of complex semisimple Lie algebras, while for p large, the multiplicities
dim Exty(L()\), H(o)) of the other factors arise as coefficients of Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials.
In the special case when the Weyl module V'(\) is simple, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2.3. Suppose p > 2 and X\ € X1(T). If L(\) = V()), then

soCR /1, Extlljl (LN, k) = EB —Sq " A
aEA

Proof. Apply the vanishing result Ext{,(V()\), H(o)) = 0 of [Jan2, 11.4.13] to Corollary O

3.3. Constraints on weights. Next we examine the structure of M := Extllh (L(\), k) as a B/U;-
module. We are interested in cases for which the socle of M is equal to the entire module.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let V be a finite dimensional rational B-module. Let p be a weight of T in
Extbl(V, k) = HY U, V*). Then p =8 — v for some 3 € A and some weight v of V.

Proof. First, if p is a weight of T in H' (U1, V*), then pu is also a weight of T in HY(Uy, k) @ V*
by the argument in [UGAL §2.5]. Also, the weights of V* are precisely {—v : V,, # 0}. Next, write
Dist(Uy)+ for the augmentation ideal of the algebra Dist(U;). By inspecting the low degree terms in
the cobar resolution computing H®(Uy, k) = H®*(Dist(U), k), one sees that H'(Uy, k) is a T-module
subquotient of the space Homy,(Dist(Uy), /(Dist(U1) )2, k). The T-weights of the latter space are
precisely the simple roots in A. O

For any p € X(T'), consider the injective hull I(x) of p in the category of rational B/U;-modules.
Set Q = @oen [(—5a - A) © D ypp [(—0)P™e. We have socpy, M = socg,y, Q by Corollary B.2.2)
so there exists an injection M < Q. To show that socg,;, M = M, it suffices to show that no
weight from the second socle layer of @) can be a weight of M. (Recall that the second socle layer of
Q is defined as socgy, (Q/socp/y, Q).) For p € X, one has I(u) = k[U/U1] ® pu as a B/Ui-module
by [Jan2| 1.3.11], where k[U/U;| denotes the coordinate ring of the unipotent group U/U;.

Lemma 3.3.2. The second socle layer of the B/Uy-module I(n) consists of one-dimensional mod-
ules of the form p+ p™~y with v € A and m > 0.

Proof. Tt suffices to describe the second socle layer of the B/U;-module I(0) = k[U/U;]. Let

05 kSI0) 8L 51—
be a minimal injective resolution of the B/Uj-module k. Then soc Iy = soc(I(0)/soc I(0)). Also,
for all v € X(T) and all i > 0, one has Homp,y;, (v, I;) = Exty iy, (v, k) = H'(B/Uy, —v). In partic-
ular, the weight v occurs in the second socle layer of 1(0) with multiplicity dim Hompg,;, (v, I1) =
dim HY(B/Uy, —v). Now consider the LHS spectral sequence
EY =HY(B/U,, (U1, —v)) = H™(B, —v).
It gives rise to the 5-term exact sequence
0 — HY(B/U;,—v) = HY(B, —v) = Ey' — E° = B,

By [And,, Corollary 2.4], H(B, —v) = 0 unless v = p™~ for some v € A and some m > 0. Then the
weight v occurs in the second socle layer of I(0) only if v = p™~ for some v € A and some m > 0.
But the weights of T" in I(0) = k[U/U;] = k[UM] are all divisible by p, so if ¥ = p™~ occurs in the
second socle layer of I(0), then necessarily m > 0. O
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Set Qkos = Paca I(—5a - ), a submodule of Q. By Lemmas B.3.1 and B.3.2), if the second socle
layer of Qkos contains a vector of the same weight as a vector in M, then —s, - A+ p™"y =8 —v
for some a, 8,7 € A, some m > 0, and some weight v of L(\). Equivalently,

(3.3.1) A—v=—-B+A+pa)a+pmy.
Since v < ), the right-hand-side of (3.3.J]) must be an element of N®*. Since «, 3,7 are simple
roots, this implies that 5 € {a,~}.

Given J C A, let H()\) be the induced module of highest weight A for the standard Levi
subgroup L; of G; see [Jan2, 11.5.21]. Then

(3.3.2) HY(N) = €@ H' (Mo
0eNT
by [Jan2l I1.5.21]. Suppose equation (3.3.1]) holds. Then
(3.3.3) v=A—[-8++pa)a+p")

Since v is a weight of L()), and hence also of H°()\), we conclude from (3:3.2]) that v must be a
weight of HY(\) for some J C A with |J] < 2.

Now set Qkr = P o L (—o)®™me . As before, if the second socle layer of Qk1, contains a vector
of the same weight as a vector in M, then

(3.3.4) —o+pty=8-v

for some dominant weight o € X(7T'); with o 1 A, some ~, 5 € A, some integer m > 0, and some
weight v of L()). Taking the inner product with the dual root vV, we get

(3.3.5) (=) + (0,7Y) =p™(7,7") = (B,77) =20 = (B,7Y),
and hence
(3.3.6) (=,7) + (0,7Y) = 2p™ — 2.

3.4. Semisimplicity of U; cohomology. We can now give conditions under which the Ext-group
Exty, (L(A), k) is semisimple as a B/U;-module, that is, Ext{; (L(X), k) = soc/u, Extr, (L(A), k).

Theorem 3.4.1. Let A € X(T)4 with A < w; for some fundamental weight w;. Assume that

p>2 if ® has type A,, Dp;
p>3 if ® has type By, Cy, Eg, E7, Fy;
p>5 if ® has type Eg or Gs.

Then as a B/Uj-module,

Extfy, (L(A), k) = socp,p, Bxty, (L(A), k) = @) —sa - A& @ (—0)®™,
acA ot

where m, = dim Extl(L(\), HO(o)).

Proof. We show that no weight in the second socle layer of Q = Qkos ® Qkr1 can be a weight of
M. First suppose that a weight from the second socle layer of Qkos is a weight of M. Then by the
discussion in Section B3] there exists a subset J = {«, 3,7} C A with |J| < 2, an integer m > 0,
and a weight v of H()\) such that A —v = =8+ (A + p,a")a + p™y. In Section we consider
the restriction of A to all root subsystems of ® of rank < 2, and in each case compute all possible
values for A — v. An elementary case-by-case analysis shows that, under the stated restrictions on
p, the equation A —v = =8+ (A + p, a")a + p™ has no solutions, so no weight in the second socle
layer of Qkos can be a weight of M.

Now suppose that a weight from the second socle layer of Qkr, is a weight of M. Note that
Qxr, = {0} in types A, and D,, by Corollary B.2.3] because in these types A < w; implies A = w;
for some i, and L(w;) = V(w;) (cf. Section [B.1]). So we may assume that ® is not type A,, or D,.
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Then by ([B.3.4]), there exist simple roots 8,7 € A, a dominant weight o € X (7)) with o 1 A, an
integer m > 0, and a weight v of L(\) such that —o + p™+y = 8 — v. Assume for the moment that
® is not of type Egs. Then by (B8.3.6) and the stated assumption on p,

(34.1) (—v,7Y) + (0,7") > 8.

Since o 1 A implies o < ), one gets (0,7") € {0,1,2,3} from the list of possible values for o in the
Appendix (Section [TI)). Then necessarily (—v,v") > 5.

Choose w € W such that & := w~y is dominant (so & will be either the highest short root or the
highest long root). Then, recalling that A* = —wpA and —wow; = w; for some ¢,

(3.4.2) (—v,7Y) = (—wr,wy’) = (—wr,a") < (—weA,a") < (—wwj,a”) = (w;, a”),

which is strictly less than 5, and leads to a contradiction. Finally, suppose ® is of type Eg with p > 5.
Then the previous argument leads to a contradiction, because ([B.4.1]) becomes (—v,v") + (o,7") >
12, whereas we still have (o,v") < 3, and ([3.4.2) demonstrates that (—v,v") < 6. O

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. An isomorphism with G cohomology. The results of Section[Blenable us to give conditions
under which the restriction map H'(G, L()\)) — H*(G(F,), L()\)) is an isomorphism, and hence
allow us to prove Theorem [[.2.1l For the sake of smoothness of exposition, we handle the case of

® of type Gs first as a separate result, because some subtleties arise there when treating the case
p = 5. Our proof of Theorem [[.2.]] for type G also establishes Theorems [[.2.2] and [[.2.3] for Gs.

Theorem 4.1.1. Suppose p > 3, ® is of type G2, and A\ < w;. Then
(a) res: HY(G, L(\)) — HYG(F,), L(\)) is an isomorphism;
(b) HY(G, L(N)) = H'(G(E,),L(})) =0

Proof. First note that part (b) implies part (a), so we will prove part (b). When A < w;, we have
L(A\) = H(\) [Janll, §4.6]. Therefore, HI(G,L( )) [Jan2 11.4.13]. From Theorem 2511 we
have an injective map from HY(G(F,), L(\)) «— H' (U1, L(\))TFa). According to Theorem BZT and
Corollary 323, we have for p > 5,

H' (U, L(X) = Extf; (L(—wo)), k) = @D —sa - (—wod) = @) —sa - A
acA aeA
We observe that the proof of Theorem B.4T] also works in the case when p > 3 and A € {0,w; }.
Now for p > 3, « € A, and A € {0,w1,ws}, the weight —s,, - A is not divisible by ¢ — 1. Thus, for
p>3and A € {0,w; }, and for p > 5 and A = wy, we have H (G(F,), L(\)) = H (U, L(\))TFa) = 0.

We now consider the case p = 5 and A\ = wy. By [Jan2l 1.9.19], there exists an injective map from
H' (U1, L(ws)) into the ordinary Lie algebra cohomology group H'(u, L(ws)). Taking T'(F,)-fixed
points yields an injection H' (U7, L(wy))T ) — HY (1, L(wy))Ta). Next observe that H'(u, L(ws))
is a T-subquotient of H'(u, k) ® L(ws) = (u/[u,u])* ® L(wsy) (cf. the proof of [UGAL Proposition
2.5.1]). The weights of (u/[u,u])* are a; and ag, and the module L(ws) is the adjoint representation.
Then when p = 5, one can show that the only T'(F,)-invariants in (u/[u,u])* ® L(w2) are the T-
invariants, and hence that H'(u, L(wy))T®a) = H' (u, L(ws))7.

Suppose H! (u, L(ws))T # 0. Then by [UGAL Theorem 2.4.1], there exist w € W and v € X (T)
such that —w - (—wows) + 5 = —w - we + 5v = 0. Then (w - wy, BY) € 5Z for all § € ®. Observe
that (w - wo, BY) = (w2 + p,w™1BY) — (p,BY) € 5Z. Set B = ap. Then B = 2a) + 3ay. This
implies that (w2 + p, w‘lag ) € 5Z. But this is a contradiction, because the possibilities for w~! oy
are {+(2a + 3ay), oy, (o) + 3a)}, and none of these have inner product with wy + p that is
divisible by 5. So H'(u, L(ws))” = 0, and hence H'(G(F,), L(w2)) = 0. O

We now prove Theorem [L2T] for the remaining Lie types.
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Proof of Theorem [I.2.1l. The case when ® is of type G5 is handled by Theorem [£.1.7], so we assume
for the remainder of the proof that ® is not of type G3. By Remark 2.6.2] we may also assume

A # 0. By Theorem [B.4.T],

H' (U1, LX) = Bxtyr, (L), k) = @ —sa - X" & @) (—0)*™,
a€A ot*

where m, = dim Exts(L(A\*), H%(c)). Note that A* = —wg) is again dominant and less than or
equal to a fundamental dominant weight. Consider —s, - \* = —\* + (A\* + p, @")a. Consulting the
lists, provided in Section [T], of dominant weights less than or equal to a fundamental dominant
weight, and using the Cartan matrix to rewrite a as a sum of fundamental dominant weights, one
can check that the coefficients of —s, - A* are not all divisible by ¢ — 1 when ¢ > 3, and hence that
the weight —s,, - \* does not contribute to the T(F,)-invariants in H'(Uy, L()\)). Consequently,

(01, L)) = @D [(-0)e 7.
oTA*

Now observe that since \* is less than or equal to a fundamental dominant weight, the only weight
o € X(T); satisfying o < \* that gives a T(IF,)-invariant in H*(Uy, L()\)) is the zero weight. Then
dim HY(Uy, L(A)T®) = my = dim HY(G, L(\)).

Consider the commutative diagram (Z5.2]). The top restriction map factors as H' (G, L(\)) —
HY(B,L(\)) — HY(U, L(\))", and both of these maps are well-known isomorphisms [Jan2l 1.6.9,
I1.4.7]. Composing the second of these with the right vertical restriction map in (25.2)) gives the
restriction HY(B, L(\)) — HY(Uy, L(A\))T®4), which (by dualizing Corollary BI3) is an injection.
Therefore, the composite restriction HY(G, L()\)) — HY(U, L(\)T — HY(Uy, L(\))TF4) is injective.
But the first and last spaces have the same dimension, mg, so the composition is an isomorphism.
Therefore the bottom map T' in (25.2) is surjective. But by Theorem 251l T' is injective, so
it is an isomorphism. Finally, we conclude that the left vertical restriction map H*(G,L(\)) —
H'(G(F,), L(\)) must also be an isomorphism. O

Remark 4.1.2. We note that there are examples for which H'(U7, L(w;))T») # 0 but for which
HI(G(FP),L(wj)) = 0. For example, suppose ® has type A,, n > 2, j = 2, and p = 3. Then
G(Fp) = SLp4+1(F3). For i # j, —sq, -wj = —wj + ;. Also, a1 = 2wy — wy. Then —s4, -wy =
2w1 —2wa = (p—1)(w1 — ws), which yields a T'(F3)-invariant in H*(Uy, L(ws)). On the other hand,
HY(G(F3), L(w2)) = 0 by [Jonl, Proposition 8.5]. So the condition ¢ > 3 is essential in type A,.

4.2. Vanishing conditions. Theorem [I.2.1]lets us reduce the problem of computing the cohomol-
ogy group H'(G(F,), L(\)) for the finite group G(IF,) to the problem of computing the corresponding
cohomology group for the full algebraic group G, where results are typically easier to obtain. In
particular, we can apply the Linkage Principle for G as well as standard facts on induced and Weyl
modules for G to deduce conditions under which the cohomology group H!(G(F,), L(\)) vanishes.

Theorem 4.2.1. Assume that p > 2 when ® is of type A, or D,, p > 5 when ® is of type Eg, and
p > 3 in all other cases. Assume that ¢ > 3. Let A € X(T')4 with A < w; for some fundamental
dominant weight w;. Then H'(G(F,), L(\)) = 0 if either L(\) = H°(\) or if A is not linked to zero
under the dot action of the affine Weyl group W,.

Proof. By Theorem [L2]] the restriction map H'(G, L()\)) — H*(G(F,), L()\)) is an isomorphism.
If L(\) = H°()\), then H (G, L(\)) = Ext,(V(0), H°(\)) = 0 for all 4 > 1 by [Jan2, 11.4.13]. If
A is not linked to zero under the dot action of the affine Weyl group W), then neither is A*, and
HY (G, L(\)) = Extly(L(A*), H°(0)) = 0 for all > 0 by [Jan2l 11.6.20]. O
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4.3. 1975 CPS result. Recall that a non-zero weight A is called minuscule if for all « € P,
(A, ) € {—1,0,1}. A list of the dominant minuscule weights for each indecomposable root system
is given in Table [l Note that the minuscule weights are all fundamental dominant weights, and
are not elements of the root lattice, as can be seen by comparing the list in Table [[l with the data
in [Humll, Table 13.1].

Type Minuscule Weights

B,  wp

Cn w1

Dn W1, Wn—1,Wn
Es w1, We

E; wr

Eg none

Fy none

G none

TABLE 1. List of minuscule weights.

We now recover results of Cline, Parshall and Scott [CPS1] for minuscule highest weights.

Corollary 4.3.1. Assume that p > 2 when ® is of type A,, or D,, p > 5 when ® is of type Eg, and
p > 3 in all other cases. Assume also that ¢ > 3. Let w; be a minuscule dominant weight. Then

H'(G(F,), L(w;)) = 0.

Proof. As wj is not an element of the root lattice Z®, it cannot be linked to zero under the dot
action of the affine Weyl group W,,. Now apply Theorem 4.2.1] O

5. RESULTS FOR CLASSICAL GROUPS

5.1. Types A,, By, D,. For the classical groups, the condition A\ < w; implies that A = 0 or that
A = w; for some 1 < i < j. We proceed to verify Theorems and [[.2.3] for the classical groups.
For types A,, By, and D,,, if p > 2 then L(\) = H°(\) = V(A) by [Jan2, 11.8.21]. Then under the
hypotheses of Theorems and [L2.3, H'(G(F,), L(\)) = 0 by Theorem EZ11

5.2. Non-vanishing in type C,. Assume that ® has type C, with n > 3. As noted in the
Appendix, A < w; implies that A = w; for some 0 < j < i (where wy := 0). Kleshchev and Sheth
[KS1l, [KS2], using results of Adamovitch on the submodule structure of the Weyl modules V(w;),
completely determine the structure H(G, L(w;)). We formulate their result as follows.

Theorem 5.2.1 (Kleshchev—Sheth). Let ® be of type C,, with n > 3 and p > 2. Write n +1 =
bo +bip+ -+ bpt with 0 < b; < p and by # 0. Then

HI(G,L(wj)) ~ k ifj= 2bipi for some 0 < i <t with b; # 0,

0 otherwise.
Proof. By [KS2, Corollary 3.6(ii)], H' (G, L(w;)) is isomorphic to either 0 or k, and is isomorphic
to k under precisely the following conditions: n+1—j =ao + a1p + - -+ + asp® where 0 < a; < p,
and j = 2(p — a;)p’ for some i such that a; > 0 and either a;4; < p—1 or j < 2p't!. But if
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j =2(p—a;)p" and a; > 0, then j = 2p**t! — 2q;p' < 2pi+1, so the “either...or...” condition is
always true and thus superfluous. Writing j = (p — 2a;)p* + p**!, we have
n+l=ayg+... + a;pt + i ptt - 4 agp®
+ (p — 2a;)p* + pitt

=ap+... + (p—a)p' + (a1 + )pTt 4+ + agp®.

This has the form given in the statement of the theorem, with 0 <b; =p —a; <p, j = 2b;p', and
at least one nonzero term beyond b;p® in the p-adic expansion of n + 1. O

Combining Theorem [.2.1] with Theorem [[L21] we obtain:

Corollary 5.2.2. Let ® be of type C,, with n >3 and p > 3. Writen + 1 =bg +bip+ --- + bp’
with 0 < b; < p and by #0. Let A € X(T')4 with A < w; for some j. Then

k if/\:wj,j:%ipi for some 0 < i <t with b; # 0,
0 otherwise.

HY(G(Fy), L(N)) = {

The vanishing of H'(G(F,), L(w;)) for j odd and p > 3 can also be seen from Theorem Z21]
since for odd j the fundamental weight w; is not in the root lattice, hence is not linked to zero
under the dot action of the affine Weyl group W,,.

6. RESULTS FOR EXCEPTIONAL GROUPS

6.1. Large prime vanishing. The results of Section @ completely compute H'(G(F,), L()\)) when
the underlying root system @ is of classical type, when p > 3 (or p > 2 and ¢ > 3 for types 4,
and D,,), and when X is less than or equal to a fundamental dominant weight. For the exceptional
types a number of open cases remain. The following lemma narrows down the list of remaining
open cases to only finitely many values of p.

Lemma 6.1.1. Let A € X(T') with A\ < wj for some fundamental dominant weight w;. Set
hy = (\, ), and suppose p > max{h + hy — 1,hy +4}. Then H'(G(F,), L()\)) = 0.

Proof. By Corollary Z6.1, it suffices to show that H'(Uy, L(\))T(F«) = 0. We will show that the
possibly larger space HY (U1, L(\))T(F») is zero.

By Lemma B3] the weights of H'(U;, L()\)) have the form 3 + v for some 8 € A and some
weight v of L()\). The weight 8 + v contributes to the T(F,)-invariants of H'(Uy, L()\)) only if
B+v=(p—1)u for some p € X(T). So suppose 5+ v = (p — 1)u. Choose y € W such that
yi € X(T)4. Then yp € ® and yv is a weight of L(A). If u # 0, then

p— 1 < (p_ 1)(y:u'7a6/) = (yﬂyag) + (yV,OéE)/) < 2+ (Aaag) = 2+h>\
if ® does not have type G2, and p—1 < 3+ h), if ® does have type G5. In either case, the inequality
contradicts the assumption p > max{h + hy — 1, h) +4} (recall that h = 6 in type G3), so we must
have y = 0. This implies that HY(Uy, L(\))TF») = HY(Uy, L(A)T.
Set u = Lie(U). By [EPL Proposition 1.1], there exists a spectral sequence of B-modules satisfying

B = S @ B (u, L(A)) = B (U1, L(V),

with E57 = 0 if i is odd. Then H' (U3, L()\)) is a T-module subquotient of H'(u, L())). We claim
that H (s, L(\))T = 0. The assumption p > h 4 hy — 1 implies for all 3 € ®* that (A + p, 3Y) < p.
Then by [UGA] Theorem 4.2.1], the weights of T in H'(u, L()\)) are precisely {—sq - A* : o € A}J

2The introduction to the paper [UGA]| states that the Borel subgroup B and its unipotent radical U should
correspond to the set of negative roots in ®. However, for the theorems to be correctly stated these groups and
the Lie algebra u = Lie(U) should correspond the set of positive roots in ®. The weights we have listed here for
H*(u, L(\)) are the correct weights when the Lie algebra u corresponds to the set of negative roots in ®.
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The weight A* = —wgA is again a dominant weight less than or equal to a fundamental dominant
weight. Now one checks for all o € A that —s, - A* # 0, and hence H*(u, L(\))” = 0. So then also
HY(U1, L) TE») = HY (U, L)Y = 0. O

6.2. Small prime vanishing. We now handle many of the smaller values for p not covered by

Lemma [6.1.11

Proposition 6.2.1. Let A € X(T); with A < wj for some j. Suppose that 3 < p < 31, ® is of
exceptional type, and p does not equal one of the primes listed next to A in the Hasse diagram for
® appearing in Section [T If ® = Fs, assume also that p > 5. Then H'(G(F,),L(\)) = 0. The
conclusion H'(G(F,), L(\)) = 0 also holds if p="7, ® = Eg, and \ = w3.

Proof. If 3 < p < 31 and p does not equal one of the primes listed next to A in the Hasse diagram
for ®, then A is not linked to zero under the dot action of the affine Weyl group W,. If p = 7,
® = Eg, and A\ = ws, then L(\) = H°(\) by [Janil §4.6]. In any case, H'(G(F,), L()\)) = 0 by
Theorem [4.2.1] O

When & is of exceptional type, the largest possible value for A + hy — 1 in Lemma [6.1.1] is 35,
which occurs for type Eg when 3wg < A < wy. Thus Lemma and Proposition [6.2.1] show that
the only cases of Theorems and [[.2.3] which we have not thus far explicitly calculated are
H'(G(F,), L(\)) when the underlying root system is of exceptional type and when the prime p is
one of those appearing next to the weight A in the Hasse diagram for ® in Section [7.1]

6.3. Non-zero cohomology groups for types F4, E7, and Eg. Let E be the Euclidean space
spanned by ®. Recall that the affine Weyl group W, is generated by the set of simple reflections
{sq : v € A} C GL(E) together with the affine reflection sg := sq,,p, which is defined for A € E by

s0(A) = A — (N, af) — p)ag = Sae(N) + pap.

Theorem 6.3.1. Suppose that one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(1) ® has type Fy and p =13, so sg -0 = 2wy;
(2) ® has type E7 and p =19, so so-0 = 2wy; or
(3) ® has type Eg and p = 31, so sp -0 = 2ws.

Then H'(G(F,), L(so - 0)) = k.

Proof. For the root systems under consideration, the involution p — p* := —wou on X(7') is the
identity, so by Theorem [L2.1}, H'(G(F,), L(so - 0)) = H' (G, L(so - 0)) = Ext(L(sp - 0), k). Now

1

; ifi=1
Extis(L(so - 0), k) {k‘ if ¢ , and

0 ifi#l

by the case w =1 of [Jan2| I1.7.19(c)]. O
The following additional non-vanishing result holds for type E7.

Theorem 6.3.2. Suppose ® has type E7 and p=7. Then Hl(G(Fq),L(wﬁ)) >~ k.

Proof. First, H'(G(F,), L(we)) = HY(G, L(ws)) by Theorem[[Z1} Next, if p = 7 then dim H°(wg) =
1+ dim L(wg) by [GS) Table, p. 414]. Equivalently, dim V(wg) = 1 + dim L(wg). The Weyl module
V(wg) has head isomorphic to L(wg), so we conclude for p = 7 that radg V(wg) = k. Then
HY(G, L(we)) = Ext(L(we), k) = k by [Jan2l 11.2.14]. O
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6.4. Vanishing via translation functors for type Eg. Suppose ® has type Eg and p = 31. Let
A € X(T)4, and suppose HY(G, L()\)) = Exts(L(A\), k) # 0. Then by [Jan2, 11.2.14], the trivial
module L(0) = k must appear as a composition factor of H°()\). We will show that this cannot
happen if A € {w7 + ws, we + wg}.

First suppose A = wy+ws. Consider the translation functor 7;®. We have Ti®(L(0)) = L(ws) by
[Jan2, 11.7.15]. Also, (sgss)-0 = wr+ws and (spss)-ws = 2wr —ws & X(T)4, so Tg® (HO (w7 +ws)) =
HY(2w7—wsg) = 0 by [Jan2, 11.7.11]. But 7§ is an exact functor, so if L(0) occurred as a composition
factor in H®(wr+ws), we would have T¢® (L(0)) = 0, a contradiction. Similarly, (sgsss7)-0 = wg+ws
and (sgsgs7) - ws = we + wr —ws ¢ X(T)4, so Ty®(HO(we + ws)) = 0, and L(0) cannot occur as a
composition factor in H%(wg + wg). We have proved:

Theorem 6.4.1. Suppose ® has type Eg and p = 31. Let \ € {w7 + ws,ws + wg}. Then
HY(G(F,), L(\) = H'(G, L(\)) = 0.

In summary, for p > 3 (and p > 5 when ® = Eg), and for A less than or equal to a fundamental
dominant weight, we have computed all cohomology groups H'(G(F,), L()\)) except for 2 cases
in type E7, A = 2wy, p = 5, and A = w9 + w7, p = 7 indicated in Figure @ and the 3 cases
A € {2w7,w1 + wr,we + wg} for p = 7 in type Eg indicated in Figure Bl In all the cases we have
computed, we have found dim H'(G(F,), L(\)) < 1.

7. APPENDIX

7.1. Hasse diagrams for fundamental weights. In this section we describe the restriction of
the partial ordering < on X (T') to the dominant weights A € X (T') satisfying A < w; for some
fundamental dominant weight w;. If ® has classical type A,, B,,Cy or D,, then all such \ are
themselves fundamental dominant weights (or 0).

Type A,. Each fundamental dominant weight w; is minimal with respect to <.

Type B;,. The weight w, is minimal with respect to <. The remaining fundamental dominant
weights satisfy w,_1 > wp_o0 > -+ > w9y > wy > 0.

Type C,. Set wg = 0. Then the fundamental dominant weights form two independent chains,
Wp > Wp—9 > Wp—q > -+ and wy_1 > wp_3 > wy_5 > - -+, with wg appearing as the smallest term
in the chain having even indices, and w; appearing as the smallest term in the chain with odd
indices.

Type D,. The weights w,, wy_1, and w1 are minimal with respect to <. The remaining funda-
mental dominant weights satisfy wy,_o > wnp_3 > -+ > wy.

Exceptional types. The Hasse diagrams for the exceptional types are given in Figures[IHEl If the
weight u appears below and is connected to the weight A by a line, then p < A. White boxes with
black borders indicate that the given weight is conjugate (i.e., linked) to 0 under the dot action
of the affine Weyl group W), for the primes shown. Linkage relations were verified for 5 < p < 31
using the computer program GAP [GAP].
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ws w4 w3
|

w1 w1 + we we
y

g

FIGURE 1. Hasse diagram for Fjg.

éa

FIGURE 2. Hasse diagram for FEx.
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FIGURE 5. Hasse diagram for Go
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7.2. Weights of induced modules. In this section we analyze the weights v of induced modules
H(7), when the root system has rank < 2. Given a dominant weight 7, and given a weight v of
HO(7), one has 7 — v = § for some # € N®*. For each possible restriction 7 of a weight A occurring
in Section [Z.1] to a rank one or rank two root subsystem, we list the corresponding possible values
for v and §. When ® has rank 2, write A = {3, a2}, and let w; and wy denote the corresponding
fundamental dominant weights.

Type Aj. In this case there is only a single fundamental dominant weight w. Write A = {a}.
The weights of H%(w), H°(2w), and H°(3w) are given in Table 2

| Hw) [ [H'Qw)| [HGBw) | |
v| 6 v| 6 v| 6
w| 0 2w 0 3wl 0
—w | o 0| « wl| «
—2w | 2« —w | 2a
—3w | 3a

TABLE 2. Type A, weights of H%(w), H°(2w), H(3w).

Type A1 x Aj. The weights of H?(wy +wsy) and H°(2w; + wy) are given in Table Bl The weights
of H(wy), H°(2w1), and H°(3w;) can be deduced from the data for Type A; in Table Bl Since
the situation is symmetric with respect to the ordering of the fundamental dominant weights, the
weights of H%(ws), H%(2ws), and H(3ws) can also be deduced from the data in Table 21

HU(wl —I—LUQ) HU(le —|—CU2)
v 0 v 0
w1 + wao 0 2w1 + wa 0
W1 — W9 (%) 20.)1 — W2 (%)
—w1 + w2 aq w2 aq
—w1 — w2 | a1 + ag —w2 | o1+ o9
—2w1 + wo 2011
—2w1 — W9 2a1 + o9

TABLE 3. Type A; x Ay, weights of HO(wy + wa), H(2w1 + wo).

Type Az. The weights of H%(w1), H°(2w;), and H%(3w;) are given in Table[dl Again, completely
analogous results are obtained for the weights of H?(ws), HY(2ws), and H°(3ws). The weights of
H%(w; + we) are also given in Table Fl

Type Ba. Assume that o is long and that as is short. The weights of H?(w;) and H%(ws) are
given in Table Bl

Type Go. Assume that aj is short and that as is long. The weights of H%(w;) and H%(ws) are
given in Table [6l
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| H(w | | H(w) | | HBw | | H' (w1 +ws) | |
v 0 v 0 v 0 v 0
w1 0 20)1 0 3UJ1 0 w1 + wy 0
—w1 + wa o1 w9 o1 w1 + wa o 2wy — wo Qg
—wa | o1 + ao w1 — w2 o1 + a 2wy — wo o1 + as —w1 + 2wo o
—2w1 + 2wo 201 —w1 + 2wo 201 0 a1 + g
—Ww1 2001 + g 0 2001 + g w1 — 2wy a1 + 2ap
—2w9 | 201 4 209 || —3w1 + 3w 3o —2w1 + wo 2001 + ag
w1 — 2ws | 2001 + 200 —w1 — wo | 2a1 + 209
—2wq1 + wo 3aq + an
—wi —wsy | 31 + 2a0
—3wsy | 3a1 + 3an

TABLE 4. Type Ag, weights of H%(w1), H°(2w1), H°(3w1), H® (w1 + wo).

| H%w) | | H"(wo) | |
v 0 v 0
w1 0 w2 0
—w1 + 2wa aq w1 — w2 )
0 a1 +Q || —wWp twe | o1+ o
w1 — 2w9 a1 + 2ap —wo | a1 + 200
—wq | 201 4+ 29

TABLE 5. Type Bs, weights of H%(wy), HO(ws).

| H%w) | | H%w) | |
v 0 v 0
w1 0 w2 0
—w1 + wo aq 3wy — wy a9
2w1 — wo a1 + ag w1 o1+ a
0 2001 + g —Ww1 + wo 2001 + g
—2w1 + wo 3o + g 2w1 —wsy | 201 + 200
w1 — wy | 3a1 + 2a9 || —3w1 + 2we 3o + g
—wq | 4aq + 20 0| 301 + 29

3wi — 2wy | 3o + 3an
—2w1 +wsy | dag + 2a9
w1 —ws | 4ag + 3an
—w1 | baq + 3

—3w1 + wo | 6y + 3as
—wsy | 6oy + 4das

TABLE 6. Type Gy, weights of H%(w), H®(ws).
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