ON A QUESTION OF RICKARD ON TENSOR PRODUCTS OF STABLY
EQUIVALENT ALGEBRAS

SERGE BOUC AND ALEXANDER ZIMMERMANN

ABSTRACT. Let r be a positive integer, let p be a prime and F,, denote an algebraic closure
of the prime field F,,. After observing that the principal block B of F, PSU(3,p") is stably
equivalent of Morita type to its Brauer correspondent b, we compute the radical series of
the center Z(b), and, using GAP, the radical series of Z(B) in the cases p” € {3,4,5,7, 8}.
In these cases, the dimensions of the last non zero power of the radical of Z(b) and Z(B)
are different, and it follows that the algebra B ®p, F,[X]/XP is not stably equivalent of

Morita type to b ®g, F,[X]/XP?. This yields a negative answer to a question of Rickard.

INTRODUCTION

Let K be a field, and let A, B, C' and D be finite dimensional K-algebras. Rickard showed
in [12] that if A and B are derived equivalent, and if C' and D are derived equivalent, then
also A @y C and B @ D are derived equivalent. Rickard asks in [13, Question 3.8] if this
still holds when replacing derived equivalence by stable equivalence of Morita type. Rickard
asks this question for indecomposable self-injective algebras. It is clear that we have to
suppose that all algebras involved have no semisimple direct factor. A result due to Liu [§]
shows that then we may suppose that all algebras are indecomposable. In [10] Liu, Zhou
and the second author showed that the question has a negative solution in case A, B, C
and D are not necessarily selfinjective. However, a derived equivalence between selfinjective
algebras A and B induces a stable equivalence of Morita type between A and B. If A and
B are not selfinjective, then this implication is not valid. Hence, the natural playground for
Rickard’s question is the case of selfinjective algebras.

The purpose of this paper is to give a counterexample to Rickard’s question. For an
algebraically closed base field K of characteristic p we construct symmetric K-algebras A
and B which are stably equivalent of Morita type, but A®x K[X]/X?P and B®g K[X]/XP
are not stably equivalent of Morita type.

In recent years many attempts were proposed to lift a stable equivalence of Morita type
between selfinjective algebras to a derived equivalence. It is known that this is not possible
in general, as is seen by the mod 2 group ring of a dihedral group of order 8 and the stable
equivalence induced by a uniserial endotrivial module of Loewy length 3. This was used in
[10] for example. In this paper we give a new incidence of this fact. Moreover, we provide two
symmetric algebras, which are stably equivalent of Morita type, and have non isomorphic
centres.

Our example is the principal p-block of the group PSU (3, p") and its Brauer correspondent
for p" € {3,4,5,7,8}.

We recall in the first section some basic facts and results which we need for our construc-
tion. In Section 2 we give our main result and its proof, and in Section 3 we display the
GAP program needed for the proof. In Section 4 we determine the algebraic structure of
the centre of K Ng(S) for G = PSU(3,p") and S one of its Sylow p-subgroups for all primes
p and integers r.
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1. BACKGROUND

Recall the following

Definition 1. [2], (cf also [14, Chapter 5]) Let A and B be two finite dimensional algebras
over a field K. Then A and B are stably equivalent of Morita type if there is an A @ g B°P-
module M and a B ® A°’-module N such that

e M is projective as A-module, and as B°P-module

e N is projective as A°P-module and as B-module

e there is a projective A @ A°P-module P and a projective B ® B°P-module @
such that M g N ~ B® Q as B ® B°’-modules and N @4 M ~ A® P as
A @k A°P-modules.

Independently Rickard [11] as well as Keller and Vossieck [6], show that if A and B are
derived equivalent selfinjective algebras, then A and B are stably equivalent of Morita type.
Broué defined Z*(A) := End ¢, 400 (A) and

ZpT(A) = ker(EHdA®KA0p (A) — LMA®KAop (A))

where we denote by End the endomorphisms taken in the stable module category.

The centre of an algebra is an invariant of a derived equivalence, as was shown by Rickard.
The stable centre Z5¢(A) is an important invariant under stable equivalences of Morita type,
as was shown by Broué.

Proposition 2. (Broué [2]; see also [14, Chapter 5]) If A and B are stably equivalent of
Morita type, then Z5'(A) ~ Z*'(B) as algebras.

Now, Liu, Zhou and the second author give a criterion to determine the dimension of
Z5H(A).

Theorem 3. [9, Proposition 2.3 and Corollary 2.7] Let A be a finite dimensional symmetric
algebra over an algebraically closed field K of characteristic p > 0. Then dimg (ZP"(A)) =
rank,(C4) where C4 is the Cartan matriz of A and where rank,(Cy4) denotes its rank as
matriz over K.

Moreover, we recall a conjecture of Auslander-Reiten. In [1] Auslander and Reiten con-
jecture that if A and B are stably equivalent finite dimensional algebras, then the number
of non-projective simple A-modules and the number of non-projective simple B-modules
coincide. Again in [9] we show

Theorem 4. [9, Theorem 1.1] Let K be an algebraically closed field and let A and B be
two finite dimensional K -algebras, which are stably equivalent of Morita type and which do
not have any semisimple direct factor. Then the number of isomorphism classes of non-
projective simple A-modules is equal to the number of non-projective simple B-modules if
and only if dimg (HHy(A)) = dimg (HHo(B)), where HH denotes the degree 0 Hochschild
homology.

In particular, if A and B are symmetric, then Hochschild homology and cohomology
coincide, and the number of non-projective simple A-modules is equal to the number of
non-projective simple B-modules if and only if the centres of A and of B have the same
dimension.

The following lemma is well-known to the experts, but for the convenience of the reader,
and since it is crucial to our arguments, we include the short proof. For an algebra A denote
by J(A) its Jacobson radical.
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Lemma 5. Let K be a perfect field and let A and B be finite dimensional K -algebras. Then
J(A®kg B) =J(A) @k B+ A®Kk J(B).

Proof. 1t is clear that J(A) @ x B+ A®g J(B) is a nilpotent ideal of A® g B, and therefore
we get
J(A) ®x B+ A®k J(B) C J(A®K B).

Now, (A®k B)/(J(A)®x B+ ARk J(B)) =A/J(A) Kk B/J(B) and both K-algebras
A/J(A) and B/J(B) are semisimple. Since K is perfect, every finite extension L of K is a
separable field extension. By [3, Corollary 7.6] a finite dimensional semisimple K-algebra C
is separable if and only if the centres of each of the Wedderburn components is a separable
field extension of K. Hence A/J(A) and B/J(B) are both separable K-algebras. By [3,
Corollary 7.8] the algebra A/J(A) @k B/J(B) is semisimple. Therefore

J(A)®x B+ A®k J(B) 2 J(A®K B).
This shows the statement. O

Remark 6. (cf e.g. [14, Example 1.7.17]) Lemma 5 is wrong if we drop the assumption
that K is perfect: e.g. let p be a prime, and K = F,(U) be the field of fractions of the
polynomial ring over the finite field F,. Let A = K[X]/(X? — U). Then A is a purely
inseparable extension of K, of dimension p. In particular it is a reduced (commutative)
algebra, i.e. J(A) =0. But A®xg A = K[X,Y]/(XP —U,YP — U) contains the non zero
element X — Y, such that (X —Y)? =U — U = 0. Hence J(A®k A) # 0.

Lemma 7. Let K be an algebraically closed field, let A and A be finite dimensional K-
algebras, and suppose that A is local. Then the projective indecomposable A @ g A-modules
are precisely the modules P @ A for projective indecomposable A-modules P, and if Cy is
the Cartan matriz of A, then the Cartan matriz of A ® A is Cpaga = dimpg (A) - Cy.

Proof. Let P and (Q be indecomposable projective A-modules. Then P ®x A is a projec-
tive indecomposable A ®x A-module. Indeed, Endpg,a(P ®x A) ~ Endy(P) @ AP.
Moreover, since I' := Endp(P)° and A are local K-algebras their radical quotients are
finite-dimensional skew-fields, and therefore I'/J(I") ~ K ~ A/J(A) since K is algebraically
closed. Moreover, by Lemma 5 we get J(I' ®x A) = J(I') @ A +T @k J(A). On the other
hand,

T A)/(JT)ork A+T @k J(A) =K gk K=K

and hence we get I' ® ¢ A is local, and therefore P ® i A is indecomposable. Now,
Hompg, aA(P ®rx A, Q ®k A) = Homp (P, Q) ®x A%.
Taking K-dimensions proves the lemma. O

Remark 8. As a special case of Lemma 7 we get Cag, x[x]/xr = P Ca for algebraically
closed fields K of characteristic p. Hence we get by Theorem 3 that ZP"(A@x K[X]/XP) =0
for algebraically closed fields K of characteristic p and symmetric K-algebras A.

Lemma 9. Let K be a perfect field and let n,m be positive integers. Let A and B be finite
dimensional commutative K -algebras. If J*T1(A) = 0 # J"(A) and J™TY(B) = 0 # J™(B),
then
JmH (A®g B) =0# J"™(A®K B) = J"(A) @k J™(B).
Proof. By Lemma 5, we have J(A®xk B) = J(A) ®x B+ A®x J(B). Therefore
n+m-+1

Jn+m+1 A ® B Z Jk K JTL-I-m-‘rl—k(B) -0
Similarly

T Aek B)= ) JMA) ek JUH(B) = TN (A) @k JT(B) #£0
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which completes the proof. O

Remark 10. Let K be any field, and A be a K-algebra. We give an elementary argument

to determine the centre of A @ K[X]/XP. It is clear that A @ K[X]|/XP = A[X]/XP.
Now, let @ :=ap + a1 X + ...ap,—1XP~! € A[X]. Then for b:=by € A-1 we get

ab — ba = (agh — bag) + - - + (ap_1b — ba, 1) XP~*

and so a € Z(A) implies that @ commutes with any b € A, and hence ay, ..., ap—1 are all in
Z(A). Conversely, it is clear that Z(A)[X]/XP C Z(A[X]/XP) since aX™ commutes with
all elements of A[X]/XP whenever a € A and since sums of elements in the centre are still
central.

Lemma 11. If K is a perfect field and A is a finite dimensional K-algebra, and if moreover
JYZ(A)) # 0= JYZ(A)), then

0 J" PN (Z(Aok K[X]/XP)) = J"(Z(4)) @k XV~ K[X]/X?

and
J"P(Z(A®k K[X]/XP)) =0.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Lemma 9. O

Corollary 12. Let K be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0 and let A
and B be two finite dimensional K-algebras and let n,m € N such that J*(Z(A)) # 0 =
JYZ(A)) and J™(Z(B)) # 0 = J"YZ(B)). If n # m or if dimg(J"(Z(A))) #
dimg (J"™(Z(B)), then A @k K[X]|/XP and B ®x K[X]/XP are not stably equivalent of
Morita type.

Proof. If n # m, then Z(A @k K[X]/XP) # Z(B ®k K[X]/XP?) by Lemma 11 since the
Loewy lengths of the centres are different. If n = m, then Lemma 11 shows that the centres
of A®g K[X]/XP and of B @k K[X]|/XP are not isomorphic since the dimension of the
lowest Loewy layers of the centres are not of the same dimension. Remark 8 shows that
Z(A®k K[X]/XP) = Z*(A®K K[X]/XP) and Z(B®x K[X]/X?) = Z8/(Boy K[X]/XP).
Since the stable centre is invariant under stable equivalence of Morita type, we get the
statement. (]

Remark 13. For a field K and a K-algebra A let na be the number of isomorphism classes
of simple nonprojective A-modules. Auslander-Reiten conjecture [1, page 409, Conjecture
(5)] that if A and B are stably equivalent finite dimensional K-algebras, then n4 = np. Now
[9, Theorem 1.1] shows that if K is algebraically closed and if A and B are indecomposable
finite dimensional K-algebras which are stably equivalent of Morita type, then nq = np is
equivalent to dimg (HHy(A)) = dimg (HHy(B)). If A is symmetric, then there is a vector
space isomorphism HHgy(A) ~ HH°(A) = Z(A), we see that the Auslander-Reiten conjec-
ture implies that dimg (Z(A)) = dimg (Z(B)). More precisely by [9, Corollary 1.2, for two
indecomposable symmetric algebras A and B over an algebraically closed field K we have
na = np < dimg (ZP"(A)) = dimg (ZP"(B)), where by definition Z5'(A) = Z(A)/ZP"(A).
The link to our proof is now given by the fact that for every algebra the Higman ideal H(A)
of A is equal to ZP"(A), and for symmetric algebras A over an algebraically closed field K
we have that dimg (H (A)) is equal to the p-rank of C4.

2. THE EXAMPLE

Let ), be the algebraic closure of the prime field F,, of characteristic p. Let ¢ = p” for
some positive integer r.

We recall some results on the geometry of PSU(3, q) (cf e.g. [5, II Satz 10.12, page 242)).
The group G := PSU(3,q) acts doubly transitively on the unitary quadric @ of cardinal
¢ + 1. Note that we use the GAP notation, not the notation used in [5, II Satz 10.12, page
242], namely, PSU (3, q) is defined over a field with ¢? elements, and is a natural quotient of a
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subgroup of SL3(¢?) (and not of SLs3(g) !). The stabiliser of a point X of @ is the normaliser
in G of a Sylow p-subgroup P of G. Therefore two different conjugate Sylow p-subgroups
P and 9P of G fix two different points X and gX of . Hence PN P = 1if g & Ng(P),
or in other words, G has a trivial intersection Sylow p-subgroup structure. This implies
that Green correspondence gives a stable equivalence of Morita type between the principal
block B of E)G and its Brauer correspondent b (cf e.g. [14, Chapter 2, Theorem 2.1.21,
Proposition 2.1.23 and Proposition 5.3.17]).

The GAP [4] program in Section 3 computes the Loewy series of the ring Z(FoPSU(3,4))
and of Z(FaNpgrr(3,4)(S)) for some Sylow 2-subgroup of PSU(3,4). Observe moreover that
FoPSU(3,4) has two blocks, the principal one and another block of defect 0 (corresponding
to the Steinberg character). Moreover, the dimensions of the Loewy series obtained over Fo
are the same after extending the scalars to s, using Lemma 5.

We obtain that

dimg, (Z(B)) =21 = dimg, (Z(b))
dimg, (J(Z(B))) = 20 = dimg, (J(Z(b)))

(
dimg, (J*(Z(B))) = 5 # 4 = dimg, (J*(Z(b)))
dimg, (J*(Z(B))) = 0 = dimg,(J*(Z(b))).
Similarly we get for the centre of the principal block B of FoPSU(3,8) and the centre of
its Brauer correspondent b

dimg, (Z(B)) = 27 = dimg, (Z(b))

dimg, (J(Z(B))) = 26 = dimg, (J(Z(b)))
dimg, (J*(Z(B))) = 3 # 2 = dimg, (J*(Z(b)))
dimg, (J*(Z(B))) = 0 = dimg, (J*(Z(b))).

An immediate variant of the program shows that this is a quite general phenomenon in
odd characteristic. The group PSU (3, 3) gives an example in characteristic 3 since, denoting
by B the principal block of F3PSU(3,3) and by b its Brauer correspondent,

)
dimg, (Z(B)) = 13 = dimg, (Z(b))
dimg, (J(Z(B))) = 12 = dimg, (J(Z(b)))
dimg, (J*(Z(B))) = 4 # 3 = dimg, (J*(Z(b)))
dimg, (J*(Z(B))) = 0 = dimg, (J*(Z(b)))-

The group PSU(3,5) gives an example in characteristic 5 since, denoting by B the principal
block of F5PSU(3,5) and by b its Brauer correspondent,

dimg_(Z(B)) = 13 = dimg_(Z(b))
dimg_(J(Z(B))) = 12 = dimg, (J(Z(b)))
dimg_(J*(Z(B))) = 2 # 1 = dimg_(J*(Z(b)))
dimg, (J*(Z(B))) = 0 = dimg, (J*(Z(b))).

Finally, the group PSU (3,7) gives an example in characteristic 7 since, denoting by B the
principal block of F5 PSU(3,7) and by b its Brauer correspondent,

dimg_(Z(B)) = 57 = dimg_(Z(b))

dimg_(J(Z(B))) = 56 = dimg, (J(Z(b)))
dimg_(J*(Z(B))) = 8 # 7 = dimg_(J*(Z(b)))

dimg (J*(Z(B))) = 0 = dimg_(J*(Z(b))).
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Theorem 14. Let K be an algebraic closure of F, and let B be the principal block of
KPSU(3,p"). Let b be the Brauer correspondent of B in the group ring of the normaliser
of a Sylow p-subgroup of PSU(3,p"). Then B and b are stably equivalent of Morita type. If
moreover p" € {3,4,5,7,8}, then the square of the Jacobson radical of Z(B) has different
dimension than the square of the Jacobson radical of Z(b), whereas Z(B) and Z(b) both
have Loewy length 3. In particular B @ K[X]/XP is not stably equivalent of Morita type
to bk K[X]/XP.

Proof. As seen at the beginning of this section, B and b are stably equivalent of Morita type
by Green correspondence.

The GAP [4] program in Section 3 shows that the Loewy series of the centres of B and of
b are of the same length but the dimensions of the Loewy layers are not equal. In particular
the lowest Loewy layers of the algebras Z(B) and Z(b) have different dimension.

Corollary 12 implies that B ®x K[X]/XP is not stably equivalent of Morita type to
bk K[ X]/XP. O

Remark 15. The above examples suggest that in general, with the notation of Theorem 14,

the dimension of J?(Z(B)) could always be equal to 1 + dimg J*(Z(b)). By Theorem 41,
T

this is equal to pT—I-l’ where 7 is the greatest common divisor of p” 4+ 1 and 3.

3. THE GAP PROGRAM

We display here the GAP program we used.

# the characteristic p
prem:=2;

#

The group G
:=PSU(3,prem~2) ;

H H 0 H

the ground field k

corps:=GF (prem) ;

#

s:=SylowSubgroup(g,prem) ;

# the normalizer NS of a Sylow p-subgroup
ns:=Normalizer(g,s);

#

# getting a permutation representation of G of smaller degree
f:=FactorCosetAction(g,ns);

g:=Image(f);

ns:=Image(f,ns);

#

# uncomment next line to replace G by NS
#g:=ns;

#

# computing the structure constants of ZkG
c:=ConjugacyClasses(g) ;
rc:=List(c,Representative);
lc:=Length(c);
ci:=List([1..1lc]l,x->First([1..1lc]l,y->rc[x]"(-1) in c[yl));
1:=List([1..1c],x->NullMat(lc,lc,corps));
for iu in [1..1c] do
u:=cliul;
if rc[iu]l=0ne(g) then
for iv in [iu..lc] do
Print ("\r",iu,":",iv,"/",1lc," ")
v:=List([1..1c],x->Zero(corps));
v[iv] :=0ne(corps) ;
1[iu] [iv] :=v;
1[iv] [iu] :=v;
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od;
else
for iv in [iu..lc] do
Print("\r",iu,":",iv,"/",1lc," ")
wi=cl[ciliv]];
v:=List(List(rc) ,x->0ne(corps)*Size(Intersection(u,List (w,y->x*y))));
1[iu] [iv] :=v;
1[iv] [iu] :=v;
od;
fi;
od;
Print("\n");
za:=Algebra(corps,l);
Print ("Dimension of ZkG \t= ",Dimension(za),"\n");
radza:=RadicalOfAlgebra(za) ;
Print ("Dimension of JZkG \t= ",Dimension(radza),"\n");
bradza:=Basis(radza);
vbradza:=BasisVectors(bradza) ;
vbr:=vbradza;

#
# Computing the powers of the radical of the center
i:=1;
repeat
i:=i+1;
1:=Set(List(Cartesian(vbradza,vbr) ,x->x[1]*x[2]));
r:=Ideal(za,l);
br:=Basis(r);
vbr:=BasisVectors(br) ;
d:=Dimension(r);
Print ("Dimension of (JZkG)~",i,"\t= ",d,"\n");
until d=0;

We ran this program on one of the machines of our department LAMFA a virtual machine
with 8 cores at 2.26 GHz, and 32GB RAM. The hardest case was for the group PSU(3,7):
the case PSU(3,8) is actually a bit easier because by Corollary 22, the typical dimension

2r T
of the center of the block algebras involved for the group PSU(3,p") is w + 7,
v = (p"+1,3) = 3 when p” = 8, whereas v = 1 when p" = 7. For the group PSU(3,7),
the computation required several attempts, each time augmenting the amount of memory
allocated to GAP (via the gap -m command), up to 20GB. The computation (with low
priority) took about 20 hours in this case.

4. THE CENTRE OF THE MOD p GROUP RING OF THE NORMALISER OF THE SYLOW
SUBGROUP OF PSU(3,p")

Recall that we denote by S a Sylow p-subgroup of the projective special unitary group
G = PSU(3,q) over the field with ¢* elements, where ¢ = p”, and by N the normaliser of
S in G. In this section, we determine the ring structure of the center ZkN of the group
algebra kN, where k is any commutative ring.

Notation 16. If x € N, we denote by 27 € ZkN the sum of the conjugates of z in N.

Then the elements xt, for z in a set of representatives of conjugacy classes of N, form a
k-basis of ZEN.

Let V' be a three dimensional vector space over the field F 2, with basis B. We endow V'
with a non degenerate hermitian product, and without loss of generality, we assume that
the matrix of this product in B is equal to

_— o O
O = O
O O =
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Notation 17. For z € F2, we set T = 7. Then the map x — T is the automorphism of
order 2 of the extension 2 /F,. We also set

\IJ:{QCEIFqX2 | zT =1}

Let w be a non zero element of Fy2 such that w +w = 0, and 7 be an element of F 2 such
that 7 +7 = —1.

It follows from [5, IT Satz 10.12, page 242] that we can suppose that the group N is equal
to the image in G of the group of matrices of the form

a b c
M(a,b,e)=| 0 @/a —b/a ;
0 0 1/a

where (a, b, ¢) belongs to the set
Q= {(a,b,c) €Fp5 x (Fp2)? | bb + ac+ca =0} .

Lemma 18. For (a,b,c) € Q, let M(a,b, c¢) denote the image of M(a,b,c) in N. Then if

(a/,b,¢) € Q, we have that M(a,b,c) = M(d',V,c) if and only if there is A € F,2 with
N2 =1 and (a',V,c) = \-(a,b,c).

Proof. M(a,b,c) = M(d',¥/,¢) if and only if there exists a scalar A € [F,2 such that

a v i a b c
0 dafd —V/d | =X| 0 @a/a —b/a
0o 0 1/d 0 0 1/a
Equivalently (a’,¥’,¢) = A(a,b,c) and A/A = A, ie. N2 =1. O

For two non zero integers s,t denote by (s,t) their greatest common divisor. Observe
that (¢ —2,¢*> — 1) = (3,¢ + 1), to motivate the following:

Notation 19. We set v = (3,¢+ 1), and put
F:{)\Gqu\)\Vzl}g\DaswellasL:{a”’|a€IFqXZ} .

With this notation, the group N has order ¢®(¢> — 1)/v. It is equal to the semidirect

1 b ¢
product of the group S, consisting of the elements M (1,b,c)=1| 0 1 —b |, whereband
0 0 1
c are elements of F 2 such that bb + c+¢ = 0, by the cyclic group C of order (¢> — 1)/
a 0 0
consisting of the elements M(a, 0,0)=1{ 0 a@a/a 0 ,for a e FZQ/I‘.
0 0 1/a
Lemma 20. (1) Let (a,b,c) and (x,y, z) be elements of Q. Then
M(a,b,c)M (z,y,z2) = M(am,ay+ b—m,az— by + g)
T r T

a’
(3) Let (a,b,c) and (x,y, z) be elements of Q. Then

(2) Let (a,b,c) € Q. Then M(a,b,c)~t = M(l —%,E).

b /T 2
Ma,b Mo M o) =01 (2,2 a) 4 Syt
a \x a
where t = acx + ajc + ayb — aby —I—bbj+aﬁz.
T x T

Proof. All the assertions follow from straightforward computations. O
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Proposition 21. (1) Let (2,y,2) and (z',y,2') be elements of Q. If M(x,y,z) and
M(z',y, %) are conjugate in N, then z 'z’ € I

(2) The elements M (zx,0,0), for z € F2 /T, lie in dz’szfinct conjugacy classes of N.

(3) Let (z,y,z) € Q. Then if x ¢ T, the element M(x,y,z) of N is conjugate to an
element of the form M (z,0, zuw), for some u € F,.

(4) Letz € F;z andu € F,. Then if 2T # 1, the element M(z,0, zuw) of N is conjugate
to M(ZL‘,0,0). If xx = 1, and if u # 0, then the element M(m,O,azuw) s conjugate
to M(:):, 0,zw), and not conjugate to M(m, 0,0).

(5) If (1,y,2) € Q, then either y # 0 and there ezists u € Fy such that z = yy(T + uw),
ory =0 and there exists u € Fy such that z = uw. Moreover, if (1,y/,7") € Q and
if M(1,5/,2) and M(1,y,z) are conjugate in N, then y and y' are both non zero,
or both equal to 0.

(6) If (1,y,2) and (1,4, 2") are in Q, and if y and y' are both non zero, then M(1,y/, ')
and M(1,y,z) are conjugate in N if and only if y'(©°~D/7 = y(@=1/7 i IF';Z, i.e. if
y'/y € L. In particular M(1,y, z) is conjugate to M(1,y,yyr).

Proof. Assertion (1) follows from Assertion (3) of Lemma 20: if

- - b /T 2
M(x/7y/7zl) = M <x7 a/j<£ - x) + ajy? t) )
a\z a
then there exists A\ € I such that 2’ = Az by Lemma 18.
Assertion (2) is a straightforward consequence of Assertion (1).

For Assertion (3), we use Assertion (3) of Lemma 20 again: since x ¢ I', we have
Y

# x, and we can set a = 1, b = = and ¢ = bbr. Then (a,b,c) € Q and
L_g

M(a,b,c)M(z,y,2)M(a,b,c)~" is of the fofm M(z,0,t), for some t € Fp. In particular

(x,0,t) € Q, hence xt + tT = 0. In other words ¢t = vz with v +7 = 0. Then v = uw and

u = u, that is u € I,.

For Assertion (4), we have to decide when two elements of the form n = Mz, 0, zuw) and
n' = M(2',0,2'u/w) are conjugate in N, where z,z' ¢ T, and u, v/ € [F,. By Assertion (1),
we can assume that x = 2/, and then n and n/ are conjugate if and only if there exists
(a,b,c) € Q such that

M(a,b,c)M(z,0, zuw)M(a,b,c) ™t = M(x,0, zu/w)

SIS

By Assertion (3) of Lemma 20, we have % = (
the element ¢ of Lemma 20, in the case y =

% ) = 0, hence b = 0. Now zv/w is equal to
b =0 and z = zuw, that is

, ac
U W = acr + — + aaruw
T

Moreover ac + ca = 0, since (a,0,c) € Q. So there exists v € F, such that ¢ = avw. This

gives
aarvw

/ — —
TU W = —aarvw + + aaruw

or equivalently
1
12 —
=aalu—v(l—-— )
Thus n and n’ are conjugate in N if and only if there exist a € IFqXQ and v € F, such that

/
u = aﬁ(u —v(l— %)) If 27 # 1, then we can take a = 1 and v = %, son and n’ are
1—L1
T
conjugate. And if 27 = 1, then n and n’ are conjugate if and only if there exists a € JF;Q
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such that v’ = a@u, or equivalently, if there exists A € Fy such that u' = Au. So either
u=1u" =0, or u and v’ are both non zero. This completes the proof of Assertion (4).
For Assertion (5), assume that (1,,2) € Q. Then yy+2+z =0. Ify # 0, set v = = —7.
vy

Then v+7 = 0, so there exists u € F, such that v = ww, thus v = yy(7 +uw). And if y =0,
then z 4+ 2z = 0, so z = uw for some u € F,.

Now by Assertion (3) of Lemma 20, for (1,y,z) and (1,7/,2') in Q, the elements n =
M(1l,y,z) and n’ = M(1,y/,2') are conjugate in N if and only if there exists (a,b,c) € Q
such that )

y = ajy and 2’ = a¢ + ac + ayb — aby + bb + aaz

a

that is
a? -
y = —y and 2 = ayb —aby + aaz

a

In particular y is non zero if and only if 3/ is non zero. Assertion (5) follows.
Assume now that both y and ¢y’ are non zero. If n and n’ are conjugate, then there

2
exists a € IFqXQ such that ¢’ = %y = a?>79y. Tt follows that 3’ /y belongs to the subgroup
of IF(;Q consisting of (¢ — 2)-th powers, i.e. the subgroup of y-th powers, i.e. the unique

subgroup of order (¢> — 1)/ of IFqXQ. Equivalently (y//y)@~1/7 = 1. Conversely, suppose

2
that there exists a € FZQ such that ¢ = %y. There are elements u and u' of F, such that
2z = yy(T + ww) and 2’ = y'y/(T + w'w). If we can find b and ¢ such that (a,b,c) € Q and
2/ = aby — aby + aaz, then n and n’ are conjugate in N. This can also be written
aayy(t + v'w) = aby — aby + aayy(T + uw)

or equivalently

(%) 1(b—b):u'—u

Now the map b — %(a:?y — %) is a non zero Fy-linear map from F 2 to F,;. Hence it is
surjective, and there exists b € F 2 such that (*) holds. Now we set ¢ = %7’, and then
(a,b,c) € Q, and the elements n and n’ are conjugate in N. This proves Assertion (6), and

completes the proof of Proposition 21. O
Corollary 22. The set

E = {M(x,0,0) |z € F5/T}| |{M(z,0,2w) | € O/T}| |{M(1,y,yy7) | y € F}5/L}

@ +q

is a set of representatives of conjugacy classes of N. In particular, there are + v

conjugacy classes in N.

Proof. Indeed, by Proposition 21, the set F is a set of representatives of conjugacy classes
of N. Its cardinality is

2 2
—1  q+1 +
-1 ekl ata

|E] =
gl gl

+7

Notation 23.
e For x € IFqXQ, we set d, = M(x,0,0) and D, = df € ZkN.
e For z € U, we set t, = M(z,0,2w) and T, = t;.
e Fory € IFqXQ, we set u, = M(1,y,yyr) and Uy = uy .
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Proposition 24.
(1) Forz e F, — 0,
q

dY = {M(v,y,2) |y,z €Fp, yg+az+ 23 =0} .

In particular |dY | = ¢®.
(2) Forx e U —T,

div = {M(x,y(EQ — x),y@(f2 — :U)) |y € qu}
In particular |dY | = ¢

(3) For z €T, the element d is the identity element of N, and |dY| = 1.

(4) For x € W, the conjugacy class of t, in N has cardinality ¢>(q — 1) if x ¢ T, and
q — 1 otherwise. The conjugacy class of T} consists of the elements M(l, 0, \w), for
AeFy.

(5) Forx € IFqXQ,

ull = (M1, 0,007 + M) |v € al, A€ F,} .

xX
N|— q(q” — 1)
Proof. Tt follows from Proposition 21 that if (z,y,2) € Q and 2T # 1, then M(J;,y, z) is
conjugate to d,, and that conversely, any conjugate of d, in N is of the form M (x,y, z), for
some elements y, z € F2 such that (z,y,2) € Q. This proves Assertion (1).

Now let (a,b,c) and (z,y, z) be elements of Q. By Assertion (1) of Lemma 20, comparing
the diagonal elements in the product in the two possible orders, the elements M(a, b, ¢) and

~

In particular |u

M(x,y, z) commute if and only if
bz a by b
(%) ay+—x:xb+%and azf—y+§:xcfy—+§
x a x T a @
o If y = 2z = 0, this gives b% = xb and % = zc. If moreover 27 = 1 but z? # 7,
then b = 0, but a and c are arbitrary, only subject to ax + ca = 0. In this case the
q(¢” — 1)
Y
has cardinality ¢?. Now Assertion (2) follows from the fact that the elements

M(1,y,ygr)M(2,0,0)M(1,y,ygr) " = M (z,y(@* — 2),y5(@* — z)) ,
for y € F2, are all distinct.
Finally if 22 = 7, then = € T, so d,, is the identity element of N, and Assertion (3)

follows.
e If z € U, y =0 and z = zw, then the relations (**) give

centraliser of d; in N has cardinality , and the conjugacy class of d, in N

_ Tw
b2 = b and azw + cr = xC + — )
a

that is b(z — 72) = 0 and aa = 1. If 2 # 7%, i.e. if ¢ T, this is equivalent to
b =0 and aa = 1. Then c is arbitrary, only subject to ax + ca = 0. In this case

the centraliser of ¢, in N has cardinality M, and the conjugacy class of ¢, in

N has cardinality ¢?(¢ — 1). Now if 22 = Z, the only condition left is a@ = 1, so
the centraliser of ¢, in N has cardinality ¢* (it is equal to S), and the conjugacy
class of t; in N has cardinality ¢ — 1. Moreover, by Lemma 20, the conjugates of
t1 = M(l, 0,w) are the elements M(l, 0, aaw), for a € IFZQ. This completes the proof
of Assertion (4).
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elfx=1,y¢ IFqXQ, and z = yyw, then the relations (**) give

ay:% and ayyw — by = —— + =

Since y # 0, the first relation gives a? = @, i.e. a € I, so we can assume a = 1 by

Lemma 18. Now the second relation reads by = yb, i.e. b= uy, for u € F,. Since c
is subject to ¢ +¢+ bb = 0, it follows that the centraliser of u, in N has cardinality

ao(q® —1)

Now Assertion (5) follows from the fact that by Proposition 21, the element
M(1,v,v07 + Mw), for v € 2L and A € Fy, is conjugate to u,, and that there are

q(q® — 1)
8

¢, and the conjugacy class of uy in N has cardinality

such elements in N.
O

We recall the following well known fact (cf e.g. [3, (9.28)]):

Lemma 25. Let G be a finite group and k be a commutative ring. For x € G, let x+ € ZkG
denote the sum of the elements of the conjugacy class € of = in G. Then for z,y € G

vyt = Z mey
z€[G]
where [G] denotes a set of representatives of conjugacy classes of G, and
mz, = {(@,y) € 29 x y | 'y = z}|

Clearly mZ, , = my

—1
z — z y
g and My, = My, for any x,y,z € G, but since

m;7y|ZG| = H(xlvylazl) € 2% x yG x 2% | l’,y/ = Z,}| ’

we have also m§7y|zG| = mi”’y,1|xG| = mz’$,1|yG|.
Observe that Z(kN) = k ®z Z(ZN) and hence we may and will suppose for the rest of

this section that k = Z, unless otherwise stated.

Proposition 26. (1) Letx € Fqé — W andy € IF; such that xy ¢ W. Then

3 .
_ q ny 'Lfy¢‘lj
DDy = { ¢*Dyy ify eV

(2) Letx € Fqé — WV andy € V. Then

_ [ #(q—1)Dyy ify ¢l
DwTy‘{ (¢—1)Dsy  ifyeT
)

2_
(3) Letw € F)s — W and y € Fy. Then D,U, = Q(qf

Proof. The three assertions follow from the fact that the product of an element in the
conjugacy class of r = M (x1,y1,21) of N and an element in the conjugacy class of s =
M(mz,yg,ZQ) of N is an element of the form M(xlxg,oz,,é’), for some a and § in Fp2. In
each assertion, the assumption implies that all these elements are in the conjugacy class
of t = dyyq4,, since z1z2 € Fo — V. Tt follows that there exists an integer m such that
rtst =mDy,g,-

Now the augmentation map € : kN — k restricts to a ring homomorphism ZkN — k,
sending 2% to |2¥|. Hence |rV||s"V| = m|t"|. For the three assertions, we can assume that
r=d, and z ¢ U, thus [rY| = ¢®. Similarly ¢ = d,, for Assertions (1) and (2), and zy ¢ ¥,
so [tN| = ¢3. For Assertion (3), we have t = d, so |tV| = ¢3 again. It follows that the
integer m is equal to |sV|, and s = d,, in Assertion (1), s = t, in Assertion (2), and s = u,

D,.
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in Assertion (3). Now Proposition 26 follows from the values of the cardinalities |s"| given
by Proposition 24. O

Proposition 27. Let x,y € Fp2 — ¥, such that xy € ¥ —T'. Then D, D, = q3D;,;y + q3Txy.

Proof. Any element in the product dX - dév is of the form M(:L‘y, a, (), for some a, 3 € F 2.
It follows that there are integers a and b such that D, D, = aD,, +bT},. Setting z = xy, the

Z”” e |d|, by Lemma 25. But by Proposition 26,
250y

. = ¢%. It follows that a|zV| = aqg® = ¢®¢3, thus a = ¢>.

integer a is equal to mgz dy* Thus aldY| =m

de

we have D,D,-1 = ¢*D,, so m® _
Y ds,dy

Taking augmentation gives
e(DyDy) = ¢® = ae(D.) + be(T2) = ag® + bg?*(q — 1)
6 5
(.21 qa  _ . (]
q°(q—1)
Proposition 28. Let x € W. Then DT =T,.

It follows that b =

Proof. If € T', there is nothing to prove, because D, is equal to the identity, in this case.
If ¢ T, then D,T} is a sum of elements of the form M(x,a,ﬁ), so there are natural
integers a and b such that D,T} = aD, + bT,. Taking augmentation of this equality gives
@*(q —1) = ag® + bg*(q — 1), that is ¢ — 1 = a + b(q — 1). Since the product d,t; is equal
to t,, it follows that b > 0. Hence b =1 and a = 0. O

-1

Proposition 29. Letz € ¥ —T', and y € IFqXQ. Then DU, = (D, +T).

Proof. Again D,U, is a sum of elements of N of the form M (z,a, B). Hence there are non
negative integers a and b such that D,U, = aD, + bT,. The integer a is equal to mﬁj uy
i.e.

a=|{(d ) ed x uf/v | d'v' = d,}|

2 2

By Proposition 24, the element d’ € dY is equal to M(m, w(T*—x), ww (T —:c)), for w € Fpe,
and the element u’ is equal to M(l, v, V0T + \w), for v € 2L and X\ € F,. Now

du' = M(z, 20+ w(@ — ), 2(V07 + Iw) — wi(T* — 2) + Wi (T* — x))
This is equal to d, if and only if

2o+ w@ — 1) =0 and z(viT + M) — wWO(T — z) + wH(T* — x) =0

v
— 73

Since = ¢ T', the first relation gives w = 1 Multiplying by Z, the second one reads

VT + A — wi(T® — 1) + ww (@ — 1) =0

This gives
_ _ VU
VUT 4+ Aw + vU — =0,
—x
that is ) .
A=—(T
w(T"' 1—903)
This defines an element A of Fy, since 7 +7 = —1 and
1 1 2— a3 -7
3+ -3 3 5 =1
11—z 1-% (1—2")(1—-2°)

In other words w and A\ are determined by v € zL, which may be chosen arbitrarily. It

2
follows that a = g
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Now applying the augmentation to the relation DU, = aD, + bT} gives

QQQ(QZV_ 1) :aq2+bq2(q— 1)
It follows that ) )
9" =1) _q —!be—)
Y Y
henceb:q2_1. O

~

Proposition 30.
(1) Let x € W —T'. Then

DDy =¢’ld+q Y U,
yEFZz/L
(2) Letx € IFqXQ — W. Then

DDy = ¢*1d+ ¢*Ti +¢* > U,
ye]F:Q/L

Proof. For z € F;z, the product D,D,-1 is a sum of elements of the form M(l, a, ) of N.
So there are integers a,b,c, € N, for y € ]F;2 /L such that

(% % %) DyDyr =ald + 0Ty + Y ¢U,
yEF;2/L
Then a = mll(i,dz,l ={(d,d") ed) xd,|dd" =1d}| = |dY|. Thusa=¢*ifx € ¥ —T,
and a = ¢* if:L‘GIE‘qXQ—\I/.
On the other hand, by Lemma 25, for y € IFqXQ,

N N dg N
Cy|uy ‘ = msz,dszuy ‘ = muy,dx|dx |
2
o Ifx € U —T, then mZ’; 4y = q ,y_ 1, by Proposition 29. It follows that
0 -1 -1,
Cy = q
B Y

hence ¢, = q.

2
Applying augmentation to equation (***), we get ¢%¢*> = a+b(qg—1) +q-vq4 7— 1.
This gives b(q — 1) = ¢* — ¢> — ¢>(¢*> — 1) = 0, which proves Assertion (1).
2 J—
o If x € F(;Q — U, then mﬁ;dz = M by Proposition 26. Thus ¢, = ¢® in this

(FFF) gives

2
q(q” —1
q3'q3:q3+b(q—1)+q3v-7( S ) 7

case. Applying augmentation to equation

that is b(g — 1) = ¢% — ¢® — ¢*(¢*> — 1) = ¢*(¢ — 1), hence b = ¢3, which proves
Assertion (2).
O

Proposition 31. Let x,y € ¥ —T such that vy ¢ T'. Then DyDy = Dy + (¢ + 1)Thy.
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Proof. The product D, D, is a sum of elements of N of the form M (zy, o, ), so there are
integers a and b such that D, Dy = aDyy+bT},. The integer a is the number of pairs (d’, d”)
in d) x dY such that d'd” = dy,.

By Proposition 24, the class d consists of the elements M (z,(z* — 2), 0cd(z? — 1)), for
a € 2. Equivalently, in a form that will be more convenient for computation, it consists

of the elements d' = M (x,u,v), for u € F2 and v = 2uﬂ7' Similarly, the class di,v consist
=T
of the elements d’ = M(y, r,s), for r € Fp2 and s = yQTi = Since 2T = 1 = yy, we have
T u v y T s
dd"=| 0 7% —uz 0 7> -7y
0 O x 0 0 Y

The product d'd” is equal to dy if and only if
zr+uy?=0 and 2s —uFg+ovy =0

The first equation gives r = —uZ 52, thus 7 = uu. Now the second equation becomes

UL _

2uuﬁ + vuzry + guui =0

y -y - —x
Then either u = 0, hence r =s=v =0, or
x
s—— tay+ — Y — =0
Yy -7 x*—x

Equivalently (® — 1) + (23 — 1)(y® — 1) + (> — 1) = 0, thus 23y® = 1, which doesn’t hold
since xy ¢ I', using the remark after Lemma 18.

So the only pair (d',d") € dY x dév such that d'd” = dg, is the pair (d.,d,). It follows
that a = 1.

Applying augmentation to the equality Dy Dy = aDyy+bTy,, now gives ¢* = ¢®+bg*(g—1),
hence b=q+1 O

Proposition 32. Let z € ¥ —T and y € IFqu with xy ¢ T'. Then
D, T, = (‘12 —1)Dyy + ((12 —q—1)Tyy

Proof. The product D,T, is a sum of elements of the form M (zy, o, B), so there are integers
a and b such that D, T, = aD,y, + bT},. By Lemma 25, Proposition 24, and Proposition 31,
we have

da, ¢
ag® = my’, ldy | =m) 6P a—-1) = 1)
hence a = ¢> — 1. Taking augmentation gives
e(D;Ty) = q2q2(q — 1) = ae(Dyy) + be(Tuy) = (q2 - 1)q2 + bq2(q -1,
hence b = ¢ — ¢ — 1. O
Proposition 33. (1) T = (¢ — 1)Id+ (¢ — 2)T3.
(2) Ifr € UV —T, then T, Ty = (¢ — 1)Dy + (¢ — 2)T5.
Proof. By Proposition 24, the product of any two conjugates of ¢; is either the identity, or
again a conjugate of ¢1. It follows that there are integers a and b such that T? = ald + bT}.
Moreover a is equal to the cardinality of the conjugacy class of ¢, that is a = ¢ — 1. Now
taking augmentation gives (¢ — 1) = a + (¢ — 1)b, hence b = ¢ — 2. Now for # € ¥ — T,
T,Ty = DTt = (¢ — 1)Dy + (¢ — 2)T;,
since D, T1 = T, by Proposition 28. O

Proposition 34. Let x € V —T'. Then D,T,-1 = ¢*T1 +q(q—1) Y. U,.
yGF:Q/L
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Proof. Again D,T, -1 is a sum of elements of the form M(l a, ), so there are integers a, b,
and ¢y, for y € F 2/L such that D, T, = ald + bT1 + Y. ¢,U,. Since t,-1 = t;1,
yEFXQ/L

and since no conjugate of d, is a conjugate of t,, we have a = 0. Then b = mdx

hence b(¢ — 1) = mif dzq 2(q— 1) = ¢*(¢ — 1), by Proposition 28. Hence b = ¢>. Slmllarly

—1 ¢ 21 21
ey = mZ;tZA, SO cyiqw 5 ) _ muy’; q2(q — 1), hence cyQ(q 7 ) =4 5 (g — 1),
thus ¢, = q(¢ — 1). O
2 — J—
Proposition 35. Let z € U — T andy € F 2. Then T,U, = W(Bz +T,).

Proof. By Proposition 28 and Proposition 29, we have that

T.U, = D,T\U, = (qQ_l)D TNT
zVy — Pgl1Uy — ~ (x+x)1

2 _
_ @71)@ + (@~ DDy + (g - 2)T2)

2
—1(g—1
_ (-1 )(ch +T)
Y
O
Proposition 36. Let x € WV —T'. Then
T.T,1 = ¢*(q — )Id + ¢*(q — 2)T1 + q(g — 1)* Z Uy
yEJFqQ/L
Proof. Indeed by Proposition 30, Proposition 28, Proposition 33 and Proposition 34
T, T, = D,/T1D,1T}
= DyD,1T?
= D;D,1((g— 1Id+ (¢ — 2)T})
= Dy((g—1)Dp1 + (¢ - 2)T,1)
= (¢- 1)<q21d +q Y. Uy> +(q— 2)(q2T1 +talg—1) ) Uy)
VeF’, /L Ver, /L
= ¢lg-Dd+¢*(¢-2)Ti +alg-1)* Y Uy
yquz/L
O

Proposition 37. Let z,y € ¥ —I" such that xy ¢ T'. Then
T.T, = (¢ —1)(¢* = ¢ — 1) Day + (q(q — 1)* + 1) T
Proof. Indeed, by Proposition 31, Proposition 28 and Proposition 33
T.T, = D,T\D,T}
(Day + (g4 1)Tyy) (g — DId + (g — 2)T1)
= (¢~ 1)Day + (¢ = 2)Tay + (¢° = D) Tiy + (¢ = 2)(q + 1) ((¢ — 1) Dayy + (¢ — 2)Ty)
= (4= 1(¢" = ¢—1)Day + (alg = 1)* +1) Ty
O
Proposition 38. Let z € IF;T Then ThU, = (¢ — 1)U,.
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Proof. The product TiU, is a linear combination of elements of N of the form M(1,«, 3).
Hence there are integers a,b and ¢, for y € ]F; /L, such that

(#) T\U, =ald+ b1 + Y ¢,U,

yeIFqX2 /L
Observe now that ¢; and u, ' are not conjugate in N, e.g. because the conjugacy class of
t1 has cardinality ¢ — 1, and the conjugacy class of u, has cardinality @ #qg—1. Tt

follows that a = 0.

Now by Proposition 24, the conjugacy class of T} consists of the elements M (1,0, \w), for
A € F, and the conjugacy class of u, consists of the elements M (1, v, 007 + pw), for v € zL
and p € Fy. The product 7 = M(I,O, )\w)M(l, v, V0T + pw) is equal to u, = M(l,y,ny) if
and only if v = y and vVOT + puw + Aw = yy7. It follows that ¢, = 0 unless y € xL, i.e. unless
yL = zL. If yL = zL, then u, is conjugate to u, in IV, and we can assume that y = z. In
this case m = u, if and only if v =z and u = —\. It follows that ¢, = ¢ — 1.

Applying augmentation to Equation (#) now gives ’

q(¢* = 1) q(¢* - 1)

(¢—1)- =blg—=1)+(¢-1) o

hence b = 0. ]
Proposition 39. (1) If3tq+1, then L=TF, and

U = q(¢* = DId + q(¢” = VT1 + q(¢” — 2)Un
(2) If 3| q+1, then Fp2/L = {L,tL,t*L}, where t is any non cube element of FZQ. Let
I={vel|l—vel},m={vel|t—vel},andn={vel|t—uv/teL}.
Then for x € IF;Q/L,

2
-1
v Q(QV)(Id +T0) + qlUs + qm(Uss + Ug,)

UpUw = qnUpg, + qm(Uy + Upy)
Proof. By Proposition 24, for xz € quz, the conjugacy class of u, in IN consists of the
elements M(l, v, v0T + Aw), for v € zL and A € F,. Since the inverse of u, = M(l, X, TTT)
is M (1, —x,2%7), and since —x € 2L as —1 = (—1)” € L, we have that u;! is conjugate
to uy. .
For z,y € FZQ, the product U,U, is a sum of elements of the form M (1, «, 3), hence there

are integers a,b and ¢, for z € IFqXQ/L, such that

(##) UpUy=ald+ 0Ty + Y ¢ U
ZGF:2/L

Note that for z,y, 2 € Fgg, we have

w -1 o ql@®—=1) gl —1)

Ug,Uy m -1 Cz,mi

Y Uz, Ug Y

as u, -~ is conjugate to uy. So ¢y . is a symmetric function of x,y, 2.
If 2L # yL, then no conjugate of u;! is conjugate to Uy, so a = 0. In this case, we also

have
N N
(###) b|t1 ’ = mf}m,uy (q - 1) = mf:ly’u;1|uy ’ )

and mz” _, = 0 by Proposition 38. It follows that b = 0 in this case.

1,Ug

ety =m = =l

1
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: N alg®—1) :
If 2L = yL, i.e. Uy = Uy, then clearly a = |uy | = B T Moreover Equation (###)
2 —
gives b(qg— 1) = (¢ — 1)|u7§\7|, hence b = M
In the case 31 ¢+ 1, we have y =1 and L = F(IXQ. Then

Uf =q(¢* = 1)(Id + T1) + cf 1 U

Taking augmentation gives

2
(a(a*=1))" =ala® - 1)1 +q—1) +cira(@®— 1) ,
hence C%,l = q(¢? — 2), which completes the proof of Assertion (1).
In the case 3 | ¢+ 1, then v = 3, and L has index 3 in IFqXZ, S0 IFqXQ/L = {1,tL,#?L} for any

non cube element ¢ of F;Z.
For z,y,z € }FZQ, the product of the element v’ = M(l, v, V0T + Aw) in the conjugacy class

of uy (where v € 2L and A € Fy) by the element u” = M(1,r, 777 + pw) in the conjugacy
class of u, (where r € yL and p € Fy) is equal to u, if and only if

v+r =2z and r7T 4+ pw — VT + 00T + A\w = 2ZT

The second equation determines p once v, r and A are known, and A can be chosen arbitrarily
in Fy, once v and r satisfy v + r = z. Hence in Equation (##), we have

Coy =4 [{fveal|z—veyL}| .
In particular for any x € IFqXQ

cr qg{veasLl|z—veal} =q[{wel|s—aweal} =1

T,

Similarly
ty=q{veasl|st—veasl}=q{weL|zt—aweal}=m
Finally
cﬁit:q‘{UExL|mt2—v€xtL}‘ =q{wel|t* —wetl} =n
This completes the proof, since ¢ , is symmetric in z,y, 2. O

Remark 40. Applying augmentation to the equations of Proposition 39 gives that n =1+1
2

and n+2m =4 3_ 1. So it suffices to know [, and then m and n can be computed.
By definition I = [{v € L |1 —wv € L}|. Since 3| ¢+ 1| ¢*> — 1, the field F 2 contains all
cube roots of unity. Now clearly

l={(z,y) €Fp xFs |2® +y* =1}/9 ,

since multiplying x or y by any cube root of unity doesn’t change x3 nor y3. It follows that
91 is almost equal to the number of points of the elliptic curve z3 + 3% = 23 over Fy2: the
difference consists of three points (6,0, 1) of the projective plane over F 2, where 6 is any
cube root of 1, three points (0,0, 1), and three points (0, —1,0). It follows that 97 = Ny — 9,
where N is the number of points over FF 2 of the Fermat cube E with equation 234y =23

Now this is an elliptic curve, and by [7, (2.6)], the zeta function of E can be defined as

Zu(w) = exp( Y N

m>1

where N, is the number of points of E over Fym. By [7, Theorem 2.8], it has the following

form )
1 —au+qu
Zp(u) = ,
= o= )
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where a = 1 4+ ¢ — Nj. Comparing the terms of degree 2 in u in the expansion of those two
expressions of Zp(u) as series in u gives Ny = Ny (2(g + 1) — Ny).

Now since 3 | ¢+ 1, it follows that 31 ¢ — 1, and = + 2 is a bijection of F,. Hence E has
as many points over F, as the projective line with equation x +y = z, that is N1 = ¢ + 1.
Hence Ny = (¢ + 1)2, which gives the following values for [, n and m:

I (q—i—l)? 1 G —q—2 (q+1)2
3 ’ 9 ’ 3
Theorem 41. Let k be a field of characteristic p. Then:

(1) The radical J(ZkN) of the center of the group algebra kN has a k-basis consisting
of the elements D,, for x € IF;/F —{T'}, Ty, forx € ¥/T —{T'}, Th +1d, and Uy,

2
forx € IFqXQ/L. In particular, the dimension of J(ZkN) is equal to QTM +v—1.
(2) The square J*(ZkN) of J(ZkN) has a k-basis consisting of the elements Dy + T,

where x € W/T—{T'}. In particular, the dimension of J2(ZkN) is equal to 4 —5 L
(3) The cube J3(ZkN) of J(ZkN) is equal to 0.

Proof. As the group algebra kN is indecomposable when k is a field of characteristic p, the
radical J(ZkN) is equal to the kernel of the augmentation € : ZkN — k. If X is the sum of
the elements of a conjugacy class C of N, then £(X) = |C|, and by Proposition 24, this is a
multiple of p, unless C' is the class of the identity element of N, or C' is the class of ¢1, and
|C| = g—1 in this case. It follows that the elements listed in Assertion (1) generate J(ZkN).
Moreover, they are obviously linearly independent, so they form a basis B of J(ZkN).
Now by Proposition 28, for z € ¥ —I', we have that D,(Id +T1) = D, + T, in ZkN,
so the elements D, + Ty, where € ¥/I" — {I'}, are indeed in J?(ZkN), and they are
clearly linearly independent. Moreover, reducing mod p the formulas for products stated
in Propositions 26 to 39, one checks easily that any product of two elements of the basis
B is equal to a (possibly zero) scalar multiple of an element D, + T}, for some z € ¥ — T,
and that the product of any three elements of B vanishes. This completes the proof of
Theorem 41. O

If k is a field of characteristic p it is not difficult to give the explicit structure of Z(kN)
as a quotient of a polynomial ring in several variables.
Proposition 42. Let v be the greatest common divisor of 3 and ¢+ 1, and let
Mi={zeFp|z" =1}, \Il::{:cquz\x‘”'l:l}, L::{cﬂ]aGF;Q}

Let 81 := FZQ/F, let U := ¥/T and let W := F;/L. Let k be a field of characteristic p > 0
and let N be the normaliser of a Sylow p-subgroup of PSU(3,q), where p divides q. Then,
Z(kN) ~ k[T, X, Y | n € 2W,m e U]/I

where I is the ideal generated by
T2, TXpnys Ty Xy Xnas Xy Yoy Yo Yinos

1
Xy Yony + ~ X T, Y Yimg = (1=0 ) XmgmsT

ma,mg
where
ni,no € W, mp € U —UB,mo,mg €Y
and 0,3 s the Kronecker symbol.
Proof. We have a basis of Z(kN) given in Theorem 41 by the elements D, for «I" € IF‘;; /T,

T, for 2" € ¥/T'— {T'}, T1 + Id, and U,, for zL € IE‘;/L. Observe that D7 = 1. Moreover,
by Proposition 28 we do not need to include T, as variable of the polynomial ring. This
element is already the product of 71 and U,.
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We obtain the following multiplication table.

| Ty +id | Uy | Dy(y¢¥) | D,(yeV-TI)

Ty +id 0 0 0 T, + D,

Prop. 33 Prop. 38 Prop. 26(2) Props. 28
Uy 0 0 0 —2(Dy + Ty)
Prop. 38 Prop. 39 Prop. 26(3) Prop. 29
D, (2 €9) 0 0 0 0
Prop. 26(2) Prop. 26(3) Props. 27,26(1),30 Prop. 26(1)
Dy (x eV —T)|| To+ Dy | —2(Ds +To) 0 (1 = 0uyr.r)(Toy + Day)
Prop. 28 Prop. 29 Prop. 26(1) Props. 31,30

Now, mapping 1" to T1 +id, X, to U, and Y,,, to D,, gives an algebra homomorphism of
the corresponding polynomial ring with kernel precisely the ideal 1. O
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