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Abstract

The Ore Conjecture, proved in [18], states that every element of
every finite (non-abelian) simple group is a commutator. In this paper
we use similar methods to prove that every element of every finite
simple group is a product of two squares. This can be viewed as a
non-commutative analogue of Lagrange’s four squares theorem.

1 Introduction

In recent years there has been considerable interest in word maps on finite
(non-abelian) simple groups G: namely, maps of the form (gi,...,94) —
w(g1,-..,94), where w is a non-identity element of the free group Fy of
rank d and g; € G. Let w(G) denote the image of this map and let w(G)"
be the set of all products of k elements of w(G). In [23] it is shown that
w(G)? = G provided |G| > N,, where N, depends only on w, and this
has recently been improved to w(G)? = G in [15, 16, 17]. Clearly there are
words w for which w(G) # G; for example w = z? is not surjective on any
finite non-abelian simple group. More generally, any word which is a proper
power is non-surjective on infinitely many simple groups: indeed, if w = vF
and |G| is not coprime to k, then the map g +— ¢* is not injective on G,
so w(G) # G. However, some word maps are surjective, and it is a major
challenge to determine which.

Trivially, any primitive word — that is, any word that is part of a free
generating set of Fj; — is surjective on all groups. The same is true for any
word of the form Hle z;' f with f € F), where ey,...,eq are integers with
greatest common divisor 1 (see [22, 3.1.1]). The first nontrivial example of
a word map which is surjective on all finite non-abelian simple groups is
the commutator map [z,y]; indeed, this is the content of the well known
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Ore conjecture that every element of a finite non-abelian simple group is
a commutator, recently proved in [18]. Its long proof combines character
theory and computational methods. In this paper we use these and other

ideas to prove another surjectivity result, this time for the word x2y2.

Theorem 1 FEvery element of every finite non-abelian simple group G is a

product of two squares. In other words, if w(x,y) is the word xzy?, then

w(G@) =G.

The word 2%y? is of interest for a number of reasons. Firstly, one can
think of the theorem as a non-commutative analogue of Lagrange’s four
squares theorem. Secondly, it was shown in [8] that the word 2?y? is almost
measure-preserving on finite simple groups — namely, the inverse image of a
subset S of G of proportion p = |S|/|G| has proportion p 4+ o(1) in G x G
as |G| — oo; but its surjectivity remained open. Note also that by the
general result of [17], every element of a sufficiently large finite simple group
is a product of two squares; however, it is intriguing that no single exception
exists. Thirdly, as for commutators, there is a character theoretic connection
essentially going back to Hurwitz (see Lemma 2.2). This paves the way to
character theoretic methods which are used in our proof of the theorem.

Our proof for alternating groups and groups of Lie type in odd charac-
teristic is short, using results in [1, 5, 12], and sporadic groups are handled
computationally. This leaves the groups G(g) of Lie type in characteristic
2. Using [9] and other tools, we reduce to consideration of classical groups
with ¢ = 2 or 4. The proof for these groups occupies most of the paper, and
uses a similar approach to that in [18], involving character theory, induction
on the dimension, and computation to establish base cases.

2 Preliminaries
We begin with a couple of trivial observations.

Lemma 2.1 Let G be a finite group.
(i) If = € G is an element of odd order, then x is a square.

(ii) Suppose the number of squares in G is greater than %|G\ Then every
element of G is a product of two squares.

Lemma 2.2 Let G be a finite group. For g € G, the number of pairs
(z,y) € G x G such that g = x%y? is
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Proof This is a special case of [13, Satz 1]. ]

Proposition 2.3 (i) Theorem 1 holds for alternating groups.

(ii) Theorem 1 holds for simple groups of Lie type over fields of odd
characteristic.

(iii) Theorem 1 holds for sporadic simple groups.



Proof (i) Let G = A,,. If nis odd (resp. even), then every element of G is
a product of two n-cycles (resp. (n—1)-cycles), by [12] and [1]. Hence every
element is a product of two elements of odd order, giving the conclusion by
Lemma 2.1(i).

(ii) Let G = G(q) be a simple group of Lie type over a field F, with
g odd. By a result of Ellers and Gordeev [5, Theorem 3, Corollary], every
element of GG is a product of two unipotent elements. Since these have odd
order, the conclusion follows.

(iii) This follows by a routine check of the character tables of the sporadic
groups, using Lemma 2.2. ]

It follows from the proposition that the only remaining groups to handle
are simple groups of Lie type over fields F, with ¢ = 2k,

Lemma 2.4 Let G = G(q), ¢ = 2F. The proportion of elements of G that

are of odd order is greater than % unless one of the following holds:

(i) ¢=2;
(i) G = SLy(4), Span(4) or Q5 (4).

Proof We use the results of [9], which give estimates for the proportion
s(G) of elements of even order in G. Theorem 1.1 of [9] says that
3 2

s(G) < q—1+(q—1)2'

For g > 8 this is less than %, giving the result.

Assume now that ¢ = 4. If G = L,(4) (n # 4), the proof of [9, 2.3] (see
p. 5) gives s(G) < qu1 + ﬁ < 3. If G = Uy,(4) then counting a little
more carefully in the proof of [9, 2.3] also gives s(G) < 1. The same holds
for exceptional groups over [y apart from G2(4) and Fy(4), by [9, 3.1]. For
the latter groups, the precise numbers of semisimple elements are listed in

[20], and the proportion of them is more than 3. ]

Lemma 2.5 The conclusion of Theorem 1 holds for the following groups:
(i) SL,(2) (3 <n <6);

vil) 3D4(2), 2F4(2)', Fu(2), E5(2), E7(2).

Proof For all of these groups except F;(2), we applied 2.2 to the character
table. Some of the tables are available in the Character Table Library of
GAP [7]; the remainder were constructed directly using the MAGMA [2] im-
plementation of the algorithm of Unger [26]. For E;(2) one finds using [20]

that the proportion of semisimple elements in the group is just over % [ ]



3 Completion of the proof

It remains to prove Theorem 1 for the following groups:

Ln(2) (n>17),

Un(2) (n 2 10),
Spgn(Q) (n>17), Span(4) (n > 4),
05,(2) (n > 7), 05,(4) (n > 5),
Es(2).

For these groups, the proof follows closely that given in [18]: there we proved
that certain key elements ¢ € G were commutators by usmg the character
theoretic criterion that g is a commutator if ) el (G ig) # 0. In many
cases we established this by simply showing that

> %<1. (1)

la#x€hr(GQ)

Of course (1) is sufficient to prove that the sum in Lemma 2.2 is nonzero,
and hence that g is equal to zy? for some z,y € G.

Before proceeding, we eliminate the one exceptional group in the above
list.

Lemma 3.1 Every element of Eg(2) is a product of two squares.

Proof The proof of the Ore conjecture for G = Eg(2) in [18, §7] was
achieved by establishing that for every g € G, either (1) holds or g lies in
a subsystem subgroup of G which is a central product of perfect groups of
Lie type of rank at most 4 over Fo. By Lemma 2.5, we know that Theorem
1 holds for such subgroups. Hence it holds for G. [ |

3.1 Some generic cases

It remains to prove the theorem for the classical groups over Fy and Fy listed
above. As in [18] we study a key subset of elements of these groups, defined
as follows.

Definition Let G = Cl,(q) = SLn(q), SUn(q), Spn(q) or Q,(q). An el-
ement z € G is breakable if it lies in a natural proper subgroup Cl,(q) X
Cl,—r(q) (stabilizing a non-degenerate r-space if G # SL,(q)), and one of
the following holds:

(1) both factors Cl,.(q) and Cl,_.(q) are perfect groups;

(2) Cl,(q) is perfect, and the projection of = to Cl,,_(q) is a product of
two squares in Cl,_,(q).

Otherwise, x is unbreakable.

A simple induction argument shows that Theorem 1 for G = Cl,(q)
follows immediately if we prove that every unbreakable element in G is a
product of two squares. Indeed, let x € G and suppose that x is breakable, so
x = (x1,22) € Cl(q) x Cl,—r(q) satisfies (1) or (2) in the above definition.
In either case, by induction z1,z9 are products of two squares in Cl,(q),

Cln—r(q) respectively, say z; = y?22 for i = 1,2; then z = (y1,y2)%(21, 22)°.



Lemma 3.2 Theorem 1 holds for G = Spa,(2) (n > 7), Q5,(2) (n > 7), or
05,,(4) (n > 5).

Proof This follows almost immediately from the proofs of the Ore con-
jecture for these groups in [18], as follows. Consider first G = Spa,(2). By
[10, 6.2], there is a set W of five Weil characters such that every nontrivial
irreducible character of G not in W has degree at least (22" — 1)(2"! —
1)(2"1 — 4)/30. Moreover the characters in W have distinct degrees (see
[10, §3]), so in particular they are all real. For x € G let

F1<x>—g;v%, pw- Y Xl

la#xehr(G)\W X

By Lemma 2.2 it is sufficient to show that |Fy(z)| + Fa(z) < 1 for all un-
breakable x € G. This is established in Lemmas 4.4-4.7 of [18].

An entirely similar discussion applies when G is an orthogonal group. m

The remaining groups SLy(2), SU,(2), Sp2,(4) were not handled in the
above way in [18], so require detailed arguments here.

3.2 Special linear and symplectic groups
Lemma 3.3 Theorem 1 holds for G = SL,(2) (n > 7).

Proof Let z € G be unbreakable. We claim first that
|Cq(z)| <2732 (2)

The proof is similar to analogous proofs in [18], for example [18, 4.7]. If =
is unipotent and unbreakable, then it has only Jordan blocks of size 2 or
at least n — 2 (size 2 is allowed as SL2(2) is non-perfect); it follows easily
that x = J, or (J,_2,J2) where J; denotes a Jordan block of size i. These
have centralizers of order 2" or 2"*2 respectively, so (2) holds. If z is not
unipotent, write x = su with s,u commuting semisimple and unipotent
elements. As x is unbreakable, one of the following holds:

(i) Ca(s) = GLn/k(2k) for some k dividing n, and u = J,, 1, € GLn/k(2k);

(ii) n =2m, Cg(s) = GLy(4) and v = (Jm—1,J1) € GL1,(4);

(iii) n = 2m + 2, Cg(s) = GLy,(4) x GL1(4) or GLp(4) x GLy(2) and
u = (Jm, J1) or Jp,, Ja) respectively.
The centralizer orders |Cg(x)| are given by [19, §2], and the largest is that
in case (ii), where |Cg(z)| = 4™|GL1(4)|?. Hence (2) is proved.

Next, define D = (2" — 1)(2"~! — 4)/3. By [24, Theorem 3.1], G has
exactly one nontrivial irreducible character x( of degree less than D, and xq

is the nontrivial constituent of the permutation character of G on 1-spaces,
of degree 2" — 2. We saw above that dim Cy (z) < 2 (where V = V,,(2)), so

@l 3
xo(1) —2n—2
The number k(G) of conjugacy classes of G satisfies k(G) < (2.5) - 2"~! by
[6, 3.6]. Hence by [18, 2.6],

s W@ HOPIC@I  IE 2R s
x(1) — D - D

< 0.2.

x€lrr(G), x(1)>D



It follows that

3
S X(@)] 102<1,
x(1) ~2n-2
la#x€lrr(G)

and so by Lemma 2.2 the conclusion follows. ]
Lemma 3.4 Theorem 1 holds for G = Spa,(4) (n > 4).

Proof Let z € G be unbreakable. As Spa(4) is perfect, = cannot stabilize
a proper non-degenerate subspace. It follows that if x is unipotent then
x = Jo, or J2 (V(2n) or W(n) in the notation of [19, §3]); and if z = su is
not unipotent, then Cg(s) = GLf/k (4¥) and u = J, ) € GLjf/k (4%), for some
k dividing n. The centralizer orders are given in [19], and the largest is for
& = J2, which has centralizer order 42*~1.|Spy(4)| if n is even, 42" - |05 (4)|
if n is odd. Hence
Cal)| < 42+2,

Now we consider characters of G. By [10, 6.2], there is a collection W of 7
irreducible characters such that every nontrivial irreducible character not in
W has degree at least

(4271 _ 1)(4n—1 _ 1)(477,—1 _ 42)
2(41 - 1)

D=

The 7 characters in W are labelled oy, Bn, pk, 02,72, ¢L, ¢2, and all are real.
The values of o, + B, pt +p2, 7}, ¢!, and ¢2 are described explicitly in [10,
§3], and we see easily as in the proof of [18, Lemma 4.5] that

|Fu(z) =) % <0.2.

XEW

Also k(G) < (15.2) - 4™ by [6, 3.13], so as in the previous proof

<0.2.

Ix(z)| _ +/15.2-2m.4n+!
Fy(z) = Z 1) < o)
x€lrr(G), x(1)>D

Hence |Fy(z)| + F2(x) < 1 and the conclusion follows. ]

3.3 Unitary groups

The proof for SU,(2) with n > 10 is similar to the previous ones, but we
give more detail as unitary groups were handled by a different method in
[18].

Lemma 3.5 If z € G = SU,(2) is unbreakable, then |Cq(z)| < 23776 .34,
Moreover, if n =10 then |Cg(z)| < 915 34

Proof The non-perfect special unitary groups are SU,(2) with r < 3, so
x does not lie in a subgroup SU,(2) x SU,,—,(2) with r € {1,2,3}. If z is
unipotent then it is J,, (J,—2, J2) or (J,—3, J3), all of which have centralizer
order smaller than the bound in the conclusion (see [19, §2]). Otherwise
xr = su with s a nontrivial semisimple element, and the largest possible



centralizer is achieved when n is a multiple of 3, Cg(s) = G N GUz,,(2%)
(n = 3mk, k odd), and u = (J3)) € GU3,(2F). Writing ¢ = 2% we have

1Ca(z)] < Cauynq)(w) =™ °|GUs(q)|
— 93n (q3+1)(q26—1)(q+1)'
q

The right hand side attains a maximum when k£ = 1 and g = 2; it achieves
the bound in the conclusion. The stronger bound for n = 10 was established
computationally — it occurs for the element z = (wJo, wJa, w3, £¢) where w
is a cube root of 1 in Fy and z( is an element of order 9 in GU3(2). []

Consider the natural module V = F} for G := GU,(2). Any g € G is
indecomposable if V' cannot be decomposed into a direct sum of pairwise
orthogonal g-invariant nonzero non-degenerate subspaces. A nonzero non-
degenerate subspace U of V is a A-block for g if U is g-invariant, g|y is
indecomposable, and det(g|y) = A. A block for g is a A-block for some

AeF} ={1,w,w?}.

Lemma 3.6 Assume g € SU,(2) is unbreakable and n > 10. Then V is a
direct sum of at most 6 blocks.

Proof Write
V=41046.. 04, ¢B18B:&..9B;0C19Ca®... 0

as a direct sum of r 4+ s + t blocks for g, where A; is a 1-block of dimension
a;, Bj is an w-block of dimension b;, Cj is an w?-block of dimension c,
r,s,t >0, and

1< <...<a,, 1< <...<b;, 1 <1 <. Z e

Arguing by contradiction, we assume that r +s+1¢ > 7.

1) First we claim that V' cannot be written as an orthogonal sum of three
g-invariant non-degenerate subspaces A® B@ C with dim A, dim B, dim C >
2 and det(g|a) = det(g|s) = det(g|c) = 1. Indeed, assume the contrary and
(without loss) that a := dimA < b:=dim B < ¢:=dimC. Then ¢ > 4 as
n > 10, and a + b > 4. Now observe that g € SU.(2) x SU,4(2), and so g
is breakable.

2) Here we show that min(s,t¢) < 1. For, assuming that s, > 2 we can
define
A=B1®Cy, B:=Byd(Cy, C:= (14693)L

Then dim A,dim B > 2 and dimC > r + s +t — 4 > 3. Furthermore, the
choices of A, B,C ensure that g|4, g|p, and g|c all have determinant 1.
Hence g is breakable by 1).

3) Next we consider the case r > 2. If s,¢ > 1, then we can define
A:=A1® Ay, B:= Bio(Cy, C:= (A@B)J‘

and conclude that g is breakable by 1). Furthermore, if s > 3 for instance,
then we define

A=A ®Ay, B:=B ®By®B;, C:=(A®B)*



and again conclude that g is breakable by 1). So we must have that min(s,t) =
0 and max(s,t) < 2. Replacing g by g~! if necessary, we may assume that

t =0 and s < 2. In this case, 1 = det(g) = w®, hence s =0 and r > 7. Now

if d:= a1 +as + a3z >4 then

g€ SU(AL & Ay ® As) x SU((A; @ Ay ® A3)h) = SU(2) x SU,_4(2)

with n — d > 4, and so g is breakable. So a; = as = ag = 1. If in addition
3+ a4 <n—4, then

gESUAID..®A) X SU(A1®...® A)T) = SU314,(2) X SUp_3_4,(2)

and again g is breakable. Thus 3 + a4 > n — 3 and so a4 > n — 6 > 4. This
is impossible, since n — 3 — a4 > a5 + ag > 2a4 > 8.

4) We have shown that » < 1. By 2) we may assume ¢ < 1, whence
s=mn—r—t>5. Since 1 = det(g) = w*?, we must have 3|(s — t), and so
s > 6. Defining

A:=B ®By®Bs, B:=B;®&Bs® Bs, C:=(A® B)*,

by 1) we see that the unbreakability of ¢ implies that dimC < 1. But
dimC > (r 4+ s +t) — 6, so we must have that » + s+t = 7, and either
r=t=0and s =7, 0orr+t=1and s = 6. The former is impossible as
3|(s—t). Similarly, in the latter case we have ¢ = 0 and r = 1, and moreover
C = A; has dimension 1. Recalling that A; is a 1-block, we see gla, =1
and so g € SU,,—1(2), again a contradiction. n

For \ € F(;Q and g € GU,(q), define e(g, ) to be the dimension (over
F,2) of Ker(g — A - 1y). If f € Fp2[t] is a monic irreducible polynomial with
aroot a € Fy2, define f to be the unique monic irreducible polynomial over
[F,2 such that f(a™?) = 0.

Corollary 3.7 Ifn > 10 and g € SU,(2) is unbreakable, then

Z e(g,A) <6.

AEF}

Proof Consider an a-block U of g for « € F. Since g|y is indecomposable,
the semisimple part s of g|y must have characteristic polynomial f(t)*,
where f € IF4[t] is irreducible and f = f, or (f(t)f(t))¥, where f € F4t]
is irreducible and f # f. In both cases, if deg(f) > 2, then f()\) # 0 for
A € F} and so dimKer(g|y — A - 1) = 0. On the other hand, if deg(f) =1,
then f(t) =t — 3 for some 3 € Fy, whence f = f (i.e. we are in the former
case) and s = 3 - 1y. Then the indecomposability of g|y implies that the
unipotent part of g acts on U as a single Jordan block of size k. Thus
dimKer(g|y — A+ 1) equals 1 if A = 8 and 0 otherwise. Now the statement
follows immediately from Lemma 3.6. [ |

Lemma 3.8 Let p be a prime, q¢ a power of p, and let s € G := GU,(q) be
a semisimple element such that s and as are conjugate, where 1 = 41! £
o€ IFqXQ. Then

N(s) = (G:Cq(s))y > g,



Proof 1) As usual, we may decompose V into an orthogonal sum V; &

. @ Vi, of s-invariant non-degenerate subspaces, with the characteristic
polynomial of s|y; being either f;(t)*, where f; € F,2[t] is irreducible and
fi = fi, or (fi(t)fi(t))*, where f; € F2[t] is irreducible and f; # f;, and
moreover f; # f;, fy whenever i # j. Slnce s and as are conjugate, the the
map J : £ — azx on F preserves the set of all eigenvalues of s. As a = ad’ ,
J induces an action on the set of irreducible factors f; of the characteristic
polynomial of s. Moreover, since a = o~ 9, this action of J commutes with
the map f; — f;. Thus J induces an action (which we also denote by J)
on the set of summands Vi,...,V,,, with say [ orbits. We consider the
decomposition

V=wWieW,d...o W,

where each W; is the sum of all V; belonging to one orbit of J.

2) Observe that, by our construction, s; := s|y, and as; are conjugate
in GU(Wj). (Indeed, if zsz~! = as for some € GU(V), then s|,qy,) has
characteristic polynomial equal to the image under J of the characterlstlc
polynomial of s|y,. It follows that x(W;) = W; and x|w, conjugates s; to
asj.) In particular, dim W; > 1 (as o # 1). Furthermore, Cg(s) preserves
each W (since it fixes each V).

3) The desired bound is obvious when n < 5. We proceed by induction
on n > 6. First we consider the case | > 2. The observations in 2) allow
us to apply the induction hypothesis to s; = s|y, and s} := s|W1/ with
Wy := (W1)*. Hence

N(s1) = (GU(W) : CGU(Wl)(Sl))p/ > ¢@* /42,
N(st) = (GUY) : Cavupy(sh)) > a1

where a := dim W7 > 2 and b := dim W{ > 2. Observe that

k
i i +1
2 < fg k) =] - (-1 < R )
i=1
for any k£ > 1. It follows that
n(n+1)
GUV) |y _ [flg,n) q 2 ab—2

(UL x GUW))y  F(@.0)f(g,0) ~ (22) .

q

Since n =a+b> 6 and a,b > 2, we have ab > 8. Consequently,

fg,n) a?4?
flga)f(g.0)

N(s) > N(s1)N(s1) - g2 g,

as stated.

4) Now we may assume that [ = 1. First we consider the case where
fi = fi. The characteristic polynomial of s is (fifa... fm)¥, and deg f; = r
is odd. Then Cg(s) = GUk(¢")™ and n = krm. Applying (3) we get

f(q n) qn(n2+l) 9 .
_ > oo+ 2 (mkr—2k)— =22
N0 = i3> o g 7 v




(since (¢" +1)/q" < 3/2 < ¢*/®). If mr > 3 and n > 8, then mkr —2k > n/3
and n2/12 > 3m/5, yielding N(s) > ¢"/4. The same holds if mr > 3 and
n = 6,7. Assume mr < 2. Since r is odd, we have r = 1. If in addition
m = 1 then s is scalar and so s and as cannot be conjugate. Thus m > 2
and so N(s) > ¢"*/4~2,

Finally we consider the case where f; # fi. The characteristic polyno-
mial of s is (fifa... fmfife... fm)F, and deg f; = 7 > 1. Then Cg(s) =
GLy(g*)™ and n = 2krm. Applying (3), we get

n(n+1)

f(q7 n) q 2 n? n?

n® _np n*
N(S) > qrmk(k-f—l) qmrk(k+1) >q2 20 zqr

I

and so we are done with the inductive step. [ |

Now we prove the following theorem which is of independent interest:

Theorem 3.9 Let q be a power of a prime p and let £ = 0 or a prime
coprime to ged(n,q + 1). Assume V is an £-modular absolutely irreducible
representation of GU,(q) which is reducible on restriction to SU,(q). Then

n2
dimV > ¢t 2

Proof 1) Let G := GUy(q), S := SU,(q), Z := Z(G). Consider the
subgroups A, B of G which contain S and such that A/S = Oy(G/S) and
B/S = Op(G/S). Since (G : ZS) = ged(n,q + 1) is coprime to ¢, we have
A< ZS. For X <G, let 5§ (V) denote the total number of irreducible con-
stituents of the X-module V|x. Similarly, we choose U to be an irreducible
constituent of the A-module V|4, and let x{}(U) denote the total number
of irreducible constituents of the Y-module Uly for Y < A. Since A < ZS,
every S-irreducible constituent W of Ul|g is A-invariant. But A/S is cyclic,
hence W extends to A. In other words, RQ(U) = 1. By our assumptions,
k% (V) > 1, and by [14, Lemma 3.3],

kS (V) = kG (V) - k5 (V).

Hence x§ (V) > 1.

Recall that G/A is a cyclic #'-group. The latter inequality implies by
[14, Lemma 3.2 that there is some nontrivial irreducible ¢-modular repre-
sentation L of G which is trivial on A such that V ~V ® L.

2) Observe that the dual group G* of G = GU,(q) can be identified with
G. Hence, Irr(G) is the disjoint union of the rational series £(G, (z)), where
(x) runs over the set of conjugacy classes (x) of semisimple elements z € G,
cf. [4, 21]. Furthermore, according to the main result of [3], Irr(G) can
be partitioned into the disjoint union of &(G, (y)), where each &(G, (y)),
labelled by the conjugacy class (y) of semisimple ¢'-elements y € G, and
defined by

E(G, (y) = U (G, (yt)),

teCq(y), t is an L—element

is a union of ¢-blocks.

Assume that V' belongs to the union &/(G, (s)) of blocks labelled by the
conjugacy class of a semisimple ¢'-element s € G. Since S acts trivially on

10



L but L is nontrivial, we can also find a nontrivial #'-element z € Z such
that the Brauer character of L is just the restriction to ¢'-elements in G
of the semisimple character x, labelled by z. According to [4, Proposition
13.30] and its proof, the tensor product with y, defines a bijection between
the series £(G, (z)) and £(G, (xz)), hence also between the unions of blocks
E(G, (s)) and & (G, (sz)). Since V ~ V ® L, we conclude that (s) = (sz),
i.e. s and sz are conjugate in G. By Lemma 3.8, N(s) = (G : Cg(s))py >
¢"’/*2. Finally, by [11, Proposition 1], dim V' is divisible by N(s), whence
the statement follows. ]

Lemma 3.10 Let S = SU,(2) with n > 10 and let

D—{ (2"71)(271—1+1)(2"—271)7 N even.

n n—§4 n—
(2"41)(2 3—41)(2 2—23), n odd

If 1¢ # x € Irr(S) and x(1) < D, then x is either one of three Weil
characters, or one of the characters DS, defined in [18, Proposition 6.3].

Proof Let G = GU,(2) and let § € Irr(G) be such that x is an irreducible
constituent of 6]g. Clearly, 8(1) < 3x(1) < 3D < 27*/4=2 It then follows
by Theorem 3.9 that 6|g is irreducible, whence xy = 6|s. In particular,
0(1) = x(1) < D. Now the statement follows from [18, Proposition 6.6]. m

Lemma 3.11 If g € S = SU,(2) is unbreakable, n > 10, and D is as in
the previous lemma, then

_ x(9)] 0.09, ifn > 11,
Fi(g) = > 1) S 028 ifn=10.
1<X(1)<D, X real

Proof 1) It is well known that among the three Weil characters C?Z"L,Q of
S, only the unipotent character ¢ := §272 is real. Next we show that the
character Dy, is real if and only if o € Irr(GU2(2)) is real. The characters
D¢ are constructed in [18, §6.1] by embedding a central product H % S in
GUs,(2) for H := GUy(2) and restricting the reducible Weil character

pla) = (~2)mKerto=

of GUs,(2) to H * S. In particular,

SO|H*G = Z a® D,.
a€lrr(H)

By [18, Proposition 6.3|, Do = D, — Kq - 1g with k4 € {0,1}; in particular,
D¢, is real if and only if D,, is real. Since ¢ is real,

Z O_Z®Da:@’H*G:§0|H*G: Z a® Dg,
a€lrr(H) a€lrr(H)

whence D, = Ds. Also by [18, Proposition 6.3], for a, 3 € Irr(H), D, = Dg
precisely when o = 3. We conclude that D, is real precisely when « is real.

2) Observe that H = GU(2) has exactly three real irreducible charac-
ters: a3 = 1y, ao the Steinberg character (of degree 2), and one more, as,
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of degree 1 (which is X((11_721) in the notation of Table III of [18]). Thus the
summation in F1(g) involves 4 characters: ¢, and x; = Dg, for 1 <14 < 3.
First by [25, Lemma 4.1] we have

AEF}

By Corollary 3.7, ZAEFZ e(g, ) < 6. It follows that |((g)| < (26+2)/3 = 22.
Next,
Ih@%—%ﬁEZa@M@@
zeH

for o € Irr(H). The computations in the proof of [18, Proposition 6.9] and
Corollary 3.7 show that, for every x € H, |p(xg)| < 2'2. Since |a(z)| < a(1),
it follows that |Dy(g)] < 2'2a(1) and so |DS(g)| < 2%2a(1) + 1. Now for
i = 1,3 we have a;(1) = 1 and x;(1) > (2" — 2)(2"~! — 4)/9, whereas for
i = 2 we have ;(1) = 2 and x;(1) > 2(2" — 2)(2"1 — 4)/9, cf. [18, Table
III]. Also, ¢(1) > (2™ — 2)/3. It follows that

66 212 41 213 4+ 1
F 2.
0 < T2 gy —an e 2@ 1))
which is less than 0.09 if n > 11 and 0.28 if n = 10. [

Now we prove the main result of this subsection, which also completes
the proof of Theorem 1:

Proposition 3.12 Theorem 1 holds for G = SU,(2) with n > 10.

Proof It suffices to show that every unbreakable g € G is a product of two
squares. We have k(G) < (8.26) - 2"~1 by [6, 3.10], so in the usual fashion
we see that

_ ‘X(g)’ v 8.26 - 2(n—1)/2 . 2(37176)/2 .32
F(g) Z (D < 5 7

x(1)>D

where D is as defined in Lemma 3.10. For n > 11 this yields Fy(g) < 0.74.
For n = 10 we use the stronger bound for |Cg(z)| in Lemma 3.5 to obtain
Fy(z) < /8.26-2%2.215/2.32/D which is less than 0.07. On the other
hand, Fi(g) < 0.09 for n > 11 and Fi(g) < 0.28 for n = 10 by Lemma 3.11.
Thus F1(g) + F2(g) < 0.83 for all unbreakable g € G, and so the statement
follows. ]
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