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Abstract

This is a survey about the invariant theory of reflection groups and the topology of classifying
spaces of compact Lie groups. It is well-known that the Weyl group of a compact connected Lie
group is a reflection group, and that the rational cohomology of the classifying space is a ring of
invariants, which is a polynomial ring. In the modular case, we will ask if rings of invariants are
polynomial algebras, and if each of them can be realized as the mod p cohomology of a space. We

will overview some historical background as well as recent developments of our subjects.

1 HBE
1.1 Invariant EiF & ZIERIER

Invariant B I3 RBAVIC & AAHVIC S HIE LR TH D, % C DER I HF LN TR 5.
([17], [18], [22], [25] &R) WFZextRi%, ZHEABH T 2O EE 2 - L &, Z DI TAE
(invariant) TH 2 D TH 5. ALLHAD R IIEROMEEZ K5, invariant ring & XL T W
5. 7ol ZAE, WO EHAEAIC X % invariant ring (ZZHEABRE L L Z LMo N TWS . 7
M a v o7 B Lie ffOpHZEMOG# a v E v Y — H*(BG; Q) % Weyl BEOFRIC X
% invariant ring TIN5, K2, LABOWFEREIZ 2 =8 ) —FHD Weyl HETH 5.

BRZ LOLIERAIR Z[ty,ta, -+ ) IS 2000 X, DEEHZEZ 5. ALLHAD4
BIIBROREEZ RS, Z[ty, to, -+ 1,7 ERIN, T invariant ring (FFEARFRIC X > THERK
SINHLHABE 225, —OBEDIEHIZK L TUE invariant ring 3% HABRIC %2 % L IZB S §
BHETH 203, WFEEZ £ DOHIEE (reflection group) DAidas EHERERDLH 5. 72 & 213,
MEFEE C LD invariant ring Clty,ta, - - , 1,V DLHRBRIC % % 7 & OMEA 35 I3HE W
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DZEBIDY pseudo-—reflection L BT ETHS ) L) EHIILCHOEN TS, — &I, KD
BEELAS 0 0 W DI E FWIZHETH 2854121 invariant ring XS TARBR E 2 5. HIZ, 205
DB L coinvariant ring 23K 7 ¥ A LBOIEZ 723 2 £ b invariant ring 3% HABR E 4 5 2
ERGEET S, [18], [20]. B 7 VA LIGHEIC O LT ORFIOVIZEE LT, [9], [27] 23H .
ZIHAB L 5 2 1 D DMBGAFIT DO WTIAR S, [3], [4], [22]. T%HHABR = hypersurfaces 12
& 1, Tnvariant ring 3% EHABRTH % 7% 513, hypersurface TH5.; EVIH I EE2EERT S D
DET B, ROBRBPH SN TS
% A BR = hypersurface = complete intersection = Gorenstein B¢ = Cohen-Macaulay B
7o & 20X, HIAMEE By D322 D mod 2 2 K€V Y — H*(BFEg; Fy) 1& Cohen—Macaulay BT
B VOTHEABTIEE VL, hoMWE bR\, [29]. 7, [5] Ik, G 25 ThH 3 &
&, H*(BG; F3y) %% Cohen-Macaulay B2 Tdb % Z & & Gorenstein B TH 5 Z & L IFFETH 5.

1.2 HFEZEEOIIREOY—& Steenrod DEIHFE-E

G7zay)Xy Mg Lieff e §5 &, Z00%%M BG OfF#arEny — H*(BG; Q) 1 Weyl
B W(G) 1T X % invariant ring H*(BT; Q)W(®) LML LHEHARTH 2. £ F, HFarE
uY— H*(BG;F,) b G IC p-torsion 23 FIUFLHABR E 2 5. 2L 212, G 32 =% ) —F
Un) OBa®EAS. Un) = {A e GL(n,C) | A-A* = E} Th35, H'(BU(n);Z) I&
H*(BT™Z), T7bb Zlt,te, - ,t,] KE T ZRNHROBETH D, > TR 7.

H*(BU(n);Z) = H* (BT, Z)V U0 = Z[t) 4y, - t,]""

Fl, TRTOFEK p It L, H*(BU(n);F,) = H* (BT F,)WV V0D 2350 372 2 L H3AT5 0T
W5,

fE& 1.1 (Steenrod)
%ﬁﬁiﬁ Fp[l’l, T, - ,’L‘n] 0:-)'@‘14,

H*(X;Fp) 2 Fplei,zo, -+, x0)
% i 72 AL X DSEIET 570 D5 R R D K.

ORI, 3 v 87 bk Lie BFEZ2 SO0 ERLV — 72R2E ORI E > TEETH L. WELE
TS B H3, LU 2 D0 oREN L CHTH 5.

EIE 1.1 ([2], [10])
Steenrod I EDLIEALE H* 3% 272D mod p 2 F €0 Y — (p 3AHEL) & L TEIHIN
575, H* = H*(BT™";F,)"V &7 % & 9 7 pseudo reflection # W — GL(n, Z))) D3FET 5.

EIE 1.2 ([10])
Steenrod fREL LD LA H* DK ERILORITED p EHXTHDLET D, ZDEE,
H* =~ H*(X;F,) &7 % X 9 7% p-complete 22 223 H € F € ——RBIICHET 5.
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EE 1.3 ([10])
G Z a8y Ml Liefif, ZL T (p, [W(G))) =1 79 %. b L pcomplete ZZE[H X IZKF L
H*(X;F,) = H*(BG;F,) % 518, X ~ (BG)) Th 5.

I, BT 2 ZHOMREZIBRSE. £9, 774 N—% Z/n £ T % covering projection
SU(n)—PSU(n) % deloop L T 611554 BSU(n)—BPSU(n) Z{li->T, n XDONFRRE
Y, EFABTH B W(SU(n)) & W(PSU(n)) DZNEFND p-adic £#BIZ LR 3 & K-FERHIZE W
TR 5.

EE 1.4 ([11])

W(SU(n))* % W(SU(n)) ® dual Bl $ 2 &, K(BPSU(n); Z)) = K(BT" ', Z))W(SUM)
Ths.

RIZ, A8 4p D dihedral group Dy, =< r,s | 7P = s = 1,srs = r~ ! > (TR L, p 23GFHEEK
DI, XD K 912 modular 8 p : Dy, — GL(2,F,) ZED 5.

p<r><01 _b1> and p<s><; ?)
7277L,2b+1=0mod p TH 5.

EIE 1.5 ([14])
Z @ pseudo-reflection #f Dy, 1R L, KA 32D,
p—1
(a) H*(BT%F,)PPw) = F[wg,14p], 722U 24 =13, 24, = H(at1 +t9)% .

a=0

(b) H*(BT?;F,)P(Puw) = [[*(BT?;F,)PPaw)” 7721 p(Dyy)* 1& p(Dyy) O dual 2B1% KT

EIE 1.6 ([14])
H*(BT?F,)rPw) (ZEHATHETH 5.

2 Invariant E:iH

2.1 Reflection group & Invariant ring

2.1.1 FEHEOEE

EFE 2.1
V ZKF LD n RIGDORY PV ET 5, BIEGH o1 V — V W3 reflection (Filk) & 1F, X
D2ODWHEHRTILETH .

(1) ™ =id &% 5 HRE m DHET 5,

(2) DU DIz IZH LT, ¢(z)=2 &% % (n—1) RIWHTX7 FVER U DHET 5.
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T 2.2
—MHIEHE GL(V) = GL(n, F) D3 G 23 reflection group (HiWHE) ThH % L 1L, G 3 reflection
WO TERSINIHTHL I L2,

BB, m=2DEEDA%E reflection &\, —f%IZIE pseudo reflection EMERZ &b H B3,
LA R T reflection (k) LR & LT 5.

Bl 2.1
(1) —fiza 37 FES Lie #ED Weyl #f W(G) ($ABER Q 1D reflection group TdH 5.
7o E 2L, n RONFEES, = WU (n) BAH {6, i+1) |1 Si<n—1}ITX>TERS
NTVEIN6TH S,

(2) ZHHERE Doy, = (r, s | 1" =82 = 1,srs = r~1) & R 12T reflection group Offitiz b2,
. 1 —si . i
R G, s— <0 >’ . (cos@ sm9> L IUE, s — (sm9 cos@) L7l

1 0 sinf  cos6 cosf) —sinf

Doy 12250 reflection s & s 1c ko> TERS N2 5THS, FEL 9:2% ¥

RIZ, Invariant ring OBIIEEEICOWTEET 5, GREE G R F LOFRIITR Y F v
IV IEHLTWw2 75, T4bb, B G IE—MREERH GLIV) Do ThH 5, V Ok
&% t1, to, -+, t, & LT, ZHABR

S[V] = ]F[tl, to, -, tn] deg(ti) =2

ZHEZ 5. GDOIEHIE symmetric algebra S[V] IZhEI 5. (HICIE S[V] IEF—F &2 T
DIFZEEO FRBarEny — HY(BT™F) LH—HTE 2. COFHICE > TARELRILDOA
%z S[VIY TRT, Thbb

S[V]¥ = {x € S[V] | gz = = for any g € G}

£E95%,
22T, (17, §20-3 ] 2 L C Invariant Bl IC B 2 AR EHEZ N T 5.

EHE 2.1 (Hilbert)
SV IZHRAERTH 5.,

EE 2.2
G % GL(V) DRRBIREE T 5.

(i) (Chevalley)
SV1¢ 3% HAE % 61, G 1 reflection group TH %,

(ii ) (Shephard-Todd)
ch(F) =0 & ch(F) = p 22 p1 |G| = 51F, S[V]C BLHEABTH 5 2 & DMEAIr5fF:
\& G D3 reflection group TH 5 ETH S, 772 ch(F) MK F O Z2RT.



Invariant B & BB oMM R - TH) - 87 -

(iii ) S[V]® = Flzy, zo, -+, @), deg(z;) = 2d; % 61X, |G| = didy---d, DY LD, I 51T,
ch(F) = 0 DB G 1B 5 reflection D¥AS > (d; — 1) TH 5.

=1

EH 2.3 (Coxeter-Steinberg)
F 280 Dk E T 5, GL(n, F) DARAIIHE G 23 reflection group % 51, YaE 7y JIicH

LT, RPBED IO,
. 8%1 o ri—1
J = det [&J 7c|R| L

72720 e %2 0 TRWEF Oi47z2me L, R% GITET S reflection{ p; } DK, L; & p; D
reflecting hyperplane, ; % o; DIVEE T 5,

Bl 2.2
FZFEBER EL, GLB, R) DIHEG =33 252 5.

R[t19 t2’ t3]23 = R["El, T2, '7/'3}

BRL, a1 =t +ty+ g, @3 = hils + boly + Tgh, w3 = tilaty THB, ZITYALT Y J I

1 1 1 1 0 0
J=lty+tz t;+t3 t;+ta| =|to+ty t;—ty ty —t3 | = (t1 —t2)(t1 —t3)(t2 —t3)
tats t1t3 tyto tats  (t1 —ta)ts  (t1 —t3)ts

—J7, ¥4 28} 3 reflection 1%

, Wo = , W3 =

S

=

Il
o = O
S O =
— o O
= O O
o = O
o O =
o O =
—_ O O
o = O

T%%ﬁ"g, :@i%/ﬁ\cz]., L1:t1—t2, ngtl—tg, L3:t2—t3, 7"1—1:1, 7"2—].:1,
rg—1=1 toTwn 3,

2.1.2 Reflection D canonical from

(1) F=R DOE5H (2 DA)
GIREE G DR GL(n, R) DA #ETH 2 LT 5. o,y c RPICH L TZON%E
(z,y)! THY. %L T positive definite from %

(@, y) = {9z, gy)’

geG

LEFET D, p e G % reflection & T % & G-invariant

(2, y) = (p(z),(y))
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N RVASS

fEED 2z e LIZNLT, ¢o(r) =12 &% % hypreplane L SfF{EL, 7 o(a)=—a &% %
a ER"BHET S, TDEE, (o, L)y=0Th 5.

L7235 T, zeVIZHLT
2(a, )

(@)

p(z) = —
IR LD,

(2) F=C D54 (—MRDOME m)
)=z —(1- Cm)Ta
2L, (n=em Th.

PLEXD, reflection 1Z/7#X & reflecting hyperplane 12 & > THREICRE I L5,

2.2 Non-modular &I&
2.2.1 Coxeter group
THARRE Doy, 2

Doy, = (51, 52| s% = s% =(s182)" =1)

EERT. L, slzs:<? 1),52:sr:<sme COSG), 9:2%"6‘5)%.

0 cosf —sinf

E&E 2.3
W % Coxeter group TH % & 1%

W =(s; € 5] (sis;)™" =1)
ERINDZILETHD, 1L, SEIEATROEMZ AT
(i) my=1
(i) my € {23 U{oc}) BB i)
%7z, (W, S) % Coxeter system &\>9,

EHE 2.4 (Coxeter)
GZHEREEETZ, ZDE &G D Coxeter group TH MB35, G5 R _ED reflection
group THHZ ETH 5,

Prop 2.1
Coxeter system SEERITH 2 A5 1%, Coxeter 77 7 5HfETHEH I ETH 5.
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2.2.2 Weyl 3%

Reflection group DEELHIE LT Weyl 23D 5, 2=V —REU(n) B EDa v 7 b
Lie Bf G lcR L C
Te=T=5"x8"x-..x 8!
ZZOMAF—F A, N(T)={g€G|gTg~' =T} % nomalizer £ 32, ZDELE, TIxN(T)
DIEBIHEE 72 D Wely #E W(G) 13 Z DRHFE L TERI NS,
Hifl Lie #EO T AU S HLEE LRI % A B, B, L, €/, D, L HISEE Gy, Fy, E,
E;, Es D5 TH 5. 220D Weyl BEIZIERI 22 H IR Coxeter #ETH 5,

Sy~ R

(T2, 3, -+ T
SV B = SV = Rleg, 24, -+, 22]
SVIW PR = Rz, 24y -+, Ton_o, ] , 7272 L @ =tity-- -ty
SV (E) = Riay, 21,
SWVIWED = Rlzy, 212, T16, T24]
SV Ee) = Rza, 210, T12, T16, T18s T24]
SVIWED = Rza, 212, T16, T20, T24, T2s, T3g)
S[VIWES) = Rlz, 216, T24, T28, T36, T405 Tass Te0)

2.2.3 Complex and p—adic reflection groups

BEHRFHEIC DT Shephard-Todd O3 EUER 2 V>, Clark-Ewing [6] (& p-adic BiHEED
ITHE P 2137
EIE 2.5 (Shephard—Todd D4EERE)
AR ORI R EREWHL 37 ¥4 7H D, 2D b D 3 21k {Z/n}, {Z,.}, {G(m,p,n)} E£FE
I D oo — family TH 5.

EIE 2.6 ([6])
fLE D p-adic reflection group p : G — GL(n,Qp) XX L, ML character 2 b BRI
o : G— GL(n,C) D’FET 5.

EIE 2.7 ([6])
FHBREE G 73 p-adic reflection group & 7% % & 9 %EBLZ b D7D DRI ERD 2 DT
b5,

(i) G % reflection group & 7% % X9 %#FEXE p : G— GL(n,C) Zb7.

(i) Q(x) C Q;
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2.3 Modular XI{

GBIRATF, LTOEI pt G — GL(n, Fp) 252 5. Tz M modular ZHLE 9, KBl
B WT, HEERIIF X CHEFEIN TV 28, modular RIUZOWTIERD L bhoTnin
ZEBL . HEHC O VT FEERT, 2HERIIE S LTV,

Lemma 2.1 ([17])
(IGl, p) =1 T3 LS, RAIKY .

(i) FEEDEEL p: G — GL(n, Fp,) SN L, lifting p: G — GL(n, Z)) DMFET 5.
(i) pr = po % 6IE, pr =2 pp TH 5.
Lemma 2.2 ([17])
(G, p)=1E,T2LE RHIRY T,
(i) Q) LoEBlo: G — GL(n, Q)) & Z)) EDFHL 6 G — GL(n, Z)) I reduce TE 5.
(i) oi~ 65, (i=1,2) Doy 2oy B5IE, 6,26, TH5.

EIE 2.8 ([6])
(IGl,p) =1 &3 5. G» mod p reflection group & 7% % KH 2 b DMEA 35X G 5 Q) -
reflection group £ % 52 RBHZH DI L TH 5.

Prop 2.2 ([17])
(1G], p)=1,F%. p:G— GL(n, Z) XL, W¥:Z) — F, KV Z) — Q" & h F, LXK
K Q) LORBVFEEEING, ZDLE, RDIOEFMAMETSH 2,

(1) Z;)\[tlst27"'7tn]G:Z;\[xl’xZ,"',xn]
( ii ) Fp[tli t2y"'y t’n]G :Fp[xly x29"'9x’ﬂ]
( iii ) Qj/;\[tl’ t2, Ty tn]G = @{)\[zly T2y * In}

3 DEZEEOIKREAY—

SEZEM BG O F € F E—mOWEIX 80 iFR KL D IREEIICHEL T3 Th 5. akE
0y — Il X BRI R L, 70 FRUTEICREIVTH - 7 2 DB OMZELS, 80 FRUT AL H.
Miller [21] %% Sullivan Conjecture % ZEH L TLLE, Lannes OFGHE [19] % Grb¥ CRAERY T I
TOEBLERIEL Aok, Z2DH T, Dwyer-Miller— Wilkerson Of5%E, MO Jackowski—
McClure-Oliver DFERIFRFNTH 2. 2 LT 90 FERUITA D p-compact B &\ ) BEREA X
TREIN Tk & B AN TR OBA D I N7, T2bb, HE b E—MNTFIEIC X % Lie #EHD
—ffbTh 5. W, FEERICOWTONA F 7y 7L LT [23] 28H 5.
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EE 3.1 ([21])
JRATAREE 7 & AR CW—HEE X IS L, RDOGAR (evaluation map) map(Br, X )—X 13 weak
equivalence TH 5.

X B MEHLCw3 L35, 20D L E homotopy fixed point setX"™ 1% En(free
contractible T—space) > 5 X "D m-HHDOEEE L TERI NS, ThbE X' = map, (Er, X)
THY, RS 7 PHHICEMT 2 £ F1& XM = map(Brr, X) £ 5. AERES X™ 06 XM~
DHRBERNBEZ 501 %. % X @ p-completion [B-K] 2 X)) TEbT &, Kz 7 ¥HIR p-
FEDIR, ROFERPMFON 5.

TIE 3.2 ([21])
IR CW-{k X 9% 7 space T SHIR p- 74 5 IXER (X)) — (X)) I3HE b E—FfET
bH5.

Steenrod A%tz A, THEbH T &, elementary p-abelian group V 12k L Lannes’ T-functor Ty
IERD & 9 72 adjoint functor & L CTEREINS.

Homa, (M, H*(BV;F,) @ N) = Hom, (T (M), N)
ZITMENIFA, ED module XiZ algebra &9 5.

EIE 3.3 ([19])
1. ZE[#] X & nilpotent T H*(X;F),) 2* finite type 222 m(X) WHRE T 5. 2D L SHAL
AR
[BV, X]—)HomAp (H*(X:;F,),H"(BV;F,))
I3 bijection TH 5.
2. b L Ty(H*(X;F,)) ? finite type T 1 XITITEWTHIZ 51X, KDIJR Y 32D,

Ty (H*(X;Fp)) = H* (map(BV, X;): )

3.1 dY/XU KM Lie® G &EZDH%EZERM BG
FEHE R, WEBUR C, WA H Lo n ZIERFTHIDD K 28 (—MGIEEE) (IMHRECH 5.
GL(n,R), GL(n,C), GL(n,H)

R B L QVERRE, 2= ) =B, SV L 7 T 4y IR EDEOEENRD L ) ICEDL X
nNa. 7270 E ZHEMTHEET.
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GL(n,R) {A € Mat,(R) | det A # 0}
O(n) {AeGL(n,R) | A-'"A=FE}
SO(n) {A€O(n) | det A=1}
GL(n,C) {A € Mat,(C) | detA # 0}
Umn) = {A€GL(n,C) | A-A*=EFE}
SUMn) = {AeU(n) | det A=1}
GL(n,H) = {A¢€ Mat,(H) | AZIEHI{T5]}
Sp(n) = {AeGL(nH) | A-A*=FE}

—IFIERE L 2 v 87 R EETIE R VDS, FRIERRE, 2=8 ) =, > v 7TV o 74y 7RfRE
387 b Lie BEOEBELHITH 5. MK b — 7 A Weyl #f, F7- Lie #f & Lie BROBR %4
ED 6 il Lie #HIZ 7RI INT L 5.

EE 3.4
Bl Lie O AT F B I E Jidn s AR BAEL CHL DB o b o LHINEEE LI
% Go, Fu, Eg, E7, Es D 5HHTH 5.

v 87 b Lie B GITR L, 2053822 BG & G 3H BB 2 Al 2 24 EG 1< X 2 #uE
M EG/G £ L T&b I 5 (Milnor Construction). Z# 212 G— EG—BG 7% % fibration
EONV—7%H OBG 1 G LAEFE—[ETHS. T1Ud GERLV—7TEETHL I L%
RT. AV b Lie BEEARNL— 7220 L DB OIZHFIET 508, 5FTDE K DFERD» S ZD
HEOIO TNS W EEZ NS, L LADSRBRGRHRITIIE > Twiw, 7% BG &
principal G-bundle Z 389 5. 7% b b, AHZEM X 128 L A€ F Y4 [X, BG) 13 X 2l
B2 E LT DHM G-ZEM D FfEEIC 1% 1 XS d 5.

3.2 ZERREIREOQOY—
§1.2 TRDOEHEZMHNL 7.

TIE 3.5 ([10])
G % a3y b Liefif, Z LT (p, [W(G)]) =1 .9 %. b L pcomplete 722 X 12k L
H*(X;F,) = H*(BG;F,) % 512 X ~ (BG)) T 3.

SITG = SO, Thbb H(X;F,) = H(BS%F,) 2 LT p h488s 518 X ~ (BS?))
TH2 I EDFVIDOBMEZ RS, —fRIC p 23 [W(G)| 285 7%w7% 618 (BNT)) ~ (BG)),
5 X ~ (BNS')) 27" &>, Lannes DffiF &

[BZ/p, X| = Homa,(H*(X;Fy), H*(BZ/p; F}))
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= Homau,(H*(BS*;F,), H*(BZ/p;F,)) = [BZ/p, BS?]

Mo THE i Z/p— S° X VFEINEMR Bi: BZ/p—BS3 \CIBT 2548 f : BZ/p—X
D265, ZOFRIE BZ/p—smap(BZ/p, X);— X LR E 3%, mapping space D 2 FE
vY—%EET S L,
H*(map(BZ/p, X)s; Fy) = T(H*(X;Fp))y
=T(H*(BS*F,))p; = H*(BS";F,)

£ > Tmap(BZ/p,X); ~ (BSY))y Thb 5. ZITZ/2HZ/plcld (-1) ff & LTE 7 X 12iEH
WIcfEf g5 L &

EZ/2 Xz, map(BZ/p, X);——E7Z]2 X7/ X —X

213%. DEXD X ~ EZ/2 X7/ map(BZ/p,X)y ~ (BNS')) ~ (BS3)) L7 %.

FHZ W £ LT GL(n,F,) ZW-ok & &, Thbbt, H* (BT F,) L) £k
H*(B(Z/2)"; Fo) Gt F2) kb N 5 L HABE% Dickson algebra & 59, [28] Ik D, 1FEA
EDLEFEBARTRETH 20T, RISFRLHI L 7% 5.

EE 3.6 ([7])
Rtz $ 22 X DMEET .

H*(X;Fy) = H*(B(Z/2)"; Fy)“F 4 F2)

ZORREMN S L HY(B(Z/2)"; Fo) L) 3BT H 2 72 0 Db+ 35 I n <4 T
HHIEWREND.

3.3 D¥EZEME LEDE&RE admissible map

R p . K—G 30 EM EOER Bp: BK—BG %83 2. L L& TOERIUEH
TN X o CTERE I 5 L IXPR S 7\, unstable Adams operation (& Z DHITH 5. £/, 7 & Z1F,
FE M E—5A [BDyy, BS?] 1 p+ 1 HDITC» 5% . G BK—BG ® 2 F €0 ¥ —imlIiise
13 70 FEARUSHEZ /2. Adams Mahmud 13 Q- aF€ v Y —% T admissible map & V> 9 1%
BN TREBA T 2T 7.

T 3.7 ([1])

KEGZHa Y Mg Lie Bl L, ZRNEFNDBK =59 2% T ZLTCTg LT 5. {LED
g BK—BG XL, b — 7 AR ORI o : T —Te BHEEL, RO FE + ©—A[HaxA%
%5,

BTy 2% BT,

L

BK — BG
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I, B :Trk—Tg bFERZD L) BMERMESILGC D Weyl FFOH S T0w IZHL B=w -«
ks,

ZIZTR=Q%%IEF,INL H*(BK; R) = H*(BTk; R)W ) O H*(BG; R) = H*(BTg; R)V(“.
9%, ¢=(Ba)* £BL EEED we W(K) I L v € W(G) BFIEL T wp = duw' L5,
Z D & 9 HEFT % admissible map &5 9.

H*(BTs; R) —2> H*(BTx: R)

| !

H*(BG;R) — H*(BK;R)

3.4 Invariant ring & p-compact &

Lie B G OFEmNIRNG %2 %M BG O+ € b E—imiiihg cR b 7217 5k & LT p-compact
L w9 RS Dwyer-Wilkerson [8] 12 & > THA I N/, )V— 72 X 5% pcompact Bf & %
X D F,-finite TH D, 2>2 BX 23 F,complete TH % & % F 9. pcompact FEIMA T+ —F
ATx & Weyl EWx b5, 2115613 Lie O LB EZ DD, 3 H5AA 3287 | Lie
G 2%k 7 6, Z D p-completion 13 p—compact #ETH 523, —MRIC mo(G) DIER p-HETRIT
UL pcompact HETH 5 £ IFRS 2w, [12] 8 X [13]. Lie BELAA D p—compact FEDHI & LT
F(S* ), (p—1=0 modn) % EDVHW2 Clark-Ewing ¥4 7" [6] Db DTN 5.

Z 2T p-compact #f & Lie B O IA N 22 MG 2R 7.
1. MR f . X—Y 135 Bf : BX—BY D2 L Th2.
2. 2ODWFE f g: X—Y BB LBGHRBS & By BHEPE—FMTHL L.

3. MEER f - X—Y BHE (Thbb X 13Y O pcompact £f) L I13EHR Bf OFE b+
E—7 74— X/Y 738 F,finite TH 2 Z &.

X 512 pcompact FEIFIBERAK N —F 2 & Weyl BE Wy # b5 Lie HEOG& M MEEZ DD, p-
compact #f T %% p-compact b —7 2 TH % & F T 3 Eilenberg-MacLane £ K ((Z))", 1) & &
TEhrE—[FETHEZEZ2F 9. F7 pcompact B X 3 toral & 1% Xy 2% pcompact b —7 R
THEIEEF). i f: T—X DMK —7 ATH 2 L& Cx(T) := map(BT, BX)py
p-compact toral #TH>D Cx (T)/T »% homotopically discrete &£ 725 Z £ %25 9.

EIE 3.8 ([8])
p—compact B X (FMAF—F 2L Weyl fEWx b5, 2 DDA b —7 AIHETH 5.

I 3.9 ([8])
Txy—X ZWBn DMK =5 2T 2 ERIZFAMETS 5.
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1. Weyl #f Wx Df7%03 X/Tx @ Euler characteristic {255 L \».
2. BTx E® Wx— action & faithful 722831
Wx—GL(H*(BTx; Z)) © Q) = GL(n, Z))
ZEET 5. ZDEE Wy IF reflection group & L THRII LS.

3. HY(BX;Z))®Q — (H*(BTx;Z))® QWx ZAMTH 3.

ZZTayay b Lielf GICHL, (BG), OV— 72D pcompact #ETH % 72 d DFAFEIC
DWTEZS. -k Z1E, p-compact toral Bt & 72 3 7 & DMLHEA35MF13 G 53 p-nilpotent TH
L52ETHS. ZOGE, G DEEENTIZ =7 A%, —RIZ, pcompact FETH 5 72D DL
PR E LTRE O N5,

EIE 3.10 ([12])

G Zav,7 b Liefife 5. (BG), DN—72E0H p-compact #HETH % 7% 5 IZKHBLY 370,
(a)  mG 1 pnilpotent TH 5.
(b) m((BG))) » moG D p-Sylow L AMTH 2.

B, p B3 mo(G) DB EHS R & Ho A nBE L L CREFRareEn Y —I1cBT
25005 5. Thbb, H(BG;Q)) 3HHABRERD,

H*(BG;Qp) = H*(BT"; Q)"

& 7% % &9 7% reflection #f W — GL(n, Z)) DAHET 5. DLEDZAZ72 353, p-compact #IC
%5 WHIDY Gy DEBIHEDORGHZH VT p=3 DL EIFoN 2.

BIF Lie Bt Go 13 H = SU(3) x Z/2 2T REE LCat. 2382 (BH)) 13 (BGy)y ICHE
FE—FfETHZ. &2 AT, SU(3) D center 1& Z/3 IZFABITH %05, H DIEBEBOHEE 75> T
V3. HES T, WRE Ty = H/(Z/3) DERTE 2. /8% (BT2)4 13 (BGo)y IWHEAE F E—
HfETH 5.

Z/3=——=7Z/3 ——>x

]

SU3) ——= H — 72

|

PUB)——=Ty——=7Z/2

EE 3.11 ([12])
(BT3)% Dv— 7 28[H13 3-compact #ETIZZ\>.
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av Ry MEE Lie#t G DR F—F 2% T L35 L, %M BG D p-adic K-theory 1%
K(BG;Z})) = K(BT;Z)"(@) T&H 5. RAMA Lie it G & K 12X L, Weyl B W(G) &
W(K) 0FBUIE Q) LBV TRITSH 25 Z) ETRETSH 2 LIRBS A, £70, W(Gy)*
& W(Ga) D dual #ELE T % & K(BIy;Z)) = K(BT%Z))V )" ThH 3.

W Z)—F, 12X ) W(G) D padic £IIEZ D modular X Z252 5. DR,
& 2% unstable algebra H*(BT" ' F,)WSUM)™ 282 &L p 28 n 2HH n > 3 &
51 H* (BT L F,)WEUE)" (3 invariant vector 2. b b2 A, dual REEZHS % F
i (BT 4 F,)WEUM) 3 H*(BSU(n);F,) &HMITH %55 invariant vector (3557
. 72, HY(BT%F)WOSUE) LEALE %2 mod 3 2R ER Y —% b DZMIITEEL &
v, ZZT, SUB) & Gy THEEHALZ ERMNIERLS. Thbb, H (BT F;)VEUE) ¢
H*(BT?F3)WESUCG)™ 13RI % & 0h8, Gy DA

H* (BT F5)W(©2)" = 5*(BT? Fy)W ()
et TS Fy LORILE LT 22" invariant ring & L CRIBICAR 20TH 5.

T 3.12 ([12])

1. K(BUyZ4) & K(BG;Z4) IKAHTH 2.
2. HH (BD2)h 5 (BGo)) ~OHE FE—HERANTHS.

a¥ 87 b Liefif G XL, (BG)), DV—72ERD p-compact #TH % & &, BG %% p-compact
THDEWS FHREEFEOEGZ I EL, P 2ZD2ETRVWIETES LT 5. BG 2 P-compact
THDEEPIEBTHTEDEL p oL, BG 2% pcompact TH5HZ & EEHTS. G il
W% 51X UBG)) ~ (G)) 56, BG (3 I-compact TH 5. /7, HiETHCTH, & AF
EAHE O(n) DFHZEMIE TT-compact TH 5. Z 2T, BG »% P-compact TH % 72 O DEEFIC
DWTHEZ L. T 2840222 L, P(BG) Z BG 7 pcompact TH 5 L) BFEH p O
HOFEELERT S L E, G D3l Lie B K MK F—7 A T @ noramlizer NT D121,
RHIK VL.

P(BNT) = {p eIl [ [W(K)| # 0 mod pfU{2} if W(K) isa 2-group
{p eI | [W(K)| # 0 mod p} otherwise

772, [W(K)| 13 Weyl ROz Bz 2. £ 72, HIOBIDMBIS Lie BE G, EBEH L TR OGNS, Gy
& H=SU@B)xZ/2 ziokte LTEE. SU(3) D center (3 Z/3 ICFBTH 523, H DIEKL
R L > T 05, > T, Bl Ty = H/(Z/3) o603, COLE P(BH) =T BXO
P(BT'5) = II — {3} 239K h 7.

F IR RGO 2T %, BG 2% P-compact toral TH % &1, P IZB/T 2{EEOFEE p ioxf
L, Q(BG)) %% p-compact torus & HIR pHEL D extension EREIND I & EERT 2. P = {p}
DEZOMEDIGHE L TRBBoN 5.
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EIE 3.13 ([13])
av Ry b Liefif G XL, Gy 2Bz &R & 94, BG %% II-compact toral T
b5 1= DIV ZEAIERD 2 ODEMDR IO L TH 5.
(a) Go IZ+—7 A TH Y, ARHE moG 1Z nilpotent TH 5.
(b) Go 1 G @D central subgroup TH 5.

F—2 A2 T LA nilpotent # v I L, G =T x v & EOZM (a) & (b) 27T DT, BG
I3 II-compact toral TH 5. L L7%D35, Il-compact toral TH 2203, G =T x v ThWHIDH
H5.

RIZ, Wl Lie #f G O AHE H 12X L, BH %% P-compact TH 572D DFAFITDWTEZ
52.P=TLDLZE, (G ,Hy) DIATBROFMERIZE>THZLNS.

EIE 3.14 ([13])
H ZHiffia > )7 b Lie ff G OB HET, H # G, rank(Hy) = rank(G), 2 L THD2HEH p
WX LB Bi: BH—BG P mod p 3 FE—[fiE 225D ET S,
ZDLE, RHRD .
(a) BH 7% II-compact % 5, (G, Hy) IZRXDVTNNTH 5.

G,TG) for G = A1 or B2(: 02)

(b) p AR S IE, TRTOYA TN % G L HICE->THBWETHS. p=2DLE
X, EAL (G H) bIREDFM 21 S 250,

EIE 3.15 ([13])
(G, H) HiOEBDOICESRM 27§ LT 5. HOARIEREIHE v I L T =H/v £75
& &, (G, Hy) # (Ga, A3) 72 51% BT & II-compact TH 5.

4 Invariant rings & {718

4.1 System of parameters

EE 4.1 ([25], Proposition 5.5.5)
G % GL(V) DT dimp V =n £T 5. fi, fo, -+, fn € S[V]® % system of parameters &

L, [1des(fi) = G| %5 SIVIC 2 F(fy, fo, -, fu] BIKD 7.
=1

Prop 4.1
fis for -+ fn € S[V]C %% system of parameters TH 5 Z & &
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fl(t17t21"' 7tn) :O
f2(t17t2;"' 7tn) = 0

f’n(tlatQa“' 7tn) = 0

THHI EIZAMETH 5.

Bl 4.1
GL(3,R) DHIHE G =33 £ 5.

fi(ty, ta, t3) =t1 +ta+13 =0
f2(t1a t29 tS) = t]_tQ + tgtg + t3t1 =0
fa(t1, to, t3) = titats =0

COMN IR E, ti=to=1t3=0 &Y fi, fa, f3 13 system of parameters TH 5.,

4.2 ZEEEGE OITERIR

5 Z—F, ICX D W(G) D Z FEBIZZ D modular #1252 % . dual FBUIX L, invariant
ring % [T % & invariant vector 2§D H* (BT F,)VSU@)" i3 g*(BT"~ 1, F,)W(SUM)
EFABTIE R, 22T, p=3 &L, BN Gy DBEGZEZL2 ERDUIRLZ S, Thbb,
H*(BT? F3)W(G2)" = g*(BT? F3)W(G2) L7p b 24U Fy EORBE LTHEA %28 invariant
ring & L CHBIC R 261TH 5. Weyl #f W (G2) (3078 12 O HERE D1 TH D, W(SU(3)) =
Dg = X3 T %. Wilkerson DFEH [25, §5.6] 1< ~HIARE Doy ICBIT2HD03H 2. 2 2T,
Dyy ~D—WLZEZ D, Dy =<r,s|r?P =52 =1,srs=r"1 > TN L, p BWHFFELDI, §1.2
T modular £H p IZDOWTOREREZRL 7.

72, p=2 DAL, 2 XD modular ZEUIATBETH %23, 3 XD unipotent AL L TDE
Blp T X D FRRDGEGRDIAIRE L 72 5. Dy =<r,s|rt=s2=1,srs=r > XL, RDLIH I
modular EBLZED 5.

1 11 1 00
pir)=1 0 1 1 and  p(s)=| 0 1 1
0 0 1 0 0 1

EE 4.2 ([14])
Z D reflection B Dg 12X L, RO D 37,
(a) H*(BT?;Fy)P(P8) = Fylay, x4, 18], 775U a0 =t1, 24 = to(ty + ta),
xg = t3(t1 +t3)(ta +t3)(t1 + t2 + t3) .
(b) H*(BT?3; Fy)P(Ps) o [*(BT3; Fy)r(Ps)’
(c) H*(BT?; Fy)PPs) \ZHBIATEETH 5.
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Bl 2K R2RICT2E, RDEENTHS. W, wM4% p & m XL, S(V)=H*(BT™F,) =
Fplt1,t2, - tm] £ 5.

w5V sV | SEAS | EBwEE: |

D¢ =33 X O O
Dg X O X

Dyy (p > 5) X O X
D3, (p >5) X O x
D O O O

Dyy (p > 5) O O X
Ds O O X

Ep (p25) X O O
¥ (p>5 X X X

Wna=W(SU(n)/Zs) T 5L, NHEES, ERHDOLVTIEFUTH S0, Z-REUI R 5.
PE->T, 206 DIEMIC X % invariant ring %27 2E%Z b OTRBEESH 5. 5k, RO LI &
[N C A g

EE 4.3
H*(BT3; Fo)Wae 13%HABTH 5.
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