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Noether’s problem for finite monomial
subgroups of GL4(Q)

Be4 HE— (Yuichi RIKUNA, #837 K8 « %45 PD)

1 Introduction

k(z1,...,7,) & k LD n EEAEBEEE, Autpk(z,...,2,) 2F0 k-BCRERL
T5. AR G LEORELRE

p: G — Autik(zy,...,z,)
ZxtL, p(G) DERIZL B k(zy,...,z,) PEEERE k(z1,...,2,)7 0 LT, BH,
k(z1,...,2,)PC) = {f € k(z1,...,2a) | f7 = [, Vo € p(G)}.

JEK k(z1, ..., 20) k(31 .., 20)PC) EHRTHKRTHY, TOXa 78X G L RAEICA
5. BEE k(z1,...,2,)"C) BT 2ROMBEE & Noether FIEEE VS .

¥ (General Noether’s problem (GeneralNP)). BE®K k(z,,...,2,)" D it k-
#Hiy, D b AR A

E. Noether 23 Z DRIE (DFRA) 4" L 78DV & i Hilbert DBEXIMHERIZH
5. Q2FEELLTD n KAHHE 6, 2ERBOEBRIEL LT AutqQ(zy, ..., 2,) OE
STREL BT &, MR OEATERIZL > TEHERK Q(z1,...,7,)% 12 Q LD n BHE
BEEE Q(ty, ... ty) LABERD. 65T n K—BFEX

g(tl,...,tn;X) = X" _thn—l + -4 (—1)ntn € Q(tl,...,tn)[X]

X Q(ty, ... t,) PERl S,-F a7 iK% 5% 5. D. Hilbert IR D “BEHIM:EZH” % A
L, RTA—=F—ty,.. . t, DEBRILICE 2T QD G, ,-Va T kENERBEELND Z
EERLUE. ZThBTa 7 BRI RT 2 “HBROIE (BT3RO —BRR/ERT
H5D.

EHE 1.1 (Hilbert 1892, [6]). f(t1,...,tr; X1,..., Xs) € Qty,...,t)[X1,..., Xs] 2F
HEEE Q(t,...,t:) LD s BEEEMHZERNETSD. 0L &, RTRA—Z—DRKL
(t1,...,tr) — (a1,...,0,) € Q" T f(a1,...,ar; X1,...,Xs) € Q[X1,..., Xs] 28 Q £5E
KERBES 2L OPERBEEETS.

BiZ, 6, OEEDOHIM H & K O Q 2340 H-¥u7¥X L/K oxt
LT, g(ay,...,an; X) € K[X] O K EB/WNIREDR L L7325 K5 REROKEHKRIL
(t1y.- - tn) > (a1, ...,0,) €E K" BEFETHZEHBMBN TS, ZHUE, g(ty,. .., ta; X)
» “Q-ERM 6,-FHK (Q-generic G,-polynomial)” THBZ L#RL T3,
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E#& 1.2 (DeMeyer 1983, [3]). & k LD n BEABREEE kty, ... t,) LHRE
GITHLT, TE=v I REERNX f(t,...,tn; X) € k(ts,...,t)[X] D k(ty,...,t,) LD
AaTiE R G ERBTHDIETS. 0L REERE k(t,.. ., t,) LD “‘G-ZBEKX
(G-polynomial)” &FELS. ZD f(ty,...,ty; X) I, BRICROFREERRB T & & “b-AEKH
(k-generic)” LTINS,

(M A) GOREEOHDBEH & kC K 2Wl¥Ho H-An 7K L/K
LT, fla,. .. a0 X) € K[X] D K EOBANIRENR L £725 X 512K
BORHI (t1,...,tn) — (a1,...,a,) € K™ BHEETS.

DFEY kAR G-FER LT, EfE L O LcHBLTO G-HuTEKE (RUEED
FRICH DT aTIHERE) 27X 74 AT 2LEBEXTHS. #ilxid Kummer BRI
XY, kD1 DR n RIBEBLROIE X" —t € k(t)[X] 1% k-ERM Z/nZ-2FHXTH
5. 728, G. Kemper 12 Lo (&t A) 11X ) BUORMACEE BRI TETHS = & 17
INTVS.

EH 1.3 (Kemper 2001, [10]). £ 1.21ICRIT 5 (& A) 3K (& B) LEBEX#H
ZABIENTES.

(&M B) kCK WMl TEO G-HuTHK L/K LT, K LOHEER
flay,...,an; X) € K[X] D K EB/INGFREED L &£725 X 5 RBEE ORI
(t1,-. s tn) ¥ (G1,...,a,) € K™ BFEET S .

EROHBIILE L 2XFEE 6, OHEIBEL LTEBLSND. E. Noether iX (MFFHLE
EAERPIZEROBEIIIEE L2 2o 122%) Hilbert OFERZ2 Zhb~EATHEMNDS
IZ 18] ICR THEHDEME (PERRIDOBS) 2RE LD ThHol. BRRBICHT D
Noether % Permutation Noether’s Problem (PermNP) & FESZ LIZT 5. k A EIR
kDb &, PermNP OB EMMSERMEEROIFELEL Z A EREEHIZE S W.
Kuyk ICEBHERZEI Z LK o TRENTV S,

B 1.4 (Kuyk 1964, [13])). G %Eﬁﬁ S, DAL L, L/IM ZERED G-F
THKET D, BERX f(Xy,...,X,) € L[X1,..., Xa) \ {0} (&R LT, AT D&M £
'9‘ ai,...,0, € L 73§ﬁ€ET6

1L EBD 0 € GIEALT af =a,(). 7L of To CRHISTHNTIEREZERT.
2. flay,...,a,) #0.

LLED X 5 2EFH D, Noether FIREIL A v 7 HHE ORIV TEELRES
ERoTWN5,

E. Noether {2 X 2RELIK, < OFMREHZOVWT Q LD PermNP PEENTHDHZ
EMRENTE . 5, R. G. Swan I [22] TH (Q, Z/4A7Z) \Z%7 % PermNP 2EER
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THDHTEEERL, ZTNZHHIC PermNP BEEMTH S L 924 (Q,G) Bk~ L%

REn. HBICELVDIX (Q,Z/8Z) T, ZOHMIZxT S PermNP BEEMEF=mn2
EXEEIRICR T AFT8 “Grunwald-Wang O] »HEL Z R TE 5. £/ H W.

Lenstra {37 —~~VEICH T 5 Q-ERNEEXBEFET 2HDOLETIEHZE -

I 1.5 (Lenstra 1974, [15]). A 2 HBT7T —~NLE LT L &, Q-ERM A-SHEKN
FET D DDOUETIREE, A BME 8 OLERRZNI &, THB.

WoT I 8 DIEEFE ST —_NBIZOWNTiE Q 2B % PermNP BEEHNTH B
TS, FERABBICOWTHEAEE CICERREOBERERE LN TS, Z0F
D DREFITEE (7) KD, BEDOR R THRICE LWV DIL J. -P. Serre 12X 5, fir#k 16 @
—MRETTEEE Q) ICETIRETHB.

EH 1.6 (Serre 2003, [21]). # (Q, Qi6) ICXT 5 PermNP HEENTH 5.

CDRERIC & o THEHK 32 RIGOFREE T Q LD PermNP AN TRV S DAL
24 OBEEE SLy(F3) DA ER-T, FROER BT Q LD PermNP AfAh T
123307z GLy(F3) & SLo(F3) COWTEDEEMRL, RANICBBEELZ 525k
LoT, RTZLiHsD. RETHERSE LI, Zhd PermNP 13E% A2 Q LOEE 4
RRBRBCHT B Noether FIEICRE SND. MBKBD 5 b “HIFRH (monomial
representation)” & RN B b DTk LTI, A5 T 5 Noether RIREA LLBOR 51 A1+
KF{ENHB. KED “monomial subgroup” LIXBHERHDBKR L LTHLASERESL
FELTEY, GLy(F3) % SLy(F3) i% GL4(Q) ? monomial subgroups & L TEBREINBZD
Thad.

2 Linear Noether’s problem

5z Bnt@%zms‘g%ﬁ:t%ﬁﬁm:a I MEHIET B Z LiX, Zariski-Castelnuovo
DER (cf. 2, 23) Db DD LI I, BERENNEVWHETI X, —~RICITHEF I8

LWIBETH D (FrxixE bi E%ﬁi?ﬁ>ﬁ¥5zﬂﬁ{$fﬁb\%‘*%%& 7, KDEEL X
LTW3). o TBBERILE /NS THLRBYUELRS.

HRE G 2BRRIAIC I > THEYZ r KAFHH S, OB ELRMT. V 24k Lo
r RIGHBIZERE L, {21,...,2,} ZEDOREELTE. Gidxy,... .z, DEBE LTV T
ERL, ZOERICE> TV i3 BE K[G-MBEL 25, kV] ICE>2TV @ k LOXEHT
YINREERL, K(V) 2 TOBEEET S K(V) i 5, 2, 2ERETDE LD r £
BHBREEE k(zy,...,z,) LE—BTE, Gl ay,... 0, OBBEE LT K(V) IEALT
W5, ZOERICKD K(V) OBEEERE k(V)C TET. ROMBEIE Hilbert 90 D1k
PoEPND.

Al 2.1 (“No—name lemma” (cf. [17])). W % V ©ORBEREI k[G)- 7JU§¥¢‘:T6
DELE, KV)C X k(W) LEBENTHB.



WoEEZw,... ,w, &7 k(W) iZw,...,u, F8LTDEk L0 s BEH
HEEETHY, k(W) ~D G DEBIT vy, ..., w, OBRBEEBRTHS. - T, ZOFE
(Z X > T PermNP 2S#REIRELICHT 5 Noether R (LinearNP) IZIF#E E415 Z £ AVR
=Y ¢ Aol

il 2.2. 8 (k,G) IZ%7 5 LinearNP (BEHERBLOM|MY FIIEE) BEEHNTHH
¥ PermNP H HEERTH 3.

ZOMBIZ L > THBEBRITE/NSLSTHIENTERED, G. Kemper DT AT TIZL»
ThI 1 HRINESLKFTHZLNTES. &Kk EO—BRBREHE GL, (k) 2BHORIE R
BEL LT Autek(zy,...,z,) OFSHLRML, G % GL, (k) DHERBHHELT D n=1
(B9 L Tk Kummer #32°5 LinearNP ZBBATH 5. Lo T, UTFn>2 &9 5.

I, & n WEMATH L U, BEEEE k(z,,...,2,) D “zero-part” k(z1,...,Tn)0 &

k(- )0 = k(zy,...,2,)F T

TERTD. Thid k En- 1 EROEHERELFAETHD. G X k(21,...,2Z0)0 ~ME
7 : GLy(k) — PGL, (k) = GL,(k)/k*I,

EALCERT B, ZOBEEEER k(zy,...,2,)5 LY. THIE k(z1,...,2,)FC 0%

LW BEK k(1 .., Z)o/K(T1, . . . 30)S RA O THERTH Y, TOH 0 7 HITE _RAE

B L 5T G/, = G/GNKX ], ERBETH D, REBO—MHRD, k(z1,...,20)° D

k- BB k(21,...,2,)5 PENERETH D Z LB S. - T n KILD LinearNP

¥ n—1KITD GeneralNP ~EE I 5. L0 EENIC, ROFEHIRIND.

##H 2.3 (Kemper, 1996 (cf. [9])). 0 € k(z1,...,7,)¢ EFR G-AERDET, k¥ (&
FLNBOBFRRDE) OEMMEBR/IN LB L5 bDLTH. ZOLE, k(zy,...,70)°
k(T ,2,)5 EOICEoTEREND. £, TO REOEHED B/IME” XA %
F—EaEE G NE¥L, DAEIZE L.

LD 0 IR B D L RTES. Lo THeDEMOEDIHE k(zy,. .., 00)F
DEENRRREHEL, 20 -ABEEEZRNTI W LIZ2Dd. G DNEHRKRENEL
&, BE k(zy,...,2,)5 2BRTIORRETHS. ZOL I HEE G/GNEL, DE
YRERFNZRS, B CEEREZ RO TVIFIZ L.

n = 2 IZ%9 5 LinearNP 13X EIZR <7218V 1 IR5TD GeneralNP (ZFE Sh 5 2,
Liiroth DEBIZE > TENREICEENTHS. 2%V, 2 RLD LinearNP L THE
HEs.

n =372 Q L® LinearNP ¥ GL3(Q) ® Q-F#Z|OMEKIZT, 2%V 32 &H
5. ZOIHORMHOBHEERNTH D Z LA H. Armad, M. Hajja, M. Kang 62X > T
LTV (cf. [1, 8]) 28, BER2TOHECOVWTEHEENTHDZ ENHH L.
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£ 2.4 (Oura-Rikuna, 2003 (cf. [19])). GL3(Q) PIEEDAHRMIEE G (2T,
# (Q,G) 1319 % LinearNP IZ2THEN TH 3.

n =475 Q LD LinearNP 1% 227 H H M, TN H 2K TR O FEITH
EOLIAFELRY. T THBELRLTWEDONLEZ DI LIZREN, ETHTOLH
2 DORHEIZHRR7- “monomial subgroup” ETHD. TN HITx$ 2 LinearNP {22\ T
RKRETHNSZ L L L, &%ZIC LinearNP & AMZEA L OBKREZBRRTEL. #
B8 2.1 i LinearNP OEEREN PermNP NDEEMEZE Z L 2R L TWAD, ROFERIL
LinearNP O HEMO EEHHNRBFRNOEEARMNLZERZES FREEX TS, &
LLDHETEONDIERSERDF S PermNP H/BONAHD LD H/RTF A—F—
DEERLRNE VI IGALOMREH S,

£ 2.5 (Kemper-Mattig, 2000 (cf. [11])). R & L HREE G < GL,(k) IZx9 5
LinearNP N & ER k(z1,...,%)C = k(n,...,m) EFFOL L, f(X) € k(m,...,mm)[X]
BHEKR k(zy, ..., x0)/k(m, ..., ) DE= I RERSEXRETS. k(ty,...,t,)  k LD
FEEEEETDE, R o k(.. tn) — k0, ), (B ooy 8) ¥ (M, -3 )
LB F(X) D (RED) BIEREL Pt .. tm: X) = ¢ (F(X)) € k(tr, .., ta) [ X] & k-
ARRE G-ZTRATHD.

3 Monomial subgroups of GL4(Q)

b D% BIR{TS (monomial matrix) & FES. n RO BMIEITHIEE M, 1T GL,(Q) PHIR
BOBTHD, ROZETTEREINS:

1 1 -1 1

1 1 -1

LD 2 N n KBRITIIRE (6, LRA—HRT53) 2ERT50T, M, IRM
GulCr & G X Cy" (Cn:=Z/nZ) LRAETHS. £, B O n @RERT S M, OEHR
Ha#E C" LRI—T 5. M, DEIBEIZX T D LinearNP 3£ D zero-part ~DIEAD
EIEFER” BB g — oyt ...yt (€ Q, & € Z) DIGDIER L 2378, D Z A 7D
fTHBEL Y bRVBEBHG Lo TWVBDTHD. BIEEMICHNT S Noether FE
DRV TIE Kang 12 & AR (8] 13 5. # 6 OFIEIEREOREILR 2 REE T
AEHLERHIN, RETHWOND FEREREEZ ETAXLERRS, LVEATHEZ
CEEBLTBL. My OHLFHLEZL 5208, MEOHFAL, ZITREERZLOES
NEETIIZEED D,



1. 6, ODEZEE H IZH LT HI1C, DEIZRDHD.

2. 2-BEDRF, BT Cg, (X 16 O I AEE, ¥ AR, modular-#, Z/8Z L7 7 4
VEBEE (G 32).

3. BREUEE GL,(Fs), SLy(F3).

TITE L COVWTHBEICHAL, 3. KOWTKETHLLRERS. 2. TV TiEHk
i 5] I Lo TERBMZEROED THARKRREED, ZLOBRPELA TN S.

1. [T2WWT

H%G, DERBELTBHEE, H1C \ZxT 5 LinearNP iIZRO L S51Z LT H IZXT 5
LinearNP IZIE S5, G X H1C, PTERHOBHTH Y, TOBEEMRIT k(z,?,...,2,2)
ThD. (H1C)/Cm = H D k(z,...,z.2) ~OIERIRE 3 = 22 ~DBERERTHS
N, KOFBRIFOND.

T 3.1 (well-known (cf. [14])). Q(z1,...,z,) ® &, OFHFE H L 5EERK
Q.. n) (i = mi(x1,...,2,) €T3, ZDLE H1CG KLH2EEHEITQ L
{mi(z:?,...,2,2) | 1 <i <1} KK TERESNS. KT, Qz1, ..., za)T B Q-HHKZ
HiE, Q(zy,.-.,zn)F0 b Q-FEMTHS.

4 LinearNP for (Q, GLy(Fs3))
FRIURE GLo(F3) 133K 48 255, HIRHE L L TRORREFFD:

GLy(F3) & (a,b | a® = b = (ab)® = [a*,b] = 1)

({BL [xg, %] 13 %1, %, OB FERT). ZORIT 8 IRAFEEDOHEBIE I ¢Tos & LT
EHTE, BHKRE
p: (a,b) — ((12345678), (12)(48)(56))

2. G o= (pa), p(b)) 1 {vy,...,vs} BEEE TS 8 KT QHEZEM V ~EEDR
FOBBEL LTEPLERTH LD LTS, pa), p(b) TS GLs(Q) PERITHIZ

207
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L, RO W, OLRBE QG-MEETH B

bW, DEELLT
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ThHb

V1 — Vs, T 1= Uy — Vg, L3 := U3z — U7, Ty = Ug — Vg}
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EREZEBTE, ZHUCKHIET 5 GLy(Fs) O BEEH QERRHIT
000 -1 010 0

100 0 100 0

(a,0) — A'*01_o o' %= loo1 o

001 0 000 -1

ThH5.
G :=(A,B) DAHT—EHE GNQXI, X (A%) = (—1) IKEHLL,

QG/Q I, = G/GNQ*I, = G/(AY) = &,

EiRoTND,
zero-part Q(z1,...,%4)0 = Q(z1,...,24) ¥ © Q LOAERTE LT

0 = T1 /Ty, Y2 = T3/%2, Y3 1= T1Z3/T2%4
EBRSIENTE, Qn,¥2,13) ~P a:= Amod A%, 8 := B mod A* DERIX

o (y1,y2,¥3) ¥ (L/ye, 01 /95, —1/93), B (1,92, ¥3) — (1/v1,v2/v1, —vs/1i®)

LTS, Q(y1,y2,¥3) P Go := {a,B) ICLZEEEELRD D7D, ROERIN
WBoTEBEEDD.

1 (a®) < (o Ba?8) < (o%,af) < (af)
2 2 2 2

C, (C;)®2 Ay G4
L A 1 A RERBETH D, % layer ST 5 G DEABIRENOENETN
(A% = Cy, (A% = Cy, (A%, BA’B) = Qg, H := (A% AB) = SLy(F3), G = GLy(F3)

(275, 12720 Qs I 8 DIUTEHEETH S,

4.1 (o2)-EE
o? D Q(y1,ya, ys) ~PERIZ
o 1 (y1,92,y3) — (¥3/y1, —¥s/V2, ¥s)

Th 5.
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¥ 4.1 (Hajja-Kang, 1994 (cf. [4])). & K £D 2 THABBERE K(X, X2) ©
K-involution
o (X1, Xo) — (my/ X1, ma/ Xs) my, my € K*

ik BEEK K(X1, X)) 12 K £

X12X22 — mimgy X2(Xl2 - ml)
Xl(X22 - m2) ' Xl(X22 - mg)

TAERINS.
T OFEND
Q(y1, Y2, ¥3) @7 = Q(s1, 83, 83),
=7 L ) \ ( \
Y+ yi(y2® +ys)
81 = s = §3 1= T
1 T v — vs) 57 g — )
ERATNWBRZ R,

4.2 (o, Ba’p)-BEEHK
Ba’B D Q(s1, s, 53) ~DIEMIL
Ba?B: (s1,8,83) — (1/81, —(1 + 85%) /83, 83)
Lo T3, - T, HE 4.1 2D
Q(y1, 42, 45) 4 = Q(t], 15, 1),
72U

o s1%8% + 14550

t, . _ S1 (822 + 1 -+ 832)
1 82(812 - 1) ’

1 = , 15 = 83,
2 s2(s12 — 1) 3 8

ERoTWA,

4.3 (a? of)-BEH
af O Q(ty,15,t3) ~DIERIX
(1 (1436 = 26°0" + 4%, + 3" — 260" + 65 + 385" + 68" — 24,1yt
+6t°t” — 22 + 3t + 36+ 178 4 a7 4 1))
SR (-1 + 8t — 15 — 1Y)
t — Hty/t (-1 + ity — 1) — )
[ 25— (L+tity + 152 + 257)/t0t)

A\
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EWIBHERTTRERS. L,
tr = (1+1t5)/(=1+1t;)
ty = (1+tyty + 5> + thth + £57) /(1 + thth + 5> — £t + 87)
ty = (=148, +85th —th2 = t52) /(1 + ¢, — thth + t)° + 57

Il

B E, TNIT Q LONFHERE, OF D Qb th, th) = Qt1,t2,t3) TH- T, af DIE
A
af ity — ta— t3 — 1y

LIEIZ B

il 4.2 (Masuda-Kuniyoshi, 1955 (cf. [16, 12])). & K Lo 3 EHaHEBEKE
K(X1, X2, X3) ~DALE 3 DER X — Xo — X3 — X, ICKBEERFIX, K L

X12Xo + X2 X5 + X352 X1 — 3X1 X X5
Xi® + Xo? + X3 — (XX + Xo X3+ X3 X;)
X1 X+ X X3 + X3 X2 — 83X, X, X5
Xi? + X% + X3% — (X1 Xa + X X3 + Xz X))

Xi+Xo+ X,

Lo THEKRENS.
TOFEICL-T
Qy1, ¥2,43) @ = Q(us, ug, ug),
7=7=L
Uy =1ty +iy+ 13
"y t12tg + tots + 32t — 3titats
812 + to? + 132 — (L1t2 + tats + taty)
ug = T1to? + tots? + tat,? — 3titats
6% + to? + t3? ~ (f1to + tots + tt1)’
ERBIERDMNS.

4.4 (a,p)-BEERK
a D Quy, uz, uz) ~DIERIE

«: (ul,ug,ua) — (—Ul, —Us, ”"U'2)

LHEEIND. ZOERICLD Qur, ug, uz) PEEEIT Qui?, ui(ug + us), ug — uz) &7
BILRBBIZOND. o TROBEREBS.
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B8 4.3. Qy1, 10,95) P (0, 8) DIERIC X BB
Q(us?, uy (ug + us), g — u3)
ThH5.

UL 2320, (QG) R (Q,H) itxtd 5 LinearNP OH EMRMBEEHICHDL
iz,

EE 4.4. Q(zy,...,7)¢ R Q-AHEHATHY,Q L
ui?, uy(ug + us), g — Uz, T2 + 2% + 3% + 24>
ko> TEREND.
%I 4.5. Qzy,. .,z 1 QEBGTHY, Q b
Uy, Uz, uz, T2+ x2® + 3% + 3,
iCkoTERSIND.
o T, MiRE 21 O ERELENINS.

¥ 4.6 (Rikuna 2003, [20]). GLy(Fs3) &t SLy(F3) iK% Q £ PermNP i #
ERTHD.

INHDFERENPD A HDONRT A —F—2FO Q-ARNESEANEENICHE TE 558,
BT ETCIICRRTHI LN TERN.
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