arXiv:1001.3184v1 [math.GR] 19 Jan 2010

Construction of long root SL_2(q)-subgroups in black-box groups

Şükrü Yalçınkaya Middle East Technical University, Ankara, Turkey ysukru@metu.edu.tr

Abstract

We present a one sided Monte–Carlo algorithm which constructs a long root SL2(q)-subgroup in X/Op (X), where X is a black-box group and X/Op (X) is a finite simple group of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q = p^k > 3 for some k ⩾ 1. Our algorithm is based on the analysis of the structure of centralizers of involutions and can be viewed as a computational version of Aschbacher’s Classical Involution Theorem. We also present an algorithm which determines whether the p-core (or “unipotent radical”) Op(X) of a black-box group X is trivial or not, where X/Op (X) is a finite simple classical group of odd characteristic p. This answers a well-known question of Babai and Shalev.

1 Introduction

Black-box groups were introduced by Babai and Szemerédi [11] as a generalization of permutation and matrix group algorithms in computational group theory. A black-box group G is defined to be a group equipped with a ‘black box’ where the group elements are represented as 0-1 strings of uniform length N (encoding length) and the ‘black box’ performs the group operations which are multiplication, inversion and decision on whether a string represents a trivial element in the group.

A black-box group G is specified as G = ⟨S⟩ for some set S of elements of G and to construct a black-box subgroup means to construct some generators for this subgroup.

If N is the encoding length of a black-box group G, then we have |G| ⩽ 2^N . Therefore, if G is a group of Lie type of rank n defined over a field of size q, then |G| > q^{n2} , so O(N) = n^2 log q.

A black-box group algorithm is defined to be an algorithm which does not use specific properties of the representation of the given group or particulars of how the group operations are performed [47]. There are mainly two types of black-box group algorithms: Monte-Carlo and Las Vegas. A Monte-Carlo algorithm is a randomized algorithm which may produce an incorrect output with some probability of error ϵ controlled by the user, whereas a Las Vegas algorithm never produces an incorrect answer but may report failure where the probability of the failure is less than some specified value ϵ. For a thorough discussion of randomized algorithms, see [6]. The complexity of a polynomial time black-box group algorithm is of the form O(N^c log(1/ϵ)), where N is the encoding length and c is a constant.

An important component of a black-box group algorithm is the construction of uniformly distributed random elements in a given group. Although not convenient for practical purposes, there is a polynomial time Monte-Carlo algorithm producing “nearly” uniformly distributed random elements [5]. A more practical solution is the “product replacement algorithm” [23], see also [42, 43].

The main goal in this subject is to design efficient recognition algorithms of a given group. In [7], Babai and Beals proposed an approach for the construction of the composition series of black-box groups. The major component of this approach is the development of fast recognition algorithms for the finite simple groups. The black-box recognition of symmetric and alternating groups is presented in [12, 14], and the Lie type groups are handled in the papers [9, 16, 17, 18, 19, 35]. The algorithm in [9] computes the standard name of a given finite simple black-box group of Lie type whereas the algorithms in [35] recognize black-box classical groups constructively, namely, if successful, the algorithm constructs an isomorphism between the given black-box group and its standard copy. However, these constructive recognition algorithms are not polynomial in the size of the input; their complexity contain a factor of q (the size of the field), whereas N can contain only factors of log q. Later, by assuming a procedure for the constructive recognition of SL_2(q), polynomial time constructive recognition algorithms were obtained in a series of papers [16, 17, 18, 19].

Another important part of the construction of the composition series is to decide whether the p-core (or “unipotent radical”) O_p(X) of a black-box group X is trivial or not, where X/O_p(X) is a simple group of Lie type of characteristic p. It is proved in [10] that if X/O_p(X) is a simple unisingular group of Lie type (see Section 8), then random search in X works effectively to decide whether O_p(X) is trivial or not. Recall that a finite simple group G of Lie type of characteristic p is called unisingular if every nontrivial G-module M of characteristic p has the property that every element of G has a nonzero fixed point in its action on M. The unisingular simple groups of Lie type are classified in [31] and they constitute a small list among all simple groups of Lie type. However, if X/O_p(X) is not unisingular, then the proportion of elements whose orders are multiples of p is O(1/q), where q is the size of the underlying field [10, 30]. Moreover, deciding whether O_p(X) is trivial or not is a harder problem [10].

In [51], the author proposed and briefly outlined a uniform approach recognizing black-box groups X where X/O_p(X) is a Lie type group of odd characteristic p. The main idea is to construct all root SL_2(q)-subgroups in a Lie type group corresponding to the nodes in the extended Dynkin diagram of the corresponding algebraic group. The approach is based on recursive construction of centralizers of involutions in black box groups [1, 13, 15]. The reader is referred to [51] for a detailed discussion of this approach together with the previous algorithms recognizing the black-box groups of Lie type [9, 16, 17, 18, 19, 35].

The object of this paper is to complete the first part of this project, that is, to present and justify an algorithm which constructs a subgroup corresponding to a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in a black-box group X where X/O_p(X) is a Lie type group of odd characteristic p and decides whether the p-core (or “unipotent radical”) O_p(X) is trivial or not.

The main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1 Let X be a black-box group and X̄ = X/O_p(X) isomorphic to a finite simple group of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q = p^k > 3 for some k ⩾ 1. Assume that X̄ ≇ PSL_2(q) and X̄ ≇^2G_2(q), then there is a polynomial time Monte-Carlo algorithm which constructs a subgroup K such that K/O_p(K) is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in X̄.

If X/O_p(X) is a Lie type group defined over a field of odd characteristic p with non-trivial center, then Z(X) can be constructed by a polynomial time Monte–Carlo algorithm [10]. Therefore the algorithm in Theorem 1.1 can be extended to all quasi-simple groups of Lie type over a field of odd order q > 3 except for X/O_p(X) ≇ PSL_2(q) or^2G_2(q).

In the case of a black-box group X where X̄ = X/O_p(X) is isomorphic to PSL_2(q) or^2G_2(q), there is no subgroup in X̄ isomorphic to SL_2(q). Therefore we exclude these groups in Theorem 1.1.

In a later publication [52], we extend this algorithm to construct all subgroups K ⩽ X where K/O_p(K) correspond to the root SL_2(q)-subgroups appearing as a node in the extended Dynkin diagram of X/O_p(X). In other words, we construct the Curtis-Tits and Phan systems [26, 45, 49] for the black-box groups of Lie type of odd characteristic p. As discussed in [51, Section 2], we note here that this approach can be seen as a computational version of Aschbacher’s “Classical Involution Theorem” [3] which plays a prominent role in the classification of the finite simple groups. We also note that this procedure is not a constructive recognition algorithm.

The next result allows us to decide whether a given subgroup is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in a finite simple group of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q > 3.

Theorem 1.2 Let K be a black-box subgroup in a finite simple black-box group of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q > 3 isomorphic to (P)SL_2(q^k) for some k ⩾ 1. Then there is a polynomial time Monte-Carlo algorithm which decides whether K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup.

One of the most important applications of Theorem 1.1 is a polynomial time Monte-Carlo algorithm which determines whether O_p(X) ≠ 1 answering a well-known question of Babai and Shalev [10]. We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3 Let X be a black-box group with the property that X/O_p(X) is a simple classical group of odd characteristic p. Then there is a polynomial time

Monte-Carlo algorithm which decides whether O_p(X) ≠ 1, and, if O_p(X) ≠ 1, we can find a non-trivial element of O_p(X).

Combining Theorem 1.3 with the results in [1, 7, 9, 36] we obtain:

Theorem 1.4 Finite simple classical groups of known odd characteristic can be recognized in Monte–Carlo polynomial time among all black-box groups.

The black-box group operations allows us to work only with the multiplication table of the given group. Therefore it is almost impossible, for example, in big matrix groups, to get information about the group without an additional oracle. One can solve many problems by introducing an order oracle with which we can find the orders of elements. In this paper, we do not attempt to find the exact orders of elements. Instead we work with a milder assumption that we are given a computationally feasible global exponent E for X as an input, that is, a reasonably sized natural number E such that x^E = 1 for all x ∈ X. Notice that one can set E = |GL_n(q)| for n × n matrix groups.

The characteristic of the underlying field for the black-box groups of Lie type can be computed by using an order oracle [36]. A more recent algorithm computing the characteristic, which makes use of an order oracle and the construction of centralizers of involutions, is presented in [38]. In our algorithms we assume that the characteristic p of the underlying field is given as an input.

In this paper we are mainly interested in the case where the order of the base field is large. Note that the algorithms also work for groups over small fields provided that solvable 2-components do not occur in the centralizers of involutions, or equivalently, that q > 3. However there are better algorithms where X/O_p(X) can be recognized constructively when the field of definition is small [35].

The algorithms presented in this paper have been tested extensively in GAP on various groups over a variety of fields. The implementation is discussed in Section 9.

2 Background

In this section, we recall some basic properties of groups of Lie type that we use frequently in the present paper. We refer the reader to [21, 22, 28] for a complete description of groups of Lie type.

Throughout this section we set the following notation. Let Ḡ denote a connected simple algebraic group over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p, T̄ a maximal torus of Ḡ, B̄ a Borel subgroup containing T̄ and Σ̄ be the corresponding root system. Let N̄ = N¯_G(T̄ ) and W = N̄/T̄ the Weyl group of Ḡ. Let σ be a Frobenius endomorphism of Ḡ and Ḡ_σ the fixed point subgroup of Ḡ under σ. The subgroup Ḡ_σ is finite, and we denote G = O^{p′} (Ḡ_σ ).

2.1 Maximal tori

It is known that there exists a maximal torus T̄ and Borel subgroup B̄ of Ḡ which are σ-invariant and T̄ ⩽ B̄, see for example [28, 2.1.6]. The subgroup of the form G ∩ T̄ for some σ-invariant maximal torus T̄ of Ḡ is called a maximal torus of G.

The fundamental result about maximal tori in finite groups of Lie type is that the set of G-orbits on the set of σ-invariant maximal tori of Ḡ is in bijective correspondence with H^1(σ, W ) [28, 2.1.7], where H^1(σ, G) is the set of equivalence classes of G (or σ-conjugacy class of G) under the relation ∼ defined by x ∼ y if and only if y = gxg^{−σ} for some g ∈ G. (1)

In particular, if σ fixes every element of W , which is the case if G is untwisted, then H^1(σ, W ) corresponds to the set of conjugacy classes of W . If a torus T ⩽ G corresponds to a σ-conjugacy class of W containing w, then T is called a torus twisted by w.

The set C_W (w, σ) = {x ∈ W | w = xwx^{−σ} } is a subgroup of W . By [22, 3.3.6], we have |N̄_σ/T̄_σ| ∼= |C_W (w, σ)|, (2) where N̄ = N¯_G(T̄ ). Hence, we obtain an important result that the sizes of the conjugacy classes of tori depend only on the Weyl group. Notice that if G is an untwisted group of Lie type, then C_W (w, σ) = C_W (w).

An element which belongs to a torus is called a semisimple element, and t ∈ G is called regular semisimple if T̄ = C¯_G(t) is a σ-invariant maximal torus of Ḡ.

2.2 Root SL_2(q)-subgroups

For each root r ∈ Σ̄, there exists a T̄ -root subgroup of Ḡ. If T̄ is σ-invariant, then the map σ permutes these root subgroups and induces an isometry on the Euclidean space RΣ̄ spanned by Σ̄. Let Δ be a ⟨σ⟩-orbit of a root subgroup of Ḡ, then the subgroup Op^′ (⟨Δ⟩_σ ) is called a T -root subgroup of G, where T = T̄_σ [46]. The root system of the finite group G is obtained by taking the fixed points of the isometry induced from σ on RΣ̄ [28, Section 2.3], and G is generated by the corresponding root subgroups. A root subgroup is called a long or short root subgroup, if the corresponding root is long or short, respectively. We refer the reader to [28, Table 2.4] for a complete description of the structure of the root subgroups in finite groups of Lie type.

Let Σ = {r_1, . . . , r_n} and X_{r1} , . . . , X_{rn} be the corresponding root subgroups. Set M_i = ⟨X_{ri} , X_{−ri} ⟩, Z_i = Z(X_{ri} ) and K_i = ⟨Z_i, Z_{−i}⟩. Then X_{ri} is a Sylow p-subgroup of M_i and Z_i is a Sylow p-subgroup of K_i. The subgroup K_i ⩽ G is called long or short root SL_2(q)-subgroup, if the corresponding root r_i ∈ Σ is a long or short, respectively. Here, q is the order of the center of a long root subgroup of G. In this case we say that G is defined over a field of order q.

Theorem 2.1 ([3, Theorem 14.5]) Let G be a finite simple group of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q > 3 different from PSL_2(q) and^2G_2(q). With the above notation, let r_i be a long root, K = K_i, and ⟨z⟩ = Z(K). Then

(1) K ∼= SL_2(q).

(2) O^{p′} (N_G(K)) = KL, where [K, L] = 1 and L is the Levi factor of the parabolic subgroup N_G(Z_i).

(3) K ⊴ C_G(z).

2.3 The structure of the centralizers of involutions

In this section we summarize the structure of the centralizers of involutions in finite simple groups of Lie type of odd characteristic p in Table 2, which is extracted from [28] for the convenience of the reader. We refer the reader to [28, §4.5, §4.6] for a complete description.

We use the following notation in Table 2. For ε = ±, we write (P)SL^ε_n(q) to denote (P)SL_n(q) and (P)SU_n(q) when ε = + and ε = −, respectively. Similarly E^ε_6 (q) denotes the simple group E_6(q), if ε = +, and^2E_6(q), if ε = −. Moreover we denote the universal version of E^ε_6 (q) by Ê^ε_6 (q) which is a central extension of the simple group E^ε_6 (q) by an abelian group of order (3, q − ε).

We write G_1 ∘_n G_2 which is meant to be (G_1 × G_2)/N for some cyclic group N of order n intersecting with G_1 and G_2 trivially.

Let G be a finite group and Z(G) is cyclic. Then we write^1_m G to denote the quotient group G/Y , where Y ⩽ Z(G) and |Y | = m. Note that the center of G ∼= Spin^+_{2n}(q) is an elementary abelian 2-group of order 4 when n is even. Therefore^1_2 Spin^+_{2n}(q) is not uniquely defined for n even and we define it as follows. There is an involution z ∈ Z(G) such that G/⟨z⟩ ∼= SO^+_{2n}(q). For the other involutions z_1, z_2 ∈ Z(G)\{z}, we have G/⟨z_1⟩ ∼= G/⟨z_2⟩ which is not isomorphic to SO^+_{2n}(q) and we denote these quotient groups as^1_2 Spin^+_{2n}(q). Notice that^1_2 Spin^+_{12}(q) and^1_2 Spin^+_{16}(q) appear as components in the centralizers of certain involutions in E_7(q) and E_8(q), respectively.

The involutions in long root SL_2(q)-subgroups are called classical involutions. Below, we give the list of classical involutions and the semisimple socles of their centralizers.

The following is a direct consequence of [28, Theorem 4.2.2] which we need in the sequel.

Lemma 2.2 Let G be a finite simple group of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q > 3 and i ∈ G be an involution. Then the second derived subgroup C_G(i)^{′′} is the semisimple socle O^{p′} (C_G(i)) of C_G(i) which is a central product of (quasi)simple groups of Lie type in same characteristic.

Note that if G is a universal version of a Lie type group defined over a field of odd order q > 3 then C_G(i)^′ is the semisimple socle of C_G(i).

Passing to the groups with a non-trivial p-core we have the following.

Table 1: Classical involutions and the semisimple socles of their centralizers. G i O^{p′} (C_G(i)) PSL^ε_n(q) t_2 SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL^ε_{n−2}(q) PSp_{2n}(q) t_1 SL_2(q) ∘_2 Sp_{2n−2}(q) Ω_{2n+1}(q) t_2 (SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q)) ∘_2 Ω_{2n−3}(q) PΩ^ε_{2n}(q) t_2 (SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q)) ∘_2 Ω^ε_{2n−4}(q) G_2(q) t_1 SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q) 3D_4(q) t_2 SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q^3) F_4(q) t_1 SL_2(q) ∘_2 Sp_6(q) E^ε_6 (q) t_2 SL_2(q) ∘_2^1_{(q−ε,3)} SL^ε_6(q) E_7(q) t_1 SL_2(q) ∘_2^1_2 Spin_{12}(q) E_8(q) t_8 SL_2(q) ∘_2 E_7(q)

Corollary 2.3 Let X be a finite group. Assume that X/O_p(X) is a finite simple group of Lie type over a field of odd order q > 3 and i ∈ X be an involution. Then (C_X (i)/O_p(C_X (i)))^{′′} is the semisimple socle of C_X (i)/O_p(C_X (i)).

3 Pairs of long root SL_2(q)-subgroups

In this section, we determine the structure of the subgroups generated by randomly chosen two conjugate long root SL_2(q)-subgroups in a finite simple classical group of odd characteristic.

Lemma 3.1 Let G ∼= PSL_n(q), n ⩾ 5. Let K ⩽ G be a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup and g ∈ G be a random element. Then ⟨K, K^g⟩ ∼= SL_4(q) with probability at least 1 − 1/q^{n−3}.

Proof. Let V be a natural module for SL_n(q) and V = U ⊕W , where K induces SL_2(q) on U and fixes W . Assume that U = ⟨u_1, u_2⟩. Let g ∈ SL_n(q) and

gu_1 = a_1u_1 + a_2u_2 + w_1

gu_2 = b_1u_1 + b_2u_2 + w_2, where a_i, b_i, i = 1, 2, are elements in the base field and w_1, w_2 ∈ W . Observe that the vectors w_1 and w_2 are linearly dependent with probability 1/q^{n−3}. Therefore dim⟨U, gU⟩ = 4 with probability at least 1 − 1/q^{n−3}. □ The following two lemmas correspond to Lemmas 4.11 and 5.8 in [35].

Lemma 3.2 Let G ∼= PSp_{2n}(q), n ⩾ 3. Let K ⩽ G be a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup and g ∈ G be a random element. Then ⟨K, K^g⟩ ∼= Sp_4(q) with probability at least 1 − 1/q^{2n−2}.

Table 2: Centralizers of involutions in finite simple groups of Lie type of odd characteristic.

G conditions type O^{p′} (C_G(i)) |C_{CG(i)}(L)| t_1 SL^ε_{n−1}(q) q − ε PSL^ε_n(q) 2 ⩽ k ⩽ n/2 t_k SL^ε_k(q) ∘ SL^ε_{n−k}(q) q − ε n even t^′_{n/2}^1_{(n/2,q−ε)} SL_{n/2}(q^2) q + ε t_1 Ω_{2n−1}(q) 2(q − 1) t^′_1 Ω_{2n−1}(q) 2(q + 1) Ω_{2n+1}(q) 2 ⩽ k < n t_k Ω^+_{2k}(q) × Ω_{2(n−k)+1}(q) 2 n ⩾ 2 2 ⩽ k < n t^′_k Ω^−_{2k}(q) × Ω_{2(n−k)+1}(q) 2 t_n Ω^+_{2n}(q) 2 t^′_n Ω^−_{2n}(q) 2 PSp_{2n}(q) 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n/2 t_k Sp_{2k}(q) ∘_2 Sp_{2(n−k)}(q) 2 n ⩾ 2 t_n^1_{(2,n)} SL_n(q) q − 1 t^′_n^1_{(2,n)} SU_n(q) q + 1 t_1 Ω^ε_{2n−2}(q) q − 1 t^′_1 Ω^{−ε}_{2n−2}(q) q + 1 PΩ^ε_{2n}(q) 2 ⩽ k < n/2 t_k Ω^+_{2k}(q) ∘_2 Ω^ε_{2(n−k)}(q) 2 n ⩾ 4 2 ⩽ k < n/2 t^′_k Ω^−_{2k}(q) ∘_2 Ω^{−ε}_{2(n−k)}(q) 2 PΩ^+_{4m}(q) t_{n/2} Ω^+_{2m}(q) ∘_2 Ω^+_{2m}(q) 2 PΩ^+_{4m}(q) t^′_{n/2} Ω^−_{2m}(q) ∘_2 Ω^−_{2m}(q) 2 PΩ^+_{4m}(q) t_{n−1}, t_n^1_2 SL_{2m}(q) q − 1 PΩ^+_{4m}(q) t^′_{n−1}, t^′_n^1_2 SU_{2m}(q) q + 1 PΩ^−_{4m}(q) t_{n/2} Ω^−_{2m}(q) × Ω^+_{2m}(q) 2 PΩ^ε_{2(2m+1)}(q) t_n SL^ε_{2m+1}(q) q − ε 3D_4(q) t_2 SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q^3) 2 G_2(q) t_1 SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q) 2 F_4(q) t_1 SL_2(q) ∘_2 Sp_6(q) 2 t_4 Spin_9(q) 2 E^ε_6 (q) t_1 Spin^ε_{10}(q) q − ε t_2 SL_2(q) ∘_2^1_{(q−ε,3)} SL^ε_6(q) 2 E_7(q) t_1 SL_2(q) ∘_2^1_2 Spin^+_{12}(q) 2 t_4, t^′_4^1_{(4,q−ε)} SL^ε_8(q) 2 t_7, t^′_7 Ê^ε_6 (q) q − ε E_8(q) t_1^1_2 Spin^+_{16}(q) 2 t_8 SL_2(q) ∘_2 E_7(q) 2

Proof. Let V be the natural module for Sp_{2n}(q) and V = V_1⊥ . . . ⊥V_n be an orthogonal decomposition of V , where V_k is a hyperbolic plane for each k = 1, . . . , n. Assume that V_k = ⟨e_k, f_k⟩, where {e_k, f_k} are hyperbolic pairs. We may assume that K = Sp(V_1). Let g ∈ Sp_{2n}(q) and K^g = Sp(V^′_1 ), where V^′_1 ⩽ V . It is clear that V^′_1 is a hyperbolic plane in V and the subspace ⟨V_1, V^′_1 ⟩ is non-degenerate 4-space with probability 1 − A/B, where A is the number of hyperbolic planes intersecting with V_1 non-trivially and B is the total number of hyperbolic planes in V . By the computation in [2, Chapter 3], there are q^{2n−1}(q^{2n} − 1) hyperbolic planes in a 2n-dimensional symplectic space, and there are q^{2n−1} hyperbolic planes containing a fixed vector. Hence, the the probability that ⟨V_1, V^′_1 ⟩ is a 4-dimensional symplectic space with probability at least 1 − q^{2n−1}(q^2 − 1) q^{2n−1}(q^{2n} − 1) > 1 − 1/q^{2n−2}. □ Lemma 3.3 Let G ∼= PΩ^±(V ) be a simple orthogonal group with dimV ⩾ 9. Let K ⩽ G be a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup and g ∈ G be a random element. Then ⟨K, K^g⟩ ∼= Ω^+_8 (q) with probability at least (1 − 1/q)^2.

Proof. Let V be the natural module for Ω^±(V ). Then [K, V ] = ⟨kv − v | v ∈ V, k ∈ K⟩ is an orthogonal 4-space of Witt index 2 and let U = [K, V ] = ⟨e_1, e_2, f_1, f_2⟩, where {e_i, f_i} are hyperbolic pairs. Let U^′ = ⟨e^′_1, e^′_2, f^′_1, f^′_2⟩ ⩽ V be the orthogonal 4-space of Witt index 2 on which K^g induces SL_2(q) for g ∈ Ω^±(V ). Again by computation in [2, Chapter 3], there are

q^{n−2}(q^{n−1} − 1) if n is odd, q^{n−2}(q^{n/2} − 1)(q^{n/2−1} + 1) if n is even and G ∼= PΩ^+(V ), q^{n−2}(q^{n/2} + 1)(q^{n/2−1} − 1) if n is even and G ∼= PΩ^−(V )

total number of hyperbolic pairs and q^{n−2} hyperbolic pairs containing a fixed singular vector. By the similar computations as in Lemma 3.2, the subspace U_1 = ⟨U, e^′_1, f^′_1⟩ is a non-degenerate 6-space with Witt index 3 and the subspace ⟨U_1, e^′_2, f^′_2⟩ is a non-degenerate 8-space with Witt index 4 with probability at least 1 − 1/q. Hence, ⟨U, gU⟩ is an orthogonal 8-space with Witt index 4 with probability at least (1 − 1/q)^2. □

Lemma 3.4 Let G ∼= PSU_n(q), n ⩾ 5. Let K ⩽ G be a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup and g ∈ G be a random element. Then ⟨K, K^g⟩ ∼= SU_4(q) with probability at least 1 − 1/q.

Proof. The proof is same as the proof of the previous lemmas. The computation follows from the fact that there are q^{2n−3}(q^{n−1} − (−1)^{n−1})(q^n − (−1)^n) hyperbolic pairs and q^{2n−3} of them contains a fixed isotropic vector in an ndimensional unitary space [48].

Lemma 3.5 Let G ∼= (P)SL_n(q), (P)SU_n(q), n = 2, 3, 4, or (P)Sp_4(q), Ω_7(q), Ω^±_8 (q), and K be a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G, then ⟨K, K^g⟩ = G with probability at least 1 − 1/q.

Proof. Similar to the arguments above.

4 Construction of C_G(i) in a black-box group

In this section, we summarize the construction of the centralizers of involutions in black-box groups following [13], see also [15].

Let X be a black-box finite group having an exponent E = 2^km with m odd. To produce an involution in X, we need an element x of even order. Then the last non-identity element in the sequence 1 ≠ x^m, x^{m2}, x^{m22} , . . . , x^{m2k−1} , x^{m2k} = 1 is an involution and denoted by i(x).

We call an element j ∈ X of order 4 a pseudo-involution, if it is an involution in X/Z(X) but not in X. Let Y ⩽ X, then we call an element j ∈ Y a pseudoinvolution in Y , if 1 ≠ j^2 ∈ Z(Y ). We can produce pseudo-involutions in a black-box group X in a similar manner, that is, we first produce an element of order 4 and check whether j^2 commutes with the generators of X.

Let i be an involution in X. Then, by [13, Section 6], there is a partial map ζ^i = ζ^i_0 ⊔ ζ^i_1 defined by ζ^i : X −→ C_X (i) x → { ζ^i_1(x) = (ii^x)^{(m+1)/2} · x^{−1} if o(ii^x) is odd ζ^i_0(x) = i(ii^x) if o(ii^x) is even.

Here o(x) is the order of the element x ∈ X. Notice that, with a given exponent E = 2^km, we can construct ζ^i_0(x) and ζ^i_1(x) without knowing the exact order of ii^x.

The following theorem is the main tool in the construction of centralizers of involutions in black-box groups.

Theorem 4.1 ([13]) Let X be a finite group and i ∈ X be an involution. If the elements x ∈ X are uniformly distributed and independent in X, then

1. the elements ζ^i_1(x) are uniformly distributed and independent in C_X (i) and

2. the elements ζ^i_0(x) form a normal subset of involutions in C_X (i).

We will use both of the functions ζ^i_0 and ζ^i_1 to generate C_X (i). It follows directly from Theorem 4.1 that the image of the function ζ^i_1 is C_X (i) and the image of ζ^i_0 generates a normal subgroup in C_X (i). Although the map ζ_1 is a better black-box for the construction of centralizers of involutions, it turns out that the function ζ_0 is sufficient for our purposes, see Section 5.

5 The heart of the centralizer

In this section, we describe the subgroup generated by the image of the function ζ^i_0 for any involution i ∈ G, where G is a finite simple group of Lie type of odd characteristic.

Let i ∈ G be an involution. Define ♥_i(G) = ⟨ζ^i_0(g) | g ∈ G⟩. Here, we use the convention that ζ^i_0(g) = 1, if ii^g has odd order. We also assume in the sequel that ζ^i_1(g) = 1 when ii^g has even order.

Lemma 5.1 Let G be a finite group and i ∈ G be an involution. Then the image of ζ^i_0 does not contain involutions from the coset iZ(G).

Proof. Assume that ζ^i_0(g) ≠ 1 for some g ∈ G, and consider the dihedral group D = ⟨i, i^g⟩. Recall that ζ^i_0(g) = i(ii^g) ∈ Z(D). Therefore, if ζ^i_0(g) = iz, where z ∈ Z(G) is an involution, then [i, i^g] = 1 since z ∈ Z(G). Hence, ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g. Since ζ^i_0(g) = iz by assumption, we have i^g = z. Thus i = z and ζ^i_0(g) = 1, a contradiction. □

Lemma 5.2 Let G = G_1 × G_2 be a direct product of finite groups G_1 and G_2. If i = (i_1, i_2) ∈ G is an involution, then ♥_i(G) = ♥_{i1} (G_1) × ♥_{i2} (G_2).

Proof. Recall that the image of ζ^i_0 belongs to the conjugacy classes of involutions in C_G(i) by Theorem 4.1. Since conjugacy classes of involutions in G are direct products of conjugacy classes of G_1 and G_2, the result follows. □ Let j ∈ G be a pseudo-involution. Then we define

ζ^j_0 (g) = i(jj^g ),

where g ∈ G and i(jj^g ) is an involution produced from jj^g as in Section 4. Observe that ζ^j_0 (g) ∈ C_G(j). Moreover, we define ♥_j (G) similarly for a pseudoinvolution j ∈ G.

Lemma 5.3 Let G ∼= SL_2(q) and j ∈ G be a pseudo-involution. Then ♥_j (G) = Z(G). Proof. The result follows from the observation that G has a unique central involution and the image of the function ζ^j_0 is a set of involutions in G. □

Lemma 5.4 Let G ∼= SL_2(q) and j ∈ G be a pseudo-involution. Then ⟨ζ^j_1 (G)⟩ = N_G(⟨j⟩) and ⟨ζ^j_1 (G)⟩^{′′} = 1.

Proof. We recall that if jj^g has odd order m, then ζ^j_1 (g) = (jj^g )^{(m+1)/2}g^{−1}. Let h = (jj^g)^{(m+1)/2}, then it is straightforward to check that j^h = j^2j^g which implies that j^{hg−1} = j^3 since j^2 ∈ Z(G). Hence, ζ^j_1 (g) ∈ N_G(⟨j⟩). Observe that if j ∈ T , then N_G(⟨j⟩) = N_G(T ), C_G(j) = C_G(T ) = T and |N_G(T )/C_G(T )| = 2. Hence, by Theorem 4.1, we have ⟨ζ^j_1 (G)⟩ = N_G(⟨j⟩). Moreover, ⟨ζ^j_1 (G)⟩^′ ⩽ C_G(j) and ⟨ζ^j_1 (G)⟩^{′′} = 1 since C_G(j) is a cyclic group of order q − 1 or q + 1. □

Lemma 5.5 Let G ∼= (P)Sp_{2n}(q), q > 3 and i be an involution of type t_1.

(a) If n ⩾ 3, then ♥_i(G)^′ ∼= Sp_{2n−2}(q).

(b) If G ∼= Sp_4(q), then ♥_i(G) = Z(G).

(c) If G ∼= PSp_4(q), then ♥_i(G) ⩾ E(C_G(i)), where E(C_G(i)) is the semisimple socle of C_G(i).

Proof.

(a) Assume first that G ∼= Sp_{2n}(q). Then C_G(i) ∼= SL_2(q) × Sp_{2n−2}(q). Let V = V_− ⊕ V_+ be the decomposition of the corresponding vector space V , where V_± are the eigenspaces of i for the eigenvalues ±1. Then the dimension of V_− is 2 or 2n − 2. We assume that dimV_− = 2, the other case is analogous. It is clear that the dimension of the eigenspace for the eigenvalue −1 of the involution ζ^i_0(g) is at most 4 for any g ∈ G. Therefore the image of ζ^i_0 contains non-central involutions in Sp_{2n−2}(q) since n ⩾ 3. Hence, ♥_i(G) ∼= {±I_{2n}} × Sp_{2n−2}(q), where I_{2n} is a 2n × 2n identity matrix. In the case of PSp_{2n}(q), we have C_G(i) ∼= SL_2(q) ∘ Sp_{2n−2}(q), and, by the same argument, all the involutions in the image ζ^i_0 centralize the component isomorphic to SL_2(q) and do not centralize the other component since n ⩾ 3.

(b) We have C_G(i) ∼= SL_2(q) × SL_2(q). Hence, the set of involutions in C_G(i) is {i, iz, z}, where z ∈ Z(G) is the unique involution in Z(G). By Lemma 5.1, the image of ζ^i_0 does not contain involutions i and iz, and the result follows.

(c) If G ∼= PSp_4(q), then C_G(i) ∼= (SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q)) ⋊ ⟨t⟩, where t is an involution interchanging the components. Since ζ^i_0 does not produce the involution i by Lemma 5.1, it produces either an involution acting nontrivially on both components of C_G(i) or the involution t. In either case, as ♥_i(G) is normal subgroup in C_G(i) by Theorem 4.1 (2), we conclude that ♥_i(G) ⩾ E(C_G(i)) ∼= SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q). □

The following Lemma is a direct consequence of Glauberman Z^∗-Theorem [4, page 262] and will be used to prove the next theorem.

Lemma 5.6 Let G be a non-abelian finite simple group and i be an involution in G. Then there exists an involution j ∈ C_G(i) such that j ≠ i and j^g = i for some g ∈ G.

Theorem 5.7 Let G be a finite simple group of Lie type over a field of odd characteristic p and i ∈ G be an involution.

1. If G is classical, then ♥_i(G) contains the semisimple socle of C_G(i) except when G ∼= PSp_{2n}(q) and i is an involution of type t_1.

2. If G is exceptional, then ♥_i(G) contains at least one component of C_G(i).

Proof. Let i ∈ G be an involution. We prove the claim by constructing an involution in the image of ζ^i_0 which does not centralize the component(s) in C_G(i). It is clear that the existence of such involutions guarantees that ♥_i(G) contains that the component(s) of the semisimple socle of C_G(i) since ♥_i(G) is a normal subgroup of C_G(i) by Theorem 4.1.

Let G ∼= PSL_{n+1}(q), n ⩾ 2. Assume that i is an involution of type t_k, where 2 ⩽ k ⩽ n/2. Then the semisimple socle H of C_G(i) is H = H_1H_2, where H_1 ∼= SL_k(q) and H_2 ∼= SL_{n+1−k}(q), and [H_1, H_2] = 1. Observe that there is an involution j ∈ C_G(i) of type t_k in G which acts as an involution of type t_1 in H_1 and of type t_{k−1} in H_2. Hence, j = i^g for some g ∈ G. By construction, the involution ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g does not centralize the components H_1 and H_2. Hence, H ⩽ ♥_i(G). Assume now that i is an involution of type t_1 or t^′_{(n+1)/2}, then the semisimple socle of C_G(i) is isomorphic to^1_{(n,q−1)} SL_n(q) or^1

((n+1)/2,q−1) SL(n+1)/2(q

2), respectively. In both cases, the involution i is the unique involution in Z(C_G(i)), and, by Lemma 5.6, there is an involution j = i^g ∈ C_G(i) for some g ∈ G, which does not centralize the semisimple socle of C_G(i). Hence, the involution ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g is not central in C_G(i) and the result follows. The proof for PSU_n(q) is analogous.

Let G ∼= PSp_{2n}(q) and n ⩾ 3. We refer to Lemma 5.5(c) for the case n = 2, and Lemma 5.5(a) for the involutions of type t_1. Assume that i ∈ G is an involution of type t_k, where 2 ⩽ k ⩽ n/2. Then the semisimple socle H of C_G(i) is H = H_1H_2, where H_1 ∼= Sp_{2k}(q) and H_2 ∼= Sp_{2n−2k}(q). Take an involution s_1 ∈ H_1 which is of type t_{k−1} in G and an involution s_2 ∈ H_2 which is of type t_1 in G. It is clear that the involution s = s_1s_2 does not centralize the components H_1 and H_2. Moreover, we can assume that s is of type t_k in G since s_1 and s_2 commute. Hence, s = i^g for some g ∈ G. Now ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g ∈ H and H ⩽ ♥_i(G). If i is an involution of type t_n or t^′_n, then the semisimple socle of C_G(i) is isomorphic to^1_{(2,n)} SL^ε_n(q), where q ≡ ε mod 4. In either case, that is for ε = ±, there exists g ∈ G such that i^g ∈ C_G(i) by Lemma 5.6. Note that i^g is non-central in C_G(i) as i is the only involution in Z(C_G(i)). Hence, the result follows from a similar argument above.

Let G ∼= Ω_{2n+1}(q) and n ⩾ 3. For the proof of n = 2, we refer to Lemma 5.5 (c) as Ω_5(q) ∼= PSp_4(q). Let V be the natural module for G. Then the dimension of the eigenspace of each of the involutions t_k or t^′_k, 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n, for the eigenvalue −1 is 2k. We denote these involutions by t_k to simplify the notation, see Table 2 for the structure of their centralizers. Let i be an involution of type t_1, then the semisimple socle H of C_G(i) is isomorphic to H ∼= Ω_{2n−1}(q). Notice that there is a non-central involution of type t_1 in H, which is conjugate to i in G. Hence, H ⩽ ♥_G(i) by similar arguments above. Assume now that i is an involution of type t_k, 2 ⩽ k < n. Then the semisimple socle of C_G(i) is H ∼= Ω^ε_{2k}(q) × Ω_{2(n−k)+1}(q), where q^k ≡ ε mod 4. Note that Ω^ε_{2k}(q) contains an involution s_1, which is conjugate to an involution of type t_{k−1} in G, and Ω_{2(n−k)+1}(q) contains an involution s_2, which is conjugate to an involution of type t_1 in G. Since s_1 and s_2 commute, we can assume that the involution s = s_1s_2 is conjugate to an involution of type t_k in G, and s = i^g for some g ∈ G. Now ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g does not centralize the components of H since s_1 and s_2 are non-central involutions in the corresponding components and the result follows. If i ∈ G is an involution of type t_n, then, following the notation of the proof of Lemma 5.5(a), we have dimV_− = 2n. The semisimple socle H of C_G(i) is isomorphic to Ω^ε_{2n}(q), where q^n ≡ ε mod 4. Observe that ii^g ∈ C = C_{SL(V )}(V_− ∩ V_−g) for any g ∈ G. Since dimV_− = 2n, we have that V_− ∩ V_−g has codimension ⩽ 2 and C/O_p(C) is a subgroup of SL_2(q). Notice also that we can choose g ∈ G so that i^g ∈ C_G(i) by Lemma 5.6. Hence, ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g and it is clear that ζ^i_0(g) does not centralize H.

Let G ∼= PΩ^ε_{2n}(q) and n ⩾ 4. For the involutions of types t_k or t^′_k, where 1 ⩽ k < n − 1, the proof is similar to the case G ∼= Ω_{2n+1}(q). If i is of type t_{n−1} or t_n, then the semisimple socle of C_G(i) is isomorphic to^1_2 SL^ε_n(q), where q ≡ ε mod 4. In either case, by Lemma 5.6, there exists g ∈ G such that i^g ∈ C_G(i) and i^g is non-central in C_G(i) since i is the only involution in Z(C_G(i)).

Let G ∼=^3D_4(q) or G_2(q), then there is only one conjugacy class of involutions in G, and C_G(i) ∼= SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q^3) or SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q), respectively. Notice that there is an involution s ∈ C_G(i) which does not centralize the components, and it is necessarily conjugate to i since there is only one conjugacy class of involutions. Let s = i^g for some g ∈ G, then ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g does not centralize the components, hence the result follows. We apply the same argument to the group^2G_2(q) as there is only one conjugacy class of involutions in^2G_2(q).

Let G be a group of type F_4(q). Let i be an involution of type t_4, then the semisimple socle H of C_G(i) is isomorphic to H ∼= Spin_9(q) and Z(C_G(i)) = ⟨i⟩. By Lemma 5.6, there exists g ∈ G such that i ≠ i^g ∈ C_G(i) and ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g is non-central in H. If i is an involution of type t_1, then C_G(i) ∼= SL_2(q) ∘_2 Sp_6(q) and Z(C_G(i)) = ⟨i⟩. Again, by Lemma 5.6, there exists g ∈ G such that ζ^i_0(g) = ii^g does not centralize Sp_6(q). Hence, Sp_6(q) ⩽ ♥_i(G). By the same argument, if SL_2(q) is a component in the semisimple socle of C_G(i) for G ∼= E_6(q), E_7(q), E_8(q), then ♥_i(G) contains the other (quasi)simple component of the semisimple socle of C_G(i).

If the centralizers of involutions in the remaining exceptional groups E^ε_6 (q), E_7(q) and E_8(q) do not have a component isomorphic to SL_2(q), then the semisimple socle is a (quasi)simple group, see Table 2. Hence, we can apply previous arguments to these cases. □

Corollary 5.8 Let G be a quasi-simple group of Lie type defined over a field of odd characteristic and i ∈ G be a non-central involution in G.

1. If G is classical, then ♥_i(G) contains the semisimple socle of C_G(i) except when G ∼= (P)Sp_{2n}(q) and i is an involution of type t_1.

2. If G is exceptional, then ♥_i(G) contains at least one component of C_G(i).

Proof. Note that the non-central involutions in G map to involutions in G/Z(G) and we apply the same arguments as in Theorem 5.7. □

Remark 5.9 In our algorithms, the map ζ^i_0 will be considered only in the construction of at least one quasisimple component of a centralizer of an involution. Therefore, the exceptions in Theorem 5.7 (2) and Corollary 5.8 (2) do not provide any difficulties in our main algorithm.

6 Construction of a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. We present the following algorithm.

Algorithm 6.1 (cf. [51, Algorithm 5.1]) “Construction of a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in a finite simple group of Lie type”

Input: A black-box group isomorphic to a finite simple group G of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q > 3 except PSL_2(q) and^2G_2(q).

Output: A black-box group which is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G.

We need the following terminology. Let G be a group and G_i ⩽ G, i = 1, . . . , n. Assume that G = ⟨G_i | i = 1, . . . , n⟩ and G_k commutes with G_l for any k ≠ l. Then we say that G is a commuting product of the subgroups G_i for i = 1, . . . , n.

Algorithm 6.1 has three major components:

1. Construct the centralizers of involutions recursively to find a commuting product of the groups (P)SL_2(q^k ) in G, where k ⩾ 1 may vary; Section 6.1.

2. Construct one of the components K ∼= (P)SL_2(q^k) in the commuting product found in Step 1; Section 6.2.

3. Check if K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup of G; Section 6.3.

Remark 6.2 1. In Step 1, we may have a commuting product of the subgroups (P)SL_2(q), where q may vary but the characteristic of the underlying field is the same, for example, in G =^3D_4(q) there is only one class of involutions and C_G(i) ∼= SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q^3) for an involution i ∈ G.

2. The long root SL_2(q)-subgroups in simple groups of Lie type of odd characteristic are indeed isomorphic to SL_2(q) by Theorem 2.1. Therefore if we obtain a direct product of subgroups PSL_2(q) in Step 1, then we conclude that it does not contain a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup as a component and we repeat Step 1 to construct a new commuting product of subgroups (P)SL_2(q).

It is easy to see that the proof of Theorem 1.1 follows from Algorithm 6.1 and Corollary 2.3.

6.1 Constructing products of (P)SL_2(q)

In this section we present an algorithm concerning Step 1 of Algorithm 6.1. The algorithm is as follows.

Algorithm 6.3 (cf. [51, Algorithm 5.3]) “Construction of a commuting product of subgroups (P)SL_2(q)”

Input: A black-box group isomorphic to a finite simple group G of Lie type defined over a field of odd order q > 3 except PSL_2(q) and^2G_2(q).

Output: A black-box group which is a commuting product of subgroups (P)SL_2(q^k) for various k ⩾ 1.

Description of the algorithm:

1. Produce an involution i = i(g) from a random element g ∈ G.

• Check if i ∈ Z(G). If we always have i ∈ Z(G) after O(N) steps, where N is the input length of the black-box group G, then return G. Otherwise, go to the next step.

2. Construct a subgroup L where ♥_i(G) ⩽ L ⩽ C_G(i) by using ζ^i = ζ^i_0 ⊔ ζ^i_1.

3. Construct L^′ and L^{′′}.

• If L^{′′} = 1 then return ⟨i^G⟩^′. Otherwise, set G = L^{′′} and go to Step 1. 6.1.1 The involution i = i(g) from a random element g

We pick a random element g ∈ G and check if g^{2k} = 1, where E = 2^km, m odd, is the exponent of the group given as an input. By [32, Corollary 5.3], the proportion of elements of even order in groups of Lie type of odd characteristic is at least 1/4. As soon as we find an element g ∈ G of even order, we construct i = i(g) as described in Section 4.

Next, we need to check whether i = i(g) is central in G or not. Notice that this procedure is unavoidable in the recursive steps of our algorithm as C_G(i)^{′′} contains central involutions in most of the cases, see Table 2. Since the generators of G are given, it is straightforward to decide whether i ∈ Z(G) or not. We can find a non-central involution in view of the following lemma.

Lemma 6.4 Let G be a universal version of a finite group of Lie type defined over a field of odd characteristic and G ≇ SL_2(q). Then the proportion of elements in G producing non-central involutions is bounded from below by a function of the Lie rank of G.

Proof. Let T be a maximal torus twisted by an element w ∈ W as in Section 2.1. Then the probability of being an element in a torus conjugate to T depends only on the Weyl group W not on the order of the field by the remark after Equation (2) in Section 2.1. Therefore if T is any torus and i ∈ T an involution, then the number of elements g ∈ G with i = i(g) depends only on W not on the order of the field. In classical groups, tori twisted by the cycles of length less than the length of the longest cycle do not contain central involutions. This observation immediately follows from the tables of the centralizers of involutions and the orders of the corresponding tori given in [20]. Note that among the exceptional groups only the universal version of E_7(q) has a central involution in which case the same arguments apply. □ We give an example in the easiest case. Let G ∼= SL_n(q), n even and n ⩾ 5.

Then a maximal torus T twisted by a product of an (n − 2)-cycle and a 2-cycle is of the form T =^1_{q−1} (T_1 × T_2), where T_1 is a cyclic group of order (q^{n−2} − 1) and T_2 is a cyclic group of order (q^2 − 1). Note that as n is an even number, (q^2 − 1) divides (q^{n−2} − 1) and therefore involutions produced from random elements in T belong to T_1 with probability very close to 1. It can be observed from Table 2 that T_1 has involution i of type t_2 in G by comparing the orders of C_G(i) and T_1. Since W = Sym(n), the symmetric group on n letters, and n ⩾ 5, C_W (w) has order 2(n − 2). Therefore the probability of producing non-central involutions from random elements is at least^1_{2(n−2)} .

Thus, if we can not find a non-central involution of the form i = i(g) ∈ G in O(N) tests of random elements g ∈ G, then by [29], we can deduce that G is isomorphic to the direct product of copies of SL_2(q), and we take this subgroup as an output. Otherwise, we go to the next step. Note that the number, O(N) = O(n^2 log q), of repetitions can be reduced to O(n), if the Lie rank of G is known.

6.1.2 Construction of C_G(i)

Let i = i(g) be a non-central involution in G. Take a subset S ⊂ G consisting of random elements of G and consider the subgroup ⟨ζ^i(S)⟩.

By Lemma 2.2, the semisimple socle of C_G(i) is C_G(i)^{′′}, which is a commuting product of (quasi)simple groups of Lie type. By [34, 40], randomly chosen two elements in a finite simple group G generate G with probability tending to 1 as |G| → ∞. By [34, Proposition 10], a similar result holds for a direct product of simple groups where the orders of each of the factors approach ∞. Thus randomly chosen two elements in C_G(i) generate a subgroup containing the semisimple socle of C_G(i) with probability close to 1 when the size of the field is large. We know that the map ζ^i_1 produces uniformly distributed random elements in C_G(i) by Theorem 4.1. Therefore if a reasonable number of elements g ∈ S satisfy ζ^i_1(g) ≠ 1, then we conclude that ⟨ζ^i_1(S)⟩ contains the semisimple socle of C_G(i).

If ζ^i_1 is not defined for the elements in S, then ζ^i_0 is defined for all the elements in S. In this case, we use only the function ζ^i_0 for the generation of a subgroup in C_G(i). Recall that the image of the map ζ^i_0 is a normal subset of C_G(i) by Theorem 4.1. By [40, Theorem 1.1], for any normal subset S ⊂ G of a finite simple group G, there exists a constant c such that S^m = G for any m ⩾ clog|G|/log|S|. A similar result also holds for a direct product of simple groups by considering direct product of normal subsets. Therefore, in such a case, we take S to be sufficiently large so that we have ⟨ζ^i_0(S)⟩ = ♥_i(G). Now, by Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 5.7, ♥_i(G) contains at least one component of C_G(i). Experiments in GAP show that for a reasonably sized subset S ⊂ G we have ⟨ζ^i_0(S)⟩ = ♥_i(G). A reasonable number of generators for ♥_i(G) produced by ζ^i_0 is, for example, 50 for groups of 50 × 50 matrices.

6.1.3 Semisimple socle of C_G(i)

From now on we assume that ♥_i(G) ⩽ ⟨ζ^i(S)⟩, and by definition ⟨ζ^i(S)⟩ ⩽ C_G(i).

We shall construct the semisimple socle of ⟨ζ^i(S)⟩. Note that the derived subgroup of a black-box group can be constructed in Monte–Carlo polynomial time [8, Corollary 1.6]. By Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 5.7, the subgroup ⟨ζ^i(S)⟩^{′′} contains at least one of the components of C_G(i)^{′′} unless G ∼= Sp_4(q), i ∈ G is an involution of type t_1 and ⟨ζ^i(S)⟩^{′′} = ♥_i(G)^{′′}, see Lemma 5.5. However, the probability that ⟨ζ^i(S)⟩^{′′} = ♥_i(G)^{′′} in G ∼= Sp_4(q) for a classical involution i is close to 0 by Theorem 8.1.

Assume that we are at the k^{th} recursion of our algorithm, namely C_{ik} = ⟨ζ^{ik} (S_k)⟩^{′′}, where i_k = i(g), g ∈ C^{′′}_{ik−1} and S_k ⊂ C^{′′}_{ik−1} . Set H = C^{′′}_{ik−1} .

If C^{′′}_{ik} ≠ 1, then we set G = C^{′′}_{ik} and go to Step 1 of Algorithm 6.3. If C^{′′}_{ik} = 1, then by Lemmas 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4, H is a commuting product of subgroups isomorphic to (P)SL_2(q) and i_k acts as a pseudo-involution on some components of H. Hence, we return the subgroup ⟨i^H_k ⟩^′. Note that the normal closure of a black-box group can be constructed in Monte–Carlo polynomial time [8, Theorem 1.5].

6.2 Constructing SL_2(q)

The aim of this section is to present an algorithm concerning Step 2 of Algorithm 6.1. We construct a normal subgroup SL_2(q^k) which appears as a component in a given commuting product of groups (P)SL_2(q^l) for various l found in Section §6.1.

We need the following results.

Lemma 6.5 Let K = SL_2(q), q > 3, and L = K × K. Then the probability of producing a pseudo-involution acting trivially on one component is at least 1/24.

Proof. It is well known that all semisimple elements in K\Z(K) are regular, therefore they belong to only one torus. There are two conjugacy classes of tori in K: split and non-split tori. A split torus is a cyclic group of order q − 1 and a non-split torus is a cyclic group of order q + 1.

Let T_1 be a split torus in K, then

|K : N_K (T_1)| = q(q + 1)/2.

Let T_2 be a non-split torus in K, then

|K : N_K (T_2)| = q(q − 1)/2.

Hence, the total number of tori is q^2. Therefore the probability of a semisimple element belonging to a split torus is 1 2 q(q + 1) q^2 > 1 2 and to a non-split torus is 1 2 q(q − 1) q^2 ≈ 1 2 > 1 3 since q > 3. Let g = (g_1, g_2) ∈ L. Then g^q_1 and g^q_2 belong to different classes of tori in L with probability at least 1/6. Note that the order of one of the tori is divisible by 4 and the probability of finding an element in this torus which has order divisible by 4 is at least 1/4. Therefore the probability that a pseudo-involution produced from a random element acts non-trivially on only one component of L is at least 1/24. □

Corollary 6.6 Let L be a commuting product of the groups isomorphic to SL_2(q). Then the probability of producing a pseudo-involution acting trivially on some components of L is at least 1/24.

Lemma 6.7 Let K = SL_2(q) and t ∈ K be a pseudo-involution. Then elements of the form tt^g have odd order with probability at least 1/6.

Proof. The elements z = tt^g belongs to a torus of order q − 1 or q + 1. The probability that z belongs to a certain type of torus is at least 1/3 by the proof of Lemma 6.5, and one of (q ± 1)/2 is odd. Therefore the element z has odd order with probability at least 1/6. □ Now we can present our algorithm.

Algorithm 6.8 (cf. [51, Algorithm 5.4]) “Construction of SL_2(q)”

Input: A black-box group L which is a commuting product of groups (P)SL_2(q^l) for various l.

Output: A black-box group SL_2(q^k) for some k appearing as a component in the commuting product or return the statement “L is a direct product of groups PSL_2(q^l) for various l”.

Description of the algorithm:

1. Produce a pseudo-involution t ∈ L. If we can not find any pseudoinvolution then return the statement “L is a direct product of PSL_2(q^l) for various l” and go to the beginning of Step 1 of Algorithm 6.1. Otherwise, go to the next step.

2. Construct ⟨t^L⟩^′ and check if ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩^{′′} = 1 for a reasonably sized subset S ⊂ L. If ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩^{′′} ≠ 1, then set L = ⟨t^L⟩^′ and go to Step 1.

Step1: Recall that the random elements of SL_2(q) belong to a torus of order q ±1 with probability 1−O(1/q) by [30]. Observe that one of the numbers (q±1)/2 is even and at least half of the elements in such tori have order a multiple of 4. Therefore the probability of finding an element of order a multiple of 4 is close to 1/4. Hence, if L has a component isomorphic to SL_2(q), then we can produce a pseudo-involution from random elements by following the procedure in Section 4. If we can not find a pseudo-involution in L, then we deduce that L is a direct product of PSL_2(q) and we start the procedure from the beginning.

Step2: Let t be a pseudo-involution produced from a random element in L. Then L = ⟨t^L⟩^′C_L(t)^{′′}. By Corollary 6.6, t acts trivially on some components of L with probability at least 1/24. Hence, the number of components in the subgroup ⟨t^L⟩^′ is less than the number of components of L. We know that ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩^{′′} ⩽ C_L(t)^{′′} for any subset S ⊂ L by Lemma 5.4. By using Lemma 6.7, we can choose a reasonably sized subset S ⊂ L so that C_L(t) = ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩. Now if ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩^{′′} ≠ 1, then we set L = ⟨t^L⟩^′ and continue in this way. Note that if ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩^{′′} = 1, it may not necessarily be true that L ∼= SL_2(q^k) since t ∈ L may act non-trivially on more than one component of L. Therefore we check if ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩^{′′} = 1 for different pseudo-involutions t ∈ L, say m times. If we always have ⟨ζ^t_1(S)⟩^{′′} = 1 for different pseudo-involutions t ∈ L, then we deduce that L ∼= SL_2(q^k) for some k in the commuting product where the probability of error is at most (1 − 1/24)^m by Corollary 6.6.

Remark 6.9 Notice that one can extend Algorithm 6.8 to construct each component isomorphic to SL_2(q) in a commuting product L of subgroups (P)SL_2(q). For this, let K ∼= SL_2(q) be a component of L and t ∈ K a pseudo-involution. Then we set L = C_G(t)^{′′} and apply Algorithm 6.8.

6.3 A long root SL_2(q)

In this section we present an algorithm concerning Step 3 of Algorithm 6.1. We determine whether the subgroup K ∼= SL_2(q^k ) constructed in Section 6.2 is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G where G ≇^3D_4(q) or G_2(q). The groups G_2(q) and^3D_4(q) are treated in Subsection 6.3.1.

Algorithm 6.10 (cf. [51, Algorithm 5.6]) “Checking whether a given (P)SL_2(q) is a long root SL_2(q)”

Input: A black-box subgroup K ⩽ G which is known to be isomorphic to SL_2(q) where G ≇^3D_4(q) or G_2(q).

Output: The truth value of the statement: “K is a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup in G”.

Description of the algorithm:

1. Find the field size q.

2. Construct C = C_G(z)^{′′}, where z ∈ Z(K).

3. Construct N = ⟨K, K^g⟩ for a random g ∈ C.

4. Check if n^{q(q2 −1)} ≠ 1 for random elements n ∈ N. If such an element is found, then return the statement “K is not a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup”. If we can not find such an element then we deduce that K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup.

Recall that if K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G, then, by Theorem 2.1, K = K^g for any g ∈ C = C_G(z)^{′′}, where z ∈ Z(K). If not, then we prove that K is strictly contained in the subgroup N = ⟨K, K^g⟩ for a random g ∈ C with probability close to 1 except for the groups G_2(q) and^3D_4(q).

First, we find the size of the field by using [51, Algorithm 5.5]. Then we construct C = C_G(z)^{′′} by using ζ^z_0 ⊔ ζ^z_1 and consider N = ⟨K, K^g⟩ for random g ∈ G. If K is not a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup then either K is a short root SL_2(q)- subgroup or the order of the field is increased in one of the recursive steps of Algorithm 6.3.

Assume first that the order of the field is increased in the recursive construction of centralizers of involutions. This is possible only when G ∼= PSL^ε_n(q) where n is an even integer, see Table 2. Assume that G ∼= PSL_n(q) and K ∼= SL_2(q^{2k} ) for some k ⩾ 1. Then K can be embedded naturally in SL_2k+1 (q) and C ∼= SL_2k+1 (q) ∘ SL_{n−2}k+1 (q). Now take K_1 ∼= SL_2(q^{2k−1} ) < K. Then N_1 = ⟨K_1, K^g_1 ⟩ ∼= SL_4(q^{2k−1} ) with probability at least 1 − O(1/q^{2k−1} ) for g ∈ C by Lemma 3.1. Now N_1 contains sufficiently many elements whose orders do not divide |K| = q^{2k} (q^{2k+1} − 1). The case G ∼= PSU_n(q) is analogous.

Now we assume that K is a short root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G. Then by [3, Table 14.4], K ∼= PSL_2(q^2), PSL_2(q) or PSL_2(q^2) for G ∼= PSU_n(q), Ω_{2n+1}(q), PΩ^−_{2n}(q), respectively. Notice that it is easy to recognize these cases since K does not contain a central involution. Now we are left with the cases G ∼= PSp_{2n}(q), F_4(q) and^2E_6(q).

If G ∼= PSp_{2n}(q), then K ∼= SL_2(q) and C ∼= Sp_4(q) ∘_2 Sp_{2n−4}(q). Here K is contained in the component isomorphic to Sp_4(q). We have N = ⟨K, K^g⟩ ∼= Sp_4(q) with probability at least 1 − 1/q for random g ∈ C, which follows from a similar idea of the proof of Lemma 3.2. It is clear that the subgroup N contains sufficiently many elements whose orders do not divide q(q^2 − 1).

If G ∼= F_4(q), then K ∼= SL_2(q) and C ∼= Spin_9(q) [3, 29.7]. Since C/Z(C) ∼= Ω_9(q), it is enough to obtain the estimates in the classical group Ω_9(q). Let V be the natural module for Ω_9(q) and K be a short root SL_2(q)-subgroup in Ω_9(q), then [K, V ] is a orthogonal 3-space of Witt index 1. Following the same idea in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we obtain that N/Z(N) ∼= PΩ^+_6 (q) with probability at least 1 − O(1/q), where N = ⟨K, K^g⟩ for g ∈ C. Now the subgroup N contains sufficiently many elements whose orders do not divide q(q^2 − 1).

If G ∼=^2E_6(q), then K ∼= SL_2(q^2) and C ∼= Spin^−_{10}(q) [3, 29.7]. Hence, C/Z(C) ∼= PΩ^−_{10}(q). In this case it is enough to make the estimates in Ω^−_{10}(q). Notice that [K, V ] is an orthogonal 4-space of Witt index 1, where V is the natural module for Ω^−_{10}(q) and K is a short root SL_2(q)-subgroup in Ω^−_{10}(q). The rest is similar to the arguments above.

If we can not find an element n ∈ N satisfying n^{q(q2 −1)} ≠ 1, then we conclude that K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup of G. Notice that the output “K is not a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup” is always true.

6.3.1 The groups G_2(q) and^3D_4(q)

Let G ∼= G_2(q) or^3D_4(q) and i be an involution in G, then C_G(i) is isomorphic to SL_2(q)∘_2 SL_2(q) or SL_2(q)∘_2 SL_2(q^3), respectively. Note that the components of C_G(i) are long and short root SL_2(q)-subgroups in G. If G ∼=^3D_4(q), then the subgroup K ∼= SL_2(q^3) ⩽ C_G(i) is a short root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G. If K is any component of C_G(i) and z be the unique involution in Z(K), then i = z and K = K^g for any g ∈ C_G(z). Hence Algorithm 6.10 returns that K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup. Therefore, in these cases we use the following algorithm.

Algorithm 6.11 “Construction of a long root SL_2(q) in G_2(q) and 3D_4(q)”

Input: A black-box group G isomorphic to G_2(q) or^3D_4(q), and the size of the field q.

Output: A black-box group K which is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G.

Description of the algorithm:

We first distinguish^3D_4(q) from G_2(q). Note that |G_2(q)| = q^6(q^6 − 1)(q^2 − 1) and |^3D_4(q)| = q^{12}(q^8 + q^4 + 1)(q^6 − 1)(q^2 − 1). Hence, if we find an element g ∈ G such that g^m ≠ 1, where m = q^6(q^6 − 1)(q^2 − 1), then we deduce that G ∼=^3D_4(q). Recall that the proportion of such elements corresponds to the sizes of the conjugacy classes of tori, which depend only on the Weyl group, so it is bounded from below by a constant.

Assume that G ∼= G_2(q). Let i ∈ G be an involution, then C_G(i) = L_1 ∘_2 L_2, where L_k ∼= SL_2(q), k = 1, 2. Note that L_1 and L_2 are short and long root SL_2(q)-subgroups in G. Assume that L_1 (resp. L_2) is a short (resp. long) root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G. Now let j be an involution in C_G(i) which does not centralize L_1 and L_2. We have C_G(j) ∼= SL_2(q) ∘_2 SL_2(q) since there is only one conjugacy class of involutions in G. Let K_1 and K_2 be short and long root SL_2(q)-subgroups in C_G(j), respectively. Then it is easy to see that all the pairs {L_s, K_t}, s, t = 1, 2, generate G_2(q) except ⟨L_2, K_2⟩ ∼= SL_3(q) or SU_3(q) [39, Theorem 2.1]. Now we need to distinguish G_2(q) from SL^ε_3(q) to recognize the long root SL_2(q)-subgroups. To do this, we compute the number of components in a centralizer of an involution by following the arguments in Remark 6.9. It is clear that the number of components in a centralizer of an involution in SL^ε_3(q) is one, whereas there are two components in a centralizer of an involution in G_2(q).

Let G ∼=^3D_4(q) and i ∈ G be an involution. Then C_G(i) ∼= SL_2(q)∘_2 SL_2(q^3) where SL_2(q) corresponds to a long root and SL_2(q^3) corresponds to a short root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G. To construct SL_2(q), let S be a set of generators for C_G(i). Setting m = q(q − 1)(q + 1), we consider S^m = {g^m | g ∈ S}. Now L = ⟨S^m⟩ ∼= SL_2(q^3) and we construct an element g ∈ C_{CG (i)}(L). Note that (q − 1, q^3 + 1) = (q + 1, q^3 − 1) = 2. Therefore we look for elements g ∈ C_G(i) satisfying one of the conditions g^{(q−1)(q3 +1)} = 1 and o(g^{q3 +1}) > 2 or g^{(q+1)(q3 −1)} = 1 and o(g^{q3 −1}) > 2. Let g = (g_1, g_2) ∈ C_G(i), g^{(q−1)(q3 +1)} = 1, where g^{q−1}_1 = 1, g^{q3 +1}_2 = 1 and g^{q3+1} is non-central in C_G(i). By Lemma 6.5, we find such elements with probability at least 1/6 since the probability of finding a non-central element g_1 ∈ SL_2(q) of order dividing q − 1 is at least 1/2 and the probability of finding an element g_2 ∈ SL_2(q^3) of order dividing q^3 + 1 is at least 1/3. Now, setting h = g^{q3 +1} we have ⟨h^{CG(i)}⟩^′ = SL_2(q) which corresponds to a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G.

6.4 The Main Algorithm

We can now present Algorithm 6.1. Description of Algorithm 6.1:

1. Run Algorithm 6.3 to construct a commuting product L of the subgroups (P)SL_2(q^l) for various l ⩾ 1.

2. Run Algorithm 6.8 to construct a subgroup K ∼= SL_2(q^l) for some l ⩾ 1, which is a component of L.

2.1 If the number of recursive steps in Algorithm 6.3 is more than one, then we go to Step 3. Otherwise, we check if G ∼= G_2(q) or^3D_4(q).

2.2 If G is isomorphic to G_2(q) or^3D_4(q), then we run Algorithm 6.11 to construct a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup. Otherwise, we go to Step 3. 3. Use Algorithm 6.10 to check if K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup. If not, then construct another component of L and check if it is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup. If none of the components of L is a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup, then we start the procedure from the beginning without going through subroutines 2.1 and 2.2 in Step 2.

Step 1: We run Algorithm 6.3 as described in Subsection 6.1. If Algorithm 6.3 fails to succeed in constructing a commuting product of subgroups (P)SL_2(q) for various q, for example, it may return the identity group, then the construction of the component(s) of the centralizers of involutions in one of the recursive steps has failed. In this case, we produce more generators for the centralizers of involutions which are already constructed in the recursive steps. Thus we assume that Algorithm 6.3 returns a commuting product L of subgroups (P)SL_2(q^l) in G, where l ⩾ 1 may vary.

Step 2: If the number of recursive steps in Algorithm 6.3 is more than one, then we conclude that G is not isomorphic to G_2(q) or^3D_4(q), and we go to Step 3.

Now assume that the number of recursive steps in Algorithm 6.3 is one. By Table 2, this can only happen in the following groups:

PSL^ε_3(q), PSL^ε_4(q), PSp_4(q), Ω_7(q), PΩ^±_8 (q), G_2(q),^3D_4(q).

Since we have special subroutines to construct a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G_2(q) and^3D_4(q), we need to distinguish them from the other groups listed above. To do this, we first compute the size, q, of the field. Let K ∼= SL_2(q^l) ⩽ G, where l ⩾ 1, be a subgroup constructed by Algorithm 6.8. Now we check if Algorithm 6.10 returns that K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G. If not, then G ≇ G_2(q) or^3D_4(q), and we go to Step 3. If Algorithm 6.10 returns that K is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup, then we conclude that l = 1 except possibly G ∼=^3D_4(q) and K ∼= SL_2(q^3).

Recall that we compute the size of the field in Algorithm 6.10 by using [51, Algorithm 5.5]. Assume that we compute the size of the field as q_0 = p^k for some k ⩾ 1. Since p is given as an input, we can compute k. If k is not divisible by 3, then clearly q = q_0. Now assume that k is divisible by 3. Let q_1 = p^{k/3} and m = |^3D_4(q_1)| = q^{12}_1 (q^2_1 − 1)(q^6_1 − 1)(q^8_1 + q^4_1 + 1). Then we look for an element g ∈ G such that g^m ≠ 1. If we can not find such an element, then we conclude that q = q_1 and G ∼=^3D_4(q), and we run Algorithm 6.11 to construct long root SL_2(q)-subgroup. Observe that if G ≇^3D_4(q), then q = q^3_1 , and we can find an element g in all the groups listed above such that g^m ≠ 1 with high probability. Hence we have computed q.

Now the groups PSL_4(q), PSp_4(q), PΩ^±_8 (q) and Ω_7(q) have elements of order dividing q^4 − 1 but not q^6 − 1 so G_2(q) and^3D_4(q) can be distinguished from these groups since G_2(q) and^3D_4(q) do not have such elements. Similarly, we can distinguish^3D_4(q) from G_2(q) and PSL^ε_3(q) since^3D_4(q) has elements of order dividing q^6(q^8 + q^4 + 1) but not q^6(q^6 − 1), and G_2(q) and PSL^ε_3(q) do not have such elements. Finally, we use the same arguments in Algortihm 6.11 to distinguish G_2(q) from PSL^ε_3(q).

Alternatively, assuming the existence of an order oracle, G_2(q) and^3D_4(q) can be distinguished from the other groups listed above by using statistics of element orders [9].

If G ∼= G_2(q) or^3D_4(q) then we run Algorithm 6.11 to construct a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G. Otherwise we go to Step 3.

Step 3: We run Algorithm 6.10 to check whether K is a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup in G. If K is not a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup, then we construct another component of L by following the arguments in Remark 6.9.

Notice that if K is not a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup, then we do not need to go through the subroutines 2.1 and 2.2.

7 Estimates

In this section we estimate the probability of producing an involution i = i(g) from a random element g ∈ G where the recursive construction of centralizers of involutions applied to C_G(i) returns a commuting product of long root SL_2(q)- subgroups in G. The estimates in some cases are very crude and on the cautious side, the actual probabilities of success are much higher.

Let n = 2^km, m odd. Then the number k is called the 2-height of n. Recall that we need an element of even order to produce involutions in G and the proportion of elements of even order is at least 1/4 by [32, Corollary 5.3].

Assume that G ∼= PSL_n(q) and i is an involution of type t^′_{n/2}. Then C_G(i)^{′′} ∼= 1 (n/2,q−1) SLn/2(q 2). If an involution of type t^′_{n/2} is constructed in one of the

recursive steps, then we obtain a subgroup SL_2(q^{2k} ) for some k > 1 which is not a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G. Note that an involution of type t^′_{n/2} belongs only in a maximal twisted torus T , twisted by the longest cycle w in the Weyl group W ∼= Sym(n). Therefore i = i(g) where g is an element from a maximal twisted torus. The number of maximal twisted tori in G is |G : N_G(T )|. Moreover, |N_G(T ) : T | = |C_W (w)| by Equation (2) in Section 2.1 and |C_W (w)| = n since w is a cycle of length n in W . Hence, there are at most |G| |N_G(T )| = |G| |C_W (w)| · |T | = |G| n|T | elements which produce involutions of type t^′_{n/2}. Therefore the probability of producing an involution of type t^′_{n/2} is at most 1/n. The other types of involutions have centralizers of the form L ∼= SL_k(q) ∘ SL_l(q) in which case producing an involution i = i(g) of type t^′_{k/2} or t^′_{l/2} in the components is close to 0 as we must have an element g ∈ L whose components belong to the same type of torus and have the same 2-height. Therefore if we have an involution of type different than t^′_{n/2} in the first step, which is of probability at least 1/4(1 − 1/n), then Algorithm 6.3 returns a commuting product of long root SL_2(q)-subgroups with probability close to 1. The case where G ∼= PSU_n(q) is analogous.

Assume that G ∼= PSp_{2n}(q) and q ≡ 1 (mod 4). Let i be an involution of type t_n, then C_G(i)^{′′} ∼=^1_{(2,n)} SL_n(q). If we construct an involution of type t_n in one of the recursive steps, then Algorithms 6.3 and 6.8 do not return a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup. To see this, let G ∼= Sp_{2n}(q), V be the natural module for G and t be the preimage of the involution i. Then C_G(i) is a maximal subgroup of G which leaves invariant some totally isotropic subspace of V . Therefore if K ∼= SL_2(q) is the subgroup obtained by recursive construction of centralizers of involutions applied to C_G(i) and W is the subspace on which K acts, then the symplectic form on W is degenerate. Now, it is easy to see that the involutions of type t_n belong to some maximal twisted torus T ⩽ G. The number of maximal twisted tori in G is |G : N_G(T )| and |N_G(T ) : T | = |C_W (w)| = 2n since T corresponds to a longest cycle w in the Weyl group W = Z_2 ≀ Sym(n), see Lemma 2.3 in [1]. Hence, there are at most |G| 2n|T | elements which can produce involutions of type t_n. Therefore the probability of producing an involution of type t_n is at most 1/2n. Hence, we can produce an involution which is not of type t_n with probability at least 1/4(1 − 1/2n). If q ≡ −1 (mod 4), then C_G(i)^{′′} =^1_{(2,n)} SU_n(q), where i is an involution of type t_n and the same arguments apply to obtain the same estimate. As above, the other types of involutions have centralizers of the form Sp_{2k}(q) ∘ Sp_{2n−2k}(q) and so the probability of producing an involution of type t_k or t_{n−k} from random elements in these components is close to 0 by the same arguments.

Assume that G ∼= PΩ^ε_{2n}(q), n ⩾ 4. If we construct^1_2 SL^ε_n(q) as a centralizer of an involution, then a lower bound for the probability of constructing a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup follows from the similar estimate for PSL_n(q). The desired involution is of type t_n or t^′_n. Again these involutions belong to a maximal twisted tori. By using the same ideas above the probability of obtaining such an involution is at least 1/2n, and the overall probability is 1/4(1 − 1/n)(1/2n).

Assume that G ∼= Ω_{2n+1}(q), n ⩾ 3. Let i be an involution of type t_n. Then C_G(i)^{′′} ∼= Ω^ε_{2n}(q), where q^n ≡ ε (mod 4). Note that only maximal twisted tori whose orders are 1/2(q^n ± 1) contain involutions of type t_n. Since Ω_{2n+1}(q) and PSp_{2n}(q) have the same Weyl groups, the estimate for the construction of an involution of type t_n in the first recursive step of Algorithm 6.3 is the same as in the case of PSp_{2n}(q) which is 1/2n. Therefore a crude estimate in this case follows from an estimate in Ω^ε_{2n}(q).

Assume that G ∼= F_4(q). If we have an involution i of type t_4, then C_G(i)^{′′} ∼= Spin_9(q) and the estimate for constructing a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup follows from the estimate for Ω_9(q). An involution of type t_4 belongs to a torus T , where T corresponds to an element w ∈ W with |C_W (w)| = 8 [20, Table 4].

Let G ∼= E_8(q) or E_7(q). Then the semisimple socles of the centralizers of involutions are either central products of classical groups or contain E_7(q) or E_6(q), respectively. In the case of central products of classical groups, we refer to the above estimates. Similarly, we reduce the estimates for the groups E_7(q) to the estimates in E_6(q). The estimates for the groups E_6(q) and^2E_6(q) can be computed again from the estimates for classical groups as the semisimple socles of the centralizers of involutions are central products of classical groups, see Table 2.

Recall that the construction of a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in G_2(q) and 3D_4(q) is not a recursive procedure and it can be constructed without any difficulty by the routine presented in Section 6.3.1.

8 Recognition of the p-core

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.3. The algorithm is primarily focused on the construction of the centralizers of classical involutions. We use the function ζ_1 to generate the centralizers of classical involutions. Therefore it is enough to obtain a lower bound for the probability that ii^g has odd order only for classical involutions i ∈ G.

Theorem 8.1 Let G be a finite simple classical group over a field of odd characteristic p and i ∈ G be a classical involution. Then the product ii^g has odd order with probability bounded from below by a constant which does not depend on G.

Proof. Let i ∈ G be a classical involution. Then it belongs to some long root SL_2(q)-subgroup K ⩽ G. Therefore, the product ii^g belongs to the subgroup L = ⟨K, K^g⟩. We have shown in Section 3 that the subgroup L has a given structure depending on G with probability at least 1 − O(1/q). Hence, it is enough to find the probability that a product of two conjugate classical involutions in L has odd order.

Consider the map φ : i^L × i^L → L (i^g, i^h) → i^gi^h. Take a torus T ⩽ L inverted by j = i^{g′} for some g^′ ∈ L, that is, satisfying t^j = t^{−1} for all t ∈ T . Let x ∈ T be an element of odd order. Then there exists h ∈ ⟨x⟩ such that h^2 = x. Now jj^h = jh^{−1}jh = hh = x since j inverts T . Hence elements of odd order in T are in the image of φ. Let x ∈ T be a regular element, that is, C_L(x) = T , which has odd order. Then |φ^{−1}(x)| = |T | since j^tj^{ht} = (jj^h)^t = (hh)^t = x^t = x for any t ∈ T . Let S be the set of regular elements in T which are of odd order. Let R be the set of all regular elements in L whose elements are conjugate to elements in S, then |R| = |L : N_L(T )||S|. Now observe that |φ^{−1}(R)| ⩾ |R||S|, and |i^L × i^L| = |L|^2 |C_L(i)|^2 . Therefore the proportion of pairs of involutions which are mapped to R is |φ^{−1}(R)| |i^L × i^L| ⩾ |R||S||C_L(i)|^2 |L|^2 = |S|^2|C_L(i)|^2 |N_L(T )||L| . Now, we shall find a lower bound for this quotient in all finite simple classical groups.

Let G ∼= PSL_n(q), n ⩾ 5. Then by Lemma 3.1, L ∼= SL_4(q) with probability at least 1 − 1/q^{n−3} > 1/2. Observe that a classical involution i ∈ L inverts a cyclic torus H ⩽ L of order q^2 + 1 and (q^2 + 1)/2 is odd. Observe also that H is uniquely contained in a maximal cyclic torus T ⩽ L of order (q + 1)(q^2 + 1) = (q^4 − 1)/(q − 1). Note that the maximal torus T in L corresponds to a 4- cycle in the Weyl group of L which is Sym(4) in this case. Hence, |R| =^{|L|}_{8(q+1)} , |S| = (q^2 +1)/2, |C_L(i)| = q^2(q^2 −1)^2(q −1) and |L| = q^6(q^2 −1)(q^3 −1)(q^4 −1). After a simple rearrangement |φ^{−1}(R)| |i^L × i^L| ⩾ (q − 1)^3(q + 1) 16q^2(q^2 + q + 1) ⩾ 1 32 . Hence, ii^g ∈ PSL_n(q) is of odd order with probability at least 1/64. If G ∼= (P)SL_n(q) with n ⩽ 4, then by Lemma 3.5, L = G with probability at least 1 − 1/q, and by the same computations we obtain a similar result.

Let G ∼= PSp_{2n}(q), n ⩾ 3. Then L ∼= Sp_4(q) with probability at least 1 − 1/q^{2n−2} > 1/2 by Lemma 3.2. The classical involutions invert a tori of order q ± 1. Let T ⩽ L be a torus of order q − 1 inverted by a classical involution i ∈ L and q ≡ −1 (mod 4). Then (q − 1)/2 is odd. Observe that C_L(T ) ∼= GL_2(q), |N_L(T )/C_L(T )| = 2 and C_L(i) ∼= SL_2(q) × SL_2(q). Now after a simple rearrangement, we have |φ^{−1}(R)| |i^L × i^L| ⩾ 1 4 (q − 1)^2(q + 1) q(q^2 + 1) ⩾ 1/16. Hence, ii^g ∈ PSp_{2n}(q) is of odd order with probability at least 1/32. If q ≡ 1 (mod 4), then we consider tori of order q + 1. If G ∼= PSp_4(q), then by Lemma

3.5, L = G with probability at least 1 − 1/q and by the same arguments we obtain a similar result.

Let G ∼= Ω^−_8 (q), then L = G with probability at least 1 − 1/q > 1/2 by Lemma 3.5. Observe that a classical involution i ∈ G inverts a maximal torus T of order (q^4 + 1)/2 which is odd. Now, |C_G(i)| =^1_4 q^4(q − 1)^3(q + 1)^3(q^2 + 1), |S| = (q^4 + 1)/2, |N_G(T )/T | = 12. Hence, |φ^{−1}(R)| |i^L × i^L| ⩾ 1 384 (q − 1)^4(q + 1)^4(q^2 + 1) q^4(q^6 − 1) ⩾ 1 4 · 384 = 1 1536 . Hence, ii^g ∈ Ω^−_8 (q) is of odd order with probability at least 1/(2 · 1536).

Assume now that G ∼= Ω^+_8 (q) or Ω^ε_n(q), n ⩾ 9. Then L ∼= Ω^+_8 (q) with probability at least 1 − 1/q > 1/2 by Lemma 3.3 and 3.5. Observe that L contains a subgroup of the form N ∼= Ω^−_4 (q) × Ω^−_4 (q), and there is an involution i ∈ Ω^−_4 (q) which inverts a torus of order (q^2 + 1)/2 in Ω^−_4 (q). Notice that i is necessarily an involution of type t_1 in L. Now the involution j = (i, i) ∈ N inverts a torus T of order (q^2 + 1)^2/4 which is odd. Since j is a product of two commuting involutions of type t_1, it is of type t_2 in L and therefore it is a classical involution. Hence,

|S| = (q^2 + 1)^2/4,

|C_L(i)| = 4|Ω^+_4 (q)|^2 = q^4(q − 1)^4(q + 1)^4, |L| = q^{12}(q^4 − 1)(q^2 − 1)(q^4 − 1)(q^6 − 1), |N_L(T )| = 8(q^2 + 1)^2, and |φ^{−1}(R)| |i^L × i^L| ⩾ q^8(q − 1)^8(q + 1)^8(q^2 + 1)^4 128(q^2 + 1)^2(q^{12}(q^4 − 1)(q^2 − 1)(q^4 − 1)(q^6 − 1)) . After a simple rearrangement we have |φ^{−1}(R)| |i^L × i^L| ⩾ (q^2 − 1)^5 128q^4(q^6 − 1) ⩾ 1 128 · 6 = 1 768 . □ The following lemma is crucial for our algorithm.

Lemma 8.2 Let X be a finite group, i ∈ X an involution and Q = O_p(X). If C_Q(i) = 1 then [i, x] ∈ C_X (Q) for all x ∈ X.

Proof. Notice that if C_Q(i) = 1, then i inverts Q, that is, x^i = x^{−1} for any x ∈ Q and Q is abelian. It is now easy to see that [i, x] ∈ QC_X (Q) = C_X (Q) for all x ∈ X. □ First, we present our algorithm in the base case, that is, X/O_p(X) ∼= PSL_2(q). Let i ∈ X be an involution and Q = O_p(X) ≠ 1. We can assume that C_Q(i) ≠ 1 by Lemma 8.2 since otherwise random elements in X power up to pelements in Q with high probability. Now O_p(C_X (i)) ≠ 1 and C_X (i)/O_p(C_X (i)) is isomorphic to a dihedral group of order q ± 1. Let Q_1 = O_p(C_X (i)). If O_p(C_X (i)^′) = 1, then random elements in C_X (i) have orders which are multiples of p and we can find a p-element in Q_1 by raising a random element in C_X (i) to the power q ± 1. Hence, we can assume that O_p(C_X (i)^′) ≠ 1. Now C_X (i)^′/O_p(C_X (i)^′) is isomorphic to a cyclic group of order (q ± 1)/2 in which case we take the power (q ± 1)/2 of random elements in C_X (i)^′ to produce pelements in O_p(C_X (i)^′) and we are done. Our approach in the general case is to reduce the problem to this base case in all finite simple classical groups.

Algorithm 8.3 (cf. [51, Algorithm 5.8]) “Recognition of the p-core”

Input: A black-box group X with the property that X/O_p(X) is a finite simple classical group of odd characteristic p.

Output: Either the statement “O_p(X) ≠ 1” together with a non-trivial p-element g ∈ O_p(X) or the statement “Possibly, the p-core is trivial”. The answer “O_p(X) ≠ 1^{′′} is always correct whereas the negative answer “Possibly, the p-core is trivial” may be false with some probability of error.

Description of the algorithm:

1. Check whether random search works in X.

2. Construct a subgroup K ⩽ X where K/O_p(K) is a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup in X/O_p(X) and check whether O_p(K) ≠ 1.

3. Construct C_X (i) by using ζ^i_1, and the subgroups C_X (i)^′ and C_X (i)^{′′} where i ∈ Z(K). Check whether random search works in these subgroups.

4. Construct the subgroups K_1, L_1 where C_X (i)^{′′} = K_1L_1 and [K_1, L_1] = 1.

Here, K_1/O_p(K_1) is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in X/O_p(X). Check if O_p(K_1) ≠ 1. If O_p(K_1) = 1, then go to the next step.

5. Set X = L_1 and go to Step 1.

Step 1: First, we take random elements and check whether they power upto p-elements. To do this, we compute the natural number m, where E = mp^k, (m, p) = 1, is the exponent of X given as an input. We can check whether a pelement g ∈ X belongs to the p-core O_p(X) in the following way: We construct the normal closure P = ⟨g⟩^X and then check the solvability of this subgroup. By [8, Theorem 1.5], we can construct the normal closure of a subgroup and decide the solvability of a given black-box group. Now, if P is not solvable, then g /∈ O_p(X). In practice, one can check whether a p-element g ∈ X belongs to O_p(X) in the following way. Produce a random element h ∈ X and construct the subgroup P = ⟨g, g^h⟩. If g /∈ O_p(X), then P is not a p-group with high probability.

It is proved in [10] that if X/O_p(X) is a finite simple unisingular group of Lie type, then random elements power up to a p-element in O_p(X) with high probability.

The classification of the finite simple unisingular groups is as follows.

Theorem 8.4 ([31, Theorem 1.3]) A finite simple group G of Lie type of characteristic p is unisingular if and only if G is one of the following:

(i) PSL^ε_n(p) with n | (p − ε);

(ii) Ω_{2n+1}(p), PSp_{2n}(p) with p odd;

(iii) PΩ^ε_{2n}(p) with p odd, ε = (−1)^{n(p−1)/2};

(iv)^2G_2(q), F_4(q),^2F_4(q), E_8(q) with q arbitrary;

(v) G_2(q) with q odd;

(vi) E^ε_6 (p) with 3 | (p − ε);

(vii) E_7(p) with p odd.

Step 2: We use Algorithm 6.1 to construct a subgroup K where K/O_p(K) is a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in X/O_p(X). In each recursive step in the construction of K, we check whether random search works as in Step 1. Note that if C_{Op(X)}(i) = 1, where i ∈ X is an involution, then i inverts O_p(X) by Lemma 8.2. Moreover, the elements of the form [i, x] power up to a p-element in O_p(X) with high probability. Therefore, before constructing centralizer of an involution in each recursive step, we also check whether that involution inverts the p-core of the subgroup constructed in the previous recursion.

Notice that we may have O_p(K) = 1 even though O_p(X) ≠ 1. We check whether O_p(K) ≠ 1 as above. If we can not find a p-element then we go to the next step.

Step 3: We use ζ^i_1 to construct C_X (i). The derived subgroups C_X (i)^′ and C_X (i)^{′′} can be constructed by an algorithm in [8]. As discussed in Subsection 6.1.2, the map ζ^i_1 can be used efficiently to generate C_X (i) by Theorems 4.1 and 8.1.

If Q ≠ 1 and C_Q(i) = 1, then by Lemma 8.2, [i, x] ∈ C_X (Q) for all x ∈ X and these elements power up to p-elements in Q with high probability. Therefore we assume that C_Q(i) ≠ 1 which implies that O_p(C_X (i)) ≠ 1. If O_p(C_X (i)^′) = 1 or O_p(C_X (i)^{′′}) = 1, then again random elements in C_X (i) or C_X (i)^′ power up to p-elements in Q, respectively. Therefore we assume now that O_p(C_X (i)^{′′}) ≠ 1 and go to the next step.

Step 4: We construct the 2-components K_1 and L_1 of C = C_X (i)^{′′}; compare with [37, Section 11] for similar computations. By Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3, C = K_1L_1, where [K_1, L_1] = 1. Here, K_1/O_p(K_1) is a long root SL_2(q)- subgroup in X/O_p(X) and the structure of the subgroup L_1 can be read from Table 1. Notice that K ⩽ K_1.

We consider a maximal twisted torus T ⩽ L_1. Recall that the maximal twisted tori are conjugate in L_1 and the probability that a random element belongs to a torus conjugate to T is O(1/n) by Equation (2).

Let X/O_p(X) ∼= PSL_n(q) and L_1/O_p(L_1) ∼= SL_{n−2}(q). Observe that ((q^{n−3}− 1), q+1) = 2 if n is even, and ((q^{n−2} −1)/(q−1), q+1) = 1 if n is odd. Therefore

Table 3: The orders of some maximal twisted tori in L_1/O_p(L_1) [20], see also [51, §3.1]. X/O_p(X) L_1/O_p(L_1) |T | PSL_n(q) SL_{n−2}(q) (q^{n−2} − 1)/(q − 1) or q^{n−3} − 1 PSU_n(q) SU_{n−2}(q) (q^{n−2} − (−1)^{n−2})/(q + 1)

PSp_{2n}(q) Sp_{2n−2}(q) (q^{n−1} + 1)/2

Ω_{2n+1}(q) Ω_{2n−3}(q) (q^{n−2} + 1)/2

PΩ^+_{2n}(q) Ω^+_{2n−4}(q) (q^{n−3} + 1)(q + 1)/2

PΩ^−_{2n}(q) Ω^−_{2n−4}(q) (q^{n−2} + 1)/2

we consider tori of order (q^{n−3} − 1) or (q^{n−2} − 1)/(q − 1) if n is even or odd, respectively. Provided that n ⩾ 5, the probability that an element in L_1 having an order dividing q^{n−3} − 1 or (q^{n−2} − 1)/(q − 1) is at least 1/(n − 3) or 1/(n − 2), respectively. Therefore with probability at least 1/(n − 2), h = g^{E/(q+1)a} ∈ K_1, where E is an exponent for X and a is the biggest power of (q + 1) in E. If h is a central element in C then we repeat this proces until we find a non-central element. If h ∈ C is a non-central element, then it is clear that ⟨h^C ⟩^′ = K_1.

In the rest of the classical groups, except when L_1/O_p(L_1) ∼= SU_{n−2}(q) and n is even, we take a torus T as in the third column of Table 3. Observe that we have (|T |, q − 1) = 2. If L_1/O_p(L_1) ∼= SU_{n−2}(q) and n is even, then we take a torus T of order (q^{n−3} + 1) as (q^{n−3} + 1, q − 1) = 2. Therefore, after O(n) iterations, we can find an element g ∈ C such that h = g^{E/(q−1)b} is a non-central element in K_1, where b is the maximal power of q − 1 in E. Thus ⟨h^C ⟩^′ = K_1.

Now we check whether K_1 has non-trivial p-core as before. If O_p(K_1) = 1, then we construct L_1 by raising the power q(q^2 − 1) of the elements in the generating set for C. If L_1 is a commuting product of subgroups (P)SL_2(q), then we use the procedure in Remark 6.9 to construct each (P)SL_2(q) in L.

Step 5: If O_p(X) ≠ 1 and O_p(K_1) = 1, then O_p(L_1) ≠ 1. Now, we set X = L_1 and go to Step 1. In this way we construct a list of subgroups K_s ⩽ X, s ⩾ 1, where K_s/O_p(K_s) is centrally isomorphic to PSL_2(q) for each s. If we fail to construct p-elements in all these subgroups, we conclude that O_p(X) = 1.

9 Implementation

The algorithms in this paper were tested in GAP4 Version 4.4.10 [27]. The GAP code was not written for practical purposes, but checking for the theoretical justifications. The author decided not to optimize the programming but to check whether each branch of the algorithms worked in practice. Therefore, there is a lot room for an improvement of the code for practical purposes. The source of the code can be obtained from the author upon request.

Although we do not calculate the order of an element in our justifications of the algorithms, we use, for simplicity, the Order function to calculate the order of the elements. We use the product replacement algorithm to construct random elements in a given group. Instead of using GAP functions DerivedSubgroup and NormalClosure in the code, we produce random commutators and random conjugates of the generators to generate the derived subgroup and the normal closure of a subgroup.

Although the code is not written for practical purposes, it is worthwhile to state the performance of Algorithm 6.1 and we present some experiments which were carried out on a 2.4 GHz Intel Core 2 Duo processor in Table 4. The running time is the CPU time in seconds which is avaraged over ten runs.

Table 4: The implementation of Algorithm 6.1 G Time G Time G Time SL_6(3^5) 1.55 Ω^+_8 (5^3) 1.76 E_6(7) 7.59 SL_6(3^{10}) 4.86 Ω^+_8 (5^6) 6.2 E_6(7^5) 137.25 SL_{20}(3^5) 13.1 Ω^+_{16}(5^3) 6.57 E_7(7) 42.74 SL_{20}(3^{10}) 78.82 Ω^+_{16}(5^6) 34.25 E_7(7^3) 742.67 SU_6(3^2) 1.54 Ω_7(5^3) 1.86 E_8(7) 1979.68 SU_6(3^5) 3.53 Ω_7(5^6) 5.19 F_4(7) 6.74 SU_{16}(3^2) 10.35 Ω_{15}(5^3) 5.58 F_4(7^5) 100.78 SU_{16}(3^5) 34.43 Ω_{15}(5^6) 28.3^2E_6(7) 12.32 Sp_6(3^5) 1.52 Ω^−_{10}(5^3) 2.37 G_2(7) 1.89 Sp_6(3^{10}) 4.54 Ω^−_{10}(5^6) 9.85 G_2(7^5) 14.81 Sp_{20}(3^5) 10.37 Ω^−_{20}(5^3) 10.25^3D_4(7) 5.98

The performance of Algorithm 8.3 depends on the structure of the p-core O_p(X), that is, even if X/O_p(X) is not a unisingular group, Algorithm 8.3 may return a p-element before it constructs a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup. For example, consider the affine group G = H ⋉ V , where H ∼= SL_n(q) and V is the natural module for H. Then the central involution in H inverts every element of V so, in this particular case, Algorithm 8.3 returns a p-element before it starts constructing centralizers of involutions.

Assume now that X = G⋉H, G ∼= SL_n(q), q = p^k, k ⩾ 2 and H is a p-group where X is given in the following way: X = [ G H 0 Ĝ ] . Here G is embedded diagonally in SL_{2n}(q) and the matrix entries of Ĝ are increased by p. It is clear that H = O_p(X) and the involutions in X do not invert H, that is, C_H (i) ≠ 1 for any involution i ∈ X. Assuming that q is very large, a p-element can not be constructed in one of the recursive steps corresponding to Step 2 of Algorithm 8.3. However, in this case, Step 2 of Algorithm 8.3 returns a subgroup K where K/O_p(K) corresponds to a long root SL_2(q)-subgroup in X/O_p(X) and O_p(K) ≠ 1. Hence, we construct a pelement in K as described in Section 8. In this case the performance of the algorithm is similar to the performance presented in Table 4.

Acknowledgements

I am very grateful to Alexandre Borovik for many stimulating conversations and invaluable comments during the preparation of this work which would not have appeared without him. I would like to thank to Ayse Berkman for her useful suggestions. I would also like to thank to Tuna Altınel and Frank Wagner for the invitation to visit Université Claude Bernard Lyon-1 where part of this work was carried out. This research is partially supported by the Turkish Scientific Council (TÜBİTAK), MATHLOGAPS, project no: 504029, when the author visited Université Claude Bernard Lyon-1 and ARC Federation Fellowship FF0776186. I would like to acknowledge both the University of Manchester and Université Claude Bernard Lyon-1 for providing an excellent study environment during my stays.

References

[1] C. Altseimer and A. V. Borovik, Probabilistic recognition of orthogonal and symplectic groups, in Groups and Computation III (W. Kantor and A. Seress, eds.), de Gruyter, Berlin (2001), 1–20. Corrections: www.ma.umist.ac.uk/avb/pdf/alt-avb4.pdf

[2] E. Artin, Geometric algebra, Interscience Publishers, New York, 1957.

[3] M. Aschbacher, A characterization of Chevalley groups over fields of odd order, I, II, Ann. of Math. 106 (1977), 353–468.

[4] M. Aschbacher, Finite group theory, second edition, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, 10, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000.

[5] L. Babai, Local expansion of vertex-transitive graphs and random generation in finite groups, Proc. ACM Symp. on Theory of Computing, pages 164– 174, 1991.

[6] L. Babai, Randomization in group algorithms: conceptual questions, in Groups and computation, II (New Brunswick, NJ, 1995), volume 28 of DIMACS Ser. Discrete Math. Theoret. Comput. Sci., pages 1–17. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997.

[7] L. Babai and R. Beals, A polynomial-time theory of black-box groups 1, in Groups St. Andrews 1997 in Bath (C. Campbell, E. Robertson, N. Ruskuc, G. Smith, eds.), London Math. Soc. Lec. Notes 260 (1999), 30–64.

[8] L. Babai, G. Cooperman, L. Finkelstein, E. M. Luks, and Á. Seress, Fast Monte–Carlo algorithms for permutation groups, J. Comp. Syst. Sci. 50 (1995), 296–308.

[9] L. Babai, W. M. Kantor, P. P. Pálfy, and Á. Seress, Black-box recognition of finite simple groups of Lie type by statistics of element orders, J. Group Theory 5 (2002), 383–401.

[10] L. Babai and A. Shalev, Recognizing simplicity of black-box groups and the frequency of p-singular elements in affine groups, in Groups and Computation III (W. Kantor and A. Seress, eds.), de Gruyter, Berlin (2001), 39–62.

[11] L. Babai and E. Szemerédi, On the complexity of matrix group problems, Proc. 25th IEEE Sympos. Foundations Comp. Sci., pages 229–240, 1984.

[12] R. Beals, C. R. Leedham-Green, A. C. Niemeyer, C. E. Praeger, and Á. Seress, A black-box group algorithm for recognizing finite symmetric and alternating groups. I, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 355(5):2097–2113 (electronic), 2003.

[13] A. V. Borovik, Centralisers of involutions in black-box groups, Contemp.

Math. 298 (2002), 7–20.

[14] S. Bratus and I. Pak, Fast constructive recognition of a black-box group isomorphic to S_n or A_n using Goldbach’s conjecture J. Symbolic Comput., 29(1):33–57, 2000.

[15] J. N. Bray, An improved method of finding the centralizer of an involution, Arch. Math. (Basel) 74 (2000), 241–245.

[16] P. A. Brooksbank, Fast constructive recognition of black-box unitary groups, LMS J. Comput. Math. 6 (2003), 162–197.

[17] P. A. Brooksbank, Fast constructive recognition of black-box symplectic groups, J. Algebra, 320 (2008), 885–909.

[18] P. A. Brooksbank, W. M. Kantor, On constructive recognition of a blackbox PSL(d, q), in Groups and Computation III (W. Kantor and A. Seress, eds.), de Gruyter, Berlin (2001), 95–111.

[19] P. A. Brooksbank, W. M. Kantor, Fast constructive recognition of black-box orthogonal groups, J. Algebra 300 (2006), no. 1, 256–288.

[20] R. Carter, Conjugacy classes in the Weyl group, in Seminar on algebraic groups and related finite groups, (A. Borel et al. eds.), G1–G22, Lecture Notes in Math., no. 131, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1970.

[21] R. Carter, Simple groups of Lie type, Wiley and Sons, London, 1972.

[22] R. Carter, Finite groups of Lie type: Conjugacy classes and complex characters, Wiley and Sons, London, 1972.

[23] F. Celler, C. R. Leedham-Green, S. H. Murray, A. C. Niemeyer, and E. A.

O’Brien, Generating random elements of a finite group, Comm. Algebra 23 (1995), 4931–4948.

[24] M. Conder and C. Leedham-Green, Fast recognition of classical groups over large fields, in Groups and Computation III, (W. Kantor and A. Seress, eds.), de Gruyter, Berlin (2001), 113–121.

[25] G. Cooperman, L. Finkelstein and S. Linton, Constructive recognition of a black-box group isomorphic to GL_n(2), in Groups and Computation II (L. Finkelstein and W. Kantor, eds), AMS 1997, 85–100.

[26] C. Curtis, Central extensions of groups of Lie type, J. Reine Angew. Math.

220 (1965), 174–185.

[27] The GAP Group, Aachen-St. Andrews. GAP Groups, Algorithms, and Programming, Version 4.4, http://www.gap-system.org, 2004.

[28] D. Gorenstein, R. Lyons, and R. Solomon, The classification of the finite simple groups 3, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, vol. 40, Amer. Math. Soc., 1998.

[29] R. L. Griess, Finite groups whose involutions lie in the center, Quart. J.

Math. Oxford 29 (1978), 241–247.

[30] R. M. Guralnick and F. Lübeck, On p-singular elements in Chevalley groups in characteristic p, in Groups and Computation III (W. Kantor and A. Seress, eds.), de Gruyter, Berlin (2001), 169–182.

[31] R. M. Guralnick and P. H. Tiep Finite simple unisingular groups of Lie type, J. Group Theory, 6(3):271–310, 2003.

[32] I. M. Isaacs, W. M. Kantor, and N. Spaltenstein, On the probability that a group element is p-singular, J. Algebra 176 (1995), no. 2, 139–181.

[33] N. Iwahori, Centralizers of involutions in finite Chevalley groups, in Seminar on algebraic groups and related finite groups, (A. Borel et al. eds.), F1–F29, Lecture Notes in Math., no. 131, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1970.

[34] W. Kantor and A. Lubotzky, The probability of generating a finite classical group, Geom. Ded. 36 (1990), 67–87.

[35] W. Kantor and Á. Seress, Black-box classical groups, Mem. Amer. Math.

Soc 149 (2001), no. 708, viii + 168 pp.

[36] W. Kantor and Á. Seress, Prime power graph for groups of Lie type, J.

Algebra 247 (2002), 370–434.

[37] C. Leedham-Green and E. O’Brien, Constructive recognition of classical groups in odd characteristic, J. Algebra 322 (2009), 833-881.

[38] M. Liebeck and E. O’Brien, Finding the characteristic of a group of Lie type, J. London Math. Soc. 75 (2007), 741–754.

[39] M. Liebeck and G. Seitz, Subgroups generated by root elements in groups of Lie tpe, Ann. of Math. 139 (1994), 293–361.

[40] M. Liebeck and A. Shalev, The probability of generating a finite simple group, Geom. Ded. 56 (1995), 103–113.

[41] M. Liebeck and A. Shalev, Diameters of finite simple groups: sharp bound and applications, Ann. of Math. 154 (2001), 383–406.

[42] I. Pak, The product replacement algorithm is polynomial, Proc. FOCS’2000, The 41st Ann. Symp. on Foundations of Comp. Sci. (2001), 476–485.

[43] I. Pak, What do we know about the product replacement algorithm, Groups and Computation III (W. M. Kantor and Á. Seress, eds.), De Gruyter, 2001, pp. 301–348.

[44] C. Parker and R. Wilson, Recognizing simplicity of black-box groups, preprint.

[45] K. W. Phan, On groups generated by three-dimensional special unitary groups, I, II, J. Austral. Math. Soc. Ser. A 23 (1977).

[46] G. M. Seitz, The root subgroups for maximal tori in finite groups of Lie type, Pacific J. Math. 106 (1983), no. 1, 153–244.

[47] Á. Seress, Permutation group algorithms, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 152, Cambridge University Press, 2003

[48] D. E. Taylor, The geometry of the classical groups, volume 9 of Sigma Series in Pure Mathematics. Heldermann Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

[49] F. G. Timmesfeld, The Curtis–Tits–presentation, Adv. Math. 189 (2004), no. 1, 38–67.

[50] J. Tits, Groupes semi-simples isotropes, Colloque sur la théorie des groupes algébriques, Bruxelles (1962), 137–146.

[51] Ş. Yalçınkaya, Black-box Groups, Suppl. Turkish Journal of Mathematics, 31, (2007) 171–210.

[52] Ş. Yalçınkaya, Construction of Curtis–Phan–Tits presentation of black-box groups of Lie type, preprint.