arXiv:2012.04189v1 [math.GR] 8 Dec 2020

Point-primitive generalised hexagons and octagons and projective linear groups

S. P. Glasby, E. Pierro, Cheryl E. Praeger

ABSTRACT. We discuss recent progress on the problem of classifying point-primitive generalised polygons. In the case of generalised hexagons and generalised octagons, this has reduced the problem to primitive actions of almost simple groups of Lie type. To illustrate how the natural geometry of these groups may be used in this study, we show that if S is a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon with G ⩽ Aut(S) acting point-primitively and the socle of G isomorphic to PSLn(q) where n ⩾ 2, then the stabiliser of a point acts irreducibly on the natural module. We describe a strategy to prove that such a generalised hexagon or octagon S does not exist.

1. Introduction

We show in this paper that the Aschbacher–Dynkin [2] classification of maximal subgroups is a potentially useful tool to investigate whether or not a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon admits a large rank classical group with a point-primitive action.

The notion of a generalised polygon arose from the investigations of Tits [17] and is connected with the groups of Lie type having twisted Lie rank 2. They belong to a wider class of geometric objects known as buildings, which were also introduced by Tits, whose motivation was to find natural geometric objects on which the finite groups of Lie type act, in order to work towards a proof of the classification of finite simple groups. Indeed, all families of simple groups of Lie type having twisted Lie rank 2 arise as automorphism groups of generalised polygons. The groups A_2(q) ∼= PSL_3(q) are admitted by generalised triangles (projective planes); the groups^2A_3(q) ∼= PSU_4(q),^2A_4(q) ∼= PSU_5(q), B_2(q) ∼= O_5(q), C_2(q) ∼= PSp_4(q) and^2D_3(q) ∼= O^−_6 (q) are admitted by generalised quadrangles; the groups G_2(q)^′ and^3D_4(q)^′ are admitted by generalised hexagons; and the groups^2F_4(2^{2m+1})^′ are admitted by generalised octagons. Isomorphisms between these groups, namely B_2(q) ∼= C_2(q) and^2A_3(q) ∼= 2D_3(q), lead to these particular groups acting on more than one geometry.

We refer the reader to Van Maldeghem’s book [18] both for further details about these classical generalised polygons, and for a full introduction to the theory of generalised polygons. An incidence geometry S = (P, L, I) of rank 2 consists of a point set P, a line set L and an incidence relation I ⊆ P × L such that P and L are disjoint non-empty sets. We say that S is finite if |P ∪ L| is finite. The dual of S is S^D = (L, P, I^D), where (p, ℓ) ∈ I if and only if (ℓ, p) ∈ I^D. We say that S is thick if each point is incident with at least three lines and each line is incident with at least three points. A flag of S is a set {p, ℓ} with p ∈ P, ℓ ∈ L and (p, ℓ) ∈ I. The incidence graph of S is the bipartite graph whose vertices are P ∪ L and whose edges are the flags of S. A generalised n-gon is, then, a thick incidence geometry of rank 2 whose incidence graph is connected of diameter n and girth 2n such that each vertex lies on at least three edges [18, Lemma 1.3.6]. It is not immediate, but if S is a generalised n-gon, then there are constants s, t ⩾ 2 such that each point is incident with t + 1 lines and each line is incident with s + 1 points [18, Corollary 1.5.3]. We then say that the order of S is (s, t). A collineation of S is a pair (α, β) ∈ Sym(P) × Sym(L) that preserves the subset I ⊆ P × L. The subset of all collineations of Sym(P) × Sym(L) is a subgroup denoted Aut(S). A celebrated result of Feit and Higman [12] states

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. primary 51E12; secondary 20B15, 05B25.

Key words and phrases. generalised hexagon, generalised octagon, generalised polygon, primitive permutation group. 1

that if S is a finite thick generalised n-gon, then n ∈ {2, 3, 4, 6, 8}, and the square-free part of st is 1 if n ∈ {3, 6} and 2 if n = 8.

The classification of (not necessarily thick) generalised polygons admitting an automorphism group which acts distance-transitively on the point graph of S is due to Buekenhout and Van Maldeghem [10]. This is the graph with points as vertices and with two points adjacent if they are collinear. The assumption of distance-transitivity for this graph is strong. If S is also thick, then Buekenhout and Van Maldeghem show that the socle of G is one of the aforementioned Lie type groups and S is classical. In addition, they show that distance-transitivity implies that G acts primitively on P. In recent years there has been work by a number of authors to show that the assumption of distance-transitivity can be relaxed.

In this paper we focus on the cases n = 6 or 8, that is, the generalised hexagons and octagons, respectively, but first we mention briefly what is known about Aut(S) for the other generalised polygons. In the case n = 2, the incidence graph of S is a complete bipartite graph and so Aut(S) ∼= Sym(P) × Sym(L). In the case n = 3, S is a projective plane and the recent characterisation due to Gill [13] is currently the best result. It is shown by Gill that if G acts transitively on the points of a generalised 3-gon S, then either S is Desarguesian or each minimal normal subgroup of G is elementary abelian. In the case n = 4, Bamberg, Giudici, Morris, Royle and Spiga [4] prove that if S is finite and thick, and G acts primitively on both P and L, then G is almost simple. If in addition G acts flag-transitively, then G is almost simple of Lie type. Weakening the hypothesis significantly, by removing flag-transitivity and by relaxing the assumption of line-primitivity to line-transitivity, Bamberg, Popiel and the third author were able to show in [7] that such a group G has a unique minimal normal subgroup. They obtain many further restrictions in [3,5] and conjecture that a point-primitive group acting on a finite thick generalised quadrangle must be of affine or almost simple type [3, Conjecture 1.7].

Henceforth, S will denote a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon. At present the only known examples of thick generalised hexagons and octagons are the split Cayley hexagon H(q), the twisted triality hexagon T (q, q^3), the Ree–Tits octagon O(2^{2m+1}) and the duals of each of them. These correspond to the groups G_2(q),^3D_4(q) and^2F_4(2^{2m+1}) and complete descriptions of these can be found in [18]. Schneider and Van Maldeghem [16, Theorem 2.1] showed that if G ⩽ Aut(S) acts flag-transitively, point-primitively and line-primitively, then G is an almost simple group of Lie type. The following theorem, which significantly strengthened this result, provided motivation for the present paper.

THEOREM 1.1 ([6, Theorem 1.2]). Let S be a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon. If a subgroup G of Aut(S) acts point-primitively, then G is an almost simple group of Lie type.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on the classification of finite simple groups. In order to rule out certain possibilities for soc(G), it is sufficient to consider the primitive actions of the almost simple groups of Lie type, or equivalently, their maximal subgroups. For an exceptional Lie type group that has a faithful projective representation in defining characteristic of degree at most 12, a complete classification of its maximal subgroups is summarised in [8, Chapter 7]. Using this classification it was proved by Morgan and Popiel in [14] that under the hypothesis of the above theorem, if in addition it is assumed that the socle of G is isomorphic to one of the Suzuki–Ree groups,^2B_2(2^{2m+1})^′,^2G_2(3^{2m+1})^′ or^2F_4(2^{2m+1})^′, where m ⩾ 0, then up to point-line duality, S is the Ree–Tits octagon O(2^{2m+1}). For a general classical group G, however, we appeal to the Aschbacher–Dynkin classification [2] of its maximal subgroups. The maximal subgroups of G fall into eight families of “geometric” subgroups, those which preserve a natural geometric structure, and a ninth class of exceptions. These classes are denoted C_i for 1 ⩽ i ⩽ 9 and the class C_1 consists of stabilisers of subspaces and includes the maximal parabolic subgroups of G. Our aim in this paper is to expose the utility of the Aschbacher–Dynkin classification as a tool for characterising generalised polygons whose automorphism groups have classical type socles. Our main result is as follows.

THEOREM 1.2. Let S be a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon. If G ⩽ Aut(S) acts pointprimitively on S and the socle of G is isomorphic to PSL_n(q) where n ⩾ 2, then the stabiliser of a point of S is not the stabiliser in G of a subspace of the natural module V = (F_q )^n.

The subspace stabilisers considered in Theorem 1.2 are all maximal parabolic subgroups. Given this result, and in the light of the result of Morgan and Popiel [14] mentioned above, it would in the first instance be good to handle all primitive coset actions of Lie type groups on maximal parabolic subgroups.

PROBLEM 1.3. Extend Theorem 1.2 to show that, if S is a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon and G ⩽ Aut(S) is an almost simple group of Lie type such that the stabiliser G_x of a point x is a maximal parabolic subgroup, then (S, G) is one of the known classical examples.

Problem 1.3 has been solved for the Suzuki–Ree groups in [14], and it has also been solved by Popiel and the second author [15] for the groups G_2(q)^′. It would be especially interesting to have a solution to Problem 1.3 for the groups of (twisted or untwisted) Lie rank 2, and in particular for the family^3D_4(q)^′ which is the only untreated case where the groups are known to act on a generalised hexagon or octagon. Moreover, it would be even more interesting to have a characterisation of all point-primitive actions of groups with socle G_2(q)^′ or^3D_4(q)^′ on a thick generalised hexagon or octagon (not just the coset actions on maximal parabolic subgroups). This, however, seems to be a substantially harder problem.

Maximal parabolic subgroups mentioned in Problem 1.3 are examples of large subgroups, in the sense that a subgroup H of a finite group G is large if |H|^3 > |G|. Alavi and Burness [1] have determined all large subgroups of all finite simple groups. In our view the next level of attack on the general classification problem would be to handle actions on cosets of large subgroups.

PROBLEM 1.4. Extend Theorem 1.2 to show that, if S is a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon and G ⩽ Aut(S) is an almost simple group of Lie type such that the stabiliser G_x of a point is a large maximal subgroup, then (S, G) is one of the known classical examples.

Popiel and the second author [15] have almost solved Problem 1.4 for groups G with socle G_2(q)^′. The only unresolved point-primitive action is on a generalised hexagon with stabiliser satisfying G_x ∩ soc(G) ∼= G_2(q^{1/2}).

Building on our result Theorem 1.2 for parabolic actions, and applying the result of Alavi and Burness [1, Theorem 4], we show that a solution to Problem 1.4 for groups G ∼= PSL_n(q) is reduced to consideration of four kinds of point actions. We follow Alavi and Burness in using type to denote a rough approximation of the structure of a subgroup.

PROPOSITION 1.5. Let S be a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon of order (s, t). Suppose that G ⩽ Aut(S) with G ∼= PSL_n(q), and G acts point-primitively on S such that the stabiliser G_x of a point x is a large subgroup. Then one of the following holds:

(a) G_x is a C_2-subgroup of type GL_{n/k}(q) ≀ S_k, where (i) k = 2, or (ii) k = 3, q ∈ {5, 8, 9}, and (n, q − 1) = 1;

(b) G_x is a C_3-subgroup of type GL_{n/k}(q^k), where (i) k = 2, or (ii) k = 3 and either q ∈ {2, 3}, or q = 5 and n is odd;

(c) G_x is a C_5-subgroup of type GL_n(q_0) with q = q^k_0 , and either k = 2 , or k = 3, or; (d) G_x ∈ C_8 of type Sp_n(q) (n even), SU_n(q_0) (q = q^2_0), SO_n(q) (nq odd), or SO^ϵ_n(q) (n even, ϵ = ±).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.5. In addition to the classes asserted in the statement of the proposition, Alavi and Burness show that either G_x ∈ C_1, which is excluded by Theorem 1.2, or G_x is as in part (a) with (n, t, q) = (3, 3, 11), or G_x is one of finitely many examples belonging to classes C_6 or C_9 [1, Proposition 4.7 and Theorem 4(ii)]. The cases where G is a group appearing in the Atlas [11] are excluded by [9, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2]. The remaining possibilities for (G, G_x) are:

G PSL_5(3) PSL_4(5) PSL_4(7) PSL_2(q) q ∈ {41, 49, 59, 61, 71}

G_x M_{11} 2^4. A_6 PSU_4(2) A_5

The number |P| of points is the polynomial f(s, t) = (s+1)(s^2t^2 +st+1) if S is a generalised hexagon, and f(s, t) = (s+1)(s^3t^3 +s^2t^2 +st+1) if S is a generalised octagon. Running through the possibilities for |P| = |G : G_x| from the table above, we find that there are no solutions to the equation |P| = f(s, t) with s, t ⩾ 2. This completes the proof. □

Extending Theorem 1.2 to include the large subgroups in class C_2 has also proven to be unexpectedly challenging to the authors.

2. The proof of Theorem 1.2

For the proof of Theorem 1.2 we assume that soc(G) = PSL_n(q) and that a point stabiliser is maximal in G and is the stabiliser of a k-dimensional subspace U of the natural module V = (F_q )^n, where 0 < k < n. Hence we may identify the point set P of S with the set of k-subspaces of V , which we denote by (_V k ) . In particular, if G contains a graph automorphism then k = n/2 and, for its index 2 subgroup H = G ∩ PΓL_n(q), the stabiliser H_U is maximal in H. Thus we may assume that PSL_n(q) � G ⩽ PΓL_n(q), so that G acts on V . A graph automorphism of G maps (_V k ) to (_V n−k ) , and hence maps S to an isomorphic generalised polygon with point set identified with (_V n−k ) . This means that we need only consider 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n/2. Moreover, to facilitate the proof of Theorem 1.2, we consider the action of SL_n(q) � G ⩽ ΓL_n(q) on V , with the scalar matrices acting trivially on V .

Working towards a contradiction, we assume the following hypothesis.

HYPOTHESIS 2.1. Let S = (P, L) be a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon of order (s, t), such that P is identified with the set (_V k ) of k-subspaces of V = (F_q )^n, where 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n/2. Suppose that SL_n(q) � G ⩽ ΓL_n(q) and that G induces a group of automorphisms of S acting naturally on P, (so that a point stabiliser belongs to class C_1).

Our proof of Theorem 1.2 uses the following three lemmas. The first is from [6].

LEMMA 2.2 ([6, Lemma 2.1(iv)]). Let S be a finite thick generalised hexagon or octagon of order (s, t), and let P denote the set of points of S. Let x, y_1, y_2 ∈ P such that x ∼ y_1 and x ∼ y_2, and let g ∈ Aut(S) such that xg ≠ x. If g fixes y_1 and y_2, then x, y_1, y_2, xg all lie on a common line.

The second lemma is not difficult to prove, and its proof is left to the reader.

LEMMA 2.3. Suppose SL_n(q) � G ⩽ ΓL_n(q), V = (F_q )^n and k ⩽ n/2. Then, if dim(V ) = n and k ⩽ n/2, then the orbits of G on (_V k ) × (_V k ) are (1) Γ_i = { (x, y) ∈ ( V k ) × ( V k ) | dim(x ∩ y) = i } where 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k.

Moreover, for x ∈ (_V k ) the orbits of G_x, are

Γ_i(x) = { y ∈ ( V k ) | dim(x ∩ y) = i } where 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k.

The third lemma allows us to characterise adjacency in S.

LEMMA 2.4. Assume Hypothesis 2.1 and let x, y ∈ P. Then the following properties hold. (F1) For every i ∈ {0, . . . , k}, if x, y are collinear and dim(x ∩ y) = i, then any x^′, y^′ ∈ P with dim(x^′ ∩ y^′) = i are also collinear.

(F2) For every i ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1}, if x, y are collinear and dim(x ∩ y) = i, then there exists y^′ ∈ P such that dim(x ∩ y^′) = i and y^′ ≁ y.

PROOF. Property (F1) follows from Lemma 2.3. For (F2), suppose towards a contradiction that every point y^′ with dim(x ∩ y^′) = i is collinear with y. By (F1), every such point y^′ is also collinear with x, and hence lies on the line ℓ through x and y (because otherwise {x, y, y^′} would form a triangle and S contains no triangles). Let J = J(n, k)_i denote the generalised Johnson graph with vertex set V (J) = (_V k ) and two vertices adjacent if and only if they intersect in an i-subspace. Since G acts primitively on (_V k ) , and since the connected components are G-invariant, J is a connected graph. Note that Property (F1) implies that adjacency in J implies collinearity, but the converse is not necessarily true. By definition of J, y, y^′ ∈ J_1(x), the set of vertices adjacent to x in J. By the above argument, {x} ∪ J_1(x) is contained in the line ℓ. Since G acts transitively on J and since adjacency is preserved by this action, it is true for all u ∈ P that {u} ∪ J_1(u) is contained in a line of S. Since S has more than one line, the diameter of J is at least 2.

We now prove by induction on the distance d, where 2 ⩽ d ⩽ diam(J), that, for any vertices u, v of J, if the distance d = δ(u, v) and (u_0, u_1, . . . , u_d) is a path of length d in J from u = u_0 to v = u_d, then {u_0, . . . , u_d} is contained in the line ℓ containing {u} ∪ J_1(u). First we prove this for d = 2. Suppose that δ(u, v) = 2 and let (u, w, v) be a path of length 2 in J from u to v. Note that w ∈ J_1(u) ⊆ ℓ. Also u, v both lie in {w} ∪ J_1(w) which, as we have shown, is contained in some line ℓ^′ of S. Then u, w are contained in both ℓ and ℓ^′, and since two points lie in at most one line of S it follows that ℓ^′ = ℓ, and so u, w, v all lie in ℓ and the inductive assertion is proved for d = 2. Now suppose inductively that 3 ⩽ d ⩽ diam(J) and that the assertion is true for all integers from 2 to d − 1. Suppose that δ(u, v) = d and that (u_0, u_1, . . . , u_d) is a path in J from u = u_0 to v = u_d. Then δ(u, u_{d−1}) = d − 1, so by induction {u_0, . . . , u_{d−1}} ⊆ ℓ. Also u_{d−2}, y ∈ {u_{d−1}} ∪ J(u_{d−1}), which we have shown to be contained in some line ℓ^′; since u_{d−2}, u_{d−1} are contained in both ℓ and ℓ^′, it follows that ℓ^′ = ℓ, and the inductive assertion is proved for d. Hence by induction the assertion holds for all d ⩽ diam(J). However, this is a contradiction because the points of S do not all lie on a single line. □

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.2.

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2. Assume that S, G are as in the statement of Theorem 1.2 and that a point stabiliser G_x is the stabiliser of a k-subspace. As discussed at the beginning of this section we may assume that Hypothesis 2.1 holds. Thus P = (_V k ) and k ⩽ n/2. CLAIM 1: k ⩾ 4. Consider the action of G on P × P. For each i with 0 ⩽ i ⩽ k − 1, G acts transitively on the set Γ_i defined in (1) by Lemma 2.3. It is a standard result in the theory of permutation groups that the orbits of G on P × P are in one-to-one correspondence with the orbits of G_x on P, and there must be at least one G_x-orbit for each possible distance from x in the point graph of S. If k < 3, then the number of orbits of G_x is less than four, so no point of P \ {x} is at distance 3 from x in S, contradicting the assumption that S is either a generalised hexagon or a generalised octagon. If k = 3, then for the same reason S is not a generalised octagon, and so S is a generalised hexagon and G acts distance transitively on the point graph. By the main result of Buekenhout and Van Maldeghem in [10], S is a classical generalised hexagon and its distance transitive group has socle G_2(r^f ) for some prime power r^f , which is a contradiction. Hence k ⩾ 4 as claimed.

Now let {e_1, . . . , e_n} be a basis of V and take x = ⟨e_1, . . . , e_k⟩. Let k_1 < k be maximal such that there exists a point y ∼ x with (x, y) ∈ Γ_{k1} (as defined in (1)). Note that, by Claim 1, n ⩾ 2k ⩾ 8.

CLAIM 2: k_1 < k − 1. For a contradiction, assume that k_1 = k − 1 and without loss of generality that y = ⟨e_1, . . . , e_{k−1}, e_{k+1}⟩. By (F2) there exists a point y^′ ∈ P such that (x, y^′) ∈ Γ_{k−1} and y ≁ y^′ and by (F1) we have x ∼ y^′ and so dim(x ∩ y^′) = k − 1 and dim(y ∩ y^′) ⩽ k − 2. Now dim(x ∩ y) = dim(x∩y^′) = k−1 implies that dim(x∩y∩y^′) ⩾ k−2, and hence dim(y∩y^′) = dim(x∩y∩y^′) = k−2. We may assume without loss of generality that y^′ = ⟨e_2, . . . , e_k, e_{k+2}⟩. But now the permutation matrix corresponding to (1, k + 1)(k, k + 2) leaves y and y^′ fixed, but not x. By Lemma 2.2, this implies that y ∼ y^′, a contradiction. Hence k_1 < k − 1, as required.

CLAIM 3: k_1 = 0. Recall that k_1 < k is maximal such that there exists a point y ∼ x with y ∈ Γ_{k1} . Thus we may assume that y = ⟨e_1, . . . , e_{k1} , e_{k+1}, . . . , e_{2k−k1} ⟩. If 2k − k_1 + 1 ⩽ n, let z = ⟨e_1, . . . , e_{k1} , e_{k+2}, . . . , e_{2k−k1+1}⟩ so that dim(x ∩ z) = k_1 and dim(y ∩ z) = k − 1 > k_1. Assume to the contrary that k_1 > 0 so in particular z is defined. It then follows from (F1) that x ∼ z and from Claim 2 and the maximality of k_1 that y ≁ z. Since 1 ⩽ k_1 ⩽ k − 2, we have k + 2 ⩽ 2k − k_1 and hence the permutation matrix corresponding to (1, k + 2)(k, k − 1) fixes y and z but not x. But once again Lemma 2.2 implies that y ∼ z, a contradiction. Therefore k_1 = 0 as claimed.

An immediate corollary of Claim 3 and (F1) is that G acts flag-transitively on S. CLAIM 4: n = 2k or 2k + 1. For a contradiction, suppose that 2k + 1 < n and recall k ⩽ n/2.

Let y = ⟨e_{k+1}, . . . , e_{2k}⟩ and z = ⟨e_{k+2}, . . . , e_{2k+1}⟩. Observe that x ∼ y, x ∼ z by (F 1); furthermore dim(y ∩ z) = k − 2 > 0, so y ≁ z by the maximality of k_1. Since k ⩾ 4 by Claim 1, the permutation matrix corresponding to (1, 2k + 2)(2, 3) fixes y and z but not x, contradicting Lemma 2.2.

CLAIM 5: n = 2k. Assume n = 2k + 1. Let y be as in Claim 4 and let z = ⟨e_{k+1}, . . . , e_{2k−1}, e_1 + e_{2k+1}⟩. Then x ∼ y and x ∼ z by Claim 3 and since dim(y ∩ z) = k − 1 > 0, we see that y ≁ z by Claim 3. Once again we apply Lemma 2.2 by noting that since k ⩾ 4, the permutation matrix for

(1, 2k + 1)(k + 1, k + 2) leaves y and z fixed but not x, contradicting Lemma 2.2. Hence n = 2k and Claim 5 is true.

To complete the proof let (2) x = ⟨e_1, . . . , e_k⟩, y = ⟨e_{k+1}, . . . , e_{2k}⟩, z = ⟨e_1 + e_{k+1}, . . . , e_i + e_{i+k}, . . . , e_k + e_{2k}⟩. Then dim(x ∩ y) = dim(x ∩ z) = dim(y ∩ z) = 0, and so x, y and z are pairwise collinear by Claim 3. Then, since S does not contain any triangles, x, y and z lie on a line of S, say ℓ. Consider the stabiliser G_ℓ. Note that ℓ is the unique line containing any pair of the elements x, y or z and so in particular, G_ℓ ⩾ ⟨G_{xy}, G_{xz}, G_{yz} ⟩. Writing vectors in V as n-dimensional row vectors over F_q relative to the basis e_1, . . . , e_n, and writing matrices relative to this basis, we see that x consists of all vectors of the form (X, 0), where X, 0 denote k-dimensional row vectors, and the stabiliser G_x consists of all matrices M = (_{A B} C D ) ∈ G for which (I | 0)M has the form (X | 0) where X ∈ GL_k(F_q ). Our aim is to show that ⟨G_{xy}, G_{xz} , G_{yz} ⟩ contains SL_n(q). Let H = SL_n(q) and let H_x = H ∩ G_x and define H_y, H_z, H_{xy}, H_{xz}, H_{yz} and H_ℓ analogously. Let M_k(q) denote the ring of all k × k matrices over F_q . Then

H_x = ⟨

(_{A 0} C D ) ∈ SL_n(q) | A, D ∈ GL_k(q), C ∈ M_k(q)⟩. Similarly, H_y = ⟨ (_{A B} 0 D ) ∈ SL_n(q) | A, D ∈ GL_k(q), B ∈ M_k(q)⟩ and H_z = ⟨ (_{A B} C D ) ∈ SL_n(q) | A + C = B + D⟩. From this we see that H_{xy} = ⟨ (_{A 0} 0 D ) ∈ GL_n(q) | A, D ∈ GL_k(q), det(AD) = 1⟩.

Similarly, H_{xz} = ⟨ (_{A 0} D−A D ) ∈ GL_n(q) | A, D ∈ GL_k(q), det(AD) = 1⟩ and H_{yz} = ⟨ (_{A A−D} 0 D ) ∈ GL_n(q) | A, D ∈ GL_k(q), det(AD) = 1⟩.

Our aim is now to show that H_ℓ := ⟨H_{xy}, H_{xz}, H_{yz}⟩ is equal to H. We interrupt our proof of Theorem 1.2 to prove this in the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.5. The group generated by all matrices of the form

(_{A 0} 0 D ) , (_{A A−D} 0 D ) and (_{A 0} D−A D ) where A, D ∈ GL_k(q) and det(AD) = 1 equals H ∼= SL_{2k}(q).

PROOF. Let L = ⟨

(_{A 0} 0 D ) , (_{A A−D} 0 D ) , (_{A 0} D−A D ) | A, D ∈ GL_k(q), det(AD) = 1⟩ and let x, y, z ∈ (_V k ) be as in (2). Then, L contains the matrix

(_{A 0} D−A D )(_{A−1 0} 0 D^{−1} ) = (_{I 0} DA^{−1}−I I ) . In particular, choosing A = I and D = I + E_{1,2} we have DA^{−1} = I + E_{1,2} so that L contains the matrix M = (_{I 0}

E_{1,2} I ) . An element h = h_{A,D} =

(_{A 0} 0 D ) conjugates M =

(_{I 0}

E_{1,2} I ) to (_{I 0} D^{−1}E_{1,2}A I ) . Since L contains (_{A 0} 0 A ) for each permutation matrix A, it follows that L contains

(_{I 0} E_{i,j} I ) for each i, j. Hence L contains H_x. Similarly, L contains H_y. Since H_x is maximal in H and H_x ≠ H_y, we conclude that L = H. □

Resuming our proof: Lemma 2.5 implies that G_ℓ contains SL_n(q) and since G is primitive on points it follows that SL_n(q) and hence also G_ℓ, is transitive on points. This implies that ℓ is incident with all points, which is a contradiction. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2. □

Acknowledgements

The authors gratefully acknowledge support from the Australian Research Council Discovery Project Grants DP140100416 and DP190100450. This research was conducted at the University of Western Australia whose campus we acknowledge is located on the traditional lands of the Whadjuk people of the Noongar Nation. We pay our respects to Noongar Elders past, present and emerging.

References

[1] Seyed Hassan Alavi and Timothy C. Burness, Large subgroups of simple groups, J. Algebra 421 (2015), 187–233. [2] M. Aschbacher, On the maximal subgroups of the finite classical groups, Invent. Math. 76 (1984), no. 3, 469–514. [3] J. Bamberg, T. Popiel, and Cheryl E. PPraeger, Simple groups, product actions and generalized quadrangles, Nagoya Math. J. 234 (2019), 87–126. MR3938840 [4] John Bamberg, Michael Giudici, Joy Morris, Gordon F. Royle, and Pablo Spiga, Generalised quadrangles with a group of automorphisms acting primitively on points and lines, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 119 (2012), no. 7, 1479–1499.

[5] John Bamberg, S. P. Glasby, Tomasz Popiel, and Cheryl E. Praeger, Generalized quadrangles and transitive pseudohyperovals, J. Combin. Des. 24 (2016), no. 4, 151–164. MR3487142 [6] John Bamberg, S. P. Glasby, Tomasz Popiel, Cheryl E. Praeger, and Csaba Schneider, Point-primitive generalised hexagons and octagons, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 147 (2017), 186–204.

[7] John Bamberg, Tomasz Popiel, and Cheryl E. Praeger, Point-primitive, line-transitive generalised quadrangles of holomorph type, J. Group Theory 20 (2017), no. 2, 269–287.

[8] J. N. Bray, D. F. Holt, and C. M. Roney-Dougal, The maximal subgroups of the low-dimensional finite classical groups, London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., vol. 407, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2013.

[9] F. Buekenhout and H. Van Maldeghem, Remarks on finite generalized hexagons and octagons with a point-transitive automorphism group, Finite geometry and combinatorics (Deinze, 1992), 1993, pp. 89–102.

[10] , Finite distance-transitive generalized polygons, Geom. Dedicata 52 (1994), no. 1, 41–51. [11] J. H. Conway, R. T. Curtis, S. P. Norton, R. A. Parker, and R. A. Wilson, An Atlas of finite groups, Oxford University Press, Eynsham, 1985.

[12] Walter Feit and Graham Higman, The nonexistence of certain generalized polygons, J. Algebra 1 (1964), 114–131. [13] Nick Gill, Transitive projective planes, Adv. Geom. 7 (2007), no. 4, 475–528.

[14] Luke Morgan and Tomasz Popiel, Generalised polygons admitting a point-primitive almost simple group of Suzuki or Ree type, Electron. J. Combin. 23 (2016), no. 1, Paper 1.34, 12pp.

[15] E. Pierro and T. Popiel, On the action of G2(q) on generalised hexagons and octagons, (in preparation). [16] Csaba Schneider and Hendrik Van Maldeghem, Primitive flag-transitive generalized hexagons and octagons, J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A 115 (2008), no. 8, 1436–1455.

[17] Jacques Tits, Sur la trialité et certains groupes qui s’en déduisent, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 2 (1959), 13–60. [18] H. Van Maldeghem, Generalized Polygons, Monographs in Mathematics, vol. 93, Birkhäuser, 1998.

CENTRE FOR THE MATHEMATICS OF SYMMETRY AND COMPUTATION, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATIS-

TICS, THE UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA, 35 STIRLING HIGHWAY, PERTH, WA 6009, AUSTRALIA.

EMAIL ADDRESSES: {stephen.glasby,emilio.pierro,cheryl.praeger}@uwa.edu.au