arXiv:2405.14287v1 [math.GR] 23 May 2024

MAPS, SIMPLE GROUPS, AND ARC-TRANSITIVE GRAPHS

MARTIN W. LIEBECK AND CHERYL E. PRAEGER

Abstract. We determine all factorisations X = AB, where X is a finite almost simple group and A, B are core-free subgroups such that A ∩ B is cyclic or dihedral. As a main application, we classify the graphs Γ admitting an almost simple arc-transitive group X of automorphisms, such that Γ has a 2-cell embedding as a map on a closed surface admitting a core-free arc-transitive subgroup G of X. We prove that apart from the case where X and G have socles An and An−1 respectively, the only such graphs are the complete graphs Kn with n a prime power, the Johnson graphs J(n, 2) with n − 1 a prime power, and 14 further graphs. In the exceptional case, we construct infinitely many graph embeddings.

Dedicated to the memory of our friend and colleague Tony Gardiner

1. Introduction

A (simple) graph Γ = (Ω, E) consists of a set Ω of vertices, and a set E of unordered pairs of vertices, which we call edges. The graphs we consider are all connected and have automorphism group Aut(Γ) transitive on arcs, that is ordered pairs of adjacent vertices. A map M = (Ω, E, F ) is a 2-cell embedding of a simple graph Γ = (Ω, E) in a closed surface with face set F ; and the automorphism group Aut(M) of M is the subgroup of Aut(Γ) consisting of those graph automorphisms which extend to self-homeomorphisms of the supporting surface (see [21, Section 6]). Avoiding degenerate situations we assume that each edge of Γ is adjacent with exactly two faces, in which case the only element of Aut(M) fixing a flag (a mutually incident vertex-edge-face triple) is the identity. A consequence is that, if G ≤ Aut(M) and G is arc-transitive on Γ, then a vertex-stabiliser G_α is cyclic or dihedral, and G_{αβ} ≤ C_2 for an arc (α, β). More details are given in Section 2.

A group theoretic approach to studying graph embeddings was pioneered by Tony Gardiner, to whom this paper is dedicated. In 1990 Tony and his colleagues [8] showed that the problem of embedding a graph Γ as a flag-regular map M (that is, where Aut(M) is regular on flags) could be posed as an equivalent problem concerning subgroups of Aut(Γ). We address here a more general problem for the case where Aut(M) is assumed to be transitive on arcs. Such embeddings have been studied extensively for some particular families of graphs. For example, edge-transitive embeddings of the complete graphs K_n have been classified completely by Jones [22, Theorem 1.8] building on constructions and classifications in [1, 17, 18]. In particular, n must be either 6 or a prime-power, and in both cases arc-transitive embeddings exist. Similarly flag-regular embeddings of complete bipartite graphs K_{n,n}, n-dimensional cubes Q_n, and merged Johnson graphs have also been classified (see [5, 19, 20] and references therein), and graphs from several of these families arise in our work.

Keywords: Graph embedding; simple group; group factorisation; arc-transitive graph; arc-transitive map.

Funding: This work was supported by the Australian Research Council [Grants DP230101268; DP160102323]. 1

Our focus in this paper is on embeddings of connected simple graphs Γ that have an arc-transitive almost simple group of automorphisms X, with simple socle X_0. There are many such graphs of interest, and of course the concept is very general: it just amounts to saying that Γ is a connected self-paired orbital graph of X. Let M be an embedding of Γ, and assume that G ≤ Aut(M) ∩ X is also arc-transitive. Then either G contains the socle X_0 or it does not. In the first case there is a great deal of information about the structure and action of G and X (see for example Proposition 2.1). We shall focus on the second case, in which G does not contain the socle X_0. We prove that apart from the case where the socles of X and G are A_n and A_{n−1} respectively, the possibilities for the graph Γ are very restricted: namely, Γ must be a complete graph K_n with n a prime power, a Johnson graph J(n, 2) with n − 1 a prime power, or one of 14 further graphs. In the exceptional case (A_n, A_{n−1}), we construct infinitely many graph embeddings.

The strategy of our proof is based on the theory of group factorisations. In Proposition 2.1, we show that the above situation pertains (namely X ≤ Aut(Γ), G ≤ Aut(M) ∩ X both arc-transitive), precisely when the following conditions hold for Γ and the groups X and G, where (α, β) is an arc:

(i) X = GX_α and X_α = G_αX_{αβ} ;

(ii) G_α is cyclic or dihedral, and G_{αβ} = 1 or C_2; (iii) there is an involution g ∈ N_G(X_{αβ} ) such that ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X.

Writing A = G, B = X_α, parts (i) and (ii) lead to a factorisation X = AB with A∩B cyclic or dihedral; we call such an expression a cyclic/dihedral factorisation of X. Motivated by this application (and potentially others), in this paper we classify all such factorisations of almost simple groups X. Using this classification, we then find all examples satisfying properties (i)-(iii), and hence classify all the corresponding arc-transitive embeddings. When X_0 is an alternating group A_n, there are infinitely many arc-transitive graphs with such embeddings (see Theorem 1.7), but when X_0 is a simple group of Lie type, there are precisely five graphs, and when X_0 is a sporadic simple group there are precisely four more (see Theorems 1.9 and 1.10).

We now state our main results: first the cyclic/dihedral factorisations, and then the consequences for map embeddings. The factorisation results refer to tables, all of which can be found in Section 10 at the end of the paper.

1.1. Factorisations of A_n and S_n. Let X = A_n or S_n, where n ≥ 5, and suppose that X = AB with A, B core-free subgroups of X such that A ∩ B is cyclic or dihedral. Let Ω = {1, . . . , n} with X acting naturally. All proper core-free subgroups A, B such that X = AB are given in [36] (or see [32, Theorem D]). Apart from some exceptional cases with n ≤ 10, all examples, possibly with A and B interchanged, satisfy

A_{n−k} ⊴ A ≤ S_{n−k} × S_k, with B k-homogeneous on Ω, for some k ∈ {1, . . . , 5}. (1.1)

We refer to this as the ‘general case’.

Theorem 1.1. Let X = A_n or S_n, or A_6 ≤ X ≤ Aut(A_6) if n = 6, and suppose that X = AB with A, B core-free and A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral.

(a) In the general case where (1.1) is valid for A, one of the following holds:

(a.1) k = 1 and, for some x ∈ Ω, either

(i) (X, A) = (S_n, S_{n−1}) or (A_n, A_{n−1}): here A = X_x and B is a transitive subgroup of X with B_x cyclic or dihedral; or (ii) (X, A) = (S_n, A_{n−1}): here A_n = A(B ∩ A_n), B ∩ A_n is a transitive subgroup of A_n, B contains an odd permutation, and (B ∩ A_n)_x is cyclic or dihedral.

(a.2) k ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5}, B^Ω is k-homogeneous, and (X, A, B) satisfy one of the Lines of Table 10.1, where x, y, z, w, v are pairwise distinct points of Ω.

(b) In the exceptional cases, with n ≤ 10, either (X, A^τ , B^τ ) are as in case (a), for some automorphism τ of A_n, or (n, A, B, A ∩ B) are as in the table below. n A B A ∩ B 6 3^3.[4a_4] 5.[b_8] 1, 2 8 AGL_3(2) 15.[a_4] 1, 2, 4 10 (S_5 ≀ S_2) ∩ A_{10} PSL_2(8) 2^2

In the table, the notation a_r, b_r means a divisor of r, and [m] just denotes a group of order m.

We remark that there are additional restrictions in some cases on the groups A, B in Theorem 1.1 – see Remark 5.2. Remark 5.2(c,d) shows that there exist examples of groups B satisfying the conditions of parts (a.1)(i) and (a.1)(ii) of the theorem, except possibly for (a.1)(ii) when n ≡ 1 mod 4.

1.2. Factorisations of groups of Lie type. Our main result here classifies all cyclic/dihedral factorisations of almost simple groups of Lie type.

Theorem 1.2. Let X be an almost simple group with socle X_0, a simple group of Lie type, and suppose that X = AB with A, B core-free and A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral. Then X, A, B, and A ∩ B are as in Tables 10.3 and 10.4 − 10.7. Conversely, for each line in the tables there exists such a factorisation for some almost simple group with socle X_0.

Remark 1.3. There are some small differences in the way we record the factorisations X = AB in the tables: in Table 10.3 we just give the possibilities for (X_0, A ∩ X_0, B ∩ X_0); whereas in Tables 10.4-10.7, we give the possibilities (X, A, B) where X is an almost simple group which is minimal subject to having a factorisation X = AB with cyclic or dihedral intersection. In all cases the tables list possibilities up to interchanging A and B, and up to applying automorphisms of X.

1.3. Factorisations of sporadic groups. Here we classify the cyclic/dihedral factorisations of the sporadic groups.

Theorem 1.4. Let X be almost simple with socle a sporadic group X_0, and suppose that X = AB with A, B core-free and A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral. Then X, A, B, and A ∩ B are as in Table 10.8, and conversely, for each line in the table there exists such a factorisation.

Remark 1.5. In Table 10.8, if the socle factorises as X_0 = A_0B_0, we do not include factorisations of X = X_0.2 of the form X = AB, where A ∩ X_0 = A_0, B ∩ X_0 = B_0.

1.4. Consequences for map embeddings. We shall use our factorisation theorems to classify embeddings of graphs Γ that have an arc-transitive almost simple group of automorphisms X, with simple socle X_0. Let M be an embedding of Γ, and assume that G = Aut(M) ∩ X is also arc-transitive and does not contain the socle X_0. This situation holds if and only if conditions (i)-(iii), given above, pertain for an arc (α, β) of Γ, which we repeat here in an equivalent but slightly altered form, noting that the involution in (iii) must interchange α and β:

Hypothesis 1.6. X is an almost simple group with socle X_0, acting faithfully and transitively on a set Ω, G is a core-free subgroup of X, and g ∈ G is an involution such that the following hold:

(i) for α ∈ Ω we have X = GX_α, and G_α is cyclic or dihedral; (ii) X_α = G_α X_{αβ}, and |G_{αβ} | ≤ 2, where β = α^g; (iii) ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X.

In the results below, we classify all pairs (X, G) satisfying Hypothesis 1.6, and as a consequence all the arc-transitive graphs with embeddings as above; the latter are just the orbital graphs on Ω with edge-set {α, β}^X , where β = α^g. It turns out that there are many such embeddings when X_0 is an alternating group, but only a handful when X_0 is classical or sporadic.

We begin with our result for alternating groups. In this result K_n denotes the complete graph on n vertices, while K_{n,n} \ n.K_2 is the complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} minus a complete matching; J(n, 2) is the Johnson graph, for which the vertices are the unordered pairs from an n-set, two pairs being adjacent if they contain a common point.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.6 holds for X, G and involution g ∈ G with soc(X) = A_n for some n ≥ 5, and let Γ be the orbital graph on Ω with edge-set {α, β}^X , where β = α^g. Then either

(i) one of the lines of Table 1.1 or 1.2 holds; or (ii) soc(G) = A_{n−1}, and there are examples for infinitely many values of n.

Remark 1.8. We construct an infinite family of examples satisfying Theorem 1.7(ii) in Section 4. In these examples we have n = (p − 1)!/2 for certain primes p, and (X, G) = (A_n, A_{n−1}) with X_α ∼= A_p, G_α ∼= C_p. The graphs have n!/p! vertices and valency p.

Table 1.1. Infinite families of examples from A_n; here p is a prime

n X X_α X_{αβ} G G_α G_{αβ} Γ ref p^f S_n S_{n−1} S_{n−2} AGL_1(n) GL_1(n) 1 K_n § 7.1 2^f A_n A_{n−1} A_{n−2} AGL_1(n) GL_1(n) 1 K_n § 7.1 p^f + 1 S_n, A_n (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ X S_{n−3} ∩ X PGL_2(n − 1) D_{2(n−2)} 1 J(n, 2) § 7.2.1

Table 1.2. Exceptional examples from A_n

X X_α X_{αβ} G G_α G_{αβ} Γ ref S_6, A_6 S_5, A_5 S_4, A_4 PSL_2(5) D_{10} 2 K_6 § 7.1 S_6 A_5 A_4 PGL_2(5) D_{10} 2 K_{6,6} \ 6.K_2 § 7.1 S_6.2 S_5 S_4 (S_3 ≀ S_2).2 D_{12} 2 K_{6,6} § 7.9.1 S_7 PSL_3(2) 7.3 S_5 × 2 D_8 1 antiflag graph of PG_3(2) § 7.6.1 S_8 AGL_3(2) GL_3(2) S_5 × 2 D_8 1 antiflag graph of PG_3(2) § 7.7 S_{11} PSL_2(11) 11.5 S_9 × 2 D_{12} 1 |V Γ| = 12 · 7!, valency 12 § 7.6.1

In contrast to Theorem 1.7, for groups of Lie type there are just five embeddings:

Theorem 1.9. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.6 holds for X, G and involution g ∈ G, and that soc(X) is a simple group of Lie type that is not isomorphic to an alternating group. Let Γ be the orbital graph on Ω with edge-set {α, β}^X , where β = α^g. Then (X, G, X_α) and Γ are as in Table 1.3. Conversely, each entry in the table gives an arc-transitive embedding.

Finally, for sporadic groups there are four embeddings:

Theorem 1.10. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.6 holds for X, G and involution g ∈ G, and that soc(X) is a sporadic group. Let Γ be the orbital graph on Ω with edge-set {α, β}^X , where β = α^g. Then (X, G, X_α) and Γ are as in Table 1.3. Conversely, each entry in the table gives an arc-transitive embedding; in the table we include the number of vertices n, and the valency k of the graph.

Table 1.3. Arc-transitive embeddings from groups of Lie type

X X_α X_{αβ} G G_α G_{αβ} Γ PSL_3(2).2 P_1 D_8 7.6 3 1 incidence graph of PG_2(2) PSL_3(8).6 P_1 Borel 73.18 9 1 incidence graph of PG_2(8) PSL_2(11).2 A_5 A_4 11.10 5 1 incidence graph of 11 point biplane SO_5(3) 3^3.S_4 3^{1+2} 2^4.S_5 D_{24} 1 see Subsection 3.4

3^3.A_4 3^{1+2} 2^4.S_5 D_{12} 1 see Subsection 3.4

Table 1.4. Arc-transitive embeddings from sporadic groups

X X_α X_{αβ} G G_α G_{αβ} n k M_{24} PSL_2(7) S_4 M_{23} 7 1 14572980 7 J_2.2 (A_5 × D_{10}).2 5^2.4 PSU_3(3).2 12 1 1008 12 HS.2 (5 × A_5).4 5^2.4 M_{22}.2 12 1 73920 12 He.2 7^2. SL_2(7).2 7^{1+2}.6 Sp_4(4).4 16 1 244800 16

Note that X_α is maximal in X in lines 1, 2 and 4 of Table 1.4, but in line 3, X_α has index 2 in a maximal subgroup 5.4 × S_5 of X = HS.2. More generally, although we make no such assumption, it is very often the case that the almost simple group X is vertexprimitive on Γ, or Γ is bipartite and X is vertex-biprimitive (that is, the index 2 subgroup fixing the two parts of the bipartition is primitive on each part).

Corollary 1.11. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.6 holds for X, G, g, and that Γ is the orbital graph on Ω with edge-set {α, β}^X , where β = α^g. Then one of the following holds.

(i) Γ is a complete graph K_n with n a prime power, a Johnson graph J(n, 2) with n − 1 a prime power, or one of the 14 graphs in Tables 1.2, 1.3, 1.4;

(ii) soc(X) = A_n and soc(G) = A_{n−1}, as in Theorem 1.7(ii).

Moreover, in case (i), either X is vertex-primitive on Γ, or Γ is bipartite and X is vertexbiprimitive, or X = SO_5(3) as in the last Lines of Table 1.3.

Theorem 1.7(ii) is the one case where our classification of map embeddings is not completely explicit. In this case Construction 4.3 demonstrates that there are infinitely many examples Γ(p), and by Theorem 4.4, each of these graphs Γ(p) is non-bipartite and X = A_n (where n = (p − 1)!/2) is imprimitive on vertices. Thus Corollary 1.11(iii) provides infinitely many non-bipartite examples where vertex-primitivity fails. Moreover, we know that these are not the only examples for Theorem 1.7(ii) and in Subsection 7.5 we discuss several others arising from X-arc-transitive graphs with X = S_8 or S_9. It would be very interesting to understand this case better, and a start would be to have more examples.

Problem 1.12. Find further infinite families of examples of arc-transitive embeddings M of graphs admitting an arc-transitive subgroup of automorphisms A_n or S_n such that Aut(M) is A_{n−1} or S_{n−1}.

Another observation we draw from our results is that, although we only ask for arctransitive embeddings, some of our examples are in fact flag-regular. We note that a G-arc-transitive embedding is flag-regular if and only if G_{αβ} = C_2, and we can read off this property from Tables 1.1–1.4.

Corollary 1.13. Suppose that Hypothesis 1.6 holds for X, G, g and that Γ is the orbital graph on Ω with edge-set {α, β}^X (where β = α^g). Suppose also that X, G do not satisfy

Theorem 1.7(ii). Then either the G-arc-transitive embedding is arc-regular, or one of Lines 1, 2, 3 of Table 1.2 holds and the embedding is flag-regular.

We note that each of the three exceptional flag-regular embeddings in Corollary 1.13 is related to the group A_6.

1.5. Layout. We offer a brief outline of the layout of the paper. Section 2 contains some preliminary material on graphs and maps, together with a discussion of our strategy for proving our map classification theorems 1.7 and 1.9. It also has a short subsection 2.2 on our use of Magma computations in the proofs. In Section 3 we describe some of the most interesting graphs that occur in our map classification theorems, and Section 4 comprises our construction of an infinite family of graphs that admit an arc-transitive group of automorphisms A_n, and have an embedding as a map with arc-transitive group A_{n−1}. Sections 5 and 6 contains the proofs of our cyclic/dihedral factorisation theorems 1.1 and 1.2 for alternating groups and for groups of Lie type, respectively. In Sections 7 and 8 we prove the map classification theorems 1.7 and 1.9, and Section 9 contains our treatment of the sporadic groups. Finally, Section 10 gives the tables of cyclic/dihedral factorisations of alternating groups and groups of Lie type that occur in our factorisation theorems.

1.6. Acknowledgements. As mentioned, we make considerable use of Magma computations in our proofs, and we are very grateful to Eamonn O’Brien for his generous assistance with this. We also wish to thank Cai Heng Li and Binzhou Xia for making available prepublication versions of their paper [28], which allowed us to greatly reduce the length of our exposition in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

2. Preliminaries on graphs and arc-transitive embeddings

We study arc-transitive 2-cell embeddings of connected simple graphs in closed surfaces, which we introduce as follows. For more details about graph embeddings see for example [11], [21], or [35].

Graphs. A (simple) graph Γ = (Ω, E) consists of a set Ω of vertices, and a set E of unordered pairs of vertices, which we call edges, and Γ is connected if, for any vertices α, β, there exists a finite vertex sequence α_1, . . . , α_r such that α_1 = α, α_r = β, and each {α_i, α_{i+1}} is an edge. The automorphism group Aut(Γ) of a graph Γ = (Ω, E) consists of all permutations of the vertex set Ω which leave the edge set E invariant. An arc of Γ is an ordered pair (α, β) of vertices such that {α, β} ∈ E, and for G ≤ Aut(Γ), Γ is said to be G-arc-transitive if G is transitive on the set of arcs. Note that if Γ is G-arc-transitive, then G is also vertex-transitive and edge-transitive on Γ; in particular, Γ is regular in the sense that the set Γ(α) of vertices adjacent to α has the same cardinality for each vertex α, called the valency of Γ.

Maps. A map M = (Ω, E, F ) is a 2-cell embedding of a simple graph Γ = (Ω, E) in a closed surface with face set F ; and the automorphism group Aut(M) of M is the subgroup of Aut(Γ) consisting of those graph automorphisms which extend to self-homeomorphisms of the supporting surface (see [21, Section 6]), sometimes also defined as the subgroup of automorphisms of Γ that preserve the set of flags (mutually incident vertex-edge-face triples) [34, Section 2]. We assume that Γ is connected, that Γ is not a simple cycle (equivalently Γ has valency at least 3), and that each edge is incident with exactly two faces. The only map automorphism that fixes a flag is the identity, that is to say, Aut(M) is semiregular on the set of flags, and we call M flag-regular if Aut(M) is transitive (hence regular) on flags. Also we call M arc-transitive if Aut(M) is transitive on the arcs of Γ. Since the stabiliser in Aut(M) of an arc (α, β) must preserve the two faces of M incident with the edge {α, β}, the arc-stabiliser Aut(M)_{α,β} has order at most two, and it has order 2 if and only if M is flag-regular. In fact, for a flag-regular map M, the stabiliser Aut(M)_α of a vertex α cyclically permutes the k := |Γ(α)| edges incident with α and hence induces a circular ordering on Γ(α); the stabiliser of an edge {α, β} in this action is the arc-stabiliser Aut(M)_{α,β} , and this interchanges the two faces incident with {α, β}, and hence interchanges the vertices before and after β in the circular ordering induced on Γ(α). Thus for a flag-regular map, Aut(M)_α acts faithfully on Γ(α) as the dihedral group D_{2k} of order 2k, and the edge-stabiliser Aut(M)_{{α,β}} ∼= C_2 × C_2. An arc-transitive map M which is not flag-regular acts regularly on the arc set, and the stabiliser Aut(M)_α is regular on Γ(α); it is either a cyclic group C_k, or k is even and it is a dihedral group D_k (see [11], [35, Table I] or the summary in [27, Table before Theorem 1.3]). If we wish to emphasise the arc-transitive subgroup G of Aut(M), then we refer to the embedding as a G-arc-transitive embedding.

We use the following necessary and sufficient conditions for connected graphs other than cycles to have an arc-transitive embedding. Proof of sufficiency relies on constructions in [26, 27] which are effective for not necessarily simple arc-transitive graphs. An analogue of this result for flag-regular embeddings was proved in [8].

Proposition 2.1. Let Γ = (Ω, E) be a finite connected X-arc-transitive graph of valency at least 3, where X ≤ Aut(Γ), and let (α, β) be an arc of Γ and G ≤ X. Then Γ has a G-arc-transitive embedding M if and only if the following three conditions hold:

(i) X = GX_α and X_α = G_αX_{αβ} ;

(ii) G_α is cyclic or dihedral and G_{αβ} = 1 or C_2; (iii) there is an involution g ∈ N_G(X_{αβ} ) such that ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X.

Furthermore, if these conditions hold and X_{αβ} contains a nontrivial normal subgroup N of X_α, then N^g ≠ N and N^g ⊴ X_{αβ} .

Proof. Suppose that M is a G-arc-transitive embedding of Γ, so G ≤ Aut(M). Then both G and X are arc-transitive on Γ, and this yields part (i). Part (ii) follows from the discussion before the proposition. For part (iii), let g ∈ G be an element that maps the arc (α, β) to the reverse arc (β, α) (which exists since G is arc-transitive). Then g ∈ G_{{α,β}}, and hence g^2 = 1 since G_{{α,β}} ≤ C_2 × C_2, again by the discussion above. In particular g normalises X_{αβ} , and since Γ is connected, ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X (see, for example, [26, Theorems 2.2(a) and 2.11]).

Conversely, suppose that conditions (i)–(iii) all hold for an arc-transitive subgroup X ≤ Aut(Γ) and a subgroup G ≤ X. Then condition (i) implies that G is arc-transitive on Γ. The equality ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X in condition (iii) implies that g ∉ X_α so β = α^g ≠ α, and the inclusion g ∈ N_G(X_{αβ} ) in condition (iii) implies that g ∈ N_G(G_{αβ} ), and hence ⟨G_α, g⟩ = G as Γ is connected. Let k := |Γ(α)|, the valency of Γ, so k ≥ 3. Then condition (ii) implies that, for the arc-transitive group G, the vertex-stabiliser G_α is one of D_{2k} or C_k, or k is even and G_α = D_k. Suppose first that G_α = D_{2k}. Then by conditions (ii) and (iii), G_{αβ} = ⟨x⟩ ∼= C_2, G_{{α,β}} (of order 4) is equal to ⟨x, g⟩ ∼= C_2 × C_2, and there is a third involution y such that G_α = ⟨x, y⟩. Then the involution triple (x, y, g) is a flag-regular triple as in [26, Definition 4.8], and by [26, Proposition 4.11], the construction [26, Construction 4.9] produces a flag-regular map with automorphism group G (or see [8, Section 3]), embedding a graph Σ with vertex set V Γ. Since G acts arc-transitively on Σ and (α, β) is an arc of Σ in this construction, it follows that Σ = Γ, and we have a flag-regular embedding of Γ. Next suppose that G_α = ⟨a⟩ = C_k. Then the pair (a, g) is a rotary pair as in [26, Definition 1.6], and by [26, Propositions 4.2 and 4.5], the constructions [26, Constructions 4.2 and 4.4] produce arc-transitive maps with vertex set V Γ and automorphism group containing G as an arc-transitive subgroup. The same argument as in the flag-regular case shows that the embedded graph is Γ. Moreover by [26, Theorem 1.9], these constructions provide the only arc-transitive embeddings of Γ up to map isomorphism. Now let G_α = D_k with k even. Then G_α = ⟨x, y⟩ for some involutions x, y, and by condition (iii), G = ⟨x, y, g⟩, so (x, y, z) is an arc-transitive triple as in [27, Definition 1.1]. Hence by [27, Propositions 3.4 and 3.7], the constructions [27, Constructions 3.2 and 3.5] produce maps with vertex set V Γ and with automorphism groups containing the arc-regular subgroup G. Arguing as before, the embedded graph in each case is Γ and so we have G-arc-transitive embeddings of Γ. By [27, Theorem 1.3], these constructions are the only arc-transitive embeddings of Γ up to map isomorphism.

Finally suppose that conditions (i)–(iii) hold and that X_{αβ} contains a nontrivial normal subgroup N of X_α. Then by part (iii), N^g ⊴ (X_{αβ} )^g = X_{αβ}. If N^g = N then N is normalised by ⟨X_α, g⟩, which equals X by (iii). Thus N ⊴ X and so X acts unfaithfully on V Γ, which is a contradiction. Thus N^g ≠ N. □

2.1. The map theorem: strategy and set-up. Our main application of the factorisation results for almost simple groups in Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4, relates to arc-transitive embeddings of graphs. We are concerned with a graph Γ admitting an arc-transitive, almost simple subgroup X of automorphisms, such that Γ has a G-arc-transitive embedding for some subgroup G of X. We analyse the case where G does not contain soc(X), and obtain an almost complete classification.

Given the graph Γ and groups X and G, existence of a G-arc-transitive embedding is equivalent to conditions (i)–(iii) of Proposition 2.1. Moreover, as explained in the proof of Proposition 2.1, for permutation groups G < X such that conditions (i)–(iii) of Proposition 2.1 hold, these three conditions may be used to construct both the X-arc-transitive graph and the embedding. This observation underpins our strategy.

Conditions (i)–(iii) of Proposition 2.1 together with the condition that G does not contain soc(X) are captured in Hypothesis 1.6 (on taking β = α^g in Hypothesis 1.6). Using this hypothesis we examine each of the cyclic/dihedral factorisations identified in Theorems 1.1–1.4; we determine whether or not there exists an involution g ∈ G with the properties required by Hypothesis 1.6, and if found then we construct the graph and note the embedding. We obtain explicit identifications of the graphs with the exception of the cases of Theorem 1.7(ii).

To help with our analysis, we note that the last sentence of Proposition 2.1 provides additional information about the subgroup structure which follows from conditions (i)– (iii), and this extra condition proves very useful. Thus we make the following hypothesis which (by Proposition 2.1) is equivalent to Hypothesis 1.6.

Hypothesis 2.2. X is an almost simple group with socle X_0, acting faithfully and transitively on a set Ω, G is a core-free subgroup of X, and g ∈ G is an involution such that the following hold for α ∈ Ω and β = α^g:

(a) X = G X_α, X_α = G_α X_{αβ} , G_α is cyclic or dihedral, and |G_{αβ} | ≤ 2; (b) g ∈ N_G(X_{αβ} ) \ N_G(X_α), and ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X;

(c) if 1 ≠ N ⊴ X_α and N ≤ X_{αβ} , then N^g ≠ N and N^g ⊴ X_{αβ} .

Note that these conditions imply that Γ = (Ω, {α, β}^X ) is a connected simple graph of valency at least 3 with arc-transitive automorphism subgroups X, G, and that g reverses the arc (α, β).

We shall analyse the cyclic/dihedral factorisation for the alternating groups, Lie type groups, and sporadic groups in Sections 7, 8 and 9, respectively, to determine which of them satisfy Hypothesis 2.2 and hence correspond to arc-transitive embeddings, thus proving Theorems 1.7, 1.9 and 1.10.

2.2. Our use of computation. In our proofs of the factorisation theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.4, and also of the map classification theorems 1.7, 1.9, 1.10, we make considerable use of computations in Magma [2] for various almost simple groups. Here is a brief description of these computations.

First, there is a list of small almost simple groups X – namely, those with socle A_n for n ≤ 10, and those in the list (8.1) – for which conjugacy class representatives of all subgroups can be computed. For these, we can verify the conclusions of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.7 and 1.9 in a very naive fashion, as follows. To classify the cyclic/dihedral factorisations, compute all pairs (A, B) of subgroups such that |X| =^{|A| |B|}_{|A∩B|} and A∩B is cyclic or dihedral. For such a pair (A, B), let Ω = {Ax | x ∈ X}, and write X_α = A, G = B to conform with the notation of Hypothesis 2.2. Compute all double coset representatives h for X_α/X\X_α, and for each h, let β = α^h (so that X_{αβ} = X_α ∩ X^h_α). Now check whether the conditions in (a) of Hypothesis 2.2 hold, and if they do, search for an involution g satisfying (b) of Hypothesis 2.2.

We also need to do computations with some larger almost simple groups, for which it is not practical to compute all subgroups – namely, the classical groups X appearing in Tables 10.4 - 10.7, and the sporadic groups in Table 10.8. For these classical groups, we have proved the factorisation theorem 1.2 without using computation, and only use Magma for the map theorem 1.9: the latter proceeds as described in the previous paragraph – namely, for each pair (A, B) in the tables, we compute double coset representatives, check whether the factorisation conditions in Hypothesis 2.2(a) hold, and if they do, search for an involution g satisfying Hypothesis 2.2(b). Finally, for the sporadic groups, we know all the factorisations by [9], so again we know exactly which subgroups to compute with, which we do in the same way.

3. Some arc-transitive graphs admitting arc-transitive embeddings

In this section we introduce some of the graphs which occur in our classifications in Theorems 1.7 and 1.9. It is sometimes convenient to denote the vertex set of a graph Γ by V Γ.

3.1. Some infinite families of graphs associated with symmetric groups. The following well-known graphs arise in our work:

(i) For each n ≥ 2 the complete graph K_n is the graph on n vertices with all pairs of distinct vertices forming an edge; Aut(K_n) = S_n.

(ii) For each n ≥ 2 the complete bipartite graph K_{n,n} is the graph on 2n vertices with vertex set V^+ ∪ V^−, where V = {1, . . . , n}, and edges all pairs {v^+, u^−} with v, u ∈ V ; Aut(K_{n,n}) = S_n ≀ S_2.

(iii) For each n ≥ 2 the complete bipartite graph minus a matching Γ = K_{n,n} \ n.K_2 is the graph on 2n vertices with vertex set V Γ = V^+ ∪ V^−, where V = {1, . . . , n}, and edges all pairs {v^+, u^−} with v, u ∈ V and u ≠ v; Aut(Γ) = S_n × S_2.

(iv) For each n ≥ 3 the Johnson graph J(n, 2) is the graph on (_n 2 ) vertices with vertices being the unordered pairs from an n-set, and with distinct vertices α, β forming an edge if and only if α∩β ≠ ∅. If n ≠ 4 then Aut(J(n, 2)) = S_n, while Aut(J(4, 2)) = S_4 × S_2.

All of these graphs occur in Theorem 1.7.

3.2. Arc-transitive graphs from point-block incidence structures. A point-block incidence structure D = (P, B) consists of a set P of points and a set B of blocks together with an incidence relation I ⊆ P × B. Often the elements of B are subsets of P and the relation I is inclusion. Some of our examples arise as the incidence graph Inc(D) of a point-block structure D; this is the graph with vertex set P ∪ B and edges the pairs {α, β} such that α ∈ P, β ∈ B and α, β incident. Such a pair is called a flag of D.

The incidence structures arising in our examples are 2-designs, that is, each unordered pair of points is incident the same number λ of blocks. Several examples of this nature come from projective planes PG_2(q) where P and B are the sets of 1-spaces and 2-spaces, respectively, of a vector space F^3_q ; these are 2-designs with λ = 1. Another example comes from the 11-point biplane with blocks of size 5 (which is a 2-design with λ = 2). Lastly there is an example we call the antiflag graph of the projective geometry PG_3(2) where P and B are the sets of 1-spaces and 3-spaces, respectively, of the vector space F^4_2 ; and the edges of the antiflag graph are the point-block pairs which are non-incident.

3.3. Other general constructions. Several of our examples of arc-transitive graphs arise as orbital graphs of a transitive permutation group. Given a transitive permutation group G ≤ Sym(Ω) we use a nontrivial self-paired orbital, that is to say a G-orbit Δ ⊆ Ω×Ω consisting of pairs of distinct points such that (α, β) ∈ Δ if and only if (β, α) ∈ Δ. The associated orbital graph has vertex set Ω and edge set {{α, β} | (α, β) ∈ Δ}; the arc set is Δ and by construction G is admitted as an arc-transitive subgroup of automorphisms.

Graphs described as orbital graphs include the infinite family constructed from finite alternating groups discussed in Section 4.

There are several graphs arising from a small orthogonal geometry which we describe in Subsection 3.4. That discussion uses the following concepts:

(i) The lexicographic product Σ[2.K_1] of a graph Σ and the graph 2.K_1 (consisting of two isolated vertices) has vertex set V Σ × Z_2 with (σ, i) adjacent to (σ^′, j) if and only if {σ, σ^′} is an edge of Σ, see [10, p.17]. The automorphism group Aut(Σ[2.K_1]) contains C_2 ≀ Aut(Σ) (sometimes as a proper subgroup), and for a subgroup A ≤ Aut(Σ), the group C_2 ≀ A is arc-transitive on Σ[2.K_1] if and only if A is arc-transitive on Σ.

(ii) Let G ≤ Sym(Ω) be a transitive permutation group with an orbit Δ ⊆ Ω × Ω consisting of pairs of distinct points which is not self-paired, so that Δ^′ := {(β, α) | (α, β) ∈ Δ} is a G-orbit different from Δ. We say that Δ and Δ^′ are paired orbitals. We define a (simple, undirected, bipartite) graph ^Δ which is a type of ‘doubling’ of the orbital graph construction given above. The vertex set V ^Δ is a disjoint union of two copies of Ω which we write as V ^Δ = {v^+ | v ∈ Ω} ∪ {v^− | v ∈ Ω}. The edges of ^Δ are the pairs {u^+, w^−} for which (u, w) ∈ Δ. The graph ^Δ^′ is defined similarly with Δ^′ replacing Δ, and the map

ρ : u^+ ←→ u^− for u ∈ Ω (3.1)

induces a graph isomorphism interchanging ^Δ and ^Δ^′. The group G is admitted as an edge-transitive group of automorphisms of both ^Δ and ^Δ^′, and G has two vertex-orbits. Also ⟨G, ρ⟩ = G.2 is transitive on V ^Δ = V ^Δ^′.

3.4. Arc-transitive graphs from orthogonal geometry. Let X = SO_5(3) = PΩ_5(3).2 with natural module V = F^5_3 equipped with a non-degenerate quadratic form, and let X_0 = Ω_5(3) so X = X_0.2, We introduce several arc-transitive graphs admitting X, all related to the vertex-primitive, rank 3, strongly regular graph Σ we define in part (a) below. These graphs arise in the analysis for Lie type groups, in Table 1.3.

(a) Orthogonality graph Σ on singular 1-spaces: Let Σ be the graph with V Σ the set of 40 singular 1-spaces in V , such that two vertices σ, σ^′ are adjacent if and only if they are orthogonal. Then Σ is strongly regular with valency 12, and Aut(Σ) = X is vertex primitive with rank 3.

(b) Orthogonality graph Γ on singular vectors: Geometrically this is a natural ‘doubling’ of the graph Σ. The vertex set of Γ is the set Ω of 80 non-zero singular vectors in V , with edges the pairs {v, u} from Ω such that v, u are orthogonal and v ≠ ±u. Then Γ has valency 24 and we will prove that Γ ∼= Σ[2.K_1]. Moreover: (i) Aut(Γ) contains X as an arc-transitive subgroup and, for v ∈ Ω, X_v = 3^3.S_4, X_v has orbits {v}, {−v}, Γ(v) = {w | (v, x) = 0}, {w | (v, x) = 1} and {w | (v, x) = −1}, of sizes 1, 1, 24, 27, 27.

(ii) The socle X_0 of X is vertex-transitive on Γ. The (unique) index 2 subgroup X_0 ∩ X_v = 3^3.A_4 of X_v is transitive on the two X_v-orbits (of size 27), and has two orbits Δ(v), Δ^′(v) of length 12 in Γ(v). There is an involution g ∈ X_v \ (X_0 ∩ X_v ) such that g interchanges Δ(v) and Δ^′(v). The X_0-orbitals Δ and Δ^′ are paired with each other.

(c) The ‘doubled’ graph ^Γ: We define ^Γ as the doubling ^Δ of the X_0-orbital Δ in (b)(ii) - see Subsection 3.3(ii). Thus ^Γ has 160 vertices and valency 12. The graph ^Γ′ defined similarly with the paired orbital Δ′ is isomorphic to ^Γ′ under the map ρ in (3.1).

Lemma 3.1. Let X, X_0, Γ, Σ, and ^Γ be as above. Then the following hold.

(i) The claims of (b) are valid, and moreover the map τ : u → −u (u ∈ Ω) lies in C_{Aut(Γ)}(X) \ X, the graph Γ ∼= Σ[2.K_1], and Aut(Γ) contains C_2 ≀ X = 2^{40} · X.

(ii) The claims of (c) are valid and moreover, with ρ as in (3.1), and letting each x ∈ X and τ act on V ^Γ by x : u^ϵ → (u^x)^ϵ and τ : u^ϵ → (−u)^ϵ (u ∈ Ω, ϵ = ±), we have Aut(^Γ) ∩ (⟨ρ⟩ × ⟨τ⟩ × X) = ⟨X_0, ρg⟩ × ⟨τ⟩ ∼= X × C_2 and ⟨X_0, ρg⟩ ∼= X is arc-transitive on ^Γ.

Proof. (i) The claims in part (b) can be checked by Magma computations. The map τ = −I lies in Aut(Γ) by inspection, τ centralises X = SO_5(3), and τ ∉ X. It follows that Γ(v)^τ = Γ(−v) is equal to the unique X_v -orbit Γ(v) of size 24 in Ω. Thus for the partition Π with parts {u, −u} (for u ∈ Ω), two parts σ, σ^′ are adjacent if and only if each vertex of σ is adjacent to each vertex of σ^′. Hence the quotient of Γ modulo Π is Σ and Γ ∼= Σ[2.K_1], so Aut(Γ) contains C_2 ≀ X = 2^{40} · X.

(ii) As noted in Subsection 3.3, the map ρ induces a graph isomorphism interchanging ^Γ and ^Γ′. Thus the claims of part (c) are valid. It follows from the definition of ^Γ that this graph is bipartite and that X_0 ≤ Aut(^Γ) with two orbits Ω^+ := {v^+ | v ∈ Ω} and Ω^− := {v^− | v ∈ Ω}; and the X_0-actions on Ω, Ω^+, Ω^− are all equivalent. In particular, (X_0)_v is transitive on ^Γ(v^+) = Γ(v)^−.

The map ρ in (3.1) centralises X and τ. Consider the group Y := ⟨ρ⟩ × ⟨τ⟩ × X. By the previous paragraph Aut(^Γ) ∩ Y contains X_0, and it is straightforward to see that τ ∈ Aut(^Γ) ∩ Y . By part (b)(ii), there is an involution g ∈ X_v \ (X_0 ∩ X_v) such that g interchanges Δ(v) and Δ^′(v) in its action on Ω. Thus, acting on Ω^+ ∪ Ω^−, g fixes each of Ω^+ and Ω^− setwise and sends each edge {u^+, w^−} of ^Γ (that is, (u, w) ∈ Δ) to an edge {w^+, u^−} of ^Γ^′ (since (w, u) ∈ Δ^′). That is to say, both g and ρ interchange the graphs ^Γ and ^Γ^′, and so their product ρg lies in Aut(^Γ) ∩ Y . Therefore Aut(^Γ) ∩ Y contains ⟨τ, X_0, ρg⟩ ∼= ⟨τ⟩ × ⟨X_0, ρg⟩ ∼= C_2 × X, and since this subgroup has index 2 in Y , it follows that equality holds. Since ρg interchanges Ω^+ and Ω^−, the group ⟨X_0, ρg⟩ is vertex-transitive, and the stabiliser of v^+ in ⟨X_0, ρg⟩ is (X_0)_v, which is transitive on ^Γ(v+). Thus ⟨X_0, ρg⟩ is arc-transitive on ^Γ. □

4. A new infinite family of arc-transitive maps from alternating groups

In Construction 4.3 we define an infinite family of graphs which have arc-transitive embeddings: each of these graphs has prime valency p and admits an arc-transitive action of an alternating group A_n and also an arc-transitive action of one of its subgroups A_{n−1}, for certain primes p, where n = (p − 1)!/2. We use the following set of primes.

Definition 4.1. Define Π to be the set of all primes p such that

(a) p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and p > 3; and (b) the only insoluble transitive permutation groups of degree p are A_p and S_p.

Remark 4.2. It is well-known (see for example [12, Theorem 1]) that Π contains all primes satisfying part (a) except 11, 23, and those of the form^{qd−1}_{q−1} , where q is a prime-power. We claim that for a large positive integer x, |{p ∈ Π : p ≤ x}| ∼ x 2 log x

, (4.1)

(so in particular, Π is infinite). To see this, write X = N ∩[1, x], and note that the number of integers in X of the form^{qd−1}_{q−1} for some d ≥ 3 is at most x^{1/2} + x^{1/3} + · · · + x^{1/(d−1)}. Also the number of primes in X of the form q + 1, with q a prime power, is at most log_2 x. It follows that |Π ∩ X| = π_1(x) + O(x^{1/2}), where π_1(x) is the number of primes in X congruent to 3 modulo 4. By Dirichlet’s theorem π_1(x) ∼^x_{2 log x} , and (4.1) follows.

Construction 4.3. Let p ∈ Π and n := (p − 1)!/2.

(i) Let H = A_p with subgroups C = C_p and K = A_{p−1} so that H = CK, and H has a transitive coset action on I := [H : C] = {Cx | x ∈ K}, with |I| = n.

(ii) Let X := Alt(I) and ν := C ∈ I, so G := X_ν = A_{n−1}. Then X has a transitive coset action on Ω := [X : H] = {Hx | x ∈ X} and, for α := H ∈ Ω, X_α = H.

(iii) Let g_0 ∈ Aut(K) correspond to a transposition in Aut(K) ∼= S_{p−1}, and define an associated map on I = [H : C] as follows: g : Cx → Cx^{g0} for x ∈ K. We show in Claim 1 below that g ∈ G, that |g| = 2, and that β := α^g ∈ Ω \ {α}.

(iv) Define Γ(p) to be the orbital graph on Ω with edge set {α, β}^X . So we have X = A_n, X_α = A_p, X_{αβ} = A_{p−1}, G = A_{n−1}, G_α = C_p, G_{αβ} = 1.

Theorem 4.4. Let p ∈ Π (as in Definition 4.1), and let n = (p−1)!/2 and Γ = Γ(p), X = A_n, G = A_{n−1}, etc. be as in Construction 4.3. Then the following hold.

(i) Γ is a connected, non-bipartite, X-arc-transitive graph of valency p with n!/p!

vertices, and X is imprimitive on vertices;

(ii) the vertex-stabiliser X_α ∼= A_p, and arc-stabiliser X_{αβ} ∼= A_{p−1} (with X_{αβ} acting regularly in the natural action on n points);

(iii) Γ admits a G-arc-transitive map embedding with G acting regularly on arcs (G_α ∼= C_p and G_{αβ} = 1).

We note that the map M constructed in Theorem 4.4 (as in the proof of Proposition 2.1) has automorphism group Aut(M) ∼= A_{n−1} or S_{n−1}.

Proof. Adopt the notation of Construction 4.3, and note that G_α = H ∩ G = C. First we make some obervations about the X-action on Ω. The simple group X = A_n has no index 2 subgroup, so the X-action on Ω does not preserve a block system consisting of just two blocks (so the graph Γ will be non-bipartite). Also the transitive action of H = A_p on the n-set I is its action on the cosets of C = C_p, and as C < N_H (C) = C.^{p−1}_2 < H, this action is imprimitive, and H is contained in an imprimitive wreath product subgroup A_k ≀ A_{n/k} of X (with k =^{p−1}_2 ). Hence H = X_α is not maximal in X, so the action of X on Ω is imprimitive.

Next we establish the claims made in Construction 4.3(iii) about the element g.

Claim 1: g ∈ Alt(I), g ∈ G, |g| = 2, and |fix_I (g)| = |C_K (g_0)| = (p − 3)!.

Proof of Claim 1. By definition g ∈ Sym(I) (since K is regular on I), |g| = 2 (since |g_0| = 2), and |fix_I (g)| = |C_K (g_0)|. The latter implies that g is a product of^1_2 (|K| − |C_K (g)|) transpositions. Since p > 7 (as p ∈ Π), all involutions in A_{p−1} have centralisers of order divisible by 4, and so g ∈ Alt(I) = X. Moreover, by the definition of g we see that g fixes the point ν = C ∈ I and hence g ∈ X_ν = G. Finally, as g_0 corresponds to a transposition in S_{p−1}, C_K (g_0) ∼= (S_2 × S_{p−3}) ∩ A_{p−1} ∼= S_{p−3}, proving the claim.

Our strategy for proving the theorem is to verify that all conditions (i)-(iii) of Proposition 2.1 hold. Firstly since H is transitive on I, we have X = GH = GX_α and also G_α = G ∩ H = C is cyclic. It is not immediately obvious that the points α, β are distinct, so we address this next.

Claim 2: g ∈ N_X (K) \ N_X (H); in particular β ≠ α and g interchanges α and β.

Proof of Claim 2. By the definition of g we have g ∈ N_X (K). Suppose for a contradiction that H^g = H. Then Y := ⟨H, g⟩ contains H = A_p as a subgroup of index 2 and g induces a non-identity automorphism of H (as g does not centralise K). Hence Y ∼= S_p. Also Y ∩ G contains H ∩G = C, and as g ∈ (Y ∩G)\H it follows that D := Y ∩G = (H ∩G).2 = C.2. Now C is self-centralising in Y ∼= S_p, so D = Y ∩G ∼= D_{2p}. For the transitive group Y on I with point stabiliser D, counting pairs (x, μ) such that x ∈ g^Y , μ ∈ I and μ^x = μ, we have |g^Y | · |fix_I (g)| = |I| · |g^Y ∩ D|. By Claim 1, |fix_I (g)| = (p − 3)!, and we have |g^Y ∩ D| = p and |I| = n =^1_2 (p − 1)!. It follows that |g^Y | =^{p!}_{2·(p−3)!} , and hence |C_Y (g)| = 2. · (p − 3)!. However no involution in S_p has a centraliser of this order. Thus g ∉ N_X (H) and the first assertion is proved. In the coset action of X on Ω, g maps the point α = H to β = Hg, and as g ∉ N_X (H) it follows that β ≠ α, and as |g| = 2 by Claim 1, the involution g interchanges α and β.

By Claims 1 and 2, Γ is an orbital graph for a nontrivial self-paired X-orbital, so Γ is X-arc-transitive (see Subsection 3.3). It also follows from Claim 2 that X_{αβ} = X_α ∩ X^g_α = H ∩ H^g = K since g normalises the maximal subgroup K of H. Thus g ∈ N_G(X_{αβ} ) by Claim 2, and also Γ has valency p = |X_α : X_{αβ} | and |X : X_α| = n!/p! vertices. Also G_{αβ} = G ∩ X_{αβ} = G ∩ K = C ∩ K = 1 and it follows that G acts arc-transitively (in fact arc-regularly) on Γ and X_α = G_αX_{αβ} . Thus to show that conditions (i)-(iii) of Proposition 2.1 hold, it remains to prove that Y := ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X (this property is equivalent to proving that Γ is connected). We now assume to the contrary that Y := ⟨X_α, g⟩ ≠ X and prove in several steps that this leads to a contradiction.

Claim 3: Y := ⟨X_α, g⟩ is primitive on the set I.

Proof of Claim 3. Suppose to the contrary that B is a nontrivial block system for Y^I . Since g fixes the point ν = C ∈ I, g fixes setwise the block B ∈ B containing ν. As H is transitive on I with point-stabilizer C, we have C < H_B < H. Since p ∈ Π, the only insoluble transitive groups of degree p are A_p and S_p, and hence C ◁ H_B, and so H_B = C · ⟨z⟩ ≤ AGL_1(p), where z is an element of order r dividing p − 1. We may take z to lie in K = H_ν ∼= A_{p−1}, and so K_B = ⟨z⟩. Since g fixes B setwise and normalises K (by Claim 2), it follows that g normalises K_B = ⟨z⟩. However by definition g induces the automorphism g_0 of K which is conjugation by a transposition in S_{p−1} (see Construction 4.3(iii)), and so ⟨K, g⟩ ∼= S_{p−1}. Now ⟨z⟩ ≤ AGL_1(p) acts semiregularly on the set {1, . . . , p − 1} and is therefore normalised by g if and only if r = |z| = 2. However this means that the permutation z induces on {1, . . . , p−1} is a product of (p−1)/2 cycles of length 2, and as p ∈ Π, (p − 1)/2 is odd, so z ∉ A_{p−1}, which is a contradiction, proving Claim 3.

Since Y = ⟨H, x⟩ < X = A_n, we have Y ≤ M < X for some maximal subgroup M of X, and by Claim 3, M is primitive on I. We consider what O’Nan-Scott type of primitive group M can be. Recall that |I| = n = (p − 1)!/2. Using Bertrand’s Postulate, we see that n is not a prime, or a proper power of an integer. Hence M cannot be of affine type, of product type, of twisted wreath type, or of simple diagonal type of degree |T |^k with k ≥ 2, where T is a simple group. It follows that either

(i) M is of simple diagonal type of degree |T |, for a non-abelian simple group T , or (ii) M is almost simple.

In case (i), since A_{p−1} is the unique simple group of order n (see [23]), we have T = A_{p−1}. As M is of simple diagonal type, M ≤ T^2.(Out T × S_2). However M contains H = A_p, which is a contradiction. Hence (ii) holds, and M is almost simple. Now M < X = A_n, and M is primitive of degree n and contains a regular subgroup K = A_{p−1}. It follows by [33, Thm. 1.4 and Table 2] that there is a prime r such that p − 1 = r^2 − 2, but this implies that p = r^2 − 1, which is impossible. Thus we conclude that Y = ⟨H, τ⟩ = X, as required. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.4. □

5. Factorisations of A_n, S_n: Proof of Theorem 1.1

We now give the proof of Theorem 1.1. It relies on Lemma 5.1 which is proved below.

Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let X = A_n or S_n (n ≥ 5), and suppose that X = AB with A, B proper subgroups of X not containing soc(X), and with A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral. Let Ω = {1, . . . , n}, and let x, y, z, w, v be pairwise distinct points of Ω. As noted in the preamble to Theorem 1.1, apart from some exceptional cases with n ≤ 10, we can assume the following holds for some k:

A_{n−k} ⊴ A ≤ S_{n−k} × S_k, with B k-homogeneous on Ω, for some k ∈ {1, . . . , 5}. (5.1)

We shall now assume this, and leave the exceptional cases to the end of the proof.

(a) Suppose first that k = 1. If (X, A) = (S_n, S_{n−1}) or (A_n, A_{n−1}), then A = X_x for some x ∈ Ω, so X = AB if and only if B^Ω is transitive, and we have A∩B cyclic or dihedral as in case a.1(i) of Theorem 1.1. The only other possibility is (X, A) = (S_n, A_{n−1}). Here A is the stabiliser in A_n of some point x ∈ Ω and |X_x : A| = 2. Also X = AB implies that B^Ω contains an odd permutation, and that X = X_xB, whence B^Ω is transitive. Thus B_x = X_x ∩ B ≥ A ∩ B, and we have |B_x : A ∩ B| = |B : A ∩ B|/|B : B_x| = |AB : A|/|B : A ∩ B| = 2n/n = 2. This implies that A_n = A(B ∩ A_n) so B ∩ A_n is transitive on Ω. Thus conclusion a.1(ii) of Theorem 1.1 holds since (B ∩ A_n)_x = A ∩ B.

(b) Now assume that k = 2. If A = (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ X or (S_{n−2} × 1) ∩ X, then X = AB implies that B^Ω is 2-homogeneous or 2-transitive, and hence that A ∩ B = B_{{x,y}} or B_{x,y}, respectively. Thus B is given by Lemma 5.1 and Table 10.2, and Line 1 or 2 of Table 10.1 holds. These are the only possibilities if X = A_n, so we may assume that X = S_n, and that A is one of (i) A = (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ A_n, or (ii) A = A_{n−2} × 1, or (iii) A = A_{n−2} × S_2. Consider first cases (i) and (ii). Here A < A_n, and A is the stabiliser in A_n of on unordered pair {x, y} or an ordered pair (x, y) from Ω, respectively. The condition X = AB implies

Table 5.1. B and B_{xyz} with k = 3 and soc(B) ≠ PSL_2(q)

B M_{11} M_{11} M_n 2^4.A_7 AGL_d(2) AGL_1(8) or AΓL_1(32) n = 11 n = 12 n = 12, 22, 23, 24 AΓL_1(8) B_{xyz} Q_8 S_3 ≥ Q_8 or ≥ 2^4 A_4 ≥ 2^{d−1} 1 or C_3 1

Table 5.2. B, B_{xyzw} and B_{{x,y,z,w}} with k = 4

B M_{11} M_n PGL_2(8) PΓL_2(8) PΓL_2(32) n = 11 n = 12, 23, 24 B_{xyzw} 1 not cyclic/dihedral 1 1 1 B_{{x,y,z,w}} S_4 – V_4 A_4 V_4 that A_n = A(B ∩ A_n), and hence B ∩ A_n is 2-homogeneous or 2-transitive on Ω, and so B ∩ A_n is given by Lemma 5.1 and Table 10.2, and Line 3 or 4 of Table 10.1 holds. This leaves case (iii). Here A ∩ A_n = A_{n−2} × 1 and A ≰ A_n. If B ≤ A_n then X = AB implies that A_n = (A ∩ A_n)B = (A_{n−2} × 1)B, and we have just shown that this yields that (B ∩ A_n)^Ω = B^Ω is 2-transitive with A ∩ B = (B ∩ A_n)_{xy} as in Table 10.2. On the other hand, if B ≰ A_n, then we first note that (A ∩ A_n) ∩ (B ∩ A_n) = (A ∩ B) ∩ A_n has index at most 2 in A ∩ B. Hence |A ∩ A_n| · |B ∩ A_n| |(A ∩ A_n) ∩ (B ∩ A_n)| = (|A|/2) · (|B|/2) |A ∩ B ∩ A_n| ≥ |A| · |B| 2|A ∩ B| = |AB| 2 = |X| 2 = |A_n| and we deduce that A_n = (A ∩ A_n)(B ∩ A_n) so again (B ∩ A_n)^Ω is 2-transitive with A ∩ B ∩ A_n = (B ∩ A_n)_{xy} as in Table 10.2. Thus Line 5 of Table 10.1 holds.

(c) Next assume that k ≥ 3. Now X = AB implies that X = ((S_{n−k} × S_k) ∩ X)B, so B^Ω is k-homogeneous. By [7, Theorem 9.4(B)], k ≤ 5 and either B^Ω is k-transitive or B^Ω satisfies [7, Theorem 9.4(B)(ii)–(iv)]. We treat the various values of k separately.

Suppose first that k = 3, so by [7, Theorem 9.4(B)] either B^Ω is 3-transitive, or n = q+1, where q = p^f with p prime, and PSL_2(q) ⊴ B ≤ ^B := PΓL_2(q). In the latter case ^B_{xyz} = C_f , and we have examples for all groups B, as in Line 1 of k = 3 in Table 10.1. Note that there are some extra restrictions on A, B in this case – details are given in Remark 5.2(a). For the remaining cases, B is 3-transitive with socle not PSL_2(q), and B together with the stabiliser B_{xyz} satisfies one of the columns of Table 5.1. Since A ∩ B ≥ B_{xyz} and A ∩ B is cyclic or dihedral, it follows that B is one of M_{11} of degree 12, AGL_3(2), AGL_1(8), AΓL_1(8), or AΓL_1(32). Each of these yields examples in Table 10.1.

Suppose next that k = 4, so by [7, Theorem 9.4(B)] either B^Ω is 4-transitive, or B is PGL_2(8), PΓL_2(8) or PΓL_2(32). Thus B and its stabiliser subgroups B_{xyzw} and B_{{x,y,z,w}} satisfy one of the columns of Table 5.2. Since A ∩ B ≥ B_{xyzw} and A ∩ B is cyclic or dihedral, it follows that B is one of M_{11}, PGL_2(8), PΓL_2(8), or PΓL_2(32). Each of these yields examples as in Table 10.1. More details for the case PΓL_2(8) are given in Remark 5.2(b).

Finally we consider k = 5 where, by [7, Theorem 9.4(B)], B = M_{12} or M_{24}. In the latter case B_{xyzwv} = [48] is not cyclic or dihedral so yields no examples. Thus B = M_{12} and B_{xyzwv} = 1 with B_{{x,y,z,w,v}} = S_5, and we obtain the examples in Table 10.1.

(d) It remains to handle the case where (5.1) does not hold. These are exceptional factorisations with n ≤ 10, and we compute with Magma that conclusion (b) of Theorem 1.1 holds.

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that B ≤ Sym(Ω) with n = |Ω|, that B is 2-homogeneous and B ≱ A_n, and for distinct points x, y ∈ Ω, that B_{{x,y}} or B_{xy} is cyclic or dihedral. Then one of the Lines of Table 10.2 holds; in the table, apart from Line 6, there is a 2-homogeneous subgroup B^∘ ◁ B as in column 2 of the table. Moreover column 5 of Table 10.2 contains a ✓ if and only if some B (with the given B^∘) contains an odd permutation.

Proof. Suppose first that B is an almost simple 2-homogeneous group on Ω with soc(B) ≠ A_n. By [7, Theorem 9.4B], B is 2-transitive, and in all cases B ∩ A_n is 2-transitive. First we show that the examples of 2-transitive groups with B_{{x,y}} or B_{xy} cyclic or dihedral are precisely those in Table 10.2 with B^∘ simple. If B is a Lie type group of rank 1, with socle B^∘ =^2B_2(q),^2G_2(q), PSU_3(q) or PSL_2(q), then we obtain the examples in Table 10.2 Lines 1–4. If B has socle PSL_d(q) with n = (q^d − 1)/(q − 1) and d ≥ 3, then the only example with the cyclic/dihedral property is B = PSL_3(2) ∼= PSL_2(7) with B_{{x,y}} = D_8 and B_{xy} = 2^2 as in Table 10.2 Line 7. If B = Sp_{2d}(2) acting on the set of quadratic forms on F^{2d}_2 of type ε = ±, then B_{xy} involves Sp_{2d−2}(2) so the cyclic/dihedral property implies that d = 2, and as B ≱ A_n we have n = 10 and soc(B) ∼= PSL_2(9) as in Table 10.2 Line 4. The remaining almost simple 2-transitive groups do not lie in an infinite family and are: M_n with n ∈ {11, 12, 22, 23, 24}, M_{11} with n = 12, A_7 with n = 15, PSL_2(11) with n = 11, HS with n = 176, and Co_3 with n = 276. It is straightforward to check each of these actions and the only example is B = PSL_2(11) with B_{{x,y}} = D_{12} and B_{xy} = S_3 as in Table 10.2 Line 8.

We now determine the entries ✓ or × in column 5 of Table 10.2 for these groups. Observe that, in all cases B_{{x,y}} = D_{2r} for some r. We make the following observation about existence of odd permutations in B (still under the assumption that B is almost simple).

Claim: The following are equivalent:

(i) B contains an odd permutation; (ii) B_{xy} contains an odd permutation;

(iii) B_{{x,y}} = D_{2r} with r even, and B_{{x,y}} contains an odd permutation of order 2.

Proof of Claim. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) holds since B ∩ A_n is 2-transitive on Ω. Obviously (iii) implies (i), so to complete the proof we show that (ii) implies (iii). So assume that B_{xy} contains an odd permutation. We have B_{{x,y}} = ⟨g⟩.⟨h⟩ = C_r.2 = D_{2r} for some r. If r were odd then B_{xy} would be the unique index 2 subgroup B_{xy} = ⟨g⟩ of odd order r, which implies that B_{xy} < A_n, a contradiction. Thus r is even. If B_{xy} ∼= D_r then without loss of generality B_{xy} = ⟨g^2, h⟩, and since g^2 ∈ A_n any odd permutation in B_{xy} is an involution. Thus we may assume that B_{xy} = ⟨g⟩, so B_{xy} ∩ A_n = ⟨g^2⟩ and without loss of generality B_{{x,y}} ∩ A_n = ⟨g^2, h⟩ ∼= D_r (since ⟨g⟩ contains odd permutations). In this final case the involution gh ∈ B_{{x,y}} \ A_n, proving the Claim.

We now verify the entries in column 5 of Table 10.2 for these groups. For B^∘ =^2B_2(q) or^2G_2(q), |B : B^∘| is odd and hence B ≤ A_n. If B^∘ = PSU_3(q), then PGU_3(q) ≤ A_n and an involutory odd permutation σ in B_{{x,y}} would be a field automorphism; however σ fixes q + 1 points of Ω and so has (q^3 − q)/2 = q(q^2 − 1)/2 cycles of length 2, which is even. Hence B ≤ A_n. Next consider B^∘ = PSL_2(q). If q is odd, then PGL_2(q)_{xy} contains a (q − 1)-cycle which is odd, hence the ✓ in Table 10.2. Now assume q is even, and suppose t ∈ B is an odd involution. Since PGL_2(q) ≤ A_{q+1}, t is a field automorphism, so t fixes q_0 + 1 points and has (q − q_0)/2 = q_0(q_0 − 1)/2 cycles of length 2. But this implies that t is even (noting that q_0 ≠ 2 since B ≱ A_n), a contradiction. Finally, in Lines 7 and 8 of Table 10.2, we have B = B^∘ ≤ A_n. Thus the lemma is proved in the case where B^∘ is almost simple.

Assume now that B is an affine 2-homogeneous group. By [7, Theorem 9.4B] either B is 2-transitive or ASL_1(q) ≤ B ≤ AΓL_1(q). In both cases we have n = q^d ≥ 5 and B_x ≤ ΓL_d(q).

If d = 1 then B ≤ AΓL_1(q) and we have the examples in Line 6 of Table 10.2. If q is odd, a Singer cycle in GL_1(q) acts as a (q − 1)-cycle, hence is an odd permutation. And if q = 2^m, then AΓL_1(q) ≤ AGL_m(2), which is contained in Alt(2^m) provided m > 2 (which is the case, as n = q > 4). This justifies the entry in column 5 of Table 10.2 for this case.

Suppose next that d ≥ 3 (and B_x ≤ ΓL_d(q)). Then by [31, Appendix], one of the following holds:

(i) B_x ⊵ SL_d(q), Sp_d(q) or G_2(q) (d = 6); (ii) n = 3^4 and R := 2^{1+4} ⊴ B_x; (iii) n = 3^6 and SL_2(13) ⊴ B_x; (iv) n = 2^4 and B_x = A_6 or A_7.

Since B_{x,y} is cyclic or dihedral, the only possibilities to give examples are (ii) and (iii), and these are recorded in Table 10.2.

Assume finally that d = 2. In this case the only infinite family has B^∘ = ASL_2(p) with B^∘_{x,y} = Z_p, B^∘_{{x,y}} = D_{2p}. Further, if we take B to be generated by B^∘ together with the matrix t := diag(1, −1), then B_{xy} ∼= D_{2p}, B_{{x,y}} ∼= D_{4p}, and t induces an odd permutation of F^2_p if and only if p ≡ 3 mod 4, as claimed in Table 10.2. In the remaining cases, p^d is 5^2, . . . , 59^2, and we compute with Magma a minimal example B^∘ as in Table 10.2, together with a computation deciding whether there is a larger example B containing an odd permutation. □

Remark 5.2. (a) There are additional restrictions in some cases on the groups A, B in Theorem 1.1. The first of these is in case (a.2) with k = 3 and soc(B) = PSL_2(q) (with n = q +1 where q = p^f with p prime and f ≥ 1). Here B ≤ ^B := PΓL_2(q), and ^B_{xyz} = C_f , so we have examples with A = (S_{n−3} × 1) ∩ X for all B satisfying PSL_2(q) ⊴ B ≤ ^B, with A ∩ B cyclic of order dividing f. Since ^B_{{x,y,z}} = S_3 × C_f , we also obtain dihedral intersections when A = (S_{n−3} × S_3) ∩ X, namely A ∩ B = D_6 if B = PGL_2(q), and we can also get A ∩ B = D_{12} if f is even. The largest cyclic groups A ∩ B arising are C_{3f} if gcd(f, 3) = 1 and C_{2f} if gcd(f, 2) = 1. Note that B ≠ soc(B) if q ≡ 1 (mod 4) since B^Ω must be 3-homogeneous.

(b) In case (a.2) with k = 4 and B = PΓL_2(8), we have B ≤ A_9 and B_{{x,y,z,w}} = A_4. Thus (S_5 ×S_4)∩B = A_4, and to obtain examples with a cyclic or dihedral intersection, we take A = (S_5 × S) ∩ X for certain proper subgroups S < S_4 such that S_4 = SA_4. The possibilities are (S, A ∩ B) = (S_3, C_3), (D_8, 2^2), (C_4, C_2), (⟨(x, y)(z, w)⟩, C_2 ) and (⟨(x, y)⟩, 1).

(c) In case (a.1)(i) we can demonstrate the existence of examples as follows: if X = S_n we may take B = ⟨(1, 2, . . . , n)⟩; and if X = A_n, then we may take B = Z_n if n is odd; while if n = 2^am with a ≥ 2 and m odd, then we may take Ω = F^a_2 × Z_m and B = B_0 × Z_m with B_0 the group of translations of F^a_2 . If n = 2m with m ≥ 3 odd, then we take Ω = {1, 1^′, . . . , m, m^′} and B = ⟨g, h⟩ with g = (1, 2, . . . , m)(1^′, 2^′, . . . , m^′), and if m ≡ 3 (mod 4) then h = (m, m^′) ∏_{(m−1)/2} i=1 (2i − 1, (2i − 1)^′ , 2i, (2i)^′), while if m ≡ 1 (mod 4) then h = (m, m^′)(1, 1^′)(2, 2^′) ∏_{(m−1)/2} i=2 (2i − 1, (2i − 1)^′, 2i, (2i)^′); note that B ≤ X = A_n, B is transitive, and B ∩ A_{n−1} ∼= C_2.

(d) In case (a.1)(ii) with n ≢ 1 (mod 4), there exist examples, as follows. Here X = S_n and A = A_{n−1}, and we take B = ⟨g, h⟩ = D_{2n}, where g = (1, 2, . . . , n) and h = ∏_{n/2} i=1(i, n− i + 1) if n is even, or h = ∏_{(n−1)/2} i=1 (i, n − i) if n ≡ 3 (mod 4). Then B ∩ A_n = ⟨g^2, h⟩, ⟨g^2, gh⟩ or ⟨g⟩, B ∩ A_n is transitive and (B ∩ A_n)_x = 1.

However, in case (a.1)(ii) there are values of n ≡ 1 (mod 4), for which examples do not exist. To see this, take n = p ≡ 1 (mod 4), chosen such that the only insoluble transitive permutation groups of degree p are A_p and S_p. If B is a transitive subgroup of S_p and B ≠ A_p, S_p, then B ≤ AGL_1(p), and since AGL_1(p) ≤ A_p when p ≡ 1 (mod 4), it follows that B contains no odd permutation – hence cannot satisfy (a.2)(ii) of Theorem 1.1.

6. Factorisations of groups of Lie type: Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we prove Theorem 1.2. Let X be an almost simple group with socle X_0, a simple group of Lie type, and suppose that X = AB with A, B core-free and A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral. We aim to show that X, A, B, and A ∩ B are as in Tables 10.3 and 10.4 − 10.7.

We begin with the case where X_0 is an exceptional group of Lie type. In this case the factorisations of X are completely determined in [13], where the intersections A ∩ B can also be found, and the only cases where this intersection is cyclic or dihedral are those occuring for X_0 = G_2(q) on the last two lines of Table 10.3.

From now on, we assume that X_0 is a classical group that is not isomorphic to an alternating group. We make extensive use of the results on factorisations of classical groups in [29, 30, 28]. These papers divide the consideration of factorisations X = AB into various sub-cases: first, where one factor has two or more non-abelian composition factors; second, where both factors have a unique non-abelian composition factor; and third, where one (or both) factor is soluble. We shall divide our proof into these sub-cases as well.

6.1. Case where A or B has two or more non-abelian composition factors. As above, assume that X = AB with A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral, and soc(X) = X_0 a classical group. In the case where one of the factors A, B has two or more non-abelian composition factors, the factorisations X = AB are given by [29]. We record the result in the next lemma, also listing a subgroup K of A ∩ B.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that X = AB and that A has two or more non-abelian composition factors. Then X_0, A, B are as in Table 6.1, along with a subgroup K of A ∩ B.

Proposition 6.2. Theorem 1.2 holds if A has two or more non-abelian composition factors.

Proof. From Table 6.1, we see that the only cases where K can be cyclic or dihedral are

(i) Case 1 with a = 1, (ii) Case 6, (iii) Case 12 with l = 1, (iv) Case 13 with l = 1.

Consider (i): X_0 = Sp_{4l}(q), A ▷ Sp_2(q^l) × Sp_2(q^l), B ▷ Ω^−_{4l}(q). If B contains O^−_{4l}(q), then A ∩ B ≥ O^+_2 (q^l) × O^−_2 (q^l), which is not cyclic or dihedral. Hence B ∩ X_0 = Ω^−_{4l}(q). When l is even, we have O^+_2 (q^l) ≤ Ω^+_{2l}(q) by [25, 4.3.14], so that A ∩ B ≥ O^+_2 (q^l) × Ω^−_2 (q^l), which is not cyclic or dihedral. Therefore l is odd. At this point we have the example in Table 10.3: l odd, A = Sp_2(q^l) ≀ S_2, B = Ω^−_{4l}(q) with A ∩ B = (Ω^+_2 (q^l) × Ω^−_2 (q^l)).2 ∼= D_{2(q}2l_{−1)}.

Now consider (ii). By [32, p.96-97], there is a factorisation Sp_4(q) = AB with A = O^+_4 (q), B =^2B_2(q) and A ∩ B = D_{2(q−1)}. This is an example in Table 10.3. Finally, this D_{2(q−1)} is contained in Ω^+_4 (q), so there is no such factorisation Ω^+_4 (q)^2B_2(q).

In case (iii), we have A ▷ Ω^+_4 (4) and B = N_1, and A ∩ B contains N_1(A) = Ω_3(4), which is not cyclic or dihedral. Similarly, case (iv) does not occur. □

Table 6.1. Factorisations X = AB with X classical and A having two nonabelian cf’s

no. X_0 A ▷ B ▷ K 1 Sp_{4l}(q), q = 2^f (Sp_{2a}(q^b))^2, ab = l Ω^−_{4l}(q) Ω^−_{2a}(q^b) × Ω^+_{2a}(q^b) 2 Sp_{12l}(q), q = 2^f (G_2(q^l))^2 Ω^−_{12l}(q) SU_3(q^l) × SL_3(q^l) 3 Sp_{4l}(4), l ≥ 2 Sp_2(4) × Sp_{4l−2}(4) Sp_{2l}(16) Sp_2(4) × Sp_{2l−2}(16) 4 Sp_2(4) ⊗ Sp_{2l}(4) Ω^−_{4l}(4) Sp_{2l−2}(4) 5 Sp_{8l}(2), l ≥ 2 Sp_2(4) ⊗ Sp_{2l}(4) Ω^−_{8l}(2) Sp_{2l−2}(4) 6 Sp_4(q), q = 2^f Ω^+_4 (q)^2B_2(q) q − 1 7 Sp_6(q), q = 2^f ≥ 4 U × Sp_4(q) (U ≤ Sp_2(q)) G_2(q) SL_2(q) 8 Sp_{12}(4) Sp_2(4) × Sp_{10}(4) G_2(16) SL_2(16) 9 Sp_2(4) × G_2(4) Ω^−_{12}(4) SL_2(4) 10 Sp_{24}(2) Sp_2(4) × G_2(4) Ω^−_{24}(2) SL_2(4) 11 P Ω^+_{4l}(q), l ≥ 2, q ≥ 4 U × PSp_{2l}(q) (U ≤ PSp_2(q)) Ω_{4l−1}(q) Sp_{2l−2}(q) 12 Ω^+_{8l}(2) Sp_2(4) × Sp_{2l}(4) Sp_{8l−2}(2) Sp_{2l−2}(4) 13 Ω^+_{8l}(4) Sp_2(4^c) × Sp_{2l}(16) (c ≤ 2) Sp_{8l−2}(4) Sp_{2l−2}(16) 14 Ω_{12}(q), q = 2^f ≥ 4 U × G_2(q), (U ≤ Sp_2(q)) Sp_{10}(q) SL_2(q) 15 Ω^+_{24}(2) Sp_2(4) × G_2(4) Sp_{22}(2) SL_2(4) 16 Ω^+_{24}(4) Sp_2(4^c) × G_2(16) (c ≤ 2) Sp_{22}(4) SL_2(16)

6.2. Case where both A and B have exactly one non-abelian composition factor. In this section we consider factorisations X = AB of classical groups satisfying the hypothesis:

Both A and B have exactly one non-abelian composition factor. (6.1)

Such factorisations are classified in [28]. We use this to prove Theorem 1.2 in this case, family by family.

Proposition 6.3. Theorem 1.2 holds for X_0 = PSL_n(q) under hypothesis (6.1).

Proof. By our initial assumption we exclude X_0 = SL_4(2) ∼= A_8 from consideration.

For X_0 = PSL_n(q), the factorisations under hypothesis (6.1) are given in [28, Table 3.1], where a subgroup of A ∩ B is also exhibited. The only cases where this subgroup is cyclic or dihedral are listed in Table 6.2, where the first column lists the case number in [28, Table 3.1]. In the table we list the minimal examples (X, A, B), as given in [28]. All of these are in Table 10.4 in the conclusion of Theorem 1.2. □

Table 6.2. X_0 = PSL_n(q): Possible A, B, both with one non-abelian cf

no. in [28, Tb.3.1] X A B A ∩ B 5 PSL_4(4).2 PSL_2(16).4 SL_3(4).2 1 6 PSL_6(2) G_2(2) SL_5(2) D_6 11 PSL_4(3) S_5, 4.A_5 3^3. SL_3(3) 3, D_6 12 PSL_6(3) PSL_2(13) 3^5. SL_5(3) 3 14 PSL_3(4).2 M_{10} SL_3(2).2 D_6

Proposition 6.4. Theorem 1.2 holds for X_0 = PSU_n(q) (n ≥ 3) under hypothesis (6.1).

Proof. As in the previous proof, we refer to [28, Tables 4.1,4.2], where the factorisations under (6.1) are listed, together with the intersections of the factors. The only cases where A ∩ B could possibly be cyclic or dihedral are listed in Table 6.3, where the first column refers to the case numbers in [28, Tables 4.1,4.2]. (Note that case 6 of [28, Table 4.1] gives the factorisation SU_6(2) = G_2(2) SU_5(2) with intersection SL_2(2) ∼= D_6, but this descends to a factorisation of PSU_6(2) with an intersection of order 18 that is not dihedral, hence is not included in Table 6.3.)

All the possibilities in Table 6.3, except that in the first row, appear in Table 10.5 in the conclusion of Theorem 1.2. So it remains to rule out the first row of Table 6.3. In this case we see from [28, Lemma 4.6] that c ≥ 4b, and hence A ∩ B contains a group C of order q^{2b+1}. This subgroup C lies in A = q^c. SL_2(q^{2b}), where the normal subgroup q^c is elementary abelian, and hence C has exponent at most p^2. So C cannot be cyclic or dihedral unless b = 1 and q = 2. But then B = SU_3(2) is soluble, a contradiction. □

Table 6.3. X_0 = PSU_n(q): Possible A, B, both with one non-abelian cf

no. in [28, Tb.4.1] X A B A ∩ B 1 (a = 2) PSU_{4b}(q) q^c. SL_2(q^{2b}) SU_{4b−1}(q) [q^{c−2b+1}] 5 PSU_4(4).4 PSL_2(16).4 SU_3(4).4 1 4 (Tb.4.2) PSU_4(3).[4] 3^4.A_6.[4] PSL_2(7).[4] D_6

Proposition 6.5. Theorem 1.2 holds under hypothesis (6.1) for X_0 = Ω_{2m+1}(q) (m ≥ 3, q odd) or P Ω^−_{2m}(q) (m ≥ 4).

Proof. Here we refer to [28, Tables 5.1, 6.1]. The only cases where A ∩ B can be cyclic or dihedral occur with X_0 = Ω_{2m+1}(q), and are listed in Table 6.4. The first three rows are in Table 10.3, and the last row is in Table 10.6. □

Table 6.4. X_0 = Ω_{2m+1}(q): Possible A, B, both with one non-abelian cf

no. in [28, Tb.5.1] X A B A ∩ B 2 Ω_7(q) (q = 3^f ) SL_3(q) Ω^−_6 (q) q^2 − 1 3 Ω_7(q) (q = 3^f ) SU_3(q) Ω^+_6 (q) q^2 − 1 3 Ω_7(q) (q = 3^{2f+1})^2G_2(q) Ω^+_6 (q) q − 1 8 Ω_7(3) 3^3. SL_3(3) A_9 D_6

Proposition 6.6. Theorem 1.2 holds under hypothesis (6.1) for X_0 = P Ω^+_{2m}(q) (m ≥ 4).

Proof. In this case, for convenience we handle the case X_0 = Ω^+_8 (2) using Magma, and exclude it from now on. Now we use [28, Tables 7.1,7.2], and argue from these that the minimal examples (X, A, B) with A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral are those given in Table 6.5. These are all in Table 10.6, so this will complete the proof of the proposition.

First consider [28, Table 7.1]. The fact that A ∩ B is cyclic or dihedral, together with the exclusion of X_0 = Ω^+_8 (2) implies that only rows 1,2,3,5,7 and 23 of Table 7.1 can occur. We handle these one by one.

In row 1 of [28, Table 7.1], we have X_0 = P Ω^+_{2ab}(q) and A ∩ B = [q^{c−b+1}]. SL_{a−1}(q^b) or [q^{c−b+1}]. Sp_{a−2}(q^b), where a ≥ 2 and c is given by [28, Prop. 7.26]. The latter proposition also gives that either c ≥ a^2b or b = 1. In the former case c ≥ 4b and A ∩ B contains

[q^{3b+1}], which cannot be cyclic or dihedral. And if b = 1, then a ≥ 4 and the cyclic or dihedral condition implies that a = 4, q = 2, hence X_0 = Ω^+_8 (2) , which we have excluded.

Row 2 of [28, Table 7.1] is handled in entirely similar fashion: again, the only possibility is that X_0 = Ω^+_8 (2) , which we have excluded.

Now consider row 3 of [28, Table 7.1]. Here X = Ω^+_{2ab}(4).2 and A∩B = [4^{c−b+2}]. SL_{a−1}(4^b) or [4^{c−b+2}]. Sp_{a−2}(4^b), where a ≥ 2 and b is even. Moreover, [28, Prop. 7.27] implies that either c ≥ a^2b or b = 2. In the former case, A ∩ B contains [4^{3b+2}], which cannot be cyclic or dihedral. Hence b = 2, and we must have a = 2 and c ≤ 1. This gives the possibility in row 1 of Table 6.5.

Rows 5,7 and 23 of [28, Table 7.1] lead to rows 4,2 and 3 of Table 6.5, respectively. Finally, the only possibility in [28, Table 7.2] with A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral is in row 9 of that table, which is included in row 1 of Table 6.5. □

Table 6.5. X_0 = P Ω^+_{2m}(q): Possible A, B, both with one non-abelian cf

X A B A ∩ B Ω^+_8 (4).2 2^{2c}. SL_2(16).4 (c ≤ 1) Sp_6(4).2 2^{2c} SL_2(16).8 Sp_6(4.2 2 Ω^−_8 (2).2 Ω^−_6 (4).4 D_{12} Ω^+_{12}(2) G_2(2) Sp_{10}(2) D_6

Proposition 6.7. Theorem 1.2 holds under hypothesis (6.1) for X_0 = PSp_{2m}(q) (m ≥ 2).

Proof. For convenience we handle the cases X_0 = Sp_4(2), Sp_6(2), Sp_8(2) using Magma, and exclude these from now on. Now we use [28, Tables 8.1,8.2], and argue from these that the minimal examples (X, A, B) with A∩B cyclic or dihedral are those given in Table 6.6.

First consider [28, Table 8.1]. The fact that A ∩ B is cyclic or dihedral, together with the exclusions of X_0 = Sp_{2m}(2) for m = 2, 3, 4, implies that only rows 1-3, 7-14, 17 and 20 of Table 8.1 can occur. We handle these one by one.

In row 1 of [28, Table 8.1], we have X_0 = PSp_{2ab}(q), A = PSp_{2a}(q^b) and A ∩ B = [q^d]. Sp_{2a−2}(q^b), where d = (2a − 1)b (see [28, 8.14]). The subgroup [q^d] of A ∩ B has exponent p, so we must have q = 2 and d = 2. But this forces a = 1, b = 2 and X_0 = Sp_4(2), which is not the case.

Row 2 of [28, Table 8.1] has X_0 = Sp_{2ab}(q) (q = 2^f ), A = Sp_{2a}(q^b), B = Ω^+_{2ab}(q).(2, b) and A ∩ B = Ω^+_{2a}(q^b).(2, b). The cyclic/dihedral condition forces a = 1, and this case is included in Table 6.6.

Row 3 of [28, Table 8.1] coincides with row 4 of our Table 6.6.

Now consider rows 7 and 8 of [28, Table 8.1]. Here X_0 = Sp_{4b}(q) with q even, A = q^c. Sp_2(q^b).r (r = 1 or b_2), and A ∩ B contains a subgroup [q^{c−b}], where c ≥ 3b (see [28, 8.47,8.48]). Moreover, this subgroup [q^{c−b}] has exponent at most 4. The cyclic/dihedral condition then forces b = 1, q = 2, so X_0 = Sp_4(2), a contradiction.

In rows 9 and 10 of [28, Table 8.1], we have X_0 = Sp_{4b}(2) and A∩B contains a subgroup [2^{c−b+1}] of exponent at most 4, where c ≥ 2b (see [28, 8.49,8.50]). Hence the cyclic/dihedral condition forces b ≤ 2, which is not the case. Row 11 is similar: here X_0 = Sp_{4b}(4) with b even, and A ∩ B contains a subgroup [4^{c−b+1}] of exponent at most 4, where c ≥ 2b. Hence A ∩ B cannot be cyclic or dihedral.

In row 12 of [28, Table 8.1], we have X_0 = Sp_{2ab}(q) (q, b even), A = Sp_{2a}(q^b).b_2, B = Ω^−_{2ab}(q) and A ∩ B = O^−_{2a}(q^b).(b_2/2). Hence a = 1 and b_2 = 2, which is row 3 of Table 6.6. Similarly, row 14 of [28, Table 8.1] leads to row 1 or 2 of Table 6.6.

Row 13 of [28, Table 8.1] is row 5 of Table 6.6.

Finally, consider row 17 of [28, Table 8.1]. Here X_0 = Γ Sp_{2m}(4) = Sp_{2m}(4).2, and the cyclic/dihedral condition on A ∩ B forces m = 2 and one of the possibilities in rows 7,8 of Table 6.6 to occur. Row 20 of [28, Table 8.1] leads to the same examples in Table 6.6, where a graph automorphism of X_0 is applied to both factors A, B.

This completes the analysis of the entries of [28, Table 8.1].

Now we consider [28, Table 8.2]. In this table, the possibilities for X, A, B and A ∩ B are listed explicitly, and we can read off that the only cases with A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral are those in Table 6.6 with X_0 = PSp_4(p), Sp_4(4), PSp_6(3), Sp_6(4) or Sp_{12}(2).

Note finally that the first five rows of Table 6.6 are included in Table 10.3, and the rest are in Table 10.7. □

Table 6.6. X_0 = PSp_{2m}(q): Possible A, B, both with one non-abelian cf

X A B A ∩ B Sp_{2b}(q), q = 2^f Sp_2(q^b) O^ϵ_{2b}(q) D_{2(q}b_{−ϵ)} Ω^ϵ_{2b}(q) (b odd) q^b − ϵ Sp_2(q^b).2 (b_2 = 2) Ω^−_{2b}(q) D_{2(q}b_{+1)} Sp_{4b}(q), q = 2^f , bf odd^2B_2(q^b) O^+_{4b}(q) D_{2(q}b_{−1)} Sp_{8b}(q), q = 2^f , bf odd Sp_4(q^b).2 Ω^−_{8b}(q) D_{2(q}b_{−1)} PSp_4(p), p = 11, 29, 59 PSp_2(p^2) p^{1+2}.2A_5 p Sp_4(4).2 A_5.a (a = 2, 4) O^−_4 (4).2 a/2 A_6.a (a = 2, 4) O^−_4 (4).2 D_{3a} PSp_6(3) PSL_2(13) P_1 3 3^{1+4}.2^{1+4}.A_5 PSL_2(27).3 3 Sp_6(4).2 PSU_3(3).2 O^−_6 (4).2 D_6 SL_2(16).4 G_2(4).2 1 Sp_{12}(2) PSU_3(3).2 O^−_{12}(2) D_6

6.3. Case where A or B is soluble. In this section we consider factorisations X = AB of classical groups, where one or both of the factors A, B is soluble. Our starting point is [30, Thm. 1.1], which states that for such a factorisation, one of the following holds:

(I) we have A ∩ X_0 ≤ H and B ∩ X_0 ▷ K, where (X_0, H, K) are listed in [30, Table 1.1], and reproduced in Table 6.7 below;

(II) (X, A, B) is one of 28 exceptional cases listed in [30, Table 1.2]; (III) both A and B are soluble, and (X, A, B) is given by [30, Prop. 4.1] (one infinite family with X_0 = PSL_2(q) and 11 exceptional cases).

In Table 6.7 we use the standard notation P_i for the parabolic subgroup obtained by deleting node i of the Dynkin diagram.

We shall first deal with cases (II) and (III), and then handle each of the nine families under (I).

Proposition 6.8. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X, A, B) as in (II).

Table 6.7. Factorisations X = AB with A soluble

Case X_0 H K Conditions 1 PSL_n(q)^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .n q^{n−1}. SL_{n−1}(q) d = (n, q − 1) 2 PSL_4(q) q^3.^{q3−1}_d .3 < P_1 or P_3 PSp_4(q) d = (4, q − 1) 3 PSp_{2m}(q) q^12^{m(m+1)}.(q^m − 1).m < P_m Ω^−_{2m}(q) m ≥ 2, q even 4 PSp_4(q) q^3.(q^2 − 1).2 < P_1 Sp_2(q^2) q even 5 PSp_4(q) q^{1+2}.^{q2−1}_2 .2 < P_1 PSp_2(q^2) q odd 6 PSU_{2m}(q) q^{m2} .^{q2m−1}_{(q+1)d} .m < P_m SU_{2m−1}(q) m ≥ 2, d = (2m, q + 1) 7 Ω_{2m+1}(q) [q^12^{m(m+1)}].^{qm−1}_2 .m < P_m Ω^−_{2m}(q) m ≥ 3, q odd 8 P Ω^+_{2m}(q) q^12^{m(m−1)}.^{qm−1}_d .m < P_{m−1}, P_m Ω_{2m−1}(q) m ≥ 5, d = (4, q^m − 1) 9 P Ω^+_8 (q) q^6.^{q4−1}_d .4 < P_1, P_3, P_4 Ω_7(q) d = (4, q^4 − 1)

Proof. In this case, (X, A, B) is as in [30, Table 1.2]: the factor A ∩ X_0 is contained in the soluble subgroup listed in the third column of the table, and the insoluble factor B ∩ X_0 is given in the fourth column. For all the 28 rows of the table, we compute using Magma the possibilities for (X, A, B) with A ∩ B cyclic or dihedral, and these can all be found in Tables 10.4-10.7 of Theorem 1.2. □ Proposition 6.9. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X, A, B) as in (III).

Proof. In this case both A and B are soluble, and (X, A, B) is given by [30, Prop. 4.1]: either (X, A, B) is as in [30, Table 4.1] (which is a subset of our Tables 10.4-10.7), or the following holds:

X_0 = PSL_2(q), A ∩ X_0 ≤ D_{2(q+1)/d} and [q] ◁ B ∩ X_0 ≤ [q].((q − 1)/d), (6.2) where d = (2, q − 1). But here (X, A, B) is as in line 1 of Table 10.3 in Theorem 1.2. □

It remains to deal with the possibilities under case (I), where A∩X_0 ≤ H and B∩X_0 ▷K, where (X_0, H, K) are as in Table 6.7.

Proposition 6.10. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 1 of Table 6.7.

Proof. In this case, X_0 = PSL_n(q), A ∩ X_0 ≤^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .n and B ∩ X_0 ▷ q^{n−1}. SL_{n−1}(q). Moreover we may assume we are not in case (III), so B is insoluble, and so in particular n ≥ 3 and (n, q) ≠ (3, 2), (3, 3). Thus (X, A, B) is as in line 1 of Table 10.3 in Theorem 1.2.

Note that, as claimed in Theorem 1.2, there is an example satisfying line 1 of Table 10.3, as follows:

X = PGL_n(q), A = P_1, B = q^n − 1 q − 1 .r, where r|n. In this case X = AB and A ∩ B is a cyclic group of order r. □ Proposition 6.11. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 2 of Table 6.7.

Proof. Here X_0 = PSL_4(q), A ∩ X_0 ≤ q^3.^{q3−1}_d .3 < P_i (i = 1 or 3), and B ▷ PSp_4(q). Also, by [4, Prop. 2.2], A has order divisible by q^3(q^3 − 1)/(2, q − 1), and contains the unipotent radical Q = [q^3] of P_i. Hence A ∩ B contains a subgroup of Q of order q, and so the cyclic/dihedral condition implies that either q = p or q = 4. The case q = 4 gives an example in Table 10.4.

Now assume that q = p. If p ≡ 1 mod 4, then B ∩ X_0 = P Sp_4(p) (see [25, 4.8.3]) and |A ∩ X_0| divides 3q^3(q^3 − 1)/4, so X_0 does not factorise as (A ∩ X_0)(B ∩ X_0). On the other hand, [4, Prop.2.2(ii)] gives a factorisation X = AB, where X = { X_0.2, if p ≡ 1 mod 4 X_0, otherwise and A = PSp^4(p).2, B = p

3.(p^3 − 1)/2,

and |A ∩ B| = p. Replacing B by B.3 gives another factorisation with A ∩ B = p × 3. These possibilities are in Table 10.3. □

Proposition 6.12. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 3 or 4 of Table 6.7.

Proof. Observe that line 4 of Table 6.7 is equivalent to line 3 with m = 2 and a graph automorphism of X_0 = Sp_4(q) applied to H and K, so we need only deal with line 3.

In this case, X_0 = PSp_{2m}(q) with m ≥ 2 and q even, A ∩ X_0 ≤ q^12^{m(m+1)}.(q^m − 1).m < P_m, and B ◁ Ω^−_{2m}(q).

We next justify the existence of the factorisations claimed in line 3 of Table 10.3. We start with the factorisation X_0 = HK, where

H = O^−_{2m}(q), K = Sp_2(q^m).m, H ∩ K = O^−_2 (q^m).m ∼= (q^m + 1).2m (6.3)

(see Table 6.6 above). Pick a subgroup K_1 = q^m.(q^m − 1).m < K, and observe that K = (H ∩ K) K_1 with intersection H ∩ K_1 = 2m, a cyclic group. Thus we have a factorisation

X_0 = AB, A = O^−_{2m}(q), B = K_1 = q^m.(q^m − 1).m, A ∩ B = C_{2m}. (6.4)

We can replace m by any of its divisors m^′ and get an example with intersection C_{2m}′ , as in line 3 of Table 10.3.

Now replace H by Ω^−_{2m}(q), and observe that we still have a factorisation X_0 = HK with K = Sp_2(q^m).m, where now H ∩ K = Ω^−_2 (q^m).m ∼= (q^m + 1).m (this follows from the proof of [25, 4.3.16], which shows that O^−_2 (q^m).m is not contained in Ω^−_{2m}(q)). Now if we choose K_1 as above, we have H ∩ K_1 = m, and so we have a factorisation

X_0 = AB, A = Ω^−_{2m}(q), B = K_1 = q^m.(q^m − 1).m, A ∩ B = C_m. (6.5)

Again we can replace m by any of its divisors m^′, provided (m^′)_2 = m_2, giving an example with intersection C_m′ , as in line 3 of Table 10.3. (We suspect that there is no such example in this case with (m^′)_2 < m_2, but have not proved this.)

It remains to prove that all factorisations corresponding to line 3 of Table 6.7 satisfy the conditions of Table 10.3. We have A ∩ X_0 ≤ Q.(q^m − 1).m < P_m, where Q is the unipotent radical of P_m and P_m = QL with L ∼= GL_m(q). Here Q is elementary abelian of order q^12^{m(m+1)}, and L acts on Q as GL_m(q) acts on S^2(V ), where V = F^m_q is the natural module. Let M be a cyclic subgroup GL_1(q^m) of L, and consider the action of M on Q. Write M = ⟨x⟩, and let V_m = V_m ⊗F_q, where F_q is an algebraic closure of F_q . Then x acts on V_m as diag(λ, λ^q, . . . , λ^{qm−1} ), where λ ∈ F_q and |λ| = q^m − 1. Hence x acts on S^2V_m as a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues λ^{2qi} and λ^{qi+qj} for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m. It follows that if m is odd then the F_q -composition factors of Q ↓ M all have dimension m, while if m is even then there is one composition factor of dimension m/2 (with eigenvalues λ^{qi+qi+ m2} for 1 ≤ i ≤ m/2), and the rest have dimension m.

We know that |A| is divisible by q^m(q^m − 1). Assume that the primitive prime divisors q_m and also q_{m/2} (if m is even) exist. These divide |A|, which therefore has F_q -composition factors on Q of dimensions m, m/2 as above. Hence A ∩ Q either has order q^{m/2} or q^m, or it has order ≥ q^{3m/2}. If |A ∩ Q| = q^m then A ∩ X_0 ≤ q^m.(q^m − 1).m, and (X, A, B) are as in Table 10.3, as required. If |A ∩ Q| = q^{m/2}, then we must have q^{m/2} dividing

|X/X_0|, hence dividing log_2 q, which is impossible. And if |A ∩ Q| ≥ q^{3m/2}, then we have |A ∩ B ∩ Q| ≥ q^{m/2}, and so the cyclic/dihedral condition forces (m, q) = (2, 4) or (4, 2); at this point we compute using Magma that this gives an example for X_0 = Sp_4(4) (line 3 of Table 10.7), but no example for X_0 = Sp_8(2).

Finally, if either q_m or q_{m/2} does not exist, then (m, q) = (6, 2) or (12, 2). But in these cases A contains a full Singer cycle 2^m − 1 of L = GL_m(2), so has composition factors on Q of dimensions m and m/2, and the above argument goes through. □ Proposition 6.13. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 5 of Table 6.7.

Proof. Here X_0 = PSp_4(q) with q odd, A ∩ X_0 ≤ H := Q.^{q2−1}_2 .2 < P_1 with Q = q^{1+2}, and B ▷K := PSp_2(q^2). Also by [4, Prop. 2.6], |A| is divisible by q^3(q^2 −1), so A∩B contains a subgroup of order q which must be elementary abelian, and so the cyclic/dihedral condition forces q = p.

For convenience, we shall work in Y = Sp_4(p), where Y/⟨−I⟩ = X_0, and replace H and K by their preimages in Y . We have P_1 = QL with L = Sp_2(p) × (p − 1), and H = QD with D = D_0 × C, where D_0 is a subgroup of order 2(p + 1) in Sp_2(p) and C = p − 1. Taking a standard basis e_1, e_2, f_2, f_1, with P_1 the stabilizer of ⟨e_1⟩, elements of C act as diag(α, 1, 1, α^{−1} ), while elements of D_0 fix e_1 and f_1. Also K ∩P_1 = Q_1E, where |Q_1| = p^2 and elements of E act as diag(β, β, β^{−1}, β^{−1}).

Let x ∈ H ∩ K, and write x = q_1e = q_2dc, where q_1 ∈ Q_1, e ∈ E, q_2 ∈ Q, d ∈ D_0 and c ∈ C. Considering actions on W = ⟨e_2, f_2⟩, and noting that c acts trivially on W , we have d^W = (ue)^W , where u^W is lower unitriangular and e^W = diag(β, β^{−1}). Hence the order of d divides p − 1, and so it divides gcd(p − 1, 2(p + 1)).

If p ≡ 3 mod 4, it follows that d has order 1 or 2, hence is ±I_2 ∈ Sp_2(p). Therefore e = ±I and so |H ∩ K| = 2p and we have a factorisation Y = HK. Taking images in X_0, this gives a factorisation X_0 = AB with A ∩ B = p; and if we replace B with PSp_2(q^2).2, we obtain a factorisation with A ∩ B = D_{2p}.

Now assume that p ≡ 1 mod 4. In this case d can have order 4, and we get |H ∩K| = 4p, so Y ≠ HK. There is no factorisation of X_0 here, but there is a factorisation of X_0.2 = PGSp_4(p), as shown in [4, Prop. 2.6].

Thus X_0, A, B and A ∩ B are as in Table 10.3, and all assertions in Theorem 1.2 for this case are now proved. □ Proposition 6.14. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 6 of Table 6.7.

Proof. In this case, X_0 = PSU_{2m}(q), A ∩ X_0 ≤ Q.^{q2m−1}_{(q+1)d} .m < P_m with Q = q^{m2} , and B ▷ SU_{2m−1}(q). Moreover, |A| is divisible by q^{2m}(q^{2m} − 1)/(q + 1), by [4, Prop. 2.7].

As in the proof of Proposition 6.12, we see that as a GL_1(q^{2m})-module over F_q , the composition factors of Q have dimension 2m, together with one of dimension m if m is odd. Hence either |A ∩ Q| ≤ q^m, or |A ∩ Q| = q^{2m}, or |A ∩ Q| ≥ q^{3m}. In the first case q^m must divide |X/X_0|, which is impossible; and in the last case, A ∩ B contains a subgroup of order q^{m+1}/|X : X_0|_p, which cannot be cyclic or dihedral.

Thus |A ∩ Q| = q^{2m}. Moreover, A ∩ B has a subgroup of order q, so the cyclic/dihedral condition implies that either q = p or q = 4. Finally, [4, Prop. 2.7] demonstrates the existence of a factorisation in this case, namely the factorisation PGU_{2m}(q) = AB with A = q^{2m}..^{q2m−1}_{q+1} and B = N_1. □

Proposition 6.15. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 7 of Table 6.7.

Proof. Here X_0 = Ω_{2m+1}(q), A ∩ X_0 ≤ Q.^{qm−1}_2 .m < P_m, where Q = q^{m(m−1)/2}.q^m is the unipotent radical of P_m, and B ▷ Ω^−_{2m}(q); also m ≥ 3 and q is odd. By the claim in the proof of [4, Prop. 2.8], for X to factorise as AB, it is necessary that Q ≤ A. But then A ∩ B has a subgroup of order q^{m(m−1)/2} which cannot be cyclic or dihedral. □

Proposition 6.16. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 8 of Table 6.7.

Proof. In this case, X_0 = P Ω^+_{2m}(q), A ∩ X_0 ≤ Q.^{qm−1}_d .m < P_i with i ∈ {m − 1, m} and Q = q^12^{m(m−1)} the unipotent radical of P_i, B ▷ Ω_{2m−1}(q), and m ≥ 5. Moreover, |A| is divisible by q^m(q^m − 1)/(2, q − 1), by [4, Prop. 2.9].

As a GL_1(q^m)-module over F_q , the composition factors of Q have dimension m, together with one of dimension m/2 if m is even (see the proof of Proposition 6.12). Hence either |A ∩ Q| ≤ q^{m/2}, or |A ∩ Q| = q^m, or |A ∩ Q| ≥ q^{3m/2}. In the first case q^{m/2} must divide |X/X_0|, which is impossible; and in the last case, A ∩ B contains a subgroup of order q^12^{m+1}/|X : X_0|_p, which cannot be cyclic or dihedral.

Thus |A ∩ Q| = q^m. Moreover, A ∩ B has a subgroup of order q, so the cyclic/dihedral condition implies that either q = p or q = 4. Finally, [4, Prop. 2.7] demonstrates the existence of a factorisation in this case, namely the factorisation PSO^+_{2m}(q) = AB with A = q^m.^{qm−1}_{(2,q−1)} and B = N_1. □

Proposition 6.17. Theorem 1.2 holds for (X_0, H, K) as in line 9 of Table 6.7.

Proof. This case is the m = 4 version of line 8 of Table 6.7, but allowing a triality automorphism of X_0 to be applied to the subgroups H, K. Provided q > 2, the proof of Proposition 6.16 goes through, and for q = 2 we use Magma to obtain the conclusion. □

7. The map theorem for the alternating groups

In this section we prove Theorem 1.7. The procedure is to examine the cyclic/dihedral factorisations of alternating and symmetric groups given by Theorem 1.1, and for those satisfying the conditions in Hypothesis 2.2 to determine all corresponding arc-transitive embeddings. For convenience, we restate Theorem 1.7 here:

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that Hypothesis 2.2 holds for X, G, Γ and involution g ∈ G with soc(X) = A_n for some n ≥ 5. Then either

(i) one of the lines of Table 1.1 or 1.2 holds; or (ii) soc(G) = A_{n−1}, and there are examples for infinitely many values of n.

We first prove two lemmas about 2-transitive groups which are relevant for the proof of Theorem 7.1.

Lemma 7.2. Let Ω be a set of size q = p^f for a prime p and integer f ≥ 1 with q ≥ 5, let G < Sym(Ω) be 2-transitive of affine type such that G_α is cyclic or dihedral, for α ∈ Ω. Then

(i) G_α = C_{q−1} is a Singer cycle, and G = AGL_1(q); (ii) if q is even then G ≤ Alt(Ω);

(iii) if q is odd then G ≰ Alt(Ω) and G ∩ Alt(Ω) is not 2-transitive.

Proof. We identify Ω with the vector space F^f_p and choose α = 0 so that H := G_α ≤ GL_f (p) is transitive on Ω \ {α}, and H is cyclic or dihedral. In particular p^f − 1 | |H|, and H is irreducible on Ω. If H is cyclic then by [14, Satz II.7.3], H is a Singer cycle, and G = AGL_1(q), as in part (i).

Now assume that H is dihedral, so f ≥ 2 and H = L.2 with L cyclic. Note that |L| is divisible by (q − 1)/(2, q − 1) ≥ 2. We claim that L is irreducible on Ω. If (p, f) = (2, 6) then Z_{21} ≤ L is irreducible; while if (f, p + 1) = (2, 2^a), then L contains Z_{2(p−1)} which is irreducible. If neither of these cases holds, then p^f − 1 has a primitive prime divisor, s say, L contains a subgroup of order s which is irreducible on Ω (see [14, Satz II.7.3]), so the claim is proved.

By [14, Satz II.3.10], the L-action is equivalent to the action of a subgroup of GL_1(p^f ), that is, L is a subgroup of a Singer cycle ⟨g⟩. Thus L = ⟨g^a⟩ where a | q − 1, and a ≤ 2 since |L| is divisible by (q − 1)/(2, q − 1). The group H is contained in N_{GL(f,p)}(L), which by [14, Satz II.7.3(a)] is the normaliser ΓL_1(q) of the Singer cycle ⟨g⟩. Let x ∈ H \ L, so |x| = 2 as H is a dihedral group, and x = yz, where y ∈ ⟨g⟩ (so y centralises L) and z is an automorphism of F_pf . Since H is not cyclic we have z ≠ 1 and so f > 1. As H is dihedral, z must be a field automorphism of order 2, so f = 2b say. Hence (g^a)^x = (g^a)^z = g^{apb} , and since (g^a)^x = g^{−a} (as H is dihedral) it follows that |g| divides a(p^b +1). On the other hand |g| = p^{2b} − 1 and a ≤ 2, and hence p^b ≤ 3. Thus b = 1 and p ≤ 3, and as q = p^f = p^2 ≥ 5 it follows that q = 9 and a = 2, so L = ⟨g^2⟩ and x = g^j z for some j. Since |x| = 2 we have 1 = g^j zg^j z = g^{4j} and hence j is even (since |g| = 8). This implies that H = ⟨g^2, z⟩, but this group is not transitive on Ω \ {α}, so we have a contradiction. Thus part (i) is proved.

Finally the Singer cycle H contains an odd permutation if and only if q is odd, so part (ii) holds, and if q is odd then G ∩ Alt(Ω) has order q(q − 1)/2, so cannot be 2-transitive. This completes the proof. □

Lemma 7.3. Let G = PGL_2(q), for a prime power q ≥ 4, and let Ω denote the set of (_{q+1} 2 ) unordered pairs from the projective line PG_1(q), with G acting naturally on Ω. Then G ≤ Alt(Ω).

Proof. If q is even then G is a nonabelian simple group so G ≤ Alt(Ω). Suppose then that q is odd. Then G ∩ Alt(Ω) has index at most 2 in G and hence PSL_2(q) ≤ Alt(Ω). Thus G ≰ Alt(Ω) if and only if some, and hence all elements in G \ PSL_2(q) induce odd permutations of Ω. We write PG_1(q) = {∞} ∪ F_q . Let ω ∈ F^∗_q be a primitive element, and consider the element h ∈ G which acts on PG_1(q) by fixing ∞ and mapping x → xω for x ∈ F_q . Then h ∈ G \ PSL_2(q), and h acts on PG_1(q) with cycle type 1^2 · (q − 1)^1. In its action on Ω, h has one fixed point {∞, 0} and all other cycles have length q − 1 except for a unique cycle of length (q − 1)/2 consisting of the pairs {ω^i, ω^{i+(q−1)/2}} with 0 ≤ i < (q − 1)/2. Thus h on Ω has cycle type 1^1 · (^{q−1}_2 )^1 · (q − 1)^{(q+1)/2}. If q ≡ 1 (mod 4) then h has (q + 3)/2 cycles of even length and (q + 3)/2 is even, so h ∈ Alt(Ω); if q ≡ 3 (mod 4) then h has (q+1)/2 cycles of even length (since here (q−1)/2 is odd) and (q+1)/2 is even, so again h ∈ Alt(Ω). It follows that in all cases G = PGL_2(q) ≤ Alt(Ω). □

Proof of Theorem 7.1

Let X, G, g, Γ = (Ω, E) be as in Hypothesis 2.2 where X_0 = A_n with n ≥ 5. Then G does not contain A_n, and X = AB where {A, B} = {X_α, G}. By Theorem 1.1, either n ∈ {6, 8, 10}, or interchanging A and B if necessary we have

A_{n−k} ⊴ A ≤ S_{n−k} × S_k, with B k-homogeneous on Ω, for some k ∈ {1, . . . , 5}. (7.1)

Since X = X_αG with G_α cyclic or dihedral, the possibilities for (X, G, G_α) were determined in Theorem 1.1 and we treat them according to the following subdivision:

(a) (7.1) holds for X_α, and G is as in Thm. 1.1(i)-(v); (b) (7.1) holds for G, and X_α is as in Thm. 1.1(i)-(v); (c) n = 6, 8 or 10.

We shall deal with these possibilities case-by-case. For n ≤ 10, we compute using Magma all the possible tuples (X, X_α, X_{αβ} , G, G_α, g) satisfying Hypothesis 2.2, and confirm that the result holds for these small cases. We comment on these cases in the proof.

7.1. Case (a) with k = 1. Here either X_α = S_{n−1} ∩ X, or (X, X_α) = (S_n, A_{n−1}).

If X_α = S_{n−1} ∩ X then X acts 2-transitively on Ω of degree |Ω| = n, so Γ = K_n, the complete graph. Being arc-transitive, G is also 2-transitive, and by Hypothesis 2.2 we have |G_{αβ} | ≤ 2. If G_{αβ} = 1, then G is sharply 2-transitive on Ω, and it follows from [7, Theorem 3.4B] that G is of affine type so n is a prime-power. And if G_{αβ} = C_2, then a classical result of Ito [16, Theorem] shows that either (G, Ω) is affine (in which case n is a prime-power), or (G, n) = (PSL_2(5), 6) or (PSL_2(8).3, 28). If G is of affine type then, by Lemma 7.2, G = AGL_1(p^f ), where n = p^f is a prime power, with G < A_n if and only if p = 2. In the second case G < A_6 so X = S_6 or A_6, and the third case cannot occur as G_α is cyclic or dihedral. The infinite family appears in lines 1 and 2 of Table 1.1, and the case with n = 6 is in Table 1.2.

(Note that for the complete graph K_n, the edge-transitive embeddings have been classified completely in [22, Theorem 1.8] building on constructions and classifications in [1, 17, 18]. In particular, as we have shown, n must be either 6 or a prime-power, and in both cases arc-transitive embeddings exist. If n = 6 then there is an example with map group G = PSL_2(5) ∼= A_5, see [22, Figure 2].)

Now suppose that (X, X_α) = (S_n, A_{n−1}). Here |Ω| = 2n, and X has a set {Δ_1, Δ_2} of two blocks of imprimitivity of size n in Ω, with α ∈ Δ_1, such that the subgroup X^+ of index 2 in X fixing both blocks Δ_i setwise is A_n. Moreover, X_α is transitive on Δ_1 \ {α}, X_α is the stabiliser of a point α^′ ∈ Δ_2 and is transitive on Δ_2 \ {α^′}. The only connected graph Γ = (Ω, E) on which X acts arc-transitively is K_{n,n} \ nK_2. As G is vertex transitive it follows that G ≰ A_n and the subgroup of G fixing both blocks setwise is G^+ := G ∩ A_n, of index 2 in G. Arc-transitivity of G implies that G^+ induces equivalent 2-transitive actions on the Δ_i. Thus by Hypothesis 2.2, (G^+, Δ_1) is a 2-transitive group with the property that, for α, γ ∈ Δ_1, G^+_α is cyclic or dihedral, and G^+_{αγ} = 1 or C_2.

Since |G^+_{αγ} | ≤ 2, it follows as in the first paragraph of this subsection that either (G^+, Δ_1) is affine (in which case n is a prime-power), or (G^+, n) = (PSL_2(5), 6) or (PSL_2(8).3, 28). The first case is not possible by Lemma 7.2, and the last case is not possible, as PSL_2(8).3 cannot be extended by a cyclic group of order 2 contained in X = S_{28}. Hence n = 6 and (G^+, n) = (PSL_2(5), 6). This leads to an example in Table 1.2; we can check by a computation in Magma that G contains an involution g as in Hypothesis 2.2(b) such that all of the conditions (i)-(iii) of Proposition 2.1 hold,

7.2. Case(a) with k = 2. Here A_{n−2} ≤ X_α ≤ (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ X with G 2-homogeneous as in Table 10.2.

7.2.1. Assume first that X_α = (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ X, the stabilizer of a pair in {1, . . . , n}. Then Γ is either a Johnson graph J(n, 2) (where two pairs are joined if and only if their intersection has size 1) or its complement. Suppose first that Γ = J(n, 2). Then X_{αβ} = S_{n−3} ∩ X, and |X_α : X_{αβ} | = 2(n − 2). Since X_α = G_αX_{αβ} , this number must divide |G_α|. On the other hand, from the list of possibilities for 2-homogeneous subgroups G of S_n in Table 10.2, we see that if G is almost simple, then one of the lines of the following table holds,

n soc(G) |soc(G) ∩ X_α| q + 1 PSL_2(q) (q − 1).(2, q) q^2 + 1^2B_2(q) 2(q − 1) q^3 + 1 PSU_3(q) 2(q^2 − 1)/(3, q + 1) q^3 + 1^2G_2(q) 2(q − 1)

11 PSL_2(11) 12 7 PSL_2(7) 8 and when G is affine, here are the possibilities for |G_α|: n G |G_α| p^2 ≤ AGL_2(p) divides p(p − 1) q = p^a ≤ AΓL_1(q) divides 2a p^2 ≤ p^2.(p − 1).S_4 divides^{48}_{p+1} (p = 5, 7, 11, 23)

q^2 ≤ q^2.(q − 1).S_5 divides^{240}_{q+1} (q = 11, . . . , 59)

From these tables, we see that the only case where 2(n − 2) divides |G_α| is

n = q + 1, G = PGL_2(q), G_α = D_{2(q−1)} and G_{αβ} = 1.

We claim that there is an embedding of Γ = J(n, 2) in this case, as in Table 1.1. Take X = S_n and G = PGL_2(q) < X. Let g ∈ G be an involution that fixes a point in its action on I = {1, . . . , n}; say g = (1) (2 3) · · · in this action. Let α = {1, 2} and β = {1, 3}, adjacent vertices of Γ. Then X_α = S_{n−2} × S_2, X_{αβ} = S_{n−3}, and g normalises X_{αβ} but does not normalise X_α. Hence ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X. Also G_α = D_{2(q−1)} and G_{αβ} = 1. Hence conditions (i)-(iii) of Proposition 2.1 all hold. Hence there is an embedding in this case, as claimed. Also there is no other subgroup G such that PSL_2(q) ≤ G ≤ PΓL_2(q) and G_α is cyclic or dihedral of order a multiple of 2(q − 1) (the valency of Γ). Thus the only possibility for G is PGL(2, q). Moreover G ≤ Alt(Ω) by Lemma 7.3 so X may be S_n or A_n.

Now suppose Γ = J(n, 2)^c, the complement of the Johnson graph. In this case we have |X_α : X_{αβ} | = (_{n−2} 2 ) , and as above this has to divide |G_α|, which is not possible.

7.2.2. Next consider the case where X_α = S_{n−2} ∩ X, the stabilizer of an ordered pair in {1, . . . , n}. In this case the only connected undirected X-arc-transitive graph on Ω has vertices ij and kl adjacent if and only if {i, j} ∩ {k, l} = ∅. This graph has valency (n − 2)(n − 3) = |X_α : X_{αβ} |, which must divide |G_α|, but we have seen in the previous case that this is impossible.

7.2.3. The remaining possibilities in this case (case (a) with k = 2) are that X = S_n and X_α is one of the following:

(i) A_{n−2}, (ii) A_{n−2} × S_2, or (iii) (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ A_{n−2}.

In all cases, there is a block system B for (X, Ω) such that the action of X on B is the action of S_n on pairs from {1, . . . , n}. This is a rank 3 action with subdegrees 1, 2(n − 2), (n − 2)(n − 3)/2. For each such pair {i, j}, label the corresponding block B_{{ij}}, and take α ∈ B_{{12}}. If there is an edge in Γ from α to a vertex in a block B_{{ij}} with {1, 2}∩{i, j} = ∅, then the valency of Γ is at least (n − 2)(n − 3)/2, which must therefore divide |G_α|; we have seen that this is impossible. Hence there can only be edges from α to vertices in blocks of the form B_{{1i}} or B_{{2i}} with i > 2.

In case (i), when X_α = A_{n−2}, the block system B can be refined to a block system B^′ for which the action of X is the action of S_n on ordered pairs of distinct elements of {1, . . . , n}; we label the blocks of B^′ as B_{ij} . If Γ has an edge between vertices of B_{12} and B_{1i} (where i > 2), then it is disconnected; and if there is an edge between vertices of B_{12} and B_{i1} (where i > 2) then Γ is directed (and not arc-transitive). A similar argument rules out edges between vertices of B_{12} and B_{i2} or B_{2i} (where i ≠ 1, 2). Hence this case does not occur.

Finally, consider cases (ii) and (iii). In these cases X_α acts transitively on the set of blocks of B of the form B_{{1i}} or B_{{2i}}, so Γ has valency at least 2(n − 2). As we saw in Section 7.2.1, this forces n = q + 1, soc(G) = PSL_2(q), and the stabiliser in soc(G) of B_{{12}} (which is the stabiliser of an unordered pair from {1, . . . , n}) is D_{t(q−1)} with t = (2, q). Note that soc(G) has trivial centraliser in S_{q+1}, and hence G ≤ Aut(PSL_2(q)); also q > 4 (as otherwise G contains A_n). Now the largest dihedral subgroup of Aut(PSL_2(q)) containing D_{t(q−1)} is D_{2(q−1)} (and lies in PGL_2(q)), and the valency of Γ, which is at least 2(n − 2) = 2(q − 1), must divide |G_α|. It follows that G_α = D_{2(q−1)} and that Γ has valency 2(n − 2), and moreover |G| = |V Γ| · |G_α| = q(q + 1) · 2(q − 1) = | PGL_2(q)| · 2. Since D_{2(q−1)} < G we must have PGL_2(q) ≤ G, and hence q = q^2_0 and G = PGL_2(q).2. Now the index 2 subgroup G_0 := PGL_2(q) contains the stabiliser G_α, and it follows that Γ is bipartite with two bipartite blocks Δ_1, Δ_2 fixed setwise by G_0. The setwise stabiliser of Δ_1 and Δ_2 in X must be the unique index 2 subgroup X_0 = A_{q+1}, and hence X_0 contains G_0. Also X_α < X_0 implies that X_0 is not vertex-transitive, and in particular X_0 does not contain G, so G ∩ X_0 = G_0. However, if q = q^2_0 is even, then the involutory field automorphism τ ∈ G has q_0 + 1 fixed points and q_0(q_0 − 1)/2 cycles of length 2 (which is even since q > 4) in its action on {1, . . . , q + 1}, and hence τ ∈ X_0. This implies that G ≤ X_0 which is a contradiction. Hence q is odd. However in this case we have G_α < G_0 < A_{q+1}, while the cyclic subgroup C_{q−1} of G_α is generated by an odd permutation of {1, . . . , q + 1}, which is a contradiction.

7.3. Case(a) with k = 3. Here A_{n−3} ≤ X_α ≤ (S_{n−3} × S_3) ∩ X with G 3-homogeneous as in Table 10.1. In the light of our computations with Magma, we may assume that n ≥ 10 here. The possibilities with G_α cyclic or dihedral are as follows: n X_α |G_α| divides q + 1 soc(X_α) = PSL_2(q) (q = p^f ) 6f 12 M_{11} 12 8 AGL_3(2), AGL_1(8), AΓL_1(8) 8, 1, 3 32 AΓL_1(32) 1

By Hypothesis 2.2(c), X_{αβ} does not contain A_{n−3}, and so the factorisation X_α = G_αX_{αβ} implies that |G_α| is divisible by |A_{n−3} : X_{αβ} ∩ A_{n−3}|, the degree of a nontrivial transitive action of A_{n−3}. This rules out all but the first line of the above table. For the first line, we have n − 3 = q − 2, so it follows that 5 ≤ q − 2 ≤ 6f (where q = p^f ), which implies that q is one of the following: 32, 16, 9, 8, 7.

For q = 32, we must have |G_α| = 6f = 30 and G = PΓL_2(32); but then G_α = S_3 ×5, which is not dihedral. And for q = 16 or 9, A_{q−2} has no transitive action of degree dividing 6f. In the remaining cases q = 8 or q = 7, we have n = 9 or 8, cases already checked using Magma.

7.4. Case(a) with k = 4 or 5. Here A_{n−k} ≤ X_α ≤ (S_{n−k} × S_k) ∩ X with n ≥ 2k and G 3-homogeneous as in Table 10.1. The possibilities with G_α cyclic or dihedral are as follows: G k n G_α M_{11} 4 11 ≤ D_8 or S_3 PSL_2(8), PSL_2(8).3 4 9 ≤ 2^2 or 3 PSL_2(32).5 4 33 ≤ 2^2 M_{12} 5 12 ≤ D_6, D_8 or D_{10} As in the previous case, |G_α| must be divisible by |A_{n−k} : X_{αβ} ∩ A_{n−k}|, the degree of a nontrivial transitive action of A_{n−k}. This is clearly impossible for all the entries in the above table.

7.5. Case(b) with k = 1. Here G = A_{n−1} or S_{n−1}, and X_α is transitive on {1, . . . , n}, as in part (iii) of Theorem 7.1. It is not feasible to classify all the possibilities in this case, but recall that in Construction 4.3 we have given an infinite family of examples via a novel group theoretic construction (see Theorem 4.4). To illustrate that there are many other examples, we list below the examples for n = 8, 9, which were computed using Magma.

(i) For (X, X_α, X_{αβ} , G, G_α, G_{αβ} ) = (S_8, [64], [8], S_7 , D_8, 1), there are several arc-transitive graphs Γ of valency 8 with 630 vertices such that Hypothesis 2.2 holds, and the groups ([64], [8]) can have shape (D_8.D_8, C^3_2 ) or (C_2 ≀ C^2_2 , D_8).

(ii) For (X, X_α, X_{αβ} , G, G_α, G_{αβ} ) = (S_8, 2 × S_4, D_8, S_7, D_6, 1), there are several arctransitive graphs Γ of valency 6 with 840 vertices such that Hypothesis 2.2 holds.

(iii) For (X, X_α, X_{αβ} , G, G_α, G_{αβ} ) = (S_9, 3^{1+2}.2, 3^2, S_8, D_6, 1), there is an arc-transitive graph Γ of valency 6 with 56 · 5! vertices such that Hypothesis 2.2 holds.

7.6. Case(b) with k = 2. Here A_{n−2} ≤ G ≤ (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ X with X_α 2-homogeneous as in Table 10.2.

7.6.1. X_α almost simple. Assume that X_α is almost simple, with socle T . From Table 10.2, the possibilities are: n T G ∩ T ≤ q + 1 PSL_2(q) D_{t(q−1)} (t = (2, q)) q^2 + 1^2B_2(q) D_{2(q−1)} q^3 + 1 PSU_3(q) D_{2(q}2_{−1)} q^3 + 1^2G_2(q) D_{2(q−1)} 11 PSL_2(11) D_{12} 7 PSL_2(7) D_8

For the entries in the first four rows of the table (assuming n ≥ 10), [32] shows that there are no factorisations of X_α with a factor as in the third column, contradicting the fact that X_α = G_αX_{αβ}.

Claim 1: For row 5 of the table above, the graph Γ is as in line 5 of Table 1.2.

Here T = PSL_2(11) is self-normalising in S_{11} and so X_α = T < A_{11}. Then since |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α|, which divides 12, it follows that |X_α : X_{αβ} | = |G_α| = 12, and G_α = D_{12} by Theorem 1.1. Also X_{αβ} = 11.5, G_{αβ} = 1 and Γ has valency 12. Let x ∈ X_{α,β} of order 11. Then N_X (X_{αβ} ) = N_X (⟨x⟩) ≤ 11.10 must contain an involution, and hence we must have X = S_{11} and then N_X (X_{αβ} ) = 11.10 does indeed contain an involution g ∈ X \ A_{11}. Further, |G| = |X : X_α| · |G_α| =^{11!}_{12.11.5} · 12 = 2 · 9! and hence G = S_9 × S_2. Note that since the involution g ∈ S_{11} stabilises a pair in {1, . . . , 11}, it can be taken to lie in G, and since g normalises X_{αβ} but does not normalise X_α, g interchanges α and β. Thus Γ is the graph with edge-set {α, β}^X ; both X and G act arc-transitively on Γ, and Γ has |X : X_α| = 12 · 7! vertices. Finally, ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X as S_{11} is the only insoluble transitive group of degree 11 containing an odd permutation, and hence Γ is connected. It is the graph in line 4 of Table 1.2.

We note that Γ is bipartite (since X_α < A_{11} < X), and that X acts 2-arc-transitively on Γ (since X_α is 2-transitive on the 12 neighbours of α).

Claim 2: For row 6 of the table above, the graph Γ is as in line 4 of Table 1.2.

Here T = PSL_2(7) is self-normalising in S_7 and so X_α = T < A_7. Then since |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α|, which divides 8, it follows that |X_α : X_{αβ} | = |G_α| = 8, and G_α = D_8 by Theorem 1.1. Also X_{αβ} = 7.3, G_{αβ} = 1 and Γ has valency 8. Let x ∈ X_{α,β} of order 7. Then N_X (X_{αβ} ) = N_X (⟨x⟩) ≤ 7.6 must contain an involution, and hence we must have X = S_7 and then N_X (X_{αβ} ) = 7.6 does contain an involution g ∈ X \ A_7. Further, |G| = |X : X_α| · |G_α| =^{7!}_{8.7.3} · 8 = 2 · 5! and hence G = S_5 × S_2.

Arguing exactly as in Claim 1, we see that there is an arc-transitive embedding in this case also, with X_{αβ} = 7.3 for an edge {α, β}. The graph Γ has 30 vertices and valency 8, and in fact it is isomorphic to the antiflag graph of PG_3(2); this is a bipartite graph whose vertices are the points and hyperplanes of PG_3(2), joined if they are non-incident. Its automorphism group is PSL_4(2).2 = S_8, so as G = S_5 × 2 ≤ S_5 × S_3 < S_8, this is also an embedding that occurs under Case (b) with k = 3 in Section 7.7 below.

7.6.2. X_α affine. Assume that X_α is affine. From Table 10.2, the possibilities are:

n X_α |G_α| divides p^2 ≤ AGL_2(p) p(p − 1) q = p^a ≤ AΓL_1(q) 2a p^2 ≤ p^2.(p − 1).S_4^{48}_{p+1} (p = 5, 7, 11, 23)

q^2 ≤ q^2.(q − 1).S_5^{240}_{q+1} (q = 9, 11, . . . , 59)

In all cases we see that the factorisation X_α = G_αX_{αβ} implies that X_{αβ} contains the full translation subgroup T of order n. But then any involution g as in Proposition 2.1 normalises T , and so ⟨X_α, g⟩ ≠ X. So by Proposition 2.1, there are no arc-transitive embeddings in this case.

7.7. Case (b) with k = 3. Here A_{n−3} ≤ G ≤ (S_{n−3} × S_3) ∩ X with n ≥ 6, and X_α is 3- homogeneous as in Table 10.1. In similar fashion to ‘case (a) with k = 3’ in Subsection 7.3, the possibilities are:

n X_α |G_α| divides q + 1 soc(X_α) = PSL_2(q) (q = p^f ) 6f 12 M_{11} 12 8 AGL_3(2), AGL_1(8), AΓL_1(8) 8, 1, 3 32 AΓL_1(32) 1

In the first row, X_{αβ} does not contain PSL_2(q) by Hypothesis 2.2(c), and so |X_α : X_{αβ} | is divisible by the index of a proper subgroup of PSL_2(q). Since |X_α : X_{αβ}| divides |G_α|, which divides 6f, we must have q = 5 or 8. If q = 5 then X_α = PGL_2(5) < X = S_6 and we have n = 6, Γ = K_6 as in line 1 of Table 1.2 of Theorem 7.1. If q = 8 then G_α must contain a subgroup 3^2, so is not cyclic or dihedral.

Next observe that M_{11} has no factorisation with a factor of order 12, so X_α ≠ M_{11}. Similarly X_α is not AGL_1(8), AΓL_1(8) or AΓL_1(32).

Finally, consider the case where X_α = AGL_3(2). Here there is an example of an arctransitive embedding. In fact this occurs with the antiflag graph of PG_3(2) in line 4 of Table 1.2, which we saw in Section 7.6.1: this graph has automorphism group X = PSL_4(2).2 = S_8 and vertex-stabiliser a parabolic subgroup X_α = AGL_3(2). The group G for this embedding is S_5 × 2.

7.8. Case (b) with k = 4 or 5. Here A_{n−k} ≤ G ≤ (S_{n−k} × S_k) ∩ X, and X_α is 4- homogeneous as in Table 10.1. However in every case the group X_α has no factorisation with one of the factors being G_α.

7.9. Case (c) with n = 6, 8 or 10. We performed computations with Magma to find all the possibilities for X, G, Γ, g satisfying Hypothesis 2.2 with soc(X) = A_n, where n ∈ {6, 8, 10}. Many of the possibilities occur in families already analysed and identified in Tables 1.1 and 1.2, and several that we recorded in § 7.5 with G = A_{n−1} or S_{n−1} – the one case where we do not have a complete classification. There was exactly one new example that did not fit any of these cases. and we present it below.

7.9.1. n = 6. Here is the new set of subgroups:

(X, X_α, G, G_α, X_{αβ} ) = (S_6.2, S_5, (S_3 ≀ S_2).2, D_{12}, F_{20}).

Since S_5 < S_6 < S_6.2 it follows that the graph Γ is bipartite. Let Δ_1, Δ_2 be the parts of the bipartition, where α ∈ Δ_1, β ∈ Δ_2, and let X^+ = S_6 fixing each Δ_i setwise. An involution in X \ S_6 interchanges Δ_1 and Δ_2, and acts as a graph automorphism of X^+. Thus the actions of X^+ on Δ_1 and Δ_2 are not equivalent, so X_α acts transitively on Δ_2 and Γ is the complete bipartite graph K_{6,6}. Since S := O_5(X_{αβ} ) is a Sylow 5-subgroup of X, it follows that N_X (S)S_6/S_6 ∼= C_2, and by [2], N_X (S) \ S_6 contains an involution g such that g ∈ G and g interchanges α and β. In addition ⟨X_α, g⟩ = X since Γ is connected and so all the conditions of Proposition 2.1 hold and we have an arc-transitive embedding, as in Line 3 of Table 1.2.

This completes the proof of Theorem 7.1.

8. The map theorem for groups of Lie type

In this section we prove Theorem 1.9. The procedure is to examine each of the cyclic/dihedral factorisations in Theorem 1.2 to determine which of them correspond to simple connected graphs admitting arc-transitive embeddings. For convenience, we restate the theorem here:

Theorem 8.1. Suppose that Hypothesis 2.2 holds for X, G, Γ, g with X is an almost simple group of Lie type (such that soc(X) is not an alternating group). Then one of the lines of Table 1.3 holds.

Proof of Theorem 8.1

Let X, G, g, Γ = (Ω, E) be as in Hypothesis 2.2 where X_0 is a simple group of Lie type, not isomorphic to an alternating group. By Theorem 1.2, the possibilities for X, G, X_α are as in Tables 10.3 (the families) and 10.4 - 10.7 (the exceptional factorisations). Note that {X_α, G} = {A, B} for A, B in the tables.

8.1. Proof for the tables of exceptional factorisations. Here we assume that X and the pair {X_α, G} occurs in one of the lines of Tables 10.4, 10.5, 10.6 or 10.7. For each possibility (X, {X_α, G}) in these tables a computation using Magma [2] was performed to identify cases where an involution g exists such that Hypothesis 2.2 holds. This computation yielded exactly two possibilities for linear groups, and two possibilities for unitary groups, and we consider these cases below separately.

Line 1 of Table 10.4 with X = PSL_2(7).2, X_α = S_4, G = 7.6, G_α = 3, and G_{αβ} = 1. Here X_0 = PSL_2(7) and X_α < X_0 < X = X_0.2, and it follows that Γ is bipartite. Let Δ_1, Δ_2 denote the two parts of the bipartition of V Γ and assume that α ∈ Δ_1 and β ∈ Δ_2. Since X = X_αG = X_0G, the involution g ∈ G\X_0 and so g induces an outer automorphism of X_0 and interchanges Δ_1 and Δ_2, Thus the X_0-actions on Δ_1 and Δ_2 are not equivalent, and hence X_α has orbits of lengths 3, 4 in Δ_2. As Γ has valency |G_α : G_{αβ} | = 3, β lies in the X_α-orbit in Δ_2 of length 3. The most convenient way to identify Γ is to observe that

X = PSL_3(2).2, so that we may identify Δ_1 and Δ_2 with the sets of 7 points and lines of the projective plane PG_2(2), respectively, we have then shown that a projective point α is adjacent to a projective line β if and only if they are incident in PG_2(2). Thus Γ is the incidence graph of PG_2(2), as in line 1 of Table 1.3.

Line 2 of Table 10.4 with X = PSL_2(11).2, X_α = A_5, G = 11.10, G_α = 5, and G_{αβ} = 1. As in the previous case, X_0 = PSL_2(11) and X_α < X_0 < X = X_0.2, so Γ is bipartite, g ∈ G \ X_0, g induces an outer automorphism of X_0, and the X_0-actions on the parts Δ_1 and Δ_2 of the bipartition are not equivalent, and hence X_α (where α ∈ Δ_1) has orbits of lengths 5, 6 in Δ_2, and as Γ has valency |G_α : G_{αβ} | = 5, β lies in the X_α-orbit in Δ_2 of length 5. In this case we identify Δ_1 and Δ_2 with the sets of 11 points and blocks of the 2 − (11, 5, 2) biplane, respectively, we have then shown that a point α is adjacent to a block β if and only if they are form a flag of the biplane. Thus Γ is the incidence graph of the biplane, as in line 3 of Table 1.3.

Line 3 of Table 10.5 or Line 1 of Table 10.7 with X = PSU_4(2).2, X_α = 3^3.A_4.a, G = 2^4.S_5, G_α = D_{12a}, and G_{αβ} = 1, where a ≤ 2.

Here X_0 = PSU_4(2) ∼= PSp_4(3) ∼= Ω_5(3) and X = X_0.2 = SO_5(3), and the two possibilities for X_α are 3^3.A_4 and 3^3.S_4. Suppose first that X_α = 3^3.S_4 (so a = 2). Here a Magma computation shows that the group X_0 is transitive on Ω, and so (see [?, p. 26]) X_0 ∩ X_α is the unique index 2 subgroup 3^3.A_4 of the stabiliser in X_0 of a singular 1-space in V = F^5_3 . Thus X_0 ∩ X_α is the stabiliser of a non-zero singular vector of V = F^5_3 , and so Ω can be identified with the set of non-zero singular vectors of V . The subgroup X_α has exactly one orbit of length 24 = |X_α : X_{αβ} | in Ω, namely the set of singular vectors β orthogonal to α, so the graph Γ is as in line 4 of Table 1.3.

Now consider the case where X_α = 3^3.A_4 (that is, a = 1), of index 160 n X. Here the Magma computations show that the group X_0 has two orbits in Ω, say Ω^+ and Ω^−, and that the X_0-action on each Ω^± is equivalent to its action on the vertex set of the 80-vertex graph of the previous paragraph. Thus Γ is bipartite with Ω^+, Ω^− the parts of the bipartition, and we identify each Ω^± with the set of non-zero singular vectors in V = F^5_3 . Further, Magma computations also show that X_α = (X_0)_α has two orbits of length 12 in the set of 24 neighbours of α in the 80-vertex graph, and that these suborbits are paired with each other. Hence the two corresponding X_0-orbitals Δ and Δ^′ in Ω^± ×Ω^± are paired with each other. In this case the graph Γ has valency 12 = |G_α : G_{αβ} |, and for α = v^+ ∈ Ω^+, the set of edges adjacent to v^+ must be one of the two orbits Δ(v)^− or Δ^′(v)^− of (X_0)_α of size 12 in Ω^− (as the graph is connected). By Lemma 3.1(b), the graphs corresponding to each of these choices are isomorphic to the graph ^Γ of Example 3.4(c). Thus Line 5 of Table 1.3 holds.

8.2. Proof for the infinite families of classical group factorisations. We now assume that (X, {X_α, G}) is as in one of the lines of Table 10.3. First we perform Magma computations as described in Subsection 2.2 to identify any possibilities for (X, X_α, G, g) satisfying Hypothesis 2.2 for the following small groups in these families:

PSL_2(q) (q ≤ 11), PSL_3(4), PSL_4(3), PSU_3(3), PSU_4(q) (q ∈ {2, 3}), Sp_4(q) (q ∈ {3, 4, 8}), Sp_6(2), Sp_8(2), Ω^+_8 (2).

(8.1)

No examples were found apart from those analysed in Subsection 8.1, and so we assume that X_0 is not one of these groups, and X_0 is not an alternating group. We examine each of the lines of Table 10.3 separately below.

8.2.1. Lines in Table 10.3 with X_0 = PSL_n(q), n ≥ 2. Let V = F^n_q and q = p^f for a prime p and f ≥ 1. From the discussion above, if n = 2 then q > 11, and (n, q) ≠ (3, 4) or (4, 3).

Line 1a: X_α ▷ q^{n−1}. SL_{n−1}(q), G ∩ X_0 ≤^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .n, and G_α ∩ X_0 = r where r | n and d = (n, q − 1). Here, applying a graph automorphism of X_0 if necessary, we may take X_α ≤ P_1 = X_{⟨v⟩} for some v ∈ V . Suppose first that X ≤ PΓL_n(q). Now X_β ≤ P^g_1 , and if ⟨v⟩^g = ⟨v⟩ then ⟨X_α, g⟩ ≤ P_1, which is a contradiction. Hence ⟨v⟩^g = ⟨w⟩ ≠ ⟨v⟩, and as X_0 is 2-transitive on 1-spaces, this implies that (q^n − q)/(q − 1) divides |X_α : X_{αβ} | = |G_α : G_{αβ} |. However |G_α : G_{αβ} | divides |G_α| which divides nf. This implies that (n, q) = (2, 4), but in this case X_0 ∼= A_5 which is excluded.

Now we deal with the case where X contains a graph automorphism so X = Y.2 where Y := X ∩ PΓL_n(q) and n ≥ 3. Since X_α ≤ P_1 < Y it follows that Γ is bipartite, and as X = X_αG = Y G, the subgroup G must also contain a graph automorphism, while G_α ≤ X_α < Y so |G_α| divides nf. Let Δ_1, Δ_2 denote the two parts of the bipartition of V Γ, with α ∈ Δ_1 and β ∈ Δ_2. Now X preserves a partition B = B_1 ∪ B_2 of V Γ, where B_i is a partition of Δ_i (i = 1, 2), such that the Y -actions on B_1, B_2 are equivalent to its actions on 1-spaces and hyperplanes of V , respectively. Since X_α ≥ P^′_1 it follows that X_α has exactly two orbits in B_2, with lengths m_1 := q^{n−1} and m_2 := (q^{n−1} − 1)/(q − 1). The point β lies in a block of one of these orbits, and hence |X_α : X_{αβ} | is divisible by m_i for some i. This implies that m_i divides |G_α|, so m_i divides nf. The only possibilities are (n, q, m_i) = (3, 2, 3) and (3, 8, 9). In the former case, X_0 = PSL_3(2) ∼= PSL_2(7), which is excluded. So (n, q, m_i) = (3, 8, 9), and we identify the graph Γ as follows. Since m_i = 9 = q + 1 = nf, it follows that |G_α| = 9 and |V Γ| = 2(q^n − 1)/(q − 1) = 2 · 73, so the partition B is trivial. Thus we may identify Δ_1, Δ_2 with the points and lines of the projective plane PG_2(8) such that the point α is joined to the set of 9 lines incident with it. Thus Γ is the incidence graph of PG_2(q) as in Line 2 of Table 1.3. The existence of an involution g satisfying Hypothesis 2.2 is computed using Magma, completing the proof for this case.

Line 1b: X_α ∩ X_0 ≤^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .n, G ▷ q^{n−1}. SL_{n−1}(q), and G_α ∩ X_0 = r where r | n and d = (n, q − 1). Let Y := X ∩ PΓL_n(q) so that a := |X : Y | ≤ 2, and if a = 2 then n ≥ 3. Note that G ≤ Y , so X = X_αG = X_αY and hence a = |X_α : X_α ∩ Y | and X_α ≤^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .nf.a. Now |X : P_1| = (q^n − 1)/(q − 1) divides |X : G| = |X_α : G_α|, and hence (q^n − 1)/(q − 1) divides |X_α|. If both (nf, p) ≠ (6, 2) and (n, f, p) ≠ (2, 1, 2^c − 1), then p^{nf} − 1 has a primitive prime divisor s by [37], and we note that s ≡ 1 (mod nf) so in particular s does not divide nfa. Thus s divides |X_α ∩ X_0|, so X_α has an element x of order s such that ⟨x⟩ is normal in X_α and irreducible on V , and hence X_α ≤ N_X (⟨x⟩) ≤^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .nf.a (see [14, Satz II.7.3]). It follows from Hypothesis 2.2(c) that x ∉ X_β , and this implies that s divides |X_α : X_{αβ} | = |G_α : G_{αβ} |, which in turn divides |G_α|. Thus nf < s ≤ |G_α| ≤ nf, which is a contradiction.

If (nf, p) = (6, 2) let s = 21; and if (n, f, p) = (2, 1, 2^c − 1) let s = 2^{c−2}, and note that in the latter case c ≥ 5 and a = 1 (since we assume that q > 11 when n = 2). Then again X_α ∩ Y has an element x of order s which is irreducible on V and X_α ≤ N_X (⟨x⟩) ≤ q^n−1 (q−1)d .nf.a. If s = |x| = 21 and nf = 6, then |Gα| is not divisible by 7, and hence

|X_α : X_{αβ} | is not divisible by 7. In this case ⟨x^3⟩ is the unique normal subgroup of X_{αβ} of order 7, contradicting Hypothesis 2.2(c). Hence (n, f, p) = (2, 1, 2^c − 1), s = 2^{c−2}, and |G_α| ≤ nf = 2. Thus |G_α| is not divisible by 4, and hence |X_α : X_{αβ} | is not divisible by 4, so ⟨x^2⟩ ⊴ X_{αβ}. In this case the group^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .nf is dihedral of order q + 1 = 2^c and since a ≥ 5, ⟨x^2⟩ is the unique cyclic normal subgroup of X_{αβ} of order 2^{c−3}, contradicting Hypothesis 2.2(c).

Line 2a: (n, q) = (4, p), X_α ∩ X_0 = PSp_4(p).a, G ∩ X_0 = p^3.^{p3−1}_d .e, and G_α ∩ X_0 = p × e, where p is odd, e | 3, d = (4, p − 1), ad = 4, and X ≥ X_0.2 if p ≡ 1 (mod 4). Here p > 3 (as PSL_4(3) is excluded by (8.1), and X_{αβ} does not contain PSp_4(p) by Hypothesis 2.2(c). Hence, by [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ} | ≥ (p^4 − 1)/(p − 1) since p > 3; and |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α| ≤ (3p) · 2(p − 1), which is a contradiction.

Line 2b: (n, q) = (4, p), X_α ∩ X_0 = p^3.^{p3−1}_d .e, G ∩ X_0 = PSp_4(p).a, and G_α ∩ X_0 = p × e, where p is odd, e | 3, d = (4, p − 1), ad = 4, and X ≥ X_0.2 if p ≡ 1 (mod 4). Again p > 3 by (8.1), and we have X_α = QR where Q = [p^3] = O_p(X_α). Now |X_α : X_{αβ}| = |G_α : G_{αβ} | divides |G_α|, which in turn divides 2(p − 1)pe, and it follows that |X_{αβ} | is divisible by p^2(p^3 − 1)/(p − 1). This implies both that X_{αβ} ∩ Q ≠ 1 and that X_{αβ} contains a cyclic subgroup of order (p^3 − 1)/(p − 1) which acts irreducibly on Q. Hence Q ≤ X_{αβ} , and this contradicts Hypothesis 2.2(c).

8.2.2. Lines in Table 10.3 with X_0 = PSp_{2m}(q). Let V = F^{2m}_q be the natural module for X, where m ≥ 2 and q = p^f for a prime p and f ≥ 1. By (8.1), we are assuming: if m = 2 then q ≥ 5 and q ≠ 8, and also (2m, q) ≠ (6, 2), (8, 2).

Lines 1–3 a: q even, Ω^ϵ_{2m}(q)⊴X_α, Sp_2(q^m)⊴G ≤ Sp_2(q^m).(2mf), and C_qm_{−ϵ} ≤ G_α ∩X_0 ≤ D_{2(q}m_{−ϵ)}, where ϵ = ±.

Note that the largest dihedral subgroup of Aut(SL_2(q^m)) containing C_qm_{−ϵ} is D_{2(q}m_{−ϵ)}, so G_α ≤ D_{2(q}m_{−ϵ)}. Thus |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α| which divides 2(q^m −ϵ). On the other hand, by [15, Theorem 1], |X_α : X_{αβ} | is divisible by either q^{m−1}(q^m − ϵ) or (q^m − ϵ)(q^{m−1} + ϵ), so one of these quantities must divide 2(q^m − ϵ). This implies that m = 2 and q ≤ 3, but these cases are excluded.

Lines 1–3 b: q even, Sp_2(q^m)⊴X_α ≤ Sp_2(q^m).(2mf), Ω^ϵ_{2m}(q)⊴G, and C_qm_{−ϵ} ≤ G_α ∩X_0 ≤ D_{2(q}m_{−ϵ)}, where ϵ = ±.

As noted in the previous case, G_α ≤ D_{2(q}m_{−ϵ)} and |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides 2(q^m − ϵ). Hence |X_{αβ} | is divisible by^1_2 q^m(q^m + ϵ). If X_{αβ} ≤ N_{Xα} (q^m + ϵ) ≤ (q^m + ϵ).4f then q^m divides 8f, but this is impossible for the parameter values being considered. Thus this inclusion does not hold, and so ϵ = − and X_{αβ} is contained in a Borel subgroup B of X_α.

Now X_α = Sp_2(q^m).a where a | 2mf, and^1_2 q^m(q^m − 1)a = |X_α : D_{2(q}m_{+1)}| divides |X_α : G_α| which divides |X_{αβ} |. It follows that |B : X_{αβ}| ≤ 2 and |D_{2(q}m_{+1)} : G_α| ≤ 2. Thus X_{αβ} = RM.b where R = [q^m], M = q^m − 1, and b ≤ 2.

Next we analyse N_{X0} (X_{αβ} ).

Now N := N_{X0} (X_{αβ} ) ≤ N_X (R) ≤ P for some parabolic subgroup P . Since M = q^m − 1 acts on the module V as W ⊕ W^′ (a direct sum of two totally isotropic m-spaces which are not isomorphic as M-modules), the subgroup P = P_m is the stabiliser X_W or X_W ′ . Hence P = QL where Q = [q^12^{m(m+1)}], L = GL_m(q), and R ≤ Q; and we can take M ≤ L. Now Q is elementary abelian and, as an F_q L-module, we have Q ∼= S^2V_m(q).

As in the proof of Proposition 6.12, if m is odd then the F_q -composition factors of Q ↓ M all have dimension m, while if m is even then there is one composition factor of dimension m/2 and the rest have dimension m. Hence R is one of the composition factors of dimension m and we have Q ↓ M = R ⊕ Q_1.

Claim 1. C_Q(M) = 1.

As we have seen above, the eigenvalues of x on S^2V_m are λ^{2qi} and λ^{qi+qj} for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ m. None of these is equal to 1, and Claim 1 follows.

Claim 2. N_Q(RM) = R.

Let rq_1 ∈ N_Q(RM), where r ∈ R and q_1 ∈ Q_1. Then q_1 ∈ N_Q(RM), so as R and Q_1 are both M-invariant, [q_1, M] ≤ RM ∩ Q_1 = 1. Hence q_1 ∈ C_Q(M), and so q_1 = 1 by Claim 1. Thus N_Q(RM) = R, proving Claim 2.

Claim 3. N_{X0} (X_{αβ} ) = RN_L(M) = RM.m ≤ N_{X0} (X_α).

Note that N_{X0} (X_α) = Sp_2(q^m).m and that N_{Sp2(q}m_{).m}(RM) = RM.m, so in particular M.m ≤ N_{X0} (RM) and RM.m ≤ N_X (X_α). As noted earlier in the proof, N_{X0} (X_{αβ} ) = N_{X0} (RM) ≤ P = QL, so N_{X0} (RM) = N_P (RM). Now N_P (RM) ≤ N_P (QM) (since QM = Q(RM) and Q ⊴ P ), and N_P (QM)/Q ∼= M.m (the normaliser in L = GL_m(q) of the Singer cycle M). Similarly, N_L(M) = M.m and we just saw that this is contained in N_X (RM). It follows that N_P (QM) = QN_L(M), and then that N_P (RM) = N_Q(RM)N_L(M). Using Claim 2, we obtain N_P (RM) = RM.m, which is contained in N_{X0} (X_α). This proves Claim 3.

Now the involution g of Hypothesis 2.2 lies in N_G(X_{αβ} ) and g does not normalise X_α. However, by Claim 3, N_{X0} (X_{αβ} ) ≤ N_X (X_α), and hence g ∉ X_0. Thus g induces an involutory field automorphism of X, and so it must also induce an involutory field automorphism of G. However Ω^−_{2m}(q) has no involutory field automorphisms (see for example [25, Prop. 2.8.2]), a final contradiction, completing this case.

Lines 4–5 a: q even, X_α ∩X_0 = Ω^−_{2m}(q).a, G∩X_0 = [q^m].(q^m −1).m^′, and G_α ∩X_0 = am^′, where a ≤ 2 and m^′ | m.

By Hypothesis 2.2(c), X_{αβ} does not contain Ω^−_{2m}(q). Also |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α| ≤ 4mf, whereas by [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ} | is much larger than 4mf.

Lines 4–5 b: q even, X_α ∩X_0 = [q^m].(q^m −1).m^′, G∩X_0 = Ω^−_{2m}(q).a, and G_α ∩X_0 = am^′, where a ≤ 2 and m^′ | m.

Let X_α = RM.m^′ where R = [q^m] and M = q^m − 1. Now |X_{αβ} | is divisible by |X_α : G_α|, which is divisible by q^m(q^m − 1)/2fa. If R ∩ X_{αβ} = 1 then this implies that q^m divides 2fm, and hence that m = q = 2, which is excluded. Thus R ∩ X_{αβ} ≠ 1, and as M acts irreducibly on R, we must have R ≤ X_{αβ} , contradicting Hypothesis 2.2(c).

Line 6 a: q even, X_α ∩ X_0 = Ω^−_{2m}(q), G ∩ X_0 = Sp_2(q^{m/2}) ≀ S_2, and G_α ∩ X_0 = D_{2(q}m_{−1)}, where m ≡ 2 (mod 4).

As usual, X_{αβ} does not contain Ω^−_{2m}(q) by Hypothesis 2.2(c). If m = 2 (so q ≥ 8 since q is even), then X_α = PSL_2(q^2).a with a ≤ 2 and G_α = D_{2(q}2_{−1)} since there is no larger dihedral subgroup in X_α. Thus |X_{αβ} | is divisible by |X_α : G_α| = q^2(q^2 + 1)a/2, but the only such subgroups of X_α contain PSL_2(q^2), while X_{αβ} does not contain PSL_2(q^2). Thus m ≠ 2 and so m ≥ 6. Then by [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ}| ≥ (q^m + 1)(q^{m−1} − 1)/(q − 1) whereas |X_α : X_{αβ}| divides |G_α|, which divides 2(q^m − 1), giving a contradiction.

Line 6 b: q even, X_α ∩ X_0 = Sp_2(q^{m/2}) ≀ S_2, G ∩ X_0 = Ω^−_{2m}(q), and G_α ∩ X_0 = D_{2(q}m_{−1)}, where m ≡ 2 (mod 4).

Now X_α = (Sp_2(q^{m/2}) ≀ S_2).a for some a dividing f, and the base group of X_α ∩ X_0 is T_1 × T_2 with each T_i = Sp_2(q^{m/2}) (a nonabelian simple group). If X_{αβ} contains T_i, then G_{αβ} = G_α ∩ X_{αβ} ≥ D_{2(q}m_{−1)} ∩ T_i ≥ (q^{m/2} ± 1), contradicting Hypothesis 2.2(a). Thus X_{αβ} ∩ T_i is a proper subgroup of T_i for each i. On the other hand, the index |X_α : G_α| = q^m(q^m − 1).a, and this divides |X_{αβ} |. Hence, for each i, |X_{αβ} ∩ T_i| is divisible by q^{m/2}/2; and for some i, say i = 1, a primitive prime divisor r of 2^{fm} − 1 (which exists since (2m, q) ≠ (4, 8), (6, 2)) divides |X_{αβ} ∩ T_1|. The latter condition implies that X_{αβ} ∩ T_1 ≤ N_{T1} (C_r) ≤ (q^{m/2} + 1).2f, and hence q^{m/2}/2 divides 2f. This implies that m = 2 and q = 16. However, Sp_2(16) has no proper subgroup of order divisible by 17.8, and we have a contradiction.

Line 7 a: q even, X_α ∩ X_0 = Ω^−_{2m}(q), G ∩ X_0 = Sp_4(q^{m/4}).2, and G_α ∩ X_0 = D_{2(q}m/2_{−1)}, where m ≡ 4 (mod 8) and f is odd.

Arguing as in the case of Line 6.a, X_{αβ} does not contain Ω^−_{2m}(q), and |X_α : X_{αβ}| divides |G_α|, which divides 2(q^{m/2} −1).f; whereas (since m ≥ 4) by [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ} | ≥ (q^m + 1)(q^{m−1} − 1)/(q − 1), which is a contradiction.

Line 7 b: q even, X_α ∩ X_0 = Sp_4(q^{m/4}).2, G ∩ X_0 = Ω^−_{2m}(q), and G_α ∩ X_0 = D_{2(q}m/2_{−1)}, where m ≡ 4 (mod 8) and f is odd.

As usual, X_{αβ} does not contain Sp_4(q^{m/4})^′ and |X_α : X_{αβ}| divides |G_α|, which divides 2(q^{m/2} − 1).f, whereas (since m ≥ 4, and (2m, q) ≠ (8, 2)) by [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ}| ≥ (q^m − 1)/(q^{m/4} − 1), giving a contradiction.

Line 8 a: q even, X_α ∩ X_0 = Ω^+_{2m}(q).2, G ∩ X_0 = Sz(q^{m/2}), and G_α ∩ X_0 = D_{2(q}m/2_{−1)}, where m ≡ 2 (mod 4) and f is odd, f > 1.

If m ≥ 4, we obtain a contradiction by an exactly similar argument to that for Line 7 a, so we may assume that m = 2, and hence that q > 8 (as q is even). Then X_α ∩ X_0 = O^+_4 (q) = Sp_2(q^{m/2}) ≀ S_2 with base group T_1 × T_2 (where each T_i = Sp_2(q)), as in Line 6 b. Arguing as for Line 6 b, for some i, X_{αβ} ∩T_i is a proper subgroup of T_i with order divisible by rq/2, where r is a primitive prime divisor of 2^{2f} − 1 (note that r exists since q > 8), and this implies that q/2 divides 2f. This in turn implies that q = 16, and hence that r = 17. However, Sp_2(16) has no proper subgroup of order divisible by 17.8, and we have a contradiction.

Line 8 b: q even, X_α ∩ X_0 =^2B_2(q^{m/2}), G ∩ X_0 = Ω^+_{2m}(q).2, and G_α ∩ X_0 = D_{2(q}m/2_{−1)}, where m ≡ 2 (mod 4) and f is odd, f > 1.

In this case X_{αβ} does not contain^2B_2(q^{m/2}) and |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α|, which divides (q^{m/2} − 1).f. Also, see [3, Theorem 7.3.3], |X_α : X_{αβ} | ≥ q^m + 1, which is strictly larger than (q^{m/2} − 1).f, a contradiction.

Line 9 a: m = 2, f = 1, X_α ∩ X_0 = PSp_2(p^2).a, G ∩ X_0 = [p^{1+2}](p^2 − 1), and G_α ∩ X_0 = p or D_{2p}, where a | 2, and X ≥ X_0.2 if p ≡ 1 (mod 4).

Here p ≥ 5, and by Hypothesis 2.2(c), X_{αβ} does not contain Sp_2(p^2). Also |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α| which divides 4p, whereas by [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ} | ≥ p^2 + 1, which gives a contradiction.

Line 9 b: m = 2, f = 1, X_α ∩X_0 = [p^{1+2}].(p^2 −1), G∩X_0 = PSp_2(p^2).a, and G_α ∩X_0 = p or D_{2p}, where a | 2, and X ≥ X_0.2 if p ≡ 1 (mod 4).

Here p ≥ 5, and X_α = QR with Q = [p^{1+2}]. Also p^2(p^2 − 1)/2 divides |X_α : G_α| which divides |X_{αβ} |. Thus |X_{αβ} ∩ Q| ≥ p^2 and as (p^2 − 1)/2 acts irreducibly on Q/Q^′ (since p ≥ 5), it follows that X_{αβ} contains Q, which is normal in X_α, and we have a contradiction to Hypothesis 2.2(c).

8.2.3. Line in Table 10.3 with X_0 = PSU_{2m}(q). Let V = F^{2m}_{q2} be the natural module for X, where m ≥ 2 and q = p^f for a prime p and f ≥ 1. There is only one Line to consider, and it has q = p or q = 4. Moreover, from our assumptions, if m = 2 then q ≥ 4, and in particular PSL_{2m−1}(q) is a nonabelian simple group.

Line 1 a: SU_{2m−1}(q) ≤ X_α ∩ X_0 ≤ N_1, G ∩ X_0 = [q^{2m}].^{q2m −1}_{(q+1)d} .m, and G_α ∩ X_0 = [q], where d = (2m, q + 1) and q = p or q = 4.

The index |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α| which divides qf. On the other hand, by Hypothesis 2.2(c), X_{αβ} does not contain SU_{2m−1}(q), and by [25, Table 5.2.A], therefore |X_α : X_{αβ} | is much larger than qf.

Line 1 b: X_α ∩ X_0 = [q^{2m}].^{q2m−1}_{(q+1)d} .m, SU_{2m−1}(q) ≤ G ∩ X_0 ≤ N_1, G_α ∩ X_0 = [q], where d = (2m, q + 1) and q = p or q = 4.

Let Q = [q^{2m}] = O_p(X_α). Since |G_α| ≤ qf and |X_α : G_α| divides |X_{αβ} |, it follows that f · |X_{αβ} | is divisible by q^{2m−1}(q^{2m} − 1)/(q + 1)d. This implies firstly that Q ∩ X_{αβ} ≠ 1. It also implies that X_{αβ} acts irreducibly on Q, and hence that Q ≤ X_{αβ} , which contradicts Hypothesis 2.2(c).

8.2.4. Line in Table 10.3 with X_0 = PΩ^+_{2m}(q). Let V = F^{2m}_q be the natural module for X. There is only one line to consider. Moreover, from our assumptions, if m = 4 then q ≥ 3.

Line 1 a: Ω_{2m−1}(q) ≤ X_α ∩ X_0, G ∩ X_0 ≤ [q^m].^{qm−1}_d .m, G_α ∩ X_0 = [q] or [2q], where m ≥ 4, q = p or q = 4, and d = (4, q^m − 1).

This case gives a contradiction by the same argument as for Line 1a in Subsection 8.2.3, using [25, Table 5.2.A] for PΩ_{2m−1}(q) with m ≥ 4.

Line 1 b: X_α ∩ X_0 ≤ [q^m].^{qm−1}_d .m, Ω_{2m−1}(q) ≤ G ∩ X_0, G_α ∩ X_0 = [q] or [2q], where m ≥ 4, q = p or q = 4, and d = (4, q^m − 1).

This case gives a contradiction by the same argument as for Line 1b in Subsection 8.2.3.

8.2.5. Lines in Table 10.3 with X_0 = Ω_7(q). There are two lines to consider, and in both lines q = 3^f for some f ≥ 1.

Line 1 a: X_α ∩ X_0 = Ω^ϵ_6(q), G ∩ X_0 = SL^{−ϵ}_3 (q), G_α ∩ X_0 = q^2 − 1, with ϵ = ±. The index |X_α : X_{αβ}| divides |G_α| which divides (q^2 − 1)f. On the other hand, by Hypothesis 2.2(c), X_{αβ} does not contain Ω^ϵ_6(q), and by [25, Table 5.2.A], therefore |X_α : X_{αβ}| is much larger than (q^2 − 1)f.

Line 1 b: X_α ∩ X_0 = SL^{−ϵ}_3 (q), G ∩ X_0 = Ω^ϵ_6(q), G_α ∩ X_0 = q^2 − 1, with ϵ = ±. If ϵ = + then this case gives a contradiction by the same argument as for Line 1a, with SL^{−ϵ}_3 (q) in place of Ω^ϵ_6(q). If ϵ = −, then |X_{αβ} | is divisible by |X_α : G_α|, which is divisible by q^3(q^3 − 1). However there is no proper subgroup of SL_3(q).2f with this property (see [3, Tables 8.3,8.4]), and hence X_{αβ} contains SL_3(q), contradicting Hypothesis 2.2(c).

Line 2 a: X_α ∩ X_0 = Ω^+_6 (q).a, G ∩ X_0 =^2G_2(q), G_α ∩ X_0 = q − 1 or D_{2(q−1)}, where q = 3^f with f odd and a ≤ 2.

This case gives a contradiction by the same argument as for Line 1a, with 2(q − 1)f in place of (q^2 − 1)f.

Line 2 b: X_α ∩ X_0 =^2G_2(q), G ∩ X_0 = Ω^+_6 (q).a, G_α ∩ X_0 = q − 1 or D_{2(q−1)}, where q = 3^f with f odd and a ≤ 2.

This case gives a contradiction by the same argument as for Line 1a, with 2(q − 1)f in place of (q^2 − 1)f, using the fact that each proper subgroup of^2G_2(q) has index at least q^3 + 1 for q > 3, see [24, Theorem C], and at least 9 for f = 3 as^2G_2(q) ∼= PSL_2(8).

8.2.6. Lines in Table 10.3 with X_0 = G_2(q). There are two lines to consider, and in both cases p = 3.

Lines 1 a and 1 b: X_α ∩ X_0 = SL^ϵ_3(q), G ∩ X_0 = SL^{−ϵ}_3 (q), G_α ∩ X_0 = q^2 − 1, with ϵ = ±. The index |X_α : X_{αβ}| divides |G_α| which divides (q^2 − 1)f. On the other hand, by Hypothesis 2.2(c), X_{αβ} does not contain SL^ϵ_3(q). If ϵ = − then by [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ} | ≥ q^3 + 1 which is much larger than (q^2 − 1)f. So ϵ = +. In this case the same argument as in Line 1b of Subsection 8.2.5 gives a contradiction.

Lines 2 a and 2 b: {X_α ∩ X_0, G ∩ X_0} = {^2G_2(q), SL_3(q).a}, G_α ∩ X_0 = (q − 1) or D_{2(q−1)}, with q = 3^f , f odd, and a ≤ 2.

By Hypothesis 2.2(c), X_{αβ} does not contain^2G_2(q) or SL_3(q), and by [24, Theorem C] or [25, Table 5.2.A], |X_α : X_{αβ} | is at least q^3 + 1 or q^2 + q + 1, respectively. On the other hand |X_α : X_{αβ} | divides |G_α| which is at most 2(q − 1), and we have a contradiction.

This completes the proof of Theorem 8.1.

9. Sporadic groups

Proof of Theorems 1.4 and 1.10

All factorisations of the sporadic simple groups and their automorphism groups are given in [9]. The simple sporadic groups that factorise are the Mathieu groups (apart from M_{22}), together with J_2, HS, Ru, Suz, F i_{22} and Co_1; in addition, there are factorisations of the almost simple groups M_{22}.2, J_2.2, HS.2, Suz.2 and He.2 that do not intersect the simple group in a factorisation. Given the results of [9], for the largest groups F i_{22} and Co_1, we can read off from [6] that the factorisations are not cyclic/dihedral. For the other groups, it is a routine matter to compute using Magma (as discussed in Subsection 2.2) the factorisations with cyclic or dihedral intersections, and to determine which of these satisfy Hypothesis 2.2.

10. Tables of cyclic/dihedral factorisations

This section contains the tables for the Factorisation Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4. There is some notation that we use throughout the tables:

• for r a positive integer, a_r and b_r denote divisors of r • as is standard group-theoretic notation, a positive integer n denotes a cyclic group of order n, and the symbol [n] denotes a (possibly non-cyclic) group of order n • in Table 10.3 we just give the possibilities for (X_0, A ∩ X_0, B ∩ X_0); whereas in Tables 10.4-10.7, we give the possibilities (X, A, B) where X is an almost simple group which is minimal subject to having a factorisation X = AB with cyclic or dihedral intersection.

• in Table 10.8, if the socle factorises as X_0 = A_0B_0, we do not include factorisations of X = X_0.2 of the form X = AB, where A ∩ X_0 = A_0, B ∩ X_0 = B_0.

Table 10.1. Cyclic/dihedral factorisations of A_n and S_n

k X A Conditions on B 2 S_n or A_n (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ X B^Ω 2-homog., B < X, B_{{x,y}} as in Table 10.2 S_n or A_n (S_{n−2} × 1) ∩ X B^Ω 2-trans., B < X, B_{xy} as in Table 10.2 S_n (S_{n−2} × S_2) ∩ A_n B contains an odd perm., (B ∩ A_n)^Ω 2-homog., (B ∩ A_n)_{{x,y}} as in Table 10.2 S_n A_{n−2} × 1 B contains an odd perm., (B ∩ A_n)^Ω 2-trans., (B ∩ A_n)_{xy} as in Table 10.2 S_n A_{n−2} × S_2 (B ∩ A_n)^Ω 2-trans., (B ∩ A_n)_{xy} as in Table 10.2 3 S_n or A_n (S_{n−3} × S) ∩ X PSL_2(q) ≤ B ≤ ^B := PΓL_2(q) with n = q + 1, S ≤ S_3; see Remark 5.2(a) S_{12} or A_{12} (S_9 × 1) ∩ X B = M_{11}, A ∩ B = B_{xyz} = D_6 S_8 or A_8 (S_5 × S) ∩ X B = AGL_3(2) and A ∩ B = D_8, 2^2 for S = S_2, 1, resp. S_8 or A_8 (S_5 × S_3) ∩ X B = AGL_1(8) and A ∩ B = B_{{x,y,z}} = 1 S_8 or A_8 (S_5 × S) ∩ X B = AΓL_1(8) and A ∩ B = C_3, 1 for S = S_3, S_2, resp. S_{32} or A_{32} (S_{29} × S_3) ∩ X B = AΓL_1(32) and A ∩ B = B_{{x,y,z}} = 1 4 S_{11} or A_{11} (S_7 × S) ∩ X B = M_{11}, B_{xyzw} = 1, and A ∩ B = S ≤ S_4 cyclic/dihedral S_9 or A_9 (S_5 × S) ∩ X B = PGL_2(8) and (S, A ∩ B) = (S_4, 2^2) or (S_3, 1) S_9 or A_9 (S_5 × S) ∩ X B = PΓL_2(8) and (S, A ∩ B) as in Remark 5.2(b) S_{33} or A_{33} (S_{29} × S) ∩ X B = PΓL_2(32) and (S, A ∩ B) = (S_4, 2^2) or (S_3, 1) 5 S_{12} or A_{12} (S_7 × S) ∩ X B = M_{12}, B_{xyzwv} = 1, A ∩ B = S ≤ S_5 cyclic/dihedral

Table 10.2. 2-homogeneous groups B with B_{xy} or B_{{x,y}} cyclic or dihedral: notation of Lemma 5.1 n B^∘ B^∘_{xy} B^∘_{{x,y}} ∃ odd perm. q^2 + 1^2B_2(q), q = 2^{2a+1} q − 1 D_{2(q−1)} × q^3 + 1^2G_2(q), q = 3^{2a+1} q − 1 D_{2(q−1)} × q^3 + 1 PSU_3(q) (q^2 − 1)/(3, q + 1) D_{2(q}2_{−1)/u} × q + 1 PSL_2(q) (q − 1)/(2, q − 1) D_{2(q−1)/u} ✓ iff q odd p^2 ASL_2(p) p D_{2p} ✓ iff p ≡ 3 (4) q B ≤ AΓL_1(q) B_{xy} ≤ ⟨σ⟩ B_{{x,y}} ≤ ✓ iff q odd (σ field aut.) ⟨σ⟩ × 2 7 PSL_2(7) 2^2 D_8 × 11 PSL_2(11) D_6 D_{12} × 3^4 3^4.2^{1+4}.5 1 2 × 3^4.2A_5.2 3 6 × 3^6 3^6. SL_2(13) 3 6 × 5^2 5^2.2A_4 1 2 ✓ 7^2 7^2.2S_4 1 2 × 11^2 11^2.(2A_4 × 5) 1 2 ✓ 11^2.2A_5 1 2 × 19^2 19^2.(2A_5 × 9) 3 6 × 23^2 23^2.(2S_4 × 11) 1 2 × 29^2 29^2.(2A_5 × 7) 1 2 × 59^2 59^2.(2A_5 × 29) 1 2 ×

Table 10.3. Cyclic/dihedral factorisations of groups of Lie type: families

X_0 A ∩ X_0 B ∩ X_0 A ∩ B ∩ X_0 Conditions PSL_n(q), A ▷ q^{n−1}. SL_{n−1}(q) ≤^{qn−1}_{(q−1)d} .n r r|n, d = (n, q − 1) n ≥ 2 PSL_4(p) PSp_4(p).a p^3.^{p3−1}_d .e p × e p ≥ 3 prime, e|3, d = (4, p − 1), ad = 4, X ≥ X_0.2 if p ≡ 1 (4) Sp_{2m}(q), O^ϵ_{2m}(q) Sp_2(q^m) D_{2(q}m_{−ϵ)} ϵ = ±1 q even, Ω^ϵ_{2m}(q) Sp_2(q^m) q^m − ϵ m odd m ≥ 2 Ω^−_{2m}(q) Sp_2(q^m).2 D_{2(q}m_{+1)} m even, m_2 = 2 O^−_{2m}(q) q^m.(q^m − 1).m^′ 2m^′ m^′|m Ω^−_{2m}(q) q^m.(q^m − 1).m^′ m^′ m^′|m^∗ Ω^−_{2m}(q) Sp_2(q^{m/2}) ≀ S_2 D_{2(q}m_{−1)}^m_2 odd Sp_4(q^{m/4}).2 D_{2(q}m/2_{−1)}^m_4 odd, q = 2^{2f+1} O^+_{2m}(q)^2B_2(q^{m/2}) D_{2(q}m/2_{−1)}^m_2 odd

PSp_4(p) PSp_2(p^2).a p^{1+2}.(p^2 − 1) p, D_{2p} a|2, X ≥ X_0.2 if p ≡ 1 (4) PSU_{2m}(q), A ▷ SU_{2m−1}(q) ≤ q^{2m}.^{q2m−1}_{(q+1)d} .m [q] q = p or q = 4, m ≥ 2 d = (2m, q + 1) P Ω^+_{2m}(q), A ▷ Ω_{2m−1}(q) ≤ q^m.^{qm−1}_d .m [q], [2q] q = p or q = 4, m ≥ 4 d = (4, q^m − 1) Ω_7(q) Ω^ϵ_6(q) SL^{−ϵ}_3 (q) q^2 − 1 q = 3^f , ϵ = ±1 Ω^+_6 (q).a^2G_2(q) q − 1, D_{2(q−1)} q = 3^{2f+1}, a|2 G_2(q) SL_3(q) SU_3(q) q^2 − 1 q = 3^f 2G_2(q) SL_3(q).a q − 1, D_{2(q−1)} q = 3^{2f+1}, a|2

∗ Only know an example if (m^′)_2 = m_2, where m_2 denotes the 2-part of m

Table 10.4. Exceptional cyclic/dihedral factorisations, X_0 = PSL_n(q)

X A B A ∩ B PSL_2(7) S_4 7, 7.3 1, 3 PSL_2(11) A_5 11, 11.5 1, 5 A_4 11.5 1 PSL_2(16).4 A_5.4 D_{34}.4 2 PSL_2(19) A_5 19.9 3 PSL_2(23) S_4 23.11 1 PSL_2(29) A_5 29.7, 29.14 1, 2 PSL_2(59) A_5 59.29 1 PSL_3(3) 13.3 3^2.8 1 PSL_3(4).2 A_6.2 PSL_3(2).2 D_6 PSL_3(4).S_3 7.3.S_3 2^4.(3 × D_{10}).2 1 PSL_3(8).3 73.9 2^{3+6}.7^2.3 1 PSL_4(3) S_5, 4.A_5, 4.S_5 3^3. SL_3(3) 3, D_6, D_{12} 2^4.5.a_4 3^3. SL_3(3) 2, 4, 8 PSL_4(3).2 (4 × A_6).2^2 3^3.13.3.2 1 SL_4(4) Sp_4(4) 2^6.63 2^2 SL_4(4).2 (a_5 × SL_2(16)).4 SL_3(4).[2a_3] 1, 3, 5, 15 (5 × SL_2(16)).4 2^6.63.6 1 SL_5(2) 31.5 2^6.(SL_3(2) × S_3) 1 SL_6(2) G_2(2) SL_5(2) D_6 PSL_6(3) PSL_2(13) 3^5. SL_5(3) 3

Table 10.5. Exceptional cyclic/dihedral factorisations, X_0 = PSU_n(q). Note: exceptional factorisations of PSU_4(2) ∼= PSp_4(3) given in Table 10.7

X A B A ∩ B PSU_3(3) PSL_2(7) 3^{1+2}.8 D_6 PSU_3(8).3^2 57.9 2^{3+6}.63.3 1 PSU_4(3) PSL_3(4) [2^3.3^4] 4 PSU_4(3).2 PSL_3(4).2 [2.3^4.a_8] 1, 2, 2^2, D_8 [2.3^5.a_2] 3, D_6 3^4.[10], 3^4.[20] 5, D_{10} PSU_4(3).[4] PSL_2(7).[4] 3^4.A_6.[4] D_6 SU_4(4).4 (a × SL_2(16).4, a ≤ 3 (a_5 × SU_3(4)).4 1, 2, 3, 5, 15, D_{10} (D_6 × SL_2(16)).4 (a_5 × SU_3(4)).4 D_6, D_{30} SU_4(8).3 513.3.3 2^{12}. SL_2(64).7.3 1

Table 10.6. Exceptional cyclic/dihedral factorisations, X_0 orthogonal

X A B A ∩ B Ω_7(3) A_9, S_9 3^3. SL_3(3) D_6, D_{12} Sp_6(2) [3^6].13.a_3 3, 9 Ω^+_8 (2) Sp_6(2) A_5.[2a_4] 1, 2, 2^2 A_6.[a_4] 3, D_6, D_{12} [2^4.15.a_4] (sol.) 2, 4, 8 A_9 2^4.A_5.[a_8] 1, 2, 2^2, 4, D_8 2^4.A_5.[3a_2] 3, D_6 [2^6.15.a_4] (sol.) 1, 2, 4 A_8, S_8 SU_4(2), SU_4(2).2 3, 6, D_6, D_{12} P Ω^+_8 (3).a_2 Ω_7(3).b_2 3^4.[40c_4] 3, 6, 12 Ω^+_8 (4).2 Sp_6(4).2 SL_2(16).4, 2^2. SL_2(16).4 1, 2^2 Ω^−_8 (2).2 Ω^−_6 (4).4 D_{12} Ω^+_{12}(2) Sp_{10}(2) G_2(2) D_6

Table 10.7. Exceptional cyclic/dihedral factorisations, X_0 symplectic

X A B A ∩ B PSp_4(3) 2^4.A_5 [3^3a_{12}] a_{12}, D_{a12} S_5 3^{1+2}.Q_8.a_3 a_3 A_6, S_6 3^{1+2}.Q_8 3, D_6 2^4.5.a_2 3^{1+2}.2A_4 2, 4 PSp_4(3).2 2^4.5.4 [3^3].S_3 1 3^3.A_4.2 2^2 Sp_4(4) SL_2(16) 2^6.15 2^2 Sp_4(4).2 SL_2(16).4 A_5.[2a_2] a_2 A_6.[2a_2] D_{6a2} PSp_4(5) PSL_2(25).a_2 5^{1+2}.Q_8.3b_2 5, D_{10}, D_{20} PSp_4(7) PSL_2(49).a_2 7^{1+2}.[48] 7, D_{14} PSp_4(11) PSL_2(121).a_2 11^{1+2}.10A_4 11, D_{22} 11^{1+2}.2A_5 11, D_{22} PSp_4(23) PSL_2(23^2).a_2 23^{1+2}.22S_4 23, D_{46} PSp_4(29) PSL_2(29^2).a_2 29^{1+2}.14b_2.A_5 29, D_{58} PSp_4(59) PSL_2(59^2).a_2 59^{1+2}.(2A_5 × 29) 59, D_{118} Sp_6(2) S_5.[a_6] SU_3(3).b_2 1, 2, 3, D_6 A_6.[a_4] SU_3(3).b_2 3, 6, D_6, D_{12} SL_3(2).a_2 SU_4(2).b_2 D_6, D_{12} 2^4.A_5.[a_4] SL_2(8).3 1, 2, 2^2 2^4.A_5.a_2 SU_3(3) 4, 8 2^5.A_6 SL_2(8) 2^2 A_8.a_2 [3^3].[8b_2] D_6, D_{12} PSp_6(3) PSL_2(13) P_1 3 PSL_2(27).3 3^{1+4}.2^{1+4}.A_5 3 PSp_6(3).2 PSL_2(27).6 3^{1+4}.2^{1+4}.D_{10}.2 1 Sp_6(4).2 O^−_6 (4).2 SU_3(3).2 D_6 G_2(4).2 SL_2(16).4 1 Sp_8(2) O^+_8 (2) PSL_2(17) D_{18} Ω^−_8 (2) A_6.2^2 D_6 O^−_8 (2) A_5.[2a_4] 1, 2, 2^2 A_5.[a], a = 6, 12, 20 3, D_6, D_{10} A_6.[a_4] 3, 6, D_6, D_{12} 2^4.A_5.a_2 D_8, D_{16} Sp_{12}(2) O^−_{12}(2) SU_3(3).2 D_6

Table 10.8. Cyclic/dihedral factorisations of sporadic groups

X A B A ∩ B M_{11} M_{10} 11, 11.5 1, 5 M_9.2 PSL_2(11), 11.5 D_{12}, 1 M_9, 9.8 PSL_2(11) D_6 M_{12} M_{11} many poss. C_i (1 ≤ i ≤ 6), D_{2j} (3 ≤ j ≤ 6) PSL_2(11) (max.) M_{10}, M_{10}.2 5, D_{10} M_9.2, M_9, S_3 1, 3 S_6 5 M_{23} M_{22} 23, 23.11 1, 11 M_{21} 23.11 1 2^4.A_7 23.11 1 M_{24} M_{23} many poss. C_i (1 ≤ i ≤ 8), D_{2j} (j = 2, 4, 5, 6) PSL_2(23) M_{22}, M_{22}.2 11, D_{22} PSL_3(4).2, PSL_3(4).S_3 1, 3 2^4.A_7, 2^4.A_8 1, D_8 J_2 PSU_3(3) A_5 × 5, A_5 × D_{10} 3, 6 J_2.2 PSU_3(3).2 5^2.[4a_6], (5 × A_5).[a_4] 1, 2, 3, 6, 12 HS M_{22} A_5 × 5, A_5 × D_{10} 3, 6 HS.2 M_{22}.2 5^2.[4a], a = 1, 2, 4, 5 1, 2, 4, 5 5^{1+2}.(2 × 4) D_{10} (5 × A_5).[a_4] 3, 6, 12, D_6, D_{12} He Sp_4(4).a_2 7^2. SL_2(7) 4, 8 He.2 Sp_4(4).4 7^{1+2}.[6a_6] 1, 2, 3, D_6 7^2. SL_2(7).a_2 8, 16 Ru^2F_4(2).2 PSL_2(29) 3 Suz.2 G_2(4).2 3^5.11.2a_5 3, 15

References

[1] N. Biggs, Classification of complete maps on orientable surfaces, Rend. Mat. (6) 4 (1971), 645–655. [2] W. Bosma, J. Cannon and C. Playoust, The Magma algebra system I: The user language, J. Symbolic Comput. 24 (1997), 235–265.

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

[4] T. C. Burness and C. H. Li, On solvable factors of almost simple groups, Adv. Math. 377 (2021), Paper No. 107499.

[5] D. A. Catalano, M. D. E. Conder, S. F. Du, Y. S. Kwon, R. Nedela and S. Wilson, Classification of regular embeddings of n-dimensional cubes, J. Alg. Comb. 33 (2011), 215–238.

[6] J. H. Conway, R. T. Curtis, S. P. Norton, R. A. Parker and R. A. Wilson, Atlas of finite groups, Oxford University Press, 1985.

[7] J. D. Dixon and B. Mortimer, Permutation groups, Graduate Texts in Math. 163, Springer, 1996. [8] A. Gardiner, R. Nedela, J. Širáň and M. Škoviera, Characterisation of graphs which underlie regular maps on closed surfaces, J. London Math. Soc. 59 (1999), 100–108.

[9] M. Giudici, Factorisations of sporadic simple groups, J. Algebra 304 (2006), 311–323. [10] C. Godsil and G.F. Royle, Algebraic Graph Theory, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2001. [11] J. E. Graver and M. E. Watkins, Locally finite, planar, edge-transitive graphs, Mem. Amer. Math.

Soc. 126 (1997), no. 601.

[12] R. Guralnick, Subgroups of prime power index in a simple group, J. Algebra 81 (1983), 304–311. [13] C. Hering, M. W. Liebeck and J. Saxl, The factorizations of the finite exceptional groups of Lie type, J. Algebra 106 (1987), 517–527.

[14] B. Huppert, Endliche Gruppen I, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York, 1967. [15] N. F. J. Inglis, The embedding O(2m, 2^k) ≤ Sp(2m, 2^k ), Arch. Math. 54 (1990), 327–330. [16] N. Ito, On doubly transitive groups of degree n and order 2(n − 1)n. Nagoya Math. J. 27 (1966), 409–417.

[17] L. D. James, Imbeddings of the complete graph, —it Ars Combin. 16 (1983), 57–72. [18] L. D. James and G. A. Jones, Regular orientable imbeddings of complete graphs, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B 39 (1985), 353–367.

[19] G. A. Jones, Automorphisms and regular embeddings of merged Johnson graphs, Eur. J. Combin. 26 (2005), 417–435.

[20] G. A. Jones, Regular embeddings of complete bipartite graphs: classification and enumeration. Proc.

Lond. Math. Soc. 101 (2010), 427–453.

[21] G. A. Jones, Bipartite graph embeddings, Riemann surfaces and Galois groups, Discrete Math. 338 (2015), 1801–1813.

[22] G. A. Jones, Edge-transitive embeddings of complete graphs, Art Discrete Appl. Math. 4 (2021), no.

3, Paper No. 3.03, 12 pp.

[23] W. Kimmerle, R. Lyons, R. Sandling, and D. N. Teague, Composition factors from the group ring and Artin’s theorem on orders of simple groups, Proc. London Math. Soc. 60 (1990), 89–122.

[24] P. B. Kleidman. The maximal subgroups of the Chevalley groups G2(q) with q odd, the Ree groups 2G2(q), and their automorphism groups, J. Algebra 117 (1988), 30–71.

[25] P. Kleidman and M. Liebeck, The subgroup structure of the finite classical groups, London Math. Soc.

Lecture Note Series, Vol. 129, Cambridge Univ. Press, 1990.

[26] C.H. Li, C.E. Praeger and S.J. Song, Locally finite vertex-rotary maps and coset graphs with finite valency and finite edge multiplicity, 2024, arxiv: 2202.07100.

[27] C.H. Li, C.E. Praeger and S.J. Song, Arc-transitive embeddings of graphs, preprint, 2024. [28] C.H. Li, L. Wang and B. Xia, The factorizations of finite classical groups, 2024, arXiv: 2402.18373v2. [29] C.H. Li and B. Xia, Factorizations of almost simple groups with a factor having many nonsolvable composition factors, J. Algebra 528 (2019), 439–473.

[30] C.H. Li and B. Xia, Factorizations of almost simple groups with a solvable factor, and Cayley graphs of solvable groups, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 279, 2022, No. 1375.

[31] M.W. Liebeck, The affine permutation groups of rank three, Proc. London Math. Soc. 54 (1987), 477-516.

[32] M.W.Liebeck, C. E. Praeger, and J.Saxl. The maximal factorizations of the finite simple groups and their automorphism groups, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 86, 1990, No. 432.

[33] M.W.Liebeck, C. E. Praeger, and J.Saxl. Regular subgroups of primitive permutation groups, Mem.

Amer. Math. Soc. 203, 2010, No. 952.

[34] D. Singerman, Unicellular dessins and a uniqueness theorem for Klein’s Riemann surface of genus 3, Bull. London Math. Soc. 33 (2001), 701–710.

[35] J. Širáň, T. W. Tucker, and M. E. Watkins, Realizing finite edge-transitive orientable maps, J. Graph Theory 37 (2001), 1–34.

[36] J. Wiegold and A. G. Williamson, The factorisations of the alternating and symmetric groups, Math.

Z. 175 (1980), 171–179.

[37] K. Zsigmondy, Zur Theorie der Potenzreste, Monatshefte für Mathematik und Physik 3, (1892), 265– 284.

M.W. Liebeck, Department of Mathematics, Imperial College, London SW7 2BZ, UK Email address: m.liebeck@imperial.ac.uk

C. E. Praeger, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, The University of Western Australia, Perth, WA 6009, Australia

Email address: cheryl.praeger@uwa.edu.au