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BOUNDING s FOR VERTEX-PRIMITIVE s-ARC-TRANSITIVE
DIGRAPHS OF ALTERNATING AND SYMMETRIC GROUPS

JUNYAN CHEN, LEI CHEN, MICHAEL GIUDICI, JING JIAN LI*, CHERYL E. PRAEGER,
AND BINZHOU XIA

ABSTRACT. Determining an upper bound on s for finite vertex-primitive s-arc-transitive
digraphs has received considerable attention dating back to a question of Praeger in 1990.
It was shown by Giudici and Xia that the smallest upper bound on s is attained for some
digraph admitting an almost simple s-arc-transitive group. In this paper, based on the work
of Pan, Wu and Yin, we prove that s < 2 in the case where the group is an alternating or
symmetric group.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A digraph T is a pair (V,—) with V a set and — an antisymmetric irreflexive binary
relationon V. Let s be a positive integer. An s-arc is a sequence vg,v1,--- ,Vs of vertices
such that v; — v;41 for 0 < i < s — 1. Let G be a subgroup of the automorphism group
Aut(T") of I'. The digraph T is said to be G-vertex-primitive if G acts primitively on V', and
(G, s)-arc-transitive if G acts transitively on the set of s-arcs. Note that a (G, s + 1)-arc-
transitive digraph is necessarily (G, s)-arc-transitive. We call a digraph I" vertez-primitive (or
s-arc-transitive) if T" is Aut(I")-vertex-primitive (or (Aut(I'), s)-arc-transitive).

In 1990, Praeger [14] asked whether there exists a finite vertex-primitive 2-arc-transitive
digraph other than directed cycles. This was answered in the affirmative in 2017 by Giudici,
Li and Xia [5], with a construction of an infinite family of such digraphs and these authors
asked the following question.

Question 1.1. Is there an upper bound on s for finite vertex-primitive s-arc-transitive di-
graphs that are not directed cycles?

A group G is said to be almost simple if T < G < Aut(T') for some nonabelian simple group
T. By a result of Giudici and Xia [7, Corollary 1.6], Question [[.T]is reduced to the case where
Aut(T") is almost simple. Following this, it is shown in [6] that s < 2 for G-vertex-primitive
(G, s)-arc-transitive digraphs where G is almost simple with socle a projective linear group.
More recently, Pan, Wu and Yin [I3] studied the case where the socle of G is an alternating
group, proving the following result.

Theorem 1.2 (Pan-Wu-Yin). Let I' be a G-vertez-primitive (G, s)-arc-transitive digraph
where G is almost simple with socle A,, and let v be a vertex of I'. Then one of the fol-
lowing holds:

(1) s<2;
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(2) (A1 SK) NG < Gy < (S 1 Sk) NG with m > 8, k> 1 and n = mk, m* or (m!/2)k1.

In this paper, we improve the above result of Pan, Wu and Yin by showing that for Case (2)
of Theorem we still have s < 2. This establishes the bound s < 2 for all such G-vertex-
primitive (G, s)-arc-transitive digraphs. Moreover, we give necessary conditions for s = 2
to be attained. Note that, a recent result [I8] shows that the smallest G-vertex-primitive
(G, 2)-arc-transitive digraph has 30758154560 vertices. Since 30758154560 > 13! = |S13|, we
have n > 14 for any G-vertex-primitive (G, s)-arc-transitive digraph with s > 2 such that G
is almost simple with socle A,,. In particular, such a group G is A, or S,,. Our main result
is as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let T’ be a G-vertex-primitive (G, s)-arc-transitive digraph such that s > 2

and G is almost simple with socle A,,, and let v be a vertex of I'. Then s = 2, G, is primitive

in its natural action on n points, and one of the following holds:

(a) T <G, < Aut(T) with T = Sp,(2)) or PQJ (q), where f > 2 and q is a prime power;

(b) Gy = (T*.(Out(T) x 1)) NG with n = |T|*~1 for some nonabelian simple group T and
integer k > 2 such that k = 2 if T is an alternating group.

Remark 1.4. For almost simple groups G with socle A4,,, we do not know of any examples of
a G-vertex-primitive (G, 2)-arc-transitive digraph. However, the existence of G-arc-transitive
digraphs with s = 1 can be seen in the following way. Let H be a core-free maximal subgroup of
G, and let y be the permutation character of the action of G on [G : H] by right multiplication,
where [G : H| denotes the set of right cosets of H in G. Every orbital digraph of G on [G : H]
is self-paired if and only if x is multiplicity-free and real (see [3, Page 45]). Thus, if y is not
multiplicity-free, then there exists a non-self-paired orbital digraph of G on [G : H], which
is then a G-vertex-primitive (G, 1)-arc-transitive digraph. For example, a result of Saxl [16]
(see also [4l Theorem 1.1]) shows that, whenever G = S,, with n > 18 and H is primitive in
its natural action on n points, then y is not multiplicity-free.

Theorem [I[.3] will be proved in Section [l following the groundwork laid in Sections 2}
@ Notably, Section [ is dedicated to addressing a gap in the argument of [I3] to prove
Theorem (see Remark 2.7]).

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

For a group G, denote the set of prime divisors of |G| by II(G), the set of composition
factors of G by CF(G), and the set of insoluble composition factors of G' by InsolCF(G). For
a simple group 7', let Mult(T") denote the multiplicity of T" as a composition factor of G. For
a positive integer n and prime number p, let n, denote the p-part of n (the largest p-power
dividing n). The following elementary result is a consequence of Legendre’s formula.

Lemma 2.1. For any positive integer n and prime p we have (n!), < pp_ﬁl.
The next result is the well-known Bertrand’s Postulate, see [§], for example.

Lemma 2.2. For every real number x > 7, there exists a prime number p satisfying x/2 <
p<a—2.

It is well known that the number of involutions in a nonabelian simple group is odd, see
for instance [9, Theorem|. This together with [I0, Theorem 1] gives the result below.

Lemma 2.3. (Herzog) Let T be a finite nonabelian simple group with I involutions. Then
either I =3 (mod 4), or T is one of the following groups and I =1 (mod 4).
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(a) T = PSLa(q) with prime power ¢ = ¢ (mod 8) for some e = +1, and I = q(q+¢)/2;
(b) T = PSL3(q) with prime power ¢ = —1 (mod 4), and I = ¢*(¢> +q+1);

(c) T = PSU3(q) with prime power ¢ =1 (mod 4), and I = ¢*(¢> —q +1);

(d) T = A7 and I = 105;

(e) T'= My and I = 165.

Let us recall the O’Nan-Scott Theorem (see, for example, [I5, Theorem 7.11]) on maximal
subgroups of alternating and symmetric groups.

Theorem 2.4 (O’Nan-Scott). Let G = A, or Sy, and let H be a mazimal subgroup of G
with H # A,,. Then one of the following holds:

(a) H=(Sk x Sp—k) NG with 1 <k <n/2;

(b) H=(Sn1Sk) NG withn = mk‘ for some integers m > 2 and k >

(¢) H = (S, 1Sx) NG with n =mF for some integers m =5 and k > 2,

(d) H = AGL(k,p) NG with n = p* for some prime p and positive integer k;

(e) H = (T*.(Out(T) x Sp)) NG wz’th n = |T|F=1 for some nonabelian simple group T and
integer k > 2;

(f) T < H < Aut(T) for some nonabelian simple group T'.

An expression G = AB of a group G as the product of two subgroups A and B is called a
factorization of G. An observation on group factorizations is as follows.

Lemma 2.5. If G = AB is a factorization, then G = A*BY is a factorization for all x,y € G.

The factorizations of groups between an alternating group and its automorphism group are
classified by Liebeck, Praeger and Saxl [IT, Theorem D] (partial results can be found in the
earlier work of Wiegold and Williamson [17]), as stated below. A permutation group on a set
Q) is said to be k-homogeneous if it is transitive on the set of k-subsets of (2.

Theorem 2.6 (Liebeck-Praeger-Saxl). Let L = A, with n > 5, and let L < G < Aut(L).
Suppose that G = AB with subgroups A and B of G not containing L. Then, interchanging
A and B if necessary, one of the following holds:

(a) Ap_r QAL S, XSk for some k with 1 < k <5, and B is k-homogeneous;
(b) n =10, A =PSLa(8) or PSL2(8).3, and A5 x A5 I B < S50 with B transitive on §);
(c) n=28,Z5xZ3 < Aand B= AGLg( );
(d) n =6, and one of the following holds:
e ANL=PSLy(5), BNL < S35y with AN Sg and B N Sg both transitive on €);
e ANL =125 or Dig and BN L < S3055;
e G is not contained in Sg, while AN Sg and BN Sg are as in (a).

An immediate corollary of Theorem is as follows.

Lemma 2.7. [0, Lemma 2.3] Let G = S,, withn > 2 or G = A, withn > 3. Suppose G = AB
with subgroups A and B of G. Then at least one ofA or B is transitive on Q.

Remark 2.8. In [0] the statement of the above lemma erroneously included G = Ag, and this
erroneous statement was unfortunately applied in [I3] to prove Theorem [[L2] when dealing
with vertex stabilisers as maximal subgroups H of A,, in Cases (b), (c) and (e) of Theorem 2.4
A gap in the reasoning would occur in these cases if & = 2 and the projection of H to S is Ax
instead of Si. In the next section we will show that the projection is S in most cases, and
the remaining cases will be handled within the first paragraph in the proof of Theorem [[.3]in
Section [ thus fixing the gap in the proof of [I3] Theorem 1.1].
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We will need the following technical lemma in our analysis.

Lemma 2.9. Let G be an almost simple group with socle A,, for some m > 8, let q be the
largest prime less than m, and let £ be an integer such that ¢ < £ < m. Then all subgroups of
G isomorphic to Ay are conjugate in G.

Proof. Regard GG as a permutation group on a set {2 with size m. Let H be a subgroup of G
isomorphic to Ay.

Suppose that H has an orbit A with |A| =d > ¢. Let X = Sym(A). Then H is a transitive
subgroup of X, and so we have a factorisation X = HY, where Y = S;_1 is a point-stabiliser
of X on A. Since ¢ < ¢ < d and ¢ is the largest prime less than d, it holds that II(H) =

II(Ay) =TI(Sy) = II(X). Moreover, as d — 1 > ¢, we have II(Y') = II(S4_1) = II(Sy) = II(X).
Note that d > ¢ > 7 as m > 8. We conclude from [I, Theorem 1.1] that X = S; cannot have
a factorisation X = HY with II(H) = II(Y) = II(X).

Thus every orbit of H has size at most £. This together with H = A, implies that the orbit
sizes of H are £ or 1. Since ¢ is the largest prime less than m, we have ¢ > m /2 by Lemma 2.2
As a consequence, ¢ > m/2, and so H has exactly one orbit of size £ and m — ¢ orbits of size
1. In other words, H has an orbit A of size ¢ and pointwise fixes Q \ A. Thus H < Go\a)
the pointwise stabiliser of Q\ A, and Gq\a) = Ay, so H = G(q\a)- The conclusion follows
since G is transitive on the set of f-subsets of €. O

3. ON MAXIMAL SUBGROUPS OF ALTERNATING GROUPS

For an imprimitive maximal subgroup S,,1.5; of S,,, where n = mk with m, k > 2. We view
S U Sk as the permutation group Sym(A) Sym(T") on the set A x T', where A = {1,...,m}
and I' = {1,...,k}. More precisely, for f € Fun(I',Sym(A)) (the set of functions from I' to
Sym(A)), u € Sym(T") and (d,7) € A x I, define

(6,1 = (670 4v).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that H = (S, 1 Sk) N A, is an imprimitive mazimal subgroup of Ay,
where n = mk and m,k > 2. Let M = S¥ and 7 be the projection from H to HM/M. Then
7T(H) = Sk

Proof. Let W = Fun(I', Sym(A)) x Sym(I") = Sy, ¢ Sk, in the above defined action on A x T'.
Since m(W) = S and |W : H| < 2, we have n(H) > Aj. Thus it suffices to find a pair
(f,u) € H such that u = (1,2) € S.

First assume that m is even. Take (f,u) = ((1,1,...,1),(1,2)) € W. Then (f,u) swaps
the m pairs (d,1) and (9,2) for 6 € A and fixes all other pairs in A x I'. Thus (f,u) is an
even permutation of A x I' and so (f,u) € H.

Next assume that m is odd. Take (f,u) = (((1,2),1,...,1),(1,2)). Then (f,u) fixes the
pairs (d,7) for v € '\ {1, 2}, swaps the pairs (d,1) and (,2) for 6 € A\ {1,2}, and the orbit
of (1,1) under the action of ((f,w)) is {(1,1),(2,2),(2,1),(1,2)} is of size 4. Again (f,u) is

an even permutation of A x I', so (f,u) € H. O

As shown in the next lemma, the conclusion of Lemma [3.1] holds for the primitive wreath
product S, 1 Sx. Such a maximal subgroup Sy, 1 Si of Sy, where n = mF, can be viewed as the
permutation group Sym(A)Sym(I") on Fun(I", A), where A ={1,...,m}and ' = {1,... k}.
More precisely, for f € Fun(I',A) and = = ((z1,...,21),7 1) € Sym(A) Sym(T), where
(x1,...,2) € Fun(I',Sym(A)) and 7 € Sym(I"), define

fE=(FE@)O, o (k) ®).
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Lemma 3.2. Suppose that H = (S, 1 Sk) N A, is a mazimal subgroup of product action type
in A, where n =mF and m,k > 2. Let M = S¥ and 7 be the projection from H to HM /M.
Then w(H) = Sk.

Proof. Let W = Fun(T', Sym(A))xSym(T") = S,,1Sk, in the above defined action on Fun(I', A).

If k=2 and w(H) # Sy then H preserves two different partitions of Fun(I', A) = A? into
m parts of size m, namely, II} = {Ax {i} |1 <i<m}and Iy ={{j} xA|1<j<m}, and
so H is a proper subgroup of (S,, ! S2) N A,, by Lemma Bl contradicting the maximality of
H in A,. Thus from now on we assume that & > 3. Since m(W) = S, and |W : H| < 2, we
have m(H) > Ag. Thus it suffices to show that (1,2) € n(H).

First assume that m = 0,1 or 2 (mod 4). Let us take z = (1,...,1)(1,2). Then x swaps
the pairs {f,g} such that f(1) = ¢(2) # f(2) = g(1) and f(i) = g(i) for i € {3,...,k}
and fixes all other elements of Fun(T', A). There are m*~!(m — 1)/2 such pairs, and since
mF~1(m — 1)/2 is even, x is an even permutation, and so = € H.

Next assume that m = 3 (mod 4). Take z = (((1,2),1,...,1),(1,2)). Then

£ = (@, WS, £3), - f(R)).
We observe the following three sets of orbits of (z), denoted by Oy, Oz and Os.
The first set O; denotes the set of orbits of the form £ with f(1) = f(2) > 3. Here

o=@, f(R) = (F(), £2), - f(R) = [
Hence each orbit in Oy is a singleton. Since f(1), f(2) € {3,...,m} and f(i) € {1,...,m}, it
follows that |O1| = (m — 2)mF=2.
The second set Oy denotes the set of orbits of the form £ with f(1) > 3, f(2) > 3 and
f(1) # f(2). For such an f, we have

fr= @) fQ), f3),- - f(R) # f,

Hence each orbit in O has size 2, and is uniquely determined by { f(1), f(2)} and (f(3),..., f(k)).
Since f(1), f(2) € {3,...,m} with f(1) # f(2) and f(3),..., f(k) € {1,...,m}, we deduce
that |0y = (m — 2)(m — 3)m*F=2/2.

The third set O3 denotes the set of orbits of the form f{ with f(1) = 1 and f(2) > 2.
Here

PAR 7f k)) # f7
= (F@" 1 £B3)...., f (),
I = (@), F3),- - f(R) = .
Hence each orbit in O3 has size 4, and is uniquely determined by (f(2), f(3),..., f(k)). Since
f(2)e{2,...,m}and £(3),..., f(k) € {1,...,m}, it follows that |O3]| = (m — 1)m*~2.
Since orbits in 01, Oy and O3 have size 1, 2 and 4, respectively, and
(m — 2)(m — 3)m*2
2
we conclude that Op, Oy and O3 form a partition of the orbits of (z). Thus x has

(=20 =Ry = () ) e

(
(

|01 |+2|05|+4| O3] = (m—2)m*~24-2. +4(m—1)m"2 = mF = |Fun(T", A)),
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cycles of even length. Since m = 3 (mod 4), this is an even number, so = is an even permu-
tation and = € H. O

Recall that the maximal subgroups in Theorem 2.4](e) are of the so-called diagonal type.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that H = (T%.(Out(T) x S3)) N A,, is a mazimal subgroup of diagonal
type in A, such that n = |T| and T is any nonabelian simple group except for those in (a)—(d):
(a) T = PSL3(q) with prime power ¢ = —1 (mod 4);

(b) T = PSUs(q) with prime power ¢ =1 (mod 4);

(C) T = A7;

(d) T = Mj;.

Let 7 be the projection of T?.(Out(T) x So) modulo T?.Out(T). Then w(H) = Ss.

Proof. Note that T2.(Out(7T) x Ss) is a permutation group on the set [T? : D] of right cosets
of D in T?, where D = {(t,t) | t € T}. Take z = o7 € T?.(Out(T) x So) with o = (1,1) € T?
and 7 = (1,2) € Sy. Then for each D(t,1) € [T? : D],

(D(t,1))* = D(1,t) = D(t"',1) and (D(t, 1))9”2 = D(t, 1),

and we note that x fixes D(t,1) if and only if # = 1. Let I be the number of involutions
in T. Then z has (|T| — I —1)/2 cycles of length 2 and the number has the same parity as
(I+1)/2.

If I = 3 (mod 4), then (I +1)/2 is even and so x € A,, which implies that z € H
and hence w(H) = Sy. For the remainder of the proof, assume that I # 3 (mod 4). Then
Lemma 23] asserts that 7' = PSLy(q), where ¢ = p/ = ¢ (mod 8) with prime p and € = +1.
Let P = D.(Out(T) x S2) = Aut(T") x Sa. Now g € Aut(7T) fixes a point D(¢,1) if and only
if D(t,1)9 = D(t9,1) = D(t,1), that is, if and only if ¢t € Cr(g).

Let R = D41y be a dihedral subgroup of PGLa(q) of order 2(q +¢). Then RNPSLy(q) =
Dyic. Let r be a generator of the cyclic subgroup of R of order ¢ 4 ¢. Since ¢ = ¢ (mod 8),
we have (r) = (r?) x (rl+€)/2) and so r(479)/2 ¢ PSLy(q). Clearly, Cpg, () (r'?t)/?) =
RNPSLy(q) of order g+ ¢. Then the action of (4+9)/2 ¢ Aut(T') on [T? : D] has exactly ¢ +¢
fixed points. Then since |[r(47€)/2| = 2, the element r(9+2)/2 has (|[PSLa(q)| — (g +¢))/2 cycles
of length 2 and this number is odd. So r(@)/2 ¢ H. Hence (T2.0ut(T)) N A, = T?.C; has
index 2 in 72.0ut(7T), and so

(T%.(Out(T) x S2)) N A, =2 T2 (Cf x Sa),
which implies that 7(H) = So, completing the proof. O

4. HOMOGENEOUS FACTORISATIONS OF WREATH PRODUCT

A group factorisation G = HK is said to be homogeneous if H = K. The following is a
useful observation (see for instance [6, Lemma 3.2]) in the study of homogeneous factorisations.

Lemma 4.1. For any homogeneous factorisation G = AB we have II(G) = II(A) = II(B)
and |A[> > |G|, for any prime p.
This section is devoted to homogeneous factorisations of groups G with A,, 1 A < G <

Sin USk. Our starting point is the following result from [6, Lemma 3.5].

Lemma 4.2. Let R Sy be a wreath product with base group M = Ry X --- X Ry, where
R ZE - 2R, 2R, and TVS, < G < RUSE such that T < R. Suppose that G = AB
is a homogeneous factorisation of G such that A is transitive on {R1,...,Rr}. Then with
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wi(AN M) being the projection of AN M to R;, we have p1(ANM) = - =2 pp(ANM) and
I(T) € (g1 (AN M)).

In view of Lemmas 2.7 and 1.2, we make the following hypothesis for convenience.

Hypothesis 4.3. Suppose that G = AB is a homogeneous factorisation such that A,,! A <
G <S8, withm >8and k£ > 2. Let M = GnN S,’fm and 7 be the projection from
G to G/M. For i € {1,...,k} let ¢; be the projections from M to the i-th component of
Sk . Since m(A)n(B) = Ay or S, we may assume without loss of generality that m(A) is
transitive by Lemma 271 We also have p1(ANM) = p2(ANM) = -+ = (AN M) and
II(A,,) = (1 (AN M)) by Lemma[Z2] Let g be the largest prime not greater than m.

We derive necessary conditions for homogeneous factorisations G = AB under Hypothesis
in the remainder of this section, according to different values of k.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that Hypothesis holds and k > 3. Then A has a minimal normal
subgroup isomorphic to Aé? for some £ with ¢ < £ < m.

Proof. For i € {1,...,k}, let X; = ¢;(ANM) and Y; = ¢;(B N M). By Hypothesis [43] we
have II(X;) = II(A4,,). Then it follows from [12] Theorem 4] that 4y < X; < Sp x Sy, for
some £ with ¢ < £ < m. Note that ¢ > 7 as m > 8. Thus ¢ > 7, and so Ay is an insoluble
composition factor of AN M. Let f = Multanar(Ar). We next prove f = k.

As Lemma 22] implies ¢ > ¢ > m/2, we deduce from A, < X; < Sy x Sy, that X;
has a unique normal subgroup isomorphic to Ay for all ¢ € {1,...,k}. Hence Ak NAis a
subdirect subgroup of Af. Since m(A) is transitive, we obtain by Scott’s Lemma (see [I5]
Theorem 4.16] and [I5] Corollary 4.17]) that there is a block system of 7(A) on {1,...,k}
with f blocks. Consequently, f divides k, and A has a minimal normal subgroup W = A; .
Since (m!); = (#!)q = ¢, any composition factor of AN M and X; with order divisible by
q is isomorphic to Ay, and W is the unique minimal normal subgroup of A N M with order
divisible by q.

If f < k/3, then as g > 7, we obtain, using Lemma 2]

‘A’q = ’A N M’q : ‘ﬂ-( )‘2 < ’(pZ(A N M) q (k')q < q2k/3 : q2k/(q—1) < qk < ’G’qy
contradicting Lemma Il Thus f = k/2 or k, as f divides k. If f = k, then W is a
minimal normal subgroup of A isomorphic to Aé? and the lemma holds. In particular, if w(A)
is primitive, then f = k, proving the lemma. Similarly, if 7(B) is primitive, then B has a
minimal normal subgroup isomorphic to A%, and the lemma holds as A = B. To complete
the proof, assume that neither 7(A) nor 7(B) is primitive and suppose for a contradiction
that f = k/2. As a consequence, 7(A) is an imprimitive subgroup of Sy with k/2 blocks and
therefore 7(A) < S21Sy/2 with k > 4.

Since w(A)w(B) = 7(G) > Ay and 7(B) is not primitive, it follows from Theorem for
k > 6 and is easy to see for k = 4 that Ay < 7(B) < Sip_1. Thus B has an orbit of length
kE—1,say, {Y1,...,Yp_1},on {Y1,...,Y}. As a consequence, Y7 = --- =Y, 1. Let p > 5 be
a prime not exceeding m. Then (m!), > p and

M) Bly = [BO My - [x(B)ly < [Vil - [Vily - Skl < [¥als ™ (mD) (8D,
By Lemma [T} |B|2 > |G|,. This together with () gives
(m)y (k) = |Gl < Bl < [Yi[* 1 (mD)p (kD)
and so, using Lemma [2.1],
‘Y ‘2(k 1) (m')k 2/(k') k 2/(]€') k 2p—k/(P—1) >1
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asp > b and k > 3. Hence |Y1[, > 1, which means that |Y;| is divisible by p. Since m > 8, the
two largest primes not exceeding m, say ¢ and r, are at least 5. Then |Y7| is divisible by both
q and r. This together with [I2, Theorem 4 (ii)] implies that A, <Y; < S, X S;,,— for some
g<c<m. Let P = Hfz_ll i(M) and d = Multpnp(A.). Since 7(B) > Aj_1 acts primitively
on {Y1,...,Y._1}, we deduce by applying Scott’s Lemma on the subgroup B N A=! of Ak—1
that eitherd=1ord =k — 1.

Suppose that d = 1. Then |B N P|; = |A¢|, = ¢, and so

|Blg < |BNPly|Yilglm(B)|g < q2(k;!)q < q2qk/(q—1) < q(12+k)/6‘
Moreover, Lemma [£.T] requires
Bz > |Glq = [My(k!)g = ¢"(k))g > q".

Hence ¢12tF)/3 > ¢k and so k = 4 as k > 3 is even. Note that B N P has a unique normal
subgroup K isomorphic to A., see [I5, Corollary 4.17]. Since B N P is normal in B and K
is simple, we deduce that K is also minimal normal in B. Since A = B, it follows that A
has a minimal normal subgroup H = A.. As m(A) < Si = S4, we have H < AN M. Notice

that [H|; = |Ac|g > 1. This contradicts the fact that W = A{ = A?/ ? is the unique minimal
normal subgroup of AN M with order divisible by gq.

Thus we conclude that d = k—1. Since 7(B) is transitive on {Y1, ..., Y1}, Scott’s Lemma
implies that B N P has a unique minimal normal subgroup 7" isomorphic to Alg_l. Moreover,
BN P isnormal in B as B fixes Y;. Thus T is a minimal normal subgroup of B. Since A = B,
there exists a minimal normal subgroup L of A such that L =T = A1 If Ln(ANM) =1,
then L < 7(A) < Sk, which leads to

¢t =|Llg < |Sklg = (K1) < gD < ¢M/6,
a contradiction. Thus L < AN M, and it follows that
{A.} =CF(L) CCF(AN M) = CF(Xy).

Recall that A, is the only composition factor of X; with order divisible by ¢. We then
conclude that ¢ = £. However, Mult 4nps(A¢) = k/2 but Mult gnps(Ae) = Multy(Ae) =k — 1,
a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that Hypothesis[L3 holds and k = 2. Then Ay < @;(ANM) < Spx Sy
for some ¢ with g < £ < m. Moreover, if £ < m, then Mult gnas(A¢) = 2 and A has a minimal
normal subgroup isomorphic to A?.

Proof. For i € {1,2}, let X; = p;,(AN M) and Y; = ¢;(B N M). By Hypothesis A3] we
have II(X;) = II(A,,). Then it follows from [I2] Theorem 4] that A, < X; < Sp X Sy
for some ¢ with ¢ < £ < m. Note that ¢ > 7as m > 8 Thus £ > 7, and so Ay is an
insoluble composition factor of A N M. Let f = Multgnp(Ag). We next assume ¢ < m
and prove that f > 1, which will then imply the conclusion in the “Moreover” part of the
lemma. Suppose for a contradiction that f = 1. If £ = m — 1, then |A| < 22|A,,_1| and so
|A]2 < 22((m—1)!)? < (m!)? < |G, contradicting Lemma A Ilsince G = AB is a homogeneous
factorisation. Thus we have £ < m — 2.

We first prove m(B) = Cs. Suppose for a contradiction that 7(B) = 1. Then B < M and
therefore we derive from G = AB that M = (AN M)B. Hence p;(M) = @;(AN M)p;(B)
for i € {1,2}. Note that Ay < p;(ANM) < Sy x Sp,—¢. By checking the factorisations of
alternating and symmetric groups given in Theorem 2.6, we conclude that either A, < ¢;(B),
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or p;(B) is (m — £)-homogeneous with 1 < m — ¢ < 5. If A, < p;(B) for some i € {1,2},
then

Ay, € InsolCF(B) = InsolCF(A) = InsolCF(A N M) C InsolCF(X;) U InsolCF(X3),

contradicting the condition that A, < X; < Sy x S, for j € {1,2}. Therefore, Y; = ¢;(B)
is (m — £)-homogeneous for i € {1,2}. Since

Ay € InsolCF(A) = InsolCF(B) = InsolCF (Y1) U InsolCF(Y3),

we deduce that Ay € InsolCF(Y7) or InsolCF(Y2). However, by Lemma 2.6 this is impossible
as both Y7 and Y3 are (m — £)-homogeneous. Thus 7(B) = C, as claimed.

From 7(B) = Cy we conclude that Y7 = Y,. Then Lemma [£.2implies that II(Y;) = II(4,,),
and it follows from [I2, Theorem 4] that A; <Y; < Sy x Sy, for some t with ¢ <t < m. As
a consequence, A; € InsolCF(B) = InsolCF(A) = InsolCF(A N M). Since Ay is the unique
insoluble composition factor of AN M with order divisible by ¢, we conclude that ¢t = /. Now
Ap 9 X; < Sy x Sp—pand Ay QY; < Sp x Sy for i € {1,2}. By Lemma 2.9, we have
H <4 X; < HxK and (H9) 4Y; < H9 x K9 for i € {1,2}, where H = S; is the pointwise
stabiliser of an (m — ¢)-subset in S,,, K = S,,_, is the centraliser of H in S,,, and g is some
element in A,,. Let P = H x H < S,;, X Sp,. Since w(A) = Cy while Mult 4nps(A4¢) = 1, there
exists o € Aut(H’) such that ANP’ = {(x,27) | x € H'}. Moreover, since Aut(H') = S, = H
(as £ > 6), we may view z7 as the conjugate of = by o € H. Similarly, there exists 7 € HY
such that BN P' = {(y,y") | y € (HY)'}.

Since ¢ < m — 2, there exists some odd permutation v € K = S,,_,. If 67 'g7 € A,,, then
take 0 = (g,07'g7) € Ay x Ap. If 07 g7 € S, \ Ay, then take § = (g,yolg7) € Ay X App.
It follows that

(ANP) ={(z,2%) |z € H') = {(@% (2°)") |z € H'} = {(y,y") |y € (H")'} = BN P".
Since AN P’ and BN P’ are normal in A and B, respectively, this implies that
G = AB =Ng(ANP)Ng(BNP') = Ng(ANP)Ng((ANP')?) =Ng(ANP')(Ng(An P))?,
which contradicts Lemma 25l as AN P’ = A, is not normal in G. ]

Lemma 4.6. Suppose that Hypothesis 3] holds and k = 2. If Soc(ANM) = {(x,27) | x €
Ap} for some o € Aut(Ay,), then Soc(BN M) # {(y,y") | y € A} for any v € Aut(4,,).

Proof. By Hypothesis [£3] m > 8. The conclusion for m € {8,9,10} can be directly verified
by computation in MAGMA [2]. For the rest of the proof we assume m > 11. Suppose for
a contradiction that Soc(B N M) = {(y,y?) | y € Ay} for some v € Aut(4,,). Note that
|A] = [Soc(AN M)|§ = | A6 where § = 2¢ with 1 < i < 3. It follows that

[A[|B| _ |Ap|*¢

IANB|  |ANB|’

| Am[?6 < |G| =

and so |[AN B| <0 < 8. Then since
AnNBNM =(AnM)YN(BNM)={(z,27) |z € Ap, 27 =27}

has the same cardinality as {z € A,, | 27 =z} = Cy4,,(c7™}), we deduce that [C4, (o7~ 1)| <
|ANB]| < 8. In the following we show however that, |C4,, (z)| > 8 for all z € A,,, when m > 11.
This will complete the proof.

For 11 < m < 16 the conclusion |Cy4,, (z)| > 8 can be verified by MAGMA [2] directly. For
m > 17, we prove the conclusion by induction. Suppose that the result is true for m —1. Then
for x € A,,, write x = a1 - - a5, Where q; are disjoint cycles of size r;. If there exists some



JWNYAN CHEN, LEI CHEN, MICHAEL GIUDICI, JING JIAN LI*, CHERYL E. PRAEGER, AND BINZHOU XIA

i with ; = 1, then = € A,,_1 and by induction, |Cy4,, (z)| = |C4,, ,(z)] > 8. Now assume
r; > 2 for all i. Then
S
2|Ca,, () 2 [Cs, ()] = ||+ |as| = 71--omg 2 ) i =m > 17,
i=1

and so |Cya,,(z)| = m/2 > 8, as required. O

m

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

The following lemma provides necessary information to address the excluded candidates
for T' in Cases (a)—(d) of Lemma B3]

Lemma 5.1. Let G = (T} x T).0ut(T), where Ty = Ty = T and T is one of A7, My,
PSL3(q) with ¢ = —1 (mod 4) or PSUs(q) with ¢ = 1 (mod 4). Suppose that H < G with

|H|, > ]Glg/g for allr € TI(G). Then Ty x Ty < H.

Proof. For T = Az, My, PSL3(3) or PSU3(5), calculation in MAGMA [2] directly verifies
the result. In what follows, we assume that 7" is PSL3(q) with 3 < ¢ = —1 (mod 4) or
PSUs(q) with 5 < ¢ = 1 (mod 4). Let ¢ = p/ with prime p, and let e = 1 or 2 according to
T = PSL3(q) or PSU3(q), respectively. Then p3¢f —1 has a primitive prime divisor s, such that
s divides |T'| but not |Out(T)|. If p = 3, then p?/ — 1 has a primitive prime divisor ¢, such that
|Out(T)|; = 1 < |T|. If p = 5, then by letting ¢ = p, we have |Out(T)|; = f; < f < p! < |T);.
In either case, we have |Out(T)|, < |T|, for each r € {s,t}. It follows that, for i € {1,2},

[HOT, - |T|, - 0ut(T)], > [H], > |G = T[] - |Out(T) [,

and so |[H NT;|, > |T|,11/3|Out(T) -2 > 1. Hence we conclude from [12, Table 10.3] that
HNT; =1, for i € {1,2}, which means T7 x Ty < H, as required. O

The next lemma proves part (a) of Theorem [[3under the assumption that G, is a maximal
subgroup of G of type (f) in Theorem 241

Lemma 5.2. Let T' be a G-vertex-primitive (G, s)-arc-transitive digraph such that s > 2 and
G is almost simple with socle Ay, and let v be a vertex of I'. Suppose that T 4 G, < Aut(T)
for some nonabelian simple group T. Then T = Sp,(27) or PQJ (q), where f =2 and q is a
prime power.

Proof. Let (u,v,w) be a 2-arc of I'. According to [7, Lemma 2.2], there exists ¢ € G such
that G = (G, g) and G, = GGy with Giy = Gyy. Thus, by [6] Proposition 3.3], one of
the following appears:

(i) both Gy, and Gy, contain T

(ii) T = Ag and Soc(Gyy) = As, or T' = Mis and Soc(Gyy) = My

(iii) T = Sp4(27) or PQ{ (¢), where f > 2 and ¢ is a prime power.

If (i) appears, then T9 = Soc(Gyy)? = Soc(Giw) = Soc(Gyyw) = T, and so T < (G, g) = G,
a contradiction. Next suppose that (ii) holds. Since G, is maximal in G, it is a primitive
permutation group of degree n and so n is the index of a core-free maximal subgroup of G,.
When G, = Ag or Sg this implies that n = 10 or 15, but a MAGMA [2] calculation shows that
in all cases GG, is not maximal in A, or S,. Thus (G,G,,Gyu) = (An, M2, Mi1). However,
a computation in MAGMA [2] shows that for all the values of n where two nonconjugate
subgroups of G,, isomorphic to Mj; are conjugate in A,,, we have that N4, (Mi2) = Aut(M;2),
contradicting G, being maximal in G. Hence (iii) holds, as the lemma states. O
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We are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [L3l Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem hold, and in particular
that s > 2. Let (u,v,w) be a 2-arc of I'. Then there exists g € G such that (u9,v9) = (v, w),
and there is a homogeneous factorisation G, = G, Gy by [7, Lemma 2.2]. We first fix the gap
in the proof of Theorem As mentioned in Remark 2.8 the gap occurs when G = A,, and
G, is a maximal subgroup of G in Cases (b), (c¢) and (e) of Theorem 2.4l By Lemmas [B.1]
and B3, this possibly happens only if G, = T2.0ut(7T) is the holomorph of some simple
group 7' in Cases (a)—(d) of Lemma We prove for these cases that s < 2 still holds, as
Theorem states. Suppose for a contradiction that s > 3. Then since the valency of T’
is |Gy|/|Guv| = |Go|/|Guwl, it follows that |G| is divisible by (|Go|/|Gus])? = (|Gol/|Gww)?.
Hence |Gulr = |Gowlr = \Gv\?/?’ for all » € II(Gy), and then by Lemma 5.1 both Soc(Gyy)
and Soc(Gyy,) contain T2. As a consequence, Soc(Gy,) = Soc(Gy) = Soc(Gyy ), and so

Soc(Gy)? = Soc(Gyy)? = Soc(GY,) = Soc(Gyyw) = Soc(Gy),

contradicting [6l, Lemma 2.14]. This fixes the gap in the proof of Theorem

We will next prove that s = 2. By Theorem [I.2] we need to show that for the groups in
Theorem [[2[2) the value of s is 2. So assume that, for some integers m > 8 and k > 2 such
that n = mk,m* or (m!/2)k~!, we have

(AmZSk)ﬂG§ G, < (SmZSk)ﬂG.
In particular Soc(G,) = AF .

Claim: For these groups, s =2 and also k = 2 and Multg, v (Am) = 1.

Let ¢ be the largest prime not exceeding m. By Lemmas [4.4] and 7], there is a composition
factor Ay of Gy N Soc(Gy) with ¢ < ¢ < m such that, if (k,¢) # (2,m), then Gy, has a
minimal normal subgroup isomorphic to Aé?. Let M = Hle M; = Sk be the base group of
S Sk, where M; = Sy, for i € {1,...,k}, and let N; = Soc(M;) = A, for i € {1,...,k},
and N = Hle N;.

Suppose that R; is a minimal normal subgroup of G, isomorphic to Ai?. It follows that
Ry := R{ is a minimal normal subgroup of Gy,. If R, M = 1 for some ¢ € {1,2}, then
A? =~ R; < Sk, and so

B < AP < (8], = (k! 1
q" < |Agly < |Sklg = (KD)g < qo T,

which is impossible. Therefore, R; < M for each i € {1,2}. If ¢ = m, then since Ry =
Soc(M) is the unique subgroup of M isomorphic to Alﬁn, we deduce that R{ = Ry = Ry,
contradicting [6], Lemma 2.14]. Thus we have ¢ < m. For i € {1,2}, we deduce from N; < M
and R; < M that R; N N; 4 R;. Since R; = Ai?, it follows that R; N NV; = AE for some
t €{0,1,...,k}. Accordingly, ¢' < |AL|, = |Ri N Ny < [Njlg = [Am]q = ¢, that is, ¢t < 1. If
t =0, then R; & R;N;/N; < N/N; = AF-1 and so ¢F < |AF|, = |R;|, < |ARY, = ¢F71, a
contradiction. Thus R; N N; = Ay for each j € {1,...,k}, which implies that

R; = (Ri N Ny) x (Ri N Ng) x --- x (R; N Ny).

For each j € {1,...,k}, by Lemma 23] there exists g; € N; such that (Ry N N;)% = Ry N N;.
Let g = g1---gr. Then g € N < G, such that R“f = Ry. Since R; < Gy, it follows that
Ry A GY,. This together with Ry < Gy leads to Ry < (Giy, Guw). However, by [6, Lemma
2.11] and Lemma we have Gy = GuoGow = G Gow. Hence Ai? > Ry (G, Gow) = Gy,
contradicting Soc(G,,) = Ak .
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Thus we conclude that G, has no minimal normal subgroup isomorphic to Ai?. Conse-
quently, (k,¢) = (2, m) and Multg,,nr (Ap) = 1. This implies that |Gyy|q = |Am|q = ¢. Since
|Golq = |Am|g = ¢%, we deduce that the valency of I' has g-part |Gy|y/|Guvly = ¢*/q = ¢q. If
s > 3, then |Gy, = ¢°, a contradiction. Therefore, s = 2 and the Claim is proved.

It follows from [I3, Theorem 1.1 and Lemmas 3.2-3.3] that either 7" < G, < Aut(T) for
some nonabelian simple group T, or G, = (T*.(Out(T) x S;.)) N G with n = |T|*~! for some
almost simple group 7" and integer k& > 2, or part (2) of Theorem holds. Further, by
Lemma (2] if G, is almost simple then part (a) of Theorem holds. Thus to complete
the proof of Theorem [[3] it remains to show that, if Theorem (2) holds, then k£ = 2 and
n = (m!/2)*~1 so that G, is a maximal subgroup of diagonal type of G.

Therefore we may assume that (A4,, 1 Sk) NG < Gy < (S VSk) NG with m > 8,k > 1 and
n = mk,mF or (m!/2)*~1. From the Claim above, for these groups we must have k = 2, and
Multg, v (Am) = 1.

Let m be the projection from G, to G,/M, and let ¢; be the projections from M to M;
for i € {1,2}. Since m(Guy)T(Gyw) = w(Gy) = S, this implies that at least one of m(Gyy)
or m(Gyy) is So. Without loss of generality, assume w(Gy,) = So. Then ¢1(Gyy N M) =
©2(Gup N M). This together with the fact that Multg,,na(Apm) = 1 implies that

Gz(LC;)O) = SOC(Guv N M) = {(!E,$J) | S Am}

for some o € Aut(A,,). We then deduce from Lemma [£.6] that Gg,i?) = N; for some i € {1,2}.
Observe that (G(u%o))g = GS,OJ) as GYy = Guw. If G, is an imprimitive maximal subgroup of
G, then n = 2m and GT(L%O) has no fixed points on {1,...,2m} but GS)?UO) = N, fixes m points,

and we have a contradiction. Suppose next that G, is a maximal subgroup of G in product

action. Then n = m? and Gy is conjugate to D = {(z,z) | z € A} in Sy, 1 S2 < Sy,. Note

that D has an orbit of length m(m — 1), while the orbits of N; are all of length m. Thus Gq(ﬁ)o)

and Ggﬁf) are not conjugate in 5,,, and again we have a contradiction. Consequently, G, is a
maximal subgroup of GG of diagonal type, completing the proof. O
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