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ON THE MULTIPLICITIES OF THE CHARACTER CODEGREES OF FINITE

GROUPS

ZEINAB AKHLAGHI, MEHDI EBRAHIMI, AND MARYAM KHATAMI

Abstract. Let G be a finite group and χ be an irreducible character of G, the number cod(χ) = |G :

ker(χ)|/χ(1) is called the codegree of χ. Also, cod(G) = {cod(χ) | χ ∈ Irr(G)}. For d ∈ cod(G), the

multiplicity of d in G, denoted by m′

G
(d), is the number of irreducible characters of G having codegree

d. A finite group G is called a T ′

k
-group for some integer k ≥ 1, if there exists d0 ∈ cod(G) such that

m′

G
(d0) = k and for every d ∈ cod(G)− {d0}, we have m′

G
(d) = 1. In this note we characterize finite

T ′

k
-groups completely, where k ≥ 1 is an integer.

1. Introduction

Let G be a finite group. Also let cd(G) be the set of all irreducible character degrees of G, that

is, cd(G) = {χ(1)| χ ∈ Irr(G)}, where Irr(G) is the set of all complex irreducible characters of G.

For a character χ of G, the codegree of χ is defined as cod(χ) := |G : ker(χ)|/χ(1) (see [14]). Set

cod(G) := {cod(χ)| χ ∈ Irr(G)}. It is well known that cod(G) may be used to provide information on

the structure of the group G (see for instance [7], [11] and [14]).

For d ∈ cd(G), the multiplicity of degree d, denoted by mG(d), is the number of irreducible characters

of G having the same degree d, i.e., mG(d) = |{χ ∈ Irr(G)|χ(1) = d}|. Many people considered the

relations between the multiplicities of irreducible character degrees of finite groups and the structure of

the groups. Let Irr1(G) be the set of nonlinear irreducible characters in Irr(G) and cd1(G) be the set

of degrees of the characters in Irr1(G). If for a finite group G, there exists a nonnegative integer n such

that |cd1(G)| = |Irr1(G)|−n, then G is called a Dn-group. In [2], Berkovich et al. gave the classification

of D0-groups. Then, Berkovich and Kazarin in [1] and [4] classified all D1-groups. Also D2-groups have

been classified by Liu and Lu (see [12] and [13]).

Inspired by the definition of Dn-groups, we define new families of finite groups called D′
n-groups, that

are the groups G satisfying |cod(G)| = |Irr(G)| − n, for some nonnegative integer n. The second author

classified D′
0-groups, and showed that they are C2 and S3 (see [8]).

A finite group G is said to be a Tk-group for some integer k ≥ 1, if there exists a nontrivial degree

d0 ∈ cd(G) such that mG(d0) = k and that for every d ∈ cd(G) − {1, d0}, the multiplicity of d in G

is trivial, that is, mG(d) = 1. Tong-Viet in [16] showed that if G is a non-solvable Tk-group for some

integer k ≥ 1, then k = 2 and G is isomorphic to PSL2(5) or PSL2(7). Analogously, one can define a

T ′
k-group for some integer k ≥ 1 based on the set cod(G), that is a finite group G in which there exists

d0 ∈ cod(G) such that m′
G(d0) = k and for every d ∈ cod(G)−{d0}, we have m′

G(d) = 1. In this paper

we wish to study T ′
k-groups, for some integer k ≥ 1. In fact, we characterize these groups completely

and we prove the following theorem:
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Main Theorem. Let G be a finite T ′
k-group, for some integer k ≥ 1. Then one of the following

occurs:

(a) G is non-solvable if and only if k = 2 and G ∼= PSL2(5) or G ∼= PSL2(7).

(b) G is solvable if and only if one of the following holds:

(1) G ∼= C4; S4; Suz(2) ∼= C5 ⋊ C4 or Dic12 ∼=SmallGroup(12,1). Moreover k = 2.

(2) G ∼= C2 × S3; D18 or Frobenius group C2
3 ⋊Q8. Moreover k = 3.

(3) G is an elementary abelian p-group, for some prime p, or G is an extra-special 2-group. In

particular k = |G/G′| − 1.

(4) G is isomorphic to the Frobenius group Cβ
2 ⋊C2β−1, for some integer β, where p = 2β − 1

is prime. Moreover k = p− 1.

(5) G is isomorphic to the Frobenius group Cβ
p ⋊C2, for some prime p and integer β. Moreover

k = (pβ − 1)/2.

If N ✂ G and θ ∈ Irr(N), then IG(θ) denotes the inertia group of θ in G, and Irr(G|θ) denotes the

set of all irreducible constituents of θG. Moreover, Irr(G|N) = Irr(G)− Irr(G/N). By a rational group,

we mean a group whose all irreducible characters are rational-valued. By np we mean, the p-part of n,

where n is a natural number while, by nq(G) we mean the number of Sylow q-subgroups of G. For the

rest of the notations, we follow [9].

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some known results of irreducible characters which will be needed throughout

the proofs.

Remark 2.1. Let K be a normal abelian subgroup of G. Then |G : IG(λ)| ≤ |K|−1, for each λ ∈ Irr(K).

The above remark follows by the fact that there is a correspondence between G-orbits of Irr(K) and

G-conjugacy classes of K. We use this remark, several times through the proofs.

Lemma 2.2. (see [15, Lemma 2.2]) Let G be a finite group acting on a module M over a finite field

and 1 ∈ S ⊆M be a union of some G-orbits of M . Also, assume q is a prime divisor of the order of G

such that for every v ∈M \ S, CG(v) contains a Sylow q-subgroup of G as a normal subgroup. Assume

for each 1 6= x ∈ S, q divides |orbG(x)|. Then, |M | − |S| = nq(G)(|CM (Q)| − 1) for some Q ∈ Sylq(G).

Lemma 2.3. (see [16, Lemma 2.3]) Let S be a finite non-abelian simple group.

(1) If S is a sporadic simple group, the Tits group or an alternating group of degree at least 7, then

S has two nontrivial irreducible characters, with distinct degrees and both extendible to Aut(S).

(2) If S is a simple group of Lie type in characteristic p and S 6∼= 2F4(2)
′, then the Steinberg character

of S, denoted by StS, of degree |S|p, is extendible to Aut(S). Furthermore, if S 6∼= PSL2(3
f ) for some

integer f ≥ 2, then S possesses an irreducible character θ such that θ(1) 6= |S|p and θ also extends to

Aut(S).

Lemma 2.4. (see [5, Lemma 5]) Let N be a minimal normal subgroup of G such that N = S1×· · ·×St,

where Si
∼= S is a non-abelian simple group. If σ ∈ Irr(S) extends to Aut(S), then σ × · · · × σ ∈ Irr(N)

extends to G.

Lemma 2.5. (see [3, Theorem E]) Let N E G, where N is a p-group and G/N is solvable. Let

θ ∈ Irr(N) be invariant in G, and assume that the members of Irr(G|θ) have distinct degrees. Then, G

is a p-group and Irr(G|θ) = {χ}. In particular, χ(1) =
√
|G|/|N |.
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Lemma 2.6. Let G be a finite T ′
k-group, where k ≥ 1 is an integer. Then G is abelian if and only if G

is an elementary abelian p-group, for some prime p; or G ∼= C4.

Proof. Since the ’if’ part of the statement is clear, we only prove the ’only if’ part. Note that for

every λ ∈ Irr(G), cod(λ) = o(λ), where o(λ) is the order of λ in Irr(G) ∼= G. So, G does not have a

homomorphic image isomorphic to Cp ×Cq, for distinct primes p and q. Thus, G is a p-group, for some

prime p. First assume that p 6= 2. If G has a factor group isomorphic to Cp2 , then m′
G(p) and m

′
G(p

2)

are greater than one, a contradiction. So G is an elementary abelian p-group. Now assume that p = 2.

If G contains an element of order greater than 2, then by easy calculation we can see that G ∼= C4. So

in this case either G is an elementary abelian 2-group or G ∼= C4, and the result follows.

Lemma 2.7. Let G be a finite group and K be a nontrivial normal subgroup of G. In addition, let

χ ∈ Irr(G|K), δ ∈ Irr(K) and ν ∈ Irr(IG(δ)|δ).

(a) There exist λ ∈ Irr(K), θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ), such that cod(χ) = |IG(λ)|/(| ker(χ)|θ(1)) and also

|IG(δ)|/(| ker(νG)|ν(1)) ∈ cod(G).

(b) If ker(χ) ∩K = 1, then |K| divides cod(χ).

(c) If χ is faithful, then cod(χ) 6= p, where p is a prime divisor of |G|/|K|.

Proof. (a) It is an immediate consequence of Clifford’s theorem, [9, Theorem 6.11].

(b) First, note that we can consider χ as an irreducible character of G = G/ ker(χ), and adopt the bar

convention for this quotient group. Since K ∩ ker(χ) = 1, we have K = K ker(χ)/ ker(χ) ∼= K. Now,

using part (a), we have

cod(χ) =
|IG(λ)|

θ(1)
= |K|

|IG(λ)|

|K|θ(1)
= |K|

|IG(λ)|

|K|θ(1)
,

for some λ ∈ Irr(K) and θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ). By, [9, Theorem 6.11], θ(1) is a divisor of |IG(λ)|/|K|, so |K|

divides cod(χ).

(c) Now, assume ker(χ) = 1, and cod(χ) = p, for some prime p dividing |G/K|. Hence, using (a) and

(b), we have |K| = p and there exist λ ∈ Irr(K), and θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ), such that |IG(λ)/K| = θ(1). It

follows that K ≤ Z(P ), for every P ∈ Sylp(G). On the other hand, the argument in [9, page 84] implies

that |IG(λ)/K| = θ(1) = 1. Then, IG(λ) = K, which is not possible, as P ≤ IG(λ).

Lemma 2.8. Let G be a finite solvable T ′
k-group and K be an abelian normal subgroup of G of order

ra, for some prime r and positive integers a and k. Assume, also m′
G(n) > 1, for some integer n.

(a) Let λ ∈ Irr(K). Assume cod(χ) 6= n and χ is faithful, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|λ). Then there exists

integer b, such that IG(λ)/K is a group of order r2b.

(b) Assume cod(χ) 6= n and χ is faithful for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K). Then, Sylow r-subgroups of G/K

have order r2c for some integer c, and Hall r′-subgroups of G/K act on K, Frobeniusly.

Proof. (a) As G is a T ′
k-group, and cod(χ) 6= n, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|λ), using Lemma 2.7(a), it follows that

the members of Irr(IG(λ)|λ) must have distinct degrees. Now using Lemma 2.5, we have |IG(λ)|/|K| =

r2b, for some integer b.

(b) As K is a normal subgroup of G, then for each R ∈ Sylr(G), we have K ∩ Z(R) 6= 1. Therefore,

as K ∼= Irr(K), there exists 1 6= λ ∈ Irr(K) such that IG(λ)/K, contains R/K. Now, using part (a),

|R/K| must be an even power of r. Also IG(λ)/K does not contain any r′-element for each nontrivial

λ ∈ Irr(K), so it follows that Hall r′-subgroups of G/K act on K, Frobeniusly.
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3. Non-solvable T ′
k-groups

In this section, we aim to characterize non-solvable T ′
k-groups, where k ≥ 1 is an integer, via the

following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let S be a finite non-abelian simple T ′
k-group, for some integer k ≥ 1. Then S ∼= PSL2(5)

or PSL2(7).

Proof. Since S is simple, for every nontrivial χ ∈ Irr(S), ker(χ) = 1 and so cod(χ) = |G|/χ(1). So S is

a Tk-group and using [16, Theorem 3.2] the result follows.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a finite group and M be a non-abelian minimal normal subgroup of G such that

G/M ∼= PSL2(5) or PSL2(7). Then G is not a T ′
k-group, for some integer k ≥ 1.

Proof. We argue by the contradiction and suppose that G is a T ′
k-group, for some integer k ≥ 1. By

Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 we get that, M contains an irreducible character λ which is extendible to G. Since

G/M contains two distinct irreducible characters whose degrees are 3, then according to Gallagher’s

theorem ([9, Corollary 6.17]), there are χ1, χ2 ∈ Irr(G|λ) whose degrees are 3λ(1). We show that

ker(χi) = 1, for each i ∈ {1, 2}. If ker(χi) 6= 1 for some i ∈ {1, 2}, then G = ker(χi)×M , implying that

M is a non-abelian simple group. Since G/ ker(χi) is a T ′
l -group, for some integer l, then by Lemma

3.1, it should be isomorphic to PSL2(5) or PSL2(7). Hence G ∼= PSL2(q)
2 for some q ∈ {5, 7} or G ∼=

PSL2(7)×PSL2(5). In all cases G has 4 distinct faithful characters of degree 9, and 2 distinct irreducible

characters with degree 3 and kernel M , implying that m′
G(|G|/9) = 4 and m′

G(|G|/(3|M |)) = 2, which

is a contradiction. So ker(χ1) = ker(χ2) = 1 and cod(χ1) = cod(χ2) = |G|/(3λ(1)). On the other hand,

G/M has two distinct irreducible characters with the same codegree |G|/(3|M |) which is different from

|G|/(3λ(1)), causing a contradiction.

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a finite group and M be a minimal normal subgroup of G such that G/M ∼=
PSL2(5) or PSL2(7). Then G is not a T ′

k-group, for some integer k ≥ 1.

Proof. Note that by Lemma 3.2, M is abelian. Let G be a counterexample. First we prove that G is

perfect. If G′ ∩M = 1, then G = G′ ×M . Let λ ∈ Irr(M) be a nontrivial irreducible character and

χi ∈ Irr(G′), for i ∈ {1, 2}, be characters with degree 3. Then, ker(χi × λ) = 1, for i = 1, 2, and so we

get a contradiction by our assumption as m′
G(|G|/(3|M |)) > 1 and m′

G(|G|/3) > 1. Therefore, M ≤ G′

and G is perfect. Let 1M 6= λ ∈ Irr(M) and χ ∈ Irr(G|λ). If ker(χ) 6= 1, then G = ker(χ)×M , which is

a contradiction, as G is perfect. Hence all characters in Irr(G|M) are faithful. Then, by Lemma 2.7(b),

|M | is a divisor of cod(χ).

We remark that CG(M) =M , since otherwiseM ≤ M(G/M), where M(G/M) is the Schur multiplier

of G/M , and G ∼= SL2(q), for q ∈ {5, 7}. It is a contradiction, as G is a T ′
k-group.

Note that |G|/(3|M |) ∈ cod(G/M) has nontrivial multiplicity. We claim that cod(χ) 6= |G|/(3|M |),

for every χ ∈ Irr(G|λ). Suppose cod(χ) = |G|/(3|M |), for some χ ∈ Irr(G|λ) and λ ∈ Irr(M). Since

M is an elementary abelian group, it follows that |M | = 2, 4, 5, 7 or 8. As CG(M) = M , by the

normalizer-centralizer theorem, the only possibility is G/M ∼= PSL2(7) and |M | = 8. Therefore, by

Lemma 2.7(a), cod(χ) = |G|/(3|M |) = 8×7 = |M |× |IG(λ)|/(|M |θ(1)), for some θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ). Note

that, A = IG(λ)/M is a subgroup of PSL2(7). Hence, looking at the subgroups of PSL2(7) either |A| = 7

or |A| = 21, implying that 8 = |M | ≤ |G : IG(λ)| ∈ {8, 8 × 3}, which is impossible, by Remark 2.1.

Therefore, all characters in Irr(G|M) have distinct codegrees and so different degrees. As, CG(M) =M ,

we deduce that IG(λ) 6= G, for every 1 6= λ ∈ Irr(M). So IG(λ)/M is a proper subgroup of PSL2(5)
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or PSL2(7) and so it is solvable, for every 1 6= λ ∈ Irr(M). Now using Lemma 2.8(a), we get that

IG(λ)/M = 1 or C2
2 , for all 1 6= λ ∈ Irr(M). Therefore, applying Lemma 2.5, cd(G|M) ⊆ {30, 60} when

G/M ∼= PSL2(5), and cd(G|M) ⊆ {84, 168} when G/M ∼= PSL2(7). Hence cd(G/M) ∩ cd(G|M) = ∅.

Thus, G is a T2-group, and using [16] we get a contradiction.

Proof of the Main Theorem case (a): Let G ∼= PSL2(5) or PSL2(7). Then for every nontrivial

χ ∈ Irr(G), ker(χ) = 1 and so cod(χ) = |G|/χ(1). By [16, Theorem 3.2], G is a T2-group and so G is a

T ′
2-group. Now, we concentrate on the ’only if’ part. Let G be a counterexample with minimal order.

Let M be the last term of the derived series of G, and N be a normal subgroup of G contained in M

such that M/N is a chief factor of G.

First, we claim that G is perfect. Suppose false. Hence M is a proper subgroup of G. Note that,

G/N is a finite non-solvable T ′
l -group, for some integer l ≥ 1. If N 6= 1, then by the minimality of

|G|, G/N ∼= PSL2(5) or PSL2(7), and consequently G = M , a contradiction. Hence, N = 1. Let

C = CG(M). If C 6= 1, then by the minimality of |G| we deduce that M ∼= G/C ∼= PSL2(5) or PSL2(7)

and so G ∼= M × C. Since C is solvable, it has a nontrivial linear character, say ζ. Let also χ1 and χ2

be two distinct irreducible characters of M of degree 3. Then χ1 × ζ and χ2 × ζ are two irreducible

characters with the same degree 3 whose kernels are isomorphic to ker(ζ). Therefore, they have the same

codegree |G|/(3| ker(ζ)|) and it is different from |G|/(3|C|) = cod(χi × 1) for i ∈ {1, 2}, a contradiction.

Hence C = 1 and G is a subgroup of Aut(M).

Using Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, there exists λ ∈ Irr(M) which is extendible to G. We claim that G/M is

a D0-group or an abelian group. Otherwise, G/M possesses at least two distinct nonlinear irreducible

characters with the same degree d > 1, and also since G/M is solvable, it has at least two distinct

linear characters. So by Gallagher’s theorem, there exists four distinct characters λ1, λ2, ψ1 and ψ2

in Irr(G|λ), such that λ1(1) = λ2(1) = λ(1) and ψ1(1) = ψ2(1) = λ(1)d. Note that, as M is the only

minimal normal subgroup of G, ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ {λ1, λ2, ψ1, ψ2}. Hence, m′
G(cod(λ1)) > 1 and

m′
G(cod(ψ1)) > 1, implying that G is not a T ′

k-group, which is a contradiction. Therefore, G/M is a

D0-group or an abelian group, as desired. Now we claim that |G/G′| = 2. Otherwise, there exist at

least two distinct nontrivial irreducible characters in Irr(G/G′) with the same codegree. On the other

hand, by Gallagher’s theorem, there exist at least two distinct extensions of λ to G with the same

codegree, which causes a contradiction. So G/G′ is a cyclic group of order 2. Therefore, looking at the

classification of the D0-groups (see [2]), we get that the only possibilities for G/M is being isomorphic to

either S3 or C2. Recall that, by Gallagher’s theorem, the multiplicity of cod(χ), for some χ ∈ Irr(G|λ) is

greater than one, where χ is an extension of λ. Noting that ker(ψ) = 1, for all ψ ∈ Irr(G|M), we deduce

the multiplicity of every character degree in cd(G|M) \ {λ(1)} must be trivial, as G is a T ′
k-group, for

some integer k ≥ 1. As cd(G/M) ⊆ {2}, we deduce that cd(G|M) ∩ cd(G/M) = ∅. Then, we conclude

that G should be a Tk-group, for some integer k ≥ 1. Now, looking at the structure of non-solvable

Tk-groups (see [16]), we get a contradiction.✷

Hence G =M is perfect. LetK be a maximal normal subgroup of G. Then G/K is a simple T ′
r-group,

for some integer r ≥ 1. Lemma 3.1 implies that G/K ∈ {PSL2(5),PSL2(7)}. If K = 1, then we are

done, so we may assume K is not trivial. Let L be a normal subgroup of G contained in K such that

K/L is a chief factor of G. Then we work on G = G/L and we use the bar convention for this quotient

group. As, G/K ∈ {PSL2(5),PSL2(7)}, by Lemma 3.3, we get a contradiction.

4. Solvabel T ′
k-group

In this section we aim to study solvable T ′
k-groups for some integer k ≥ 1, and prove Case (b) of the

main theorem, through Lemmas 4.1-4.9.
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Lemma 4.1. Let G be a finite non-abelian p-group, for some prime p. Then G is a T ′
k-group for some

integer k ≥ 1, if and only if p = 2 and G is an extra-special group.

Proof. First, we prove that G is a rational group and p = 2. Let χ ∈ Irr(G|G′) and ǫ be a |G|th root

of unity and δ ∈Gal(Q(ǫ)/Q). Then χδ ∈ Irr(G) and χδ(1) = χ(1). As | ker(χδ)| = | ker(χ)|, we have

cod(χδ) = cod(χ). We show that |G|/| ker(χ)G′| is not trivial. Suppose false, and take K to be a normal

subgroup of G, contained in G′, such that G′/K is a cheif factor of G and ker(χ) ∩G′ ≤ K. Hence,

G

K
∼=
G′

K
×

ker(χ)K

K

is an abelian group, implying that G′ ≤ K, a contradiction. Therefore by Lemma 2.7(c), cod(χ) 6= p.

So, as G is a T ′
k-group, for some integer k, and m′

G(p) > 1, we get that χδ = χ. Hence χ(x) is rational

for all x ∈ G. So, all nonlinear irreducible characters of G are rational-valued, implying that |G| is even

by [9, (3.16), p. 46], and it follows that p = 2. Note that by Lemma 2.6, either G/G′ ∼= C4 or G/G′ is an

elementary abelian 2-group. Since G is a 2-group, the first case is not possible and so linear characters

of G are also rational-valued. Hence G is a rational group, as wanted.

Assume K is a normal subgroup of G, contained in G′, such that G′/K is a chief factor of G. Write

G = G/K and adopt the bar convention for this quotient group. Remark that G
′
is a central subgroup

of G of order 2. Then, Z(G) ∼= N ×G
′
, where N is an elementary abelian group, by [6, Theorem 3.6].

We prove that Z(G/N) = G
′
N/N . Suppose false, then there exists an element x out of G

′
N , such

that for all elements y ∈ G, [x, y] ∈ N . On the other hand [x, y] ∈ G
′
, implying that [x, y] = 1 and so

x ∈ Z(G) = G
′
N , a contradiction, as wanted. Therefore, G/N is an extra-special group. Now, we aim

to prove that N = 1. Suppose false. Let N1, N2 be two different subgroups of Z(G) of order |N |, not

containing G
′
. Then, replacing N with each one of N i’s, for i = 1, 2, similar to the above discussion,

we have G/N i, for i = 1, 2, are extra-special groups with the same order. Therefore, G has two distinct

nonlinear irreducible characters with the same codegree different from 2, a contradiction. Thus, N = 1.

Hence G is an extra-special group. If K is trivial, we are done. Hence, we may assume K is a minimal

normal subgroup of G. Then K ≤ Z(G).

Note that, K = Z(G), as otherwise Z(G) = K × T , where TK/K = Z(G) (as Z(G)/K ≤ Z(G/K)

and |Z(G/K)| = |G′/K| = 2 ), hence replacing K by T in the above discussion, we have G/T and G/K

are isomorphic and so G has two distinct nonlinear irreducible characters with the same codegree, a

contradiction. Then, Z(G) = K and χ is faithful for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K), yielding that |G/K| is an square,

by Lemmas 2.7(c) and 2.8(b), a contradiction. So K = 1, as wanted.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be a finite solvable T ′
k-group, for some integer k ≥ 1, and G/G′ ∼= Cα

p , for some

prime p and integer α. Assume also G′ is a minimal normal subgroup of G whose order is co-prime to

|G/G′|. Then one of the following occurs:

(1) G ∼= C2 × S3;

(2) G ∼= D2q for some prime q ≥ 3; or

(3) G is a Frobenius group Cβ
2 ⋊ C2β−1, where p = 2β − 1. In particular β is odd.

Proof. Let |G′| = qβ , for some prime q and integer β and CG(G
′) = G′ × C, where C is an elementary

abelian p-group. Then C ≤ Z(G) andG = C×T , where T is a subgroup ofG containingG′. Remark that

T is not isomorphic to G′. Note that, χ is faithful, for all χ ∈ Irr(T |T ′), as ker(χ) ≤ CT (T
′) = T ′ = G′

and ker(χ) ∩ T ′ = 1.

Firstly, assume that |T |p > 2, then m′
T (p) > 1. Hence, by Lemma 2.7(c), we get that all characters

in Irr(T |T ′) have distinct degrees and so T is a D0-group. Looking at the structure of D0-groups we
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get that T is a Frobenius group, with cyclic Frobenius complement of order p and p = qβ − 1. This

is not possible, unless q = 2 and β is odd. Hence p 6= 2. Now we show that in this case C is trivial.

Assume, C = Cα1

p and α1 ≥ 1. Since p 6= 2, we deduce that |Irr(C) \ {1C}| > 1. Let λ1, λ2 ∈ Irr(C) be

two distinct nontrivial characters and χ ∈ Irr(T ) be the only nonlinear irreducible character of T . Then

| ker(λ1 ×χ)| = | ker(λ2 × χ)| = |C|/p and λ1 × χ(1) = λ2 × χ(1) = χ(1), so cod(λ1 × χ) = cod(λ2 ×χ).

Note that cod(λ1 × χ) is not equal to p, by Lemma 2.7(c), a contradiction, as both multiplicities of

cod(λ1 × χ) and p are not trivial. Hence C = 1. So G is the described group in case (3) of the Lemma.

Now we assume |T |p = p = 2. Recall that, CT (T
′) = T ′ and T ′ is a minimal normal subgroup of

T ∼= G/C, where T is a Frobenius group whose Frobenius complements are cyclic groups of order 2.

Therefore, T ∼= G/C ∼= D2q. First assume q > 3. We prove that C is trivial. Suppose false. In this case

Irr(G/C) contains two distinct nonlinear irreducible characters χ1 and χ2. Let λ ∈ Irr(C) be a nontrivial

irreducible character. Then, | ker(χ1 × λ)| = | ker(χ2 × λ)| = | ker(λ)| = |C|/2 and so cod(χ1 × λ) =

cod(χ2 × λ) = 2cod(χ1), hence m
′
G(2cod(χ1)) > 1. Noting that m′

T (cod(χ1)) = (q − 1)/2 > 1, we get a

contradiction. Therefore C = 1. So G ∼= D2q, a described group in case (2) of the lemma.

The last possibility is that q = 3 and G ∼= Cα−1
2 ×D6. Hence, in this case m′

G(6) = 2α−1 − 1 and

m′
G(2) = 2α − 1. Therefore, either α = 1 or α = 2, which means that either G ∼= C2 × S3 or G ∼= D6,

which are the groups in case (1) and (2) of the lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a finite solvable T ′
k-group for some integer k ≥ 1 and K < G′ < G be a normal

series of G. Assume also G/K is isomorphic to the Frobenius group C2β ⋊ Cp, for some integer β and

a prime number p = 2β − 1. Then, K = 1.

Proof. Let G be a counterexample with minimal order. Therefore, we may assume K is a minimal

normal subgroup of G. First of all, we show that ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K). Suppose false. Then,

there exists χ ∈ Irr(G|K) such that ker(χ)K/K is a nontrivial normal subgroup of G/K, implying that

G′ ∼= K × T , where T ∼= ker(χ) (Note that ker(χ) 6∼= G/K, as |G/G′| is a prime). Now, we work on

group G = G/T , and we adopt bar convention for this quotient group. Note that K = G
′
. As |G/G′|

is prime, we deduce that (|G′|, |G/G
′
|) = 1. So the hypothesis of the Lemma 4.2, is provided for G.

Applying Lemma 4.2, |K| = |G
′
| = 2β . Hence both groups G/K and G/T have faithful irreducible

characters with the same codegree 2β and so m′
G(2

β) > 1, which is a contradiction, as m′
G(p) > 1. So

T = 1, as wanted.

Hence, by Lemmas 2.7(c) and 2.8(b), we get thatG/K acts onK Frobeniusly, which is a contradiction,

as G/K is a Frobenius group itself and it is well-known that a complement of a Frobenius group is not

Frobenius.

Lemma 4.4. Let G be a finite solvable T ′
k-group for some integer k ≥ 1, and K < G′ < G be a normal

series of G, such that G/K ∼= C2 × S3. Then K = 1.

Proof. Let G be a counterexample with minimal order. Then, we may assume K is a minimal normal

subgroup of G of order pα, for some prime p and integer α. Let T = ker(χ) for some χ ∈ Irr(G|K).

Then, T is isomorphic to one of the groups in {S3, C6, C2, C3, 1}.

Let p 6= 2. Assume T ∈ {S3, C6, C3}. Then G′ = T0 × K, where T0 = T ∩ G′ ∼= C3. Then,

G/T0 satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 4.2. Therefore, G/T0 ∼= C2 × S3 and K ∼= C3. Note that,

m′
G(2) > 1 and both G/T0 and G/K contain faithful irreducible characters whose codegrees are 3. So

m′
G(3) > 1, a contradiction. Therefore, T ∼= C2 or 1. Set S = Πχ0∈Irr(G|K) ker(χ0). Now, we consider

the group G = G/S and we adopt the bar convention for this quotient group. Then ker(χ1) = 1, for

all χ1 ∈ Irr(G|K). Note that G/K ∼= S3 or C2 × S3. By Lemmas 2.7(c) and 2.8(b), G/K acts on K,

Frobeniusly, a contradiction, as G/K ∼= S3 or C2 × S3.



8 Z. AKHLAGHI ET AL.

Finally, let p = 2. If C = CG(K) contains a Sylow 3-subgroup of G, then K ≤ Z(G) and so |K| = 2.

Hence, G has a normal abelian subgroup L of order 12. Looking at the classification of groups of order

24, we see G ∼= D24 or G ∼=SmallGroup(24, 8). In the first case there exists 2 distinct faithful characters

with the same degree 2, a contradiction, as m′
G(2) > 1. In the second case S =Socle(G) = C3 × C2, so

every χ ∈ Irr(G|λ) is faithful, and IG(λ)/S is a group of order 2, for all λ ∈ Irr(S) of order 6. Then by

Gallagher’s theorem, there is two distinct faithful characters of degree 2 above each irreducible character

λ ∈ Irr(S) of order 6, a contradiction.

So C does not contain a Sylow 3-subgroup of G and hence T ∼= C2 or 1. Let S = Πχ∈Irr(G|K) ker(χ).

Note that S ∼= C2 or 1. Setting G = G/S, we see that ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K). Then by

Lemmas 2.7(c) and 2.8(a), IG(λ)/K
∼= C2

2 or 1, for all λ ∈ Irr(K). Applying Lemma 2.5, we have

cd(G|K) ⊆ {6, 12}. Since cd(G|K) ∩ cd(G/K) = ∅, then G must be a T1-group(D0-group). Looking at

the classification of the D0-groups(see [2]) we get a contradiction, as G ∼= S3 or C2 × S3.

Lemma 4.5. Let G be a solvable T ′
k-group for some k ≥ 1, and K < G′ < G be a normal series of

G such that G/K ∼= S3 and K is a minimal normal subgroup of G of order rα, for some prime r 6= 3.

Then G ∼= S4.

Proof. We show that CG(K) = K. Suppose false, then G′ = T × K, where T ∼= C3. As |G/G′| = 2,

we deduce that r 6= 2. Therefore, G/T satisfies Lemma 4.2, and so |K| = r is an odd prime other than

3. By Lemma 4.3 we get a contradiction. Hence CG(K) = K. Then χ is faithful for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K).

Remark that, IG(λ)/K does not contain the Sylow 3-subgroup of G/K, for any λ ∈ Irr(K), as otherwise

Z(G′)∩K 6= 1, contradicting the fact that CG(K) = K. Hence, IG(λ)/K ∼= 1 or C2, for every λ ∈ Irr(K),

implying that G-orbit sizes of nontrivial elements of K are either 3 or 6. As Sylow subgroups of IG(λ)

are cyclic, λ extends to IG(λ), for all λ ∈ Irr(K). If IG(λ)/K ∼= C2, then m
′
G(|IG(λ)|) > 1 by Lemma

2.7(a). Also, if IG(λ1) = IG(λ2) = K, for two non-conjugate nontrivial irreducible characters of K, then

m′
G(|K|) > 1.

Let ni be the number of G-orbits of size i of elements of K ∼= Irr(K). As G is a T ′
k-group, by

the above discussion, we have the following possibilities for the number of G-orbit sizes of nontrivial

elements of Irr(K): (n3, n6) ∈ {(k, 0), (k, 1), (0, k)}, for some integer k. The last case yields that G/K

acts on K Frobeniusly, which is a contradiction, as G/K is a Frobenius group. If the second case

occurs, then applying Lemma 2.2, we get that rα − 7 = n2(r
β − 1) = 3(rβ − 1), for some integer β.

Whence, rβ(rα−β − 3) = 4, implying that |K| = rα = 16. On the other hand, by Lemma 2.8(b) the

Sylow 3-subgroup of G/K acts on K, Frobeniusly, yielding that G has a normal Frobenius subgroup

of order 48, say L. Then L has exactly 5 distinct irreducible characters of degree 3. Since |G/L| = 2,

these five characters belong to at least 3 distinct G-orbits and the size of one of these orbits must be

1. Hence one of the described characters extends to G and we have two distinct faithful irreducible

characters with the same codegree |G|/3. If there exist two G-orbits of size 2 containing one of the

described characters, then we have two distinct faithful irreducible characters of codegree |G|/6, which

is a contradiction. If there exists only one G-orbit with size 2, then it follows that we have one faithful

irreducible character of degree 6 and 8 distinct faithful irreducible characters of degree 3. On the other

hand |G| = 96 < 62 + 8.32, a contradiction. So all of these five irreducible characters of L belong

to G-orbits of G of size 1 and so all of the faithful irreducible characters of G have the same degree

3. But we have n6 = 1, which means that there is a character λ ∈ Irr(K), such that λG ∈ Irr(G), a

contradiction as λG(1) = 6.

Then the first case occurs, and applying Lemma 2.2, we have |K| = 4 and G ∼= S4, as desired.
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Lemma 4.6. Let G be a finite solvable T ′
k-group, where k ≥ 1, and M < G′ < G be a normal series of

G such that G/M ∼= S4. Then M = 1.

Proof. Let G be a counterexample with minimal order. Then we may assume M is a minimal normal

subgroup of G of order |M | = rα, for some prime r and integer α. We show that M is the only minimal

normal subgroup of G. Suppose false, then Socle(G) 6=M , so Socle(G) = PM ∼=M ×P , where PM/M

is the Sylow 2-subgroup of G′/M . First, let r 6= 3. Looking at G/P and applying Lemma 4.5, we

get that M ∼= C2
2 . If we take λ ∈ Irr(M) and λ′ ∈ Irr(P ) to be two nontrivial characters, then all

ellements in Irr(G|λ× λ′) are faithful. Note that m′
G(8) > 1. Now, using Lemma 2.7(b), the codegrees

of all characters in Irr(G|λ × λ′) are divided by |PM | = 16. Hence, by Lemma 2.8(a), we get that

IG(λ × λ′) = PM . Note that all such characters must be conjugate, as otherwise we have at least two

distinct faithful irreducible characters with the same degree 6, and so m′
G(|G|/6) > 1, by Lemma 2.7(a),

a contradiction. So, 9 = (|P | − 1)(|M | − 1) = |G : IG(λ× λ′)| = 6, a contradiction. Now, assume r = 3.

Then by [8], G/P is not a T ′
1-group and so, m′

G(d) > 1 for some integer d 6= 8 (d must divide |G/P |).

Since in G/K ∼= S4, multiplicity of 8 is not trivial we get a contradiction. Therefore, our claim is proved

and χ is faithful for all χ ∈ Irr(G|M).

Now, we show that cod(χ) 6= 8, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|M). Assume cod(χ) = 8, for some χ ∈ Irr(G|M).

Then, 8 = |M | × |IG(λ)|/(|M |θ(1)), where 1M 6= λ ∈ Irr(M), θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ) and χ ∈ Irr(G|λ), by

Lemma 2.7(a). So,M is a 2-group and P/M ≤ IG(λ)/M , where P/M is the Sylow 2-subgroup of G′/M .

Then, (|M |, |IG(λ)|/|M |, θ(1)) ∈ {(8, 1, 1), (4, 2, 1), (4, 4, 2), (2, 8, 4)}. The first two cases are not pos-

sible as P/M ≤ IG(λ)/M . The last case is not possible, as by [9, page 84], 16 = θ(1)2 ≤ |IG(λ)|/|M | = 8.

So, the only possibility in this case is |M | = |IG(λ)/M | = 4 and θ(1) = 2. In this case 4 = |M | < |G :

IG(λ)| = 6, contradicting Remark 2.1. So our claim is proved and G satisfies hypothesis of Lemma

2.8(b). Therefore G/M ∼= S4 acts on M Frobeniusly, which is a contradiction.

Lemma 4.7. Let G be a finite solvable T ′
k-group, for some integer k ≥ 1 and |G/G′| = 2. Then either

G ∼= S4; G ∼= D18; or G is a Frobenius group isomorphic to Cβ
p ⋊C2, for some odd prime p and integer

β.

Proof. We aim to prove that either G′ ∼= A4; G
′ ∼= C9 or it is an elementary abelian p-group, for some

odd prime p . First, we assume that G′ is a p-group, for some odd prime p. We work on G = G/G′′ and

we use the bar convention for this quotient group. As |G/G
′
| = 2, by Fitting Lemma (see [10, Theorem

4.34]) we have G/G
′
acts on G

′
Frobeniusly.

We prove that G
′
is an elementary abelian group or a cyclic group of order 9. Let G

′ ∼= T ×L, where

T is a cyclic group of order pm, for some m > 1. Note that as G/G
′
acts on G

′
by inverting every

element, then every subgroup of G
′
is a normal subgroup of G. Now, we consider group G/L ∼= D2n,

where n = pm. Since G/L is a T ′
l -group for some integer l, it follows that n = 9 (notice that there are

φ(d)/2 irreducible characters in Irr(D2n) with the same codegree d, for each divisor d of n, where φ is

the Euler’s totient function). If L 6= 1, then G has a homeomorphic image isomorphic to the Frobenius

group (C3 ×C9)⋊C2, which is not possible, as in this case m′
G
(9) and m′

G
(3) are not trivial. Therefore

L = 1 and G ∼= D18, as desired. So either p = 3 and G
′ ∼= C9 or it is an elementary abelian p-group.

Now, we show that G′′ = 1. Let G′/G′′ ∼= C9 and G′′ 6= 1, then we may assume G′′ is a minimal

normal subgroup of G and so G′′ ≤ Z(G′), a contradiction. Hence in this case G′′ = 1. So, we assume

G′/G′′ is an elementary abelian group. Contrary to what we want to prove, assume G′′ 6= 1 and take L

to be a normal subgroup of G, such that G′′/L is a chief factor of G. Write G̃ = G/L and adopt the

tilde convention for G̃. Note that G̃′′ ≤ Z(G̃′). We claim that G̃ is a Frobenius group. Suppose false.

Since G̃/G̃′ acts on G̃′/G̃′′, Frobeniusly, we may assume G̃/G̃′ acts on G̃′′, trivially and so G̃′′ ≤ Z(G̃),
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hence G̃′′ ∼= Cp. Let T̃ = Πχ∈Irr(G̃|G̃′′) ker(χ). Then T̃ is a normal subgroup of G̃, whose intersection

with G̃′′ is trivial. Note that T̃ × G̃′′ is a proper subgroup of G̃′, so the order of G̃/G̃′′T̃ is divided by

2p. Also, ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ Irr(G̃/T̃ |G̃′′T̃ /T̃ ). Note that G̃/G̃′′T̃ 6∼= D2p, as otherwise

G̃′

T̃

G̃′′T̃

T̃

∼=
G̃′

T̃ G̃′′
∼= Cp,

which is not possible. Hence G̃/G̃′′T̃ is isomorphic to the Frobenius group Cβ
p ⋊ C2, for some integer

β > 1, then p ∈ cod(G̃/G̃′′T̃ ) and m′
G(p) > 1. Therefore, using Lemmas 2.7(c) and 2.8(b), G̃/G̃′ acts

on T̃ G̃′′/T̃ ∼= G̃′′, Frobeniusly, a contradiction. So our claim is proved and G̃ is a Frobenius group.

It is well-known that if the complements of a Frobenius group are even order, then the Frobenius

kernel is abelian. Hence, G̃′ is abelian and G̃′′ = 1, which means G′′ = 1 as wanted.

Finally, assume G′ is not a p-group, for some odd prime p. Clearly G′/G′′ is not divided by two

distinct primes p < q, since otherwise G has a homomorphic image isomorphic to D2pq, a contradiction,

as m′
D2pq

(q) > 1 and m′
D2pq

(pq) > 1. So, we may assume G
′
is a p-group for some odd prime p.

Then define S to be the set of all pairs (M,N), where N ≤M are normal subgroups of G contained

in G′ andM/N is a chief factor of G whose order is not divided by p. Suppose (M,N) is a pair in S such

that it has the largest first component among all members of S. Remark that M 6= G′, as otherwise,

|G′/G′′| is divided by two distinct primes.

Now, we work on G = G/N and we use bar convention for this quotient group. Let C = CG
′(M) ∼=

M × T . If T > 1, then C/T ∼= M is a q-group for some prime q 6= p, a contradiction, as |M | < |C|.

Since |G/G′| = 2, we deduce that CG(M) =M and hence χ is faithful, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|M). First, let

|G
′
/M | > 3. Then, G/M is isomorphic to the Frobenius group Cβ

p ⋊C2, for some integer β, as |G
′
/M |

is a p-group (notice that β > 1 when p = 3). Hence m′
G/M (p) > 1.

We note that cod(χ) 6= p, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|M) by Lemma 2.7(b). Hence, G/M acts onM , Frobeniusly,

by Lemma 2.8(b). As G/M is Frobenius, we get a contradiction. So we assume G′/M ∼= C3 and by

Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6, G ∼= S4 as wanted.

Lemma 4.8. Let G be a finite solvable T ′
k-group for some integer k ≥ 1, and K < G′ < G be a normal

series of G, such that G/K is a p-group for some prime p. Then either G is an extra-special 2-group,

or G is a Frobenius group isomorphic to C2
3 ⋊Q8.

Proof. Applying Lemma 4.1 on G/K, we have p = 2. If G′ is a 2-group, we are done, so we may assume

G′ is not a 2-group. Define S to be a set of all pairs (M,N), where N ≤M are normal subgroups of G

contained in G′ and M/N is a chief factor of G whose order is not divided by 2. Suppose (M,N) is a

pair in S such that it has the largest first component among all members of S. Note that M 6= G′, by

Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 4.4 and 4.7, also by Lemma 4.1, G/M is an extra-special group.

Let G = G/N , and let C = CG
′(M) ∼=M ×L. If L > 1, then C/L ∼=M is a p-group for some p 6= 2,

a contradiction, as |M | < |C|. So, CG(M) ∩ G
′
= M . Let T = Πχ∈Irr(G|M) ker(χ). Then, as C = M ,

we conclude that T ∩ G
′
= 1. As T ∼= TM/M is a normal subgroup of G/M whose intersection with

(G/M)′ is trivial, we get that T = 1.

Then, χ is faithful for all χ ∈ Irr(G|M). Also cod(χ) 6= 2, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|M), by Lemma 2.7(c). So,

G/M acts on M , Frobeniusly, by Lemma 2.8(b) and G/M must be Q2n , for some integer n. As G/M

is an extra-special 2-group, we deduce that n = 3. Noting that nonlinear characters in Irr(G|M) have

distinct degrees (m′
G(2) > 2 and cod(χ) 6= 2 for all χ ∈ Irr(G|M)), we deduce all nontrivial irreducible
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characters of M are G-conjugate and hence, |M | − 1 = |G/M | = 8 and so G is the described Frobenius

group in the statement of the lemma.

Now, we prove that N = 1. Suppose false, and assume N is a minimal normal subgroup of G of

order ra, for some prime r and integer a. First, we show that ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|N). Let

L = Πχ∈Irr(G|N) ker(χ). Then LN ∼= L×N is a normal subgroup of G.

First assume, L ∼= LN/N 6= 1 and so L ∼= LN/N contains M/N . Note that M/N ∼= C2
3 . Then

M ∼= N×P , where P ∼= C2
3 , is a normal subgroup of G. IfM/P is not a 2-group, then replacing (M,N)

by (M,P ) in the above discussion we have M/P ∼= C2
3 , which is not possible, since G/P and G/N

have the same structure and so they both are isomorphic to the Frobenius group C2
3 ⋊ Q8, and then

m′
G(9) > 1, which is contradicting the fact that G is a T ′

k-group. If M/P is a 2-group, then N ≤ Z(G)

and so |N | = 2. Then G/P must satisfy Lemma 4.1, which is not possible, as |G/P | = 16.

Therefore L = 1 and ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|N). By Lemmas 2.7(c) and 2.8(b), Sylow p-

subgroups of G/N , for prime p 6= r, act on N , Frobeniusly. By the structure of Sylow subgroups of

G/N , we have N is a 3-group and Sylow 2-subgroups of G/N , which are isomorphic to Q8, act on N ,

Frobeniusly. Then, N ≤ Z(M) and since M is the Sylow 3-subgroup of G using Lemma 2.2, we get that

|N | = 9. Then G is a Frobenius group of order 8×34 and G has a unique minimal normal subgroupN . In

addition, characters in Irr(G|N) have distinct degrees, and by Lemmas 2.7(c) and 2.8(b), IG(λ)/N ∼= C2
3 ,

for all λ ∈ Irr(N). Also cd(G|N) = {3 × 8} using Lemma 2.5. Therefore, as cd(G/N) ∩ cd(G|N) = ∅

and G/N is a D0-group (see [2]), we conclude that G is a D0-group, contradicting the main result of

[2].

Lemma 4.9. Let G be a finite non-abelian solvable T ′
k-group for some integer k ≥ 1, such that G/G′ ∼=

C4. Then G ∼=Suz(2) or Dic12 =SmallGroup(12,1).

Proof. Assume K is a normal subgroup of G contained in G′ such that G′/K is a chief factor of G.

Then, write G ∼= G/K and adopt the bar convention for this quotient group. First assume ker(χ) 6= 1,

for some χ ∈ Irr(G|G
′
), then ker(χ) ∼= C2 or C4. If ker(χ) ∼= C4, then G ∼= ker(χ) × G

′
is abelian

and we get a contradiction, hence ker(χ) ∼= C2. If G
′
is a 2-group, we get a contradiction, as in this

case C2
∼= G

′
≤ Z(G) and G/G

′ ∼= C4, which is not possible. So, G
′
is an elementary abelian p-group,

for some odd prime p, and by Lemma 4.2, we get that G/ ker(χ) ∼= D2p. Therefore, m′
G(4) > 1 and

m′
G(p) = (p− 1)/2. Hence, p = 3 and G ∼= Dic12.

Now, assume ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|G
′
). Now, we claim that cod(χ) 6= 4, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|G

′
).

Suppose false, then |G
′
| × |IG(λ)|/(θ(1)|G

′
|) = 4, for some λ ∈ Irr(G

′
) and θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ), by Lemma

2.7(a). Therefore, G
′
is a 2-group and hence G

′
≤ Z(G), a contradiction. So, cod(χ) 6= 4, for all

χ ∈ Irr(G|G
′
). Therefore, members of Irr(G|G

′
) must have distinct degrees and hence G is a D0-group.

Using the classification of D0-group, we get that G ∼=Suz(2).

Now, we aim to prove that K is trivial. On the contrary, we may assume K is a minimal normal

subgroup of G.

First, we show that ker(χ) = 1 for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K). Let G ∼=Dic12, assume | ker(χ)| is divided by 2,

for some χ ∈ Irr(G|K) and let P ∈ Syl2(K). By the structure of Dic12, we have P ∼= C2. Now, G/P

satisfies Lemma 4.7, and it follows that G/P ∈ {S4, D18, C
2
3 ⋊ C2}, and hence m′

G(t) > 1, for some

t 6= 4, a contradiction. So | ker(χ)| is not divided by 2. Paying attention to the structure of Dic12 and

Suz(2) we have G′ ∼= K × T , where T = ker(χ) ∩ G′ ∼= C5 or C3 and applying the above discussion

on G/T , we get that G/K ∼=Suz(2) or Dic12, and so T ∼= C5 or C3. If G/T ∼= G/K, then m′
G(t) > 1

for some t ∈ {6, 5}(both G/K and G/T are isomorphic to Suz(2) or Dic12) and, as m
′
G(4) > 1, we get

a contradiction. Therefore one of those groups is isomorphic to Dic12 and the other one is isomorphic
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to Suz(2). So G′ ∼= C15, has 8 irreducible characters of order 15, whose inertia subgroups are G′.

Therefore, G has 2 distinct irreducible characters of the same degree 4. It is easy to see that both of

those characters are faithful and so m′
G(15) > 1, a contradiction. So ker(χ) = 1, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K).

We claim that cod(χ) 6= 4, for all χ ∈ Irr(G|K). Otherwise, |K| × |IG(λ)|/(θ(1)|K|) = 4, for some

λ ∈ Irr(K) and θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ), by Lemma 2.7(a). Since all Sylow subgroups of G/K are cyclic, then

λ extends to IG(λ) (see [9, Corollary 11.31]), and so θ(1) is a 2-element (by noticing the character

degrees of Dic12 and Suz(2)). Hence, both |K| and |IG(λ)|/|K| are 2-groups, whose orders are at most

4 and then, 3 ≤ |G : IG(λ)|, while |K| ≤ 4. By Remark 2.1, the only possibility is that |K| = 4 and

|G : IG(λ)| = 3, which means that G/K ∼=Dic12, IG(λ)/K ∼= C4 and θ(1) = 4, a contradiction. So our

claim is proved.

Therefore, the members of Irr(G|K) has distinct degrees (as m′
G(4) > 1). Since all Sylow subgroups

of IG(λ)/K are cyclic, then λ is extendible to IG(λ) (see [9, Corollary 11.31]), and using Gallagher’s

theorem, we deduce that IG(λ)/K = 1, for all λ ∈ Irr(K). It follows that G/K acts on K, Frobeniusly,

but it is a contradiction, when G/K ∼=Suz(2). Then we may assume G/K ∼=Dic12. Then, cd(G|K) =

{12} and so cd(G|K) ∩ cd(G/K) = ∅. On the other hand G/K is a D1-group, which implies that G is

a D1-group. Now, looking at the structure of D1-groups (see [1]), we get a contradiction.

Proof of the Main Theorem case (b): Easy calculation shows us that groups in cases (1) and (2)

are T ′
k-groups, for some k ≤ 3. Also by Lemma 2.6, elementary abelian group G is a T ′

|G|−1-group. If

G is an extra-special 2-group, since it has a unique nonlinear irreducible character and all of nontrivial

linear characters have the same codegrees, we get that G is a T ′
|G/G′|−1-group. Therefore the described

groups in the case (3) are T ′
|G/G′|−1-groups.

Let G be a Frobenius group isomorphic to Cβ
2 ⋊ C2β−1, where β is an integer and p = 2β − 1 is

prime. Then, G has a unique nonlinear irreducible character and all of its nontrivial linear irreducible

characters have the same codegree p. Therefore G is a T ′
(p−1)-group.

Let G be a Frobenius group isomorphic to Cβ
p ⋊ C2, for some prime p and integer β. We know that

λG ∈ Irr(G) for every λ ∈ Irr(G′) and | ker(λG)| = pβ−1. Since the size of G-orbit of each nontrivial

element in Irr(G′) is 2, then G has exactly (pβ − 1)/2 nonlinear irreducible characters with the same

codegree p. As G has just one linear nontrivial irreducible character, we deduce that G is a T ′
(pβ−1)/2-

group.

Now, we just need to prove the ”only if” part of the theorem. If G is abelian, by Lemma 2.6, we

have either G is an elementary abelian p-group, for some prime p, or G ∼= C4. So we assume G is not

abelian. As G/G′ is a T ′
l -group, for some integer l, we deduce that G/G′ is a cyclic group of order 4 or

an elementary abelian group. First, assume G/G′ ∼= Cα
p , for some prime p and integer α. Let K be a

normal subgroup of G, contained in G′, such that G′/K is a chief factor of G. If G′/K is not a p-group,

then by Lemma 4.2, we have G/K is one of the groups described in the statement of Lemma 4.2. First,

let G/K be isomorphic to a Frobenius group of order p2β, where p = 2β − 1. Then applying Lemma

4.3, we have K = 1 and G is the group described in case (4) of the main theorem. If G/K ∼= C2 × S3,

applying Lemma 4.4, K = 1 and G is one of the groups, described in case (2) of the main theorem. If

G/K ∼= D2q, for some odd prime q, then applying Lemma 4.7, either G ∼=S4, D18 or it is isomorphic

to the Frobenius group described in case (5) of the main theorem. Now, let G′/K be a p-group. Then,

applying Lemma 4.8, G is one of the groups described in cases (2) and (3). At last, suppose G/G′ ∼= C4.

Hence, applying Lemma 4.9, G ∼=Suz(2) or Dic12, which are two of the groups in case (1) of the main

theorem. ✷
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