
ON A THEOREM OF WIELANDT FOR FUSION SYSTEMS AND

LOCALITIES

ELLEN HENKE

Abstract. A classical theorem of Wielandt states that any two subnormal subgroups of a finite
group G generate a subnormal subgroup of G. We prove versions of this theorem for regular
localities and for fusion systems. Along the way we prove also a purely group-theoretical result
which may be of independent interest.

1. Introduction

Helmut Wielandt proved in his habilitation thesis [17] that any two subnormal subgroups H1

and H2 of a finite group G generate a subnormal subgroup of G. It is moreover known that
xH1, H2yXS “ xH1XS,H2XSy for any Sylow p-subgroup S of G; as far as we are aware, this is a
Lemma due to Ulrich Meierfrankenfeld (see Lemma 2.1). In the present paper we prove versions
of these results for regular localities and for fusion systems.

Localities are group–like structures introduced by Chermak [2, 4]. Slightly more precisely, a
locality is a triple pL,∆, Sq, where L is a partial group (i.e. a set L together with an “inversion”
and a “partial multiplication” which is only defined on certain words in L), S is a “Sylow p-
subgroup” of L, and ∆ is a set of subgroups of S subject to certain axioms. Given a partial group
L, there are natural notions of partial normal subgroups of L and of partial subnormal subgroups
of L. A nice theory of partial subnormal subgroups and of components can be developed for
regular localities. Regular localities were introduced by Chermak [3] (see also [10]). It turns out
that partial subnormal subgroups of regular localities form regular localities. The existence and
uniqueness of centric linking systems implies that there is an essentially unique regular locality
associated to every saturated fusion system.

Wielandt’s Theorem and Meierfrankenfeld’s Lemma have the following very natural translation
to regular localities. The proof uses Wielandt’s Theorem and Meierfrankenfeld’s Lemma for
groups.

Theorem A. Let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality. Fix moreover two partial subnormal subgroups
H1 and H2 of L. Then xH1,H2y is a partial subnormal subgroup of L with

xH1,H2y X S “ xH1 X S,H2 X Sy.

Finding a formulation of Wielandt’s Theorem for fusion systems is slightly more tricky. As
we show in Example 5.9, the subsystem generated by two subnormal subsystems of a saturated
fusion system F is in some cases not even saturated (and is thus in particular not a subnormal
subsystem of F). However, we are able to prove the following result.

Theorem B. Let F be a saturated fusion systems, and suppose that E1 and E2 are subnormal
subsystems of F over S1 and S2 respectively. Then there is a (with respect to inclusion) smallest
saturated subsystem xxE1, E2yy of F in which E1 and E2 are subnormal. The subsystem xxE1, E2yy is
a subnormal subsystem of F over xS1, S2y.

The reader is referred to Theorem 5.4 for more information. It should be pointed out that
there is in many cases not a unique smallest saturated subsystem (or a unique smallest subnormal
subsystem) of F containing E1 and E2 (cf. Example 5.9).
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2 E. HENKE

If E1 and E2 are normal subsystems of F , then we have introduced a product subsystem E1E2

already in [5, Theorem C]. In some sense we generalize this construction above, as it turns out
that xxE1, E2yy “ E1E2 if E1 and E2 are normal subsystems. Theorem B implies thus that E1E2 is
the smallest saturated subsystem of F in which E1 and E2 are subnormal. Thereby, we also obtain
a new characterization of E1E2.

Let us now say a few words about the proof of Theorem B. As mentioned before, there is
an essentially unique regular locality associated to every saturated fusion system. Moreover, if
pL,∆, Sq is a regular locality over a saturated fusion system F , then it was shown by Chermak and
the author of this paper that there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between the partial
subnormal subgroups of L and the subnormal subsystems of F . Therefore, if E1 and E2 are
two subnormal subsystems of F , then Theorem A can be used to show that there is a smallest
subnormal subsystem E of F in which E1 and E2 are subnormal. Showing that E is the smallest
saturated subsystem in which E1 and E2 are subnormal is however still somewhat difficult. The
essential ingredient in the proof of this property is the following group-theoretical result.

Theorem C. Let G be a finite group and S P SylppGq. Let H1 and H2 be two subnormal subgroups
of G. Then T :“ xH1, H2y X S “ xH1 X S,H2 X Sy and

FT pxH1, H2yq “ x FT pxH1, T yq, FT pxH2, T yq y.

We feel that Theorem C might be of independent interest to finite group theorists. Therefore,
we seek to keep the proof of this theorem elementary (cf. Subsection 2.2). Theorem C can also
be used to show the following Proposition.

Proposition D. Let G be a finite group and S P SylppGq. Suppose H1 and H2 are subnormal
subgroups of G. Then

FxH1,H2yXSpxH1, H2yq “ xxFH1XSpH1q,FH2XSpH2qyy.

This says in particular that the fusion system of xH1, H2y is determined by the fusion systems
of G, H1 and H2.

Organization of the paper. We start by proving the basic group-theoretical results in Section 2.
More precisely, Meierfrankenfeld’s Lemma is proved in Subsection 2.1 and building on that, The-
orem C is proved in Subsection 2.2. Then Theorem A and some related results are proved in
Section 4. Finally, Theorem B and Proposition D are shown in Section 5.

Throughout this paper, homomorphisms are written on the right hand side of the argument
(and the composition of homomorphisms is defined accordingly). The reader is referred to [1,
Sections I.1-I.7] for basic definitions and results on fusion systems.

Acknowledgements. I’d like to thank Bernd Stellmacher for pointing out to me that Meier-
frankenfeld’s Lemma (Lemma 2.1) holds. Moreover, I’m very grateful to Ulrich Meierfrankenfeld
for allowing me to include his lemma and its proof in this paper.

2. Group-theoretic results

Throughout this section let G be a finite group and S P SylppGq.

2.1. The proof of Meierfrankenfeld’s Lemma. The following lemma and the idea for its proof
are due to Ulrich Meierfrankenfeld.

Lemma 2.1 (Meierfrankenfeld). Let H1 and H2 be subnormal subgroups of G. Then

xH1, H2y X S “ xH1 X S,H2 X Sy.
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Proof. Let pG,H1, H2q be a counterexample such that first |G| and then |G : H1| ` |G : H2| is
minimal. The minimality of G implies that G “ xH1, H2y. As pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample,
we have moreover H1 ę H2 and H2 ę H1. Similarly, one observes that

G ‰ S and p divides the order of G. (2.1)

Assume H1EG. Then G “ xH1, H2y “ H1H2, H1XSES and xH1XS,H2XSy “ pH1XSqpH2XSq.
As S X H1 X H2 P SylppH1 X H2q, the order formula for products of subgroups (cf. [14, 1.1.6])
yields that pH1 X SqpH2 X Sq is a Sylow p-subgroup of G “ H1H2 and thus equal to S. This
contradicts the assumption that pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample and shows thus that

H1 is not normal in G. (2.2)

As Hi ‰ G is subnormal in G for each i “ 1, 2, there exists Mi EG such that Hi ďMi and G{Mi

is simple. Set

H :“ xH1, H2 XM1y

As H1 and H2XM1 are subnormal in G, it follows from Wielandt’s Theorem that H is subnormal
in G and thus H X S P SylppHq. The minimality of |G| implies that pH,H1, H2 XM1q is not a
counterexample. Hence,

H X S “ xH1 X S,H2 XM1 X Sy. (2.3)

Assume now that H2 XM1 ę H1 and so |G : H| ă |G : H1|. As G “ xH,H2y, the minimality
of |G : H1| ` |G : H2| implies then that S “ xH X S,H2 X Sy. So S “ xH1 X S,H2 X Sy
by (2.3), contradicting the assumption that pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample. This proves that
H2 XM1 ď H1, which yields H1 X H2 “ H2 XM1 E H2. A symmetric argument shows that
H1 XH2 “ H1 XM2 EH1 and thus

H1 XH2 “ H1 XM2 “ H2 XM1 E xH1, H2y “ G.

Consider now G :“ G{H1XH2. If H1XH2 ‰ 1, then the minimality of |G| implies that pG,H1, H2q

is not a counterexample and hence

S “ xH1 X S,H2 X Sy “ xH1 X S,H2 X Sy.

As S X H1 X H2 P SylppH1 X H2q, it follows in this case from order considerations that S “

xH1 X S,H2 X Sy, again a contradiction. Thus, we have

1 “ H1 XH2 “ H1 XM2 “ H2 XM1.

Let i P t1, 2u and set j :“ 3´ i. Recall that G{Mj is simple and has thus no non-trivial subnormal
subgroup. Since Hi ęMj and Hi XMj “ 1, it follows that

G{Mj “ HiMj{Mj – Hi{Hi XMj – Hi.

In particular, Hi is simple. As Hi is subnormal, it follows that Hi is a component of G if Hi

is non-abelian. Otherwise, Hi is cyclic of prime order q, and then contained in OqpGq (cf. [14,
6.3.1]). Since any two distinct components centralize each other, and every component centralizes

F pGq “
ą

q prime

OqpGq,

it follows that H1 and H2 either centralize each other, or xH1, H2y ď OqpGq for the some prime
q. As G “ xH1, H2y, we get a contradiction to (2.2) in the first case, and a contradiction to (2.1)
in the second case. This proves the assertion. �
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2.2. The proof of Theorem C. As before we assume that G is a finite group and S P SylppGq.
If ∆ is the set of all subgroups of S, then pG,∆, Sq is a locality. Thus, we can adopt the usual
notation for localities and we could cite theorems on localities. However, since Theorem C might
be of independent interest to group theorists, we will keep its proof self-contained. As in localities
we define for f P G

Sf :“ ts P S : sf P Su “ pS X Sf qf
´1
.

Note that Sf is a subgroup of S. If u “ pf1, . . . , fnq is a word in G, then we set similarly

Su :“ ts P S : sf1¨¨¨fi P S for all i “ 1, 2, . . . , nu.

Again one observes easily that Su is a subgroup of S. Notice moreover that the following holds:

If u “ pf1, . . . , fnq is a word in G and f “ f1f2 ¨ ¨ ¨ fn, then Su ď Sf . (2.4)

Lemma 2.2. Let N EG and T :“ SXN . Then for every g P G there exist n P N and f P NGpT q
with g “ nf and Sg “ Spn,fq. In particular,

FSpGq “ xFSpNSq,FSpNGpT qqy.

Proof. It is sufficient to prove the first part of the assertion. Indeed, this part is a special case of
Stellmacher’s Splitting Lemma for localities [4, Lemma 3.12], but we give an elementary proof.

Let g P G. By the Frattini Argument, there exist m P N and h P NGpT q with g “ mh.
Set P :“ Sg. As pPmqh “ P g ď S ď NGpT q and h P NGpT q, we have Pm ď NGpT q. Moreover,
Pm ď SN , so by a Dedekind Argument Pm ď NGpT qXSN “ SNN pT q. By Sylow’s theorem, there
exists thus x P NN pT q with Pmx “ pPmqx ď S. Notice that n :“ mx P N , f :“ x´1h P NGpT q
and g “ mh “ nf . In particular, Spn,fq ď Snf “ P by (2.4). As Pn ď S and Pnf “ P g ď S, we
have also P ď Spn,fq. This proves the assertion. �

Lemma 2.3. Let M,N EG and g PMN . Then there exist m PM and n P N with g “ mn and
Sg “ Spm,nq.

Proof. This is a special case of [8, Theorem 1], but again, we give an elementary proof. Let g PMN

and write g “ m1n1 for some m1 P M and n1 P N . Notice that Q :“ Sm
1

g ď Sm
1

ď xS,My “ SM .

Moreover, Qn
1

“ Sgg ď S and thus Q ď Spn
1q´1

ď xS,Ny “ SN . Hence, Q ď SM X SN . Notice
that OppSM XSNq ď OppSMq XOppSNq ďM XN and thus SM XSN “ SpM XNq. It follows

now from Sylow’s theorem that there exists x PMXN with Sm
1x

g “ Qx ď S. Now m :“ m1x PM ,

n :“ x´1n1 P N , g “ mn, Smg ď S and Smng “ Sgg ď S. In particular, Sg ď Spm,nq. Together with
(2.4), we obtain Sg “ Spm,nq. �

Lemma 2.4. Let HEE G and M :“ xHGy. If G “MNGpHq, then H “M EG.

Proof. Assume G “ MNGpHq and consider K :“ xHMy. Notice that G acts on the set of
normal subgroups of M , and thus NGpHq acts on the set of normal subgroups of M containing
H. As K is the smallest normal subgroup of M containing H, it follows NGpHq ď NGpKq. By
construction, K EM , and so K is normal in G “ MNGpHq. This implies that M “ xHGy “ K.
Using the definition of K and the fact that H is subnormal in M , we can therefore conclude that
H “M EG. �

Lemma 2.5. Let N EG and HEE G such that S normalizes H. Then for every g P NH, there
exist n P N and h P H with g “ nh and Sg “ Spn,hq. In particular,

FSpNHSq “ xFSpNSq,FSpHSqy.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that, for every g P NH, there exist n P N and h P H with g “ nh
and Sg “ Spn,hq. Let pG,N,H, gq be a counterexample to that assertion such that |G| ` |N | is

minimal. Set M :“ xHGy.
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Notice that g P NH Ď NM . Hence, by Lemma 2.3, there exist n1 P N and m P M such that
g “ n1m and Sg “ Spn1,mq. In particular, as pG,N,H, gq is a counterexample, it follows

H ‰M. (2.5)

Write g “ ab with a P N and b P H. Then ab “ n1m and so mb´1 “ pn1q´1a PM XN . We obtain
thus m P pM XNqb Ď pM XNqH.

Assume now that N ęM . Then M XN is a proper subgroup of N , which is normal in G. The
minimality of |G| ` |N | yields thus that pG,M XN,H,mq is not a counterexample. Hence, there
exist y PM XN and h P H with m “ yh and Sm “ Spy,hq. This implies g “ n1m “ n1yh “ pn1yqh
and

Sg “ Spn1,mq “ Spn1,y,hq ď Spn1y,hq ď Spn1yqh “ Sg,

where the second equality uses Sm “ Spy,hq and the inclusions use (2.4). So n :“ n1y P N with
g “ nh and Spn,hq “ Sg. This contradicts the assumption that pG,N,H, gq is a counterexample.

Hence, N ď M ď MS. By (2.5) and Lemma 2.4, we have G ‰ MNGpHq. In particular, as
S ď NGpHq, it follows MS ‰ G. Thus, the minimality of |G|`|N | yields that pMS,N,H, gq is not
a counterexample. However, this implies that pG,N,H, gq is not a counterexample, contradicting
our assumption. �

Lemma 2.6. Let HEE G. Then there exists a subnormal series

H “ H0 EH1 E ¨ ¨ ¨EHn´1 EHn “ G

such that Hi´1 “ xH
Hiy for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n. Such a subnormal series is always invariant under

conjugation by NGpHq.

Proof. If H is properly contained in a subgroup Hi of G, then xHHiy is a proper subgroup of
Hi, as H is subnormal in Hi. It follows thus by induction on |G : H| that we can construct a
subnormal series as above.

If i ą 1 and Hi is NGpHq-invariant, then NGpHq acts via conjugation on the set of normal
subgroups of Hi containing H, and thus also on Hi´1 “ xHHiy, which is the smallest normal
subgroup of Hi containing H. Thus, by induction on n´ i, one proves that Hi is NGpHq-invariant
for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n. �

We are now in a position to give the proof of Theorem C. In the proof we use the following
notation: If X and Y are subgroups of G, then AutXpY q is the group of automorphisms of Y
which are induced by conjugation with an element of NXpY q.

Proof of Theorem C. Let pG,H1, H2q be a counterexample to Theorem C such that first |G| and
then |G : H1| ` |G : H2| is minimal. Set

S1 :“ S XH1 and S2 :“ S XH2.

The minimality of |G| together with Meierfrankenfeld’s Lemma 2.1 yields that

G “ xH1, H2y and S “ xS1, S2y. (2.6)

If H1 ‰ Hx
1 for some x P S, then H1 ă H˚1 :“ xH1, H

x
1 yEE G by Wielandt’s Theorem. Hence, it

follows from the minimality of |G : H1| ` |G : H2| that

FSpGq “ x FSpxH˚1 , Syq, FSpxH2, Syq y.

As xH˚1 , Sy “ xH1, Sy, this contradicts the assumption that pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample. So
H1 is S-invariant. As the situation is symmetric in H1 and H2, we have thus shown that

S ď NGpH1q XNGpH2q. (2.7)
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In particular, we need to show that FSpGq “ xFSpH1Sq,FSpH2Sqy to obtain a contradiction to
the assumption that pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample. We will use (2.6) and (2.7) throughout this
proof, most of the time without further reference.

Set

Ni :“ xHG
i y for i “ 1, 2.

As pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample, it follows from Lemma 2.5 (applied with pHi, H3´iq in place
of pN,Hq) that Hi is not normal in G for each i “ 1, 2. In particular, Lemma 2.4 together with
(2.7) yields

N1S ‰ G ‰ N2S. (2.8)

We prove now that

H1 XN2 “ H1 XH2 “ H2 XN1 EG. (2.9)

For the proof assume first that N2 XH1 ę H2. Then

H2 ă H̃2 :“ xH2, N2 XH1y.

Notice that N2XH1 is subnormal in G and hence, by Wielandt’s theorem, H̃2 is subnormal in G.
The minimality of |G : H1| ` |G : H2| yields thus

FSpGq “ xFSpH1Sq,FSpH̃2Sqy.

Notice that K1 :“ H1 X N2SEE N2S and K1 X S “ S1. Using (2.6) and a Dedekind argument,
observe moreover that

K1 “ H1 XN2S “ H1 XN2S1 “ pH1 XN2qS1.

In particular, we can conclude that H̃2S “ xK1, H2y and K1S “ pH1 X N2qS. By (2.8) and the
minimality of |G|, pN2S,K1, H2q is not a counterexample. Hence,

FSpH̃2Sq “ FSpxK1, H2yq “ xFSpK1Sq,FSpH2Sqy

where FSpK1Sq “ FSppH1 XN2qSq Ď FSpH1Sq. Hence,

FSpGq “ xFSpH1Sq,FSpH̃2Sqy “ xFSpH1Sq,FSpH2Sqy,

which contradicts the assumption that pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample. This shows thatN2XH1 ď

H2 and so N2 XH1 “ H1 XH2. A symmetric argument gives N1 XH2 “ H1 XH2. Thus,

N2 XH1 “ H1 XH2 “ N1 XH2 E xH1, H2y “ G

and so (2.9) holds. We argue next that

H1 “ pH1 XH2qNH1pS2q. (2.10)

For the proof recall that H1 is S-invariant by (2.7) and S2 ď N2 EG. Hence (2.9) yields

rH1, S2s ď H1 XN2 “ H1 XH2 EG.

Thus, H1 normalizes pH1XH2qS2. In particular, H1 acts on SylpppH1XH2qS2q and H1XH2 acts
transitively. As S2 P SylpppH1 X H2qS2q, the general Frattini Argument [14, 3.1.4] implies thus
(2.10). As a next step we prove

Op
1

pH2q “ Op
1

pN2qEG. (2.11)

For the proof, Lemma 2.6 allows us to pick a subnormal series

H2 “M0 EM1 E ¨ ¨ ¨EMk “ N2 EMk`1 “ G

for H2 in G with Mi “ xH
Mi`1

2 y for i “ 0, 1, 2, . . . , k. Moreover, M0,M1, . . . ,Mk are NGpH2q-
invariant. In particular, M0,M1, . . . ,Mk are S-invariant by (2.7). Fix now i P t0, 1, 2, . . . , ku

minimal with Op
1

pMiq “ Op
1

pN2q. Notice that such i exists as Mk “ N2. Assume (2.11) fails.
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Then i ą 0 and H2 ă Mi. In particular, the minimality of |G : H1| ` |G : H2| yields that
pG,H1,Miq is not a counterexample and thus

FSpGq “ xFSpH1Sq,FSpMiSqy.

As S XN2 is strongly closed in S, this implies

AutGpS XN2q “ xAutH1pS XN2q,AutMipS XN2q,AutSpS XN2qy.

Recall that Mi´1 is normalized by Mi and by S. Thus, Mi´1XS is AutMipS XN2q-invariant and
AutSpS XN2q-invariant. Moreover, using (2.9) and that fact that H1 is S-invariant, we see that

rNH1pSXN2q, SXMi´1s ď rNH1pSXN2q, SXN2s ď SXN2XH1 “ SXH1XH2 ď S2 ď SXMi´1.

This implies that S XMi´1 is AutH1pS XN2q-invariant. Altogether, we have seen that S XMi´1

is AutGpS XN2q-invariant and thus

NGpS XN2q ď NGpS XMi´1q.

As Op
1

pN2q is normal in G and by assumption contained in Mi, a Frattini Argument yields now

G “ Op
1

pN2qNGpS XN2q “MiNGpS XMi´1q.

Hence, by a Dedekind Argument, setting X :“ NMi`1pS XMi´1q, we have Mi`1 “ MiX. As
H2 ďMi´1 EMi EMi`1, it follows that

Mi “ xH
Mi`1

2 y “ xM
Mi`1

i´1 y “ xMX
i´1y

“
ź

xPX

Mx
i´1.

Notice that, for every x P X, Mx
i´1 is a normal subgroup of Mi with Mx

i´1 X S “ pMi´1 X Sq
x “

Mi´1 X S. Hence, using Lemma 2.1 (or an elementary argument for this special case), one sees
that

Mi X S “
ź

xPX

pMx
i´1 X Sq “Mi´1 X S.

As Mi´1EMi, it follows that Op
1

pMi´1q “ Op
1

pMiq “ Op
1

pN2q, contradicting the minimality of i.
Thus, (2.11) holds. We show next that

S2 EG. (2.12)

For the proof we use that, by (2.9) and (2.11), H1XH2 and Op
1

pH2q are normal in G. In particular,

Ĥ2 :“ pH1 XH2qO
p1pH2qEG.

A Frattini Argument yields H2 “ Op
1

pH2qNH2pS2q and (2.10) gives H1 “ pH1 X H2qNH1pS2q.
Hence,

G “ xH1, H2y “ Ĥ2xNH1pS2q, NH2pS2qy.

Notice that Ĥ2 ď H2 and so NĤ2
pS2q ď NH2pS2q. Hence, a Dedekind Argument gives that

NGpS2q “ NĤ2
pS2qxNH1pS2q, NH2pS2qy “ xNH1pS2q, NH2pS2qy.

Notice that S2ES by (2.7). Assume now that S2 is not normal in G. Then the minimality of |G|
yields that pNGpS2q, NH1pS2q, NH2pS2qq is not a counterexample, i.e.

FSpNGpS2qq “ x FSpNH1pS2qSq, FSpNH2pS2qSq y.

As Op
1

pH2q is normal in G, Lemma 2.2 yields thus that

FSpGq “ xFSpOp
1

pH2qSq,FSpNGpS2qqy “ xFSpH1Sq,FSpH2Sqy,

which contradicts the assumption that pG,H1, H2q is a counterexample. Hence, (2.12) holds.

The fact that S2 is normal in G implies by Wielandt’s Theorem in particular that H1S2 is
subnormal in G. If S2 ę H1, then the minimality of |G : H1| ` |G : H2| yields that pG,H1S2, H2q
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is not a counterexample. As pH1S2qS “ H1S, this would imply that pG,H1, H2q is not a coun-
terexample, a contradiction. Hence, S2 ď H1 X S “ S1. A symmetric argument yields S1 ď S2

and thus

S “ S1 “ S2 EG.

It follows now easily that pG,H1, H2q is not a counterexample contradicting our assumption. �

3. Some background on partial groups and localities

3.1. Partial groups and localities. We will start by summarizing some basic background on
partial groups and localities here, but the reader is referred to Chermak’s original papers [2, 4] or
to the summary in [5, Section 3] for a detailed introduction to the required definitions and results
concerning partial groups and localities.

Following Chermak’s notation, we write WpLq for the set of words in a set L, H for the empty
word, and v1 ˝ v2 ˝ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˝ vn for the concatenation of words v1, . . . , vn P WpLq. Recall that a partial
group consists of a set L, a “product” Π: D Ñ L defined on D Ď WpLq, and an involutory
bijection LÑ L, f ÞÑ f´1 called an “inversion map”, subject to certain group-like axioms (cf. [2,
Definition 2.1] or [4, Definition 1.1]). If L is a partial group with a product Π: D Ñ L then, given
px1, . . . , xnq P D, we write also x1x2 ¨ ¨ ¨xn for Πpx1, . . . , xnq. We will moreover use the following
definitions.

‚ A subset H Ď L is called a partial subgroup of L if Πpwq P H for every w P WpHq XD
and h´1 P H for every h P H.

‚ A partial subgroup H of L is called a subgroup of L if WpHq Ď D. Observe that every
subgroup of L forms an actual group. We call a subgroup H of L a p-subgroup if it is a
p-group.

‚ Given f P L, we write Dpfq :“ tx P L : pf´1, x, fq P Du for the set of elements x P L
for which the conjugate xf :“ Πpf´1, x, fq is defined. This gives us a conjugation map
cf : Dpfq Ñ L defined by x ÞÑ xf .

‚ Let S be a p-subgroup of L. Then set

Sf :“ tx P S : x P Dpfq, xf P Su for all f P L.

More generally, if w “ pf1, . . . , fnq P WpLq, then write Sw for the subset of S consisting

of all elements s P S such that there exists a series s “ s0, s1, . . . , sn P S with sfii´1 “ si
for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n.

‚ We say that a partial subgroup N of L is a partial normal subgroup of L (and write N EL)
if xf P N for every f P L and every x P Dpfq XN .

‚ We call a partial subgroup H of L a partial subnormal subgroup of L (and write HEE L)
if there is a sequence H0,H1, . . . ,Hk of partial subgroups of L such that

H “ H0 EH1 E ¨ ¨ ¨EHk´1 EHk “ L.

‚ If f P L and X Ď Dpfq set X f :“ txf : x P X u. For every X Ď L, call

NLpX q :“ tf P L : X Ď Dpfq and X f “ X u

the normalizer of X in L.
‚ For X Ď L, we call

CLpX q :“ tf P L : X Ď Dpfq, xf “ x for all x P X u

the centralizer of X in L.
‚ For any two subsets X ,Y Ď L, their product can be naturally defined by

XY :“ tΠpx, yq : x P X , y P Y, px, yq P Du.
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A locality is a triple pL,∆, Sq such that L is a partial group, S is maximal among the p-subgroups
of L, and ∆ is a set of subgroups of S subject to certain axioms, which imply in particular that
NLpP q is a subgroup of L for every P P ∆. As part of the axioms, a word w “ pf1, . . . , fnq is an
element of D if and only if there exist P0, P1, . . . , Pn P ∆ such that

Pi´1 Ď Dpfiq and P fii´1 “ Pi for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n.

If the above holds, then we say also that w P D via P0, P1, . . . , Pn or that w P D via P0.

If pL,∆, Sq is a locality, then [4, Corollary 2.6] gives that, for every word w P WpLq, the subset
Sw is a subgroup of S and

Sw P ∆ if and only if w P D. (3.1)

In particular, Sf is a subgroup of S with Sf P ∆, for every f P L. We will also frequently use the
following property, which follows from [4, Lemma 2.3(c)]:

Sw ď SΠpwq and p¨ ¨ ¨ pSf1w q
f2 ¨ ¨ ¨ qfn “ SΠpwq

w for every w “ pf1, . . . , fnq P D. (3.2)

Fix now a locality pL,∆, Sq. For f P L, the conjugation map cf : Sf Ñ S, x ÞÑ xf is by [4,
Proposition 2.5(b)] an injective group homomorphism. For every partial subgroup H of L, we
write FSXHpHq for the fusion system over S X H which is generated by the conjugation maps
ch : Sh XHÑ S XH, x ÞÑ xh with h P H. In particular, FSpLq is the fusion system over S which
is generated by the conjugation maps cf : Sf Ñ S. We say that pL,∆, Sq is a locality over F if
F “ FSpLq.

Lemma 3.1. Let pL,∆, Sq be a locality and N E L. Set T :“ S XN . Then the following hold:

(a) For every g P L, there exist n P N and h P NLpT q such that pn, hq P D, g “ nh and
Sg “ Spn,hq.

(b) FSpLq “ xFSpNSq,FSpNLpT qqy.

Proof. (a) Let g P L. By the Frattini Lemma [4, Corollary 3.11], there exist n P N and h P L
such that pn, hq P D and h is Ò-maximal with respect to N in the sense of [4, Definition 3.6]. Then
Sg “ Spn,hq by the Splitting Lemma [4, Lemma 3.12]. Using first [4, Proposition 3.9] and then [4,
Lemma 3.1(a)], it follows that h P NLpT q.

(b) As FSpLq is generated by maps of the form cg : Sg Ñ S, it is sufficient to prove that such
a map is in xFSpNSq,FSpNLpT qqy. Fixing g P L, it follows from (a) that there exist n P N and
h P NLpT q such that pn, hq P D, g “ nh and Sg “ Spn,hq. So cg : Sg Ñ S can be written as a
composite of restrictions of the conjugation map cn : Sn Ñ S (which is a morphism in FSpNSq)
and of ch : Sh Ñ S (which is a morphism in FSpNLpT qq). This implies (b). �

3.2. Linking localities and regular localities. A finite group G is said to be of characteristic
p, if CGpOppGqq ď OppGq, where OppGq denotes the largest normal p-subgroup of G. A locality
pL,∆, Sq is called a linking locality, if FSpLq is saturated, FSpLqcr Ď ∆ and NLpP q is a group of
characteristic p for every P P ∆.

For every fusion system F over S, there is the set Fs of F-subcentric subgroups of S defined in
[9, Definition 1]. It is shown in [9, Theorem A] that, for every saturated fusion system F , there
exists a linking locality pL,∆, Sq over F with ∆ “ Fs. We call such a linking locality a subcentric
locality over F .

Regular localities were first introduced by Chermak [3], but we will refer to the treatment of
the subject in [10]. Building on Chermak’s work, we introduced in [10, Definition 9.17] a certain
partial normal subgroup F ˚pLq of L, for every linking locality pL,∆, Sq. If pL,∆, Sq is a subcentric
locality over a saturated fusion system F , then the set δpFq is defined as

δpFq :“ tP ď S : P X F ˚pLq P Fsu. (3.3)
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It is shown in [10, Lemma 10.2] that the set δpFq depends only on F and not on the choice of of
the subcentric locality pL,∆, Sq, and that (3.3) holds indeed for every linking locality pL,∆, Sq.

A linking locality pL,∆, Sq is called a regular locality, if ∆ “ δpFq. For every saturated fusion
system F , there exists a regular locality over F (cf. [10, Lemma 10.4]). Note that (3.3) holds
in particular if pL,∆, Sq is a regular locality over F . In that case, we have ∆ “ δpFq, so (3.3)
yields that P P ∆ if and only if P X F ˚pLq P ∆. Thus, if pL,∆, Sq is a regular locality and
T ˚ :“ F ˚pLq X S, then (3.1) yields

w P D if and only if Sw X T
˚ P ∆. (3.4)

In particular, Sf X T ˚ P ∆ for every f P L. The next theorem states one of the most important
properties of regular localities.

Theorem 3.2 ([3, Corollary 7.9], [10, Corollary 10.19]). Let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality and
HEE L. Then FSXHpHq is saturated and pH, δpFSXHpHqq, S XHq is a regular locality.

The theorem above leads to a natural definition of components of regular localities (cf. [10,
Definition 7.9, Definition 11.1]). Let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality. We will write ComppLq for
the set of components of L. If K1, . . . ,Kr P ComppLq, then the product

śr
i“1 Ki does not depend

on the order of the factors and is a partial normal subgroup of F ˚pLq (cf. [10, Proposition 11.7]).
In particular, for C Ď ComppLq, the product

ś

KPCK is well-defined.

The product of all components of L is denoted by EpLq and turns out to be a partial nor-
mal subgroup of L (cf. [10, Lemma 11.13]). We have moreover F ˚pLq “ EpLqOppLq (cf. [10,
Lemma 11.9]). Note that Theorem 3.2 makes it possible to consider ComppHq and EpHq for every
partial subnormal subgroup H of L. By [10, Remark 11.2], ComppHq Ď ComppLq. In particular,
EpHq Ď EpLq Ď F ˚pLq.

3.3. Some further properties of regular localities. We state now some slightly more spe-
cialized results on regular localities which will be needed in the proof of Theorem A.

Throughout this subsection let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality and T ˚ :“ S X F ˚pLq.
As S P Fs, (3.3) yields in particular that T ˚ P δpFq “ ∆. In particular, NLpT

˚q is a group of
characteristic p.

Lemma 3.3. For every f P NLpT
˚q and every g P L, the words pf, gq, pg, fq, pf, f´1, g, fq are in

D, gf “ fgf ,
Spf,gq X T

˚ “ Sfg X T
˚ and Spg,fq X T

˚ “ Sgf X T
˚.

Proof. It is a special case of (3.4) that Sg X T ˚ P ∆. Hence, as T ˚ is strongly closed, pg, fq,
u :“ pf, f´1, g, fq and pg, f, f´1q are in D via Sg X T ˚. In particular, by the axioms of a partial

group, gf “ Πpuq “ fgf and pgfqf´1 “ Πpg, f, f´1q “ g. So

Spg,fq X T
˚ ď Sgf X T

˚ ď Spgf,f´1,fq X T
˚ ď Sppgfqf´1,fq X T

˚ “ Spg,fq X T
˚,

where the first and the third inclusion use (3.2) and the second inclusion uses f P NLpT
˚q. Thus,

Spg,fq X T ˚ “ Sgf X T ˚. Observe also that pf´1, f, gq P D via Sg X T ˚. In particular, pf, gq P D

and g “ Πpf´1, f, gq “ f´1pfgq. It follows that

Spf,gq X T
˚ ď Sfg X T

˚ ď Spf,f´1,fgq X T
˚ ď Spf,f´1pfgqq X T

˚ “ Spf,gq X T
˚,

where again the first and the third inclusion use (3.2) and the second inclusion uses f P NLpT
˚q.

Hence, Spf,gq X T
˚ “ Sfg X T

˚. �

Lemma 3.4. We have NLpT
˚q “ NLpS X EpLqq.

Proof. By [10, Lemma 11.9], we have

T ˚ “ S X F ˚pLq “ pS X EpLqqOppLq.
As EpLqE L, S X EpLq “ T ˚ X EpLq and L “ NLpOppLqq, the assertion follows. �
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Lemma 3.5. NLpT
˚q acts on L and also on the set ComppLq of components of L via conjugation.

More precisely, for every f P L, we have Dpfq “ L and cf is an automorphism of L.

Proof. It is a consequence of Lemma 3.19(b) or Lemma 10.11(c) in [10] that, for every f P NLpT
˚q,

we have L “ Dpfq and the conjugation map cf is an automorphism of L. Moreover, by [12,
Lemma 2.13], NLpT

˚q acts on the set L by conjugation. Thus, by [10, Lemma 11.12], NLpT
˚q

acts also on the set of components of L. �

Lemma 3.6. Let C1,C2 Ď ComppLq, C :“ C1YC2, Ni :“
ś

KPCi K for i “ 1, 2 and N :“
ś

KPCK.
Then the following hold:

(a) N “ N1N2 and N X S “ pN1 X SqpN2 X Sq. In particular, if C “ ComppLq, then
EpLq “ N1N2 and EpLq X S “ pN1 X SqpN2 X Sq.

(b) Suppose C1 X C2 “ H. Then Ni Ď CLpN3´iq for i “ 1, 2. Moreover, for all n P N1 and
m P N2, we have pn,mq P D and Snm X T

˚ “ Spn,mq X T
˚.

(c) NN pT
˚q “ NN1pT

˚qNN2pT
˚q.

Proof. By [10, Proposition 11.7], N1, N2 and N are partial normal subgroups of F ˚pLq. As
F ˚pLq forms by Theorem 3.2 a regular locality with Sylow subgroup S0 :“ SXF ˚pLq, it follows in
particular from [9, Theorem 1] applied with F ˚pLq in place of L that pN1N2qXS “ pN1N2qXS0 “

pN1XS0qpN2XS0q “ pN1XSqpN2XSq. Thus, for (a), it remains only to prove that N “ N1N2.
In fact, as Ni Ď N for i “ 1, 2 and N is a partial subgroup, we have N1N2 Ď N . So for (a) it is
sufficient to prove that

N Ď N1N2. (3.5)

As NLpT
˚q is a subgroup, we have also NN1pT

˚qNN2pT
˚q Ď NN pT

˚q. So for (c) it remains only
to show that

NN pT
˚q Ď NN1pT

˚qNN2pT
˚q. (3.6)

Observe now that, replacing C2 by C2zC1, we may assume for the proof of (3.5) and (3.6) that
C1 X C2 “ H. So we will assume this property from now on throughout.

Applying first [10, Theorem 11.18(a)] and then [10, Lemma 4.5, Lemma 4.8], one sees that
N “ N1N2, and that Ni Ď CLpN3´iq for i “ 1, 2. In particular, (3.5) holds.

For the proof of the remaining statement in (b) let now n P N1 and m P N2. As N1 Ď CLpN2q,
it follows from [10, Lemma 3.5] that pn,mq and pm,nq are in D and that nm “ mn. In particular,
N1 and N2 commute in the sense of [10, Definition 2], i.e. they are commuting partial normal
subgroups of F ˚pLq. Hence, it follows from [10, Theorem 1(d)] applied with F ˚pLq in place of L
that Snm X T

˚ “ Spn,mq X T
˚. This proves (b).

For the proof of (3.6) let f P NN pT
˚q. By (a), we may pick n P N1 and m P N2 with pn,mq P D

and f “ nm. It follows then from (b) that T ˚ “ T ˚XSf “ T ˚XSnm ď Spn,mq. As T ˚ is strongly
closed in FSpLq, it follows that n P NN1pT

˚q and m P NN2pT
˚q. This proves (3.6). �

Lemma 3.7. Let HEE L. Then NHpT
˚q “ NHpEpHqXSqEE NLpT

˚q and SXH “ SXNHpT
˚q.

Proof. Since T ˚ E S, we have S XH Ď NHpT
˚q and thus S XH “ S XNHpT

˚q. Since HEE L, it
follows moreover easily that NHpT

˚q “ HXNLpT
˚q is subnormal in NLpT

˚q.

We remarked before that EpHq Ď EpLq Ď F ˚pLq. Thus, EpHq X S “ EpHq X T ˚. Since
EpHqEH by [10, Lemma 11.13], it follows that NHpT

˚q Ď NHpT
˚ XEpHqq “ NHpS XEpHqq. It

remains thus only to show that NHpS X EpHqq Ď NHpT
˚q.

Applying first [10, Theorem 11.18(c)] and then [10, Lemma 4.8], one sees that H is in the
centralizer of M :“

ś

KPComppLqzComppHqK. In particular, H Ď CLpM X Sq. Moreover, by

Lemma 3.6(a), EpLq X S “ pEpHq X SqpM X Sq. Using Lemma 3.4, we can thus conclude that
NHpS X EpHqq Ď NLpS X EpLqq “ NLpT

˚q. This proves the assertion. �
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4. Wielandt’s Theorem for regular localities

4.1. Some products in regular localities. In this subsection we prove some general results on
products in regular localities, which allow us later to reduce the proof of Theorem A to Wielandt’s
Theorem for groups and to Meierfrankenfeld’s Lemma.

Throughout this subsection let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality and T ˚ :“ S X F ˚pLq.

Lemma 4.1. Let H ď NLpT
˚q and N E L. Then NH “ HN is a partial subgroup of L. If

H X S P SylppHq, then pNHq X S “ pN X SqpH X Sq is a maximal p-subgroup of NH.

Proof. It is shown in [7, Theorem 6.1(a)] that NH “ HN is a partial subgroup; essentially, the
argument uses the property stated in Lemma 3.3. Suppose now H X S P SylppHq. As NN pT

˚qE
NLpT

˚q with N X S “ NN pT
˚q X S P SylppNN pT

˚qq, Lemma 2.1 (or a short direct argument)
gives that S0 :“ pN X SqpH X Sq P SylppNN pT

˚qHq. Thus, it follows from [7, Theorem 6.1(c)]
that S0 is a maximal p-subgroup of NH. Since S0 ď S X pNHq and S X pNHq is a p-subgroup
of NH, we can conclude that S XNH “ S0 is a maximal p-subgroup of NH. �

Lemma 4.2. Let HEE NLpT
˚q. Then Ĥ :“ EpLqH “ HEpLqEE L and EpĤq “ EpLq.

Proof. It is a special case of [13, Theorem 2] that Ĥ is subnormal in L, but we supply a shorter
direct argument here: Let H “ H0 E H1 E ¨ ¨ ¨ E Hn “ NLpT

˚q be a subnormal series for H in
NLpT

˚q. Then by Lemma 4.1, EpLqHi “ HiEpLq is a partial subgroup of L for all i “ 0, 1, 2, . . . , n.
By the Frattini Lemma [4, Corollary 3.11] and Lemma 3.7, we have L “ NLpS X EpLqqEpLq “
NLpT

˚qEpLq “ HnEpLq. Thus, it is sufficient to prove that Hi´1EpLqEHiEpLq for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n.
So fix i P t1, 2, . . . , nu, x, y P EpLq, h P Hi´1 and f P Hi with

w :“ ppfyq´1, hx, fyq P D.

By [4, Lemma 1.4(f)], pfyq´1 “ y´1f´1. Moreover, Lemma 3.3 gives

Shx X T
˚ “ Sph,xq X T

˚,

Sfy X T
˚ “ Spf,yq X T

˚ and Spfyq´1 X T ˚ “ Sy´1f´1 X T ˚ “ Spy´1,f´1q X T
˚.

Hence, setting u :“ py´1, f´1, h, x, f, yq P D, it follows that Su X T ˚ “ Sw X T ˚. As w P D, the
property (3.4) yields now first that Su X T

˚ “ Sw X T
˚ P ∆ and then u P D. Using f P NLpT

˚q,
we see also that

v :“ py´1, f´1, h, f, f´1, x, f, yq P D

via Sw X T
˚. Hence,

phxqfy “ Πpwq “ Πpuq “ Πpvq “ phfxf qy.

As h P Hi´1 EHi and f P Hi, we have hf P Hi´1. Moreover, x P EpLq E L implies xf P EpLq.
Hence, hfxf P Hi´1EpLq. Since y P EpLq Ď Hi´1EpLq and Hi´1EpLq is a partial subgroup,

it follows phxqfy “ phfxf qy P Hi´1EpLq. This proves Hi´1EpLq E HiEpLq and thus Ĥ :“

EpLqH “ HEpLqEE L. It follows from [10, Remark 11.2] that ComppĤq “ ComppLq and thus

EpĤq “ EpLq. �

Recall that, by Lemma 3.5, NLpT
˚q acts on L and on the set of components of L. In particular,

if H ď NLpT
˚q, then it makes sense to say that a subset of ComppLq is H-invariant.

Lemma 4.3. Let HEE NLpT
˚q and C Ď ComppLq be H-invariant. Set

N :“
ź

KPC
K and M :“

ź

KPComppLqzC
K.

Assume H Ď CLpMq. Then NH E EpLqH, and NH “ HN is a partial subnormal subgroup of
L with NH X S “ pN X SqpH X Sq. Moreover,

NNHpS XN q “ NN pS XN qH “ NN pT
˚qH, ComppNHq “ C and EpNHq “ N ENH.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.2, Ĥ :“ EpLqH “ HEpLq is a partial subnormal subgroup of L with EpLq “
EpĤq. We argue now that

N E Ĥ. (4.1)

For that let x P EpLq, h P H and n P N with u :“ ppxhq´1, n, pxhqq P D. By [4, Lemma 1.4(f)],
pxhq´1 “ h´1x´1. Set v :“ ph´1, x´1, n, x, hq P D. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that Sv X T ˚ “
Su X T

˚. Now (3.4) yields first Sv X T
˚ “ Su X T

˚ P ∆ and then v P D. Hence,

nxh “ Πpuq “ Πpvq “ pnxqh.

By [10, Proposition 11.7], NEF ˚pLq Ě EpLq and thus nx P N . As C is by assumption H-invariant
and since H induces automorphisms of L via conjugation (cf. Lemma 3.5), it follows that N is
invariant under conjugation by H. Thus, nxh “ pnxqh P N . This proves (4.1).

Since Ĥ is a subnormal, it is a regular locality with Sylow subgroup S0 :“ S X Ĥ. Note that
HXS0 “ HXS P SylppHq, asHEE NLpT

˚q and S P SylppNLpT
˚qq. Moreover, since EpĤq “ EpLq,

it follows from Lemma 3.4 that NĤpF
˚pĤq X Sq “ NĤpEpĤq X Sq “ NĤpEpLq X Sq “ NĤpT

˚q

and thus HEE NĤpF
˚pĤq X Sq. The property (4.1) allows us now to apply Lemma 4.1 with Ĥ

in place of L to obtain that
H :“ NH “ HN

is a partial subgroup of L with NH XS “ NH XS0 “ pN XS0qpH XS0q “ pN XSqpH XSq. We
show next that

HE Ĥ and HEE L. (4.2)

As ĤEE L, it is indeed sufficient to prove that H E Ĥ. For the proof fix a P H and f P Ĥ such
that w :“ pf´1, a, fq P D. As H is a partial subgroup, we only need to prove that af P H.
Write f “ yh with y P EpLq and h P H. Then [4, Lemma 1.4(f)] gives f´1 “ h´1y´1. Setting
w1 :“ ph´1, y´1, a, y, hq, it follows from Lemma 3.3 that Sw1 X T ˚ “ Sw X T ˚. Hence, (3.4) gives
first Sw X T ˚ P ∆ and then w1 P D. Using the axioms of a partial group, we can thus conclude
that

af “ Πpwq “ Πpw1q “ payqh.

By part (a) of Lemma 3.6, there exist n P N and m PM with y “ nm. Moreover, part (b) of that
lemma yields then SyXT

˚ “ SnmXT
˚ “ Spn,mqXT

˚. So by (3.4), we have pm´1, n´1, a, n,mq P D
via Spy´1,a,yq X T

˚ and thus

ay “ panqm.

Notice that a, n P NH “ H and thus an P H. Lemma 3.6(b) gives that N Ď CLpMq.
By assumption we have moreover H Ď CLpMq. As M E F ˚pLq is subnormal in L by [10,
Proposition 11.7], it follows from [12, Theorem A(f)] that CLpMq is a partial subgroup of L.
Hence, H “ NH Ď CLpMq and thus M Ď CLpHq by [10, Lemma 3.5]. It follows that
ay “ panqm “ an P H. Recall that h P H Ď H. Hence, af “ payqh P H. This completes
the proof of (4.2). We prove next that

NHpS XN q “ NN pS XN qH and NHpS XN q “ NHpT
˚qEE NLpT

˚q (4.3)

To see this notice that H Ď NHpT
˚q Ď NHpT

˚ X N q “ NHpS X N q as N E Ĥ Ě H by (4.1).
Hence, by the Dedekind Lemma [4, Lemma 1.10], we have NHpSXN q “ NN pSXN qH. Applying
Lemma 3.7 with N in place of H and noting that N “ EpN q, we obtain NN pS XN q “ NN pT

˚q.
Hence, NHpS X N q ď NHpT

˚q. This shows NHpS X N q “ NHpT
˚q. As HEE L, one sees easily

that NHpT
˚qEE NLpT

˚q. This completes the proof of (4.3). It remains now only to prove that

ComppHq “ C. (4.4)

Note first that, by [10, Remark 11.2(a)], we have C Ď ComppHq. Assuming that (4.4) is false,
there exists thus K P ComppHqzC. Then K centralizes N by [10, Theorem 11.18(e)]. In particular,
K Ď CHpS XN q Ď NHpS XN q. Using (4.3) and the fact that K is subnormal in H, we see then
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that KEE NHpS X N qEE NLpT
˚q and so K is a subnormal subgroup of the group NLpT

˚q. As
NLpT

˚q is a group of characteristic p, it follows from [15, Lemma 1.2(a)] that K is a group of
characteristic p. As K is quasisimple, [10, Lemma 7.10] gives ZpKq “ OppKq ‰ K. This yields a
contradiction. Hence, (4.4) holds. In particular, EpHq “ N and the proof is complete. �

4.2. The proof of Theorem A. In this subsection we prove Theorem A as well as some addi-
tional properties. Except in Corollary 4.11, we assume throughout this subsection the following
hypothesis.

Hypothesis 4.4. Let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality and set T ˚ :“ F ˚pLq X S. Let H1 and H2 be
partial subnormal subgroups of L. Set

H :“ xH1,H2y,

Si :“ Hi X S, Ti “ EpHiq X S and Hi :“ NHipTiq for i “ 1, 2.

Set moreover

H :“ xH1, H2y, C :“ ComppH1q Y ComppH2q, N :“
ź

KPC
K and M :“

ź

KPComppLqzC
K.

It follows from [10, Remark 11.2(b)] that the C Ď ComppLq. In particular, Ti ď EpLqXS ď T ˚

for i “ 1, 2. Moreover, as remarked before, N and M are well-defined by [10, Proposition 11.7]
(i.e. the order of the factors in these products does not matter). We will use these properties
throughout without further reference.

Lemma 4.5. We have Hi “ NHipT
˚qEE NLpT

˚q and Si “ Hi X S. In particular,

H “ xH1, H2yEE NLpT
˚q and H X S “ xS1, S2y.

Proof. Lemma 3.7 implies that Hi “ NHipT
˚qEE NLpT

˚q and Si “ S X Hi for each i “ 1, 2.
In particular, it follows from Wielandt’s Theorem for groups that H “ xH1, H2y is a subnormal
subgroup of NLpT

˚q and from Meierfrankenfeld’s Lemma 2.1 that H X S “ xS1, S2y. �

Recall that NLpT
˚q (and thus also H) acts on the set of components of L by Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 4.6. The set C is H-invariant.

Proof. It is sufficient to argue that C isHi-invariant for each i “ 1, 2. For the proof fix i P t1, 2u. By
Lemma 3.5 (applied with Hi in place of L), ComppHiq is Hi-invariant. Moreover, applying first [10,
11.17] and then [10, Lemma 3.5], one sees that Hi Ď CLpKq for every K P ComppLqzComppHiq.
In particular, Hi centralizes every component in CzComppHiq. Thus C is Hi-invariant. �

Lemma 4.7. We have H Ď CLpMq and so H Ď CLpMq.

Proof. By [10, Proposition 11.7], M E F ˚pLq is subnormal in L. Hence, it follows from [12,
Theorem A(f)] that CLpMq is a partial subgroup of L. Therefore, it is sufficient to show that
Hi Ď CLpMq for each i “ 1, 2.

Fix now i P t1, 2u and notice that C1 :“ ComppLqzC Ď ComppLqzComppHiq. Hence, it is a
special case of [10, Theorem 11.18(c)] that HiM is an internal central product of the elements of
tHiuYC1 (in the sense defined in [10, Definition 4.1]). In particular, by [10, Lemma 4.8], we have
Hi Ď CLpMq as required. �

Theorem 4.8. We have H :“ xH1,H2y “ NH “ HNEE L. Moreover, HXS “ HXS “ xS1, S2y,
ComppHq “ C, EpHq “ N “ EpH1qEpH2qEH and

NHpF
˚pHq X Sq “ NHpN X Sq “ NHpT

˚q “ H.
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Proof. Recall that HEE NLpT
˚q by Lemma 4.5, that C is H-invariant by Lemma 4.6 and that

H Ď CLpMq by Lemma 4.7. Hence, it follows from Lemma 4.3 that NH “ HN is a partial
subnormal subgroup of L,

ComppNHq “ C, EpNHq “ NENH, pNHqXS “ pNXSqpHXSq and NNHpNXSq “ NN pT
˚qH.

It follows from the Frattini Lemma [4, Corollary 3.11] that Hi “ EpHiqHi Ď NH for every
i P t1, 2u. So the fact that NH is a partial subgroup implies H :“ xH1,H2y Ď NH. As N and H
are both contained in H, we can conclude that H “ NH “ HN . In particular, H is subnormal
in L,

ComppHq “ C, EpHq “ N EH, HX S “ pN X SqpH X Sq and NHpN X Sq “ NN pT
˚qH.

By Lemma 4.5, H X S “ xS1, S2y. It follows moreover from Lemma 3.6(a) that

N X S “ pEpH1q X SqpEpH2q X Sq ď xS1, S2y “ H X S.

Hence, HX S “ pN X SqpH X Sq “ H X S “ xS1, S2y. Notice that Lemma 3.6(a) yields also that
N “ EpH1qEpH2q, i.e. EpHq “ N “ EpH1qEpH2q.

As N “ EpHq, it follows from Lemma 3.4 that NHpS X F ˚pHqq “ NHpS X N q and from
Lemma 3.7 that NHpN X Sq “ NHpT

˚q. It remains thus only to show that NHpT
˚q “ H. By

Lemma 3.6(c), we have NN pT
˚q “ NEpH1qpT

˚qNEpH2qpT
˚q. Note that NEpHiq

pT ˚q ď NHipT
˚q “

Hi for each i “ 1, 2 by Lemma 4.5. Thus, it follows that NN pT
˚q ď xH1, H2y “ H. Using

the properties above, we obtain therefore that NHpT
˚q “ NHpN X Sq “ NN pT

˚qH “ H. This
completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.9. Set T :“ HX S “ H X S. Then

FT pHq “ xFT pNT q,FT pHqy.

Proof. Recall that N E HEE L and NHpS X N q “ H by Theorem 4.8. In particular, by The-
orem 3.2, H supports the structure of a regular locality. Hence, the assertion follows from
Lemma 3.1(b) applied with H in place of L. �

When we show Theorem B using Theorem A, we need the following lemma. Note that its proof
relies on Theorem C.

Lemma 4.10. Assume that T :“ S XH ď NSpH1q XNSpH2q. Then

FT pHq “ xFT pH1T q,FT pH2T qy.

Proof. As T ď NSpHiq and EpHiq is by [10, Lemma 11.12] invariant under automorphisms of Hi,
we have

T ď NSpEpHiqq and Ti E T for i “ 1, 2.

Let i P t1, 2u. By [12, Lemma 3.19(a)], HiT is a partial subgroup of L and pHiT, δpFT pHiT qq, T q
is a regular locality with EpHiq “ EpHiT q. In particular, EpHiq “ EpHiT q E HiT by [10,
Lemma 11.13]. It follows thus from Lemma 3.1(b) that

FT pHiT q “ xFT pEpHiqT q,FT pNHiT pTiqqy for i “ 1, 2.

By the Dedekind Lemma [4, Lemma 1.10], NHiT pTiq “ NHipTiqT “ HiT . Hence,

FT pHiT q “ xFT pEpHiqT q,FT pHiT qy for i “ 1, 2. (4.5)

As N EH by Theorem 4.8, the product NT is a partial subgroup of L by [10, Lemma 3.15]. We
show next that

EpHiqENT for each i “ 1, 2. (4.6)

For the proof let i P t1, 2u, x P EpHiq and f P NT with u :“ pf´1, x, fq P D. Then there
exist n P N and s P T with f “ ns. By [4, Lemma 1.4(f)], f´1 “ s´1n´1. Moreover, by [11,
Lemma 2.8], we have Sf “ Spn,sq and Sf´1 “ Sps´1,n´1q. Hence, for v :“ ps´1, n´1, x, n, sq, we have
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Sv “ Su. Applying (3.1) twice, it follows first that Sv “ Su P ∆ and then that v P D. Hence, by
the axioms of a partial group, we have xf “ Πpuq “ Πpvq “ pxnqs. As EpHiqEF ˚pLq Ě N by [10,
Proposition 11.7], we have xn P EpHiq. So s P T ď NSpEpHiqq implies that xf “ pxnqs P EpHiq.
This shows (4.6). We show next:

FT pNT q “ xFT pEpH1qT q,FT pEpH2qT qy (4.7)

As EpHiqT Ď NT for i “ 1, 2, we have clearly F0 :“ xFT pEpH1qT q,FT pEpH2qT qy Ď FT pNT q
and so it remains to show the opposite inclusion. Thus, fixing f P NT , we need to show that
cf |SfXT is a morphism in F0. Write f “ nt for some n P N and t P T . By [11, Lemma 2.8],
we have Sf “ Spn,tq, which implies that cf : Sf X T Ñ T is a composite of restrictions of cn|SnXT
and ct|T . As ct|T is a morphism in F0, it is thus sufficient to show that cn|SnXT is a morphism in
F0. By [12, Lemma 3.19(a)] pNT, δpFT pNT qq, T q is a regular locality. Moreover, by Theorem 4.8,
N “ EpH1qEpH2q and by (4.6), EpHiqENT for each i “ 1, 2. Therefore, [9, Theorem 1] applied
with NT in place of L yields the existence of elements x P EpH1q and y P EpH2q with px, yq P D,
n “ xy and Sn X T “ Spx,yq X T . So cn|SnXT is the composite of restrictions of cx|SxXT (which is
a morphism in FT pEpH1qT q) and of cy|SyXT (which is a morphism in FT pEpH2qT q). So cn|SnXT
is a morphism in F0 and (4.7) holds.

We use now that T “ HXS “ HXS by Theorem 4.8. Recall also that H1 and H2 are subnormal
in NLpT

˚q by Lemma 4.5. Our assumption yields moreover that H1 and H2 are T -invariant and
so xHi, T y “ HiT for i “ 1, 2. Hence, it follows from Theorem C that

FT pHq “ xFT pH1T q,FT pH2T qy.

So Lemma 4.9 implies

FT pHq “ xFT pNT q,FT pHqy “ xFT pNT q,FT pH1T q,FT pH2T qy.

Hence, the assertion follows from (4.5) and (4.7). �

We remove now the standing Hypothesis 4.4 to record the following corollary to Theorem A.

Corollary 4.11. Let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality and suppose H1,H2, . . . ,Hn are partial sub-
normal subgroups of L. Then xH1,H2, . . . ,Hny is a partial subnormal subgroup of L with

xH1,H2, . . . ,Hny X S “ xH1 X S,H2 X S, . . . ,Hn X Sy.

Proof. This follows from Theorem A using induction on n. �

5. Wielandt’s Theorem for fusion systems and related results

After collecting some background, we prove Theorem B in this section. Indeed, Theorem 5.4 be-
low gives some additional information. Some of the difficulties in formulating Wielandt’s Theorem
for fusion systems are illustrated in Example 5.9. At the end we prove Proposition D.

5.1. Some background. Throughout this subsection let F be a saturated fusion system over S.
Let E be a subsystem of F over T ď S. Given α P HomF pT, Sq, write Eα for the subsystem of F
over Tα such that HomEαpPα,Qαq “ tα

´1ϕα : ϕ P HomEpP,Qqu for all P,Q ď T . For a P S set
Ea :“ Eα where α “ ca is the conjugation map T Ñ S. Set

NSpEq :“ ta P NSpT q : Ea “ Eu.
One observes easily that NSpEq is a subgroup of S.

The reader might want to recall the definition of OppFq from [1, Definition I.7.3, Theorem I.7.4].
If E is a subnormal subsystem of F over T ď S and P ď NSpEq, then a concrete description of
a subsystem EP “ pEP qF of F is given in [12, Definition 2.7]. The subsystem EP should be
thought of as a product of E with P . It depends however not only on E and P , but also on F .
We write pEP qF if we want to emphasize that dependence. It is shown in [12, Theorem D(a)]
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that EP “ pEP qF is the unique saturated subsystem of F over TP with OppEP q “ OppEq. This
characterization implies immediately the following remark:

Remark 5.1. Let E be a subnormal subsystem of the saturated fusion system F , and let G be a
saturated subsystem of F over S1 ď S such that E is also subnormal in G. If P ď NS1pEq, then
pEP qG “ pEP qF .

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Proposition D. Part (a) goes back to Puig.

Lemma 5.2. Let G be a finite group, S P SylppGq and F “ FSpGq. Then the following hold:

(a) FSXOppGqpOppGqq “ OppFq.
(b) Let HEE G, T “ S XH and E :“ FT pHq. Then EEE F and NSpHq ď NSpEq. Moreover,

pEP qF “ FTP pHP q for every P ď NSpEq.

Proof. (a) It was first observed by Puig [16, § 1.1] that S X OppGq “ hyppFq; a detailed proof
can be found in [6, Theorem 1.33]. Thus FSXOppFqpOppFqq is a saturated subsystem of F over
hyppFq. As OppFq is characterized in [1, Theorem I.7.4] as the unique saturated subsystem of F
over hyppFq, part (a) follows.

(b) It follows from [1, Proposition I.6.2] that E is subnormal in F , and one observes eas-
ily that NSpHq ď NSpEq. For P ď NSpHq notice that OppHP q “ OppHq and so (a) yields
OppFTP pHP qq “ FOppHqXSpOppHqq “ OppEq. As EP “ pEP qF is by [12, Theorem D(a)] the
unique saturated subsystem of F over TP with OppEP q “ OppEq, statement (b) follows. �

5.2. Wielandt’s Theorem for fusion systems. In this subsection we assume the following
hypothesis:

Hypothesis 5.3. Let F be a saturated fusion system and n ě 1. For i “ 1, 2, . . . , n let Ei be a
subnormal subsystem of F over Si ď S.

We will show the following theorem, which implies Theorem B.

Theorem 5.4. Assume Hypothesis 5.3. Then there exists a subsystem

E :“ xxE1, E2, . . . , Enyy
of F over T :“ xS1, S2, . . . , Sny such that the following hold.

(a) E is subnormal in F and EiEE E for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n.
(b) If G is a saturated subsystem of F with EiEE G for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n, then EEE G. In

particular, E is the smallest saturated subsystem of F in which E1, . . . , En are subnormal.
(c) Let 0 “ i0 ă i1 ă i2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ik “ n. Then

E “ xx xxE1, . . . Ei1yy, xxEi1`1, . . . , Ei2yy, . . . , xxEik´1`1, . . . , Eikyy yy
(where for j “ 1, . . . , k, xxEij´1`1, . . . , Eijyy is the smallest saturated subsystem in which
Eij´1`1, . . . , Eij are subnormal).

(d) Let pL,∆, Sq be a regular locality over F . For i “ 1, 2, . . . , n let HiEE L with Si “ HiXS
and FSipHiq “ Ei. Then, setting H :“ xH1,H2, . . . ,Hny, we have

T “ HX S and E “ FT pHq.

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 5.4. For that we fix a regular
locality pL,∆, Sq over F . Such a regular locality exists always by [10, Lemma 10.4]. By [5,
Theorem E(a)], for each i “ 1, 2, . . . , n, there exists a unique partial subnormal subgroup Hi of L
with Hi X S “ Si and FSipHiq “ Ei. Set now

T :“ xS1, S2, . . . , Sny and H :“ xH1,H2, . . . ,Hny.

Moreover, define
E :“ xxE1, E2, . . . , Enyy :“ FHXSpHq.
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Similarly, we define xxD1, . . . ,Dryy whenever D1, . . . ,Dr are subnormal subsystems of F . Note
that the definition depends a priori on the choice of the regular locality pL,∆, Sq. However, we
will show below that Theorem 5.4(b) holds for this choice of E , and thus E is in fact uniquely
determined by F and E1, . . . , En.

Lemma 5.5. The following hold:

(a) H X S “ T and E is a subnormal subsystem of F over T . Moreover, EiEE E for all
i “ 1, 2, . . . , n.

(b) Let 1 ď i1 ă i2 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă ik “ n. Then

E “ xx xxE1, . . . Ei1yy, xxEi1`1, . . . , Ei2yy, . . . , xxEik´1`1, . . . , Eikyy yy.

Proof. (a) By Corollary 4.11, we have H X S “ T and HEE L. In particular, E “ FHXSpHq “
FT pHq is a subsystem over T . Moreover, it follows from [5, Proposition 7.1(a)] that E is sub-
normal in F . As Hi Ď H and HiEE L, it is a consequence of [5, Proposition 7.1(c)] that
Ei “ FSXHipHiqEE FT pHq “ E for all i “ 1, 2, . . . , n.

(b) This follows since

H :“ xH1,H2, . . . ,Hny “ x xH1, . . .Hi1y, xHi1`1, . . . ,Hi2y, . . . , xHik´1`1, . . . ,Hiky y.

�

The next goal is the proof of Theorem 5.4(b). We start with two preliminary results, which
will also be used in the proof of Proposition D.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose n “ 2 and T ď NSpE1q XNSpE2q. Then

E “ xpE1T qF , pE2T qFy.

Proof. We use throughout that T “ H X S by Lemma 5.5(a). By [12, Lemma 3.8], NSpEiq “
NSpHiq for i “ 1, 2. Hence, T ď NSpH1q XNSpH2q and so Lemma 4.10 gives

E “ xFT pH1T q,FT pH2T qy.

By [12, Theorem D(b)], FT pHiT q “ pEiT qF for i “ 1, 2. Hence the assertion holds. �

Lemma 5.7. Let x P T . Then Ex1EE F and E “ xxE1, Ex1 , E2, E3, . . . , Enyy.

Proof. Since cx P AutpSq induces an automorphism of F , we have Ex1EE F . Indeed, it is shown in
[12, Lemma 3.26(a)] that Hx

1EE L and Ex1 “ FSXHx
1
pHx

1q (which implies by [5, Theorem 7.1(a)] also
that Ex1EE F). As x P T Ď H “ xH1,H2, . . . ,Hny, we have moreover that H “ xH1,Hx

1 ,H2, . . . ,Hny.
It follows now from the definitions of E and of xxE1, Ex1 , E2, . . . , Enyy that

E “ FHXSpHq “ xxE1, Ex1 , E2, . . . , Enyy

�

Lemma 5.8. Let G be a saturated subsystem of F with EiEE G for i “ 1, 2, . . . , n. Then EEE G.

Proof. If n “ 1, then E “ E1EE G. Hence, using Lemma 5.5(b) and induction on n, we can reduce
to the case n “ 2. Thus, we assume from now on that

n “ 2.

Suppose moreover that pF ,G, E1, E2,L,∆, Sq is a counterexample such that first |S : T | and then
|E1| ` |E2| is maximal, where T “ xS1, S2y as before and |Ei| denotes the number of morphisms in
Ei for i “ 1, 2.

Let S1 ď S such that G is a subsystem over S1. As E1 and E2 are contained in G, we have
T ď S1. Fix now a regular locality pL1,∆1, S1q over G (which exists by [10, Lemma 10.4]). By [5,
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Theorem E(a)], there exist partial subnormal subgroups H11,H12 of L1 such that Si “ H1i X S1 and
Ei “ FSipH1iq for i “ 1, 2. So we may define

xxE1, E2yyG :“ FSXH1pH1q where H1 :“ xH11,H12y.
Notice that xxE1, E2yyGEE G by Lemma 5.5(a) applied with pG,L1,∆1, S1q in place of pF ,L,∆, Sq.

Assume now first that T ď NSpE1q X NSpE2q. Then Lemma 5.6 yields E “ xpE1T qF , pE2T qFy.
As T ď S1, we have T ď NS1pE1qXNS1pE2q. Hence, Lemma 5.6 applied with pG,L1,∆1, S1q in place
of pF ,L,∆, Sq yields also that xxE1, E2yyG “ xpE1T qG , pE2T qGy. It follows now from Remark 5.1
that pEiT qG “ pEiT qF for i “ 1, 2 and thus

E “ xxE1, E2yyGEE G.
This contradicts the assumption that pF ,G, E1, E2,L,∆, Sq is a counterexample. Hence, T ę

NSpEiq for some i “ 1, 2. Since the situation is symmetric in E1 and E2, we may assume without
loss of generality that

T ę NSpE1q.

This means that T0 :“ TXNSpE1q ă T and thus T0 ă NT pT0q. Fix x P NT pT0qzT0. By Lemma 5.7,
we have Ex1EE F and Ex1EE G. Set now

Ẽ1 :“ xxE1, Ex1 yy.
Notice that Ex1 is a subsystem over Sx1 and S̃1 :“ xS1, S

x
1 y ď T0 ă T as S1 ď T0. Thus, |S : S̃1| ą

|S : T |, and so the maximality of |S : T | yields that pF ,G, E1, Ex1 ,L,∆, Sq is not a counterexample.
Hence,

Ẽ1EE G.
By Lemma 5.5(a), Ẽ1 is a subnormal subsystem of F over S̃1. As x P T and S̃1 “ xS1, S

x
1 y, it

follows that T “ xS1, S2y “ xS̃1, S2y. The choice of x yields that Ex1 ‰ E1. Since E1 and Ex1 are

contained in Ẽ1, the subsystem E1 is therefore properly contained in Ẽ1. So |Ẽ1| ą |E1| and the

maximality of |E1| ` |E2| yields that pF ,G, Ẽ1, E2,L,∆, Sq is not a counterexample. As Ẽ1 and E2

are subnormal in F and in G, this means that

xxẼ1, E2yyEE G.
Applying first Lemma 5.7 and then Lemma 5.5(b), we can conclude now that

E “ xxE1, Ex1 , E2yy “ xxẼ1, E2yyEE G.
This contradicts the assumption that pF ,G, E1, E2,L,∆, Sq is a counterexample and completes
thereby the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 5.4. Note that Lemma 5.5(a) verifies part (a) and that Lemma 5.8 verifies part
(b), if E is defined as above (a priori in dependence of pL,∆, Sq). In particular, E is the smallest
saturated subsystem of F in which E1, E2, . . . , En are subnormal. So (c) follows from Lemma 5.5(b).
Moreover, E depends in fact only on E1, . . . , En and F , but not on the choice of the regular locality
pL,∆, Sq. Therefore, part (d) follows from the definition of E . �

We end this subsection with an example which helps to motivate why we formulate Theorem B
and Theorem 5.4 as we do.

Example 5.9. Let G “ G1 ˆ G2 with G1 – G2 – A4. Setting Ti :“ OppGiq for i “ 1, 2 and
S :“ T1 ˆ T2, we have S P SylppGq. Set F “ FSpGq and Ei “ FTipGiq for i “ 1, 2. Note that
Gi EG and thus Ei E F for i “ 1, 2. In particular, E1 and E2 are subnormal in F .

If E1 is contained in a saturated fusion system D over S, then, by the extension axiom, every
element of AutE1pS1q extends to a D-automorphism of S, which yields AutDpSq ‰ AutSpSq. In
particular, the following holds:

If D is a saturated subsystem of F containing E1 and E2, then AutDpSq ‰ AutSpSq. (5.1)
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Note that AutxE1,E2ypSq “ AutSpSq. Hence, xE1, E2y is by (5.1) not saturated (and is so in particular
not subnormal in F).

We argue now that there is no smallest saturated subsystem of F containing E1 and E2, and
indeed also no smallest subnormal subsystem of F containing E1 and E2. Fix di P Gi of order 3
for i “ 1, 2. Set N1 :“ Sxd1d2y, N2 :“ Sxd1d

2
2y and Di :“ FSpNiq for i “ 1, 2. Notice that Ni EG

and thus Di E F for i “ 1, 2. In particular, D1 and D2 are subnormal in F . Observe also that E1

and E2 are contained in Di for i “ 1, 2. However, if D is a saturated fusion system containing E1

and E2, then D is not contained in D1 X D2, as otherwise AutDpSq “ AutD1XD2pSq “ AutSpSq,
contradicting (5.1). Thus, there is no smallest saturated and no smallest subnormal subsystem of
F containing E1 and E2.

It might also be worth observing that in this example, xxE1, E2yy “ F . (One can see this by
noting that pG, δpFq, Sq is a regular locality, and so xxE1, E2yy is by Theorem 5.4(d) realized by
xG1, G2y “ G.) So xxE1, E2yy is neither contained in D1 nor in D2, even though both subsystems
contain E1 and E2.

5.3. The proof of Proposition D. Throughout this subsection let F be a saturated fusion
system over S. If E1, E2, . . . , En are subnormal subsystems of F , then xxE1, E2, . . . , Enyy denotes the
subsystem of F , which is characterized by Theorem 5.4(b) as the smallest saturated subsystem of
F in which E1, E2, . . . , En are subnormal.

Lemma 5.10. Let E1 and E2 be subnormal subsystems of F over subgroups S1 and S2 of S
respectively. Set T :“ xS1, S2y. Then the following hold:

(a) If T ď NSpE1q XNSpE2q, then xxE1, E2yy “ xpE1T qF , pE2T qFy.
(b) For every x P T , we have xxE1, E2yy “ xxE1, Ex1 , E2yy.

Proof. Using Theorem 5.4(d), part (a) is a restatement of Lemma 5.6 and part (b) follows from
Lemma 5.7. �

We are now able to prove Proposition D using a similar strategy as in the proof of Lemma 5.8.

Proof of Proposition D. Set Si “ SXHi and Ei :“ FSipHiq for i “ 1, 2. Set moreover T :“ xS1, S2y

and H :“ xH1, H2y. Note that E1 and E2 are subnormal in F as stated in Lemma 5.2(b). Thus, the
statement of the proposition makes sense. Assume now that pG,S,H1, H2q is a counterexample
to the proposition such that first |S : T | and then |H1| ` |H2| is maximal.

To start with, assume that T ď NSpH1q X NSpH2q. Then Lemma 5.2(b) gives that T ď

NSpE1q XNSpE2q and pEiT qF “ FT pHiT q for i “ 1, 2. Thus, Lemma 5.10(a) yields that

xxE1, E2yy “ xpE1T qF , pE2T qFy “ xFT pH1T q,FT pH2T qy.

Hence, it follows from Theorem C that xxE1, E2yy “ FHXSpHq, contradicting the assumption that
pG,S,H1, H2q is a counterexample. Hence, T ę NSpH1q X NSpH2q. Since the situation is sym-
metric in H1 and H2, we may assume that

T ę NSpH1q.

This means that T0 :“ NT pH1q ă T and thus T0 ă NT pT0q as T is a p-group. Fix x P NT pT0qzT0.

Note that S1 ď T0 and so Hx
1 X S “ Sx1 ď T0 ď S. Hence, S̃1 :“ xS1, S

x
1 y ď T0 ă T and

|S : S̃1| ą |S : T |. Observe also that FHx
1XS

pHx
1 q “ Ex1 . Setting H̃1 :“ xH1, H

x
1 y, the maximality

of |S : T | yields thus that

FH̃1XS
pH̃1q “ xxE1, Ex1 yy.

Recall that x is chosen such that H1 ‰ Hx
1 and x P T ď H “ xH1, H2y. Hence, H1 ă H̃1 and

H “ xH̃1, H2y. By Wielandt’s Theorem, H̃1 is subnormal in G. Therefore, the maximality of
|H1| ` |H2| yields that

FHXSpHq “ xx FH̃1XS
pH̃1q,FH2XSpH2q yy “ xx xxE1, Ex1 yy, E2 yy.
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Using first Theorem 5.4(c) and then Lemma 5.10(b), we obtain now

FHXSpHq “ xxE1, Ex1 , E2yy “ xxE1, E2yy,

contradicting the assumption that pG,S,H1, H2q is a counterexample. �
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