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Abstract

A subgroup A of a finite group G is said to be a C'AP-subgroup of G, if for any chief factor
H/K of G, either AH = AK or ANH = AN K. Let p be a prime, S be a p-group and F be a
saturated fusion system over S. Then F is said to be supersolvable, if there exists a series of S,
namely 1 = S5 < S1 < -+ < S, = 5, such that S;41/95; is cyclic, and S; is strongly F-closed for
any ¢ = 0,1,--- ,n. In this paper, we first introduce the concept of strong p-C' A P-subgroups,
and investigate the properties of finite groups under the assumption that some subgroups of G
are partial C'AP-subgroups or strong (p)-C AP-subgroups, and obtain some criteria for a group
G to be p-supersolvable. Then, we investigate the characterizations for supersolvability of Fg(G)
under the assumption that some subgroups of G are partial C' A P-subgroups or strong (p)-C AP-
subgroups of G, and obtain some criteria for a fusion system Fg(G) to be p-supersolvable.
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1 Introduction

All group considered in this paper will be finite. We say a subgroup A of a group G satisfies the
covering and avoidance property of G, if for any chief factor H/K of G, either HA = KA, or
HNA = KnA. Such group A is called a CAP-subgroup of G. The covering and avoidance
property was first introduced by W. Gaschiitz in [10], and there have been a lot of generalizations
of covering and avoidance property. These properties and characterizations of C'AP-subgroups
have been widely researched since it plays an important part in the structural study of soluble or
supersolvable groups. In recent years, some authors give the structure of C'AP-subgroups ([13]),
some give the equivalent conditions ([I5]), while others give some generalizations for the original
definition as we have said before. In [I2], partial C'AP-subgroup was introduced as a weaker
generalization, by changing any chief factor in to a chief series compared to C'AP-subgroup. In

[15], a generalized definition called C'AP*-subgroup is introduced to loose the condition into the
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non-Frattini chief factors. Some equivalent criteria related to Hall groups, Sylow subgroups and
maximal subgroups were given in this paper. In [4], stronger generalization named strong C'AP-
subgroup emerges. A subgroup A of a group G is called a strong C'AP-subgroup of G, if A is a
C AP-subgroup for any H > A. The reason to generalize the C'AP-property in this way is that
C' AP-property does not satisfy the intermidiate property ([7, A, Definition 10.8]). One can find
that partial C' A P-subgroup satisfies the intermidiate property as well [5]. However, four subgroups
mentioned above enjoy the same properties about the inheritance of quotient group as mentioned
in [12] Lemma 2.6], [I5, Lemma 2.3(1)], [4, Lemma 3(2)].

It is easy to find that only partial C AP-subgroup satisfies both intermidiate property and
inheritance property. Our aim is to find a new category of generalization of C'AP-subgroup which

still satisfies the two properties. As introduced in [9], we have the following definition:

Definition 1.1. A subgroup A of a group G is called a p-C A P-subgroup of G if A covers or avoids
every pd-chief factor of G, where pd-chief factor denotes the chief factor of G with order divided by

p.

It follows from [9, Lemma 2.1] that p-C'AP-subgroup satisfies the inheritance of quotient group.
However, no evidence shows that p-C'AP-subgroup satisfies the intermidiate property. Therefore,

we can generalize the definition by strengthening our assumption into the following one.

Definition 1.2. A subgroup A of a group G is called a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G, if A is a
p-C AP-subgroup for any H > A.

Let G be a finite group. Then for any prime divisor p of G, it is obvious that G and 1 are two
trivial strong p-C AP-subgroup of GG. Actually, non-trivial strong p-C A P-subgroups have frequent

occurrence in the structure of finite groups.

Example 1.3. The alternating group on 4 letters A4 has a maximal subgroup C53. Then clearly
Cs is a 3-C AP-subgroup of Cj itself. On the other hand, there is only one 3d-chief factor A4/C3,
and we conclude immediately that A4 - C3 = Ay = C’22 - Cs3. Hence Cjs is a 3-C AP-subgroup of Ay,
and so (s is a strong p-C'AP-subgroup of Ajy.

Now we would like to give an example to show that p-C' A P-subgroups are not strong p-C' A P-
subgroups in general, which differs the concept of strong p-C' A P-subgroups from p-C' A P-subgroups.

Example 1.4. Consider the group G := SLg(FF5). Then there exists a non-normal subgroup
SLa(F3) of SLa(F5), and a subgroup Cy of SLo(F3). Since there is only one non-trivial normal
subgroup Cs of G, and so Cy/C} is the only 2d-chief factor of G. As Cy contains Co, it follows
that Cy - C1 = Cy = Cy - C4, and so Cy covers Cy/C1, which implies that Cy is a 2-C' AP-subgroup
of G. On the other hand, consider the subgroup Cj4 again in the group SLy(F3). Then one can
find that Qs/Co is a 2d-chief factor of SLo(IF3). However, since Cy < Cy < Qg, it yields that
Qs - Cy=Qs #Cy =Cy-Cyand CsNQRg = Cy # Cy = CygNCo and so Cy is not a 2-CAP-
subgroup of SLg(F3). Therefore Cy is a 2-C'AP-subgroup of G, but not a strong 2-C' A P-subgroup
of G.



In the first part of our paper (Section [3|), we will give three characterizations for a group G
to be p-supersolvable or in a saturated formation containing ${ under the assumption that some
subgroups of G are strong p-C'AP-subgroups or partial C AP-subgroups. In particular, Theorem
gives a new criteria for p-supersolvability under the assumption that all maximal subgroups of
S € Syl,(G) are partial C'AP-subgroups, which is first introduced in our paper. This criteria also
plays an important role in the research of characterizations for Fg(G), which will be mentioned in
the next part of the paper.

Now, we are going to give a brief introduction to the basic theory of fusion systems, and begin
to introduce our results on the characterization of the structure of Fs(G). Let S be a Sylow p-
subgroup of G, where p is a prime divisor of |G|. Then the fusion system of G over S is defined
in [6, Definition 1.34]. One can easily find that Fs(G) is exactly a saturated fusion system over S
by [1, Theorem 2.3]. As is known to all, the structure of Fg(G) has a strong relationship with the
structure of G. Hence some structures of finite groups can be generalized into the fusion system

Fs(G). Recall that G is said to be supersolvable, if there exists a chief series, namely
I=No< N <--- <Ny =G,

such that Nj41/N; is cyclic, i = 0,1,--- ,t — 1. As a natural way of generalization, we want to
define a similar structure in F, where F is a fusion system over a p-group S. Since the objects of
F are exactly the subgroups of S, we may restrict the chief series of G into a series of S. Note
that the normality of subgroups H of S in G represents the invariance of H under the morphisms
induced by conjugation of GG, we may change the normality of H in G into invariance of H under
the morphisms in F. Then one can easily find that the invariance of H under the morphisms in F
exactly suits the concept of weakly F-closed property, hence we give the following definition which
was introduced by N. Su in [I7].

Definition 1.5. Let F be a saturated fusion system over a p-group S. Then F is called supersolv-

able, if there exists a series of subgroups of S, namely:
I1=5<5< <5 =5,

such that S; is strongly F-closed, i =0,1,--- ,n, and S;;+1/S; is cyclic for any i =0,1,--- ,n — 1.

Now we would like to introduce some concepts which are useful for us to discover the structure
of Fs(G). Let S be a p-group and P be a subgroup of S. Suppose that F is a fusion system
over S. Then P is called F-centric, if C5(Q) = Z(Q) for all Q € P7, where P7 denotes the
set of all subgroups of S which are F-conjugate to P. P is said to be fully normalized in F,
if INs(P)| = |Ns(Q)| for all Q € P7. P is said to be F-essential, if P is F-centric and fully
normalized in F, and Outx(P) contains a strongly p-embedded subgroup (see [II, Definition A.6]).

Now we are ready to introduce an important set, which was firstly introduced in [2, Notation 2.5].



Let p be a prime, F be a saturated fusion system on a finite group S. Then define
Er ={Q < S|Q is F-essential, or Q = S}.

These concepts will play an important role in the discovery of criteria for a fusion system Fg(G)
to be supersolvable.

Let G be a finite group and S be a Sylow p-subgroup of G. In many cases, if certain subgroups
of S satisfy certain properties, then G is p-nilpotent or p-supersolvable. On the other hand, on
the assumption that a smaller collection of subgroups of S satisfy some properties, for example,
they are strong p-C' AP-subgroups of GG, then G is not necessarily a p-supersolvable subgroup. But
actually, this does not mean that there is nothing to do with the structure of the finite group G.
Notice that the fusion system Fg(G) is a description of the structure of G, we wonder if we can
characterize the structure of Fg(G). Fortunately, in this paper, we obtain several theorems and
corollaries to characterize the structure of Fg(G) under the assumption that certain subgroups
of S are strong p-C AP-subgroups, strong C'AP-subgroups or partial C AP-subgroups of G, which
consist of the second part (Section . In particular, Theorem gives a new criteria for Fg(G)
to be supersolvable under the assumption that every subgroup of S € Syl,(G) with order |D|
(1< D < S)is astrong C AP-subgroup of G, which is first introduced in our paper. These results
highlight the paper considerably.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, several important lemmas are introduced to support our characterizations. Lemma
showcases the intermidiate and inheritance property which have been frequently mentioned
above. Theorem plays an vital role in our characterizations. Lemma and are basic

properties about supersolvability of fusion systems.

Lemma 2.1. Let H be a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G and N < G. Then the following statements

are true.
(1) N is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G.
(2) H is a strong p-C AP-subgroup for any K > H.
(8) If H> N, then H/N is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G/N.
(4) If (|H|,|N|) =1, then HN/N s a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G/N.

Proof. (1) It follows from N < K for any N < K < G and [9, Lemma 2.1(a)] that N is a
p-C AP-subgroup for any N < K < G. Hence N is a strong p-C' AP-subgroup of G.

(2) Since H is a strong p-C' AP-subgroup of G, H is a p-C AP-subgroup for any H < R < G.
Therefore H is a p-C AP-subgroup for any H < R < K. Hence we conclude that H is a strong
p-C AP-subgroup of K.



(3) Since H is a p-C AP-subgroup for any H < K < G, it follows from [9, Lemma 2.1(b)] and
N < K that H/N is a p-C AP-subgroup for any H/N < K/N < G/N. Thus it indicates that H/N
is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G/N.

(4) Since H is a p-C AP-subgroup for any HN < K < G, and (|H|,|N|) = 1, it follows from
[9, Lemma 2.1(c)] and N < K that HN/N is a p-C AP-subgroup for any HN/N < K/N < G/N.
Hence HN/N is a strong p-C'AP-subgroup of G/N. O]

According to [16, Section 9.5], a class of finite groups § is said to be a formation if every image
of an F-group is an F-group and if G/N; N N3 belongs to § whenever G/N; and G/N; belong to §.
A formation § is said to be saturated if a finite group G € § whenever G/®(G).

Let 4 denotes the class of all supersolvable groups and {l, denotes the class of all p-supersolvable
groups, where p is a prime. It is well known that both 4 and i, are saturated formations, and we
have 4, 2O 4.

Let $ be a non-empty class of groups. According to [3, Definition 1.2.9, Definition 2.3.18], a
chief factor H/K of a group G is called $-central in G if [H/K] % G belongs to $), where [H/K]* G
is the semi-direct product [H/K|(G/Cq(H/K)) if H/K is abelian and G/Cq(H/K) if H/K is non-
abelian. A normal subgroup N of a group G is said to be $)-hypercentral in G if every chief factor of
G below N is $)-central in G. By generalised Jordan-Holder Theorem, we conclude that the product
of $-hypercentral normal subgroups of a group G is $-hypercentral in G as well. Thus every group
G possesses a unique maximal normal $)-hypercentral subgroup namely the $-hypercentre of G and
denoted by Zg(G). Apply the generalised Jordan-Holder Theorem again, it yields that every chief
factor of G below Zg(G) is $H-central in G.

Theorem 2.2. Let p be a prime number and P be a normal p-subgroup of G. If every cyclic
subgroup of P of prime order or 4 is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G, then P < Zy(G), where
Zy(Q) denotes the U-hypercentre of G.

Proof. Assume that the theorem is not true and choose G and P for which it fails. Then there
exists a chief factor of G below P which is not of prime order. Between all of the non-cyclic chief
factors of G below P, we choose L/K such that |L| is of minimal size.

Assume there exists an element = of L of order p or 4 which is not in K. Then (z) is a strong

p-C AP-subgroup of GG. Consider a chief series of G passing through L, namely I':
l=Lo< i< ---<Lg1<Lg=L<Lgp1<--<Lp1<Lpy=3G.

It follows from L/K below P that (z) covers or avoids every L;yi/L;, i = 0,1,---,s — 1. Since
L; > (), i > s, we conclude that (z) avoids L;11/L;, i > s. Hence (z) covers or avoids each chief
factor of I'. By the choice of L/K, Ljy1/Li, i = 0,1,---,s — 1 is of prime order. If (x) covers
Lg/Ls_q, it follows from Ls = Ls_1(z) that Ls/Ls_; is of prime order. Hence we conclude that
L < Zy(G). This implies that L/K is of prime order, a contradiction. Hence we have that (z)
avoids Ls/Ls—1. Then Ly = Ly N (x) = Ls_1 N (z), i.e. © € Ls_;. Thus we have that Ly_1 K > K,
which implies that Ly = Ls_1K. Since Ls_1K/Ls_1 is G-isomorphic to Ls—1/(K N Ls_1), we



conclude that Ls_1/(K N Ls_1) is a chief factor of G as well. By the minimality of |L|, we get that
Ls_1/(KNLs_y) is of prime order, i.e. L/K is of prime order, a contradiction. Hence it yields that
every element of L of order p or 4 is contained in K.

Let X denote the intersection of the centralisers of the chief factors of G below K. Since all

chief factor below K is of prime order, it follows that all of them are cyclic. Let
I<Ki<Ky<---<K;=K.

denotes part of a chief series of G passing through K. Then [K;, K| < K;—1, i = 2,3,--- ,q.
Hence X stabilises a chain of subgroups of K. By applying [7, Chapter A, Corollary 12.4], OP(X)
centralises K. In particular, OP(X) centralises every element of prime order or order 4 of L. By
[14, Chapter IV, Satz 5.12], OP(X) centralises L. Thus X/Cx(L/K) is a normal p-subgroup of
G/Cx(L/K). By [14, Chapter B, Proposition 3.12], X centralizes L/K. This implies that L/K
can be regarded as an irreducible G/ X-module over the finite field of p-elements. Note that every
chief factor U/V of G below K is of order p, hence we conclude that G/Cq(U/V) is cyclic of order
dividing p — 1. Consequently, G/ X is abelian of exponent dividing p — 1. By applying [7, Chapter
B, Theorem 9.8], L/K has order p. This final contradiction shows that no such counterexample G

exists. O

It follows from every cyclic chief factor of order 2 in a chief series of a group is central that we

have the following corollary:

Corollary 2.3. Let P be a normal 2-subgroup of G. If every cyclic subgroup of P of order 2 or 4
is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G, then P lies in the nilpotent hypercentre of G, namely Z(G).

Lemma 2.4 ([2, Lemma 2.6]). Let p be a prime and F be a saturated fusion system on a finite
p-group S. Assume that the fusion system Nr(Q) is supersolvable for any Q € &%, then F is

supersolvable.

Lemma 2.5 ([2, Lemma 2.9]). Let G be a finite group, p € w(G), and S be a Sylow p-subgroup of
G. Suppose that for any proper subgroup H of G with O,(G) < SN H and SN H € Syl,(H), the
fusion system Fsnp(H) is supersolvable. Assume additionally that Op(G) < Zy(G). Then Fs(Q)

s supersolvable.

Lemma 2.6 ([I1, Proposition 3.1]). Let P be a non-identity normal subgroup of G with |P| = p",
where p is a prime divisor of |G|. Suppose that n > 1, and there exists an integer n > k > 1
that any subgroup of P of order p* and any cyclic subgroup of P of order 4 (if P is a non-abelian
2-group and n —1 >k = 1) are Y-embedded in G. Then P < Zy(G).

3 Characterizations for p-supersolvability of finite groups

Since we have several useful lemmas and theorems above, we are now ready to prove our main

results.



Theorem 3.1. Letp be a prime and G be a group of finite order. Suppose that every cyclic subgroup
of G with order p or 4 (if p=2) is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G, then G is p-supersolvable.

Proof. Suppose that the theorem is false and let G be a counterexample of minimal size. For the

ease of reading we break the argument into separately stated steps.
Step 1. G is a minimal non-p-supersolvable group.

Let M be a maximal subgroup of G, and L be a subgroup of M of order p or 4(p = 2). By
Lemma (2), we conclude that L is a strong p-subgroup of M, hence M satisfies the assumption
of the theorem. By the minimality of G, M is p-supersolvable. It follows from the inheritance of
p-supersolvability that every proper subgroup of G is p-supersolvable, i.e. G is a minimal non-p-

supersolvable group.
Step 2. O, (G) =1, and F(G) = Op(G).

Set G = G/O, (G). Suppose that L is a cyclic subgroup of G of order p or 4 (p = 2). Then we can
write L = LOy (G)/Oy(G), where L is a cyclic subgroup of G of order p or 4. It follows from our
assumption that L is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G. Since (|L|, |0y (G)|) = 1, we conclude from
Lemma [2.1] . that LOy (G)/Oy(G) = L is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G. Therefore G satisfies
the hypothesis of the theorem. Suppose that O, (G) > 1, then G is p-supersolvable by our choice
of G. Then by inheritance of p-supersolvability we get that G is p-supersolvable, which contradicts
the fact that G is not p-supersolvable and step 2 has finished.

Step 3. F(G) < Zy(G).
Since F(G) = O,(G), a normal p-subgroup of G, by Theorem [2.2} it indicates that O,(G) < Zy(G).
Step 4. G = F*(G).

Suppose that F*(G) < G. Then by the p-supersolvability of F*(G) we get that F*(G) = F(G) =
O,(G). By step 3 we conclude that F(G) is tl-hypercentral in G. It follows from [7, Chapter
IV, Theorem 6.10] that [GY, F(G)] = 1, i.e. G/Cq(F(Q)) € Y. By Cq(F*(G)) < F*(G) and
inheritance of supersolvability, we have that G/F(G) € 4. Since every G-chief factor below F(G)
is of order p, it follows that G is p-supersolvable, a contradiction. Hence it yields that G = F*(G).

Step 5. G/Z(G) is non-abelian simple and G is perfect.

By step 4 we conclude that G = F*(G) = F(G)E(G). Since G is not nilpotent, it follows that
E(G) is not contained in F(G). Hence we can find a component H of G. Then H is normal in
F*(G) = G, and H/Z(H) is non-abelian simple. By step 2, it indicates that p||H|. In particular,
H is not p-supersolvable, hence we conclude that H = G, i.e. G/Z(G) is non-abelian simple and

G is perfect.

Step 6. Final contradiction.



Let M be a maximal subgroup of G which does not contain Z(G). Then MZ(G) = G and it
yields that M < G. Since G/M = Z(G)M/M = Z(G)/M N Z(G), which is abelian, it follows that
G’ < M, contradicting the fact that G is perfect. Thus no such M exists and Z(G) < ®(G). Now
let G/A be a chief factor of G. Since A < G, it follows that A < Z(G), therefore we have that
A = Z(G). Hence Z(G) belongs to all chief series of G. If p||G/Z(G)|, let = be an element of
order p or 4 (p = 2). It follows from our assumption that (x) is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G.
Then (x) covers or avoids G/Z(G). If G = G{x) = Z(G)(x), it follows that G/Z(G) is abelian, a
contradiction to the fact that G = H is semi-simple. Hence we have that GN(x) = (z) = Z(G)N(z),
ie. x € Z(G). By the randomness of z, we conclude from [I4, Chapter IV, Satz 5.5] that G is
p-nilpotent, contradicting the fact that G is not p-supersolvable. Thus it yields that p { |G/Z(G)|.
If Z(G) has non-trivial p’-part, it follows that O, (G) > 1, a contradiction to step 2. Thus Z(G)
is a p-group and then Z(G) < O,(G) = F(G). However, since G is semi-simple, it indicates from
F(G) < G that F(G) < Z(G). Thus we get that FI(G) = Z(G). By step 2, we conclude that
every G-chief factor below Z(G) is of order p. It follows that G is p-supersolvable, a contradiction.

Finally we have that no such counterexample of G exists and we are done. O

Theorem 3.2. Let § be a saturated formation containing i, and let G be a group with a normal
subgroup H such that G/H € §. If for any p € w(G), every cyclic subgroup of F*(H) of order p or
4 (if p=2) is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G, then G € §.

Proof. We assume that H > 1, and p be a prime such that p | |[F*(H)|. By our assumption, Lemma
2.1(2) and Theorem that F*(H) is p-supersolvable for all primes p | |F*(H)|. Therefore F*(H)
is supersolvable and so F*(H) = F(H). By definition of F(H) and Theorem we conclude that
F*(H) = F(H) < Zy(G). By [7, Chapter IV, Theorem 6.10], it follows that G/Cq(F(H)) € 4.
Since G/H € § and § 2 4, it yields that G/Cy(F(H)) € §. Since Cy(F*(H)) < F*(H), it
implies from the inheritance of § that G/F*(H) = G/F(H) € §. Since any G-chief factor below
F(H) < Zy(G) is of prime order, and § contains 4, we get that G € § and we are done. O

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a finite group and S a Sylow p-subgroup of G, where p is a prime divisor of
|G|. If the order of S is larger than p, every mazimal subgroup of S is a partial C AP-subgroup of G,
every cyclic subgroup of order 4 of G is a partial C AP-subgroup of G (p =2 and S is non-abelian),

then G is p-supersulvable.

Proof. Denote by |S|-p~! by d. Suppose that d = 1, then we obtain that |S| = p, a contradiction
to the fact that |S| > p. Hence we assert that d > 1. Then we obtain that every subgroup of
S of order d is a partial C AP-subgroup of G, every cyclic subgroup of order 4 of GG is a partial
C AP-subgroup of G (p = 2 and S is non-abelian). Applying [5, Theorem C], we conclude that G
is a p-soluble group. Now, we claim that G is p-supersolvable.

Suppose that our claim is false, in other words, there exists a group G satisfying such conditions
that G is not p-supersolvable. Without loss of generality, let G be a counterexample with |G| the
smallest. At this time we would like M to be a minimal normal subgroup of G. Since G is already

p-soluble, it follows that M is either a p-group or a p’-group. If M is a p’-group, let Q/M be a



maximal subgroup of SM/M. Then Q < SM, and so M = O,(Q). Using the Schur-Zassenhaus
Theorem, we get that there exists a p-group @)1 such that 1 x M = . Denote by S; the Sylow
p-subgroup of SM containing Q1. Then S{ = S, where g is an element of SM by Sylow Theorem.
Therefore (Q1 M) = QIM = Q < SM, and so Q/M = QYM /M can be considered as the image of
a maximal subgroup Qf of S under the quotient morphism induced by M. Applying [8, Lemma 2],
we obtain that every maximal subgroup Q/M of M S/M is a partial C AP-subgroup of G/M. Mow
suppose that M is a p-group, and so M < O,(G) < S. Consider the maximal subgroup Q/M of
S/M. Then we see that @ is a maximal subgroup of S containing M, and we conclude again from
[8, Lemma 2] that /M is a partial C AP-subgroup of G/M. Therefore, every maximal subgroup
of G/M is a partial C AP-subgroup, and so we obtain from the minimal choice of G that G/M is
p-supersolvable.

Notice that the class of p-supersolvable groups is a saturated formation il,, we may assume
that M is the unique minimal normal subgroup of G. Assume that M is a p’-group. Then it
follows from the fact G/M is p-supersolvable that G is p-supersolvable, a contradiction. Now,
suppose on the contrary that M is a p-group. Then we claim that M is not contained in ®(S). If
M < ®(S), then we conclude from the fact {l,, is a saturated formation that G is p-supersolvable,
another contradiction. Hence M # ®(S), and so there exists a maximal subgroup S; of S such
that M £ S;. Hence S; does not covers the chief factor M /1. Since S is a partial C' AP-subgroup
of G, we obtain from the uniqueness of M that S; must avoid the chief factor M/1. Therefore
MnNS;=1NnS; =1, and so M is a cyclic subgroup of order p since M - Sy = S. Thus, as G/M is
p-supersolvable, it follows directly that G is p-supersolvable, which leads to the final contradiction.

Thus we assert that our claim is true, and so G is p-supersolvable. ]

As a direct application, we obtain the following two corollaries for characterizations of p-
supersolvability of G under the assumption that certain subgroups of S € Syl,(G) are CAP-
subgroups or strong p-C' A P-subgroups of G immediately.

Corollary 3.4. Let G be a finite group and S a Sylow p-subgroup of G, where p is a prime divisor
of |G|. If the order of S is larger than p, every maximal subgroup of S is a C AP-subgroup of G,
every cyclic subgroup of order 4 of G is a CAP-subgroup of G (p =2 and S is non-abelian), then

G is p-supersulvable.

Corollary 3.5. Let G be a finite group and S a Sylow p-subgroup of G, where p is a prime divisor
of |G|. Suppose that the order of S is larger than p, every mazimal subgroup of S and every cyclic
subgroup of order 4 of G (p =2 and S is non-abelian) is a strong q-C AP-subgroup of G for any

prime divisor q of |G|, then G is p-supersulvable.

Proof. Let H be a subgroup of GG such that H is a strong g-C AP-subgroup of G for any prime
divisor g of |G|. Then for any chief factor U/V of G, it follows that there exists a prime divisor r of
|G| such that r | |U/V|. Hence we conclude that H covers or avoids U/V, and we obtain from the
choice of U/V that H is a C AP-subgroup of G, and so a partial C'AP-subgroup of G. Hence every

maximal subgroup of S and every cyclic subgroup of order 4 of G (p = 2 and S is non-abelian) is



a partial C'AP-subgroup of G, and so we conclude from Corollary that G is p-supersulvable, as
needed. O

4 Characterizations for supersolvability of Fg(G)

In this section, we investigate the structure of Fg(G) under the assumption that certain subgroups
of G are strong p-C'AP-subgroups, strong C'AP-subgroups or partial C'AP-subgroups of G, and
obtain several criteria for fusion system Fg(G) to be supersolvable and finite group G to be p-
nilpotent. The proofs of the theorems strongly rely on the proceeding results we have obtained in
Section (Bl

Theorem 4.1. Let G be a finite group, p be a prime divisor of |G|, and S be a Sylow p-subgroup
of G. Suppose that any cyclic subgroup of S with order p or 4 (if p=2) is a strong p-C' AP-subgroup
of G , then Fs(G) is supersolvable.

Proof. Assume that the theorem is false, and let G be a counterexample of minimal order. Now
denote Fg(G) by F.

Step 1. Let H be a proper subgroup of G such that SN H € Syl,(H) and [S N H| > p2. Then
Fsnm(H) is supersolvable.

By our hypothesis, every cyclic subgroup T of S N H with order p or 4 (If p = 2) is a strong
p-C AP-subgroup of G. Then every cyclic subgroup 7" of SN H with order p or 4 (If p = 2) is a
strong p-C AP-subgroup of H by Lemma (2). Hence H satisfies the hypothesis of the theorem
and it follows from the minimal choice of G that Fsnm(H) is supersolvable.

Step 2. Let Q € &%, then |Q| > p®. If moreover that Q € G, then Nx(Q) is supersolvable.

Suppose that there exists a subgroup @ € £ such that |Q| < p?. Then there is a subgroup R
of S such that |R| = p, and @ < R. It follows directly that R < Cg(Q). Since @ < R < S, we
conclude from () is a member of £% that @) is F-essential. By the definition, ) is F-centric. Hence
R < Cs(Q) = Z(Q) < Q, a contradiction. Thus |Q| > p?.

Assume that @ is not normal in G. Therefore Ng(Q) is a proper subgroup of G. Since Q € £%,
Q is fully F-normalized or Q = S. Clearly S is fully F-normalized, hence @ is always fully F-
normalized. By the argument below [I, Definition 2.4], S N Ng(Q) = Ns(Q) € Syl,(Na(Q)).
Since |[Ns(Q)| = |Q| > p?, it yields that Ng(Q) satisfies the hypothesis of Step 1, and so
Fns(@) (Na(Q)) = Nx(Q) is supersolvable.

Step 3. |0,(G)| = p*.

Assume that there does not exist a subgroup @ € &£% such that @ < G. Then for each
Q € &7, the fusion system Nz (Q) is supersolvable by Step 2. By Lemma F is supersolvable,
a contradiction. Thus there exists a subgroup @ € £% such that ) < G. Hence we conclude from
Step 2 that |O,(G)| > Q| = p*.

10



Step 4. O,(G) < Zy(G).

It follows from |O,(G)| > p? that any subgroup T of O,(G) of order p or any cyclic subgroup
T of O,(G) of order 4 (If p = 2) is a strong p-C' AP-subgroup of G. Then it yields from Theorem
2.5 that O,(G) < Zy(G) and this part is complete.

Step 5. Final contradiction.

Suppose that H is a proper subgroup of G such that O,(G) < SN H and SNH € Syl (H). By
Step 1 and Step 3, [SNH| > |O,(G)| = p? and so Fsnu(H) is supersolvable. Since O,(G) < Zy(G)
by Step 4, it follows directly from Lemma that Fg(G) is supersolvable, a contradiction. Hence

our proof is complete. O

As a direct application of the theorem above, we obtain the following characterization for the
structure of finite groups under the assumption that any cyclic subgroup of S with order p or 4 (if

p=2) is a strong p-C' AP-subgroup of G.

Corollary 4.2. Let G be a finite group and S a Sylow p-subgroup of G, where p is a prime divisor
of |G| such that (p — 1,|G|) = 1. Suppose that any cyclic subgroup of S with order p or 4 (if p=2)
is a strong p-C AP-subgroup of G, then G is p-nilpotent.

Proof. It follows from Theorem that Fs(G) is supersolvable. Thus we conclude from [I7,
Theorem 1.9] that G is p-nilpotent, as desired. O

Theorem 4.3. Let G be a finite group, p be a prime divisor of |G|, and S be a Sylow p-subgroup of
G. Suppose that there ezists a subgroup D of S with order 1 < |D| < |S| such that every subgroup of
S with order |D| and every cyclic subgroup of S with order 4 (if S is non-abelian and |D| =p = 2)
is a strong C AP-subgroup of G, then Fs(G) is supersolvable.

Proof. Assume that the theorem is false, and let G be a counterexample of minimal order. Now
denote Fg(G) by F.

Step 1. Suppose that H be a proper subgroup of G such that SN H € Syl,(H) and [S N H| > p|D|.
Then we conclude that the fusion system Fsnp(H) is supersolvable.

By our hypothesis, every subgroup T' of S N H with order |D| or 4 (If S is non-abelian and
|D| = p =2) is a strong C AP-subgroup of G. Then every cyclic subgroup T' of S N H with order
|D| or 4 (If SN H is non-abelian and |D| = p = 2) is a strong C' AP-subgroup of H by the definition
of strong p-C' AP-subgroup [4]. Hence H satisfies the hypothesis of the theorem and it follows from
the minimal choice of G that Fsnp(H) is supersolvable.

Step 2. Let Q € &%, then |Q| > p|D|. If moreover that @ ¢ G, then Nz(Q) is supersolvable.

Suppose that there exists a subgroup @ € £} such that |Q| < p|D|. Then there is a subgroup
R of S such that |R| = |D|, and @ < R. It follows directly that R < Cs(Q). Since Q@ < R < S, we
conclude from @ is a member of £ that Q) is F-essential. By the definition, @ is F-centric. Hence
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R < Cs(Q) = Z(Q) < @, a contradiction. Thus |Q| > p|D|. Now assume that @ is not normal in
G. Therefore Ng(Q) is a proper subgroup of G. Since Q € %, @ is fully F-normalized or @ = S.
Clearly S is fully F-normalized, hence @ is always fully F-normalized. By the argument below [1]
Definition 2.4], S N Ng(Q) = Ns(Q) € Syl,(Ng(Q)). Since |[Ns(Q)| > |Q| > p|D], it yields that
Ng(Q) satisfies the hypothesis of Step 1, and so Fyy(q)(Na(Q)) = Nx(Q) is supersolvable.

Step 3. |0,(G)| = p|D|.

Assume that there does not exist a subgroup @ € £% such that @ < G. Then for each
Q € &%, the fusion system Nx(Q) is supersolvable by Step 2. By Lemma F is supersolvable,
a contradiction. Thus there exists a subgroup @ € £% such that Q < G. Hence we conclude from
Step 2 that |O,(G)| = |Q| = p|D|. Now we claim that O,(G) < Zy(G). Actually, it follows from
|Op(G)| > p|D| that any subgroup T' of O,(G) of order |D| or any cyclic subgroup T' of Op(G)
of order 4 (If S is non-abelian, |D| = p = 2) is a strong C AP-subgroup of G. Now let W be an
arbitrary strong C'AP-subgroup of G. Then for any chief factor U/V of G, W avoids or covers
U/V. Suppose that W covers U/V, i.e. WV > U, then we conclude from Dedekind modular law
that V(UNW) =WVNU =U, andso |U : V(UNW)| = |G : Ng(V(UNW))| = 1, which indicates
that W is a generalized C'AP-subgroup by [11], Definition 1.1]. Notice that HG = G, GNH = H is
a generalized C'AP-subgroup of G, where G is obviously a K-il-subgroup of G by [3, Page 236], we
obtain from [T}, Definition 1.2] that H is {l-embedded in G. By the choice of W, any subgroup 7" of
O,(G) of order |D| or any cyclic subgroup T' of O,(G) of order 4 (If S is non-abelian, |D| = p = 2)
is U-embedded in G. Therefore, applying Lemma it yields directly that O,(G) < Zy(G) and

this part is complete.
Step 4. Final contradiction.

Suppose that H is a proper subgroup of G such that Oy(G) < SN H and SN H € Syl,(H).
By Step 1 and Step 3, [SNH| > |O,(G)| = p|D| and so Fsnp(H) is supersolvable. Since O,(G) <
Zy(G) by Step 3, it follows directly from Lemma [2.5| that Fg(G) is supersolvable, a contradiction.

Hence our proof is complete. O

Corollary 4.4. Let G be a finite group, p be a prime divisor of |G|, and S be a Sylow p-subgroup of
G. Suppose that there ezists a subgroup D of S with order 1 < |D| < |S| such that every subgroup of
S with order |D| and every cyclic subgroup of S with order 4 (if S is non-abelian and |D|=p =2)
is a strong q-C AP-subgroup for any prime divisor q of |G|, then Fs(G) is supersolvable.

Proof. Let H be an arbitrary subgroup of G such that H is a strong ¢-C'AP-subgroup for any
prime divisor ¢ of |G|. Then for any chief factor U/V of a subgroup T of G containing H, it follows
that there exists a prime divisor r of |T'| such that r ||U/V|. Then it follows from the fact H is a
strong r-C'AP-subgroup of G that H covers or avoids U/V. By the choice of U/V, we conclude
that H is a C AP-subgroup of T, and so we obtain from the choice of T that H is a strong C'AP-
subgroup of G. Hence we obtain that there exists a subgroup D of S with order 1 < |D| < |S]
such that every subgroup of S with order |D| and every cyclic subgroup of S with order 4 (if S is
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non-abelian and |D| = p = 2) is a strong C'AP-subgroup of G. Applying Theorem [4.3| we get that
the fusion system Fg(G) is supersolvable. O

As a direct application of the theorem above, we obtain the following characterization for the
structure of finite groups under the assumption that any subgroup of S with order 1 < |D| < S for
some subgroup D of S or 4 (if S is non-abelian and |D| = 2 = p) is a CAP-subgroup of G or a
strong ¢-C' AP-subgroup of G for any prime divisor ¢ of |G|.

Corollary 4.5. Let G be a finite group and S a Sylow p-subgroup of G, where p is a prime divisor of
|G| such that (p—1,|G|) = 1. Suppose that there exists a subgroup D of S with order 1 < |D| < |9]
such that every subgroup of S with order |D| and every cyclic subgroup of S with order 4 (if S is
non-abelian and |D| = p = 2) is a strong C AP-subgroup of G, then G is p-nilpotent.

Proof. It follows from Theorem that Fs(G) is supersolvable. Thus we conclude from [I7,
Theorem 1.9] that G is p-nilpotent, as desired. O

Corollary 4.6. Let G be a finite group and S a Sylow p-subgroup of G, where p is a prime divisor of
|G| such that (p—1,|G|) = 1. Suppose that there exists a subgroup D of S with order 1 < |D| < |9]
such that every subgroup of S with order |D| and every cyclic subgroup of S with order 4 (if S is
non-abelian and |D| = p = 2) is a strong q-C AP-subgroup of G for any prime divisor q of |G|, then
G is p-nilpotent.

Proof. It follows from Corollary that Fs(G) is supersolvable. Thus we conclude from [I7,
Theorem 1.9] that G is p-nilpotent, as desired. O
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