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LOCALLY-PRIMITIVE BLOCK DESIGNS

JIANFU CHEN, PEICE HUA, CATI HENG LI, AND YANNI WU

ABSTRACT. A locally-primitive design is a block design (P, ) which admits an
automorphism group G with primitive local actions. It is proved that G is primi-
tive on the points P, and either G is an almost simple group, or G acting on P is
an affine group.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A block design is a point-line incidence geometry such that each line contains a
constant number of points, and any two points lie on a constant number of lines,
which is more formally defined below.

Definition 1.1. Let k,¢, A be positive integers. Let P be a finite set of points,
and let B consist of some k-subsets of P, called blocks. An incidence geometry
D = (P,B,7) is called a t-(v, k, \) design, or briefly a t-design, if any ¢ points of P
are contained in exactly A blocks in B, where the incidence relation Z is defined by
inclusion.

It follows from the definition that

e cach point in P is contained in a constant number of blocks;
e a t-design is a (¢t — 1)-design if ¢ > 2.

Traditionally, let v = |P|, b = |B|, and r be the number of blocks which contain
a common point. To avoid trivial cases, we usually assume that b < (Z), and
t < k <w. It is known and easily shown that v < b. In the case where v = b, the
design D is called symmetric. A flag of a design D is an incident point-block pair.

For convenience, let F be the set of all flags of D.

An automorphism of D = (P,B,Z) is a permutation on the point set P, which
preserves the block set B and the incidence relation Z. All of the automorphisms
form the automorphism group AutD. For a subgroup G < AutD, we call that D
is G-point-transitive, G-block-transitive, or G-flag-transitive, if G is transitive on P,
B, or F, respectively.

A transitive permutation group is called primitive if it only preserves the triv-
ial partitions of the set, and quasiprimitive if each of its nontrivial normal sub-
groups is transitive. Then, similarly, one can define G-point-(quasi)primitive, G-
block-(quasi)primitive and G-flag-(quasi)primitive designs.

Constructing and classifying 2-designs with large automorphism groups have been
a long-term project in Combinatorics, and lots of nice results have been obtained

The project was partially supported by the NNSF of China (11931005).
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.16822v1

2 JIANFU CHEN, PEICE HUA, CAI HENG LI, AND YANNI WU

in the literature. For instance, flag-transitive 2-(v,k,1) designs have been well-
characterized by Kantor and then a team of six people; refer to [14, [7]. Some flag-
transitive 2-designs with special parameters have also been studied, seeing [20, 1] for
ged (r, A) = 1, [I5], [16] for A = 2, [19] for A prime and [3] for  prime. Block designs
with certain automorphism groups are investigated in [13] and [10, 11], respectively
for automorphism groups being 2-transitive on points and being primitive of rank
3. A nice reduction is given by Camina-Praeger in [9] for 2-(v, k, 1) designs which
are line-transitive and point-quasiprimitive.

Hereinafter, for convinience, we will denote a point by «, and a block by 3. Then

let D(«) be the set of blocks containing «, and let D(3) be the set of points lying
in #. We observe that a G-flag-transitive design D is G-locally-transitive, namely,

e (G, is transitive on D(«) for all points o € P, and
e (g is transitive on D(f) for all blocks § € B.

In this paper, we study locally-primitive designs, defined below.

Definition 1.2. Let D = (P, B,Z) be a block design, and let G < AutD. Then D
is said to be G-locally-primitive if G, is primitive on D(«) for all points o € P, and
G is primitive on D(f) for all blocks 8 € B.

Locally-primitive designs D with A = 1 were studied in [ [6], which shows that
AutD acting on P is an affine group or an almost simple group. We shall prove
the same conclusion in the general case. A key property for this paper is that
locally-primitive designs are point-primitive; see Proposition 5.l This enables us
to employ the O’Nan-Scott-Praeger Theorem (refer to [17, [I8]) for (quasi)primitive
permutation groups to analyze automorphism groups of locally-primitive designs.

The incidence graph of an incidence geometry provides a different language for
and a different view on the geometry.

Definition 1.3. Let (P, B,Z) be an incidence geometry with flag set F. Then the
incidence graph is the bipartite graph I' = (P U B, F) with vertex set of biparts
P U B and edge set F.

It is not hard to show that an incidence geometry D = (P,B,Z) is a 2-design if
and only if the incidence graph I satisfies that for any two vertices oy, as € P, the
intersection of their neighbors has the same size, i.e., |[['(a) ()| = A, a constant.
Similar to the definition of locally-primitive designs, one can define locally-primitive
graphs. Then the incidence graph of a G-locally-primitive design is a G-locally-
primitive graph. A systematic study of locally-primitive graphs was carried out
in [I2], which provides us with a useful tool to analyze automorphism groups of
locally-primitive designs.

The main result of this paper is the following reduction theorem.

Theorem 1.4. Let D = (P,B,Z) be a G-locally primitive 2-design. Then G is
flag-transitive and point-primitive on D, and either

1) G is an almost simple group and G® is quasiprimitive, or
Y

(2) G is an affine group, and either G® is also primitive affine, or G® is non-
quasiprimitive and D is a subdesign of AG;(d, q).

FExamples do exist for each of the three possibilities.
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Corollary 1.5. Let D = (P, B,Z) be a G-locally primitive symmetric design. Then
G is almost simple or affine, and acts primitively on both P and B.

Corollary 1.6. Let D = (P, B,Z) be a G-locally primitive t-design with t > 3. Then
either G is an almost simple group, ort =3, and D is a subdesign of AG;(d,2).

The possible quasiprimitive types for locally-primitive ¢-designs are listed below.

TABLE 1. G-locally-primitive ¢-design D = (P, B,T)

(G?,GB) P,Io,;sgzie Properties
(HA,HA) symmetric, ¢t = 2
(X.Y) (As!AS) <6

non-symmetric, t = 2or3

(X, —) (HA7 _) D C AGZ(CL Q)

With the reduction given in Theorem [[.4] the following problem naturally occurs.

Problem 1.7. Classify locally primitive 2-designs.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some necessary notation,
definitions, and some fundamental results, including O’Nan-Scott-Praeger Theorem.
In Section 3, we study the incidence graphs of block designs, and present two key
lemmas for the proof of the main theorem, namely, Lemmas and[3.4l In Section 4,
we present examples of block designs which are locally-primitive. In Section 5, we
give Lemma [5.1] which shows that locally-primitivity implies point-primitivity so
that we can employ O’Nan-Scott-Praeger Theorem to analyze the automorphism
groups. In Section 6, we prove that the primitive action of the automorphism groups
on points must be affine, almost simple, or in product action. Finally, we determine
the affine case in Section 7, and exclude the product action case in Section 8. Then,
one can find the complete proofs of our main results in the last Section 9.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect notations, definitions and basic properties about block
designs, and automorphism groups.

The parameters of non-trivial 2-(v, k, ) designs D = (P, B,Z) have various prop-
erties. First, by definition, we have

2<k<wv, and b=|B| < (Z)

Let r be the number of blocks containing a fixed point. Then one can obtain
vr = bk,
by counting the number of flags {(o, 3) € P x B| a ~ [} in two ways. Moreover,
Fisher’s inequality tells us that
b>wv, andr > k.

For a given point oy € P, counting flags of the form {(«, 5) | (o, B) € F,a # ap}
in two ways gives rise to the equility:

AMv—=1)=r(k-1),
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It follows that A < r, and \v =rk —r 4+ X < rk.

Given a t-(v, k, ;) design D = (P,B,I), it is not hard to show that D is also
an s-(v, k, \s) design, where s < t, and in this case, Ay = )\t(gjss)/(kfs). By [8,

t—s
Theorems 1.1, 2.1], the values of ¢ for G-flag-transitive ¢-design is bounded by ¢ < 6,
t+1

and G is [ =~ ]-homogeneous on the points.

The equality A(v — 1) = r(k — 1) implies that the automorphism group of a
G-flag-transitive design has large stabilizers, which means that |G| < |Go|3.

Lemma 2.1. Let D be G-flag-transitive 2-(v, k, ) design, with a fized flag (o, 5).
Then

G 3
|G| < | “'2.
|Gaﬁ|
Proof. As D is G-flag-transitive, we have v = ﬁ, b = % > v, r = “g‘;" and
2
k= 1%L Then by Av < rk, we have A - |G| < [Ga 1G] o 1Gal? O

o |Gal3| |Gal3|2 = |Gal3|2.

The bound given in Lemma [2.1] allows us to use the tool called large subgroup
described in [2], to classify locally-primitive 2-designs with automorphism groups
being almost simple, which will be done in an upcoming sequel.

The following simple lemma is well-known. Due to the completeness and briefness,
a simple proof if given below.

Lemma 2.2. Let D = (P,B,Z) be a non-trivial 2-design, and let G < AutD. Then
G acts faithfully on both P and B.

Proof. By definition, G < Sym(P) acts faithfully on P. Suppose that G is unfaithful
on B. Then there exists some element g € G() \ {1}; namely, g # 1 fixes all the
blocks in B. Since G is faithful on P, it follows that g must move some points, say
mapping «a; to as. However, ¢ fixes all the blocks, so the r blocks containing ay
will simultaneously contain «s. It implies that » < A, a contradiction. Thus G is
faithful on B. O

We focus on locally primitive designs D = (P, B,Z) in this paper, so we introduce
a fundamental result — O’Nan-Scott-Praeger Theorem for primitive/quasiprimitive
groups.

Let G be a transitive permutation group on ). A partition Q@ = A; U---U A, is
said to be G-invariant if, for any g € G and any A,,

Then G induces a transitive action on the set {Aq,...,A;}. The partition 2 =
Aj U ---UAy is called an imprimitive partition and each part A; is said to be
an imprimitive-block. Clearly, there are two trivial G-invariant partition, namely,
|A;| = 1 or |Q2]. If the two trivial partitions are the only G-invariant partitions,
then G is called primitive, otherwise, GG is said to be imprimitive. It is well-known
and easily shown that a transitive group G < Sym(€Q) is primitive if and only if the
point stabilizer of G' is a maximal subgroup of G.

A transitive group G on (2 is said to be quasiprimitive, if every non-identity nor-
mal subgroup of G is transitive on 2. Obviously, a primitive group is quasiprimitive,
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but a quasiprimitive group is not necessarily primitive. A fundamental theorem in
permutation group theory is the so-called O’Nan-Scott-Praeger Theorem, which de-
scribes the structure and action of a primitive/quasiprimitive group, refer to Praeger
[17].

Let G < Sym(f2) be quasiprimitive, and take w € Q. Let N = soc(G) be the socle
of G, which is the product of the minimal normal subgroups. It is easily shown
that either G has a unique minimal normal subgroup, or GG has exactly two minimal
isomorphic normal subgroups, so that

N =soc(G) =T",

where T is a simple group and m is a positive integer. According to the structures
and the actions of G and N, we make the following definition:

(1) Almost Simple (AS): N =T is nonabelian simple, and G < Aut(T);

(2) Holomorph Affine (HA): N = Z', and G < AGL(m, p);

(3) Holomorph Simple (HS): N =T x T, and G < T x Aut(T);

(4) Holomorph Compound (HC): N = T* x T*, and G < T* x Aut(T*%) = (T* x
T*).0ut(T*);

(5) Twisted Wreath product (TW): N = T™ is regular on , and G = N x G,;

(6) Simple Diagonal (SD): N =T™, and N, = T}

(7) Compound Diagonal (CD): N = T™, and N,, = T* with ¢ > 1 dividing m;

(8) Product Action type (PA): N = T™ > T is irregular on 2; in the primitive

case, N, = H™ H <T.
Then O’Nan-Scott-Praeger Theorem states as below.

Theorem 2.3. Let G < Sym(R2) be quasiprimitive. Then G is one of the eight types
described above. Further, G is primitive if G is of type HA, HS or HC.

3. INCIDENCE COSET GRAPHS

As pointed out in the Introduction, the incidence graph of a flag-transitive design
is bipartite and edge-transitive. Bipartite edge-transitive graphs can be expressed
as coset graphs, defined below.

Given a group G and two subgroups L, R < G, the coset graph Cos(G, L, R) is
defined with vertex bipartite parts V' =[G : L|U[G : R], and adjacency relations as

Lt~ Ry<= LzxNRy+#0, for all z,y € G.

Clearly, the vertex L is adjacent to the vertex R.

For convenience, let P = [G : L], B = [G : R], and denote the vertices L, R by
a, 3, respectively. Then the stabilizers G, = L and G3 = R.

Lemma 3.1. Let o« € P and 3 € B such that 5 is adjacent to both o and of, where
g€ G. Let L=G, and R= Gg. Then |I'(a) NT(a?)| = |(RL)E%(IRL9)\.

Proof. Coset graphs are edge-transitive. Then G, is transitive on I'(«) and Gs is
transitive on I'(a?). We have that I'(a) = AL and I'(a?) = . Identifying the
vertices o and 8 with L and R, respectively, we have that o9 = Lg, and

[(a) = B"=R'={Ryl|y € RL},

P(a?) = (B")*={Ry|lye L} ={Ryg|ye€ L} ={Rx |z € RLg}.
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The intersection I'(ar) N I'(a?) has the form
I(a)NT(a?) = {Ry|lye€ RL}N{Ry|y € RLg}
= {Byly c (RL)N(RLg)}.
For any elements 41,2 € (RL) N (RLg), we have that Ry, = Ry, <= 11y, € R.
Thus |T'(a) NT'(a9)| = %, as stated. O

Let D = (P,B,,Z) be a G-flag-transitive 2-design. Let (a, ) be a flag with
a € P. Then the incidence graph I' of D has the form

I' = Cos (G, G, Gp),
with P = [G : G,] and B = [G : Gg]. Obviously, the graph Cos(G,G,,Gp) is

connected. Lemma [B.1] has the following improved version for incidence graph of a
2-design.

Lemma 3.2. Let I' = Cos (G, Gy, Gg) be connected. Then the following statements
are equivalent, where X is a positive constant.

(i) T is the incidence graph of a G-flag-transitive 2-design;

(il) |T(aq) NT(an)| = A, for any aq,an € [G : G;

(111) ‘GﬁGaﬁGBGag‘

e =\, for any element g € G\ G,.

Proof. Firstly, assume that I' is the incidence graph of a G-flag-transitive 2-design
(P,B) such that P = [G : G,]. Then any two points oy, s € P lie in exactly A
blocks, and so |I'(c;) N T'(a2)| = A is a constant. Thus part (i) implies part (ii).
Secondly, assume that |I'(a) NT'(a/)| = A is a constant, for any elements «, o’ €
(G : G,). Let g e I'(a)NI'(a’). As G is transitive on P, there exists g € G such that

o/ = . Thus, by Lemma [B.1] ‘(G"Ga‘)g(ﬁc‘;ﬁc’v“g” = |I'(a) NT(/)| = X is a constant.

Thus part (ii) implies part (iii).

Finally, assume that ‘G"ng—;ﬁ%m = A for any element g € G\ G,. By Lemma[3.1],
ID(a)NT'(a))| = [(€5Ga)n(CsC9)l — )\ Viewing I as an point-line incidence geometry

Gl
(P,B) with P = [G : G,] and B = [G : G|, any two points «, o/ € P are incident
with exactly A lines in B. Thus I is the incidence graph of a 2-design (P,B). O

As expected, the incidence graphs of 2-designs have small diameters.

Lemma 3.3. Let I' be the incidence graph of a non-trivial 2-design D. Then T is
of diameter at most 4. If further D is symmetric, then I' is of diameter 3.

Proof. Let D = (P,B,Z). Then T is a bipartite graph with biparts P and B. Let
d( , ) be the distance function.

Note that any two points are of distance 2. Let a € P and S € B such that o +¢ (3.
Let o/ € P such that o/ ~ 5, and let 5/ € I'(a) N['(). Then a ~ ' ~ o ~ B, and
so d(a, ) = 3.

If any two blocks are of distance 2, then I' has diameter equal to 3; in particular,
symmetric D falls into this case. Otherwise, there exists 51, o € B with d(5, f2) >
2. Let ay,ay € P such that a; ~ 87 and as ~ B5. Then there exist § € B such that
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B €T (o) NT(ay), and so By ~ oy ~ B ~ ag ~ [y, and d(f1, f2) = 4. Thus I is of
diameter equal to 4. O

The next lemma is useful in the study of certain flag-transitive designs.

Lemma 3.4. Let D be a G-flag-transitive non-trivial 2-design, with a flag (o, 5)
with a € P. Assume that both G and G, can be decomposed into direct products as

G =G XGQ, Ga:Ll XLQZL, whereLi<Gi.
Assume further that K = Ky x Ky is a subgroup of Gz with K; < Gy and Ky < Gs.
Then K is intransitive on D().

Proof. Suppose that K = K; x Ky < Gp is transitive on D(f), where K; < G;.
Then Gs = KGpa, and hence GG, = KG3,Go, = KG, = KL. Take x € Gy \ Ly
and y € Gy \ Lo. Then for (1,y), (z,y) € G\ G4, by Lemma [3.2]

|KLNKL(1,y)| |KLNWKL(z,y)|
|G| |G| '
Thus |[KLN KL(1,y)| = |KLN KL(x,y)|. Now

KL = (Kl X KQ)(Ll X Lg) = KlLl X KQLQ,
KL(l,y) = KiLi x KzLyy,
KL(.’L‘,y) = KlLl.ﬁU X K2L2y.

Therefore, we have that

KLnN KL(l,y) = K1L1 X (K2L2 N KQLQy),
KLnN KL(I‘, y) = (KlLl N (KlLlfL‘)) X (K2L2 N KQLQy)

Since |[KLNKL(1,y)| = |KLN KL(z,y)|, we have that
|K1L1| X |K2L2 N K2L2y| = |K1L1 N K1L1I‘| X |K2L2 N K2L2y|
Hence |K Ly| = |K1Ly N Ky Lyz|, and so x € K1L;. It follows that G; = K L.
Replacing (1,y) by (x, 1), the argument shows that G5 = K3Ly. Thus

G = G1 X G2 = KILI X K2L2 = (Kl X KQ)(Ll X Lg) =KL = GﬁGa
Then |G| = |GsG,| = GallG and so

A

|GsNGal’
G G
b — | ‘ — ‘ a‘ — k,
Gsl |G N Gal
which is a contradiction since D is a non-trivial 2-design. Therefore, K is not
transitive on D(f3). O

4. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present some examples of locally-primitive designs. In fact,
every flag-transitive 2-(v, k, A) design with k and r both prime is clearly an example
of locally primitive 2-design (some examples of almost simple type can be found in
[31)-

In the following, examples for each possible type described in Theorem [[4] are
presented. To be specific, in each of these examples, a locally-primitive group G is
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one of the types: (1) G is almost simple; (2) both G¥ and G? are affine groups; and
(3) G is an affine group but G® is non-quasiprimitive.
Example 4.1. This example arises from the projective space PG(d, q).

Let V = Fg“ be a vector space of dimension d + 1 > 3 over field F,. Let

P = {1-subspaces of V'},
B; = {(i + 1)-subspaces of V},

where 2 < i+ 1< d—1. Let D; = (P,B;,Z) and D; = (P,B;,Z’) be incidence
geometries with incidence relations defined as follows, for («, 8) € (P, B;),

aXf e aCp,
a X B e a ¢ 8.
Then the linear group GLg441(g) is 2-transitive on P, and transitive on B; for each

admissible ¢. Thus for any two elements oy, s € P and any element 5 € B;, we
have that

{a,as} C B <= {ay,a0}? C 9, for each g € G.

It follows that any 2-elements of P are contained in a constant number A of elements
in B;, and so D; is a 2-design. The design D} is called the complement of D;.

The number of points is |P| = qdqtll_ L. The cardinality |B;] is equal to the number
of (i41)-subspaces of V' = Fg”l. which is denoted by [‘jill] . and called the Gaussian

coefficient, and calculation shows that

{d+1 @ =) =) (g — )

Now, the parameters of the 2-design D; are v = |P| = [dJ{l}q = %, k= [ﬁl}q =

LN = [4:1] (A =1 when i = 1) and r = [C.l] . It then follows that the
i—1 q tlq

q—1 7’
d+1_q qd+17qi+1

-1 7 q-1

the design D; is usually denoted by PG;(d, q).
Moreover, G = PGLgy1(q) < AutD; = AutD; is locally-primitive on D, with

G” and G both almost simple (i.e., (GF,GP) is of type (AS, AS)). But G is not

necessarily locally-primitive on D;.

complement D; of D; is a 2—<q b —2r + )\) design. We notice that

Example 4.2. Let ¢¢ = 2. Then D = PGy(2,2) is the well-known 2-(7,3,1)
design, called the Fano plane. The automorphism group G = AutD = PGL3(2) is
locally-primitive, with G¥ and G® both almost simple. Moreover, G has a subgroup
H = (hy):(hy) = Z7:Z3, where

hlz

O = O
— o O

1
1 and hy =
0

OO =
—_— O
O = O

Then D is also H-locally-primitive, with G and G® both affine (i.e., (H”, HP) is
of type (HA,HA)). However, the complement D’ is a 2-(7,4,2) design, and is not
H-locally-primitive.
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Example 4.3. Let ¢? = 2%. Then D = PG,(3,2) is a 2-(15, 3, 1) design. This design
admits two locally-primitive automorphism groups, which are PSL,(2) and the al-
ternating group A;. These two groups are both almost simple, acting 2-transitively
on P. Besides, A7 is locally-primitive on PGy(3,2) (a 2-(15,7,3) symmetric design)
by the same 2-transitive action.

Remark. Example shows that the Fano plane admits two locally-primitive
automorphism groups PGL3(2) and Z; : Zs of different types. The former one is
almost simple, whereas the latter one is an affine group on both P and B.

Example gives an example of an almost simple group with the socle an alter-
nating group acting locally-primitively on a design.

Example 4.4. This example arises from the affine space AG(d, q).
Let V = Fg be an vector space with ¢ a prime power. Let
P={v|veV}
B;={U+v|veV and U is any i-subspace of V}.
Denote by AG;(d, q) the incidence geometry (P, B;, Z) with incidence relation defined
as inclusion. In this geometry, each block is a coset of some i-subspace U of V.
We then show that AG;(d, q) is a 2-(¢4, ¢, [?:Hq) design with a locally-primitive
automorphism group AGLy4(gq). Moreover, AGLg4(¢) is non-quasiprimitive on B.
Let G = AGL4(q) = V % GL4(q). An element g € G can be written as

g = ai, where @ € V and a € GLg(q).
The action of g on V is defined as

atw : v ™ =v*+w.

For any two distinct points w and u in P, there exists Zu €V such that w™"
and u=* = u —u = 0. Hence the number of blocks containing w and wu, denoted by
Aw,u, 15 equal to the number of blocks containing w — w and 0. This is exactly the
number of i-dimensional subspaces containing w — u. Hence, if 1 > 2, then

{d - 1] _ @ =9 =)@ -

i—1], (@ '=a@t=¢) (@ —¢?)

which is a constant number, independent of the choice of w and u. So AG;(d, q) is
a 2-(¢4, ¢, [?:Hq) design. If ¢ = 1, then clearly \,, = 1. When ¢ = 2 and 7 > 1,
AG;(d, q) is even a 3-design since any triple on P corresponds to a 2-subspace of V'
by a translation.

Note that G is primitive on P = V. Meanwhile, since GL(V') is transitive on the
set of i-subspaces, we conclude that G is transitive on B, the set of all cosets of
i-subspaces. Moreover, the point stabilizer Gy = GL4(q) is primitive on the set of
all ¢-subspaces of V', and for an ¢-subspace U < V', we have that

GY = U x GL(U) 2 AGL(U),

=w—u

Awu:

)

which is primitive on U. Hence G is locally-primitive on design D. Note that Vaa
is intransitive on B. Then G¥ is an affine group and G® is non-quasiprimitive (i.e.,

(GP,GP) is of type (HA, —-)).
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In the following, we provide an example satisfying Theorem [[L4 (2), that is, D
is a proper subdesign of AGy(2m,q) and admits a locally-primitive automorphism
group G with G® non-quasiprimitive.

Example 4.5. This example gives a proper subdesign of AGy(2m, q).

Let V = Fgm be a vector space associated with a non-degenerate alternating form,
m > 1. Let D = (P, B,Z) be an incidence geometry, where P = {v|v € V} and

B={U+v|veV and U is a non-degenerate 2-subspace of V'}.

Similar to Example [£.4] for any two points w and u in P, the number of blocks
containing both w and u, denoted by A, ., is equal to the number of non-degenerate
2-subspaces containing w; = w — u. Every such subspace is in form (wq, ws), where
wy € V \ (wy)t has ¢*™ — ¢*™ ! choices. Hence
q2m _ q2m—1

)\wu:

)

¢ —q
is a constant number, independent of the choice of w and u. Then D = (P,B,Z) is
a 2-(¢*™, ¢, ¢*™?) design, which is a proper subdesign of AGy(2m, q).

Further, let G = V x SPom(q) < Aut(D) with point stabilizer Gy = Sp,,,(¢). For

B = U < V a non-degenerate 2-subspace, i.e., a block containing point 0, we have
that Gog = (Sps,,(q))v is a maximal subgroup of Gy = Sp,,,(q). Besides,

G5 =T % Spy(q)

is primitive on D(J). Hence G is locally-primitive on design D. Note that VG is
not transitive on B. Then G is an affine group and G® is non-quasiprimitive (i.e.,
(G”,GP) is of type (HA, —-)).

In addition, though AGy(2m,2) is a 3-design, its subdesign D is not a 3-design:
there exist distinct points u,v,w € P such that v / v but v L w, and then there

exists a unique block (a non-degenerate 2-subspace) containing {0, u,v}, but no
block will contain {0, u,w}.

5. PRIMITIVITY ON POINTS AND BLOCKS

Let D = (P,B,Z) be a 2-design, and let G < AutD.

5.1. Point primitivity.
The following key lemma shows that locally-primitive 2-designs are flag-transitive
and point-primitive.

Lemma 5.1. Assume that G is locally-primitive on D. Then D is G-flag-transitive
and G-point-primitive.

Proof. Let T' be the incidence graph of D. Then I' is a connected graph. Since G
is locally-primitive on D, for each element 3 € B, the stabilizer G is primitive on
D(5). It implies that all flags of D are equivalent under GG action, and hence G is
flag-transitive on D.

Suppose that G is imprimitive on P. Let P = P, U---U P,, be a non-trivial G-
invariant partition of P, namely, each permutation of G on P induces a permutation
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of G on the set {P,..., P,}. Pick a member P € {P,..., P,}. For each element
p € B, since Gp is primitive on D(F), we have that

|[PND(B)]=0,1, or [D(B)].
Take points a1, as € P, and a3z ¢ P. Let 51,8y € B be such that oy, a9 € D(f1),
aj,a3 € D(Fy). Then |PND(By)| = |D(B1)], and so P ND(B) = D(By), while

D(5y) € P. Since G is transitive on B, there exists ¢ € G which maps ; to fs.
Then we have that

D(Bs) = D(B)? = (D(B1) N P)? = D(By) N P,

Thus D(52) C P9, so P # P9 and then PN PY = (). However, a; € D(B1)ND(fa) C
P N P9, which is a contradiction. So P does not have a non-trivial G-invariant
partition, and G is primitive on P. O

5.2. Block imprimitivity.
Although G7% is primitive, the permutation group G is not necessarily primitive.
We next establish Lemma [5.2] which will be needed in the ensuing arguments.

Recall that, for an element § € B, the points contained in [ is denoted by D(5) =
{a € P | a ~ [} for the notation convenience. Now for a subset A of B, we let

D(A) = |JDB) ={aeP|a~peAl

BeA
consisting of points which are incident with some elements in A.

Let A with 1 < |A| < |B] be an imprimitive-block, namely, for any element
g € G < AutD, either A9 = A, or AYNA = ().

We have to notice that the word ‘block’ here is confusing, which is used for an
element of B in design theory, and also used for a part of a G-invariant partition
of B in permutation group theory. Thus, to avoid confusion, we call the latter
‘imprimitive-block’.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that G is imprimitive on B, and let A be an imprimitive-block
for G acting on B. Then the following statements hold.

(1) Gap = Gan, for any f € A.
(2) Any distinct blocks By, Ba € A are disjoint, namely, D(51) N D(Bz) = .

Proof. (1). Let 8 € A. Then, as D is G-locally-primitive, G4 is a maximal subgroup
of G. Since A is an imprimitive-block for G acting on B, we have that Gz < Ga.
Thus Gapg < Gaa < G

Suppose that Goa = Go. Then D(a) = % = B%a C A. Let g € G be such
that AN A = (. Then D(a?) = D(a)? C A9. Let ' € B be such that a ~ ' ~ 9.
Then ' € D(a) ND(af9) C AN AY = (), which is a contradiction. Thus G,a < G,
and so Gop = Gaa since G, is a maximal subgroup of G,.

(2) Suppose that D(8;) N D(Ps) # 0, where [, 5, € A are distinct. Let a €
D(p1) N D(F2). Since G, is transitive on D(«), there exists g € G, such that
By = B2. Thus A9 = A, and g € Gaa. By part (1), we have that g € Goa = Gag,,
and so O = 8 = (1, which is a contradiction. So D(8;) N D(fs) = (), and part (2)
is proved. O
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6. A REDUCTION

In this section, let D = (P, B,Z) be a G-locally-primitive 2-design. We are going
to determine the primitive permutation group G”.

The first lemma characterizes the case where GG has a normal subgroup which is
regular on P.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that G has a normal subgroup N which is reqular on P. Then
N s elementary abelian, and G is a primitive affine group on P.

Proof. As N is regular on P, by [2I, Proposition 2.3], N is solvable. Since G is
primitive on P by Lemma 5.1 we conclude that N is elementary abelian. Thus G”
is a primitive affine group. O

The next lemma treats the case where G® is not quasiprimitive.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that G® is not quasiprimitive. Then GT is an affine group.

Proof. Let 1 # N <G, such that N is intransitive on B. Thus N is intransitive on
the flag set of D.

Suppose that NP # 1. Then the non-trivial normal subgroup NP@ of the
primitive permutation group GE® is transitive. Since N is transitive on P, it
follows that IV is transitive on the flag set, which is a contradiction.

We thus conclude that N2 = 1, namely, N, acts trivially on D(a)). By the
result of Zieschang in [20), Proposition 2], the normal subgroup N is regular on P.
By Lemma [6.1, we obtain that G¥ is of type HA, namely, G” is an affine primitive
group. O

The final lemma of this section deals with the case where G® is quasiprimitive.
Lemma 6.3. If GB is quasiprimitive, then GT is of type HA, AS, or PA.

Proof. Assume that GP is quasiprimitive. Let N = soc(G) = T™, where T is
nonabelian simple. Suppose G” of type SD or CD. Let (a, 3) € (P, B) be a flag.
Then N is transitive on P with point stabilizer N, = T, where 1 < ¢ < m. Since
G, is primitive on D(a) and N, < G, either N, is transitive on D(«), or N, fixes
D(«) pointwise.

Suppose that N, is transitive on D(a). Then r = |D(«)| divides |N,| = |T|*, and
thus 7 is coprime to |T'|™~' —1 = v — 1. Since A(v — 1) = r(k — 1), we have that r
divides A, which is a contradiction since r > \.

We thus conclude that N, acts trivially on D(«). Thus N, < Nj for each element
B € D(«). Since G is primitive on P and quasiprimitive on B, the normal subgroup
N is transitive on both P and B. Thus v = |N : N,| > |N : Ng| = b, so that v = b
as it is known that v < b. It then follows that |N,| = |Ng| and so N, = Nj as
N, < Ngs. Since the incidence graph I' of D is connected, it follows that N, fixes
each element of P U B. Since N is faithful on P U B by Lemma 2.2 we have that
T <T"= N, = 1, which is a contradiction. Thus G is not of type SD or type CD.

By Lemma 6.1, G7 is not of type HS, HC, or TW, and thus G7 is of type HA,
AS, or PA by Theorem 23] O



LOCALLY-PRIMITIVE BLOCK DESIGNS 13

For the case where G7 is of type AS, since G is quasiprimitive, Theorem L[4 is
satisfied.

7. AFFINE GROUPS

In this section, we assume that D = (P,B,Z) is a G-locally-primitive 2-design,
and further, G” is primitive affine, and G is non-quasiprimitive.

Lemma 7.1. Each N-orbit on B is of size equal to { = g

Proof. Let A be an orbit of N on B. Since N is a normal subgroup of G, A% is a

G-invariant partition of B, say AY = {A}, Ay, ..., As}. In particular, the orbits of
N on B have equal size.

Since G = NG, the stabilizer G, is transitive on the orbit set {Aq, Ag, ..., Ay}
By Lemma [5.2/(2), we have that |D(a) N A;] = 0 or 1 for 1 < i < ¢. It follows
that |D(a) N A;] = 1 for each ¢ with 1 < ¢ < ¢. Thus ¢ = |D(a)| = r, and
A= =2=¢ 0

The next lemma determines the designs D in the case where G is affine.

Lemma 7.2. Let N = ZZ where p is a prime and d is a positive integer. Then
D is a subdesign of AG;(d,q) for some i with 1 < i < d — 1. In particular, D is
non-symmetric.

Proof. Regard P as a vector space V = IFZ. Then G < AGL(d, p), and so
G = N:G, = V:Gy < V:GL(d, p),

where Gy < GL(d, p) is irreducible. Let f € B contain the point @ = 0, and let
A = BN = {B),Ba,---,Bs}. Since G® is imprimitive, the N-orbits on B form a
G-invariant partition of B. Thus the stabilizer N3 is a non-identiy proper subgroup
of N, and so

—

Nng%Z;, 0<i<d.
Since D is G-locally-primitive, Ng < G is transitive on D(/). Thus we have that
B=0% =0" = {0+w|weW}=W
Thus every element of B containing the point 0 is an ¢-subspace of V. In other word,
D(0) = g% = {W1, - , W, },

where Wy, --- W, <V are i-subspaces. Therefore we have that

B = 8% =N = (W, W = J{W; +vlve V),
j=1
that is to say, the block set B consists of some of the cosets of i-subspaces of V' = Fg.
So, up to isomorphism, D is a subdesign of AG;(d, q).
Finally, if D is symmetric, then the block size |5| = k = r divides the number
of points v = |P|. Since A(v — 1) = r(k — 1), we get r dividing A, which is a
contradiction as r > A. So D is non-symmetric. O
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8. PRODUCT ACTION TYPE

In this section, we assume that D = (P,B,Z) is a G-locally-primitive 2-design,
and further, G is primitive of type PA, and G” is quasiprimitive.

Lemma 8.1. Under the assumption made above, G® is of type PA, SD or CD, and
soc(QG) is flag-transitive on D.

Proof. The former statement of the lemma follows from Theorem 1.2 of [12].

Let N = soc(G), and let («, 8) be a flag. Suppose that N, fixes all elements of
D(«), and Nj fixes all elements of D(5). Then Ng < N, and N, < Np, so that
N, = Ngz. It then follows that N, fixes all elements of P U B, and so N, = 1 by

Lemma 2.2, which is not possible since G* is of PA type. Thus either ND@) # 1, or

N;)(B ) # 1. Since both GS(O‘) and Gg(ﬁ ) are primitive, it follows that either Ng @ is

transitive, or N/;D(B ) is transitive. Note that N is transitive on P and B, it implies

that NV is transitive on the flags of D, completing the proof. O

To procedure our proof, we need to introduce the structures and the actions of
the primitive group G” and its socle N. Since G is a primitive permutation group
of type PA by assumption, the set P can be written as a product of an underlying
set ()

P={(wy,  ,wn)|w €2} Q™ m>1,
and N = soc(G) = T™ <1 G < H™ % S,,, where H < Sym(Q2) is an almost
simple group and primitive on €2 with simple socle T'. Since N is a minimal normal
subgroup, G acts transitively by conjugation on the set of simple direct factors of
T™. Then an element g € G < H™ x S, has the form g = (hy,- -, hy,)o, where
(hi, -+ ,hy) € H™ and 0 € S,,, and g acts on P by

(h1,+ hm)o

h - h -
(wh"'uwm) :<w1 1 m 1>

_1 ’-.-’w _1

1° me°

Here in order to make things clear, we explicitly write the socle N as an direct
product in both internal and external ways, with their differences shown as

N — Ty X --- x T, internal with each T; < N, T; = T,
)T x---xT, external with m copies of T' £ N.

For a point o = (wy, - -+ ,wy,) € P, the stabilizer can be written as:

N — (T1)a X -+ X (T1n)a with each (T})o < N,, internally;
T, X x Ty, ={(t1, - twm) |t € Ty}, externally.

The following three lemmas help us to exclude all the three types of group G5.

Lemma 8.2. The quasiprimitive group G® is not of type CD.

Proof. Let N = soc(G). Then D is N-flag-transitive by Lemma .11

Suppose G® is of type CD. Then G is built from groups of type SD by taking
wreath product. Let («, 5) be a flag. Then N =T; x --- x T acts transitively on
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both P and B, with stabilizers decomposed as

N, = K1 x -+ x Ky, where K; < T;,
Nﬁ :X1 X X Xg,where XZ <T(i—1)t+1 X oo X ﬂt and Xz =T,

This is not possible by Lemma 3.4 O

Lemma 8.3. The quasiprimitive group GB is not of type SD.

Proof. We write the socle
N=A(ty, - tn)|t; €T} =Tx---xT=T™

as a direct product in ezternal way, where each element (¢1,---,t,) in N is an
ordered m-tuple of T.

Since G = GP is a quasiprimitive permutation group of type SD, we have that
G<{(ar, - ,am)s|a; € Aut(T), s €S,,, Ta; =Ta;, for any i,;}.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that 5 € B is such that
Gpg <{(a,a,...,a)s|a € Aut(T), s € S;,}.
Fix a flag (o, ) € (P, B). Write Ng and N,, externally as
Ny ={(t- D)[teT}=T,
No = {1, tm) [t € Qi} = Q1 X -+ X Q,
where these (); are isomorphic subgroups of 7. Let Y = Q1N ---NQ,, <T. Then
Nog = No N Ng ={(y,---,y)lye Y} =Y.
By Lemma BRIl D is N-flag-transitive. Choose ¢g; € T \ @;. We have that
g=1(g1,1,--+,1) € N\ N,. By Lemma B2 we have that
_ |N5Na N NBNag‘
- | Ng|
Hence there exists an element x € N3N, N NgN,g, and so

A > 0.

T = U1 = UV249,
for some elements uy,us € Ng and vy, v2 € N,, which we write as

Uy = (81,81,...,81> € Nﬁ,
Ug = (SQ,SQ,...,SQ) € Nﬁ,
V1 = (tl,tQ,"' ,tm) € Na,
v = (t),th, -+ 1) € N,.

Now uy 1y = vegu; !, and, letting ¢ = s5's;, we have that
(.. t) = (55'51,85'51,...,55 '51)
= u;lul
= vggvfl
= (t/la tl27 T 7t;n)(gla 17 ) 1)(t17 t27 U 7tm)71
= (gt thtyh, Lt ).

Y'mTm

Then we will have that
tgty =ty = =t =t € QaN Q3N N Qe
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If there exists 7y > 2 such that Q;, = ()1, then

tEQNQ2N-NQn.

In particular, t = tg;t;" € Q; and we get g; € @y, which is a contradiction to
the choice of g;. It follows that Q1 # Q; for any ¢ # 1. Similarly, we obtain that

Qi #Q; for any i # j.
Case 1. Assume that the flag stabilizer Ny =Y # 1.
Let X ={(y1, - ,ym)|yi € Y} = Y™ Then X < N,. Since Y < Q;, we have
that X < N,, and
1# Nog < X < N, <Gl
Thus Gapg < XGop < NoGop = Gq, and Ny < X N Gap < Ny N Gop. The latter
implies that X N G,3 = Nyg.
Suppose that Gos = XGap. Then Y™ =2 X < GopN N, = Ny = Y, which is a
contradiction. Thus Gpg < XGyp.
Suppose that XG,3 = NoGop = Go. Then
[NallGasl _ [ NallGasl [ XNGapl _ [X[Gagl
| Nos| [Na N Gagl [ X NGagl  [Nagl ~
and so | X| = |N,|, which is a contradiction since X < N,.
We thus conclude that G,z < XG5 < G, which contradicts the fact that G.g
is a maximal subgroup of G,,.
Case 2. Assume that the flag stabilizer Nyg =Y = 1.

Consider the primitive permutation group G induced by G on D(3), that is,
_ D
Gy =G5 = Gy/Gioge).

= |G04| =

As
NN Goe) = Noe) < Nag =1,
the image Nz is isomorphic to Ng, and then Gz has a regular normal subgroup
N; & Nz = T. Note that HS is the only possible primitive type with a regular
normal subgroup isomorphic to nonabelian simple T. Hence Gj is of type HS. In
addition, groups of type HS have two regular minimal normal subgroups, which
centralize each other. Now, suppose that L < Gp, such that L is the other regular
minimal normal subgroup of G. Then we have L < C’G—ﬁ(m) Explicitly, for any
g € L, where g = (a,--- ,a)s € L < Gg, and any T € N, where z = (t,--- ,t),
t € T, we have
gt gt )T = 1) € Gupgy N N = 1

Then t* = ¢ for any t € T', so a € Cauy(r)(T') = 1. Hence g = s, where s € S,,,, and
L<S,.

Recall that a € D(f), and the point stabilizer N, = Q1 X - -+ X @, satisfies that
Qi #Qjfori#j. Forl#se L <S,,

NS = (Qux X Qu) = Qo X - X Qs # N

Thus L acts faithfully on D(8), and L = L. Now, on the one hand, since T is
transitive on the conjugacy class {Q:|t € T}, each element x = (¢,--- ,t) in Np
maps the first component of N, from @; to any other element of {Q,’|t € T}. On
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the other hand, L = L < G acts transitively on the stabilizers of points of D(f3) in
N by permuting their m components. Hence

{Qi'teTt={Q1,- . Qn}.

At last, each element in Q>N ---NQ,, fixes all Qs, - - -, Q,, by conjugation, so it also
fixes ()1, which is hence forced to be the identity, a contradiction to QoN- - -NQ,, # 1.
O

Lemma 8.4. The quasiprimitive group GB is not of type PA.

Proof. Suppose that G is of type PA, with N = soc(G) = T} x - - - x T},,. By Lemma
R D is N-flag-transitive. Fix a flag («, ).

Since G7 is primitive, we may write P = Q; x - - - X §),,,, so that a point a € P has
the form o = (wy, ..., wy,) with w; € Q;, and N, = X X -+ x X,;,, where X; < T;.

If GB is primitive, then Ng =Y x---xY,, with Y; <T;, which is a contradiction
by Lemma [3.4. Hence G® is quasiprimitive and imprimitive.

Let A C B be a maximal imprimitive-block for the action GB. Then A% is a

G-invariant partition of B, and G induces a primitive permutation group on A¢
with stabilizer Go. Thus A = ¥y x --- x %,,, and No = H; X --- x H,, with
H,;, < T, such that H; is transitive on X; with 1 <7 < m.

Without loss of generality, pick an element 5 € A and two points oy, as € D(3)
with
a1 = (UJ17°U27"' 7Lun1)7 Qg = (0017L027' te 7UJW1)7
where wy # wj. Then there exists © € Ng such that af = ay. Note that Gg < Ga.

Thus z € Nao = Hy x -+- X Hy, with H; < T;. Let x = (t,ts,...,t,) with t; € H,.
Thus y = (1,2, %,...,t') € Na, and

xo=xy = (t1,1,...,1) € Na, and a° = ay.

Then ay = a7® € D(B)" ND(B). Since D(B)* ND(B) # 0, it follows that 5% = g
by Lemma [5.2], and so ¢ € Ng. Let

€]
R=x," = {((t1,1,---,1)7| g € Gp).
Then R<1Gg, and RP®) £ 1 since xy sends a; to as, and hence the normal subgroup
RP®) 4 Gg(ﬁ ) is transitive.

Furthermore, any element g € G has the form g = (g1, .., gm)m where g; € T,
and 7 € S,,, and so

xg:(tl,l,---,1)9:(#1”,---,19m)5:(1,---,1 91 1’...’1)'

9 1W71a

It follows that R = Ry x --- X R,, is a direct product of the isomorphic subgroups
Ry,...,R,,, where each R; < T;. This contradicts Lemma [3.4] and the lemma is
proved. O
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9. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we complete the proofs of the main theorem and its corollaries.
Proof of Theorem [1.4k

Let D = (P,B,Z) be a 2-design, and assume that G < AutD is locally primitive
on D.

By Lemma [2.2] the group G is faithful on both P and B. Further, by Lemma [5.1],
the group G is transitive on the flag set and primitive on the point set P. Thus G*
is a primitive permutation group, and G? is a transitive permutation group.

First, if G® is not quasiprimitive, then G7 is a primitive affine group by Lemmal6.2}
and then Lemma shows that Theorem [[.4] is satisfied.

Otherwise, assume that GZ is quasiprimitive. Then the primitive permutation
group G7 is of type HA, AS or PA by Lemma Moreover, if G is of type AS,
then Theorem [[.4] is satisfied, and the case where G* is of type PA is excluded by
Lemmas B.2H8.4l

We thus only need to treat the case where G¥ is of type HA. Then G has a
unique minimal normal subgroup, which is abelian, and it then follows that the
quasiprimitive permutation group G® is a primitive affine group. This completes
the proof of Theorem [L.4l O

Proof of Corollary

Let D = (P, B,Z) be a symmetric 2-design, and assume that G < AutD is locally-
primitive on D. Then we obtain by Theorem [[.4] that G¥ is primitive, and either
almost simple or affine.

Since the dual structure of D also forms a G-locally-primitive symmetric design,
again we obtain by Theorem [[.4] that G is primitive, and either almost simple or
affine. The proof then follows. O

Proof of Corollary

Let D = (P, B,Z) be at-design with ¢ > 3. By [4, Thm.3.3.2], D is non-symmetric.
Let G < AutD be locally-primitive on D. To complete the proof, by Theorem [L.4]
we may assume that D is a subdesign of AG;(d, q).

Suppose that ¢ > 2. Let x be a non-zero vector of P = IFZ, and then {0, z,ax} is
a 3-subset of P, where a € F, \ {0,1}. Given a block § € B, note that § contains
0 € P if and only if 5 is a subspace of V. Then, 5 contains {0, z, ax} if and only if
it contains the 2-subset {0, x}. Since D is a 2-design and a 3-design, it follows that

A3 = Mg, which is a contradiction as Ay = A3 (g:;)/(g:;)

We thus conclude that ¢ = 2. Since D is non-trivial, we have that d > 2. We
already know that AG;(d,2) is a 3-design when 7 > 1. Suppose that its subdesign
D is a 4-design. Let x,y € P = F? be two linearly independent vectors, and then
{0,z,y, x4y} is a 4-subset of P. Similarly, a block contains 0 € P if and only if it is
a subspace of V; then, it contains {0, z,y,z + y} if and only if it contains {0, z, y}.
It follows that Ay = A3, a contradiction. O
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