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PROBABILISTIC GENERATION OF FINITE ALMOST SIMPLE GROUPS

JASON FULMAN, DANIELE GARZONI, AND ROBERT M. GURALNICK

ABSTRACT. We prove that if G is a sufficiently large finite almost simple group of Lie type,
then given a fixed nontrivial element * € G and a coset of G modulo its socle, the proba-
bility that « and a random element of the coset generate a subgroup containing the socle is
uniformly bounded away from 0 (and goes to 1 if the field size goes to co). This is new even
if G is simple. Together with results of Lucchini and Burness—Guralnick—Harper, this proves
a conjecture of Lucchini and has an application to profinite groups. A key step in the proof
is the determination of the limits for the proportion of elements in a classical group which
fix no subspace of any bounded dimension.

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of determining the smallest cardinality of a generating set for finite groups
has a very long history, and has had various applications — e.g., Thompson proved that a
finite group is solvable if and only if every two generated subgroup is solvable. The critical
case for handling these problems is when the group is simple or almost simple. (Recall that
a finite group G is almost simple if there exists a nonabelian finite simple group S with
S < G < Aut(S).) Combining the classification of simple groups together with Steinberg’s
result [St] shows that every finite simple group can be generated by two elements.

In recent years, probabilistic methods have been introduced. In particular, it was shown in
[Di, KLu,LS1] that the probability that two random elements of a finite simple group generate
the group goes to 1 as the order of the group goes to infinity.

A finite group is said to be %—genera‘ced if every nontrivial element belongs to a generating
pair. Already in [St] it was asked whether every finite simple group is %—generated. This (and
more) was proved in [GK,BGK]. Recently Burness, Guralnick and Harper [BGH] showed that
a finite group is %—generated if and only if every proper quotient is cyclic.

Kantor and Lubotzky [KLu] asked whether there was a probabilistic version of %—generation.
This is not the case for alternating groups: If z € A,, moves only a bounded number of points,
it is clear that the probability that x and a random element of A,, generate a transitive group
goes to 0 as n — oo.

In this paper, we prove that, on the contrary, a probabilistic version holds for simple
groups of Lie type. More generally, we consider almost simple groups of Lie type, by fixing
any nontrivial element and picking random elements from a fixed coset of the socle. Together
with [BGH2,Lu] this solves a conjecture of Lucchini and has an application to profinite groups;
see Corollaries 1.2 and 1.3.

Theorem 1.1. There exists an absolute constant € > 0 such that the following holds. Let S
be a finite simple group of Lie type of large enough order, and let x,y € Aut(S) with x # 1.
Then the probability that x and a random element of Sy generate (S, x,y) is at least €.
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If S is defined over F, with ¢ large, and if z,y € S, then Theorem 1.1 was proved in
Liebeck—Shalev [L.S2] and Guralnick—Kantor—Saxl [GKS] (and the probability tends to 1 as
q — o0). For ¢ large, we extend this result to the case of arbitrary x and y. We stress,
however, that the key contribution of this paper is the case of classical groups over small
fields (which is the most difficult case), also for z,y € S; see Section 1.1 for more details. It
is known that, for bounded ¢, the probability in Theorem 1.1 can be bounded away from 1,
so that Theorem 1.1 cannot be improved.

The fact that (S, z,y) is 2-generated was proved by Dalla Volta—Lucchini [DVL]. A variant
of the proof of the %—generation result of [BGH] gives that if S is a nonabelian simple group
and z,y € Aut(S) with = # 1, then there exists s € S such that (z, sy) = (S, z,y); see [BGH2].
In particular, this proves Theorem 1.1 for sporadic groups and for the finitely many groups
of Lie type excluded from the statement.

As already remarked, the probabilistic statement fails for alternating groups. Nevertheless,
Lucchini [Lu] proved that if z,y € S,, with x # 1, then the probability that z and a random
element of A,y generate a nonsolvable group is bounded away from zero. In particular, we
deduce from [Lu] (alternating groups), Theorem 1.1 (groups of Lie type of large enough order)
and [BGH2] (sporadic groups and remaining groups of Lie type) the following, which was
conjectured by Lucchini in [Lu, Conjecture 5].

Corollary 1.2. There exists an absolute constant € > 0 such that the following holds. Let S
be a nonabelian finite simple group and let x,y € Aut(S) with x # 1. Then the probability
that x and a random element of Sy generate a nonsolvable group is at least €.

In [Lu, Theorem 4] it was shown that Corollary 1.2 implies the following result on profinite
groups, stating that for an element g € G, g and a random element have a chance to generate
a prosolvable group if and only if g centralizes almost all nonabelian chief factors of G. (Here
the probability on G is the Haar measure.)

Corollary 1.3. Let G be a profinite group and let g € G. Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) The probability that g and a random element of G generate a prosolvable group is
positive;

(ii) There exists C' > 1 such that g centralizes all but at most C' nonabelian chief factors
of G/N for every every open normal subgroup N of G.

One might ask whether the probability of generating a nonsolvable group goes to 1 as the
order of S goes to oo (cf. Corollary 1.2). This is not needed for the application to profinite
groups (Corollary 1.3), but is an interesting problem which we plan to address in future work.

A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.1 is a result of independent interest. We consider
the proportion of elements in a classical group of dimension n over the field of size ¢ which
fix no subspace of dimension at most t. For ¢ and ¢ fixed, we prove that the limit as n — oo
exists and is strictly between 0 and 1. We elaborate on this in the next subsection.

1.1. Idea of the proof. Let us explain the method of proof of Theorem 1.1. Let M be a
maximal subgroup of (S,z,y). We will see (Lemma 3.2) that the probability that x and a
random element of Sy are contained in a conjugate of M is at most the fixed point ratio of x
on the cosets of M. Using fixed point ratio estimates from Guralnick-Kantor [GK], Liebeck—
Saxl [LSa] and Liebeck—Shalev [LS2], this leaves us with classical groups over fields of size 2
and 3 and M a subspace subgroup.

We remark at once that this is not a critical advancement, in that handling small fields is
the most difficult case, and solving the problem for SL,(2), say, is as difficult as solving the
problem for PSL,,(q) for every q.
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Indeed, the remaining cases require much more work, and we make use of a new method in
order to address them. Specifically, we pick random elements from a certain subset A of Sy,
and we make use of a key lemma (Lemma 3.1), asserting that we can multiply fpr(z, G/M)
by the expected number of fixed points of an element of A on G/M, namely, by

‘7}’ " fp(g, G/M). (1.1)

geA

(Note that the aforementioned Lemma 3.2 is just a special case, since the expected number
of fixed points of an element of Sy is 1.) The success of this strategy depends on being able
to prove two facts:

(i) |A]/|S] is bounded away from zero.
(ii) The expectation (1.1) is small.

Let A = A(t) be the set of elements of Sy fixing no space of dimension at most ¢ (with
suitable necessary changes for some choices of Sy). In order to prove (i) we will use generating
functions. We will prove that the limit as n — oo with ¢ and ¢ fixed of |A|/|S| exists and is
between 0 and 1. This generalizes work of Neumann—Praeger [NP], which addressed the case
t=1.

We will then prove (ii). Evidently, when M is a stabilizer of a space of dimension k < t,
the average (1.1) is simply zero. What is more, the average over Sy is 1, for any k. Given
that A is obtained from Sy by removing elements fixing (loosely speaking) many subspaces,
we expect that the average over A be smaller than 1 also in the case k > t. We will prove
this fact, by computing the asymptotic of (1.1) in the regime ¢ and ¢ fixed and n — oo. The
proof depends essentially on the existence of the limits discussed in the previous paragraph,
as well as on some of their properties.

We conclude with a comment. In order to make the proof explicit, we will choose an explicit
value for ¢ (and t < 4 in all cases). However, it is worth explaining the proof from a somewhat
more satisfying perspective. By [GK],

prr(x,G/M) <<Zqik’ (1.2)
M k=1

the sum running over all conjugacy classes of subspace subgroups. By taking ¢ sufficiently
large but fixed, and using Lemma 3.1 and (i) and (ii), we can just cancel all terms 1/¢* with
k as large as we want, and since >, 1/ ¢" is a convergent series, we can make the right-hand
side of (1.2) as small as we want. (One has to be slightly careful because there are cases
where some contributions 1/q or 1/¢? simply cannot be cancelled, due to the nature of the
coset Sy.)

1.2. Notation. If G is a group acting on a finite set 2 and g € G, we denote by fp(g,2) the
number of fixed points of g on 2, and we denote by fpr(g, Q) the fized point ratio fp(g,)/|€|.
If H is a subgroup of G we denote by G/H the set of right cosets of H in G.

We write f < g if there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that f < Cg. If C depends
on a parameter, say r, then we write f <, g.

We write (n,m) for the greatest common divisors of the positive integers n and m.

2. GENERATING FUNCTIONS

Neumann and Praeger [NP] studied the proportion of eigenvalue free elements in a finite
classical group G. We extend this in two directions. First, we consider proportions of elements
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in cosets of SL,(¢) in GL,,(¢) and find that the limiting proportions are the same as for GLy,(q).
Although we do not need it, the same is true for proportions of elements in cosets of SU,(g) in
GU,(q); see the appendix. Second, for linear, unitary, symplectic, and orthogonal groups, we
investigate proportions of elements whose characteristic polynomial has no irreducible factors
of degree at most some fixed ¢ (so the case ¢t = 1 corresponds to eigenvalue free elements).

2.1. Cosets of SL,(¢) in GL,(¢). The main purpose of this section is to show that for any
coset of SL,(¢q) in GL,(q), the fixed ¢, n — oo proportion of elements whose characteristic
polynomial has no irreducible factors of degree at most ¢ converges to the fixed ¢, n — oo
proportion of the corresponding elements of GL,(¢). From [NP], when ¢t = 1, the fixed ¢,
n — oo proportion of eigenvalue free elements of GL,(¢q) is equal to

q—1
[Ta-14))
i>1

and converges to 1/e as ¢ — co. We will calculate the limiting proportion for general ¢ and
will show that for ¢ a prime power, it is uniformly bounded away from 0 and 1.

We require some definitions. Let F, be a finite field of size g. We let <I>j{ denote the set of of
monic irreducible polynomials ¢ in Fy[z] other than the polynomial z. We let deg(¢) denote

the degree of ¢. Fix a generator ¢ of the multiplicative group F;. For a € F, define () to

be the element of Z, 1 such that ("(*) = a. For a polynomial g, define (g) = r((—1)%99) g(0)).
We let A denote the set of partitions of all non-negative integers n.
The following three known lemmas will be useful.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that g(u) =}, ~qanu™ where g(u) = f(u)/(1 —wu) for [u| < 1. If f(u)
is analytic in the open disc of radius R around the origin where R > 1, then limy,_ca, = f(1).

Proof. Writing f(u) = ano bpu', one has that a, = bg+ - -+ by, and the result follows. [
Lemma 2.2 is a basic criterion for absolute convergence which replaces products with sums.

Lemma 2.2. The following are equivalent for a domain D in the complex plane:

(1) TI(1 + ay,) converges absolutely (and uniformly over D)
(2) > |an| converges absolutely (and uniformly over D)

Lemma 2.3. (Identity 3.4 of [Br1]) Let w be a root of 271 — 1 other than 1. Then
I1 <1 _ wr(¢)udeg(¢)> -1
peds

In what follows we will need to use the cycle index Zg;,, (q) of SLy(g). For a set of matrices
S, the cycle index Zg of S is the polynomial in variables

{xd))\ : (25 € (I);,)\ S A}

1
Zs = Kl Yo 1 #onace

AeS ped

defined by

where A4(¢) is the partition corresponding to the irreducible polynomial ¢ in the rational
canonical form of A.
Define Cyp 4(A) to be equal to the size of the centralizer of the block matrix

diag(v(™), 7 (¢™?),--+)
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in GLgeg(g))7|(q), or equal to 1 if A = . Here (™) is the companion matrix of ¢™i.

From Stong [Sto], one has the following cycle index for the groups GL,(q). Note that the
partitions A range over all partitions of all non-negative integers, and that |A| denotes the size
of the partition A.

zp uteo O /\udeg(¢> [Al

1+ Z ZGLn(q H Z

n>1 ¢ECI>+ A

Britnell [Brl] derived a cycle index for the groups SL,(¢). To state it, let £,_1 be the set
of complex roots of 2471 — 1. For w € 241, define

(6P yudes(@

H Z Cd%q()\)

pedf A

Britnell’s cycle index for the groups SL,,(q) is given by

g—1-+ ZZSLn(q)u" = Z K, (u)

n>1 weQy 1

It what follows, we let N(g;j) be the number of monic degree j irreducible polynomials
over F;, with non-zero constant term. It is known that N(¢;1) = ¢ — 1 and that for j > 1,

)= = S utr)”,
v

where p is the Moebius function of elementary number theory.

Theorem 2.4. Fizt > 1. For any coset of SLy(q) in GL,,(q), the fixed q, n — oo proportion
of elements whose characteristic polynomial has no irreducible factors of degree at most t
converges to

ﬁ H (1- 1/qij)N(q;j) . (2.1)

j=1i>1

Proof. We first prove the result for the coset SL,(g). Since the argument is almost identical,
we assume that t = 1 and point out the amendments needed for general t.

In Britnell’s cycle index for special linear groups, set x4 to equal 0 if the degree of ¢ is
equal to 1 and [A[ > 0, and to equal 1 otherwise. Then Zgy, (4) is the proportion of eigenvalue
free elements of SL,(q). With these same substitutions, we get that

W @A deg(@) A

Holw) = H Z C¢q A)

¢:deg(p)>1 A

Now
W (@) deg(@) A (wr (@) ydes (@) A

Z Co.q(N) B Z)\: Coq(N)

A
From [Sto], one has that

Y 1
Z Coq(N) 21;[1 1 — udeg(9) /gideg(9)”
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Thus
W (DAl deg(@)|A|

>

X Co.q(0)

H 1
S 1— udeg(¢)w7"(¢) /qideg(¢)

It follows that

K, = ]I H 239 wr(¢ Jqi%e9(@)

¢:deg(p)>1 z>1

= H H(l o/ )HH udeg(d) (9 [ ideg (@)

Gideg(9)=11>1
Lemma 2.3 implies that for w # 1,

H H — ydeg(o wr(d) /qzdeg((j)

i>1 ¢

Hence if w # 1,
q—1
H H (1 — uwr(‘z’)/qi) = H H (1 —uw’ /q")
i>1 prdeg(¢)= i>1j=1

Note that for general ¢,

t

=TI1I (1 _ ujwrw)/qij) .
i>1j=1 g:deg(d)=j

Now if w = 1, we have that

K (’LL) - H H 1- u/q HH udeg(d) /qzdeg @)’
prdeg(¢p)=1121
Setting all variables in the cycle index of the groups GLn( ) equal to 1 gives that

1
H H deg(qb /qzdeg - 1—u

¢>1

It follows that
q—1

Ki(u) = —— [ TT(1 = w/a))

l1—u ST
Note that for general t,

N(g;4)

I H 10— w/a”)

j=1i>1

Summarizing, we have shown that with the above substitutions
a=1+4) Zsi,u

n>1

is equal to A + B where

1 .
— . i\q—1
A=1— 2-|>|1(1 u/q")
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and

1:zznnl—uw/q

w#1i>1j=1
(Note that there is no misprint in the formula for B). The result for SL,,(¢) now follows from
Lemma 2.1, since by Lemma 2.2, (1 —u)A and (1 — u)B are both analytic in a disc of radius

R >1 (any 1 < R < ¢ works).
To treat other cosets of SL,(q) in GL,(q ) use the fact from [Brl] that

1+ Z wSL(q) = Z O.)T(_“)Kw(u)
n>1 wENG—1

and again the dominant term is w = 1. O
Next we derive some useful properties of the quantity (2.1).

Proposition 2.5. Consider (2.1) with t fized.
(1) The quantity (2.1) converges to
o= (H1/24+1/1)

as q — oo.
(2) The quantity (2.1) is uniformly bounded away from 1.
(3) The quantity (2.1) is uniformly bounded away from 0.

Proof. Part 1 follows easily from the fact that the ¢ > 1 terms in (2.1) converge to 1.
Next we prove part 2. By looking only at the i = j = 1 term, one has that

t
[T 01" < 01
j=li>1

— la=1)log(1-1/q)
o—(a-1)/a
1

va
To prove part 3, since t is fixed, it’s enough to show that for j fixed between 1 and ¢,

H(l —1/¢)N(a)

i>1

IN

IN

is uniformly bounded away from 0. Since N(q;j) < ¢/, one has that
[10 - 1/¢9)NeD = T]a - 1/¢)77 = T] - 1/7)"
i>1 i>1 i>1

So it’s enough to show that for all prime powers ¢, [,(1 — 1/¢")? is uniformly bounded away

from 0. Now
H(l—l/qi)q —  tlogll;(1-1/¢")
qui log(l—l/qi)
e122:(=1/a"=1/%)
e~ 1/(1=1/0)=1/(a(1~1/q%))

AVA|
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The inequality used the fact that log(l —x) > —2 — 22 for 0 < z < 1/2. Finally, note that
—1/(1 —1/q) —1/(q(1 — 1/¢?)) is minimized for ¢ = 2, so that

H(l —1/¢")7 > e 2723 > 0.

0

2.2. Cosets of SU,(¢) in GU,(g). In fact the unitary analog of Section 2.1 is not needed
for the proof of Theorem 1.1. Nevertheless, we state the corresponding result, whose proof
runs along the same lines as Theorem 2.4, using Britnell’s cycle index for special unitary
groups [Br2] instead of his cycle index for the special linear groups. We put the details in an
appendix.

Theorem 2.6. For t and q fized, the n — oo limiting proportion of elements in any coset
of SU,(q) in GU,(q) which have no factors of degree at most t dividing the characteristic

polynomaal is equal to
t 1 N(Q;j) 1 M(Q;j)
M () 0-) &
=1 i>1

i>1

Here N (g; j) is the number of monic irreducible polynomials of degree j over F . such that
¢ = ¢; this is only non-zero for odd j. And M(q; j) is the number of (unordered) pairs {¢, (b}

of monic irreducible polynomials of degree j over F 2 such that ¢ # ¢. Here the conjugate )
of a degree n polynomial with non-zero constant term is defined by

6(2) = ¢(0)72"¢7 (1/2),
where ¢7(z) replaces each coefficient of ¢(z) by its gth power.

Remark 2.7. Using explicit formulas for N(g;7) and M(q;7) in [Fu], it is straightforward to
see that (2.2) converges to
~(Sher 1125, 10i)
é odd
as ¢ — oo (note that the ¢ > 1 terms in (2.2) contribute nothing). Moreover, for ¢ a prime
power, one can show, arguing as in Proposition 2.5, that (2.2) is uniformly bounded away
from 0 and 1. Since we don’t need these two facts, we omit the details.

2.3. Spy,,(q). We provide results for the symplectic groups. The proofs for the formulas for
limiting proportions are a minor modification of the methods of Neumann and Praeger [NP]
to study eigenvalue free proportions, so we just state the formulas. We do include a complete
proof that in odd characteristic these proportions are uniformly bounded away from 0 and 1
(the even characteristic case is almost identical which is not surprising since the formulas for
these proportions are almost identical).

First consider the case of odd characteristic. In the statement of Theorem 2.8, N*(g;j) is
the number of monic, irreducible self-conjugate polynomials of degree j over Fy, and M*(q; j)
is the number of (unordered) conjugate pairs {¢, *} of monic, irreducible non-self conjugate
polynomials of degree j over Fy, and the conjugate ¢* of a degree n polynomial ¢ with
non-zero constant term is defined by

¢*(2) = ¢(0) "' 2"p(z 7).
Explicit formulas for N*(g; j) and M*(g;j) are given in Lemma 1.3.16 in [FNP].
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Theorem 2.8. (1) For t and odd q fized, the n — oo limiting proportion of elements of
SPan (q) whose characteristic polynomz'al has no factors of degree at most t is equal to

H( Rl H H 14 (- N*(q;zj)HH(l_1/qij)M*(q;j)' (2.3)
i>1 j<t/2i>1 j<ti>1

(2) The quantity (2.3) is uniformly bounded away from 1.

(8) The quantity (2.3) is uniformly bounded away from 0.

Proof. The proof of part 1 is a straightforward generalization of the method of [NP] for the
special case t = 1.
For part 2, we first claim that

H H (1 + (_1)i/qij)N*(Q§2j) < 1.
j<t/2i>1
Indeed, this follows from the fact that
[Ta+E07/e7) <1,
i>1
which in turn follows from the fact that for any prime power g,
(1-1/¢)(1+1/¢") <1

for all 4.
Thus it is enough to show that

H(l _ 1/q2i—1)2 HH (1 _ 1/qij)M*(Q§j)
i>1 j<ti>1

is uniformly bounded away from 1. Taking only terms j7 = ¢ = 1 in the second product and
using the fact that M*(¢;1) = (¢ — 3)/2, it is enough to show that

H(l — 1/q2i—1)2 . (1 _ 1/q)(q—3)/2
i>1
is uniformly bounded away from 1. If ¢ = 3 this is clear, so assume that ¢ > 5. Then
(1- 1/q)(q—3)/2 = ¢(473)/2108(1-1/4) < (—(4-3)/(20) < =2

where we used the inequality log(1 — x) < —z. This completes the proof of part 2.
For part 3, define
A= H 2Z 1

i>1
B_HH 14 (—1) U)N(q%)
J<t/2i>1
C = HH 1/ng M (@:9)
j<ti>1

It is enough to show that A, B, C' are uniformly bounded away from 0.
To see that A is uniformly bounded away from 0, note that

[Ta=1/¢2 > [ -1/¢) =[]0 - 1/4")"
i>1 i>1 7

which is uniformly bounded away from 0 by the proof of part 3 of Proposition 2.5.
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To treat B, note that since t is fixed, it’s enough to show that for all fixed 7,

[T+ (-1yig)Y o)

(2

is uniformly bounded away from 0. It’s easy to see that for all 1, j,
[T+ =0i/g7) > (1= 1/¢)).
So we need only show that for all fixed j,
(1—1/¢")N"(@2)
is uniformly bounded away from 0. Since N*(q;2j) < ¢’/(27), it follows that
(1= 1/ )YN"@2) > (1 = 1/¢"\7/) > (1 = 1/¢/)7/?,
so we show that for ¢ > 3, the quantity (1 — 1/q)q/ 2 is uniformly bounded away from 0.
However this is clear since
(1—1/q)¥? = e9/21080-1/0) > (0/2A=1/a=1/4") — =1/2-1/(20) > =2/3,

The inequality used the fact that log(1 — ) > —2 — 22 for 0 < z < 1/2.
To treat C, note that since ¢ is fixed, it’s enough to show that for all fixed j,

H(l —1/¢)M" (@)
is uniformly bounded away from 0. Since M*(g; j) < ¢’ /(2j) it’s enough to show that [],(1—
1/¢')%/(23) is uniformly bounded away from 0. But this follows from the fact, proved in part

3 of Proposition 2.5, that for all prime powers g, [],(1 — 1/¢")%/? is bounded away from 0.
]

Remark 2.9. Using the explicit formulas for N*(g; j) and M™*(q; j) it is easy to see that the
q — oo limit of (2.3) is equal to

6—1/2(23'9/2 /543 <s 1/j)‘
(Indeed, the ¢ > 1 terms contribute nothing as ¢ — o).

Next we consider even characteristic. The results and proofs are almost identical to the odd
characteristic case, so we omit the proofs. Note that in Theorem 2.10, the formulas for N*(g; j)
and M*(q;7) in Lemma 1.3.16 in [FNP] are slightly different than in odd characteristic.

Theorem 2.10. (1) For t and even q fized, the n — oo limiting proportion of elements
of Spy,,(q) whose characteristic polynomial has no factors of degree at most t is equal
to

i>1 j<t/2i>1 j<ti>1

(2) The quantity (2./) is uniformly bounded away from 1.
(8) The quantity (2./) is uniformly bounded away from 0.

Remark 2.11. Using the explicit formulas for N*(¢;j) and M*(q;j) it is easy to see that
the ¢ — oo limit of (2.4) is equal to

e VAT i<ty Vit E < 1/j)7

the same as in the odd characteristic case.
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2.4. Oécn(q). Neumann and Praeger [NP] calculate the fixed ¢, n — oo limiting proportion of
eigenvalue free elements of O;En(q). They showed that the limiting proportion of eigenvalue
free elements of O;n(q) is equal to the limiting proportion of eigenvalue free elements of
05,,(q), and that both of these proportions are equal to 1/2 of the corresponding proportions
in Spy, (q). This holds for both odd and even characteristic.

One can fix ¢ and look more generally at the elements whose characteristic polynomial
has no factors of degree at most ¢ (eigenvalue free is just the special case ¢ = 1). Using
their methods, one sees that the n — oo limiting proportion of these elements is the same
for O;n(q) and for O;,(¢), and that these proportions are both 1/2 of the corresponding
symplectic proportions, which we studied in Subsection 2.3.

3. GROUP THEORY: PRELIMINARIES

The following will play a key role in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 3.1. Let S be a nonabelian finite simple group, and let x,y € Aut(S). Let M be a
mazximal subgroup of G = (S, x,y) and let A be a non-empty S-stable subset of Sy. Then, the
probability that x and a random element of A are contained in a conjugate of M is at most

fpr(z, G/M)ﬁ Z tp(g, G/M).

geA

Proof. We may assume that the probability in the statement is nonzero, so MS = G and S
acts transitively on the G-conjugates of M. Assume A is the disjoint union of the S-classes
Ci,...,C, with representatives x1,...,x;. The probability that x and a random element of
A are contained in a conjugate of M is at most

t

ﬁfp(x, G/M)ANM]| = ﬁfpr(m, G/M)IG: M| S (G M|
i=1
1 t
= fpr(, G/M)myc; : M| |Cilfpr(a;, G/M)
i=1
1
= for(, G/M) > (g, G/M).
geA
This proves the lemma. O

Specializing A = Sy we get the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let S be a nonabelian finite simple group, let x,y € Aut(S), and let M be a
mazximal subgroup of G = (S, x,y). Then, the probability that x and a random element of Sy
are contained in a conjugate of M is at most fpr(xz, G/M).

Proof. Recall that if K is a finite transitive permutation group and N is a transitive normal
subgroup with K = (N, k), then the average number of fixed points in the coset Nk is 1.
Assuming that MS = G, we then apply Lemma 3.1 to N = S, k =y and K = (S, y), acting
on the right cosets of M in G. g
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3.1. Expected number of fixed points. As already remarked in the introduction, we are
concerned with bounds to the average

o7 3 (0. G/A1) (3.1

geA

appearing in Lemma 3.1, in the case where S is a simple classical group, M is a subspace
stabilizer, and A C Sy for various choices of A and y € Aut(S5).

More precisely, we will let A = A(t) be the set of elements of Sy fixing no space of dimension
at most ¢, and we will compute the asymptotic of (3.1) in the regime ¢ and ¢ fixed and n — oc.
In doing so, we will use all results proved in Section 2, which we summarize in Theorem 3.8
below.

In this section all asymptotic symbols are referred to the limit n — co. For example, a
quantity o4 (1) is a quantity tending to zero as n — oo with ¢ and ¢ fixed.

3.2. Expectation for symmetric groups. As a way of motivation, let us begin with the
case of symmetric groups. This is not used in the proof of Theorem 1.1, but it is instructive
to first see this case.

Let 1 <t < n/2, let A,(t) be the set of elements of S, fixing no subset of size at most ¢,
and let a,,(t) = |An(t)|/n!. Note that if ¢ is fixed then aoo(t) := limy, o ap(t) exists and it
belongs to (0,1). (This follows from the well known fact that, for ¢ fixed, the vector of cycle
lengths (c1,...,¢) of a random permutation is distributed as n — oo as (X7, ..., Xy), the X
being independent Poisson random variables of parameter 1/3.)

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 <t <k <n/2 and let Q be the set of k-subsets of {1,...,n}. Then
1
— fp(g,Q) = 1).
geA
This quantity is bounded away from 1 when t is fized and n is large.

Proof. Let X be a k-set and let M = S, x S,,_ be the stabilizer of X. Then AN M consists
of the elements (x,y) where x € S; and y € S,,_ fix no set of size at most t. We get

% _ ’—i‘ak(t)k! an_ ()0 — B)!
= o),

where we used that a,_;(t) = a,(t)(1+0:(1)). Summing over all conjugates of M, we get the
equality in the statement. For the last sentence in the statement, simply observe that a(t) is
bounded away from one as n — oo; this is clear if k is bounded, and if k is large it approaches
axo(t) < 1. O

3.3. Classical groups: notation and limiting proportions. Now we address the case of
classical groups. It is convenient to work with the covers that act faithfully on the natural
module; let I be one of the symbols GL, Sp, GU, 0%, with € € {+,—, 0}, so that I,,(q) is a
classical group. When n is odd, we write I,(q) = Oy (q) or O,(q) according to notational
convenience. In this section we simply assume n > 2 in all cases.

Let a positive integer ¢ be fixed. We now introduce some convenient notation for the set
of elements in a certain coset fixing no subspace of dimension at most ¢, taking care of some
obvious restrictions in orthogonal groups.
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Notation 3.4. o (Non-orthogonal groups.) We assume first I # OF, as this case re-
quires somewhat separate notation. Let L,(q) = SL,(q),Sp,,(¢), SUx(q) in the respec-
tive cases, and let us fix a coset C of L,(q) in I,(q). Let A, (q,t,C,I) be the set of
elements of C fixing no subspace of dimension at most ¢, and set

An Q7t7C7I

We also denote by A, (q,t,I) the set of elements of I,,(q) fixing no subspace of dimen-
sion at most ¢, and

Al 1)
anla:t D=

When 7 is the inverse-transpose automorphism of GL,(¢) and C = GL,(q)7, we let
An(q,t,C,GL) be the set of elements g7 of C such that (g7)? = gg” fixes no subspace
of dimension at most ¢ if n is even, and fixes a vector and no other subspace of
dimension at most t if n is odd. We set

|An(q,t,C, GL)]
| GL,(q)|

o (Orthogonal groups.) Assume now I = O° and set L,(q) = SO;,(q) if ¢ is odd and
L, (q) = Q5 (q) if g is even. When n is even, we define A,,(q,t,S,0%) as the set of ele-
ments of O, (¢) fixing no subspace of dimension at most t. We also define A,,(q,¢, 0, O%)
as the set of elements of Of,(¢) acting as a reflection on a nondegenerate 2-space, and
belonging to A,_2(q,t, S, OE/) on the perpendicular complement, where & is deter-
mined. Observe that A, (g,t,5,0%) C L,(q) and Ay,(g,t,0,0%) C O (q) ~\ Ln(q).

When n is odd, we define A, (q,t,S,0) (resp. A,(q,t,0,0)) as the set of elements
of O,(q) acting trivially (resp. as —1) on a nondegenerate 1-space, and belonging to

an(q,t,C,GL) :=

An—1(q,t, S, OE,) on the perpendicular complement, where ¢’ is determined. Observe
that A,,(q,t,S,0) C L,(q) and A, (q,t,0,0) C O,(q) ~ L,(q).
In all cases, we set
|An(q7 t7 R O€)|
| Ln(q)|

Remark 3.5. When I = O° and ¢ is odd, the above definitions do not distinguish between
the two cosets of Q5 (¢) in SO; (q). We will take care of this issue later; see Section 3.5.

an(Q7 tu R) OE) =

In order to handle the coset GL,(q)7, where 7 is the inverse-transpose automorphism, we
will use a result from Fulman—Guralnick [FG1]. This result essentially says that statistics in
the coset GL,(¢)7 are equal to corresponding statistics in Sp,,(q) (n even) or Sp,_;(q) (n
odd), and so can be studied “linearly”. In particular, with our notation they showed the
following:

Theorem 3.6. [FG1, Corollaries 8.4 and 8.5] Let C' = GL,(q)T. We have
an(q,t, C, GL) = as—s(g, t, Sp),
where 6 = 0 if n is even and § = 1 if n is odd.

In orthogonal groups, we also have that the proportion a,(q,t,O,O%) can be expressed in
terms of a,_s(q,t,5,0%), where § = (2,n).
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Lemma 3.7. Assumen >5 and ¢ € {+,—,0}. Then

an—5(Q7 ta Sa O+) + an—5(q7 t7 57 O_)

an(q7 t? 07 Oe) = 2

where § = (2,n).
Proof. Let us begin with the case n even and € = +. Set L¥(q) = SOF(q) if ¢ is odd and
LE(q) = QE(q) if q is even. Then

An(g,4,0,0%) = 37 (q — Dan-2(q,t, 5, 0M)Li (@)l + > (¢ + Dan-2(4,t,5,07)|Ly_y(9)|
W+ W—

an—2(Q7 t, 57 O+) + an—2(Q7 t, 57 O_)

= L5 (a) : ,
where the first sum ranges over all nondegenerate 2-spaces of plus type, and similarly the
second. If ¢ = — we get the same result by swapping signs suitably, and the case n odd is
very similar. n

We now record the results proved in Section 2, which will be crucial in the proof of Theo-
rem 1.1.

Theorem 3.8. For I # OF, let C' be any coset of Ly(q) in I,(q), or C = GL,(q)T when
I =GL. For I =0O° let C € {S,0}. Then

aoo(qat7 C7I) = ll_I}Il an(Q7t7 Ca I)

exists and belongs to (0,1). Moreover, when I # O° and C' is a coset of L,(q) in I,(q), for
every I the limit is independent of C, and finally as(q,t,C,O%) = asx(q,t,C’, OEI) for every
e, e’ and for every C,C" € {S,0}.

Proof. Let us begin with the case where I # O° and C is a coset of L,(q) in I,(q), or I = O°
with n even and C' = S. Noting the simple fact that ¢ € GL,(q) fixes a k-space if and
only if the characteristic polynomial of g has a factor of degree k, the statement follows then
from Theorem 2.4 and Proposition 2.5 (in case I = GL), Theorem 2.6 (in case I = GU),
Theorems 2.8 and 2.10 (in case I = Sp and I = O, cf. Section 2.4).

The case I = O% and C' = O follows from the previous paragraph and Lemma 3.7. Finally,
the case C' = GL,(q)7 follows from the previous paragraph and Theorem 3.6. O

Remark 3.9. As already remarked in Section 2.2, in the proof of Theorem 1.1 for unitary
groups we will not use Theorem 3.8. Nonetheless, we include this case in Lemma 3.10, below,
since the result is interesting and the proof is the same as in the other cases.

3.4. Expectation for classical groups. We now present analogues of Lemma 3.3 for clas-
sical groups. In the interest of clarity, we prefer to handle separately, in Lemma 3.12 below,
orthogonal groups.

For I = GL we view a k-space as a totally singular k-space. We exclude from the following
lemma the case of totally singular k-spaces where n/2 — k is bounded; see Remark 3.11 for
an explanation.

Lemma 3.10. Let I # O° and let C be a coset of Ly(q) in In(q). Let 1 <t <k <n/2, let Q
the set of totally singular or nondegenerate k-spaces, and let W € Q. We assume that if W
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is totally singular then n/2 —k — oo as n — oo. Then, setting A := A,(q,t,C,I), we have

1
14] > p(9,Q) = akl(g",t, X) + 0g(1)
geA

where

o if I = GU and W is totally singular then uw = 2, and otherwise u = 1;
o if W is totally singular then X = GL, and if W is nondegenerate then X = I.

In all cases, ap(q",t, X) + 04:(1) is bounded away from 1 when q and t are fixed and n is
large.

Proof. Let us begin with the case where W is totally singular. Let M be the stabilizer in
I,(q) of W, s0 M = U x (GLg(q") % I,—2x(q)), where U < L, (q). Then AN M consists of
the elements (u,z,y) with u € U, © € GLi(¢") fixes no space of dimension at most ¢, and
y € I,_or(q) fixes no space of dimension at most ¢ and belongs to a coset of L, _ox(q) in
I,_s(q) determined by x. By Theorem 3.8 the proportion of such elements is independent of
the coset up to o4+(1). Moreover, by assumption n — 2k — oo and so we get

ANM 1
‘ ‘A’ ’ = Wak(qu7t7 GL)| GLk(qu)| . an—2k(qat71)|Ln—2k(Q)|(1 + Oq,t(l)) . |U|
ax(¢",t, GL)

= ———"—2(14 044(1)).
’Q‘ ( Q,t( ))
Summing over all conjugates of M, we get the equality in the statement, and the last sentence
holds as in Lemma 3.3.
The case of nondegenerate subspaces is entirely analogous. In this case n — k > n/2 and
so we do not need any assumption on k. ([l

Remark 3.11. We excluded from Lemma 3.10 the case of totally singular k-spaces with
n/2—k bounded. In this case, the same proof gives that the expectation is bounded, and very
likely an analysis of the limits ax(q,t,C,I) in Theorem 3.8 will show that the expectation
is less than 1 also in this case. We do not pursue this, as we do not need it for the proof of
Theorem 1.1.

Let us now move to orthogonal groups. Note that, when n is even, no element of A, (g, t, C, O)
(C € {S,0}) fixes a nondegenerate space of odd dimension, so we exclude this case from the
statement. We also assume ¢ > 2 in order to get a cleaner estimate — this ensures that elements
of A,(q,t,C,0%) fix at most 1-space and at most one 2-space.

Lemma 3.12. Let 2 < t < k < n/2, let C € {S,0}, let Q be an OF(q)-orbit on totally
singular or nondegenerate k-spaces, and let W € Q. We assume that if W is totally singular
then n/2 — k — 00 as n — oo, and that if W is nondegenerate and n is even then k is even.
Then setting A := A, (q,t,C,0%), we have

1
A Z fp(g,8) = f + 04,4(1)
geA
where

o if W is totally singular then f = ag(q,t,GL);
o if n is even, C = S (resp. C = O) and W is nondegenerate of type €' then f =

3ar(a,t,5,0%) (resp. f = gai(a,t,8,0%) + jax(q,t,0,0%));
o if nk is odd and W is nondegenerate then f = %ak(q,t, C,0);
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o if n is odd, k is even and W is nondegenerate of type €' then f = %ak(q,t, S, OEI).

In all cases, f+ 0q44(1) is bounded away from 1 when q and t are fized and n is large.

Proof. Set L3 (q) = SO%(q) if ¢ is odd and L% (q) = Q3 (q) if ¢ is even. The proof of the lemma
is similar to the one of Lemma 3.10. The case where n is even and C' = S is identical; we just
note that we use that the limiting proportion is independent of the sign € and of C' (see the
last part of Theorem 3.8).

Let us move to the case where n is even, C' = O and W is totally singular. Let M be the
stabilizer in O, (¢q) of W, so M = U x (GLx(q) x O,_5,(q)), where U < Q5 (q). Then AN M
consists of the elements (u,x,y) where u € U, x € GLg(q) fixes no space of dimension at most
t,and y € A,_or(q,t,0,0%). (Observe that x cannot fix any 1-space or 2-space on W & W*,
since the elements of B fix only one 1-space and at most one 2-space.) Using that n —2k — oo
and Theorem 3.8 we get

ANM 1
L‘Wiir‘l:: T k{a:t GL) GLa(0)| + n-21(a.t, 0, 0%)| L5 _n(@)] - |U
a(q,t, GL
:—L@—lﬂ+%m»

Summing over all conjugates of M, we get the result.

Assume now n is even, C' = O and W is nondegenerate, so k is even and M = Oil(q) X
Oi_k(q), where ¢/6 = . Then AN M consists of the elements (x,y), where x € Ag(q,t, X, OEI)
and y € A,—r(g,t,Y, 05) for distinct X,Y € {S,0}. Therefore

Am M 1 ! /
B = @t S0 @] enila .00 (o)
1 ’ ’
T a0t 0, 0L (@)] - an-p(a: 0)|Ly(a)]
_ ar(q,t, S, OEI) + ax(q,t, 0, Oe,)

14 04:(1)),
2|Q| ( q,t( ))
where we used Theorem 3.8 (and, as already remarked in the first paragraph, also the last
part of the statement). Summing over all conjugates on M we get the desired estimate.

In case n odd, an analogous argument gives the desired estimate (in this case, we must
choose an element with eigenvalue 1 on the subspace of odd dimension). O

We now prove an analogue for the coset C' = GL,(¢)7, where 7 denotes the inverse-
transpose automorphism.

Recall that a flag (resp. antiflag) is a pair {U, W} of nonzero subspaces of Fy with
dim(U) < dim(W), dim(U) + dim(W) = n, and U < W (resp. UNW = 0). We say
that a flag or antiflag is a k-flag or k-antiflag if dim(U) = k.

We observe that when n is odd then every element of A,(q,t,C,GL) fixes a l-antiflag.
Moreover, when n is even and k is odd, then no element of A,(q,t,C,GL) fixes a k-antiflag.
We exclude these cases from the following lemma.

Lemma 3.13. Let C = GL,(q)7, where T is the inverse-transpose automorphism. Let 1 <
t <k < n/2, let Q be the set of k-flags or k-antiflags, and let W € Q. If W is an antiflag
assume k > 2 if n is odd, and k even if n is even; and if W is a flag assume n/2 —k — oo as
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n — 0o. Then, setting A := A, (q,t,C,GL), we have

1
o pr(g, Q) = ap—s(q,t,I) + 04,(1)
geA

where
o if W is a flag then I = GL and 6 = 0;
o if W is an antiflag then I = Sp, and moreover § =0 if k is even and § = 1 if k is odd.

Proof. Let us begin with the case where W is an antiflag. Let M be the stabilizer of W in
(GLy(q), 7); we have M = (H,7) where H = GL(q) X GL,,_x(q) and 7 acts as the inverse-
transpose automorphism on each factor. Note that A N M consists of the elements g7, with
g = (91,92) € H and g; is such that g;g7 = (¢;7)? fixes no space of dimension at most ¢, or
fixes a vector and no other space of dimension at most ¢ depending on the parity of k£ and
n—k.

By Theorem 3.6, the number of choices for g; is ax_s(q,t,Sp)| GLk(q)|, and the number of
choices for go is a,_k_s(q,t,Sp)| GL,—x(q)|, where & € {0,1} is such that n — k — ¢’ is even.
For the same reason |A| = |a,_s(q,t,Sp)| GL,(q)|, where 6” € {0,1} is such that n — 6" is
even, and so by Theorem 3.8 we get

ANM 1
% = Wak—é(qa ty Sp)‘ GLk(q)’ . an_k_(g/(q’ t7 Sp)’ GL’n—k(q)‘
ak—é(q7t7 Sp)

= T(l + 0q.4(1)).

Summing over all conjugates of H gives the result.

The case where W is a flag is analogous; here a point stabilizer M has the form (H, 7) where
H is a parabolic of type (k,n — 2k,k) and 7 acts on the diagonal blocks by (g1,92,93)" =
(9%,93,97), so the diagonal blocks of gg” are (9193, 9293, 9397). In particular if gr € AN M
then g; is arbitrary, (g27)? fixes no space of dimension at most ¢, or a vector and no other
space of dimension at most ¢ depending on the parity of n, and g3 is such that g;g3 fixes no
space of dimension at most t. We also use that n — 2k — oo as in the proof of Lemmas 3.10
and 3.12. O

3.5. Q,(q) with ¢ odd. As already mentioned in Remark 3.5, in orthogonal groups in odd
characteristic we have to distinguish between the cosets of Q5 (¢q) in Of (q).

The key ingredient to handle this can be found in [FG2]. An analogue, for random poly-
nomials rather than random elements, was proved in [EG, Proposition 2.8 and Lemma 3.11]
with other methods.

Lemma 3.14. Let q be odd. The proportion of elements of SO, (q) that are semisimple and
whose characteristic polynomial has an even number of irreducible factors of degree k for every
k € 4Z tends to 0 as n — .

Proof. Let W = W(C|,,/9)) be the Weyl group of type C|,, |- It can be found in [FG2, Lemma
7.22] that the proportion of elements of W having an even number of negative k-cycles for
every even k tends to zero as n — oo. Then the same is true for elements in the cosets
W(D\y/2)) and W ~\ W(C|;,/2))- The statement, then, follows from known correspondences
between maximal tori and Weyl group (see [FG2, Section 5] or [GM, Section 3.2] for the
details). O

Lemma 3.15. Let q be odd. There exist subsets Xq C QS (q) and Xg C (SO (q) ~ Q5(q))
and a bijection ¢: Xq — Xg such that
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(i) | Xal/I% (@) = 1 as n — co; and
(ii) for each subspace W of Fyy and g € Xq, W9 =W if and only if We) = 1w,

Proof. For an element g € SO;,(q), let V; be the sum of all primary blocks on which g is
semisimple; this is a well-defined nondegenerate subspace of Fy. By [FG2, Theorem 8.1],
with high probability as n — oo we have dim(V}) > n — log(n) (say). We now let X be the
set of elements g of SO, (¢q) such that dim(V}) > n —log(n) and such that the characteristic
polynomial of g|y, has an odd number of irreducible factors for some k € 4Z. By Lemma 3.14
we have | X|/|SO5 (¢)| — 1 as n — oc.

We now set X = XNQ%(¢) and Xg = XN(SO:(q) Q5 (q)). The bijection ¢ is constructed
as follows: For g € Xq, let k& € 4Z be minimal such the characteristic polynomial of g|y, has
an odd number of irreducible factors. Let W be the sum of all subspaces corresponding to
such factors, and define ¢(g) as the element obtained by multiplying g by —1 on W. We have
indeed ¢(g) € Xg (see [KLi, Proposition 2.5.13]). Clearly ¢ is a bijection; (ii) is clear, and (i)
follows since | Xal /|25 ()| = | X1/ SO% (q)]. O

3.6. A fixed point ratio estimate. We need another result, which is a refinement of a fixed
point ratio estimate from [GK].

For later reference, let us begin by recording some of these estimates. If G is an almost
simple classical group with socle S and natural module V of dimension n, a subgroup M of G
is called a subspace subgroup if it is the stabilizer of a nonzero proper subspace of V' (of any
relevant type), or S = PSL,(q), G £ PTL,(q) and M is the stabilizer of a flag or antiflag, or
S = Sp,(q), ¢ even and M = OE(q).

In the following statement, for 1 < k < n/2 we say that a subspace subgroup is a k-
subspace subgroup if it is the stabilizer of a k-space or the stabilizer of a k-flag or k-antiflag.
It is convenient to include the subgroups OF(q) < Sp,,(¢) among the 1-subspace subgroups.
We also set u = 2 if G is unitary and u = 1 otherwise.

Theorem 3.16. [GK] Let G be an almost simple classical group with socle S and with natural
module Fyju (u € {1,2}), let 1 <k <n/2 and let M be a k-subspace subgroup of G. Then, for
every 1 # g € G, the following hold:

(i) if S = PSL,(q) then fpr(g, G/M) < 2/q*, and if moreover k = 1 then fpr(g, G/M) <

1/q+1/¢"".
(ii) If S % PSL,(q) then fpr(g, G/M) < 1/q“* +1/¢°™ for an absolute constant ¢ > 0.

Proof. (i) is contained in [GK, Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.12], and (ii) is contained in [GK,
Propositions 3.15, 3.16 and 3.18]. (In case of nondegenerate k-spaces, apply [GK, Proposition
3.16] replacing k by n — k.) O

We need an improvement for 1-flags and 1-antiflags. Note that the fixed point ratio on 1-
spaces is bounded by approximately 1/¢, so the fixed point ratio on pairs (1-space, hyperplane)
is bounded by approximately 1/¢?. One does not expect any substantial perturbation in
restricting to flags or antiflags; we now confirm this fact.

In the following lemma, we could decrease the constant 4. We do not bother, as the bounds
in [GK] are accurate also for small |S|. Moreover, we assume n > 4, just because for n = 3
and ¢ a field automorphism of order 2, the fixed point ratio on 1-flags is roughly ¢—3/2.

Lemma 3.17. Let S = PSL,,(q), with n > 4, and let 1 # g € Aut(S). Let F = F(n,q) be
the set of 1-flags, and let A = A(n,q) be the set of 1-antiflags. Then for Q € {F, A} we have

1 4
fpr(g, Q) < ? + —

qn—l'
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Proof. Let us record the size of the relevant sets:

VUit VIR U Vi

(¢—1) a ~1
We may work with a preimage of g in I'L,,(q) x (v), where « is the inverse-transpose map,
and we may assume ¢ has prime order modulo Z(GL,(q)).

Let us assume first g € GL,,(¢q) with g semisimple. If g fixes a 1-space, then g does not act
homogeneously; so write V' = V; @ V5 where there is no nontrivial (g)-homomorphism from
one space to the other. Say that dim(V;) = ny and dim(V2) = ng with ny < ny. We may
assume that g acts scalarly on V7 and V5, in which case

ni_ 1 ni-1_ 1 n2 _ q n2 _ 1 n2—1 _ q n_ ]
fp(g, F) = 2 g + 2 +4 d +4
q—1 qg—1 q—1 q—1 q—1 qg—1

|F| =

1
<——((¢"™ = D) (g™ = 1)+ 3(¢" — 1)).
(q _ 1)2 (( )( ) ( ))
(In the first equality, by convention (g™~ —1)/(q¢ — 1) = 0 if n; = 1.) Therefore
1 3 1 4
< <=4 —
fpr(g, F) < POy toamoi S gt

One proves similarly the bound for fpr(g, A).

Assume now g € GL,(q) with g unipotent. Set m = dim([V, g]). We count fixed points
on A. Consider a 1-space W fixed by g. If there exists a complement W’ of W fixed by g,
then [V,g] = W', g] < W', so WN[V,g] =0 and the number of choices for W’ is equal to
the number of complements of (W + [V, g])/[V, g] in V/[V, g], namely ¢"~™~1. The number of
choices for W is at most (¢"~™ —1)/(q — 1), so

(qn—m _ 1)qn—m—1

fp(g, A) <
p(g,A) < 1

from which
¢ — 1 11
Prig, 4) < @D
The bound for fpr(g, F') is similar.

If g is a field automorphism, say of order r, then the fixed points on F' (resp. A) can be
identified with F'(n, qo) (resp. A(n,qo)) where ¢ = ¢ (see for example [GK, proof of Lemma
3.6]), and one easily gets the desired bound.

If g is a graph-field automorphism of order 2, then fixed points on F (resp. A) can be
identified with singular (resp. nondegenerate) l-spaces of a unitary geometry over F,. If ¢
is a graph automorphism of order 2, then fixed points on F' (resp. A) can be identified with
singular (resp. nondegenerate) l-spaces for a bilinear form over F;. In particular, in both
cases the number of fixed points is at most (¢" —1)/(¢ — 1), so fpr(g, F') and fpr(g, A) are at
most 1/¢" 2. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We are finally ready to prove Theorem 1.1. The case of groups of bounded rank, as well as
the case of large rank and non-subspace subgroups, follow directly from results of Liebeck—Saxl
[LSal, Liebeck—Shalev [LS2], Guralnick-Larsen—Tiep [GLT].
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Theorem 4.1. Theorem 1.1 holds if S is a group of Lie type of rank r over Fy and q is
sufficiently large compared to r.

Proof. Let M be a maximal subgroup of G = (S,z,y) containing = and some element of
Sy, so SM = G. By [LSa], fpr(z, G/M) < 1/¢"/? (and in fact, if S % PSLy(q) then
fpr(z, G/M) < 1/q). Moreover, from [GLT, Theorem 1.2] the number of conjugacy classes of
maximal subgroups of G is < r% + rloglog(q). Therefore, by Lemma 3.2, summing over all
conjugacy classes of maximal subgroups of G containing x and an element of Sy, we get that
the probability that z and a random element of Sy do not generate G is <, loglog(q)/q"/?,
which tends to zero as ¢ — oo with 7 fixed. O

We will now work with classical groups of large rank. Let Fj. be the natural module, where
u =2 if § is unitary and u = 1 otherwise.

We now choose A C Sy suitably. For the reader’s convenience, we list here our choices.
The reader is advised to move directly to the proof of Theorem 4.3, where the motivation for
the choices will be apparent and the argument will be easier to follow — this list should only
be used as a reference. See Notation 3.4 for the notation used.

See also the discussion around (1.2), which highlights the idea of the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Choice of A. o If S = SL,(2), we choose A = A,,(2,3,GL). (Note this holds for both
the cases y € Sand y & S.)

o If S = PSL,(3) and y € PGL,(3), we choose A as the image modulo scalars of
An(3,1,C,GL), where C is a coset lifting Sy.

o If S =PSL,(3) and y € PGL,(3), we choose A = Sy.

o If S = Sp,,(2) we choose A = A,(2,2,Sp).

o If S =QF(2) and y € S, we choose A = A,(2,2,5,0%).

o If S =QF(2) and y ¢ S, we choose A = A,(2,4,0,0%).

o If S =P (3), set L =PSO5(3) and O = PO;,(3). If niseven and y € L, we choose A
as the image of 4,,(3,1,5,0°) N X¢, where C € {Q, S} is determined by the condition
A C Sy (see Lemma 3.15 for the notation X and Xg).

o If § = PO (3) with n even and y € O ~\ L then we choose A as the image of the
set of elements acting as a reflection on a nondegenerate 2-space, and belonging to
An—2(3,3,5, Oi) N X¢ on the perpendicular complement, where C' € {2, S} is deter-
mined by the condition A C Sy.

o If S =PQ;(3) with n odd and y € L (resp. y € O ~\ L) then we choose A as the
image of the set of elements acting trivially (resp. as —1) on a nondegenerate 1-space,
and belonging to A,-1(3,3, .5, Oi) N Xc¢ on the perpendicular complement, where
C € {Q, S} is determined by the condition A C Sy.

¢ In all other cases we choose A = Sy.

Since by Theorem 3.8 |A|/|S| > 1, it is enough to prove Theorem 1.1 by picking random
elements from A (note also that A = Sy if ¢ > 4). In particular, we want to show that the
probability P that = and a random element of A do not generate (S, z,y) is bounded away
from 1. We have

P< P+ P, (4.1)

where P; is the probability that z and a random element of A are contained in a non-subspace
core-free maximal subgroup of (S, z,y), or a k-subspace subgroup with n/3 < k < n/2; and P,
is the probability that  and a random element of A are contained in a k-subspace subgroup
with 1 < k < n/3. (The reason why we include subspace subgroups of large dimension into P;
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is merely formal, and relies on the fact that in Lemmas 3.10, 3.12, and 3.13 we have excluded
the case of totally singular spaces of dimension n/2 — O(1); see Remark 3.11 for comments.)

Theorem 4.2. P; < ¢~ where ¢ > 0 is absolute.

Proof. If M is non-subspace subgroup, then by [L.S2, Theorem 1.1] we have fpr(z,G/M) <
¢ ¢ for some absolute ¢ > 0. The same is true for a k-subspace subgroup with n /3<k<n/2
by Theorem 3.16. Since by [GLT] the number of conjugacy classes of maximal subgroups is
< nb+nloglog g, by Lemma 3.2 and a union bound we get that the probability that = and a
random element of Sy are contained in such a subgroup is < ¢~ where c is absolute. Since
|A|/]S| > 1 by Theorem 3.8, we get the same bound for P;. O

Let us now move to the estimation of P,. We use all the results from Sections 2 and 3.
Theorem 4.3. If n is sufficiently large then Py < 0.91.

Proof. We consider in turn all the families of simple classical groups.
Case 1: S =PSL,(q). If ¢ > 4 we have A = Sy, and by Theorem 3.16, Lemma 3.2 and a
union bound over all conjugacy classes of k-subspace subgroups with 1 < k < n/3 we get

1 1 > 2 2 4 2
P<2l-4+—+ — ==+ + . 4.2
(q gt kZZQ q’“) ¢ alg=1) ¢! (42)

(The factor 2 at the beginning comes for the following reason: If (S,z,y) < PT'L,(q), the
number of fixed k-spaces equals the number of fixed (n — k)-spaces; if (S, z,y) £ PT'L,(q),
we are counting both flags and antiflags.). Since ¢ > 4, the right-hand side of (4.2) is
<5/6 4+ O(qg~ "), and we are done.

Assume now S = SL,(2). For clarity in the exposition, we will keep using the variable ¢,
and only in the end specialize to ¢ = 2. Possibly replacing y by zy, we assume that if y € S
then z € S. (We do this simply because we did not state a lemma bounding the expectation
on flags or antiflags for the case A C S.) By Lemmas 3.10 and 3.13, if n is large then the
expected number of fixed points of an element of A is at most 1. Moreover, by the definition
of A, clearly it is zero when 1 < k < 3, except for 1-antiflags, where it is equal to 1 when n is
odd and equal to 0 when n is even.

In particular, we can subtract 2/q + 4/¢*> + 4/¢> from (4.2), and by Lemma 3.17 add
1/¢? +4¢'~™ coming from l-antiflags. Put it otherwise, by a union bound, Lemmas 3.1, 3.10,
and 3.17 we get

1 = 1 4 O
P2§q Z 2 (q—1)+"—1_4+

where in the last equality we spe(nahzed q=2.

Assume now S = PSL,,(3). This case is similar. If y € PGL,(3) by the definition of A we
can substract 2/q from (4.2), and we get a bound of 2/3. If y ¢ PGL,,(3) we have A = Sy;
by Lemma 3.17, we may replace 2/q by 2/¢? in (4.2) and get a bound 8/9 + O(37™).

We now proceed with the other cases. In the estimates below, the constant ¢ appearing
denotes a positive absolute constant.

Case 2: S = PSU,(q). Here A = Sy and by Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.16 and a union
bound we get

2 2 —cn
Py < 22 +0(n/q™) = 5= (n/q™") < 5+ O(ng™).
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(The factor 2 accounts for the fact that we are considering both totally singular and nonde-
generate spaces.)

Case 3: S = PSp,(q). If ¢ > 3 then A = Sy. Since nondegenerate spaces have even
dimension, by Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.16 and a union bound we get

Py <25/q+ Z + Z Py ng=") (4.3)

k= 1

1 1
=26/q + 1 + + O(ng™ ")

-1 q2_1

where 6 = 1 if ¢ is even, and § = 0 if ¢ is odd. (The term 2§/q accounts for subgroups
O (q) < Sp,,(¢q) with g even.) Since ¢ > 3, the quantity is < 9/10 + O(g~").

Assume now S = Sp,,(2). Note that elements of A fix exactly one nondegenerate hyperplane,
SO

Z fp(g, Q1) + (g, 2-)) = 1,

geA

where Q4 denotes the set of nondegenerate hyperplane of £ type. Moreover, elements of
A fix no singular 1-space, no singular 2-space and no nondegenerate 2-space, so in view
of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.10 we can subtract from (4.3) 1/q + 1/q + 1/¢*> + 1/¢?, and we get
Py <5/6+ O(n2-°m).

Case 4: S = PO (q) with € € {4, —,0}. Assume first ¢ > 4, so A = Sy. By Lemma 3.2
and Theorem 3.16 we get

P, <

<1 <1 <1
# 3 R 2Y  t Y e + Ol (49
k:lq q k:Oq

1 2+
_+ vq
qg—1 21

+

+0(ng™"),

QIS QI

where § =1 if g even and § = 0 if ¢ is odd; and v = 0 if ¢ is even and v = 2 if ¢ is odd. (Let us
make some comments on these parameters. The term d/q accounts for nonsingular 1-spaces
with ¢ even. The parameter 7 is equal to the number of S-classes of maximal subgroups that
are stabilizers of nondegenerate k-spaces with k odd. Note that for ¢ odd and n even these
are fused in Aut(S), while for ¢ odd and n odd they are not.) Since ¢ > 4 this quantity is
<3/44 O(qg~ "), and we are done.

Assume now S = QF(2). If y € S, elements of A fix no nonsingular 1-space, singular
1-space, singular 2-space, nondegenerate 2-space, so by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.12 we can subtract
1/g+1/q+1/¢*> +2/q? from (4.4) and we get P, < 5/12+ O(ng="). If y ¢ S, then elements
of A fix exactly one singular 1-space, exactly one nondegenerate 2-space, and no other space
of dimension at most 4. In particular we can subtract 1/q+1/¢> +1/¢®> +1/¢* +1/¢* +2/¢*,
and we get Py < 41/48 + O(ng™").

Assume finally S = P (3). Set L = PSO;,(3) and O = PO;,(3). Let Xo and Xg be the
sets from Lemma 3.15.

Assume first n is even and y € L. Set Ag = Xq N A,(3,1,5,0%) and Ag = Xg N
A, (3,1,5,0%) (note that A = Ag or Ag depending on y). Setting X = Ag U Ag and
Y = A,(q,1,5,0%), Lemma 3.15 implies |Aq| = |Ag|, and moreover for each C € {2, S} we
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have

1
’ACIE:fpgiNNf ‘XWE:ﬁ>%GﬂW)

QGA geX

fp(g,G/M). 4.5

’quggpm / (4.5)

(Here M is any subspace subgroup of G = (S, z,y).) By Theorem 3.8 and Lemma 3.15 we have

|Y|/|X| — 1. Therefore, in view of Lemma 3.10, (4.5) is bounded away from 1. This is all

we need; noting that an element of A does not fix any 1-space and any nondegenerate space

of odd dimension, by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.12 we can subtract from (4.4) 1/¢+ 2>, 1/g%+1,
thereby getting P» < 5/12 4+ O(q™").

The other cases are essentially identical. If n is even and y € O \ L the elements of
A fix exactly one singular 1-space, exactly one nondegenerate 2-space, no other space of
dimension at most 3, and no nondegenerate space of odd dimension, and subtracting the
relevant quantities from (4.4) we get P» < 1/2 4+ O(q™").

If n is odd, the elements of A fix one nondegenerate 1-space and no other space of dimension
at most 3, and we get P, < 1/2+ O(q~").

The last case to consider is n even and y € Aut(S)\O. In this case, A = Sy, and no element
of Sy fixes a nondegenerate space of odd dimension, so we calculate P, < 3/4 + O(ng™—").
This concludes the proof in all cases. O

Theorem 1.1 follows now immediately from Theorems 4.1-4.3 and (4.1).

5. APPENDIX: PROOF OF THEOREM 2.6

In this appendix we sketch the proof of Theorem 2.6.

We require some definitions (in addition to those in Section 2.2). We let (IJ;Q denote the
set of monic irreducible polynomials in F (2] other than the polynomial z. We let ¢ be a
generator of the cyclic subgroup of order ¢ + 1 in quz. For a polynomial ¢ € <I>;'2, define
s(¢) € Zgt1 by ~

c:0) — { (~1)2Dg(0) if ¢ = ¢
$(0)¢(0) if ¢ # ¢

As earlier in the paper, we let A denote the set of partitions of all non-negative integers n.
The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 5.1. (Identity 4.2 in [Br2]) Let w be a root of 2971 — 1 other than 1. Then
H (1 — w™(@)ydea(9)) H (1 — ws(@)q2de9(®)y — 1,

pca™, {0.4}
q2 i -
. bED 507

In what follows we will need to use the cycle index Zgy,, (4) of SUn(g). For a set of matrices
S with entries in F 2, the cycle index Zg of S is the polynomial in variables

{xd))\ T € (I);_Q,)\ S A}
defined by

EDIN | Ve

AES pe q>+
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where Ag(¢) is the partition corresponding to the irreducible polynomial ¢ in the rational
canonical form of A.
For w € Qu41 (the complex roots of 297! — 1) we define Ky, (u) by

W O gy yudes@ )

sent = Cu(N)
=0
DAl -y 2deg(@)IN|
AL G \U
swe T <1+Z 255 )
{60} AEA v6(A
¢e<1>q+2,¢¢a3

KU,w = Rw(u)sw(u)
Here Cyr4(X) are centralizer sizes of certain elements of unitary groups (the exact definition
need not concern us), first calculated by Wall [Wa].
When w =1, K, ;1 is Fulman’s cycle index for the unitary groups.
Britnell’s cycle index for the groups SU,(q) [Br2] is given by

qg+1+ Z ZSUn(q)un = Z KU,w(u)

n>1 wWENg+1
We now sketch the proof of Theorem 2.6.

Proof. Since we don’t need the theorem for the proof of Theorem 1.1, we write out full details
for the case t = 1 and for the coset SU,(q). The other cases are quite similar, and note
that if the limiting proportion exists for all cosets of SU,(q), then it must equal the limiting
proportion for SU,(q) (taking the subsequence with gcd(n, g+ 1) = 1 all cosets have the same
number of elements we seek; just multiply by a scalar of norm 1).

In Britnell’s cycle index for the special unitary groups, set x4 ) to equal 0 if the degree
of ¢ is equal to 1 and [A| > 0, and to equal 1 otherwise. Then Zgy, () is the proportion of
eigenvalue free elements of SU,(q).

Arguing as in the case of SL,(g), one obtains that for all w € 441,

Ky, = ABCD,
where
(9) ws®)
= 11 IIt II |1+—
¢=¢ 1 odd i even q
deg(¢)=1

{$,6}, ¢7$¢ i odd i even

deg(¢p)=
1
C:= gll:d[d (1 _ udeg((j) ws(@ /qzdeg > ign <1 4 udeg(o /qzdeg(d> >
H H 1 1
A1\ T 200500 pideat@ ,H 1= 020eq(8)03(0) [ qideq (@) ) °
6,6} 1 0 i even

P#d
Note that the products in A, B, C, D are over irreducible polynomials.
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Setting u = u/q"’ in Lemma 5.1 gives that for w # 1,

H H udeg(o Ljs((j))/qideg((j)) H 1— u2deg(¢):s(¢)/q2ideg(¢) =1
i odd p=4 {69}
PFP

Setting u = —u/q’ in Lemma 5.1 and using the fact that ¢ = ¢ implies that deg(¢) is odd,
gives that for w # 1,

=1.

1 1
H H 1+ udeg(d) w3(¢ /q2d69(¢ H 1— u2deg(¢)ws(¢) /q2ideg(¢)
i even g=4 {¢,0}

PFEP

We conclude that if w # 1, then CD =1, so Ky, = AB.
If w = 1, then setting all variables in the cycle index of the groups GU,(q) gives that
CD = . Now the number of monic irreducible degree 1 polynomials ¢ with ¢ =  is equal

to g+ 1, and the number of unordered pairs {¢, ¢} such that ¢ # ¢ is equal to (¢% — ¢ — 2)/2.

Thus @ y
1 u g+1 u2 q°—q—2)/2
Kyi1=—— 1+ —— 11— — .

n=rS () -5

Summarizing, we have shown that with the above substitutions,

qg+1+ Z 23U, (q) U

n>1

is equal to the sum of

1 w \1H 02 (*—q—2)/2
I cy) T(-5) |

7 %
and
Z H H <1 + uws(‘z’)/(—q)i) H H (1 - u2w5(¢)/q2i) .
wAl g=¢ i (9.0}, 076 1
deg($)=1 deg($)=1
The result for the coset SU,(q) is now straightforward from Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2. O
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