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Abstract

Let o0 = {o; | i € I} be some partition of the set of all primes. A subgroup A of a finite group
G is said to be: (i) o-subnormal in G if there is a subgroup chain A = A4y < A; <--- <A, =G
such that either A;_1 < A; or A;/(A;—1)4, is a gj-group, j = j(¢), forall¢ = 1,...,n; (ii) modular
in G if the following conditions are held: (1) (X,ANZ) =(X,A)NZ for all X < G, Z < G such
that X < Z, and (2) (A, Y NZ) = (A, YYNZ for all Y < G,Z < G such that A < Z; (iii)
o-quasinormal in G if A is o-subnormal and modular in G.

We obtain a description of finite groups in which o-quasinormality (respectively, modularity)
is a transitive relation. Some known results are extended.

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, all groups are finite and G always denotes a finite group; £(G) is the lattice
of all subgroups of G; G is said to be an M-group [1] if the lattice £(G) is modular. Moreover, P
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is the set of all primes, 7 C P, 7/ =P\ 7, and o = {0; | i € I} is some partition of P. If n is an
integer, the symbol 7(n) denotes the set of all primes dividing n; as usual, 7(G) = 7(|G]), the set of
all primes dividing the order of G; o(n) = {o; | o; N 7(n) # 0} and o(G) = o(|G]) [2,3]. A group G
is said to be [2, B]: o-primary if G is a o;-group for some i; o-nilpotent if G is a direct product of

o-primary groups.

A subgroup A of G is said to be quasinormal (Ore) or permutable (Stonehewer) in G if A permutes
with every subgroup H of G, that is, AH = HA.

The quasinormal subgroups have many interesting and useful for applications properties. For
instance, if A is quasinormal in G, then: A is subnormal in G (Ore [4]), A/Aq is nilpotent (Ito and
Szep [5]), every chief factor H/K of G between Ag and A® is central, that is, Cq(H/K) = G (Maier

and Schmid [6]), and, in general, the section A/Aq is not necessarily abelian (Thomson [7]).
Quasinormal subgroups have a close connection with the so-called modular subgroups.

Recall that a subgroup M of G is said to be: (i) modular in G [1] if M is a modular element
(in the sense of Kurosh [1, p. 43]) of the lattice £L(G), that is, (1) (X, M N Z) = (X, M) N Z for all
X <G,Z<Gsuchthat X < Z,and (2) (M,YNZ)=(MY)NZforall Y <G,Z < G such that
M < Z; (ii) submodular in G if there is a subgroup chain A = Ay < 4; <--- < A, = G such that
A;_1 is modular in A4; forall i =1,...,n.

Every quasinormal is clearly modular in the group. Moreover, the following remarkable result is

well-known.

Theorem A (Schmidt [I, Theorem 5.1.1]) A subgroup A of G is quasinormal in G if and only if

A is subnormal and modular in G.

This result made it possible to find an analogue of quasinormality in the theory of the o-properties
of a group [§].

A subgroup A of G is said to be o-subnormal in G [2, [3] if there is a subgroup chain A = Ay <
Ay < --- < A, = G such that either A;_1 < A; or A;/(A;—1)a, is o-primary for all i = 1,...,n;
o-seminormal in G (J.C. Beidleman) if x € Ng(A) for all x € G such that o(|z|) No(A4) = 0.

Definition 1.1. We say that a subgroup A of G is o-quasinormal in G if A is o-subnormal and

modular in G.
Before continuing, consider some examples.

Example 1.2. (i) In the first limiting case, when o = {P}, every group is o-nilpotent and every
subgroup of any group is o-subnormal. Therefore in this case a subgroup A of G is o-quasinormal if

and only if it is modular in G.

(ii) In the second limiting case, when o = o' = {{2},{3},{5}...}, a subgroup 4 of G is o-
subnormal in G if and only if it is subnormal in G. Therefore in this case, in view of Theorem A, a

subgroup A of G is o-quasinormal if and only if it is quasinormal in G.



(iii) In the case 0 = o'™ = {{p1},...,{pn}, 7'}, where m = {p1,...,pn}, a subgroup A of G is
o™ -subnormal in G if and only if G has a subgroup chain A = 4y < 4; < --- < A, = G such that
either 4,1 < A; or A;/(A;_1)a, is a n’-group for all i =1,...,n.

In this case we say, following [9, 10, [I1], that A is 17-subnormal in G, and we say that A is 17-
quasinormal in G if A is 1m-subnormal and modular in G. Note, in passing, that A is 1m-subnormal
in G if and only if A is F-subnormal in G in the sence of Kegel [12], where § is the class of all

7'-groups.

(iv) In the other classical case 0 = 0™ = {m, 7'} a subgroup A of G is ¢™-subnormal in G if
and only if G has a subgroup chain A = Ay < A1 < --- < A, = G such that either 4;_1 < A;, or
A;/(Ai—1)a, is a m-group, or A;/(A;—1)4, is a 7’-group for all i =1,...,n.

In this case we say that A is m, 7’ -subnormal in G [9,[10}, 11], and we say that A is 7, 7’-quasinormal

in G if A is 7, 7’-subnormal and modular in G.

The theory of o-quasinormal subgroups was constructed in the paper [13]. In particular, it was
proven the following result covering in the case 0 = o' = {{2},{3},{5}...} the above mentioned
results in [4] 5] [].

Theorem B (See Theorem C in [13]). Let A be a o-quasinormal subgroup of G. Then the
following statements hold:

(i) A permutes with all Hall o;-subgroups of G for all i.
(ii) The quotients A% /Aq and G/Cq(AC /Ag) are o-nilpotent, and

(iii) Every chief factor H/K of G between A® and Ag is o-central in G , that is, (H/K) x
(G/Cq(H/K)) is o-primary.

(iv) For every i such that o; € 0(G/Cq(A%/Ag)) we have o; € 0(A%/Ag).
(v) A is o-seminormal in G.

A group G is said to be a PT-group [14] 2.0.2] if quasinormality is a transitive relation on G,
that is, if H is a quasinormal subgroup of K and K is a quasinormal subgroup of G, then H is a

quasinormal subgroup of G.

The description of PT-groups was first obtained by Zacher [15], for the soluble case, and by
Robinson in [16], for the general case.

Bearing in mind the results in [I5, [16] and many other known results on PT-groups (see, in

particular, Chapter 2 in [14]), it seems to be natural to ask:

Question 1.3. What is the structure of G provided o-quasinormality is a transitive relation in

G?
Question 1.4. What is the structure of G provided modularity is a transitive relation in G?

Note that in view of Example 1.2(i), Question 1.4 is a special case of Question 1.3, where o = {P}.



Note also that for the case when G is a soluble group, the answers to both of these questions are

known.

Frigerio proved [18] (see also [19]) that modularity is a transitive relation in a soluble group G if

and only if G is an M-group.

An important step in solving the general Problem 1.3 was made in the paper [17], where it was

proven the following theorem turn into Frigerion result in the case where o = {P}.

Theorem C (X.-F. Zhang, W. Guo, L.N. Safonova, A.N. Skiba [17]). Let G be a soluble group
and D = G™o. Then o-quasinormality is a transitive relation in G if and only if the following

conditions hold:

(i) G = D x M, where D is an abelian Hall subgroup of G of odd order, M is a o-nilpotent
M-group.

(ii) every element of G induces a power automorphism on D,
(iii) Oy, (D) has a normal complement in a Hall o;-subgroup of G for all i.

Conversely, if Conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) hold for some subgroups D and M of G, then o-

quasinormality is a transitive relation in G.

In this theorem, G™ denotes the o-nilpotent residual of G, that is, the intersection of all normal

subgroups N of G with o-nilpotent quotient G/N.

Definition 1.5. We say that G is: (i) a QoT-group if the o-quasinormality is a transitive relation
on G, that is, if H is a o-quasinormal subgroup of K and K is a o-quasinormal subgroup of GG, then
H is a o-quasinormal subgroup of Gj; (ii) an MT'-group if the modularity is a transitive relation in

G.
It is clear that an MT-group is exactly a QoT-group where o = {P}.

In this article, expanding the corresponding results of the papers [16, [17), 21], we answer Questions

1.3 and 1.4 in the general case.
Definition 1.6. We say that (D, Z(D);Uy,...,Uy) is a Robinson complez if the following fold:
(i) D # 1 is a perfect normal subgroup of G,

(i) D/Z(D) =Uy/Z(D) x --- x Uy /Z (D), where U;/Z(D) is a simple non-abelian chief factor of
G, Z(D) = ®(D), and

(iii) every chief factor of G below Z(D) is cyclic.

Example 1.7. Let G = SL(2,7) x A7 X A5 X B, where B = Cy3 x C7 is a non-abelian group of
order 301. Then

(SL(2,7) x As x A7, Z(SL(2,7)); SL(2,7), As Z(SL(2,7)), A7 Z(SL(2,7))))

is a Robinson complex of G.



Now let G = A, 1C), = K x Cp, where K is the base group of the regular wreath product of
the alternating group A,, of degree n > 4 with a group C), of prime order p. Then K is a minimal

normal subgroup of G by [20, Chapter A, 18.5(a) |. Hence G has no a Robinson complex.
We say, following Robinson [16], that G satisfies:

(1) N, if whenever N is a soluble normal subgroup of G, p’-elements of G induce power auto-
morphism in O,(G/N);

(2) P, if whenever N is a soluble normal subgroup of G, every subgroup of O,(G/N) is quasi-
normal in every Sylow p-subgroup of G/N.

Every subnormal subgroup is both submodular and o-subnormal in the group. Thus the following

well-known result partially describes the structure of insoluble QoT-groups.

Theorem D (Robinson [16]). G is a PT-group if and only if G has a normal perfect subgroup
D such that:

(i) G/D is a soluble PT-group, and
(i) if D # 1, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);Uy,...,U) and

(iif) for any set {i1,... i} C{1,...,k}, where 1 <r <k, G and G/U] ---U] satisty Ny, for all
p € m(Z(D)) and Py, for all p € m(D).

Now, recall that G is a non-abelian P-group (see [, p. 49]) if G = A x (t), where A is an
elementary abelian p-group and an element ¢ of prime order ¢ # p induces a non-trivial power

automorphism on A. In this case we say that G is a P-group of type (p,q).
Definition 1.8. We say that:

(i) G satisfies Qgu(p,q) if whenever N is a soluble normal subgroup of GG and P/N is a normal

o-primary P-subgroup of type (p, q) of G/N, every subgroup of P/N is modular in G/N.
If G satisfies Q,(p,q) and o = {P}, then say, following [2], that G' satisfies M, ;.

(ii) G satisfies Q,p if G satisfies Qo (p,q) for each pair p, ¢ such that there is a P-group of type
(p: ).

In this paper, based on Theorems C and D, we prove the following result.

Theorem E. A group G is a QoT-group if and only if G has a perfect normal subgroup D such
that:

(i) G/D is a soluble QoT-group,
(ii) if D # 1, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);Uy,...,U) and
(iii) for any set {iy,...,i,} € {1,...,k}, where 1 <r <k, the groups G and G/Uj ---U] satisfy

ir

N, for all p € {2,3} N7(Z(D)), P, for all p € (D), and Qqu(pq) for all {p,q} N (D) # (.

Theorem E gives a solution to Question 1.3. The following special case of Theorem E gives a

solution to Question 1.4.



Theorem F. A group G is an MT-group if and only if G has a perfect normal subgroup D such
that:

(i) G/D is an M-group,

(ii) if D # 1, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);Uy,...,U) and

(iii) for any set {i1,...,i} C{1,...,k}, where 1 <r <k, G and G/U] --- U] satisty Ny, for all
p € {2,3}Nn(Z(D)), P, for all p € (D), and M,, , for all pairs {p,q} N7(D) # 0.

We prove Theorem E (and so Theorem F, as well) in Section 3. In Section 4 we discuss some

other applications of these results.

2 Preliminaries

The first lemma is a corollary of general properties of modular subgroups [I, p. 201] and o-subnormal

subgroups [3, Lemma 2.6].

Lemma 2.1. Let A, B and N be subgroups of G, where A is o-quasinormal and N is normal in

G.
1) The subgroup A N B is o-quasinormal in B.

(1)

(2) The subgroup AN/N is o-quasinormal in G/N.

(3) If N < B and B/N is o-quasinormal in G/N, then B is o-quasinormal in G.
(

4) B is o-quasinormal in G, then (A, B) is o-quasinormal in G.

Lemma 2.2 A subgroup A of G is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of G if and only if either
A is normal in G and G/A is a simple gropup or Ag < A and G/Aq is a o-primary non-abelian
group of order pq for primes p and q.

Proof. First assume that A is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of GG. If A is normal in
G, then G/A = G/Ag is simple. Now assume that A is not normal in G, so A = G and, in view
of Theorem B(ii), G/A¢ is a o;-group for some i. Hence every subgroup of G containing Ag is
o-subnormal in G by [3 Lemma 2.6(5)]. On the other hand, U/Ag is modular in G if and only if
U is modular in G by [1, Page 201, Properties (3)(4)]. Therefore, in fact, A is a maximal modular
subgroup of G. Hence G/A¢ is a non-abelian group of order pq for primes p,q € o; by [I, Lemma
5.1.2).

Now assume that Ag < A < G and G/Ag is a o-primary non-abelian group of order pq for primes
p and ¢q. Then A is a maximal subgroup of G and A is a o-subnormal subgroup of G. Moreover,
A/Aq is modular in G/Ag by [I, Lemma 5.1.2], so A is a maximal modular subgroup of G by [1]
Page 201, Property (4)]. Hence A is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of G.

Finally, assume that A is normal in G and G/A is a simple non-abelian group, then A is a

maximal modular subgroup of G by [I, Lemma 5.1.2] and A o-subnormal in G. Hence A is a
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maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of G. The lemma is proved.

We say that a subgroup A of G is said to be o-subquasinormal in G if there is a subgroup chain
A=Ay <A <---< A, =G such that A;_; is o-quasinormal in A; for alli=1,...,n.
It is clear that G is a QoT-group if and only if every of its o-subquasinormal subgroups is

o-quasinormal in G.

The class of groups § is a hereditary formation if § is closed under taking derect products,
homomorphic images and subgroups. If § # () is a hereditary formation, then the symbol G¥ denotes
the §-residual of G, that is, the intersection of all normal subgroups N of G with G/N € §.

We use 2* to denote the class of all abelian groups of squarefree exponent. It is clear that 2A* is

a hereditary formation.

Lemma 2.3. Let A, B and N be subgroups of GG, where A is o-subquasinormal G and N is

normal G in G.
(1) AN B is o-subquasinormal G in B.
(2) AN/N is o-subquasinormal G in G/N.
(3) If N < K and K/N is o-subquasinormal G in G/N, then K is o-subquasinormal G in G.
(4) A* is subnormal in G.
(5) If G =Uy x -+ x Uy, where U; is a simple non-abelian group, then A is normal in G.

Proof. (1)—(4). These assertions follow from Lemma 2.6 in [3] and corresponding lemmas in
[19].
(5) Let E = U; A, where U; £ A. We show that A < E.

The subgroup A is o-subquasinormal G in E by Part (1) and A < E, so there is a subgroup chain
A=FEy< F1 < --- < Ey_1 < By = E such that E;_1 is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of E;
foralli=1,...,t and for M = E;_y we have M = A(M NU;), where M N Uj; is o-subquasinormal
in U;. Then M NU; < U; since M < E. Therefore M NU; =1 = ANU; by Lemma 2.2 since U; is
a simple non-abelian group, so A is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of E. Assume that A is not
normal in E. Then F/Ap = U;A/Apg is a group of order gr for primes ¢ and r by Lemma 2.2, where
Ui ~U;Ag/Ar < E/Ag. This contradiction show that U; < Ng(A), so G < Ng(A). Hence we have
(5). The lemma is proved.

Lemma 2.4. If G is a QoT-group, then every quotient G/N of G is also a QoT-group.

Proof. Let L/N be a o-subquasinormal subgroup of G/N. Then L is a o-subquasinormal
subgroup in G by Lemma 2.3(3), so L is o-quasinormal in G by hypothesis and then L/N is o-
quasinormal in G/N by Lemma 2.1(2). Hence G/N is a QoT-group. The lemma is proved.

Lemma 2.5. If G is a QoT-group, then G/R satisfies Qqp for every normal subgroup R of G.

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.4, we can assume without loss of generality that R = 1.



Let P/N be any normal o-primary non-abelian P-subgroup of type (p,q) of G/N and let L/N <
P/N. Then L/N is modular in P/N by [I, Lemma 2.4.1], so L/N is submodular in G/N. On
the other hand, L/N is o-subnormal in G/N since P/N < O,,(G/N) for some i. Therefore L/N
is o-subquasinormal in G/N and so L is o-subquasinormal in G by Lemma 2.3(3). Hence L is o-
quasinormal in G by hypothesis, so L/N is modular in G/N by [1, Page 201, Property (3)]. Therefore
G satisfies Q,p. The lemma is proved.

We use G (respectively, G*) to denote the soluble (respectively, the supersoluble) residual of G.

Lemma 2.6. Let G be a non-soluble group and suppose that G has a Robinson complex
(D, Z(D);Uy,...,Uy), where D = G® = G¥. Let U be a o-subquasinormal non-c-quasinormal

subgroup of G of minimal order. Then:
(1) If UU]/U! is o-quasinormal in G/U] for all i =1, ...k, then U is supersoluble.

(2) If U is supersoluble and UL/L is o-quasinormal in G/L for all non-trivial nilpotent normal

subgroups L of G, then U is a cyclic p-group for some prime p.
Proof. Suppose that this lemma is false and let G be a counterexample of minimal order.

(1) Assume this is false. Suppose that U N D < Z(D). Then every chief factor of U below
UNZ(D)=UND is cyclic and, also, UD/D ~ U/(UND) is supersoluble. Hence U is supersoluble, a
contradiction. Therefore UND £ Z(D). Moreover, Lemma 2.3(1)(2) implies that (UND)Z(D)/Z(D)
is o-subquasinormal in D/Z(D) and so (U N D)Z(D)/Z(D) is a non-trivial normal subgroup of
D/Z (D) by Lemma 2.3(5).

Hence for some ¢ we have U;/Z(D) < (U N D)Z(D)/Z(D), so U; < (U N D)Z(D). But then
U/ < ((UND)Z(D)) <UnND. By hypothesis, UU; /U! = U/U/ is o-quasinormal in G/U] and so U

is o-quasinormal in G by Lemma 2.1(3), a contradiction. Therefore Statement (1) holds.

(2) Assume that this is false. Let N = U™ be the nilpotent residual of U. Then N < U since U
supersoluble, so IV is o-quasinormal in G by the minimality of U. It is also clear that every proper
subgroup S of U with N < S is o-subquasinormal in G, so S is o-quasinormal in G. Therefore, if
U has at least two distinct maximal subgroups S and W such that N < .SNW, then U = (S, W) is
o-quasinormal in G by Lemma 2.1(4), contrary to the choice of U. Hence U/N is a cyclic p-group

for some prime p and N # 1 since U is not cyclic.

Now we show that U is a PT-group. Let S be a proper subnormal subgroup of U. Then S is
o-subquasinormal in G, so S is o-quasinormal in G and hence S is o-quasinormal in U by Lemma
2.1(1). Therefore S is quasinormal in U by Theorem A. Therefore U is a soluble PT-group, so
N = U™ is a Hall abelian subgroup of U by[14, Theorem 2.1.11].

It follows that N < U and so U%*" = NV, where V is a maximal subgroup of a cyclic Sylow
p-subgroup P ~ U/N of U. Hence NV is o-quasinormal in G and NV is subnormal in G by Lemma
2.3(4). Therefore NV is quasinormal in G by Theorem A. Assume that for some minimal normal
subgroup R of G we have R < (NV')g. Then U/R is o-quasinormal in G/R by hypothesis, so U is o-
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quasinormal in G, a contradiction. Therefore (NV)g = 1, so NV is nilpotent and NV < Z(G) by
[14] Corollary 1.5.6] and then U = NP is nilpotent, so N = 1, a contradcition. Therefore Statement
(2) holds. The lemma is proved.

Lemma 2.7. Suppose that a soluble group G = D x M satisfies Conditions (i), (i) and (iii) in
Theorem C. If A is a o-primary o-subnormal subgroup of G such that A < M, then D < Cg(A).

Proof. Let A be a o;-group and x an element of prime power order p™ of D. Let Hjy be a
Hall oj-subgroup of G. Then, by hypothesis, Hy = O,, (D) x Si, where Oy, (D) and S}, are Hall
subgroups of G.

Since A is o-subnormal in G, A < H; by Lemma 2.6(7) in [3]. On the other hand, since A < M,
AND = 1. Therefore A= (ANO,, (D)) x (ANS;) = ANS;, so A < S; and hence O, (D) < Ca(A).

Now, let k # i. Then A is a Hall o;-subgroup of V' := O,, (D)A and A is o-subnormal in V'
by Lemma 2.6(1) in [3], so V = O, (D) x A by Lemma 2.6(10) in [3] and hence D < Cg(A). The

lemma is proved.
Lemma 2.8 (See Lemma 5.1.9 in [I]). Let A be a subgroup of prime power order of G.

(1) If A is modular but not subnormal in G, then
GJ/Ag = A% /Aq x K/Aq,

where A% /Aq is a non-abelian P-group of order prime to |K/Ag]|.
(2) A is modular in G if and only if A is modular in (x, A) for all x € G of prime power order.
Lemma 2.9. If G/Z is p-closed for some prime p and Z < Z.,(G), then G is p-closed.
Proof. Since Z < Z(G), for a Sylow p-subgroup Z, of Z we have Z = Z, x W, where Z,, and

W are characteristic in Z and so normal in G.

Let P/Z be a normal Sylow p-subgroup of G/Z and V a Sylow p-subgroup of P. Then Z, <V
and P=VZ =V x W since W < Z(G) N P < Z,(P). Therefore V is characteristic in P and so

normal in G. The lemma is proved.
Lemma 2.10. Let G = Q x P be a non-abelian P-group of type (q,p).
(1) P¢ =G.
(2) G/N is a non-abelian P-group of type (q,p) for every proper normal subgroup N of G.
Proof. See Lemma 2.2.2 in [I].

Lemma 2.11. If A and B are normal subgroups of G, then every chief factor H/K of G below
AB is G-isomorphic to either a chiew factor of G below A or a chief factor of G between B N A and
B.

Proof. This assertion follows from the G-isomorphism AB/A ~ B/(B N A) and the Jordan-
Hélder theorem for the Q-composition seties of a group (see [20, Chapter A, 3.2]).
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From Proposition 2.2.8 in [14] we get the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.12. Let § be a non-empty hereditary formation.

(1) If N is a normal subgroup of G, then (G/N)S = GSN/N.

(2) If E is a subgroup of G, then ES < GS and N(NE)S = NES.

Lemma 2.13. Let (D, Z(D);Us,...,Ux) be a Robinson complex of G and N a normal subgroup
of G.

(1) U} /(U/NZ(D)) is a simple non-abelian group and U/NZ (D) = ®(U}) = Z(U/). In particular,
U/ is a quasi-simple group.

(2) If N = U! and k # 1, then (D/N, Z(D/N);UyN/N, ..., Ui_yN/N,U; ;1 N/N, - -+ | NU,/N) is
a Robinson complex of G/N and U;/N = Z(D)N/N = Z(D/N).

(3) If N is nilpotent, then (DN/N,Z(D)N/N;UN/N,...,NU,/N) is a Robinson complex of
G/N and Z(D)N/N = Z(D/N).

(4) If p € m(Z(D)), then p € w(Z(U})) for some i. In particular, p € {2,3}.

Proof. Let Z := Z(D) = ®(D). (1) First observe that U; = U/Z = UPZ, where & is the
class of all soluble groups, since U;/Z is a simple non-abelian group and so UZ-6 <U! < UZ-G. Hence
US = U/ is perfect. On the other hand, U;/Z = U!Z/Z ~ U!/(U!N Z) is a simple non-abelian group.
Therefore U/ N Z = ®(U}) = Z(U/) since ®(U/) < ®(D).

(2), (3) See Remark 1.6.8 in [14] or Lemma 3.1 in [I1].

(4) Assume that p ¢ m(Z(U})) for all i and let Z = Z, x V, where Z, is the Sylow p-subgroup
of Z. Then Z,NU] =1,s0 U/ NZ =U/NV = ®U}) = Z(U]) for all i. On the other hand,
D=U- U, =2U---U, = Z,V(U---U}), so D = V(U ---Uy}) since Z, < ®(D). Hence
Z <V(Uj---U;). But V and every subgroup U, has no a composition factor of order p by Lemma
2.11, a contradiction. Therefore p € n(Z(U!)) for some i, where U/ is a quasi-simple group by Part
(1). But then |Z(U})| divides the order of the Schur multiplier M (U!/Z(U})) of U!/Z(U}). Hence
m(Z(U})) C {2,3} (see Section 4.15(A) in [22, Ch. 4]. Therefore p € {2,3}. Hence we have (4). The

lemma is proved.

Lemma 2.14. Let U and N < G be subgroups of G, where U is of prime power order. Suppose
that UN/N is a modular non-subnormal subgroup of G/N. Then

G/(UN)g ~USN/(UN)g x K/(UN)g,

where UN/(UN )¢ is a non-abelian P-group of order prime to |K/UNg|.

Proof. The subgroup UN/N ~ U/(U N N) of G/N is of prime power order, so we can apply
Lemma 2.8(1).

First observe that (UN/N)g/n = (UN)g/N and (UN/N)9/N = (UN)%/N = UYN/N. There-
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fore, by Lemma 2.8(1),
G/(UN)e ~ (G/N)/(UN)g/N) = (G/N)/(UN/N)g/n

= (UN/N)?/N [(UN/N)gyn x (K/N)/(UN/N)¢)n
= (USN/N)/((UN)c/N) x (K/N)/((UN)c/N) = U°N/(UN)e x K/(UN)g,
where
(UN/N)SNJ(UN/N) gy ~ U N/(UN)q

is a non-abelian P-group of order prime to [(K/N)/(UN/N)qg/n| and so to |K/(UN)g|. The lemma
is proved.

A group G is called 7-closed if G has a normal Hall m-subgroup.

The following lemma is well-known [20, Chapter A, 13.2].

Lemma 2.15. If H is a normal subgroup of G and H/(H N ®(G)) is w-closed, then H is
m-closed.

Recall that a group G is said to be a P*-group if G = A x (t), where A is an elementary abelian
subgroup of G, |t| = r™ for some prime r and ¢ induces a power automorphism of prime order on A
[1, p. 69].

Lemma 2.16. Let G = A x (t) be a P*-group and let |(t)| = p". Then Z(G) = (t?) = ®(G),
G/Z(G) is a non-abelian P-group and the lattice £L(G) is modular.

The following lemma is a corollary of Theorem C.

Lemma 2.17. If G is a soluible QoT-group, then every subgroup of G is a QoT-group.

3 Proofs of Theorems E and F

Proof of Theorem E. First assume that G is a QoT-group. Then G is a PT-group and every
quotient G/N is a QoT-group by Lemma 2.4. Let D be the soluble residual of G. Then D is perfect
and G/D is a soluble group QoT-group, so Condition (i) holds for G.

Now assume that D # 1. Then, in view of Theorem D, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);
Ui, ...,Uy) such that for any set {i1,...,ir} € {1,...,k}, where 1 <r < k, G and G/Uj ---Uj
satisfy N, for all p € {2,3} N7(Z (D)) and P, for all p € m(D). Moreover, in view of Lemma 2.5, G
and G/Uj, ---Uj satisty Qup and, in particular, satisfy Q,(,,q) for all pairs {p, ¢} N7 (D) # (). Hence
Conditions (ii) and (iii) hold for G. Therefore the necessity of the condition of the theorem holds.

Now, assume, arguing by contradiction, that G is a non-QoT-group of minimal order satisfying
Conditions (i), (ii), and (iii).
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Then, in view of Lemma 2.13(4) and Theorem D, G is a PT-group, so D # 1 and G has a
o-subquasinormal U such that U is not o-quasinormal in G but every o-subquasinormal subgroup
Up of G with Uy < U is o-quasinormal in G. Let Z = Z(D).

(1) If N is either a non-identity normal nilpotent subgroup of G or N = U] for some i, then G/N
is a QoT-group.

First assume that k =1 and N = U{. Then D' = D = U; = U] = N. Therefore G/N = G/D is
a QoT-group by Condition (i).

Now assume that & > 1 and N = N/. We can assume without loss of generality that i =
1. Then (G/N)/(D/N) ~ G/D is a aoluble QoT-group and (D/N) = D'/N = D/N. From
Lemma 2.13(2) it follows that (D/N,Z(D/N);UsN/N,...,U,N/N) is a Robinson complex of G/N
and U;/N = ZN/N = Z(D/N), where ZN/N ~ Z/(Z N N). Moreover, by Condition (iii), if
{i1,...,ir} €{2,...,k}, where 2 < r < k, then the quotients G/N = G/U] and, in view o lemma
2.12(2),

(G/N)/(UyyN/N) -+ (Us, N/N)' = (G/N)/(U}, --- Uj U1 /N) = G/Uj, - - U; Uj

satisfy N, for all p € {2,3} N7(ZN/N), Py, for all p € n(D/N)) C 7(D), and Qg(p,q) for all pairs
{p,q} N7(D/N) # 0. Therefore the hypothesis holds for G/N = G/Uj, so G/U] is a QoT-group for
all 7 by the choice of G.

Similary, it can be proved that if N is a non-identity nilpotent normal subgroup of G, then the
hypothesis holds for G/N and so G/N is a QoT-group.

(2) U is supersoluble.

It is clear that D = G® = G" and UU//U/ is o-subquasinormal in G/U! by Lemma 2.3(2).
Therefore UU] /U] is o-quasinormal in G/U; by Claim (1) for all i. Hence U is supersoluble by
Lemma 2.6(1).

(3) Suppose that N is either a non-identity normal nilpotent subgroup of G or N = U/ for some 1.
If X is a subgroup of G such that X N/N is o-subquasinormal in G/N, then X N/N is o-quasinormal
in G/N and XN is o-quasinormal in G. In particular, Ug = 1.

In view of Claim (1), G/N is a QoT-group, so XN/N is o-quasinormal in G/N and hence XN
is o-quasinormal in G by Lemma 2.1(3). Therefore, since U is supersoluble by Claim (2), the choice
of U implies that Ug = 1.

(4) U is a cyclic p-group for some prime p and V := U N Z(G) is the maximal subgroup of U.

Let N be a nilpotent non-identity normal subgroup of G. Then UN/N is o-subquasinormal in
G/N by Lemma 2.3(2), so UN/N is o-quasinormal in G/N by Claim (1). Hence U is a cyclic p-group
for some prime p by Claim (2) and Lemma 2.6(2).

Now, let V be the maximal subgroup of U. Then V = U%" is subnormal in G by Lemma

2.3(4) since U is a cyclic p-group, hence V' is quasinormal in G since G is a PT-group. Therefore
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V < Z+(G) by [14, Corollary 1.5.6] since Vg =1 = Ug by Claim (3).
(5) G has a normal subgroup C, of order q for some prime q.

If Z # 1, it is clear. Now assume that Z = 1. Then D = Uy X --- X Uy, where U; is a simple

non-abelian minimal normal subgroup of G for all .

Let £ = U;U, where U; jé U. We show that U; < Ng(U). Since U is a o-subquasinormal
subgroup of E by Lemma 2.3(1), there is a subgroup chain U = Ey < By < --- < E;1 < By = FE
such that F;_; is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of E; for all i =1,...,t and for M = E;_; we
have M = U(M N U;). Moreover, M N U; is o-subquasinormal in F and M NU; < U; since M < E,
so M NU; = 1. Therefore U = M is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of E. Assume that U is
not normal in E. Then, by Lemma 2.2, E/Ug is a group of order gr for primes ¢ and r. But this is
imposible since U; ~ U;Ug/Ur < E/Ug. Therefore U; < Ng(U) for all i, so D < Ng(U) and hence
UND < O0u(D) =1 by Claim (4).

It follows than DU = D x U, s0 1 < U < Cg(D). But Ce(D)ND =1 since Z = Z(D) = 1.
Therefore Cq(D) ~ Cq(D)D/D is soluble. Hence for some prime ¢ dividing |Cq(D)| we have
04(Cq(D)) # 1. But Oy(Cq(D)) is characteristic in Cg(D), so Oy(Cg(D)) is normal in G and

hence we have (5).
(6) U is soluble.
The subgroup C,U/Cy is o-subquasinormal in G/C; by Lemma 2.3(2), so this subgroup is o-

quasinormal and hence modular in G/C, by Claim (3).
First assume that C,U/C, is not subnormal in G/C,. Then, by Lemma 2.14, C,U%/(C,U)¢ is
a non-abelian P-group, so C,U%/(C,U)¢ is soluble and hence
UY(CyU)a/(CeU) ~ U /(U% N (CyU)c)
is soluble since C,U is soluble. Hence U¢ is soluble.

Now assume that C,U/Cj is subnormal in G/Cy, so
US/(UENCy) = CUT/Cy = (CU/Co) T/ < 0(G/Cy)
by Claim (4). Hence U¢ is soluble.

(7) U is not subnormal in G.

Assume that U is subnormal in G. Then U is quasinormal and so o-quasinormal in G since G is

a PT-group, a contradiction. Hence we have (7).

(8) [U] = p.

Assume that [U| > p. Then 1 <V < R := 0y(Z(G)) by Claim (4) and U £ R by Claim (7).
Denote £ = RU. Then EY = U%R and, in view of Claims (4) and (7), E is not subnormal in G.
Moreover, E is o-quasinormal and so modular in G by Claim (3). The group UR/R ~U/(UNR) =
U/V has order p, so (RU)c = R.
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In view of Lemma 2.14,
G/R=G/Eg~E%/Eq x K/Eg =U°R/R x K/R,

where RUY/R ~ U%/(U% N R) is a non-abelian P-group of order prime to K/R.

The group U%/(U% N R) is g-closed for some prime ¢ dividing its order and so U is ¢-closed by
Lemma 2.9 since U N R < Zoo(U%). If Q is the normal Sylow g-subgroup of U®, then U £ Q by
Claim (7), so ¢ # p. Therefore UY/(U% N R) is a non-abelian P-group of type (¢,p), so UY = Q x P,
where P is a non-normal Sylow p-subgroup of U®, containing U, and Q is subnormal in G. In
particular, UY and RU%/R are m-groups, where 7 = {p, ¢}, so G is m-soluble and hence D and D/Z

are m-soluble groups.

Assume that U9 N D # 1. Since U9 N D < Z < ®(D) by Claim (6), for some i and for some
r € {p, q} the mumber r divides |U;/Z|. It follows that U;/Z is an abelian group, a contradiction.

Therefore U N D =1 and so
U%~U%/(U%ND)~U%D/D = (QD/D) x (PD/D),

where G/ D is a soluble QoT-group by Condition (i). Therefore, in view of Theorem C, G/D =T x L,
where T' = (G/D)™ and the following hold: T is an abelian Hall subgroup of G /D and all subgroups
of T are normal G/D and the lattice £(L), of all subgroups of L, is modular. Then PD/D £ T, so
UD/D < PD/D < L* for some =z € G/D.

First assume that QD/D < T. Since UD/D is a o-subquasinormal p-subgroup of G/D by
Lemmma 2.3(2), T' < Cg/p(UD/D) by Lemma 2.7, so

(QD/D) x (PD/D)=UD/D = (UD)%/D = (UD/D)%/P = (UD/D)""" = (UD/D)*" < L*,

a contradiction. Hence QD/D £ T and so (QD/D) x (PD/D) < L® since T and L® are Hall
subgroups of G/D and QD/D is a subnormal g-subgroup of G/D.

In view of Theorem 2.4.4 in [I], L* is a direct product of P*-groups P; and primary groups @;
(that is, @; is of prime power order) with relatively prime orders. Then for any factor Q; of L* we
have Q; < Zoo(L%), 30 QD/D % Qj and PD/D % @, for all j since UY ~U%D/D ~ QD/DxPD/D
is not nilpotent.

Therefore for some i and k we have QD/D < P, and PD/D < Py, where [P;, P;] =1 for i # k,
so i = k. Hence QD/D x PD/D < P; = A x (t), where A is elementary abelian subgroup of P;,
|t| = r™ for some prime r and ¢ induces a power automorphism of prime order on A. Therefore A is
a g-group and t is a p-element of Py by Lemma 2.16. Hence P ~ PD/D is a cyclic p-group.

Since UY/(U% N R) is a non-abelian P-group and U <« UY N R, U(UY N R)/(U% N R) is a Sylow
p-subgroup of UY/(UY N R) and so U(UY N R) is a cyclic Sylow p-subgroup of U®. Tt follows that
either U(U N R) = U or U(U N R) = U N R. In the former case we have U N R =V < Ug,
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which is impossible by Claim (3), so U(UY N R) = UY N R and hence U is subormal in G, contrary
to Claim (7). Therefore we have (8).

(9) U £ D.

Assume U < D. From Claim (7) it follows that U £ Z and then, by Claim (8) and Lemma
2.3(1)(2)(5), for some i we have U ~UZ/Z = U;/Z, a contradiction. Hence we have (9).

(10) O,(D) = 1.

Assume that G has a normal subgroup Z, < Z = ®(D) of order p. Then Z,U is not subnormal in
G by Claim (7) and, also, (Z,U)g = Z, by Claim (8) and (Z,U)¢ = Z,U%, so G/Z, ~ Z,U% | Z, x
K/Z,, where Z,U%/Z, is a non-abelian P-group of order p®q® prime to |K/Z,| by Lemma 2.14.
Hence G/Z,, D/Z,, and D are {p,q}-soluble and p divides |D/Z,|. Hence O,(D/Z) # 1. This

contradiction completes the proof of the claim.

(11) U/U = U] x U and so UU is not subnormal in G for all i.

In view of Claims (8) and (9), it is enough to show that U/ < Ng(U).

By Lemma 2.13(1), U/ N Z = ®(U]) = Z(U}) and U;/®(U]) is a simple non-abelian group. In
particular, U/ is quasi-simple.

Let E =U/U =U/xU. Then E' = U]. Let U = Ey < E1 < --- < E;_1 < E; = E be a
subgroup chain such that E;_; is a maximal o-quasinormal subgroup of F; for alli =1,...,t and for
M = E;_; we have M = U(M NU/). Then, by Lemma 2.2, we have either M = E;_; is a maximal

normal subgroup of E or M is a maximal subgroup of E such that F/Mg is a o-primary non-abelian

group of order gr for some primes ¢ and r.

First assume that M is normal in E. From E = U/U = U/M it follows that E/M ~ U//(M NU})
is a simple group and so U//(M NUJ) is a simple non-abelian group since U] is perfect. Therefore
MNU! =U/NZ = ®(U)) is a p’-group by Claim (10), so U is a Sylow p-subgroup of M = U (M NU}).
Then, by the Frattini argument, £ = MNg(U) = (M NU})Ng(U) = ®(U})Ng(U). But ®(U]) <
®(FE), therefore Ng(U) = E and so U] < Ng(U).

Finally, assume that E/Mp is a non-abelian group of order gr with V/Mg = (E/Mg)’. Then
(E/Mg)/(E/Mg)| = (E/Mg)/(V/Mg) = |E/V| is a prime, so V. = U/. Hence Mp < U/ and
U!/ME is a non-identity soluble group, so U/ is not perfect. This contradiction shows that we have
(11).

(12) UY is not a non-abelian P-group.

Assume that U® is a non-abelian P-group. Then, in view of Claim (7), U = Q x U is of type
(¢,p) for some prime q. Let 7 = {q,p}.

First suppose that 7 N 7(D) = (. Then U N D =1, so [U%, D] =1 and G is 7-soluble.

We show that G/D is m-decomposable. Let N = Uj and F = NU = N x U. Then

F% = NU% and Fg = N by Claim (8). In view of Claims (3) and (7), F/N is not subnormal
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but modular in G/N and so

G/N ~ NU®/N x K/N,
where NUY/N = O,(G/N) and K/N = O,/(G/N), by Lemma 2.14. Therefore G/N is 7-decomposable.
Hence G/D is w-decomposable.

Let E be a minimal supplement to D in G. Then EN D < ®(E), so E is soluble and 7-
decomposable, that is, E = O (E) x Oy (F) by Lemma 2.15 since G/D ~ E/(E N D).

Let = € G,, where G, be a Sylow r-subgroup of G. Assume that » ¢ w. Then for some Sylow
r-subgroup D, of D and a Sylow r-subgroup F, of E and some y € G we have G, = D, EY.

Hence x = de, where d € D, and e € EY. Then d < Cg(U) since [U%, D] = 1. Since |G : EY| =
|DE} : EY| = |D : DN EY| is a 7’-mumber, the Hall m-subgroup O, (EY) of EY is a Hall w-subgroup
of G. Hence UY < O,(EY) and so e < Cg(U) since e € O (EY). Therefore x < Cg(U) and hence

U is normal and so modular in (z,U).

Now let » € 7. Then V = UG, is a m-subgroup G, so VN D = 1 and therefore V ~ VD/D
is a soluble QoT-group by Lemma 2.17, so U is o-quasinormal and so modular in V. Hence U is
modular in (x,U) by [Il, Page 201, Property (2)]. Therefore U is modular in G by Lemma 2.8(2) and

so U is o-quasinormal in GG, a contradiction.

Finally, if 7 N 7(D) # 0, then G satisfies Q,(,q) by Condition (iii), so U is modular and so

o-quasinormal in G. This contradiction completes the proof of the claim.
(13) G has a normal subgroup C, of prime order g such that Cy < Z(Uj) = ®(Uy).

Let E = UjU = Uy x U. Then E is modular and not subnormal in G by Claims (3) and (7).
Moreover, Eg = Uj by Claim (8) and E/U; ~ U is a modular non-subnormal subgroup of G/Uj.
Hence

ECY/Eq =UCU, U ~UY/(UY N UY)
is a non-abelian P-group by Lemma 2.8(1). Hence 1 < U N U < Z(U}) by Claims (6) and (12).
Hence G has a normal subgroup C; of prime order ¢ such that C, < Uj. But U] is a quasi-simple
group by Lemma 2.13(1) and so C, < Z(U7) = ®(U7).

Final contradiction. From Claims (7), (9) and (11) it follows that £ = C,U = C; x U is not
subnormal in G and, in view of Claim (8), Eg = C,. Hence G/Eg ~ E¢/Eg x K/Eg, where

EY/Eq = C,U%)C, ~UC/(C,nU)

is a non-abelian P-group of order prime to |K/C,| by Lemma 2.8(1). Hence G is a m-soluble group,
where 7 = 7(U%/(C, N U%)). Then D/Z is m-soluble. But C, < ®(U{) < ®(D) = Z by Claim (1),
so q divides |D/Z|. Hence q does not divides |C,U%/C,]|.

If C,nU% = 1, then UY ~ C,UY/C, is a non-abelian P-group, contrary to Claim (12), so
C, < UCY. Then C, is a Sylow g-subgroup of UY. Hence U% = C,; x (R x U), where Rx U ~ U%/C,
is a non-abelian P-group. Let C' = Cye(Cy). Then U < C by Claim (11) and so, by Lemma 2.10(1),
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RxU = UV < C. Hence C; < Z(UY). Therefore UY = C, x (RxU), where Rx U is characterisric
in U% and so it is normal in G. But then UY = Rx U # C, x (R xU), a contradiction. The theorem

is proved.

Proof of Theorem F. In view of Example 1.2(i), Teorem F is a special case of Theorem E,
where o = {P}.

4 Final remarks, further applications

1. First Consider the special case of Theorem E where 0 = o'™ = {{p1},...,{pn}, 7'} and 7 =
{p1,...,pn} (see Example 1.2(iii)).

In this case we say that G is a Q17T -group if 1m-quasinormality is a transitive relation on G,

and we also say in this case that "G satisfies Qqr(p,q)” instead of "G satisfies Qq(p,q)”-

Observe that G satisfies Qr(p,q) if whenever N is a soluble normal subgroup of G and P/N is
a normal non-abelian P-subgroup of type (p,q) of G/N, where p,q € 7', every subgroup of P/N is
modular in G/N. Therefore we get from Theorem E the following result.

Corollary 4.1. A group G is a Q1lnT-group if and only if G has a perfect normal subgroup D
such that:

(i) G/D is a soluble Q17T -group,
(ii) if D # 1, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);Uy,...,U) and
(iif) for any set {i1,...,i} C{1,...,k}, where 1 <r <k, the groups G and G/Uj, ---U; satisfy

7

N, for all p € {2,3} N7(Z(D)), Py for all p € (D), and Qi ,) for all pairs {p,q} C " with
{p.q} n7(D) # 0.

2. Now Consider the special case of Theorem E where o = 0™ = {m, 7'} (see Example 1.2(iv)).

In this case we say that G is a Qm, 7'T-group if 7, n’-quasinormality is a transitive relation on G,

and we also say in this case that G "satisfies Qr /()" instead of "G satisfies Qu(,,q)”-

Observe that G satisfies Q r/(p,q) if Whenever NV is a soluble normal subgroup of G and P/N is
a normal non-abelian P-subgroup of type (p,q) of G/N, where p,q € my € {m, 7'}, every subgroup
of P/N is modular in G/N.

Therefore we get from Theorem E the following result.

Corollary 4.2. A group G is a Qm,n'T-group if and only if G has a perfect normal subgroup D
such that:

(i) G/D is a soluble Qr, ' T-group,
(i) if D # 1, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);U,...,Uy) and
(i) for any set {i1,...,ir} C {1,...,k}, where 1 <r < k, the groups G and G/Uj, ---U; satisty

ir
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N, for all p € {2,3} N7(Z(D)), P, for all p € (D), and Qg 1 4) for all pairs {p,q} N 7(D) # 0.
3. In the case when o = o! = {{2},{3},{5} ...} (see Example 1.2(ii)) we get from Theorem E

the following clarification of Theorem D.
Corollary 4.3. G is a PT-group if and only if G has a normal perfect subgroup D such that:
(i) G/D is a soluble PT-group, and
(i) if D # 1, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);Uy,...,U) and

(iii) for any set {i,...,i,} €{1,...,k}, where 1 <r <k, G and G/Uj ---U] satisfy N, for all
p€{2,3} Nn(Z(D)) and P, for all p € m(D).

4. In the paper [21], the following special case of Theorem F was proved.

Corollary 4.4. A group G is an MT-group if and only if G has a perfect normal subgroup D
such that:

(i) G/D is an M-group,
(ii) if D # 1, G has a Robinson complex (D, Z(D);Uy,...,U) and

(iii) for any set {i1,...,i,} €{1,...,k}, where 1 <r <k, G and G/Uj ---U] satisfy N, for all
p e n(Z(D)), P, for all p € w(D), and M,, , for all pairs {p,q} Nw(D) # 0.

Remark 4.5. Theorem F not only strengthens Corollary 4.4 but also gives a new proof of it.
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