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PSEUDOCENTRALIZERS AND THE CHERMAK-DELGADO
MEASURE OF THE MOD p" HEISENBERG GROUP

DAVID ALLEN, JOSE J. LA LUZ, STEPHEN MAJEWICZ, AND MARCOS ZYMAN

ABSTRACT. In this paper we compute the Chermak-Delgado measure of the
mod p"™ Heisenberg Group for any prime p. To achieve this we introduce the

notion of the pseudocentralizer and prove various results about it.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let G be a finite group. The Chermak-Delgado measure of a subgroup H of
G, denoted by m(H), is defined by m(H) = |H||C(H)|. The maximum of the set
{m(H)| H < G} is termed the Chermak-Delgado measure of G and is denoted by
m*(G). In [1], A. Chermak and A. Delgado defined these measures and established
a certain sublattice of the lattice of all subgroups of G. This sublattice has been
studied in many instances. In particular, certain properties of subgroups of finite
simple groups have been established using it.

Various papers in the literature deal with theoretical implications of the concept
(for example, see [4] for the relation between the Chermak-Delgado lattice of a group
and its subnormal subgroups and [3] for some basic calculations). The purpose of
this paper is to obtain an explicit calculation of the Chermak-Delgado measure for
H(p™), the Heisenberg group with entries in the ring Z,» for any prime p and n > 0.
To achieve this we resort to some simple homological techniques.

We begin by introducing a new notion called the pseudocentralizer and develop-
ing some of its properties in order to obtain our computational results. If G and
K are groups and ¢ : G — K is a homomorphism, then the g-pseudocentralizer of

a non-empty subset S of G is
P(S;q)={g € G|[s, g] € kerq for all s € S}.
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If S = {s}, then we write P(s; ¢). For simplicity, we write P(S) for P(S; q) when g is
fixed and call P(S) the pseudocentralizer of S. For our purposes, the homomorphism
g will be from the short exact sequence of groups

f
1 —> 73— Hp") —= H (p")) — 1

where f (a1, ag, a3) = (alp"_l, asp™ 1, a3p"_1) and
q (b, ba, bs) = (by mod p™~!, by mod p™~*, by mod p"~!) where the ele-

ments of the Heisenberg groups are naturally expressed using vector notation.

The reason for introducing the pseudocentralizer of a set S is to study its relation
to C(S), the centralizer of S. After showing that C'(S) < P(S) for any S C H(p™)
in the short exact sequence above (see Lemma [B1]), we prove the first important
theorem in this direction:

Theorem [B.7L If h is a non-central element of H (p™), then |P(h)| = p|C(h)|.
Hence, P(h)/C(h) = Z,.

Using this theorem, we prove that if H < H(p™) and H is not in the center of
H(p™), then P(H)/C(H) is isomorphic to either Z, or Z, x Z, (see Lemma [5.13).
It turns out that under certain conditions, we know exactly when P(H)/C(H) is
isomorphic to Z, x Z,, and thus, when |P(H)| = p*|C(H)|. This is the purpose of
Theorem

After introducing the concept of an injective set for a special generating set of
H, we generalize Theorem [5.39 More precisely, we prove:

Theorem 5,45l Let S be a special generating set for H < H (p™) and I an injective
set for S.

(1) If 1| = 0, then |P(H)| = |C(H)|.
(2) If 1| = 1, then |P(H)| = p|C(H)].
(3) If |I| = 2, then |P(H)| = p*|C(H)|.

This theorem plays a major role in proving various computational results about
the the Chermak-Delgado measure of subgroups of H(p™). In addition, we define and
study an analogue of the Chermak-Delgado measure termed the pseudo Chermak-
Delgado measure. We provide numerous results in Section 7 that relate the two
notions. These lead us to the main theorem in this paper:

Theorem [T.4L For any prime p, we have m*(H (p")) = p*™.
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2. NOTATION AND Basic FacCTs

In this section, we provide some notation and background material that will be

used in the paper. We assume throughout that all groups are finite. Let G be such

a group.

The centralizer of a € G, commonly written as Cg(a), is denoted by C(a)
(G will always be understood from the context). Similarly, the centralizer
of H < G is written as C(H) rather than the usual Cq(H).

Z(@) is the center of G.

|G| is the order of G. For g € G, we write o(g) for its order.

G" is the external direct product G X --- x G with n direct factors.
ItS={g, 92, .-, g} € G, then (S) = (g1, g2, ..., gi) denotes the sub-
group of G generated by S.

lzy and the conjugate of x

The commutator of z, y € G is [z, y] = 271y~
by y is 2¥ =y~ lzy.
G, G] = ([g, h]| g, h € G) is the derived subgroup of G.

We write Z,, for the ring (Z,, +, ).

Additional notations and definitions will be presented when they first appear in

the paper.

3. THE ¢-PSEUDOCENTRALIZER

In this section, we introduce the notion of the g-pseudocentralizer and provide

some of its elementary properties.

Definition 3.1. Let G and K be groups, and suppose that ¢ : G — K is a

homomorphism. The g-pseudocentralizer of a non-empty subset S of G is

If s

P(S;q) ={g9g € G|ls, g] € kerg for all s € S}.

= {s}, then we write P(s; q). Clearly, P(S; q) # 0 since it contains 1.

We will be interested in the case when the homomorphism ¢ arises in a short

exact sequence. Let GG, G, and G2 be groups. In the paper, we will refer to the

short exact sequence:

(1)
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This means that f and ¢ are group homomorphisms, f is injective, q is surjective,

and im f = ker ¢q. Note that “1” in the sequence means the trivial group {1}.

Lemma 3.2. If S C G and H < G in the short exact sequence (), then we have
P(S;q) <G and P(H; q) < G.

Proof. Let ¢1, g2 € P(S; q). Using the commutator identities (see Lemma 1.4 of
[2]), we see that

[s, 91951] = [S, 951} [S, gl]g; = ([s, 92]"’51)71[8, PR

Since [s, g1] € kerg, [s, g2] € kerg, and ker ¢ < G, we have that [s, 91]9271 € kerq
and [s, g2]%2 € kerq. It follows that P(S; q) < G.
Next let z € P(H; q). Ilf g € G and h € H, then h9"" € H because H<G. Hence,

[hgfl, z} € ker ¢ and, consequently,
() = ) =l ) =
And so, 29 € P(H; q). O

Notation 3.3. Whenever the map ¢ is fixed, we write P(S) for P(S; ¢) and call
P(S) the pseudocentralizer of S. Whether or not S is a subgroup of G will be

apparent from the context.

Example 3.4. Let G be a group and id : G — G the identity homomorphism.

1) For the short exact sequence 1 G i G T 1 we have
P(H) =G for any H < G.

f id
2) For the short exact sequence 1 1 G G 1 we have

P(H)=C(H) for any H < G.

Lemma 3.5. For any short exact sequence ([{l) with H < G and K < G, and any
subset S of G, the following properties hold:

(1) C(S) < P(S) for any S C G;
(2) ¢(P(H)) = C(q(H));

(3) kerq < P(H);
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(4) [P(H)| = |G1][C(q(H))l;

) P(HK) = P(H) N P(K);
) P(HK) = P((HK));
8) P(H)P(K) < P(H N K);
9) If S is a generating set for H, then P(H) = P(S);
(10) If Sy C Sy € G, then P(Sy) < P(Sy).

The proof of Lemma 35 is left for the reader. We remark that (6) and (7) hold
even if HK is not a subgroup of G. The proof of (4) makes use of the next theorem

which will be needed again later. Its proof can be found in the Appendix.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that H < G in the short exact sequence (). If H, =
f~Y(H Nkerq) and Hy = q(H), then |H| = ’fh’ ﬁg‘ .

Lemma 3.7. If G5 is abelian in the short exact sequence (), then P(H) = G for
any H < G.

Proof. If h € H and g € G, then q([h, g]) = [q(h), q(g)]. Since G2 is abelian,
[¢(h), g(g)] = 1 and, thus, [h, g] € kerq. And so, g € P(H). O

4. THE MOD r-HEISENBERG GROUP

From this point on, r > 1 will always be some natural number and p is a

fixed prime number.

Definition 4.1. For any ring Z,,

1 ay ag
H(T‘) = 0 1 a3 ai, g, a3 € Ly
0 0 1

is the mod r Heisenberg group with matrix multiplication as the group operation.
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1 ar ag
Notation 4.2. The matrix a = [0 1 ag| will be written in the vector form
0O 0 1

a = (a1, az, az). We call a; the i'" component of a.

Using this notation and standard matrix multiplication, we get
(a1, ag, az)(b1, ba, b3) = (a1 + b1, az + by + a1bs, as +b3) and
(a1, az, a3)™' = (—a1, aras — as, —az).
In the above, all calculations are obviously done in the ring Z,. Observe that the

vector (0, 0, 0) represents the multiplicative identity in H(r).

Notation 4.3. The i*" component of g € H(r) will usually be written as g|;.

3

e When we use this notation outside of a vector, we will write “mod” to

emphasize that we are calculating modulo r in a component. Thus, for the

vector ¢ = (a1 + by, ag + ba + a1b3, asz + b3) in H(r), we write
cli = (a; +b;) mod r for i = 1,3 and ¢|s = (az + ba + a1b3) mod r.

Note that we did not write “c|; mod r”.

e Unless ambiguity arises, when this notation is used inside of a vector (see
Lemma[L 4l for example), operations are understood to be modulo r without

mention and we will not write “mod”.

A simple calculation and induction on n give:

Lemma 4.4. For any natural number n > 1 and a € H(r), we have

- n
a”™ = ( naly, nals + 5 alials, nals | .

The proof of the next lemma is straightforward.
Lemma 4.5. Suppose that a, b € H(r).
(1) [a, b] = (0, al1bl3 — alsbl1, 0).

(2) Z(H(r)) = [H(r), H(r)] = {(0, 2, 0) |z € Zv}.
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(3) H(r) is nilpotent of class 2.

Corollary 4.6. Let S C H(r) and h € H(r).
(1) C(S)={g € H(r)|[a, g]l]2 =0 mod r for all a € S};
(2) C(h) ={g € H(r)[[h, g]l2 = 0 mod }.

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma O

Lemma 4.7. Suppose that z, y, z, w € H(r). The following hold:

(1) [lz, y], 2] = (0, 0, 0);

(2) [z, yz] = [z, ][z, y] and [zy, 2] = [z, 2][y, 2];
B3) ([z, yllz, w)l2 = [z, yll2 + [z, w]l2;

(4)

4) [z, yllz + [z, vy ]2 =0.

Proof. This is a consequence of the commutator identities (see Lemma 1.4 of [2])

and Lemma O

We henceforth specialize to the case when r = p” for any fixed n € N and
prime p. The next lemma provides a short exact sequence which will be referred to

throughout the paper. The proof is left for the reader.

Lemma 4.8. There is a short exact sequence of groups

2) 17— up) — S u () —1
where f (a1, ag, a3) = (alp"_l, asp™ 1, a3p"_1) and

q (b1, ba, b3) = (bl mod p"~ !, by mod p"~ !, by mod p"_l) )

Unless otherwise told, the map ¢ in P(S) = P(S; ¢) will be from the short

exact sequence (2)).

Corollary 4.9. Let S C H(p™) and h € H(p").
(1) P(S)={g e H(")|la, g]|2 = kp"~* for some 0 < k < p and all a € S}.
(2) P(h) ={g € H®")|[h, g]l2 = kp"~! for some 0 < k < p}.

Proof. Since kerq = {g € H(p")|p"~! divides g|; for each i = 1, 2, 3}, the result
follows from Lemma O
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5. RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN P(H) AND C(H)

Let H < H(p™) and h € H(p™). In this section, we will prove a series of state-
ments concerning the precise relation between P(H) and C(H), as well as between
P(h) and C(h). Most of these relationships are in terms of the center of H(p™).

These, in turn, will allow us to determine how their orders are related.

Lemma 5.1. For any S C H(p™) in the short exact sequence (2), we have C(S) <
P(S).

Compare this to Lemma (1). Note that our proof actually shows that C'(H)
and C(h) are normal in H(p™).

Proof. Let k € H, c € C(S), and z € P(S). By LemmalLT [k, z~'cz| [ = 0. Thus,
z7tez € C(S) by Corollary L6l And so, C(S) < P(S). O

Lemma 5.2. Let H < H(p™). Then H < Z(H(p™)) if and only if P(H) = C(H).

Proof. It H < Z(H(p™)), then C(H) = H(p"). It follows from Lemma [3.5] (1) that
P(H) = C(H). The proof of the converse will be given after Definition [5.47 O

Lemma 5.3. For all h € H(p"), P(h) = C(h) if and only if h € Z(H(p")).

Proof. If h € Z(H(p™)), then C(h) = H(p"). By Lemma 31l (1), C(h) < P(h) and,
thus, P(h) = C(h).

Suppose now that h ¢ Z(H(p™)). Then either h|y # 0 or hlz # 0. If hl; # 0,
then there exist 0 < k < n and 0 < r < p" such that p { r and h|; = rp¥. Let
g=(0,0,p" 1) € H(p"). We claim that g € P(h)\ C(h). Well, by Lemma EF]
[h, g] = (0, rp"~1, 0) . Since p"~'r mod p"~! = 0, we have that [k, g] € kerq. And
so, g € P(h). Evidently, g ¢ C(h) by Corollary .61 This proves the claim. The

case hls # 0 is proven in a similar way. O

Non-central elements play an important role in what follows. We introduce some

notation.
Notation 5.4. If S is a non-empty subset of H (p™), then we put
St=5—2ZH ).

In particular, H (p)' is the set of non-central elements of H (p™) .
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Lemma 5.5. If H < H (p") and H = (S) for some non-empty set S of H (p"),
then P(H) = P (S") and C(H) = C (57).

Proof. By (9) of Lemma B we have P(H) = P(S). Hence,

PS)=(Ph)y=| (" Pw || [ Ph|=P(SHNHE") =P(s).

hesS heSt heS—st

The proof is similar for C'(H). O

Next we determine the relationship between |P(h)| and |C(h)| for any h €
H (p™)'. In order to do so, we partition P(h) into a certain collection of subsets.

The following notation will be used:
Notation 5.6. For any h € H (p")' and each 0 < ¢ < p, let
Py(h) ={g € HP") |, gll2 = tp" "'} C P(h).
Observe that Py(h) = C(h) by Corollary 6l
Theorem 5.7. If h € H (p"), then |P(h)| = p|C(h)|. Hence, P(h)/C(h) = Z,.

Proof. Since h is not central, then either h|; # 0 or h|s # 0. Assume first that
h|1 # 0. There exist 0 < k < n and 0 < 7 < p" such that p{r and h|; = rp*. Note
that r is a unit in the ring Zpn.

We concoct set maps between C(h) and Pp(h) for each £. First observe that if
x € C(h), then for each ¢, Lemma [0 and Corollary [0l give

(B, (2|1, 2|2, @3+ 1ep" F )] |2 = £p" .

Thus, (z|1, 2|2, #|3 +r~1p"~*~1) € Py(h). Hence, there exists a well-defined set

map f; : C(h) = Py(h) given by
fe(x) = (@)1, 2|2, 23 +T_1€pn_k_l) .

Next observe that if y € Py(h) for some ¢, then [h, y]|2 = ¢p"~!. Thus, using

Lemma [£5] we obtain

(b, (ylas ylas yls —rHep™F )] 2 = 0.
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By Corollary B8} (yl1, yl2, yls —r~1ép"~*~') € C(h). And so, there exists a well-
defined set map g¢ : P;(h) — C(h) given by

9e(y) = (yl, ylo, yls —r Hep" K1)

Clearly, f; and g, are mutual inverses for each 0 < ¢ < p.
Similarly, if k|3 # 0, then we may write h|s = rp¥, where 0 < k < n, p{r, and
0 <7 < p" (thus, 7 is a unit in Z,~). In this case, we obtain well-defined set maps

that are mutual inverses:
fo:C(h) = Py(h) given by z (;v|1 —rhgpnTh—l x2, ;C|3) , and

ge: Po(h) = C(h) given by y = (yl + 7 p" "7, yla, yls) .
In either case, we have that |P;(h)| = |C(h)| for each 0 < ¢ < p. Since P(h) =

f;;é P;(h) and the Py(h) are pairwise disjoint, we have

p—1
[P(h)] = |P(h)| = plC(D)].
£=0
This completes the proof. (Il

Notation 5.8. From this point on, whenever we write h € H(p™) in the form

h= (Tlpklv T2pk25 T3pk3)7
it is understood that either:
(1) s, =0o0r
(2) 0<k;i<n,0<r;<p", and ptr;

for i =1, 2, 3. Thus, k; is the largest power of p that divides h|; whenever r; # 0.

The functions f; in the proof of Theorem [E.7] allow us to express elements of
P;(h) in terms of elements of C'(h). This important fact is the highlight of the next

result which is needed later.

Lemma 5.9. Let h = (Tlpkl, roph2, T3pk3) € H(p"). If © € Py(h) for some 0 <
¢ < p, then there exists (a1, a2, az) € C(h) such that

x = (al, ag, as +rf1€p"_k1_l) if r1 20 and

T = (a1 - rglép"_ke‘_l, as, a3) if rg # 0.
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Proof. This follows from the functions constructed in Lemma [5.7 O
Lemma 5.10. If h € H(p")T, then |C(h)| = p?|C(q(h))|.

Proof. Combining Lemma (4), Lemma .8, and Theorem [5.7] we have:
pIC(R)| = [P(h)] = [ker ql|C(q(h)] = |Z;| |C(g(h))] = p*|C(q(h))].
And so, |C(h)| = p*|C(q(h))|. O

Remark 5.11. Since Z(H(p™)) is cyclic, we can assume that any generating set

of a subgroup H of H(p™) contains at most one central element.

Corollary 5.12. Let H < H(p").
(1) If HZ(H(p™))/Z(H(p™)) is non-trivial and cyclic, then |C(H)| = p?|C(q(H))|.
(2) If H < Z(H(p")), then |C(H)| = p*|C(q(H))].

Proof. (1) Let H = (hy, ho) with hy € H(p™)" and ho € Z(H(p")). By Lemma[5.10,

we obtain:

|C(H)| |C(h1) N C(h2)| = |C(h1) NHP™)| = |C(h1)| = p*|C(q(h1))]
= p*|C(g(h)) NH (p"1)| = p*|C(g(h1)) N Clq(h2))]

= p*|C({g(h), a(h2)))| = p*|C(a(H))].

(2) If H is central, then C(H) = H(p") and C(q(H)) = H (p"~'). Therefore,
|C(H)| = p* = p°p*" % = p*|C(q(H))|. O

By Lemmalp.2l P(H)/C(H) is trivial whenever H < Z(H(p™)). The next lemma
describes P(H)/C(H) when H is not in Z(H(p")).

Lemma 5.13. Let H < H (p") and H ¢ Z(H(p")). Suppose HT = {h1, ..., hy}.
The canonical homomorphism P(H) — [],cy+ P(h) defined by = — (z, ..., x)
induces an isomorphism 6 : P(H)/C(H) — Z’;, where k =1 or 2.
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Proof. We have the following commutative diagram:

P(H)/C(H) P(hy)/C(h1) X -+ X P(hm)/C(hm)

l— P(H) ———— = P(h1) x -+ X P(hy,)

where the homomorphism from P(H) to P(hy) X -+ X P(hy,) is the one in the
statement of the lemma. The quotient groups in the diagram make sense because
of Lemma 5.1l By Theorem (7] we have P(h;)/C(h;) = Z, for each h; € HT.

We construct a group homomorphism 6 : P(H)/C(H) — Zy' as follows: let
T € P(H)/C(H) where x € P(H). Push right to (z, ..., z) and then up to
7%, P(h;)/C(hi) = Z. Observe that if a, b € P(H) are such that ab™' € C(H),
then ab=! € C(h;) for all 1 < i < m. Thus, 0 is a well-defined homomorphism and

extends the previous commutative diagram in the following way:

1 1
P(H)/C(H) - - © — — —» i

1—> P(H) ——— P(h1) x -+ x P(hy,)

C(hy) x - x C(hm)
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It is clear that # is a monomorphism; for if T € ker < P(H)/C(H) where
x € P(H), then x commutes with every h;. And so, 6 induces an isomorphism
0:P(H)/C(H) — Z for some k € {1, ..., m}.
We claim that £k = 1 or 2. We know that
P(H)/Z(H(p")) < H ") /Z(H (")) = Ly

p

Thus, P(H)/Z(H (p™)) has either one or two generators. Since Z(H (p")) < C(H),
there is a surjective map P(H)/Z(H (p")) — P(H)/C(H). Thus, k=1or2. O

We will want to identify elements of H(p™) that are equal modulo its center. We

introduce the following notation.
Notation 5.14. Let x, y € H(p"). We will write  ~ y whenever xy~1 € Z(H(p")).
It is easy to see that x ~ y if and only if z|; = y|; and z|3 = y|s.

Lemma 5.15. If x, y € H(p") and x ~ y, then [w, z] = [w, y] for any w € H(p").
In addition, C(z) = C(y) and P(z) = P(y).

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma (2). O

Lemmal5.9 gives a way of expressing an element x € Pp(h) in terms of an element
of C'(h). A preferred form can be provided whenever the first or third component

of z is a unit in Zpyn.

Definition 5.16. An element z = (21, 22, x3) in H(p™) is called non-degenerate

if ptay or ptas. Otherwise, x is degenerate.
Clearly, = is non-degenerate if and only if either x|; or x| is a unit in Zpyn».

Lemma 5.17. Suppose that z, y € H(p™) and «x is non-degenerate. Then y € C(z)

if and only if there exists a unique 0 < k < p™ such that y ~ z*.

Proof. If there exists 0 < k < p™ such that y ~ 2¥, then [z, y] = {az, xk} =1 by
Lemma [5.15l Thus, y € C(z).
Conversely, suppose that y € C(x). By Corollary EL.G]

(3) z[1y[3 mod p" = z|3y| mod p".
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Since z is non-degenerate, either p t z|; or p { x|s. Let us assume that p { z|;. Then

x|, has an inverse, say [, in the ring Z,». Thus, (@) can be rewritten as

Y|z = lx|sy|1 mod p™.

Set k = ly|; mod p™. Using Lemma 4] we get

:Ek = ($|1, :E|27 x|3)k = (k$|17 j;a k.’I]|3) ~ (l$|1y|17 y|27 ly|1$|3) = (yllu y|27 y|3)7

where & = (k:10|2 + (§)$|1$|3> mod p™. A similar proof holds when p { z|s.

We now establish the uniqueness of k. Suppose that y ~ 251 ~ zF2 for some
0 <ky <p"”andO0 < ko < p™. Assume, without loss of generality, that p does not
divide z|;. By Lemma 4] kiz|1 = kpx;. Since z|; is a unit in Z,», we conclude

that kl = kz. O

The next corollary gives an explicit form of the elements of Py(h) for a non-

degenerate element h.

Corollary 5.18. Let h = (Tlpkl, roph?, r3pk3> € H(p™) be non-degenerate. If
x € Py(h) for some 0 < £ < p, then

r = (wrlpkl, ?L, wrsp* + Tflﬁpnfklfl) if r1#0 and
r = (wrlpkl — r;lﬁpn_ke‘_l, ﬁ, wr3pk3> if r3#0,
where 0 < w < p" and0§ﬁ<p".

Proof. Let h = (Tlpkl, roph2, r3pk3) be non-degenerate. Assume that r; # 0 and
0<k <n. Fix0</{<pandlet x € Py(h). By Lemma [59] there exists a € C(h)

such that
T = (a|1, ala, alz + Tflfp"_k1_1>.
LemmalG.I7allows us to choose 0 < w < p™ such that a ~ h* = (wrlpkl, ﬁ, wr3pk3>

for some 0 < h < p™. Thus, we can set z = (wrlpkl, ﬁ, wraphs + rl_lfp"_kl_l) .

The case where r3 # 0 is proven similarly. O

Definition 5.19. Let h = (rlpkl, roph?, Tgpk3) € H(p™)'. If ; = 0, then we set
k; = n. We define the following:

(1) v(h) = min{ky, ks};
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(2) For S = {h1, ..., hm} C H(p")T, we set
v(S) =v(hi, ..., hy) =min{v(hy), ..., v(hm)};
(3) Lh= (rlpkl_”(h), 0, rgp’“_”(h)) € H(p™).
The next lemma follows from the definitions and Lemma (1).

Lemma 5.20. Suppose that h = (rlpkl, roph?, ’I”3pk3) € H(p™)'. The following

hold:
(1) 0
(2)
(3) If h is non-degenerate, then v(h) = 0;
(4) vh e C(h).

()<n

If h is degenerate, then v(h) > 0;

Given a non-central element h € H(p") and an element z € P(h), we would like
to find an element y € H(p™) of a specific type such that z ~ y. This is the point
behind Lemma (.24l First we provide some notation.

Notation 5.21. Let h = (rlpkl, roph?, r3pk3) € H(p™)t. If a = (a1, az, a3) is any
element in #H(p™), then we set
{ai};, = a; mod p" '™ for i=1,2,3.

(Here we are viewing the a; and {a;}, as integers.)

Next we define an element {a}, in H (p"”’(h)) as such:

faby = ({a}y {azhy . {ashy)
We emphasize that a € H(p") and {a}, € H (p"~*") . It is clearly possible

for a; to equal {a;}, .

Lemma 5.22. Let h = (rlpkl, roph?, T‘3pk3) €EH (p")T . The mapping a — {a}n
induces an epimorphism a : C'(h) — C({Vh}h).

Proof. We first show that « is a homomorphism. If z, y € C(h), then it is clear
that {zy}, = {z}, {y}, . We claim that if z = (21, 22, 23) € C(h), then {2}, €

c({un},). Tndeed,

[{Vh}fﬂ {Z}h} ‘2 = {Z3T1pk1*l/(h) _ 21T3pk3*l/(h)}h c an—u(h).
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By Corollary L6 z € C'(h) implies that [h, z]|s = 0. Thus,
(23r1pk1_”(h) - zlrgpkg‘_”(h)) mod p"_”(h) =0

or, equivalently, [{,h}, , {z}n] ‘2 = 0. And so, {z}}, € C’({Uh}h> as claimed. Thus,
« is a homomorphism.

Next we prove that « is onto. Let w = (w1, wa, ws) € C({,,h}h). If we let
a = (a1, as, az) € H (p"), where a; mod p"~*" = w; for each i = 1, 2, 3, then
{a}, = w. Note that the a; exist (simply take a; = w;). We need to show that
a € C(h). Since w € C({,,h}h), we have [{,h}, , w] |2: 0 by Corollary[£6l Hence,

(w3 {Tlpkl—u(h)}h —wy {Tgpkg—u(h)}h> mod p" ™ — ¢

by Lemma 5l Now, {a}, = w gives
({a3r1pk1—u(h)}h _ {alrspkg—u(h)}h) mod p ™" =,

which is the same as ({agrl}hpkl’”(h)—{alrg}hpk3*”(h)) mod p" ¥ = 0. Hence,
({a37“1}hpk1 - {a17“3}hpk3> mod p" = 0. By the Division Algorithm, there exist
s, t € N such that ayrs = sp™ " 4 {ayrs}y and azry = tp™ ™ + {azri }p,. Thus,
(agrlpkl — alrgpk3) mod p™ = 0. By Corollary 6, a € C(h). O
Lemma 5.23. Let o be the mapping defined in Lemma If a(z) ~ a(y) in
H (pn~+(")) , then there is an element in C(h) Nker a of the form (r{, 0, r’g)pnww

n—v(h)
where 0 < 7, r5 < p’" and x ~ y (r], 0, 75)" in H(p").

Proof. Let * = (x1, x2, x3) and y = (y1, Y2, y3) be elements of C'(h) such that
a(z) ~ a(y). Then {z}, ~ {y}, and, thus, {z;}r» = {yi}» for i = 1, 3. Hence,

z; mod p" ") = y; mod p" " and, consequently, z; = y; + Lip" " for some
l; € Z whenever ¢ = 1, 3. Hence,
T~ (yl +1p" M)y, ys + l3p"7'/(h)) ~ (Y1, Y2, y3) (I, O, lg)pnﬁ(h’)
Now, there exists 0 </ < p*") for i = 1, 3 such that
(b, 0,15 (o 0,
It readily follows from Lemma [BTH that (], 0, ré)pnw(m € C(h) Nkera. O

We now invoke the last two lemmas to prove the following useful result.
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Lemma 5.24. Let h = (T‘lpkl, ropk?, rgpk3) and z € H (p")'. Then z € P(h) if

and only if

(4) z ~ ,h*! (O, 0, rl_lﬂlpnflfkl) (11, 0, rb)pniu{hy) ifry #£0
and

(5) z~ ,h"? (—T;1£2pn_l_k3, 0, O) (rhy, 0, rég)pniy(h) ifrg #£0

for some integers w;, 0 < {¢; < p, and 0 <71}, rls < p’M (i=1,2).

Note that () and (@) in the statement of Lemma[E.24 are not mutually exclusive.

When r; and 73 are both non-zero, either can be used.

Proof. Suppose that r; # 0 and z € P(h). We assert that z satisfies {@). By
Lemma [5.9] we have

2~ (al, as, as +7“1_1€1p"*1*k1) ~ (a1, as, ag)(O, 0, Tl—lglpnflfkl)

for some a = (a1, az, az) € C(h) and 0 < ¢; < p. By Lemma 522 a(a) = {a},,
in C({,,h} h). We check that {,h}, is non-degenerate. Since h is non-central, we
assume first that r; # 0 and r3 = 0. In this case, we get ks = n and, thus, v(h) = k;.
Hence, {,h}, = ({rl}h, 0, {rg}hpke'_’“). And so, {,h}, is non-degenerate. The
proof is similarly straightforward whenever r; # 0 fori =1, 3; or 71 = 0 and r3 # 0.

By Corollary I8 recalling that Py ({,,h}h) = C’({,,h}h), we obtain

oy ~ (w0l 3=, 0, wfrahup™ ) ~ (L}

n—v(h)

for some 0 < w < p"~ "), By Lemmal5.23 it follows that a ~ ,h" (7“’1, 0, ré)p

with 0 < 7, 75 < p*™. Thus,

2z~ a(O, 0, Tl_lflp"_l_kl) ~,h*(ry, 0, ré)pniy(h) (O, 0, rl_lflp"_l_kl)
~  h" (O, 0, rflflp”717k1> (1, 0, ré)pniu(h)
This proves the assertion. A similar argument shows that if 73 # 0 and z € P(h),
then z satisfies (&)).
Conversely, suppose that z satisfies {). It follows from Lemmas 7 and
that [h, ]| = £1p" 1. Thus, z € P(h). We proceed similarly if 73 # 0. O
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Remark 5.25. We observe that z € C(h) if and only if ¢4 = 0 (/2 = 0) in
Lemma For if z commutes with h, then the last calculation of the proof of
Lemma gives that £, = 0 (¢2 = 0). For the converse we set £; =0 ({3 =0) in
@) (@), respectively) of the said lemma.

Our next goal is to describe certain sufficient conditions on a subgroup H of

H(p™) so that P(H)/C(H) = 72. Some preparation is needed.

Definition 5.26. A generating set S for H < H (p") is called special if either
(1) St =0; or
(2) there exists hy € ST such that v(ST) = v(hy) and he # hY for all hy €

ST —{h1} and any non-negative integer w.
Lemma 5.27. Every subgroup H of H (p™) has a special generating set.

Proof. Let S be a generating set for H containing at least one non-central element.
Choose hy € ST such that v (ST) = v(hy). If ST = {h1}, then we are done.
Suppose that there exists hy € ST — {h;} satisfying ha ~ h{"* for some 0 < ws;
that is, A hy ' € Z(H (p")). Put Y hy' = ¢; and let Sy = (S — {h2}) U {c1}.
Clearly, S; is also a generating set for H. If hg ¢ h}? for any hg € SI —{h1}
and any wy > 0, then S; is special. Otherwise, we repeat the same procedure
starting with S7 and obtain another generating set for H. Continuing in this way

will eventually produce a special generating set for H. O

Definition 5.28. Let hy € H (p™)" and hy € H (p™). We say that hy is supercom-
—u(hy

n—v(h1)
muting with hq if ho ~ (1], 0, 74)" with 0 <7}, 75 < p*) and 7| + 7} > 0.

Remark 5.29. The condition r} + r5 > 0 implies that hy € H (p")T . In addition,

it can be shown that he and h; commute whenever hy is supercommuting with hy.

Lemma 5.30. Let S be a special generating set for H < #H (p") with ST # ), and
let b € ST such that v(h) = v (ST). If h is non-degenerate, then ST contains no

elements that are supercommuting with h.

Proof. If h is non-degenerate, then v(h) = 0 and, thus, p"~*(") = p". Assume

that h € St is supercommuting with h, where h # h. By definition, there exist
~ p"

0 < rf,ry <1 with r{ + 75 > 0 such that h ~ (ri, 0, rg) . This is clearly

impossible. O
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The next notation is a slight repeat of Notation (.8

Notation 5.31. Let hy,...,hm € H (™). We write hj = (rjpht, hje, rjzphe),
where either

(1) rj =0, in which case we set k;; = n, or

(2) 0< kji <n,0< Tji <p", andpj(rjl-

fori=1, 3.

Lemma 5.32. Let S be a special generating set for H < H (p™) with ST # () such
that v (ST) = v(h) for some h € ST.
(1) If hy € ST — {h} commutes with h, then

_—)
hy ~ h" (r/l, 0, T’g)
for some 0 < w and 0 < 7, 7§ < p*") with 7 + 75 > 0. Moreover, if
ri=r/p® # 0 for some i =1, 3 with p{r/ and s; > 0, then 2v(h) < n+s;.
(2) There exists a special generating set T for H which satisfies the following
properties:
(a) v(h) =v (TT);
(b) All elements of 7T — {h} that commute with h are supercommuting

with h.

Proof. For both parts of the proof we let h = (rlpkl, ha, rgpk3) and assume that
v(h) = k1 (the other case is handled similarly).
By Lemma and Remark [5.25 we have

n—ky

p
B b (v, 0075 )~ (g 4 rp TR 0, R T i)

with 0 < w; < p" % and 0 < 7, rh < pF1. It follows from the comment preceding
Lemma[5.I5 that p** | wy and p* | v/p™~*1 for i = 1, 3. This means that w; = wp**

for some w > 0. Hence,
k 1\ W
SRt = her™ = (l,hp 1) ~ B

Now, if r{ = 7§ = 0, then hy ~ ,h"* ~ h™. This contradicts the fact that S is
special, and hence, 7} +7% > 0. Since p*1 | 7/p" %1 we have pt | r//pn—k1+si Thus,

k1 <n—ky + s;; that is, 2k; <n + s;. This completes the proof of (1).
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To prove (2), suppose there exists h; € ST with h; # h that commutes with A
n—kq

but is not supercommuting with h. Write hy ~ h" (r’l, 0, rg) as in (1) with

0 < w < o(h). Since

n—ky n—ky

Ry~ h e (0, ) (g 00m)

there exists a central element z; such that

n—ky

P
e =—wp, = (r'l, 0, 7“’3) 21.

n—kq

A new generating set T; for H is obtained by replacing h; with (r’l, 0, 7“’3)

and zp. Writing r{ and 74 as in (1), and using the fact that 2k; < n+s; fori =1, 3,
gives that v(h) = v (Tf) If all elements of T) — {h} that commute with h are
supercommuting with h, then T is a special generating set and we set T = Tj.
Otherwise, we repeat the same procedure until a special generating set 1" with the

desired properties is obtained. O

Remark 5.33. By Lemma [5.32] we can assume that if S is any special generating
set for H with ST # () such that v(h) = v (ST) for some h € ST and hy € ST — {h}

commutes with h, then h; is supercommuting with h.

Notation 5.34. For any non-negative integer « = rp*, where r and k are integers
and p {7, we let p(x) = k. If r = 0, then we write rp* as p”. Thus, if x = 0 then

we have ¢(x) = n.

We set up some data for the next definition. Let H < H (p™) and S a special
generating set for H with ST # (). Suppose that hy, he € ST are distinct commuting
elements and v (ST) =v(h1). By Remark[5.33] A is supercommuting with hq, and

n—v(hy)

thus, ho ~ (11, 0, 74)" for some 0 < 7}, r§ < v(hy) with v} +r5 > 0.

Definition 5.35. We say that ha commutes properly with hy if
([(0.2). ] ) <o

Otherwise, ho commutes improperly with h;.

Lemma 5.36. Let S be a special generating set for H < H (p") with ST # 0.
Suppose that hy € ST is such that v (ST) = v(h1). Then ST contains no elements

that commute improperly with h;.
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Proof. Assume, on the contrary, that there exists ho € ST — {h;} that commutes
improperly with h;. Using the data before Definition [5.35 we note that hy ~

n—v(hy)

(r'l, 0, ré) with 0 < 7}, 74 < p*") and 7| + 74 > 0. Lemma BT (3) (with
z = z and y = w), together with a straightforward induction, gives

n—v(hy)

0 [Gos) ] = (0 ). ],

We are assuming that ho commutes improperly with hy, so that (@) is divisible
by p™. Hence, hy commutes with ,hi. Since ,h; is non-degenerate, hy ~ ,h} by

Lemma 517, where 0 < w < p™. Thus,
h2 ~ (wrr-llpkllfl/(hl), O7 w,rlgpklggfu(hl)) )

Now, v(h1) < v(h2) because hy € ST and v(S') = v(hy). This means that the
exponents of p in (hz) |1 and (h2) |3 have to be at least v(h1). And so, we must have

w = ap’"M)+k for some k > 0 and p{ a. Hence,
o i e 7 ()
This gives a contradiction because .S is special. O
Definition 5.37. For distinct elements hg, hy € H (p™), we define
phs, hy) = min{kss + ki1, kst + ki) — v(hs, he).
Lemma 5.38. If ju(hy, ha) > n for some hq, ha € H (p™), then hy and hy commute.

Proof. Set )\(hl, hz) = min{k11 + kos, ko1 + k13}. Since n < /J,(hl, hg) < )\(hl, hz),

we have
_ k11+kaz ka1+kiz
[h1, hollz = T11723p™ T — rorygptR TS
_ A(h1,h k114kas—A(h1, b ko1+kis—A(h1, ha)) _
— A 2>(T11T23p 1+kas =M1 he) _ ka1 bR A 2>) —0.
Hence, h; and ho commute. O

As mentioned earlier we are now prepared to prove that (under certain condi-
tions on H < H(p™), P(H)/C(H) is isomorphic to Z,2. This is one of our major

theorems.
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Theorem 5.39. Let H < H (p") and S be a special generating set for H such that

St = {h1, ha}. If hy and ha do not commute or hy commutes properly with hq, then

P(H)/C(H) =72

-
Proof. We construct elements z1, zo which satisfy the following two conditions:
(1) z1 € P(h1) — C(hy) and z; € C(ho);
(2) 23 € P(ha) — C(he) and z5 € C(hy).
Since C'(hy) C P(hy) and C(h2) C P(hs), Lemmas (5, 9) and B give

21, 292 € P(hl)ﬂP(hg) :P({hl, hQ}) :P(ST) :P(H)

The theorem will follow from Lemma by showing that £ = 2 in the said
lemma. For if P(H)/C(H) & Z,, then z{z; ' € C(H) for some integer ¢. Thus,
in particular, zfzglhg = hngzgl = thgzgl since z1 € C(hs). But this gives
zg € C(h2), a contradiction. The rest of the proof consists on the construction of
z1 and zo.

We adopt the notation defined in (B31). To simplify notation, we let p(2) =
w(h1, h2). Throughout the proof we assume that v(hy, ha) = v(h1) = k11, and thus,
r11 # 0. The case where v(h1) = k13 will follow similarly. In light of Lemma [5.36]
and given that S is special, there are two cases to consider: when h; and ho do not
commute at all, and when he commutes properly with h;. We handle, in turn, each

of these cases.

CASE I: h; and hy do not commute
Put

k13+ka1 —k11—pu(2) 23— p(2)

k
T2 = T137T21P — Tr11723p .

Notice that 72 is a unit in Z,» by definition of p(2). For i =1, 2, let

(7) zi =,k (0,0, (2—i)r'p"F71) . where

(8) wi =7y (i — 1) = (2= i)ryy roaph TR0 pn oA

Since h; and hs do not commute, we have p(2) < n — 1 by Lemma 538 This, to-
gether with the fact that 7o is a unit, gives that the z; are well-defined. Lemma [5.24]
and Remark [5.25 immediately give that z; € P(hy1) — C(h1) and z2 € C(hy).
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We claim that zo € P(hg) — C(he) and z; € C(hg). Invoking Lemma A7, we
have:
[ha, 2] |,= [h2, why" (0, 0, (2 = )i " F )],
= [ha, 1} ]|+ [ha, (0,0, (2 = d)ry'pn P 1)),
= (w; (royrigpfetha =k — ppypogphes) (2 — §)riy rg prther—ku=1) mod pn
= (wirgp”@) +(2— i)rfllrglp"*‘k?l_k“_l) mod p™.
Substituting the value of w; from (§) and simplifying the last expression gives

[ha, z;] = (i — 1)p"~ L. This proves the claim, thereby completing CASE 1.

CASE II: hy; commutes properly with h,

Since h; and hy are commuting elements of ST and v(ST) = v(hy) = ki1, we
remind the reader th}z}t hs is supercommuting with h; by Remark (331 Thus,
hg ~ (r’m, 0, r’23) o for some 0 < 74y, rh3 < ki1 with 75 + 153 > 0. We will
show that ©(2) < n — 1, as we will need this to define the z;. We consider three

distinct situations.

e For j =1, 3, assume first that r5,; # 0, and write 5, = Téljpk;z) # 0 where
kj(?) > 0 and p ¢t T’Q’J Then 2k1; < n + k§2) by Lemma [5.32 and thus,
0<n-—2k1+ k§2). By Lemma [5.32 pkéz) < rhs < p*11. This implies that
n 4+ kgz) — k11 < n — 1. By the statement before Lemma B.I5] we have
w2) =p (hh (7“/21, 0, T’gg)pnm). Hence,

9 u? = min n—l—k13—|—k(2)—k11,n—|—k(2) —k11§n+k(2)—k11§n—1.
1 3 3

e Assume next that r5; = 0 but r4; # 0. Write rh; = r’2’3pké2) # 0 where
k§2) > 0 and p { r55. Using the standard form for writing elements in #H(p"),
together with the statement before Lemma 515, we obtain

pn k1L
w2)=p (hh (O, 0, Té’gpkg2)) ) = min {n + ki3, n+ k§2)} — k11.

Since rhy # 0, n + k§2) — k11 < n. Furthermore, v(hi, ha) = v(h1) = k11
implies that k§2) < k11 < ky3. Therefore,

(10) p@) =n+kP —ky <n-—1.
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. : )
e Finally, consider the case when 753 = 0, but 75, = rf;pF¥1 # 0 where

k§2> >0 and p 1 ;. We compute as before:

pn k1L
% (hh (ré’lpk?), 0, 0) )

= min{klg + k;z) +n— ki1, k11 —l—n} — k11

1(2)

Since he commutes properly with hq,

2 (Krlzllpk?), 0, 0) ; uh1i| ‘ ) = ¢ (T12/17“13pk§2)+k13—’f11>
2

= k%z) + k13 — k11 < k11
(see Notation £34). We conclude that
(11) W(2) = n+ ks + k7 — 2k < ki -k =0,

proving our claim that 1(2) <n — 1 in all situations.

Using the expression for p(2) from (@), we define:

1on—2k11+kis+k{ —p(2 1 on—ki kD —p(2 e / .
rigryy pt 2Rtk T @) o pllpn =Rtk o2 ) 20, rhg # 05

~

T2 =4 —riirh, if v =0, r93 # 0;
r137h; if rhe =0, rh; #0.
Notice that 73 is also a unit in Zy» by definition of ©(2). Once again, we will use

this unit to construct z; and zs.

We define z; for i = 1, 2 as in CASE I (see (). But this time,
(12) wi =75 (= 1) = (2= i)yl | pr ),

Once again, Lemma [5.24] and Remark imply that z; € P(hy) — C(hy) and
zg € C(h1). The remainder of the proof consists of showing that zo € P(ha)—C/(h2)
and z; € C(he).

In the following calculation we invoke Lemmas 7] and We also use the
explicit descriptions of p(2) given by (@), (I0), and (), along with the equation:

k13 —k11

(13) Foph® = pn kgl rigp —p" ey

This equation is easily obtained from said descriptions of u(2). For i = 1, 2, we

have:
p"*lcll

[h% Zl] ‘2: [(Télv 0, 7"123> ; vhy" (O, 0,(2- i)Tl_llpn_ku_l)} ‘2
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n—ki1 n—ki1
= (s 00ma)on]| #[(rh 0ms)” (0,0, @ =ity )|

n—kyy

= w; [(r’zl, 0, T’23) , l,hl} ’2+(2—i)p"’k11 Kr’m, 0, r’23), (O, 0, Tl_llpnfkufl)} L
= w;iTap"® + (2 — i)rhyriy P2 RO (by (@)

=7 ! [(’ -1)-(2- i)rl21rf11pn_2kll}Pn_l_“@)?ﬂ?“@) + (2= i)y pPn R
- {(Z -1)—(2- i)rlzlrfllpn72kll}pn71 +(2- Z')lelTlillp%nikn)il

= (= D = @ PR (2 P

=(i—1p"t.
This immediately gives that zo € P(hg) — C(hg) and 21 € C(h2). The proof of the

theorem is now complete. ([l

Definition 5.40. Let S be a special generating set for a subgroup H of H (p™). A
set I is termed an injective set for S if it is a subset of ST of maximal cardinality

satisfying the following conditions:

(1) 1 <2
(2) If |ST| > 0, then v(I) = v (ST) = v(h1) for some hy € ST;
(3) If71 = {hl, hg}, then /J,(hl, hg) S /J,(hl, h]) for all hj S ST - {hl}

Lemma 5.41. Every special generating set for a subgroup of # (p™) contains an

injective set.

Proof. Let S be a special generating set for H < H (p™). If H is central, then
I = 0 is an injective set for S. If |ST| = 1, then I = ST is an injective set for S.
Finally, suppose |S’T| > 1 and let by € St be such that v (ST) = v(hy). Choose
hy € ST — {h1} such that u(hi, ha) < pu(ha, hy) for all h; € ST — {hy}. Then
I = {hq, ha} is an injective set for S. O

Lemma 5.42. Suppose that H < H (p") and I is an injective set for any special

generating set for H. Then H is central if and only if I = 0.

Proof. Let S be any special generating set for H. If H is central, then I = ) by

the same argument given in the proof of Lemma 5411
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Suppose now that I = () and H is not central. Then ST contains at least one
element, say hi. Without loss of generality, we can assume v (ST) = v/(hy). Thus,

hy € I which contradicts the fact that I is empty. Therefore, H is central. ([

Lemma 5.43. Let H < H(p") and I an injective set for a special generating set
S for H.

(1) If |ST| = 0, then |I| = 0.

(2) If |ST| = 1, then |I| = 1.

(3) If |ST| > 2, then |I| = 2.

Proof. Let H < H(p™). Then:

(1) If |ST| = 0, then H is central. The result follows from Lemma

(2) If |ST| > 0, then H is non-central. Since I C ST, we must have |I| > 1 by
Lemma [5.42] Thus, if |ST| = 1, then |I| = 1.

(3) Suppose that |ST| > 2. Let hy € ST such that v(hy) = v(ST). Then hy € I.
Since ST — {h1} # 0, there exists hy € ST — {hy} such that u(h1, ha) <
w(hy, hb) for all hy € ST — {hy}. By maximality, we have I = {hy, ha}.

d

Lemma 5.44. Let S be a special generating set for H < H(p™) and I an injective
set for S of cardinality 2. Put I = {hy, ho}, where v (ST) = v(I) = v(h1). If
h; € ST — {h1}, then h; either does not commute with h; or commutes properly

with hl.
Proof. This follows directly from Lemma [5.36) O
The next theorem illustrates the importance for injective sets.

Theorem 5.45. Let S be a special generating set for H < H (p™) and I an injective
set for S.

(1) If |[I| =0, then |P(H)| = |C(H)|.

(2) If 1| =1, then |P(H)| = p|C(H)|.

(3) If lI| =2, then |P(H)| = p*|C(H)|.

Compare (3) with Theorem [5.39
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Proof. We invoke Lemma [0l If |[I| = 0, then H is central and S consists of central
elements. Hence, P(H) = P(S) = H (p") = C(H).
If |I| = 1, then ST = {hy} for some h; € S. By Lemma [5.5 and Theorem .7,
we have [P(H)| = | P (S7)] = [P(h1)| = plC(h1)| = p|C (ST)| = plC(H)]
Suppose now that I = {hy, ha}. Throughout the rest of the proof we again adopt
the notation from (B31)). By Lemma [5.44] we may assume the following:
e v (ST) =v{I) =v(h);
e ho does not commute with h; or hy commutes properly with hy. In the
latter case, since ho belongs to a specia}z generating set S, by Lemma
(1) we can write hg ~ (r’21, 0, r’23) T where 0 < 7, 7hs < p*") and
Th + 5y > 0. If 75, # 0, then we write rf, = le/l-pk?) where kl@) > 0 and
Pty
Let H = (I) < H. Since S is a special generating set for H, I is a special generating
set for H such that IT = I because neither hy nor hsg is central. Replacing S with

I in Theorem [5.39] we obtain
p(8) /0 (7) =2

Let z1C (ﬁ) and z,C (ﬁ) be the generators for P (ﬁ) /C (ﬁ) constructed in
the proof of Theorem (see (@), @) and ([I2)). In principle, z; and z2 both
belong to P (ﬁ ) The bulk of the proof will consist on showing that z; and 2z
are, in fact, in the potentially smaller group P(H). Assume this has been done
and z; and 2 belong to P(H). Tt follows from Lemma B3] that P(H)/C(H) is
isomorphic to Z, or Z2. By Lemma 3.5, the map

b P(H)/C(H) — P (1?1) /C (ﬁ)

given by zC(H) — zC (ﬁ) is a well defined homomorphism. Notice that z;C(H)
and z3C(H) are distinct and non-trivial in P(H)/C(H). If P(H)/C(H) were iso-
morphic to Zj,, one of these elements would be a power of the other. But this would
also hold for z;C (fl ) and z2C (ﬁ ), which it does not. We conclude that v is an
isomorphism and P(H)/C(H) is isomorphic to Z2.

The possibly different values for w; (see ([8) and ([I2)) will not play a role at
first. We show then that zq, 22 € P(h;) for all h; € ST. Once this is established,
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Lemmas (5, 9) and will give 21, 20 € P (ST) = P(H), completing the proof
of the theorem.

Let wu(j) = p(hi1, h;). For simplicity, we assume that v(hi) = ki1. We already
know that z1, 2o € P(h;) for j = 1, 2. In our generalized argument we will omit
the case 7 = 1 but still include the case j = 2. We define the following two sets:

S, = {h e st ‘ h does not commute with hl} and
S = {h e st | h # hy and h commutes properly with hl} .
Suppose first that h; € S (j > 2). Using Lemma [£7] we have (for i = 1, 2):

(s zil2 = [has o2 (0,0, @ = prytpr et ||

s (000, @ =ty 1) ]|

= (wi (rjrapPe R R —pyraphis ) 4 (2 = eyttt et

- o]

= (wirjp”(j) +(2- i)Tf11Tj1P"+kj1_k11_1> mod p",
where, by definition of u(j),

= r137.j1pk13+kj1*k11*#(3) _ Tllrjspkjafﬂ(ﬁ

is a unit in Z,». Since v (S’T) = k11 < kj1, we observe immediately that
(14) n—1§n+kj1—k11—1.

We argue next that ¢ (w;r;p#9)) > n —1 for i = 1,2 (see Notation [534). In-
deed, using the explicit descriptions for w; and we given by ([B) and ([@2)), a direct

computation gives:

wirjp“(j) _

riry [(i -1)-(2- z‘)r;frzlp’m*k“]p"“‘(”*“(?)*l if hs € S

ity [(i -H-(02- i)TﬁlTé/lpni%lﬁk?)]pnﬂ(j)*”(z)*l if ha €S2, 75 #0;

7Ty (i — 1) prTrO) ) if hy € Sy, o =0.
Thus we have p(w;r;p") > n + p(j) — p(2) — 1 (we interpret 0 as p"). Since

v(ST) = ki1 and I is an injective set, we have u(j) > u(2). From this it follows
that

n—1<n+pupG) —p?2)—-1<¢ (wirjp“(j)) )

Using (I4) we deduce that z1, 2o € P(h;), as promised.
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n—kyy

Suppose next that h; € Sy (j > 2). Then h; ~ (r}l, 0, rg-g) , where

0 <7y, rhg <pF and 7)) + 15 > 0. We have three subcases to consider:
1

Subcase I: Suppose that 77, 773 > 0. Put 7, = T‘;—Ilpk§j) where k?) >0andptrl,

and 7y = r;.’gpkéj) where kéj ) > 0 and p { ;. By Lemmas 7] and B.I5, we have

(for i =1, 2):

—k11

&) @\P"
_ 1"k 1"k
[hy, zi]|l2 = [(lep 1, 0, ri5ps )
— n o k9 n o k) P
= [(lep L, 0, ri5ps
n
n k9 n kP
+ {(lep 1,0, rysps

, , pn*kn
= (wi|(rj1, 0,75

(15) = (w0 + @ = i)y pAr i =1 ) mod pr

e —
2
—k11

hw"]
v
9 1 9

—k11

’ (O’ 0,(2- i)Tl_llpn_ku_l)} ‘2

]| 2 ek )

where

n+k§j) +k1z3—2k11—p(j) _ !

3T11P"+k§'j) —k11—p(jg)
J .

T = 3'/17“13]9
By the statement before Lemma [5.15]

S\ h " kﬁj) " kgj) pniku
1) = p{ ha, TP 0, T3P

= mln{ﬂ—Fk%ﬂ —I—klg — k117 7’L—|—k§])} - kll-

(16)

We conclude that 7; is a well-defined unit in Zy». We must show that the powers of
p obtained in the above expression for [h;, z]|2 are at least n — 1. By Lemma [5.32)
(1), 2k11 < n+ &Y. Thus,

(17) n—1<2(n—ky)+k7? —1.
From this we can deduce that the power of p in the second term of ([H) is at least

n — 1. We will prove that the same holds for the first term of (IH]) at the end of the

proof.
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Subcase II: Assume next that 7%, > 0 and 7"3-3 = 0. As before, we write 7";'1 =

71
T§'1Pk1 with k{” >0 and p{r};. By Lemmas {7 and 515 we have (for i = 1, 2):
n—kyq

p
s 2l = [ (s 0,0)" o (0,0, @ = ity )] |
pt k11

[

n—kyy

+[(r Pkg“,o, O)P (O 0, (2 — i)rppn—tn— 1)”2

p"*lcll
= (wi[ (750 0, 735)

(18) - (w 7ipt0) (2 — i)l ey pAn TR = 1+k§j)) mod p",

2
] e gt

where

S et kD ks —2k11 — (s
Ty = ’rjlrlgp 1 13 11 —4( )

Since h; commutes properly with hj, the same calculation that led to (III) gives
that u(j) = n+kis+ kgj) — 2k11. We conclude that 7 is, once again, a well-defined
unit. Again, we can deduce that the exponent of p in the second term of (8] is at
least n — 1. We will prove that the same is true for the first term of (I8]) at the end

of the proof.

Subcase III: Finally, assume that 7%, = 0 and 773 > 0. As usual, write )3 =
3D k' with ké ) >0 and p t 7. Using Lemmas A7 and 5.T5 and computing in
the standard way, we have (for i = 1, 2):

n—ki1

sl = (0:0.5)” " (0, 2 o)

= KO, 0, r'3p k(J)) , ,,h““} ,
+ (0.0, rjgpk“)) 7 (0, 0, (2 — i)rrlpn—tu- 1>”2
o) e e
(19) = wi?jp#(j) mod p",
where 7; = —r T p™ T ks ki —u(d) By the statement before Lemma [5.15] we have:

n—k11 ]
:U’(j) =p (hla (0 0 T33p (])) > = min {H—Fklg, n—!—kg])} _kll-
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Since rg»g # 0, we have that n + k:gj) — k11 < n, and hence, kéj) < ky1. Moreover,
v(hy) = k11 < ki3 readily implies that u(j) =n + kgj) — k11 in this case. We again
conclude that 7 is a well-defined unit.

To finish the proof, we calculate the power of p in the first term of ([T), ([IS),
and in the only term of ([9). We have:

wi?jp“(j) —

irg [(z -1 —-(2- i)rﬁlrglpk”*k“}p”Jr“(j)*“@)*l if hp e Sy

P [ = 1) = @ = Dyt et et gy € S5, £ 0;

Pi7y (i — 1) prr@ s -1 if  ho €Sz, rh =0.
Thus, we have ¢ (w;7;p"0)) > n + p(j) — pn(2) — 1 (we interpret 0 as p"). Since
v (ST) = ki1 and I is an injective set, we have p(j) > p(2). From this it follows
that

n=1<n+ () - p(2) ~ 1 < ¢ (wip'D)

By (2) of Corollary B9, w;7;p*) belongs to P(h;) in all situations. From this we
deduce that 21, zo € P(h;), as promised. O

Corollary 5.46. Let H < H (p™) with special generating sets S; and Ss. If I; and

I, are injective sets for Sy and Ss respectively, then |I1]| = |I2].
In light of Corollary 5.46] we can now generalize Definition [5.40

Definition 5.47. An injective set for any subgroup H of H (p™) is an injective set

for some special generating set for H.

Remark 5.48. By Corollary [.40] every injective set of a subgroup of H (p™) has

the same cardinality.

We now digress and complete the proof of Lemma using Theorem
Suppose that H < H(p") and P(H) = C(H). We assert that H < Z(H(p")).
Let I be any injective set for H. We claim that I must be empty. If I # 0,
then |P(H)| = p'|C(H)| for i = 1 or i = 2 by Theorem This means that
|P(H)| > |C(H)| and, consequently, P(H) # C(H). This contradicts the hypothesis
that P(H) = C(H) and proves the claim. Hence, by Lemma 542 H < Z(H(p"))
as asserted.

The next lemma will be needed later.
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Lemma 5.49. Let ¢ : H (p") — H (p"~!) be the group homomorphism from
Lemma[8 If H <H (p"~') and [ is an injective set for ¢~'(H), then |I| = 2.

Proof. Let S be a special generating set for H. We fix S, once and for all, for the
rest of the proof. For h € S we let % be the same element as h, except viewed as

lying in H(p™). We claim that

s={ilnestUle 0.0, 0.0, 0" 0)}

is a generating set for ¢~ *(H). To see this, let z € ¢~ *(H). Then ¢(z) € H = (S),
so that g(z) = s{"* ---s/" for some s1, ..., s; € S and integers my, ..., my;. Set

y=(51)""---(5)™, and note that q(y) = q(x). This means that

zy~t ekerg=im f=((p""',0,0), (0,0, p" "), (0,p" ", 0)),

proving our claim.
We have two cases to consider:
CASE I: H is central.
In this case, H = (s) for some s € Z (H (p"~')) . Hence, ¢~ '(H) is generated by

S={5 (1 0,0),(0,0,p" 1), (0,p" 1, 0)}.

By definition of 5, both § and (0,p"~%, 0) lie in Z (H(p")). Hence, there exists
z € Z(H(p™)) such that

¢ '(H)={((""",00),z (0,0,p"")).

Notice that {(p"~*, 0, 0), z, (0, 0, p"~')} is a special generating set and
{(p*~*,0,0), (0,0, p"" ')} an injective set for g~*(H). This completes the first

case.

CASE II: H is non-central.

We handle first the situation when injective sets have two elements. Accordingly,
we let I = {hy, ha} C ST be an injective set for H. Without loss of generality, we
set v(I) = v(ST) = v(h1). Recall that

S={hinesULer 0,00, (0.0 (0, 0)}
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generates ¢~ '(H). Note also that

§t={hinestUJ{E " 0,0),(0,0,p" )}

In particular, observe that /ﬁl and ﬁg lie in St. Our goal is to construct a special
generating set as outlined in the proof of Lemma [5.41l By construction, for all

h € ST we have
v (/ﬁl) <v (iAL) <v (p”fl, 0, O) , U (0, 0, p”fl) .

This ensures that v (§T) =v (iALl) .
1\IOW7 TLQ lead (?Ll b

for any w > 0. For if iALQ ~ (/ﬁl)w for some w > 0, then
ho =gq (7’\112) ~q (ﬁl)w = hY{, and thus, S would not be special. We proceed as in
the proof of Lemma [5.41] and obtain a special generating set S containing ﬁl and
ha. Thus, (S’\')w > 1.

To finish the proof we consider the case in which I = {h} C ST is an injective

set for H with v(I) = v (ST) = v(h). Again, we follow the proof of Lemma [5.41] to

construct a special generating set S’ from S as in the first situation. By the same
argument as in the previous paragraphs we must have he (§ ! ) T.

Notice that if h|; = 0, then there is no w > 0 such that (ﬁ)w ~ (p"_l, 0, 0).
Similarly, if h|s = 0, then there is no w > 0 such that (ﬁ)w ~ (O, 0, p"’l).
This means that the special generating set S’ obtained from S must contain h and

~N\ T
either (p”fl, 0, O) or (O, 0, p”fl). Thus, (S’)

Lemma [543 (3).
Suppose now that h|; and h|s are non-zero and that there are wy > 0 and we > 0

> 2. The result follows from

such that hv1 ~ (p"_l, 0, 0) and A2 ~ (O, 0, p"_l). Using the notation given in
(E8) we must have:

(1) riwip* = p"~! mod p"; (3) rswap®* = p"~! mod p";

(2) rswip*® = p™ mod p™; (4) riwsp* = p™ mod p".

From (1) we can deduce that w; = 7, 'p" 1% and substituting in (2) we obtain

Lyn=1-ks and substituting in

k3 > ki + 1. Similarly, from (3) we obtain ws = ry
(4) we obtain k1 > ks + 1. From this we get k1 > k1 + 2 which is absurd. Thus, we

must have either h% ~ (p"_l, 0, O) or h¥ o (O, 0, p"_l) for all w > 0.
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We conclude that the special generating set S’ must contain h and either (p"’l, 0, O)
(5)

Next we define a function that will allow us to consolidate some of our earlier

or (0,0, p"~'). Thus > 2 and this gives the result by Lemma[5.43] (3). O

results. By Remark [5.48] this function is well-defined.

Definition 5.50. For any H < H(p™) and any injective set I for H, we define:
S(H)=3-1I]

Lemma 5.51. If H < H(p"), then |C(H)| = p*)|C(q(H))|.

Proof. The cases when 6(H) = 2 and 3 follow from Corollary B.12]and Lemma [5.42]
If 6(H) = 1, then it follows from (4) of Lemma 5 and Theorem (545 that

p*|C(H)| = |P(H)| = | kerq||C(q(H))| = |Zy] |C(q(H))| = p*|C(q(H))|-
This gives the result. O
6. THE CHERMAK-DELGADO AND PSEUDO CHERMAK-DELGADO MEASURE

Definition 6.1. The Chermak-Delgado measure of a subgroup H of a finite group
G is m(H) = |H||C(H)|. The maximum of the set {m(H)|H < G} is denoted by
m*(G) and termed the Chermak-Delgado measure of G (see [I] for details).

Our goal in this section is to find m*(H(p™)). This will be achieved by studying
the relationship between m*(H(p™)) and the so-called pseudo Chermak-Delgado
measure of H(p™). Before we introduce this new concept, we prove a useful lemma

which involves a short exact sequence from the earlier part of this paper.

Lemma 6.2. For the short exact sequence @) and H < H (p”fl) , we have
m (¢~ (H)) = p'm(H).

Proof. Let K = q~1(H). By Theorem B8] |K| = |K Nkerql||q(K)|. Now, kerq =
im f, im f < K, and |¢(K)| = |H|. Thus,

(20) |K|=|K nim f||H| = [im f||H| = |kerq||H| = p*|H]|.
Using Lemma [B.5T], we have

m(K) = |K||C(K)| = p*|H||C(K)| = p*|H|p" " |C(H)| = p* O m(H).
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By Lemma 549, any injective set for ¢~!(H) has cardinality 2. Thus, 6(K) = 1
and the result follows. O

Definition 6.3. For a short exact sequence (1) and H < G, the pseudo Chermak-

Delgado measure of H, with respect to ¢, denoted by ms(H; q), is defined as
ms(H; q) = [H||P(H; q)|.
The maximum of the set {ms(H; q) | H < G} is denoted by m%(G; q).

Notation 6.4. If the short exact sequence is fixed, then we write ms(H) and

*

m*(QG) for ms(H; q) and m*(G; q) respectively.
The next few results relate the two measures in certain instances.
Lemma 6.5. For any short exact sequence (1) and H < G, we have
ms(H) > m(H) and m}(G) > m"(G).
Proof. Tt follows from Lemma (1). O
Lemma 6.6. For any short exact sequence (1) and H < G, we have
ms(H) = m(q(H))|G1|[im f 0 HI.

Proof. By Theorem [B.6], we have |H| = |kergN H||q(H)| = |im fNH||q(H)|. Using
Lemma .31 (4), we get ms(H) = [H|[P(H)| = [im f N H|lq(H)||G1[|C(q(H))| =
m(q(H))|G1l[im f N HI. O

Corollary 6.7. For any short exact sequence ({Il) and H < G2, we have
ms (¢ (H)) = m(H)|G1 .
Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [6.6] and the fact that im f < ¢~!'(H). O
Lemma 6.8. For the short exact sequence (2) and any H < H(p™), we have
ms(H) = p* D m(H).

Proof. By Lemmas (4) and [B5T] we have
ms(H) = [H||P(H)| = |H| |Z}| |C(a(H))| = [H|p*p~*D|C(H)| = p* *FPm(H).
O
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Lemma 6.9. For the short exact sequence @) and H < H (p”fl) , we have
ms (¢~ (H)) = p°m(H).

Proof. By Lemma[3.5] (4) and Equation (20), we have
ms (¢~ (H)) = g~ (H)| [P (¢~ (H))| = p* [H|[Z}]|C(H)| = p°m(H). O

7. THE CHERMAK-DELGADO AND PSEUDO CHERMAK-DELGADO LATTICE

For any finite group G, let CD(G) = {H < G|m*(G) = m(H)} and, for a
fixed short exact sequence (1), PCD(G) = {H < G|mi(G) = ms(H)} . Suppose
that H, K € CD(G). It is known that CD(G) is a lattice, called the Chermak-
Delgado Lattice, with the meet operation defined as H A K = H N K and the
join operation defined as H V K = HK. One can show that HK = (H, K) in
this situation. Furthermore, the centralizer C is a lattice automorphism of CD(G).
Thus, if H < CD(G), then C(H) < CD(G). See [1], [3], and [5] for details.

We omit the proof of the next theorem, which is essentially the same as that of
Lemma 1.1 given in [I], except that one uses the properties of the pseudocentralizer

along with commutator calculus.

Theorem 7.1. For any short exact sequence (), PCD(G) is a lattice with op-
erations N and (, ) and P (the pseudocentralizer) is a lattice automorphism of

PCD(G).
Theorem 7.2. For any short exact sequence (1), we have PCD(G) = ¢~ *(CD(G2)).

Proof. Let H € CD(G2). If K € PCD(G), then m(q(K)) < m(H) and ms(K) >
ms (¢*(H)) . By Lemma [6.6 and Corollary 6.7, we have

ms(K) = m(q(K))|G1lfim f N K| < m(H)|G1|* = ms (¢ (H)).

This means that ms (¢ (H)) = ms(K) and, thus, ¢~*(H) € PCD(G). Therefore,
¢ '(CD(G2)) C PCD(G).

Suppose now that K € PCD(G). We prove that K € ¢~ '(CD(G2)) by first
showing that ¢(K) € CD(G2). If ¢(K) ¢ CD(G2), then for any H € CD(G2) we have
m(q(K)) < m(H). By Lemma [6.6] and Corollary 6.7 again, we have ms(¢~*(H)) >
ms(K). This is a contradiction since ms(K) > ms(q¢~*(H)). Thus, ¢(K) € CD(G2).
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Now, ms(K) = ms(q~! o q)(K) because the first part of the proof gives that
(g1 o q)(K) € PCD(G). By Lemma [6.6 and Corollary 6.7, we have

m(q(K))|G1llim f N K| =ms(K)=ms((g"" o q)(K)) =m(q(K))|G1|*.

This means that |im f N K| = |G;]. Hence, im f < K. By Theorem B0 |K| =
|G1]q(K)| and |(g~! o ¢)(K)| = |G1||q(K)|. The second equality follows from not-
ing that ¢ ((¢7' 0 ¢)(K)) = ¢(K) and recalling that () is exact; so that Gy =
F~Y(g ! o q)(K) Nkerq). However, K < (¢~ o ¢)(K) and, consequently, K =
(g7t 0 q)(K). Since ¢(K) € CD(G3), we have K € ¢~1(CD(G2)). O

The first step in computing m*(H(p™)) is to find m*(H(p)). This is done using
standard group theory.

Lemma 7.3. For any prime p, we have m*(H(p)) = p*.

Proof. Set Z = Z(H(p)) and H = H(p). Note that m(1) = p?, m(H) = p?, and
m(Z) = |Z||H| = pp® = p*. Let K # Z be a proper non-trivial subgroup of #.
Then either |K| = p? or |K| = p.

(i) If |[K| = p?, then C(K) is properly contained in H. Otherwise, we would have
K < C(C(K)) = Z, which is impossible. Thus, m(K) < p*.

(i) If |K| = p, then C(K) is properly contained in H since K # Z. Hence,
m(K) < p3. O

We now arrive at the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 7.4. For any prime p, we have m*(H (p™)) = p*™.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. The base step (n = 1) follows from Lemma
[[3 Suppose that the theorem is true for all values up to n — 1. Since Z(H (p™)) is
isomorphic to Zyn, m(Z(H (p™)) = p*™. Hence, m*(H (p™)) > p*".

By Theorem [} for any H € CD(H (p"~')), we know that

(21) my (H(p")) = ms (¢~ (H)) -
Combining (21]), Lemmas and [6.5] and the induction hypothesis, gives us

(22) m* (H (")) <mi(H (") =ms (¢~ (H)) = p°m(H) = p°p*"~* = p*"*2.
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We conclude that p** < m*(H (p")) < p**2. Hence, m*(H (p")) = p*"** for some
0<1<2.
The remainder of the proof consists of showing that ¢ = 0. Suppose, on the

contrary, that ¢ > 0, and let K € CD(H (p™)). By Lemma [6.8 and (22]), we have
p4n+2 > ms(K) — p3—6(K)m(K) — p3—5(K)p4n+i — p4n+3+i—5(K)'

This gives dn +3 + i — §(K) < 4n + 2; that is, i + 1 < §(K) < 3. Since i = 1 or
i =2, we have §(K) =2 or §(K) = 3.

Case I: 6(K) =3

In this case, K < Z(H (p™)) by Lemmal5.42l Hence, |K| < p™ and |C(K)| = p3™.
This implies that m(K) < p™. Since K € CD(H (p™)) and m*(H (p")) = p*"%, we
obtain m(K) = p***¢ < p**. This means that i = 0. But this cannot happen as
1> 0. And so, 6(K) # 3.

Case II: §(K) =2

Since §(K) = 2, any injective set of K will have cardinality 1. Furthermore,
i =1and m(K) = p**. By Lemma B8 m(K) = p>2m(K) = p?" 2. Hence,
K € PCD(H (p")) by @2). This shows that m*(H (p")) = p***2. By Theorem [[.2]
there exists & € CD (H (p"_l)) such that K = ¢~} (I?) . Thus, K has an injective
set of cardinality 2 by Lemma [5.49] a contradiction. And so, 7 = 0. O

Corollary 7.5. For all primes p, we have PCD(H(p™)) C CD(H(p")).

Proof. Let K € PCD(H(p")). By Theorem [[2] K = ¢ '(H) for some H €
CD (M (p"')). By Lemma and Theorem [T4, we obtain m (¢~!(H)) = p*".
Thus, m (¢~*(H)) = m*(H(p")) by Theorem [T4l O

Remark 7.6. The previous Corollary is not always true for groups different from

H(p™). Consider the short exact sequence:
12 A3 =553 —+7Z5—1

Then CD(S3) = {A3} and, by Lemma 3.7 PCD(S3) = {Ss}.



THE CD LATTICE OF THE Z,» HEISENBERG GROUP 39
8. APPENDIX

Proof of Theorem

Let H; = H Nkergq, so that H = f~1(Hy). Since f is injective,

fll‘ — |H,|.
For each y € Hy, fix an element zy in ¢ (y) if y # 1, and let z; = 1. Put
Hy = {zy|y € Hy}, and observe that Hs is merely a subset of G and not a
subgroup in general. It is clear that |Hs| = ‘ﬁg‘ . We claim that Hy N Hy = {1}.
To see this, let © € Hy N Hy. Since € Hy = H Nker ¢, then ¢(z) = 1. Now, assume
x # 1. Then z € H implies that z = z,, € ¢~ !(y) for some y € H, — {1}. This
means that ¢(z) = y # 1, a contradiction.

We define a set map 1 : fll X ﬁg — H as follows:
o) =1 (1) .
It is easy to see that 1 is well-defined. We prove that ¢ is a bijection. Sup-
pose that (ﬁl,/f;2> = (ﬁ’l,ﬁ’z) . Then f (ﬁl) x;, = f (ﬁi) T - This means
~\ 1~
f <(h’1) h1> 15, = a7, and, thus,

hy =g (f ((ﬁ’l)lﬁl> %) =g (o5,) = b

This gives f (?Ll) z, = f (iAL’l) 7,; that is, f (ﬁl) =f (ﬁ’l) . Since f is injective,
ﬁl = ﬁ’l, thus confirming that 1 is injective.

Now let h € H. If q(h) = 1, then h € Hy = H Nkergq, and there is an h € H,
such that f (B) — h and, thus, ¥ (TL, 1) — h. Suppose next that q(h) = hs # 1,
and note that hxi1 € H. In fact, since q(h) = hy = q (az%), it follows that
hxi; € kerg N H = H;. Now, the restriction of f to fll is a bijection between fll
and Hi, so there exists a unique ﬁl cH 1 such that f (ﬁl) = h:vizl. It follows that

0 (ﬁl,ﬁ2> =f (ﬁl> x5, = h. And so, ¢ is a bijection. This completes the proof.
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