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On k-submodular subgroups
of finite groups
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Abstract

Let n be a natural number. A subgroup H of a group G will be called n-
modularly embedded in G if either H is normal in G or H # Coreg(H), |G : H| =p
and |G/Coreg(H)| = pq™, q" divides p — 1 for some primes p and q. Let k be a
fixed natural number. A subgroup H of a group G will be called k-submodular in
G if there exists a chain H = Hy < H; < --- < Hp,_1 < H,,, = G of subgroups
such that H; 1 is n-modularly embedded in H; for some natural n < k and every
i =1,...,m. In this article, properties of k-submodular subgroups and classes of
groups with given systems of k-submodular subgroups are obtained.
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Introduction

All groups under consideration are finite. In a nilpotent group, every subgroup is
subnormal. From Huppert’s result [I, Chap. VI, Theorem 9.2 (b)] it follows that if the
group G is supersoluble, then every its proper subgroup can be connected to G by a chain
of subgroups of prime indices. Schmidt proved in [2] that the subgroup M of the group G
is a maximal modular subgroup in G if and only if either M is maximal normal subgroup
of G, or G/Coreg(M) is a non-abelian group of order pq for some primes p and q. We
introduce the following

Definition 1. Let n be a natural number. A subgroup H of a group G will be
called n-modularly embedded in G if either H I G or H # Coreg(H), |G : H| = p and
|G /Coreq(H)| = pqg™, q" divides p — 1 for some primes p and q.

Definition 2. Let k be a fixed natural number. A subgroup H of a group G will be
called k-submodular in G if there exists a chain

H=H,<H, <---<H,1<H,=G (1.1)

of subgroups such that H;_1 is n-modularly embedded in H; for some natural n < k and
every i1 =1,...,m.

Note if n = 1 and a subgroup in G is n-modularly embedded, then it is modular
in G. If k = n =1 and a subgroup in G is k-submodular, then it is submodular in
G. Groups with given systems of submodular subgroups were studied in [3]-[8]. Groups
with Ll;-subnormal subgroups were studied in [9]. Here i is the class of all supersoluble
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groups in which exponents are not divided by the (k+1)th powers of primes. If G is a
soluble group, then an k-submodular in G subgroup is 4;-subnormal in G' (Lemma 2.7).
As follows from Example 3.1, the converse statement does not hold in the general case.

In this article, properties of k-submodular subgroups of groups and classes of groups
with given systems of k-submodular subgroups are obtained.

1. Preliminary results

We use the notation and terminology from [10, 11]. We recall some concepts signifi-
cant in the paper.

Let G be a group. If H is a subgroup of G, we write H < GG and if H # G, we write
H < G. We denote by |G| the order of G; by 7(G) the set of all distinct prime divisors
of the order of Gi; by Syl,(G) the set of all Sylow p-subgroups of G; by Syl(G) the set of
all Sylow subgroups of G; by F'(G) the Fitting subgroup of G; by |G : H| the index of H
in G; by 7(G : H) the set of all different prime divisors of |G : H|; by Z,, the cyclic group
of order n; by IP the set of all primes; by & the class of all soluble groups; by 4 the class
of all supersoluble groups; by 91 the class of all nilpotent groups; by 91, the class of all
p-groups for p € P; by 2A(p — 1) the class of all abelian groups of exponent dividing p — 1.

A group G of order p{'p3?---p®» (where p; is a prime, i = 1,2,...,n) is called
Ore dispersive or Sylow tower group whenever p; > py > --- > p, and G has a normal
subgroup of order pi*p3?---pi* for every i = 1,2,...,n.

A class of groups § is called a formation if the following conditions hold: (a) every
quotient group of a group lying in § also lies in §; (b) if G/N; € §, N; <G, i = 1,2 then
G/N1N Ny € §. A formation § is called hereditary whenever § together with every group
contains all its subgroups, and saturated, if G/®(G) € § implies that G € §.

A subgroup H of a group G is said to be:

P-subnormal in G [12] if either H = G or there exists a chain of subgroups (1.1) such
that |H; : H;_1| is a prime for every i = 1,...,m;

K-P-subnormal in G [13] if there exists a chain of subgroups (1.1) such that either
H, 1 < H;or |H;: H;_4| is a prime for every i = 1,...,m.

Let § be a non-empty formation. A subgroup H of a group G is said to be:

§-subnormal in G [11] if either H = G or there exists a chain of subgroups (1.1) such
that Hf < H;, i foreveryt=1,...,m;

K-§-subnormal in G [11] if there exists a chain of subgroups (1.1) such that either
H,_ < H,or Hf < H; qforeveryi=1,...,m.

Here G¥ is the least normal subgroup of G for which G/G% € 3.

A function f : P — {formations} is called a formation function. A forma-
tion § is called local, if there exists a formation function f such that § = LF(f) =
= (G|G/Cs(H/K) € f(p) for every chief factor H/K of a group G and for all primes
p € m(H/K)).

Lemma 1.1 |14, Chap. I, Theorem 1.4|. Let H/K be a chief p-factor of a group G.
|H/K| = p if and only if Autg(H/K) is abelian group of exponent dividing p — 1.

Lemma 1.2 [, Chap. VI, Theorem 9.5]. A group G is supersoluble if and only if
all its mazimal subgroups in G have a prime index.

Lemma 1.3 [10, Chap. IV, Example 3.4(f), Chap. VII, Theorem 2.1]. (1) If G € 4L,

then G is Ore dispersive and has nilpotent commutator subgroup.
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(2) The class M is a hereditary saturated formation and has a formation function f
such that f(p) = A(p — 1) for every prime p.

Lemma 1.4 [I5, Theorem 2|. A group G is supersoluble if and only if G can be
represented as the product of two nilpotent P-subnormal subgroups.

According to [12], wil denotes the class of all groups in which every Sylow subgroup
is P-subnormal.

Lemma 1.5. (1) If G € wil, then G is Ore dispersive [12, Proposition 2.§].
(2) The class wil is a hereditary saturated formation and it has a formation function

f such that f(p) = (G € S|Syl(G) C A(p—1)) for every prime p [12, Theorems 2.7, 2.10].

In [9] x denotes the class of all supersoluble groups in which exponents are not
divided by the (k + 1)th powers of primes, where k is a natural number; wil; denotes the
class of all groups in which every Sylow subgroup is 4-subnormal.

Lemma 1.6. (1) The class Ly, is a hereditary formation. |9, Lemma 3(2)].

(2) The class wily, is a hereditary saturated formation. [9, Proposition 1].

(3) If G € wlly, then G/F(G) € Ay, [9, Corollary 1].

Here Ay is the class of all groups with abelian Sylow subgroups in which exponents
are not divided by the (k + 1)th powers of primes.

2. Properties of k-submodular subgroups of groups

Lemma 2.1. Let n be a natural number. Let H be a subgroup of a group G and
N JG. If N < H and H/N is n-modularly embedded in G/N, then H is n-modularly
embedded in G.

Proof. Assume that H/N is n-modularly embedded in G/N and write L = Coreg(H).
Then N < L. If H= L, then H 4G. Let H # L. Since L/N = Coreg/n(H/N), we have
H/N # L/N, |G : H|=|G/N :H/N|=p, |G/L| =|G/N/L/N| = pq", q" divides p — 1
for some primes p and q. Therefore H is n-modularly embedded in G. U

Lemma 2.2. Let n be a natural number and M be a maximal subgroup of a group
G. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) M is n-modularly embedded in G.

(2) Either M QG or G/Coreg (M) is non-nilpotent, |G /Coreq(M)| = pq™, q" divides
p — 1 for prime p and q, and G/Coreg(M) is a group with a normal Sylow p-subgroup
and a cyclic Sylow q-subgroup M /Coreg(M).

Proof. Proof. Assume that statement (1) holds. Let D = Coreg(M). If M = D,
then M < G. Let’s assume that M # D. Then G/D is non-nilpotent and |G/D| = pq™ by
Statement (1). Since G/D is biprimary, by Burnside’s theorem G/D is solvable. By [10]
Chap. A, Theorem 15.6] G/D = N/D - M/D, where N/D — minimal normal subgroup
inG/D, (N/D)N(M/D) =1, N/D = C¢/p(N/D). It follows that |[N/D| = |G : M| = p.
Then

M/D = G/D/Cap(N/D)

is isomorphic to a subgroup of Aut(Z,) = Z,_,. Therefore p does not divide |M/D|, M /D
is a cyclic Sylow g-subgroup of G/D, |M/D| = ¢" divides p — 1 and N/D € Syl (G/D).
So, statement (1) implies statement (2).



If assertion (2) holds, then it is easy to verify that M is n-modularly embedded in
G. Thus, statement (2) implies statement (1). O

Jlemma 2.3. Let k be a natural number.

(1) If every mazximal subgroup of a group G is n-modularly embedded in G for some
natural number n, n < k, then G is supersoluble.

(2) If M is a maximal subgroup of a group G and M is n-modularly embedded in G,
then M is P-subnormal and K-P-subnormal in G, n is a natural number.

Proof. (1) Let W be any maximal subgroup of G. If W = Coreg(W), then W < G.
Then G = WP for some P € Syl,(G) and p € n(G : W). From the maximality of W in
G it follows that |G : W| = p. Let’s assume that W # Coreg(W). Then by Definition 1
|G : W| is a prime number. By Lemma 1.2 G is supersoluble.

(2) The statement follows from proof (1) and Definition 1. O

Lemma 2.4. Let k be a natural number and let H be a subgroup of a group G.

(1) If H is k-submodular in G, then H® is k-submodular in G for all z € G.

(2) If H < R < G, H is k-submodular in R and R is k-submodular in G, then H is
k-submodular in G.

Proof. Statements (1) and (2) follow from the definition 2. O

Lemma 2.5. Let k be a natural number. Let H and U be subgroups of a group G.
(1) If H is k-submodular in G, then H N U is k-submodular in U.
(2) If H is k-submodular in G and U is k-submodular in G, then H N U is k-

submodular in G.

Proof. (1) Suppose that H is k-submodular in G. We can assume that H # G.
There is a chain (1.1) of subgroups such that H; ; is n-modularly embedded in H; for
some natural n < k and every ¢ = 1,..., m. Consider the chain of subgroups

HNnU=HnNnu<HnNnUu<---<H, NULH,NU=U.

It H, .NU<H,NU fori=1,...,m, then HNU is k-submodular in U.

Let’s assume that H; _1NU 4 H;NU for some j € {1,...,m}. In that case H;_1NU #
= H;NU and H;_y 4 H;. Let us denote L = Corey; (H;j_1). Since H;_; is n-modularly
embedded in H; for some natural n < k, we have |H, : H;_1| = p and |H;/L| = pq", ¢"
divides p—1 for some primes p and ¢q. Let P € Syl (H;). Then PL/L € Syl (H;/L). From
Lemma 2.2. it follows that H;/L = PL/L-H; /L, PL/L<H;/L, H; ,/L € Syl (H;/L)
and H;_1/L is a cyclic subgroup. We have two cases.

1. Let’s assume that p does not divide |(H; N U)L/L|. By Sylow’s theorem (H; N
NU)L/L < (H;_1/L)*" for some x € H;. Then (H; NU)L/L is cyclic. From

(Hi.yNU)L/L=H, sNU/LNU <H,NU/LNU = (H;NU)L/L,

J

we conclude that H;_; N U < H; N U. We have obtained a contradiction with H;_; N
NUALH;NU.

2. Suppose that p divides |(H;NU)L/L|. Since PL/L<H;/L, we have PL/L < (H;N
NU)L/L by Sylow’s theorem. Therefore

(H,NnU)L/L = ((H;nU)L/LYNPL/L-H; y/L=PL/L-(H;-1NU)L/L.
It follows that
p=|PL/L| = |(H; A U)L/L : (Hy, N U)L/L| = |(H; 0 U) : (Hyy 0 U)).
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Let us denote D = Corey,ny(H;-1 NU). From H; 1NU 4 H;NU we have D # H;_1NU
and (H; NU)/D = PD/D - (H;_, N U)/D. Note that H; , NU/L AU = (H;_, N
NU)L/L < H;_;/L is a cyclic ¢g-group. Since LNU <H;NU and LNU < H;_1NU, we
have LNU < D. It follows that (H;_1NU)/D = (H;_yNU)/LNU/D/LNU is a cyclic
g-group. Thus, |(H;_1NU)/D| = ¢™ for some natural n; < n < k, and ¢"* divides p — 1.
We have proved that H;_; NU is n;-modularly embedded in H; N U for natural n; < k.
Thus, H NU is k-submodular in U.

Assertion (2) follows from (1) and Lemma 2.1(2). O

Lemma 2.6. Let k be a natural number. Let H be a subgroup of a group G and
Nd G.

(1) If H is k-submodular in G, then HN/N s k-submodular in G/N .

(2) If N < H and H/N is k-submodular in G/N, then H is k-submodular in G.

(3) If HN is k-submodular in G if and only if HN/N is k-submodular in G/N.

Proof. (1) By Definition 2 there is a chain of subgroups (1.1). If H;_N/N <H;N/N
fori=1,...,m, then HN/N is k-submodular in HN/N.

Let’s assume that H; {N/N ¢4 H;N/N for some i € {1,...,m}. Then H;_; 4 H,
and H; N # H;N. Let’s denote L = Corey,(H;_1) and T' = Corey,y(H;_1N). Then
|H; : H;_1| = p and |H;/L| = pq", ¢" divides p — 1 for some primes p and ¢ and some
natural n < k. From

|Hz : Hi—1|
|HZONHZ_1QN\
we have H; "N = H; 1 N N and |H;N/N : H; ;N/N| = p. Since H; N N < H; and
H;,NN < H,;_; it follows that H; "N < L and |H;N/LN| = |H;/L|. Thus |H;N/T)|
divides pq"™ because LN < T.

Note that T//N = Corey,n/n(H;-1N/N) # H;_1N/N. Therefore |H;N/N/T/N| =
= pqg™, ny < n and ¢™ divides p — 1. We have proved that H; 1N/N is n;-modularly
embedded in H;N/N for natural n; < k. Thus, HN/N is k-submodular in G/N.

(2) Let there be a chain of subgroups

H/N = Hy/N < H/N < -+ < Hp_1/N < H,,/JN = G/N

such that H; 1/N is n-modularly embedded in H;/N for some natural n < k and every
i=1,...,m. Since N Q H; and N < H; 1, Assertion (2) follows from Lemma 2.1.
Statement (3) follows from Statements (1) and (2). O

Lemma 2.7. Let k be a natural number and let G be a soluble group. If a subgroup
H is k-submodular in G, then H is {;-subnormal in G.

Proof. By Definition 2 there is a chain (1.1) of subgroups of subgroups such that

H;_; is n-modularly embedded in H; for some natural n < k and every ¢ = 1,...,m. If
H = G then H is Ui-subnormal in G. Assume that H # G. Then H; | # H; for some
ie{l,...,m}.

Assume that H;_; < H,. Since G is soluble, we draw a composition series through
Hi—l and Hz
Hi_1:R0<R1 <. < Rsy <RSIHZ',

there R;_; is normal in R; and |R; : R;_;| is some prime ¢, j = 1,...,s. Since R;_; =
= Coreg, (R;j_1), we have R;/R;_1 € 4.



Assume that H,_; 4 H;. Let’s denote L = Corey,(H;_1). Then L # H,;_;. We have
that |H; : H;_1| = p and |H;/L| = pq", ¢" divides p — 1 for some primes p and ¢. Thus,
Therefore H is 4;-subnormal in G. O

3. Classes of groups with systems of k-submodular subgroups

Theorem 3.1. Let k be a natural number, G a group. Then the following statements
are equivalent.

(1) Every mazimal subgroup of G is n-modularly embedded in G for some natural
number n, n < k.

(2) G is supersoluble and G/Cq(H/K) is either 1 or a cyclic group of order ¢™ for
every complemented chief factor H/ K of G, where q is some prime and n is some natural
number, n < k.

Proof. Assume that (1) holds. By Lemma 2.3 G is supersoluble.

Let H/K be any complemented chief factor from G. Then G = HM for some
subgroup M of G and HNM = K. Since G/K is supersoluble, it follows that |H/K| = p
is a prime number. Then from |G/K : M/K| = |H/K| we conclude that M is maximal
in G. Let D = Coreg(M).

If M =D, then G=HM < Cg(H/K) and G/Ce(H/K) = 1.

Let M # D. Then G/D = HD/D - M/D, and K = HN D. From HD/D =
>~ H/K it follows that |[HD/D| = p and HD/D is the minimum normal subgroup of
G/D. By [10, Chap. A, Theorem 15.6(1)] HD/D = Cg/p(HD/D). Since M is n-
modularly embedded in G and G/D is non-nilpotent, by Lemma 2.2 |G/D| = pq" for
some prime ¢, M/D € Syl (G/D) and M/D are a cyclic group of order ¢, ¢" divides p —
—1. Note that HD < C(HD/D). Then G/Co(HD/D) = G/D/Cq/p(HD/D) = M/D.
From [I4, Appendix B, Theorems 1 and 3] it follows that G/Co(H/K) = Autq(H/K) =
~ Autg(HMq/D) = G/Ce(HD/D). Thus, (1) = (2).

Assume that (2) holds. Take any maximal subgroup M in G. Let K = Coreg(M).
If M QG then M is n-modularly embedded in G. Let M # K. Since G/K is solvable,
G/K = N/K - M/K, where N/K is the minimum normal subgroup in G/K, (N/K) N
N(M/K)=1, N/JK = Cq/xk(N/K). Note that |[N/K| = p is a prime number because G
is supersoluble. We have M/K = G/K/Cq/k(N/K) = G/Cq(N/K) — cyclic group of
order ¢, ¢" divides p— 1. Thus, G/K is non-nilpotent and |G/K| = pq". By Lemma 2.2,
M is n-modularly embedded in G. Thus, (2) = (1). O

For k =n =1, Theorem 3.1 includes Theorem 5.3.10 from [16].

Theorem 3.2. Let k be a natural number, G a group. Then the following statements
are equivalent.

(1) Every mazimal subgroup of every subgroup A of G is n-modularly embedded in A
for some natural number n, n < k.

(2) G is supersoluble and G/Cq(H/K) is either 1 or a cyclic group of order ¢" for
every chief factor H/K of G, where q is some prime and n is some natural number,
n <k.

Proof. Assume that (1) holds. Then every maximal subgroup of G is n-modularly
embedded in G. By Lemma 2.3 G is supersoluble. Let H/K be the chief factor of G.
Then |H/K| = p is a prime number. There is a Hall p’-subgroup R/K in G/K because
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G/K is supersoluble. Then G/K = P/K - R/K for some P/K € Syl (G/K). Let us
denote A/JK = H/K - R/K. Then A= HR, HN R = K and H/K are the chief factor
in A. By Theorem 3.1, A/C4(H/K) is either 1 or a cyclic group of order ¢", ¢" divides
p—1,n<k. Since H < Cy(H/K), we have A = C4(H/K)R and

AJCA(H/K) = R/RNCy(H/K) = R/Cr(H/K).
On the other hand, from H/K < Z(P/K) it follows that P < Cg(H/K). Then G =
= PR=Cg(H/K)R and

G/Ce(H/K)= R/RNCq(H/K) =R/Cr(H/K).

Thus, it has been proven that (1) = (2).

Assume that (2) holds. Take any subgroup A < G. Since G is supersoluble, there is
a chief series

1=Gy<Gi < <Gp1 <G, =G,
where |G;/G;_1| is a prime number, i = 1, ..., m. Consider the series
1=GoNA<GNA<L - - <G 1NALG,NA=A. (2.1)

G 1NA=G;NAforanyi=1,...,m, then 1 = A and for A the statement (1)
of the theorem is satisfied.

Suppose that there exists j € {1,...,m} for which G;_1 N A # G,;NA. Then 1 # A.
For m = 1 the theorem is true. Therefore let m > 1. From the maximality of G;_; in G},
Gj_l S (G] ﬂA)Gj_l S Gj and Gj—l NA 7A Gj ﬂA, we conclude that Gj = (Gj QA)Gj_l.
Then G;/G;_1 = G;NA/G;_1 N A is the chief factor of A. Omitting repetitions from the
series (2.1), we obtain the chief series

1=Ag< A1 < - <A_1<A=A,

where A; = Gy N A for some t € {1,...,m} for which G;_1 N A # G, N A.
Let T'/S be an any chief factor of A. Then

S<(ANT)S<(ANT)S< - < (A4 NT)S < (A4NT)S =T.

From S # T it follows that (4,1 NT)S # (A, NT)S for some i € {1,...,1}. Since S is
maximal in 7', we have S = (4;,.;,NT)S and T'= (A, N T)S. Then

T/S=(ANT)/(A_1NT)(A;NS).
On the other side
(ANTY)A; 1 /(ANS)A, 1= (ANT)/(AiinNT)(A;NS).

Then Ai—l S (Az N S)Ai—l 7é (Az N T)Ai—l S A, . Hence Ai—l = (Az N S)Ai—l and A, =
= (A;,NT)A;_1. This means T/S = A;/A;_1 = GiNA/Gy_1 N A for some t € {1,...,m}.

Let |Gy/Gi-1| = p be a prime number. By assumption, G/Cs(G:/Gi-1) is either 1
or a cyclic group of order ¢", ¢" divides p — 1, n < k.

Since ACq(Gt/Gi-1)/Ca(Gi/Gi-1) is a subgroup of G/Cq(Gt/Gi-1), we conclude
that A/Cq(G/Gi—1) N A = ACq(G/Gi-1)/Cq(Gt/Gi-1) is either 1 or a cyclic group of
order ¢"', ¢™ divides p — 1 for some natural number n; < n. From Cg(G/Gi—1) N
NA < Ca(GiNA/Gi—y N A) = Ca(A;/Ai—1) we conclude that A/C4(A;/Ai—1) is a
homomorphic image of A/Cq(Gt/Gi-1) N A. In view of [14, Appendix B, Theorems 1
and 3] A/CA(T/S) = Auta(T/S) = Auta(A;/Ai—1) = A/Ca(Ai/A;-1) is either 1 or a
cyclic group of order ¢"2, ¢ divides p — 1 for some natural number ny < n; < n. By
Theorem 3.1, any maximal subgroup in A is n-modularly embedded. Thus, (2) = (1). O
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For k =n = 1, Theorem 3.2 includes Theorem 4.4 from [14, Chap. 4].

Theorem 3.3. Let k be a natural number. The class X of all groups G in which
any maximal subgroup is n-modularly embedded for some natural number n, n < k, is a
Schunk class consisting of supersoluble groups.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3(1), X consists of supersoluble groups.

Let us show that X is a homomorph. Let G € X and N < G. For any maximal
subgroup M/N in G/N, the subgroup M is maximal in G. Since N < Coreg(M), we
have Coreg/y(M/N) = Coreq(M)/N. The subgroup M is n-modularly embedded in G.

If M <G then M/N <G/N.

Let M/N # Coreq/n(M/N). From M # Coreg(M) by Definition 1 we have |G :
M| = p and |G/Coreq(M)| = pqg", ¢" divides p — 1. Therefore |G/N : M/N| = |G : M| =
= p and |G/N/Coreq/n(M/N)| = pq*, ¢" divides p — 1. Thus, M/N is n-modularly
embedded in G/N and G/N € X. This means that X is a homomorph.

Let us prove that X is primitively closed. Let G/Coreqg(M) € X for any max-
imal subgroup M in G. If M = Coreg(M), then M < G. Let M # Coreg(M).
From G/Coreq(M) € X it follows that M/Coreg(M) is n-modularly embedded in
G/Coreq(M). Since Coreg/coreg(m)(M/Coreq(M)) = 1 we have that |G : M| =
= |G /Coreg(M) : M/Coreg(M)| = p and |G/Coreq(M)| = pq™, ¢q" divides p — 1, i.e.
M is n-modularly embedded in G. Thus, G € X and X are primitively closed. O

Theorem 3.4. Let k be a natural number. The class %)) of all groups G such that
every mazimal subgroup of any subgroup A of G is n-modularly embedded in A for some
natural number n, n < k, is a hereditary homomorph that has the following property: if

G=G xGyand G; €9,i=1,2 , then G €%).

Proof. Tt is obvious that ) is a hereditary class of groups.

Let us prove that 2 is a homomorph. Take G € 2) and N I G. Let A/N be an
any subgroup of G/N and M /N be a maximal subgroup in A/N. From the maximality
of M in A < G €9 it follows that M is n-modularly embedded in A for some natural
number n, n < k. If M = Core, (M), then M <A and M/N <JA/N. Let M # Cores(M).
Then M/N 4 A/N. Since M is n-modularly embedded in A, we have |A : M| = p and
|A/Cores(M)| = pq™, ¢ divides p — 1. From this we obtain that |[A/N : M/N| = p
and |A/N/(M/N)a/n| = pq". This means that M/N is n-modularly embedded in A/N.
Thus, ) is a homomorph.

Suppose that G = G; x G, G; € ), 1 = 1,2. Since P C U and 4 are a formation,
we have G € . Let A be a subgroup of G and H/K be its chief factor. Since 9) is
hereditary and G/G; € 9), it follows that A/ANG; = AG;/G; € 9, i = 1,2. In the case
when ANG; =1or A<G;,i=1,2, we have A € ).

Let 1 # ANG; # A. By [14, Appendix B, Theorem 4] AN G either covers or avoids
H/K.

1. If ANG, covers H/K, then H(ANG,) = K(ANG,). Therefore H = K(HNGy)
and H/K is isomorphic to the chief factor (HNG1)(ANG2)/ANGy/(KNG1)(ANGy) /ANGs
of A/AN Gy € Y. From this and Theorem 3.2 we conclude that A € 9).

2. If ANGy avoids H/K, then HNG, = HNANG; = KNANG, = KNGy.
Then H/K is isomorphic to the chief factor H(AN G;)/ANG/K(ANG1)/AN Gy of
A/ANG, € 9. From this and Theorem 3.2 it follows that A € Q). O

Note that ) C X and Q) # X in the general case.
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Example 3.1. Let n = 1, let P = (a,b,cla” = b" = ¢" = 1,ab = ba, ac = ca, b* = ba)
be the non-abelian group of order 73. Define g € Aut(P) by (c't/a*)9 = c®v/2a*? for
any 4,7,k € {0,1,...,6}. The group P has exponent 7 and |(g)| = 6. In the group
G = P X (g), the subgroup (a) = ®(P) = ®(G) and (a)(g) €, but G € X.

In (a)(g) for k = n = 1 the maximal subgroup (g) is {-subnormal, since (a)(g) € L.
But (g) is not k-submodular, since Core g ((g)) = 1.

Lemma 3.1. Let § be the class of all groups in which every Sylow subgroup is
k-submodular. Let G be a group. Then the following assertions hold.

(1) MCF C wil.

(2) If G € § and N <G, then G/N € §.

(3) If G/Ny € § and G/Ny € § for any N; <G, i = 1,2, then G/N; N Ny € §.

(4) A direct product of groups from § lies in §.

(5) If G € § and U is a subgroup of G, then U € §.

Proof. Statement (1) follows from Definitions 1, 2.

Statement (2) follows from Lemmas 2.4, 2.6 and Sylow’s theorem.

(3) Let G be a group of the least order such that G/N; € §, N; <G, i = 1,2, but
G/Ni N Ny ¢ §. We can assume that Ny N Ny = 1. Let @ € Syl (G). Then QN;/N; €
€ Syl (G/N;) and QN;/N; is k-submodular in G//N; for i = 1,2. By Lemma 2.6(2) QN;
is k-submodular in G for ¢ = 1,2. By Lemma 2.5(2) QN; N QN3 is k-submodular in G.
By [10, Chap. A, Theorem 6.4(b)] QN; NQNs = Q(N; N Ny) = Q is k-submodular in G.
Therefore G = G/N; N Ny € §. The contradiction thus obtained completes the proof of
Statement (3).

Statement (4) follows from (3).

Statement (5) follows from Lemma 2.5(1) and Sylow’s theorem. O

Further 2(p — 1), means the class of all abelian groups of exponent dividing p — 1
and not dividing by the (k + 1)th powers of primes.

Theorem 3.5. Let R be the class of all supersoluble groups in which every Sylow
subgroup s k-submodular. Then R is a hereditary saturated formation and K is defined
by a formation function h such that h(p) = (G | G € A(p — 1)x and all Sylow subgroups
of G are cyclic).

Proof. Since R = U N §F we have that K is a hereditary formation.

Let us prove that R is saturated. Let G be a group of the least order for which
G/®(G) € R and G ¢ R Then there exists a Sylow g-subgroup @ of G that is not
k-submodular in G. From G/®(G) € 4 it follows that G € Y. Then a Sylow p-subgroup
is normal in G for the largest prime p € 7(G). Let N be a minimal normal subgroup of G.
By [10, Chap. A, Theorem 9.2(¢)] ®(G)N/N < &(G/N). Since G/P(G)N € R, we have
that (G/N)/®(G/N) € K. From |G/N| < |G|, it follows G/N € K. Then N is a unique
minimal normal subgroup of G, N < ®(G) < F(G) and F(G) € Syl (G). We note that
|N| = p. By [10, Chap. A, Theorem 10.6(c)| ®(G) < F/(G). Since QN/N € Syl (G/N)
and QN/N £ ®(G/N), we have that QN/N # N/N and QN/N is k-submodular in G/N.
By Lemma 2.6(2) QN is k-submodular in G. Then @ ¢ QN and ¢ # p by choice of Q.

Let B = QN. Then T = Coreg(Q) # (. We have that B/T = NT/T - Q/T
and Cp;p(NT/T) = NT/T. Therefore Q/T = B/T/Cp/r(NT/T) is isomorphic to a
subgroup from Z,_; and |Q/T’| = ¢", n is a natural number, ¢" geaur p — 1.
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1. Assume that G/N = QF(G)/N. By Lemma 2.7 G/N € wil,. By Lemma 1.6(3)
G/N/F(G/N) € Ay. Since F(G/N) = F(G)/N. We have that Q = G/F(G) € Ai. So
n < k. By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4(2) @ is k-submodular in G; a contradiction.

2. Assume that G/N # QF(G)/N = H/N. From hereditary R it follows H/N € R.
By Lemma 2.7 H/N € wil,. By Lemma 1.6(2) wil is a hereditary saturated formation.
Since H is a Hall subgroup in G, by [17, Corollary 16.2.3| from H/H N ®(G) € wily it
follows that H € wily. Then B = QN € wil,. By Lemma 1.6(3) B/F(B) € A;. Then
Q/F(B)NQ = QF(B)/F(B) € A. We note that F'(B) = N(F(B)NQ) and (F(B)N
NQ) < T = Corep(Q). So Q/T € Ar and n < k. By Lemmas 2.2 and 2.4(2) Q is
k-submodular in G; a contradiction. This R is saturated.

Let us prove that LF'(h) = & By [10, Chap. IV, Proposition 3.14 and Theorem 4.6]
LF(h) is a hereditary saturated formation.

Show that LF(h) C K. Let G be a group of least order in LF'(h) \ K. Let N be a
minimal normal subgroup of G. By choice of G we have that G/N € R, &(G) =1 and N
is a unique minimal normal subgroup of G, since LF'(h) and K are saturated formation.
From h(p) C A(p — 1) it follows that G € 4, so |[N| = p for some prime p. From G ¢ K it
follows that G has a Sylow g-subgroup @ that is not k-submodular in G. Then QN/N €
€ Syl ,(G/N). From G/N € & by Lemma 2.6(2) we have that QN is k-submodular in G.
So @ is not normal in QN and g # p.

If G # QN, then QN € Ksince LF(h) and R are hereditary. Thus @ is k-submodular
in QN and @ is k-submodular in G; a contradiction.

Let G = QN. We have that Q = G/N = G/Cg(N) € h(p) because G € LF(h).
Therefore @ € A(p — 1), and @ is cyclic. Then @ is k-submodular in G; a contradiction.
Thus LF(h) C R.

Prove that 8 C LF(h). Let G be a group of least order in 8\ LF'(h). We denote by
N a minimal normal subgroup of G. Then G/N € K. Since K and LF'(h) are saturated
formations, we have that ®(G) = 1 and N is a unique minimal normal subgroup of G.
Then G = NM, where M is a maximal subgroup of G, Coreg(M) =1, MNN =1
and N = Cg(N). From G € & C 4 it follows that |N| = p for some prime p. Then
M = G/Cg(N) is isomorphic to a subgroup from Z, ;. Let R € Syl (M).

If G # RN = D then D € R, since R is hereditary. By choose of G, D € LF(h). So
R~ D/Cp(N) € h(p), since N = Cp(N). Thus R € A(p—1)x. So G/Ca(N) = M € h(p)
and G € LF(h); a contradiction.

Let G = RN. Then M* = R for some x € G. Since G € K, R is k-submodular in
G. From maximality of R in G it follows that R is n-modularly embedded in G for some
natural n < k. So G/Cs(N) € h(p) and G € LF(h); a contradiction. Thus & C LF(h).
This means that the equality 8 = LF'(h) is proven. O

Theorem 3.6. The class § of all groups in which every Sylow subgroup is k-
submodular is a hereditary saturated formation and § is defined by a formation function
f such that f(p) = (G | Syl(G) C A(p — 1)x and all Sylow subgroups of G are cyclic).

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 § is a hereditary formation.

Prove that § is saturated. Let G be a group of least order such that G/®(G) € §
and G ¢ §. Since § C wil and by Lemma 1.5(2) wil is saturated formation, we have that
G € wil. So G is soluble. Let N be a minimal normal subgroup of G. By choose of G,
it follows that G/N € §. Then N is a unique minimal normal subgroup of G. Hence,
N < &(G) < F(G) and F(G) is p-group for some prime p. Since G is Ore dispersive,
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we have that p is the greatest prime divisor of |G| and F(G) € Syl (G). From G ¢ § it
follows that G has a Sylow g-subgroup () which is not k-submodular in G. Since G/N € §
we have that QN/N is k-submodular in G/N. By Lemma 2.6(3) @N is k-submodular in
G. So q # p and Coregn(Q) # Q.

1. |7(G)| = 2. Then |r(G/N)| =2 and G/N = QN/N - F(G)/N. By [15, Theorem
2], G/N € $l. So G/N € R By Theorem 3.5 £ is saturated. Then G € 8 C §; a
contradiction.

2. |7(G)| > 2. Then QN/N is contained in a Hall {p, ¢}-subgroup H/N of G/N
and H/N = QN/N - F(G)/N. By Theorem 3.5 £ is hereditary, so H/N € & Therefore,
QN/N and F(G)/N are k-submodular in H/N. By Lemma 1.4 H/N € 4 so H/N € &.
Since by Theorem 3.5 K a local formation and H = QF(G) is a Hall {p, ¢}-subgroup of G,
we can apply Corollary 16.2.3 of [17]. From H®(G)/®(G) = H/HN®(G) = H/N/H N
N®(G)/N € Rit follows that H € R By Theorem 3.5, QN € K. Then @ is k-submodular
in QN and so @ is k-submodular in G. This contradiction completes the proof that § is
saturated.

Let us prove that LF(f) = §.

It is easy to verify that f(p) is a hereditary formation. By [10, Chap. IV, Proposition
3.14 and Theorem 4.6] LF(f) is hereditary saturated formation. By Lemma 1.5 LF(f) C
C wil and LF(f) consists of Ore dispersive groups.

Show that LF(f) C §. Let G be a group of least order in LF'(f)\J. Since LF(f) and
§ are saturated formations, we conclude that G' has a unique minimal normal subgroup
N and ®(G) = 1. From G € & it follows that N = Cg(N) is an elementary abelian
p-group for some prime p. The Ore dispersiveness of G implies that N € Syl (G) and p
is the greatest prime divisor of |G|. Sice G ¢ N, |7(G)| > 2.

If QN # G for all Q € Syl (G), ¢ # p, then from QN € LF(f) it follows that
QN € F. So Q is k-submodular in QN. Since QN/N € Syl (G/N) and G/N € §, we
conclude that QN/N is k-submodular in G/N. By Lemma 2.6(2) QN is k-submodular
in G. So @ is k-submodular in G. Hence G € §; a contradiction.

Let QN = G for some @ € Syl (G). Then @ is a maximal subgroup of G and
Coreg(Q) = 1. From G € LF(f) it follows that Q@ = G/Cg(N) € f(p). So Q € A(p — 1)
and (@) is cyclic.

Since G € LF(f) C w4l it follows that @ is P-subnormal in G, we have that |G : Q| =
= p. By Lemma 2.2 () is k-submodular in G. Hence G € § is a contradiction to the choice
of G. Thus, LF(f) C 5.

Prove that § C LF(f). Let G be a group of least order in § \ LF(f). Since § and
LF(f) are saturated formations, we have that G/N € LF(f), N is a unique minimal
normal subgroup of G, ®(G) = 1. Then G = NM, where M is a maximal subgroup of G,
NNM =1, N=Cg(N) is an p-group for some prime p, because G € &. From G € wil
we conclude that G is Ore dispersive. Then p is the greatest prime divisor of |G| and
N € Syl,(G). From G ¢ LF(f) it follows that G/Ca(H/K) ¢ f(p) for some chief factor
H/K of G. Then H = N and K =1 because G/N € LF(f). So G/Cs(N) & f(p).

Let R € Syl (M). Then R € Syl (G).

Suppose that D = RN # G. Since N < F(D), F(D) = N(Q N F(D)). So @ N
N F(D) € Syl,(F(D)). Then QN F(D) < Cp(N) < Cg(N) = N and F(D) = N. From
D e § C wil and Lemma 1.4, we have that D € 8 By Theorem 3.5 D/Cp(L/T) € h(p)
for every chief factor L/T of D. By [17, Corollary 4.1.1] F'(D) = NCp(L/T) for every
chief factor L/T of D. So R = D/N € h(p). Then G/Cs(N) = G/N = M € f(p); a
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contradiction.

Suppose that RN = G. By Lemma 1.4, G € Y. Then |N| = p and R = G/N =
= G/Ce(N) =2 L < Z, 4. From G € § and R = M it follows that R is n-modularly
embedded in G, n < k. Therefore G/Cq(N) = R € A(p — 1) and G/Cx(N) € f(p); a
contradiction.

Hence § C LF(f). It has been proven that § = LEF(f). O

Proposition 3.1. R =UNwil, i.e. the class R of all supersoluble groups in which
every Sylow subgroup is k-submodular coincides with the class of all supersoluble groups
in which every Sylow subgroup is y-subnormal.

Proof. (1) Since K C 4, by Lemma 2.7 & C ${ N wily.

Show that { N wil, C K. Let G be a group of least order in U N wil \ K # &. Let
N be a minimal normal subgroup of G. Then |N| = p for some prime p. From G ¢ &
it follows that there exists a Sylow ¢-subgroup ) of G that is not k-submodular in G.
Since ;. is hereditary, we have that QN € wil, and @) is g-subnormal in QN. Then
G = QN by choose of G. So ¢ # p and @ is a maximal subgroup in G. Since £ N wil
and R are hereditary formations, we have that N is a unique minimal normal subgroup of
G, Coreg(Q) =1 and N = Cg(N) = F(G). Since G/Cg(N) is isomorphic to a subgroup
from Z, ; we have that () = G/N is cyclic, |Q| = ¢" divides p — 1. By Lemma 1.6(3)
Q =2 G/F(G) € Ar. Son < k and @ is k-submodular in G; a contradiction. Thus
N wily € K. This means that the equality K = U N wil, is proven. U
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