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IBIS PRIMITIVE GROUPS OF ALMOST SIMPLE TYPE

FABIO MASTROGIACOMO AND PABLO SPIGA

Abstract. Let G be a finite permutation group on Ω. An ordered sequence
(ω1 . . . , ωℓ) of elements of Ω is an irredundant base for G if the pointwise
stabilizer is trivial and no point is fixed by the stabilizer of its predecessors.
The minimal cardinality of a base is said to be the base size of G. If all
irredundant bases of G have the same cardinality, G is said to be an IBIS
group.

In this paper, we classify the finite almost simple primitive IBIS groups
whose base size is at least 6.

1. Introduction

A base for a permutation group G is a sequence (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) whose pointwise
stabilizer in G is the identity. A base is said to be irredundant if no base point
is fixed by the stabilizer its predecessors. Therefore, this gives rise to a decreasing
sequence of stabilizers

G > Gω1 > Gω1,ω2 > · · · > Gω1,ω2,...,ωℓ−1
> Gω1,ω2,...,ωℓ

= 1.

The minimal cardinality of a base, called the base size of G, is usually denoted
by b(G) and has played a key role in the investigation of primitive groups.

Cameron and Fon-der-Flaass [16] (see also [15, Section 4.14]) have proved that
in a finite permutation group the following conditions are equivalent:

• all irredundant bases have the same size;
• the irredundant bases are invariant under re-ordering;
• the irredundant bases are the bases of a matroid.

A permutation group satisfying one, and hence all, of these conditions is said to be
IBIS, that is, Irredundant Bases of Invariant Size. In particular, in an IBIS
group G, all irredundant bases have cardinality b(G) and this value is sometimes
referred to as the rank of the IBIS group, since it is the rank of the corresponding
matroid. Aside from this introductory section, we avoid using the term rank with
this meaning, because it can be easily confused with other properties of permutation
groups that also bear this name.

Lucchini, Morigi and Moscatiello [34] made the first attempt of classifying finite
primitive IBIS groups. Their approach is via the O’Nan-Scott classification of
primitive groups (we use the terminology from [36]).

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1.1, [34]). Let G be a primitive IBIS group. Then one of

the following holds:
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2 F. MASTROGIACOMO AND P. SPIGA

(1.1) G is of affine type,

(1.2) G is almost simple,

(1.3) G is of diagonal type.

Moreover, G is a primitive IBIS group of diagonal type if and only if it belongs to

the infinite family of diagonal groups {PSL2(2
f )×PSL2(2

f ) | f ∈ N, f ≥ 2} having

degree |PSL2(2
f)| = 2f (4f − 1).

In light of this result, the problem of understanding finite primitive IBIS groups is
reduced to affine groups and to almost simple groups. A first attempt of classifying
finite primitive IBIS groups of affine type can be found in [35].

Lee and the third author [31] have classified the almost simple primitive IBIS
groups having socle an alternating group. In the same paper, the authors have
proposed a conjecture; indeed, they have conjectured that every almost simple
primitive IBIS group is one of the groups in [31, Table 1]. However, we discovered
two additional families of primitive IBIS groups that do not appear in the table of
[31], namely Ω±

d (q), with q = 2f , acting on non-singular 1-dimensional subspaces.
We have reported [31, Table 1] in Table 1 with these two new families.

Later, Lee [30] has classified the almost simple primitive IBIS groups having
socle a sporadic simple group.

There are two special circumstances where IBIS groups arise. A permutation
group G on Ω is said to be sharply k-transitive if, for any two k-tuples of distinct
elements of Ω, there exists a unique element of G mapping the first k-tuple to the
second. Observe that if G is sharply k-transitive, then b(G) = k and G is an IBIS
group. Moreover, a transitive permutation group G is said to be geometric (or,
base-transitive, see [1]) if G permutes its irredundant bases transitively. Clearly,
every sharply k-transitive group is geometric and every geometric group is IBIS.a

In this paper, we deal with almost simple primitive groups having socle a simple
group of Lie type.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be an almost simple primitive IBIS group having socle a

simple group of Lie type G0, with b(G) ≥ 6 when G0 is exceptional and b(G) ≥ 4
when G0 is classical. Then G is either SLd(2) or Spd(2) in its natural action on the

non-zero vectors of a d-dimensional vector space over the field with two elements,

or G = Ω±
d (q) with d ≥ 4 and q ≥ 4 acting on the non-singular 1-dimensional

subspaces of the d-dimensional vector space over the field with q elements.

Our proof of Theorem 1.2 uses the astoneshing work on the Cameron-Kantor
conjecture [14]. Most interest in the base size of primitive groups originated from
Jordan’s classic results [26], which bound the cardinality of a primitive group via
its base size. This interest was spurred in the ’90s by the Cameron-Kantor conjec-
ture [14]: there exists an absolute constant b with b(G) ≤ b, for every almost simple
primitive group in a non-standard action. (We refer to [14] and to Section 1.1
for the definition of standard action). This conjecture was settled in the positive
in [11]; however, the refinement of Cameron [15], asking whether one can take b = 7
has required considerable more effort. The detailed analysis of Burness [4, 5, 6, 7]
on fixed point ratios has resulted in an answer to Cameron’s question in [8, 10, 12].

aIn Table 1, the third column indicates whether the group is sharply k-transitive, denoted by
a X, and similarly, whether the group is geometric, marked with a X in the forth column.
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From these papers, one can infer that “most” almost simple primitive groups in
non-standard actions have base size 2.b

Therefore, our proof of Theorem 1.2 uses deatailed information on the standard
actions. Indeed, we prove this stronger result.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be an almost simple primitive IBIS group having socle a

simple classical group in a standard action. Then, one of the following holds:

(1.1) G = SLd(2) or G = Spd(2) in its natural action on the non-zero vectors

of an n-dimensional vector space over the field with two elements,

(1.2) G has socle PSL2(q) and G is endowed of its natural action on the q + 1
points of the projective line,

(1.3) the socle of G is Sp4(2)
′ in its natural action on the fifteen non-zero

vectors of a 4-dimension vector space over the field with two elements.

(1.4) G = Ω±
d (q), d ≥ 4, q ≥ 4 in its natural action on the non-singular 1-

dimensional subspaces.c

While proving Theorem 1.3, we have delved deeply into the problem of classifying
almost simple primitive IBIS groups. As a result, in the future, we intend to revisit
this issue and examine the case of groups having base size at most 5. Indeed, in
our opinion, there is some hope in dealing with groups having small base size. For
instance, suppose that G is an almost simple primitive IBIS group with b(G) = 2. In
particular, all irredundant bases of G have cardinality 2. Thus, for any two distinct
points α and β in the domain of G we have Gα∩Gβ = 1. Therefore G is a Frobenius
group, contradicting the fact that G is almost simple. This simple argument shows
that, if G is an almost simple primitive IBIS group, then b(G) ≥ 3. Therefore, from
Theorem 1.2, the cases that need to be considered are when b(G) ∈ {3, 4, 5}.d

1.1. Standard and non-standard actions. To start with, we use well-known
results bounding b(G) to deal with the so-called non-standard actions. The
terminology below follows [8, Definition 2.1].e

Definition 1.4. Let G be an almost simple classical group over Fq, where q = pf

and p is prime, with socle G0 and associated natural module V . A subgroup H of
G not containing G0 is a subspace subgroup if, for each maximal subgroup M of
G0 containing H ∩G0, one of the following holds:

(1.1) M is the stabilizer in G0 of a proper nonzero subspace U of V , where U
is totally singular, non-degenerate, or, if G0 is orthogonal and p = 2, a
non-singular 1-space (U can be any subspace if G0 = PSL(V )).

(1.2) G0 = Sp2m(q)′, p = 2, and M = O±
2m(q).

A subspace action of the classical group G is the action of G on the coset
space [G : H ], where H is a subspace subgroup of G. Note that the definition
above amounts precisely to this: a maximal subgroup of G is a subspace subgroup
if it lies in any C1-class, or is the even-characteristic symplectic case in the C8-class.
This definition requires that we follow [28] in labeling the Aschbacher classes C1−C8.

bJan Saxl’s pioneering work on primitive groups with base size not equal to 2 continues to
inspire and drive research in this field. His legacy lives on as we pay tribute to his remarkable

contributions.
cIn this case, all bases have cardinality d− 1.
dMost examples in Table 1 have b(G) ∈ {3, 4}.
eOriginally, this notation was introduced by Liebeck and Shalev [33].
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Group Degree b(G) s. k-t. g. Comments
Alt(n) n n− 2 X X n ≥ 5
Sym(n) n n− 1 X X n ≥ 5
PGL2(q) q + 1 3 X X

PSL2(q) q + 1 3 q odd
PSL2(q)⋊ 〈τ〉 q + 1 4 q odd, τ field automorphism

of prime order
PGL2(q)⋊ 〈τ〉 q + 1 4 q > 4, τ field automorphism

of prime order
Aut(PSL2(4)) 5 4 X X

PSL2(q).〈τ〉 q + 1 3 X X q = pf odd, f even, τ not
field automorphism, G 6= PGL2(q)

M11 11 4 X X

M12 12 5 X X

M22 22 5
M23 23 6
M24 24 7

SLd(2) 2d − 1 n X d ≥ 3

Spd(2) 2d − 1 n d ≥ 4
Sp4(2)

′ ∼= Alt(6) 15 3
2B2(q) q2 + 1 3 q = 22f+1, f ≥ 1
2G2(q) q3 + 1 3 q = 32f+1, f ≥ 1

2G2(3)
′ ∼= PSL2(8) 28 3

SL2(q)
(q−1)q

2 3 q = 2f , f ≥ 3

Aut(SL2(q))
(q−1)q

2 3 q = 2f , f ≥ 3 prime
SL2(4) 6 3 X

PΓL2(q)
(q+1)q

2 3 q = 2p, p odd prime

SL2(q)
√
q(q + 1) 3 q = 2f , f ≥ 4, f even

Alt(7) 15 3 X

Ω±
d (q) q

d
2−1(q

d
2 ∓ 1) d− 1 q ≥ 4, q even, n ≥ 4

action on non-singular 1-spaces
Table 1. Results on sharply k-transitive and/or geometric almost
simple IBIS groups.

A small extra collection of maximal subgroups arises due to the existence of peculiar
outer automorphisms, when G0 = Sp4(2

f )′ and G contains a graph automorphism,
or when G0 = PΩ+

8 (q) and G contains a triality graph automorphism. We note
that [28] explicitly excludes these cases, but they are included in [2].

Definition 1.5. A transitive action of G on a set Ω is said to be standard if, up
to equivalence of actions, one of the following holds:

(1.1) G0 = Alt(m) and Ω is an orbit of subsets or uniform partitions of
{1, . . . ,m}.

(1.2) G is a classical group in a subspace action.

For an almost simple primitive permutation group in a non-standard action, the
base size is bounded by an absolute constant. This was conjectured by Cameron
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and Kantor (see [17, 18]) and then settled in the affirmative by Liebeck and Shalev
in [33, Theorem 1.3]. The constant was then made explicit in subsequent works [8,
9, 10, 11, 12]. The following theorem summarizes these results.

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a finite almost simple group in a primitive faithful non-

standard action with socle G0. Then, b(G) ≤ 7, with equality if and only if G is the

Mathieu group M24 in its natural action of degree 24. Moreover, b(G) = 6 if and

only if one of the following holds:

(1.1) G = M23 in its natural action of degree 23,
(1.2) G = Co3 in its action on the right cosets of a maximal subgroup isomor-

phic to McL.2,
(1.3) G = Co2 in its action on the right cosets of a maximal subgroup isomor-

phic to U4(3).2.2,
(1.4) G = Fi22.2 in its action on the right cosets of a maximal subgroup iso-

morphic to 2.U6(2).2,
(1.5) G0 = E7(q) in its action on the cosets of a parabolic subgroup labeled P7,

(1.6) G0 = E6(q) in its action on the cosets of a parabolic subgroup labeled P1

or P6.

Moreover, if G0 is a classical group, then either b(G) ≤ 4 or G = U6(2).2 with

stabilizer U4(3).2
2.

The labeling of the parabolic subgroups in part (1.5) and (1.6) follows [3].

1.2. Structure of the paper. Let G be an almost simple primitive group having
socle a simple group of Lie type G0. When G0 is classical, let V be the natural
module of the covering group of G0 and let p be the characteristic of the underlying
field. From Definition 1.4f and Theorem 1.6, the proof of Theorem 1.2 reduces to
the following cases:

(1.1) G0 is a classical group acting on totally singular subspaces of V ,
(1.2) G0 = PSLd(q) acting on pairs of subspaces of V , see (3.2) and (3.3) in

Section 3.1 for more details,
(1.3) G0 = Sp2m(q)′, q is even and G0 is acting on the right cosets of O±

2m(q),
(1.4) G0 is classical acting on non-degenerate subspaces of V ,
(1.5) G0 is orthogonal of even characteristic and G0 is acting on non-singular

1-subspaces of V ,
(1.6) G0 = Sp4(2

a), G contains a graph automorphism and G0 is acting on the
cosets of a local subgroup of type [q4] : C2

q−1, see [2, Table 8.14],

(1.7) G0 = PΩ+
8 (q), G contains a triality graph automorphism and G0 is acting

on the cosets of a local subgroup of type

[q11] :

[

q − 1

d

]2

· 1
d
GL2(q) · d2,

where d = gcd(2, q − 1), see [2, Table 8.50],
(1.8) G0 = PΩ+

8 (q), G contains a triality graph automorphism and G0 is acting
on the cosets of a subgroup isomorphic to G2(q), see [2, Table 8.50],

(1.9) G0 = E7(q) in its action on the cosets of a parabolic subgroup labeled P7,
(1.10) G0 = E6(q) in its action on the cosets of a parabolic subgroup labeled P1

or P6.

fSee also the comment following Definition 1.4 and [8, page 549].
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The structure of the paper is straightforward. In Section 2 we collect some basic
remarks and observations. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is divided by cases (1.1) -
(1.10) as follow.
We prove case (1.1) and case (1.2) in Section 3. We prove case (1.3) in Section 4.
We prove case (1.4) in Section 5. We prove case (1.5) in Section 6. We prove
case (1.6) in Section 7. We prove case (1.7) and (1.8) in Section 8. We prove
cases (1.9) and (1.10) in Section 9.

2. Preliminaries

Let G be a permutation group on Ω. Given ω1, . . . , ωℓ ∈ Ω, we say that the
sequence (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) is irredundant if

G > Gω1 > Gω1,ω2 > · · · > Gω1,ω2,...,ωℓ
.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a permutation group on Ω and let (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′)

be irredundant with

Gω1,...,ωℓ
= Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
.

if ℓ 6= ℓ′, then G is not IBIS.

Proof. AsGω1,...,ωℓ
= Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
, we may extend the irredundant sequences (ω1, . . . , ωℓ)

and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) using the same set of points to obtain irredundant bases for G. �

The following results are just simple observations.

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a permutation group on Ω and let H be a subgroup of G. If

(ω1, . . . , ωℓ) is irredundant for H, then it is irredundant for G.

Lemma 2.3. Let A,G and B be permutation groups on Ω with A ≤ G ≤ B. If A
has an irredundant base of length ℓA and B has an irredundant base of length ℓB
with ℓA > ℓB, then G is not IBIS.

3. Primitive action on totally-singular subspaces: case (1.1) and

case (1.2)

We divide the proof of Theorem 1.2 for case (1.1) depending on whether G0

is linear, unitary, symplectic or orthogonal. There are strong similarities in the
arguments we use to deal with each case. However, each family has its own peculiar
behavior and hence we have preferred to divide the proofs in separate cases.

In this and in later sections, we denote the projective image of a matrix with
square brackets.

3.1. Linear groups. Let d ≥ 2 be a positive integer, let q be a prime power (that is,
q = pf for some prime number p and some positive integer f), let G0 = PSLd(q) and
let G be an almost simple group with socle G0. In particular, G0 EG ≤ Aut(G0),
where Aut(G0) = PΓLd(q) when d = 2 and

Aut(G0) = PΓLd(q)⋊ 〈ι〉 = PSLd(q)⋊ (Aut(Fq)× 〈ι〉),
when d > 2, where ι is a graph automorphism of G0 and Aut(Fq) is the group of
field automorphisms of Fq.

We now describe the primitive subspace actions. We let V = Fd
q be the d-

dimensional vector space over the finite field Fq of cardinality q and let k ∈
{1, . . . , d− 1}. Then,
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(3.1) we let Ωk be the collection of all k-dimensional subspaces of V , here
PSLd(q)EG ≤ PΓLd(q),

(3.2) for 1 ≤ k < d/2, we let Ω1
k = {{W,U} | W ∈ Ωk, U ∈ Ωd−k, V = W ⊕U},

here PSLd(q)EG � PΓLd(q),
(3.3) for 1 ≤ k < d/2, we let Ω2

k = {{W,U} ∈ W ∈ Ωk, U ∈ Ωd−k,W ≤ U},
here PSLd(q)EG � PΓLd(q).

Since our argument is inductive, we need to discuss in detail the cases when d is
small. The case d = 2 is quite special and it was already discussed in [31]. Here, we
recall some basic facts from [31, Example 3.1]. Let G be an almost simple group
with socle PSL2(q) acting on the q + 1 points of the projective line. In particular,

PSL2(q)EG ≤ PΓL2(q).

Set r = |G : G ∩ PGL2(q)|. Recall that q = pf .

Lemma 3.1 (Example 3.1, [31]). The group G is IBIS if and only if r = 1, or r is

prime and r | f .
Suppose now d ≥ 3. Let V = Fd

q and let e1, . . . , ed be an Fq-basis of V .

3.1.1. Case (3.1). We first discuss the case k = 1.

Lemma 3.2. Let G be a group as in (3.1) acting on Ωk with k = 1. Then G is

IBIS if and only if q = 2.

Proof. When q = 2, G = GLd(2) and G is the group described in [31, Example 3.3];
hence G is IBIS. Therefore, we may suppose that q > 2.

Let ω1 = ω′
1 = 〈e1〉, ω2 = ω′

2 = 〈e2〉, ω3 = ω′
4 = 〈e3〉, ω′

3 = 〈e1 + e2〉, ω4 = ω′
5 =

〈e1 + e2 + e3〉. As q > 2, with a simple computation, we see that (ω1, . . . , ω4) and
(ω′

1, . . . , ω
′
5) are irredundant chains for G0 = PSLd(q). Therefore, by Lemma 2.2,

these are irredundant chains for G.
We show that

Gω1,...,ω4 = Gω′

1,...,ω
′

5
,

from which the proof immediately follows from Lemma 2.1.
As {ω1, . . . , ω4} ⊆ {ω′

1, . . . , ω
′
5}, we deduce Gω1,...,ω4 ≥ Gω′

1,...,ω
′

5
. Thus, let g ∈

Gω1,...,ω4 . In particular, there exists a linear transformation x ∈ GL(V ) and a
Galois automorphism σ ∈ Aut(Fq) such that g is the permutation induced by σx
on Ω1. Thus

eσ1x = e1x ∈ 〈e1〉 = ω1,

eσ2x = e2x ∈ 〈e2〉 = ω2,

eσ3x = e3x ∈ 〈e3〉 = ω3,

(e1 + e2 + e3)
σx = (e1 + e2 + e3)x ∈ 〈e1 + e2 + e3〉 = ω4.

In particular, there exist λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4 ∈ Fq with

e1x =λ1e1,

e2x =λ2e2,

e3x =λ3e3,

(e1 + e2 + e3)x =λ4(e1 + e2 + e3).

This linear system of equations gives λ1 = λ2 = λ3 = λ4. This shows that x acts as
a scalar on the subspace W = 〈e1, e2, e3〉 of V . Since ω′

1, . . . , ω
′
5 are 1-dimensional
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subspaces of W and since e1, e2, e1+e2, e3, e1+e2+e3 have coefficients in the prime
field Fp, we deduce g ∈ Gω′

1,...,ω
′

5
. �

Lemma 3.3. Let G = GLd(2) be acting on Ωk with k = 2. Then G is not IBIS.

Proof. As k = 2, we have d ≥ 4. Let W = 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉 and let GW be the setwise
stabilizer of W in G. We let

ω1 = 〈e1, e2〉, ω2 = 〈e3, e4〉, ω3 = 〈e1 + e3, e2 + e4〉, ω4 = 〈e1, e3〉, ω5 = 〈e2, e4〉,
ω′
1 = 〈e1, e2〉, ω′

2 = 〈e1, e3〉, ω′
3 = 〈e2, e4〉, ω′

4 = 〈e3, e4〉.
A computation shows that (ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, ω5) and (ω′

1, ω
′
2, ω

′
3, ω

′
4) are irredundant

chains with

Gω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω5 = GW = Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3,ω
′

4
.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.1, G in its action on Ω2 is not IBIS. �

The action of G = GL4(2) on the 2-subspaces of V = F4
2 is actually very inter-

esting; Lemma 3.3 shows that G has irredundant bases of size 4 and 5, however,
it can be verified with the auxiliary help of a computer that every minimal baseg

of G has cardinality 4. In [20], these permutation groups were christianised with
MiBIS, from Minimal Bases of Invariant Sizes.

Using Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 we can now deal with the case k ≥ 2.

Lemma 3.4. Let G be a group as in (3.1) acting on Ωk with k ≥ 2. Then G is not

IBIS.

Proof. When q > 2, letW = 〈e1, . . . , ek−1〉 and, when q = 2, letW = 〈e1, . . . , ek−2〉.
Now, let ∆ = {ω ∈ Ωk | W ≤ ω}, let GW be the stabilizer of W in G, let G∆ be
the setwise stabilizer of ∆ in G and let H be the permutation group induced by
GW on its action on ∆. We claim that

(1) GW = G∆.

Indeed, if g ∈ GW , then g fixes setwise W and hence g permutes the k-dimensional
subspaces of V containing W , that is, g fixes setwise ∆. Thus g ∈ G∆. Conversely,
if g ∈ G∆, then g fixes setwise

⋂

δ∈∆

δ = W

and hence g ∈ GW .
Observe that when q = 2, from Lemma 3.3, we may assume that k ≥ 3.
When q > 2, H is an almost simple group with socle PSLd−k+1(q) and the

action of H on ∆ is permutation isomorphic to the natural action of H on the
1-dimensional subspaces of V/W ∼= Fd−k+1

q ; moreover, d − k + 1 ≥ 3 because
2 ≤ k ≤ d/2. When q = 2, H = GLd−k+2(2) and the action of H on ∆ is
permutation isomorphic to the natural action of H on the 2-dimensional subspaces
of V/W ∼= Fd−k+2

q ; moreover, d− k + 2 ≥ 4 because 3 ≤ k ≤ d/2.
Thus, from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, the action of H on ∆ is not IBIS. Therefore, in

its action on ∆ the groupH has two irredundant bases (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′)

gRecall that a minimal base is a base for G, for which none of its proper subsets is again a
base.
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with ℓ′ 6= ℓ. We claim that

(2)
ℓ
⋂

i=1

ωi = W =
ℓ′
⋂

i=1

ω′
i.

We only show that W =
⋂ℓ

i=1 ωi, because the argument for showing W =
⋂ℓ′

i=1 ω
′
i

is similar. As ωi ∈ ∆ for each i and as W ≤ ωi, we have W ≤ ⋂ℓ
i=1 ωi. Suppose

first q > 2. Since dimFq W = k − 1 and dimFq ωi = k, we have W 6= ⋂ℓ
i=1 ωi only

if ℓ = 1. However, when ℓ = 1, we get a contradiction because PSLd−k+1(q) in its
action on the projective points cannot have a base of size ℓ = 1, and hence neither

can H . Suppose now q = 2. Let W ′ =
⋂ℓ

i=1 ωi. Since dimFq W = k − 2 and
dimFq ωi = k, we have W 6= W ′ only when dimFq W

′ = k or dimFq W
′ = k − 1. In

the first case, we have ℓ = 1 and we get a contradiction because H = GLd−k+2(2)
in its action on the 2-dimensional subspaces of Fd−k+2

q cannot have a base of size
ℓ = 1. Assume then dimFqW

′ = k − 1. Without loss of generality, replacing the
standard Fq-basis of V if necessary, we have W ′ = 〈W, ek−1〉. Let ω = 〈W, ek, ek+1〉
and let x ∈ GLd(q) with ekx = ek−1 + ek and eix = ei, ∀i 6= k. Since W ≤ ω and
dimFq ω = k, we have ω ∈ ∆. Since x acts trivially on V/W ′ and since W ′ ≤ ωi

for each i, we have x ∈ Gω1,...,ωℓ
. Since ω1, . . . , ωℓ is an irredundant base for the

action of H on the 2-dimensional subspaces of V/W , we deduce that x fixes each
2-dimensional subspace of V/W . However,

ωx = 〈Wx, ekx, ek+1x〉 = 〈W, ek−1 + ek, ek+1〉 6= 〈e1, . . . , ek−2, ek, ek+1〉 = ω,

which is a contradiction. This concludes the proof of (2).
From (1) and (2), we have Gω1,...,ωℓ

≤ G∆ and Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
≤ G∆. Moreover, since

ω1, . . . , ωℓ and ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ are irredundant bases for H , we get

Gω1,...,ωℓ
= G(∆) = Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
,

where as usual G(∆) is the pointwise stabiliser of ∆. Therefore, by Lemma 2.1, G
is not IBIS in its action on Ωk. �

3.1.2. Case (3.2). We set some notation that we use in this section and in Sec-
tion 3.1.3. As above, we let e1, . . . , ed be the canonical basis of V = Fd

q ; we think

of e1, . . . , ed as d-tuples of row vectors with coefficients in Fq. We let eT1 , . . . , e
T
d

be the dual basis and we think of eT1 , . . . , e
T
d as d-tuples of column vectors with

coefficients in Fq. Given x ∈ GLd(q), v ∈ V and vT ∈ V ∗, the matrix x acts on
V and V ∗ by setting v 7→ vx and wT 7→ x−1wT . Moreover, we let ι be the graph
automorphism acting on V ∪ V ∗ by setting vι = vT and (vT )ι = v. We have

vιxι = (vT )xι = (x−1vT )ι = v(x−1)T ,

where xT is the transposed of the matrix x. Since this holds for every v ∈ V , we
have ι2 = 1 and ιxι = (x−1)T .

Let v ∈ V and wT ∈ V ∗ with v 6= 0 6= wT . Using the notation above, 〈wT 〉 is
an hyperplane of V and the vector v belongs to the hyperplane 〈wT 〉 if and only if
v · wT = 0.

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a group as in (3.2) acting on Ω1
k. Then G is not IBIS.

Proof. Let U = 〈e4, . . . , ek+2〉 and let W = 〈ek+3, . . . , ed〉. There is a slight abuse
of notation here: when d = 3, U = W = 0; when k = 1, U = 0.
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Let

ω1 = ω′
1 = {〈e1, U〉, 〈e2, e3,W 〉},

ω2 = ω′
2 = {〈e2, U〉, 〈e1, e3,W 〉},

ω′
3 = {〈e1 + e2, U〉, 〈e1, e3,W 〉},

ω3 = ω′
4 = {〈e1 + e2 + e3, U〉, 〈e1, e2,W 〉}.

When q 6= 2 and when (d, q) 6= (3, 4), a simple computation shows that (ω1, ω2, ω3)
and (ω′

1, ω
′
2, ω

′
3, ω

′
4) are irredundant chains for PSLd(q)

h. Moreover,

PSLd(q)ω1,ω2,ω3 = PSLd(q)ω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3,ω
′

4
=











I3 0 0
0 X 0
0 0 Y



 |
X ∈ GLk−1(q),
Y ∈ GLd−k−2(q),
det(X) det(Y ) = 1







,

where I3 is the 3 × 3 identity matrix. Therefore, by Lemma 2.2, (ω1, ω2, ω3) and
(ω′

1, ω
′
2, ω

′
3, ω

′
4) are irredundant chains for G.

We claim that

(3) Gω1,ω2,ω3 = Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3,ω
′

4
.

As {ω1, ω2, ω3} = {ω′
1, ω

′
2, ω

′
4}, it suffices to show that Gω1,ω2,ω3 fixes ω′

3. Let
A = PΓLd(q) ⋊ 〈ι〉. Using the fact that ι and Aut(Fq) fix ω1 and ω2, it is easy to
verify that

Aω1,ω2 =



































1 0 0 0 0
0 a 0 0 0
0 0 c 0 x
0 0 0 X 0
0 0 0 0 Y













τιε |
a, b ∈ Fq \ {0}, x ∈ Fd−k−2

q

X ∈ GLk−1(q), Y ∈ GLd−k−2(q),
τ ∈ Aut(Fq), ε ∈ {0, 1}























.

From this, it follows that

Aω1,ω2,ω3 =











I3 0 0
0 X 0
0 0 Y



 | X ∈ GLk−1(q),
Y ∈ GLd−k−2(q)







⋊Aut(Fq).

From this explicit calculation, it is immediate that each element of Aω1,ω2,ω3 fixes
ω′
3 and hence, each element of Gω1,ω2,ω3 fixes ω′

3. By (3) and Lemma 2.1, G is not
IBIS.

It remains to deal with the cases q = 2 and (d, q) = (3, 4). When (d, q) = (3, 4),
PSL3(4)EG ≤ PSL3(4)⋊ 〈ι〉 and |Ω| = 336. It can be verified directly, or with the
auxiliary help of a computer, that G is not IBIS.

Assume q = 2. Thus G = GLd(2) ⋊ 〈ι〉. Let U = 〈e3, . . . , ek+1〉 and W =
〈ek+2, . . . , ed〉. As above, there is an abuse of notation here: when d = 3, U = 0.
We define

ω1 = ω′
1 = {〈e1, U〉, 〈e2,W 〉},

ω2 = ω′
3 = {〈e2, U〉, 〈e1 + e2,W 〉},

ω′
2 = {〈e2, U〉, 〈e1,W 〉}.

We claim that
Gω1,ω2 = Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
,

hThe condition q 6= 2 guarantees that (ω1, ω2, ω3) is an irredundant chain and the condition
(d, q) 6= (3, 4) guarantees that (ω′

1, ω
′
2, ω

′
3, ω

′
4) is also an irredundant chain.
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from which it follows, thanks to Lemma 2.1, that G is not IBIS. It is immediate to
verify that

Gω′

1,ω
′

2
=











I2 0 0
0 X 0
0 0 Y



 | X ∈ GLk−1(2), Y ∈ GLd−k−1(2)







⋊ 〈ι〉

and

Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
=











I2 0 0
0 X 0
0 0 Y



 | X ∈ GLk−1(2), Y ∈ GLd−k−1(2)







.

It is also clear that

GLd(2)ω1,ω2 =











I2 0 0
0 X 0
0 0 Y



 | X ∈ GLk−1(2), Y ∈ GLd−k−1(2)







= Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
.

Suppose, arguing by contradiction, that ιg ∈ Gω1,ω2 , for some g ∈ GLd(2). Now,

ωι
1 = {〈e1, U〉, 〈e2,W 〉}ι = {〈e2,W 〉, 〈e1, U〉} = ω1,

ωι
2 = {〈e2, U〉, 〈e1 + e2,W 〉}ι = {〈e1,W 〉, 〈e1 + e2, U〉}.

From this and from the fact that ιg fixes ω1, ω2, we deduce

〈e1, U〉g = 〈e1, U〉,
〈e2,W 〉g = 〈e2,W 〉,

〈e1 + e2, U〉g = 〈e2, U〉,
〈e1,W 〉g = 〈e1 + e2,W 〉.

From this it follows that g fixes the subspaces 〈e1, e2〉, U and W . Now, the first
equality implies eg1 = e1 and the forth equality implies eg1 = e2, which is a contra-
diction. �

3.1.3. Case (3.3). In this section, we deal with case (3.3). This case is easier to
handle.

Lemma 3.6. Let G be a group as in (3.3) acting on Ω2
k. Then G is not IBIS.

Proof. Let A = PΓLd(q) ⋊ 〈ι〉. Let U = 〈e4, . . . , ek+2〉 and W = 〈e4, . . . , ed−k+1〉.
Observe that U ≤ W , because k + 2 ≤ d − k + 1 (recall k < d/2). Moreover,
dimU = k− 1 and dimW = d− k− 2. As in the previous lemmas, there is a slight
abuse of notation here. Indeed, when k = 1, U = 0. Now, let

ω1 = ω′
1 = {〈e1, U〉, 〈e1, e2,W 〉},

ω2 = ω′
2 = {〈e1, U〉, 〈e1, e3,W 〉},

ω3 = {〈e2, U〉, 〈e1, e2,W 〉},
ω4 = ω′

3 = {〈e2, U〉, 〈e2, e3,W 〉}.
Clearly, Gω1,ω2 = Gω′

1,ω
′

2
≤ PΓLd(q), because ω1 and ω2 share the same k-

dimensional subspace. From Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
≤ PΓLd(q), it follows that Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
fixes ω3

and hence

(4) Gω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
= Gω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 .
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Now, consider the matrices

g1 =









1 0 0 0
1 1 0 0
1 1 1 0
0 0 0 Id−3









, g2 =









1 0 0 0
1 1 0 0
1 0 1 0
0 0 0 Id−3









, g3 =









1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 1 0
0 0 0 Id−3









.

Observe g1, g2, g3 ∈ PSLd(q) ≤ G. Moreover, g1 ∈ Gω1 \ Gω1,ω2 , g2 ∈ Gω1,ω2 \
Gω1,ω2,ω3 , g3 ∈ Gω1,ω2,ω3 \Gω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 . Therefore, (ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4) and (ω′

1, ω
′
2, ω

′
3)

are irredundant chains for G. Now, from (4) and Lemma 2.1, this shows that G is
not IBIS. �

We conclude this section summing up the main result.

Proposition 3.7. Let G be an almost simple primitive group having socle PSLd(q)
in a subspace action. If G is IBIS, then either

• q = 2 and G = GLd(2) is acting on the non-zero vectors of Fd
2, or

• d = 2 and |G : G ∩ PGL2(q)| is either 1 or a prime number.

3.2. Unitary groups. Let d be a positive integer and q = pf , with p a prime
number. Let G0 = PSUd(q) and let G be an almost simple group having socle G0.
In particular, G0 ≤ G E Aut(G0) = PGUd(q)⋊Aut(Fq2). In the following, we set
A = Aut(PSUd(q)).

Lemma 3.8. There exists α ∈ Fq2 with α + αq + 1 = 0 such that the orbit of α
under the action of Aut(Fq2) has cardinality 2f .

Proof. Let

S = {α ∈ Fq2 : α+ αq + 1 = 0}.
Consider the trace map Tr : Fq2 → Fq defined by x 7→ x+xq. Since Tr is a surjective
Fq-linear mapping, we deduce that

(5) |S| = q.

Recall that Aut(Fq2 ) is cyclic of order 2f . Let 2f = rl11 . . . rltt be the factorization
of 2f in prime numbers with 2 = r1 < r2 < · · · < rt. The elements of S not lying on
a regular orbit under the action of Aut(Fq2) are fixed by some element of Aut(Fq2)
of prime order ri, for some i ∈ {1, . . . , t}. Actually, using the fact that this group
is cyclic, we deduce that the elements of S fixed by some automorphism of order ri
are the elements of the set

Si = S ∩ Fq2/ri = {α ∈ S | α ∈ Fq2/ri}.
Suppose i = 1 and let α ∈ S1. Then αq = α because α ∈ Fq. Therefore

0 = α+ αq + 1 = 2α+ 1 and hence |S1| ≤ 1i

Suppose i > 1 and let α ∈ Si. Since ri is odd and α ∈ Fq2/ri
j, we deduce

αq = αpf/ri
. Therefore

0 = α+ αq + 1 = α+ αp
f
ri + 1.

iActually, |S1| = 0 when q is even and |S1| = 1 when q is odd.
jSince ri is odd, we may write f = 2f

ri
· ri−1

2
+ f

ri
. Now observe that, as α ∈ F

q2/ri
= F

p2f/ri
,

we get αp

2f
ri

·
ri−1

2
= α.
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Since this can be viewed as a polynomial equation in α of degree pf/ri , we deduce
that it has at most pf/ri = q1/ri solutions and hence |Si| ≤ q1/ri .

Summing up,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t
⋃

i=1

Si

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
t

∑

i=1

|Si| ≤ 1 +

t
∑

i=2

|Si| ≤ 1 +

t
∑

i=2

q1/ri ≤ 1 + (t− 1)q1/3(6)

≤ 1 + (log2 q − 1)q1/3.

Using (5) and (6), we deduce that
⋃

i Si is a proper subset of S as long as q >

1+(log2 q−1)q1/3. Since this inequality is always satisfied, we deduce the existence
of α ∈ S lying on an orbit of cardinality 2f under the action of Aut(Fq2). �

We let V = Fd
q2 be the d-dimensional vector space over the finite field Fq2 of

cardinality q2 and let k ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1}. Then, for 1 ≤ k ≤ d/2, we let Ωk be the
collection of all k-dimensional totally singular subspaces of V .

Lemma 3.9. When d = 3 and q 6= 2, there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2 with

ℓ 6= ℓ′ and there exist ω1, . . . , ωℓ, ω
′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ elements of Ω1 such that

• (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) are irredudandant bases for the action of G

on Ω1,

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = V = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ , ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0 = ω′
1 ∩ · · · ∩ ω′

ℓ′ .

In particular, the action of G on Ω1 is not IBIS. When (d, q) = (3, 2), the action

of G on Ω1 is IBIS.

Proof. Let e1, e2, e3 be an Fq2 -basis of V such that the Hermitian form defining G0

is




0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0



 .

When (d, q) = (3, 2), the statement can be checked directly: G is IBIS for each
choice of G with PSU3(2) ≤ G ≤ PΓU3(2). Therefore, for the rest of the proof we
suppose (d, q) 6= (3, 2).

The set on which G acts is

Ω = {〈(1, 0, 0)〉} ∪ {(α, β, 1) : α+ αq + ββq = 0}.
We give an irredundant base of size 4 for G0 and an irredundant base of size 3 for
A, hence by Lemma 2.3 G is not IBIS.

Take ω1 = 〈e1〉, ω2 = 〈e3〉 and ω3 = 〈αe1 + e3〉, where α ∈ Fq2 \ {0} satisfies
α+ αq = 0, and ω4 = 〈α̃e1 + βe2 + e3〉, where α̃, β ∈ Fq2 satisfy α̃+ α̃q + βq+1 = 0
and β 6= 0. A computation shows that

(G0)ω1,ω2 =











a 0 0
0 aq−1 0
0 0 a−q



 | a ∈ Fq2 \ {0}







.

Observe that (G0)ω1,ω2 6= 1, because q 6= 2. From this description of (G0)ω1,ω2 , we
get

(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3 =











a 0 0
0 aq−1 0
0 0 a−q



 | a ∈ Fq2 , a
q+1 = 1







.
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Observe that (G0)ω1,ω2,ω3 has order (q + 1)/ gcd(3, q + 1). Thus (G0)ω1,ω2,ω3 6=
1, because q 6= 2. It is now easy to check that (G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 = 1 and hence
(ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4) is an irredundant base for G0. Finally, observe that ω1 + · · ·+ω4 =
V and ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ω4 = 0. We can now complete this sequence to construct an
irredundant base (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) for G with ℓ ≥ 4 such that ω1 + · · · + ωℓ = V and
ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0.

Let A = PΓUd(q). We now construct an irredundant base of cardinality 3 for
A. From Lemma 3.8, let α ∈ Fq2 with α+ αq + 1 = 0 and such that the orbit of α
under the action of Aut(Fq2) has cardinality 2f . Now take ω′

1 = ω1, ω
′
2 = ω2 and

ω′
3 = 〈αe1 + e2 + e3〉. The same computation as above shows that

Aω′

1,ω
′

2
=

〈





γ 0 0
0 δ 0
0 0 γ−q



 ,Aut(Fq2\Fp) : γ, δ ∈ Fq2 \ {0}, δq+1 = 1

〉

.

Let g ∈ Aω′

1,ω
′

2
with g fixing ω′

3. From the description above, we see that there

exists γ, δ ∈ Fq2 \ {0} with δq+1 = 1 and there exists σ ∈ Aut(Fq2) with

ασγe1 + δe2 + γ−qe3 ∈ ω′
3 = 〈αe1 + e2 + e3〉.

By checking the second and the third coordinate, we deduce δ = γ−q and hence
γq+1 = 1, because δq+1 = 1. Now, by checking the first and second coordinate, we
deduce

ασγ = αδ = αγ−q = αγ.

Therefore ασ = σ. Since α lies in a regular orbit under the action of Aut(Fq2), we get
σ = 1. This shows that g = 1 and hence Aω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
= 1. As before ω′

1+ω′
2+ω′

3 = V ,

ω′
1 ∩ ω′

2 ∩ ω′
3 = 0 and it is also a base for G. �

We deal with the case d = 4 and k = 2.

Lemma 3.10. When d = 4, there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2 with ℓ 6= ℓ′

and there exist ω1, . . . , ωℓ, ω
′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ elements of Ω2 such that

• (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) are irredudandant bases for the action of G

on Ω2,

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = V = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ , ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0 = ω′
1 ∩ · · · ∩ ω′

ℓ′ .

Proof. We use the Hermitian form given by the matrix








0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0









and we use the basis e1, e2, f1, f2 of V = F4
q2 . Let G0 be the socle of G.

Let ω1 = 〈e1, e2〉, ω2 = 〈f1, f2〉, ω3 = 〈e1, f2〉, ω4 = 〈e2, f1〉, ω5 = 〈e1+e2, f1−f2〉
and ω6 = 〈e1+f2, e2−f1〉. It is readily seen that ω1, . . . , ω6 are 2-dimensional totally
singular subspaces of V . An easy computation shows that

(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 =























a 0 0 0
0 b 0 0
0 0 a−q 0
0 0 0 b−q









| a, b ∈ Fq2 \ {0} with ab ∈ Fq















.
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In particular, |(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 | = (q2 − 1)(q − 1)/ gcd(4, q + 1) 6= 1. We deduce

(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω5 =























a 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 a−q 0
0 0 0 a−q









| a ∈ Fq2 \ {0} with a2 ∈ Fq















.

From this it follows that,

|(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω5 | =
{

q − 1 if q is even,
2(q−1)

gcd(4,q+1) if q is odd.

Thus |(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω5 | = 1 if and only if q ∈ {2, 3}. This show that ω1, . . . , ω5 is
an irredundant base for G0 of cardinality 5 when q ∈ {2, 3}, whereas ω1, . . . , ω6 is
an irredundant base for G0 of cardinality 6 when q ≥ 4.

The argument above shows that

Aω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 =























1 0 0 0
0 b 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 b−q









| b ∈ Fq2 \ {0}















⋊Aut(Fq2).

Let q = pf and let α be a generator of the multiplicative group of the field Fq2

and let ω′
5 = 〈e1 + αf2, e2 − αf1〉. Observe that ω′

5 is a 2-dimensional totally
singular subspace of V . Let g ∈ Aω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω′

5
. Then there exist b ∈ Fq2 \ {0} and

η ∈ Aut(Fq2) such that

ω′
5 = ω′g

5 = 〈e1 + αηb−qf2, be2 − αηf1〉.
This yields α = αηb−q and αb = αη. Therefore b = bq = αqα−1 and hence

αηα−1 ∈ Fq. Now, α
η = αpi

, where i is a divisor of 2f . Since αηα−1 = αpi−1 ∈ Fq,

we deduce that α(pi−1)(pf−1) = 1 and, as α is a generator of the multiplicative
group of Fq2 , we get that p2f − 1 divides (pi − 1)(pf − 1). If i = 2f , then α is the
identity and b = 1 and hence g = 1. Assume that i < 2f . Then i ≤ f and hence
(pi − 1)(pf − 1) < p2f − 1, however this contradicts the fact that p2f − 1 divides
(pi − 1)(pf − 1). This shows that ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, ω

′
5 is an irredundant base for A

(and hence for G) of cardinality 5. This implies that G is not IBIS when q ≥ 4.
Observe also that these two irredundant bases satisfy the additional requirements
in the statement of the lemma.

Suppose q = 2. When G = PSU4(2), we have found irredundant bases of
cardinality 4 and 5 (satisfying the requirements in the statement of this lemma)
and hence G is not IBIS. Similarly, if G 6= PSU4(2), then G = PΓU4(2) and we
have found irredundant bases of cardinality 5 and 6 and hence G is not IBIS.

Suppose q = 3. We have found irredundant bases of cardinality 6 for PSU4(3)
and hence we may use the argument above to deduce that G is not IBIS. �

Lemma 3.11. When (d, q) = (5, 2), there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2 with

ℓ 6= ℓ′ and there exist ω1, . . . , ωℓ, ω
′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ in Ω2 such that

• (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) are irredudandant bases for the action of G

on Ω2,

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = V = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ , ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0 = ω′
1 ∩ · · · ∩ ω′

ℓ′ .

Proof. This follows by a direct inspection in PΓU5(2) and in PSU5(2). �
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Proposition 3.12. When (d, q) 6= (3, 2), the action of G on Ωk is not IBIS and

b(G) ≥ 2. When (d, q) = (3, 2), the action of G on Ω1 is IBIS.

Proof. We first deal with the case k = 1, this will set up the base case of an
inductive argument.

When d = 3, the proof follows from Lemma 3.9; therefore, for the rest of the
argument, we suppose d ≥ 4. Assume q 6= 2. Let W be a non-degenerate 3-
dimensional subspace of V and let

∆ = {ω | ω ≤ W, dimFq2
(ω) = 1 and ω sigular}.

Let G∆ be the stabilizer of ∆ in G and let H be the permutation group induced
by G∆ on ∆.

Observe that G∆ = GW because the span of the singular vectors of V contained
in W is W itself. Moreover, H is an almost simple primitive group having socle
PSU3(q) acting on the singular 1-dimensional subspaces of W . From Lemma 3.9,
there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2 with ℓ 6= ℓ′ and there exist ω1, . . . , ωℓ,
ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ totally singular 1-dimensional subspaces of W such that

• (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) are irredudandant bases for the action of H

on ∆,
• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = W = ω′

1 + · · ·+ ω′
ℓ′ .

Since ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = W = ω′
1 + · · · + ω′

ℓ′ , we deduce that Gω1,...,ωℓ
and Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′

both stabilize W , that is, Gω1,...,ωℓ
, Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
≤ GW = G∆. From this, since

Hω1,...,ωℓ
= Hω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
= 1, we deduce

Gω1,...,ωℓ
= Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
.

As ℓ 6= ℓ′, Lemma 2.1 implies that G is not IBIS.
Finally, assume q = 2. Let A = PΓUd(2). We first suppose d = 4. We use the

Hermitian form given by the matrix








0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0









.

Let ω1 = 〈e1〉, ω2 = 〈e2〉, ω3 = 〈e3〉 and ω4 = 〈e4〉. A computation shows that
(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 has order 3 and is generated by









1 0 0 0
0 α 0 0
0 0 α2 0
0 0 0 1









,

where α is a generator of F∗
4. This shows that G has an irredundant base ω1, . . . , ωℓ,

with ℓ = 5 and with V = ω1 + · · · + ωℓ. Similarly, let ω′
1 = 〈e1〉, ω′

2 = 〈e2〉,
ω′
3 = 〈e4〉 and ω′

4 = 〈e1 + e2 + αe3 + αe4〉. A computation shows that Aω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
=

(G0)ω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
⋊Aut(F4), where

(G0)ω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
=























1 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 z a2 0
0 0 0 1









| a, z ∈ F4, a 6= 0, az + a2z2 = 0















.
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Let g ∈ Aω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3,ω
′

4
. From the description of Aω′

1,ω
′

2,ω
′

3
, there exist a, z ∈ F4 (with

a 6= 0 and az + a2z2 = 0) and an automorphism η of F4 such that

ω′
4 = 〈e1 + (a+ αηz)e2 + αηa2e3 + αηe4〉.

This yields the linear system of equations






1 = a+ αηz,
α = a2αη,
α = αη.

Using the fact that α is a generator of F∗
4, this gives a = 1, z = 0 and η = 1. This

shows that ω′
1, ω

′
2, ω

′
3, ω

′
4 is an irredundant base for G with V = ω′

1 +ω′
2 +ω′

3 +ω′
4.

This has established that G is not IBIS. The case d ≥ 4 can be deal with a similar
argument as above (used for q 6= 2), by taking W a non-degenerate 4-dimensional
subspace of V . This completes the case when k = 1.

Suppose that k > 1. Let U be a totally singular subspace of V with dimFq2
(U) =

k − 1 and let

∆ = {W | U ≤ W, dimFq2
(W ) = k and W totally singular}.

Let H be the permutation group induced by G on ∆.
Observe that G∆ = GU , where GU is the setwise stabilizer of U in G. The

Hermitial form κ defining the unitary group G0 induces a form κ′ on the Fq2 -vector

space U⊥/U . Observe that dimFq2
(U⊥/U) = d− 2k+2 and that the form induced

on U⊥/U is non-degenerate and Hermitian. Let V̄ = U⊥/U and consider

Ω = {W ′ ≤ V̄ | dimFq0
(W ′) = 1 and W ′ is totally singular for κ′}.

Clearly, there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the elements of ∆ and
the elements of Ω; moreover, this correspondence allows to identify the action of H
on ∆ with the natural action on the 1-dimensional totally singular subspaces of V̄ .

Suppose d−2k+2 ≥ 3 if q ≥ 3 and d−2k+2 ≥ 4 when q = 2. From Lemma 3.9,
the action of H on ∆ is not IBIS and hence there exist two irredundant sequences
(δ1, . . . , δℓ) and (δ′1, . . . , δ

′
ℓ′) of points of ∆ such that ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2, ℓ 6= ℓ′ and

(7) Gδ1,...,δℓ ∩G∆ = Gδ′1,...,δ
′

ℓ′
∩G∆.

Since ℓ ≥ 2, δ1 and δ2 are two distinct k-dimensional subspaces of V containing U
and hence

δ1 ∩ δ2 = U.

This shows that Gδ1,δ2 = Gδ1 ∩ Gδ2 ≤ GU = G∆ and hence Gδ1,...,δℓ ≤ G∆. Since
this argument applies also for ℓ′, from (7), we deduce

Gδ1,...,δℓ = Gδ′1,...,δ
′

ℓ′
.

As ℓ 6= ℓ′, from Lemma 2.1, we deduce that the action of G on Ωk is not IBIS. It
remains to consider the case d−2k+2 ≤ 2 (that is, d = 2k), and (d, q) = (2k+1, 2).

Suppose d = 2k, or d = 2k + 1 and q = 2. Let U be a totally singular subspace
of V with dimFq2

(U) = k − 2 and let

∆ = {W | U ≤ W, dimFq2
(W ) = k and W totally singular}.

We may apply the argument above verbatim, with the old U replaced by this
new U . Observe that dim(U⊥/U) = 4 when d = 2k and dim(U⊥/U) = 5 when
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(d, q) = (2k + 1, 2). We deduce, using Lemma 3.10 when d = 2k and Lemma 3.11
when (d, q) = (2k + 1, 2), that G is not IBIS. �

3.3. Symplectic groups. Let d ≥ 4 be an even positive integer, let q = pf be
a prime power with p a prime number, let G0 = PSpd(q) and let G be an almost
simple group with socle G0. We fix a basis e1, . . . , ed, f1, . . . , fd of V = Fd

q such that
the symplectic form defining G0 satisfies (ei, ej) = (fi, fj) = 0 and (ei, fj) = 1 if and
only i = j. Let µ be a generator of the multiplicative group of the field Fq and let δ
be the projective image of diag(µ, . . . , µ, 1, . . . , 1). In particular, G0EG ≤ Aut(G0)
and

Aut(G0) =

{

Spd(q)⋊Aut(Fq) if q even,

(PSpd(q)⋊ 〈δ〉)⋊Aut(Fq) if q odd,

see [28, Section 2.4]. In the following, we set A = Aut(PSpd(q)).
For 1 ≤ k ≤ d/2, we let Ωk be the collection of all k-dimensional totally sin-

gular subspaces of V . Observe that, since we are in a symplectic space, every 1-
dimensional subspace of V is singular, hence Ω1 is the collection of all 1-dimensional
subspaces.

Lemma 3.13. When d = 4 and q 6= 2, there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2
with ℓ 6= ℓ′ and there exist ω1, . . . , ωℓ, ω

′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ elements of Ω1 such that

• (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) are irredudandant bases for the action of G

on Ω1,

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = V = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ , ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0 = ω′
1 ∩ · · · ∩ ω′

ℓ′ .

In particular, the action of G on the set of the totally singular subspaces of dimen-

sion 1 is not IBIS.
When d = 4 and q = 2, G is IBIS.

Proof. When d = 4 and q = 2, the action of G is IBIS, as proved in [31]. Therefore,
suppose q 6= 2.

For q = 3, the veracity of the lemma can be checked with the help of a computer.
So we now suppose that q > 3. We recall that we are using the symplectic form
given by









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0









and the base e1, e2, f1, f2 of V = F4
q.

We give an irredundant base of cardinality 6 for G0 = PSp4(q) and an irre-
dundant base of cardinality 5 for A = Aut(G0). From this, the result follows
immediately from Lemma 2.3. Firstly, consider ω1 = 〈e1〉, ω2 = 〈e2〉, ω3 = 〈f1〉,
ω4 = 〈f2〉, ω5 = 〈e1 + e2〉, ω6 = 〈e1 + f1〉. A computation shows that

(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 =























a 0 0 0
0 b 0 0
0 0 a−1 0
0 0 0 b−1









| a, b ∈ Fq \ {0}















.

Now an element g ∈ (G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 fixes ω5 if and only if ae1 + be2 = α(e1 + e2)
for some α ∈ Fq. This implies that a = b.
Finally, an element g ∈ (G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω5 fixes ω6 if and only if ae1 + a−1f1 =
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α(e1 + f1) for some α ∈ Fq. This yields a = a−1, that is, a = ±1. In conclusion,
ω1, . . . , ω6 is an irredundant base of cardinality 6 for G0. Moreover, the sum of
these subspaces is equal to V and their intersection is equal to 0. This implies that
there exists ℓ ≥ 6 and an irredundant base (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) for G with ω1+ · · ·+ωℓ = V
and ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0.

We now take in account A. Let α be a generator of the multiplicative group of
the field Fq. Take ω′

1 = ω1, . . . , ω
′
4 = ω4 and ω′

5 = 〈αe1 + e2 + αf1 + f2〉. We deal
simultaneously with the case q odd and q even, by defining δ = 1 when q is even.
A computation shows that

Aω′

1,...,ω
′

4
=























a 0 0 0
0 b 0 0
0 0 a−1 0
0 0 0 b−1









| a, b ∈ Fq \ {0}















⋊ (〈δ〉 ×Aut(Fq)).

Let g ∈ Aω′

1,...,ω
′

4
be an element fixing ω′

5. Then, from the description of Aω′

1,...,ω
′

4

above, we see that there exist a, b ∈ Fq \ {0}, ε ∈ {0, 1} and η ∈ Aut(Fq) such that

〈αe1 + e2 + αf1 + f2〉 = ω′
5 = ω′g

5 = 〈µεαηae1 + µεbe2 + αηa−1f1 + b−1f2〉.

We obtain the following system















αc = µεαηa
c = µεb
αc = αηa−1

c = b−1,

for some c ∈ Fq \ {0}. The second and the forth equations give µε = b2 and this
implies ε = 0, because µ is a generator of the multiplicative group Fq. Therefore,
b2 = 1 and hence c = b ∈ {1,−1}. The first and the third equations give a = a−1

and hence a ∈ {1,−1}. Now, the first equation gives acα = αη and hence α2 =
(α2)η. Therefore, α2 is invariant under η. Suppose, arguing by contradiction, that
η 6= 1. Then the set of elements of Fq invariant under η forms a proper subfield F of
Fq, with |F| ≤ √

q. On the other hand, since α is a generator of the multiplicative

group of Fq and since α2 ∈ F, we get |F| ≥ (q + 1)/2. However, the inequality√
q ≥ (q+1)/2 is not satisfied. This contradiction has shown that η = 1. Now, the

linear system above gives a = b = c ∈ {1,−1} and hence Aω′

1,...,ω
′

4,ω
′

5
= 1. �

We deal with the case d = 4 and k = 2. This is very similar to the proof of
Lemma 3.10.

Lemma 3.14. Let d = 4. When q 6= 2, there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2
with ℓ 6= ℓ′ and there exist ω1, . . . , ωℓ, ω

′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ elements of Ω2 such that

• (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) are irredudandant bases for the action of G

on Ω2,

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = V = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ , ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0 = ω′
1 ∩ · · · ∩ ω′

ℓ′ .

In particular, G is not IBIS and b(G) ≥ 2. When q = 2, the action of G on the

totally singular 2-dimensional subspaces of V is IBIS and b(G) ≥ 2.
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Proof. We use the symplectic form given by the matrix








0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0









and we use the basis e1, e2, f1, f2 of V = F4
q. Let G0 be the socle of G and assume,

for the time being, that q /∈ {2, 3}.
Let ω1 = 〈e1, e2〉, ω2 = 〈f1, f2〉, ω3 = 〈e1, f2〉, ω4 = 〈e2, f1〉, ω5 = 〈e1+e2, f1−f2〉

and ω6 = 〈e1+f2, e2+f1〉. It is readily seen that ω1, . . . , ω6 are 2-dimensional totally
singular subspaces of V . An easy computation shows that

(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 =























a 0 0 0
0 b 0 0
0 0 a−1 0
0 0 0 b−1









| a, b ∈ Fq \ {0}















.

In particular, |(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 | = (q − 1)2/ gcd(2, q − 1) 6= 1, because q 6= 2. We
deduce

(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω5 =























a 0 0 0
0 a 0 0
0 0 a−1 0
0 0 0 a−1









| a ∈ Fq \ {0}















.

From this it follows that |(G0)ω1,ω2,ω3,ω4,ω5 | = (q − 1)/ gcd(2, q − 1) 6= 1, because
q 6= 3. This show that ω1, . . . , ω6 is an irredundant base for G0 of cardinality 6.

The argument above shows that

Aω1,ω2 =

({[

X 0
0 (X−1)tr

]

| X ∈ GL2(q)

}

⋊ 〈δ〉
)

⋊Aut(Fq2).

Here by abuse of notation we are including the case q even by setting δ = 1. Let
ω′
3 = 〈e1, e2 + f2〉 and observe that ω′

3 is a totally singular 2-dimensional subspace
of V . Using the description of Aω1,ω2 and using the fact that δ is the projective
image of diag(µ, µ, 1, 1) with µ a generator of the multiplicative group of the field
Fq, it follows that

Aω1,ω2,ω′

3
=























a 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 a−1 0
0 0 0 1









| a ∈ Fq \ {0}















⋊Aut(Fq).

Let ω′
4 = 〈e1 + e2, f1 + f2〉 and observe that ω′

4 is a totally singular 2-dimensional
subspace of V . Clearly,

Aω1,ω2,ω′

3,ω
′

4
= Aut(Fq).

Since Aut(Fq) admits a regular orbit on its action on Fq, the irredudant chain
ω1, ω2, ω

′
3, ω

′
4 can be extended to an irredundant base of cardinality 5. This implies

that G is not IBIS when q ≥ 4.
Suppose q = 2. Here, G = Sp4(2)

′ ∼= Alt(6) or G = Sp4(2)
∼= Sym(6), and G has

degree 15. We have verified with a computer that in both cases the group is IBIS,
indeed, this example is in Table 1.

Suppose q = 3. Here, G = PSp4(3) or G = PSp4(3).2, and the degree is 40. We
have verified with a computer that in both cases the group is not IBIS and it admits
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bases of different cardinality satisfying the additional conditions in the statement
of the lemma. �

Lemma 3.15. Let d = 6 and q = 2 and let k ∈ {2, 3}. There exist two positive

integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2 with ℓ 6= ℓ′ and there exist ω1, . . . , ωℓ, ω
′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ elements of Ωk

such that

• (ω1, . . . , ωℓ) and (ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′) are irredudandant bases for the action of G

on Ωk,

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = V = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ , ω1 ∩ · · · ∩ ωℓ = 0 = ω′
1 ∩ · · · ∩ ω′

ℓ′ .

In particular, G is not IBIS on Ωk and b(G) ≥ 2.

Proof. This follows with a computer computation. �

Proposition 3.16. When (q, k) 6= (2, 1) and when (d, q, k) 6= (4, 2, 2), the action

of G on Ωk is not IBIS and b(G) ≥ 2. When (q, k) = (2, 1) and when (d, q, k) =
(4, 2, 2), the action of G on Ωκ is IBIS.

Proof. We first deal with the case k = 1, this will set up the base case of an
inductive argument.

When d = 4, the proof follows from Lemma 3.13; therefore, for the rest of
the argument, we suppose d > 4. Assume q > 2. Let W be a non-degenerate
4-dimensional subspace of V and let

∆ = {ω | ω ≤ W, dimFq(ω) = 1 and ω sigular}.
Let G∆ be the stabilizer of ∆ in G and let H be the permutation group induced
by G∆ on ∆.

Observe that G∆ = GW because the span of the singular vectors of V con-
tained in W is W itself. Moreover, H is an almost simple primitive group having
socle PSp4(q) acting on the totally singular 1-dimensional subspaces of W . From
Lemma 3.13, there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2 with ℓ 6= ℓ′ and ω1, . . . , ωℓ,
ω′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ totally singular 1-dimensional subspaces of V such that

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = W = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ ,
• Hω1,...,ωℓ

= Hω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
.

Since ω1+· · ·+ωℓ = W = ω′
1+· · ·+ω′

ℓ′, we deduce Gω1,...,ωℓ
, Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
≤ GW = G∆.

Now, since Hω1,...,ωℓ
= Hω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
, we deduce

Gω1,...,ωℓ
= Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
.

As ℓ 6= ℓ′, Lemma 2.1 implies that G is not IBIS.
Assume now q = 2. Since each element of V is totally singular, the action of

G = Spd(2) on the totally singular 1-dimensional subspaces of V is the natural
action of G on the non-zero vectors of V . This action is IBIS, see [31], and is
reported in Table 1. This completes the case k = 1.

Suppose that k > 1. Let U be a totally singular subspace of V with dimFq(U) =
k − 1 and let

∆ = {W | U ≤ W, dimFq(W ) = k and W totally singular}.

Let H be the permutation group induced by G on ∆.
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Observe that G∆ = GU , where GU is the setwise stabilizer of U in G. The
symplectic form κ defining the symplectic group G0 induces a form κ′ on the Fq-
vector space U⊥/U . Observe that dimFq (U

⊥/U) = d − 2k + 2 and that the form

induced on U⊥/U is non-degenerate and symplectic. Let V̄ = U⊥/U and consider

Ω = {W ′ ≤ V̄ | dimFq (W
′) = 1 and W ′ is totally singular for κ′}.

Clearly, there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the elements of ∆ and
the elements of Ω; moreover, this correspondence allows to identify the action of H
on ∆ with the natural action on the 1-dimensional totally singular subspaces of V̄ .

Suppose d− 2k + 2 ≥ 4 and q 6= 2. From Lemma 3.13, the action of H on ∆ is
not IBIS and hence there exist two irredundant chains (δ1, . . . , δℓ) and (δ′1, . . . , δ

′
ℓ′)

of points of ∆ such that ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2, ℓ 6= ℓ′ and

(8) Gδ1,...,δℓ ∩G∆ = Gδ′1,...,δ
′

ℓ′
∩G∆.

Since ℓ ≥ 2, δ1 and δ2 are two distinct k-dimensional subspaces of V containing U
and hence

δ1 ∩ δ2 = U.

This shows that Gδ1,δ2 = Gδ1 ∩ Gδ2 ≤ GU = G∆ and hence Gδ1,...,δℓ ≤ G∆. Since
this argument applies also for ℓ′, from (8), we deduce

Gδ1,...,δℓ = Gδ′1,...,δ
′

ℓ′
.

As ℓ 6= ℓ′, from Lemma 2.1, we deduce that the action of G on Ωk is not IBIS. It
remains to consider the case d− 2k + 2 ≤ 2 (that is, d = 2k), and the case q = 2.

Suppose d = 2k. Let U be a totally singular subspace of V with dimFq (U) = k−2
and let

∆ = {W | U ≤ W, dimFq(W ) = k and W totally singular}.
Wemay apply the argument above verbatim, using Lemma 3.14 instead of Lemma 3.13,
with the old U replaced by this new U . We deduce that G is not IBIS. It remains
to deal with the case q = 2.

Suppose q = 2 and k ∈ {2, 3}. Clearly, we may suppose that d ≥ 6. Let W be a
non-degenerate 6-dimensional subspace of V and let

∆ = {ω | ω ≤ W, dimFq (ω) = k and ω sigular}.
Let G∆ be the stabilizer of ∆ in G and let H be the permutation group induced
by G∆ on ∆.

Observe thatG∆ = GW because the span of the k-dimensional singular subspaces
of V of dimension k contained in W is W itself. Moreover, H is an almost simple
primitive group having socle PSp4(q) acting on the totally singular k-dimensional
subspaces of W . From Lemma 3.15, there exist two positive integers ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 2 with
ℓ 6= ℓ′ and ω1, . . . , ωℓ, ω

′
1, . . . , ω

′
ℓ′ totally singular k-dimensional subspaces of V such

that

• ω1 + · · ·+ ωℓ = W = ω′
1 + · · ·+ ω′

ℓ′ ,
• Hω1,...,ωℓ

= Hω1,...,ω′

ℓ′
.

Since ω1+· · ·+ωℓ = W = ω′
1+· · ·+ω′

ℓ′, we deduce Gω1,...,ωℓ
, Gω′

1,...,ω
′

ℓ′
≤ GW = G∆.

Now, since Hω1,...,ωℓ
= Hω1,...,ω′

ℓ′
, we deduce

Gω1,...,ωℓ
= Gω1,...,ω′

ℓ′
.

As ℓ 6= ℓ′, Lemma 2.1 implies that G is not IBIS.
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Suppose now q = 2 and k ≥ 4. Again, we may let U be a totally singular
subspace of V with dimFq (U) = k − 3 and let

∆ = {W | U ≤ W, dimFq(W ) = k and W totally singular}.
We may apply the argument above verbatim, with the old U replaced by this new
U . We deduce that G is not IBIS. �

3.4. The Klein correspondence. In this section we make a brief digression on the
Klein correspondence in geometry. For this purpose, we follow [13, Chapter 8].
This will allow us to use the previous results on the unitary and symplectic groups
to deal with the orthogonal groups.

Let W be the Fq-vector space of all 4 × 4 skew-symmetric matrices. Clearly,
dimFq W = 6, because the entries of an element of W above the diagonal uniquely
determine the matrix. Let Q : W → Fq be the quadratic form defined by

X 7→ Q(X) = Pf(X),

where Pf(X) is the Pfaffian of the matrix X . In particular, if








0 x12 x13 x14

−x12 0 x23 x24

−x13 −x23 0 x34

−x14 −x24 −x34 0









,

then

Pf(X) = x12x34 − x13x24 + x14x23.

Clearly, Q has Witt defect 0. The group GL4(q) acts as a linear group on W by

X 7→ PTXP,

where X ∈ W , P ∈ GL4(q) and PT is the transposed of the matrix P . Using
the properties of the Pfaffian, we have Pf(PTXP ) = det(P )Pf(X). Therefore, P
preserves the quadratic form Q if and only if det(P ) = 1. Since SL4(q) equals its
own derived subgroup, we deduce SL4(q) ≤ Ω+

6 (q). Observe that we are identifying
here SL4(q) with a subgroup of GL6(q) using the action of SL4(q) on W . Moreover,
from this embedding, we deduce PSL4(q) ≤ PΩ+

6 (q). Comparing the orders of
PSL4(q) and of PΩ+

6 (q), we get PSL4(q) = PΩ+
6 (q).

We now deduce some geometric facts. Let 0 6= X ∈ W be singular with respect
to Q. This means Q(X) = 0. Since det(X) is the square of Pf(X) = Q(X), we
deduce that det(X) = 0. Since X is skew-symmetric, we deduce that the rank of
X is even. As X 6= 0, we deduce that X has rank 2. It is not hard to verify that a
skew-symmetric matrix of rank 2 is of the form

X = vTw − wT v,

for some vectors v, w ∈ F4
q. Observe that v and w are linearly independent over

Fq, because otherwise X 6= 0. This sets up a bijection between the points on the
quadric Q and the 2-dimensional subspaces of F4

q.
We summarise in the following proposition a few facts that we need later. A

plain pencil in F4
q is an incident point-plane pair, that is, a pair {A,B} where A

and B are subspaces of F4
q with A < B, dimFq A = 1 and dimFq B = 3. Given a

plain pencil {A,B}, the plain pencil of lines of {A,B} is the collection of all the
2-dimensional subspaces of B containing A.
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Proposition 3.17. A: There exists a natural one-to-one correspondence

between the 1-dimensional singular subspaces of F6
q
∼= W with respect to

Q and the 2-dimensional subspaces of F4
q.

B: Under this correspondence, lines in Q, that is, 2-dimensional subspaces

of W = F6
q which are totally singular for Q, correspond to plane pencils

of lines in F4
q.

C: Under this correspondence, planes in Q, that is, 3-dimensional subspaces

of W = F6
q which are totally singular for Q, correspond to maximal fam-

ilies of pairwise intersecting lines in F4
q. There are two types: all lines

through a fixed point and all lines in a fixed plane.

3.5. Orthogonal groups of plus type. Let d ≥ 6 be an even positive integer,
let q = pf be a prime power with p a prime number, let G0 = PΩ+

d (q) and let G
be an almost simple group with socle G0. We now describe the primitive subspace
actions.

We let V = Fd
q be the d-dimensional vector space over the finite field Fq of

cardinality q. Then, for 1 ≤ k ≤ d/2, we let Ωk be the collection of all k-dimensional
totally singular subspaces of V , with respect to the quadratic form Q preserved by
G0. When k = d/2, the collection Ωd/2 of all maximal totally isotropic subspaces
of V splits into two disjoint families, Ωd/2 = Ωd/2,1 ∪ Ωd/2,2, namely the greeks

and the latins where two elements X and Y of Ωd/2 are in the same family if and
only if X ∩ Y has even codimension in either X or Y , for details we refer to [13].

Lemma 3.18. The action of G on Ωk, or Ωd/2,1, Ωd/2,2, is IBIS if and only if

(d, q, k) = (6, 2, 3).

Proof. When d = 6, using the Klein correspondence, we are reduced to the prim-
itive actions of almost simple groups with socle PSL4(q) on 1-, 2-, 3-dimensional
subspaces of F4

q, and on pairs {A,B} of subspaces with A < B and dimB = 3,
dimA = 1. The result in this case follows from Lemmas 3.2, 3.4 and 3.6. There-
fore, we suppose d ≥ 8. Let W be a non-degenerate subspace of V with dimW = 6
and such that the quadratic form Q restricts to a quadratic form having Witt defect
0 on W . In particular, the quadratic form Q restricts also to W⊥ to a quadratic
form having Witt defect 0.

Suppose that k ≤ d/2 − 2. Let U be a totally isotropic subspace of W⊥ of
dimension k − 1. Let

∆ = {U ′ ⊕ U | U ′ ≤ W, dim(U ′ ⊕ U) = k, U ′ totally isotropic}.
Clearly, G∆ = GW,U . Using the Klein correspondence and the results on the
subspace actions of PSL4(q) (see Lemma 3.4 applied with k = 2), we deduce that
G is not IBIS.

Suppose that k = d/2 − 1. Let U be a totally isotropic subspace of W⊥ of
dimension k − 2, observe that U is a maximal totally isotropic subspace of W⊥.
Let

∆ = {U ′ ⊕ U | U ′ ≤ W, dim(U ′ ⊕ U) = k, U ′ totally isotropic}.
Clearly, G∆ = GW,U . Before using the Klein correspondence we need to make
an additional remark. Observe that the orthogonal decoposition V = W ⊥ W⊥

gives rise to an embedding of SO+
6 (q) × SO+

d−6(q) into SO+
d (q). From [28], we

see that (SO+
6 (q) × SO+

d−6(q)) ∩ Ω+
d (q) projects surjectively onto SO+

6 (q). In par-
ticular, the action of G∆ on the 2-dimensional totally singular subspaces of W
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induces an almost simple group containing PSO+
6 (q). Now, we can apply the Klein

correspondence because the associated group in the action on pairs of subspaces
contains PSL4(q)〈ι〉, where ι is the inverse transposed automorphism. Now, using
Lemma 3.6, we deduce that G is not IBIS.

Suppose that k = d/2. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that G is
acting on Ωd/2,1. Let U be a totally isotropic subspace of W⊥ of dimension k − 3
and let U ′′ be a 3-dimensional totally singular subspace of W with U ′⊕U ∈ Ωd/2,1.
Let

∆ = {U ′ ⊕ U |U ′ ≤ W, dim(U ′ ⊕ U) = k,

U ′ totally isotropic and dim(U ′/(U ′ ∩ U ′′)) even}.
Clearly, G∆ = GW,U . What is more, the condition that dim(U ′/(U ′ ∩ U ′′)) is even
guarantees that every element of ∆ is in Ωd/2,1. Using the Klein correspondence
and Lemma 3.2, we deduce that G is not IBIS, except when q = 2.

Assume k = d/2 and q = 2. Let U be a totally isotropic subspace of V with
dimU = k − 4 and consider ∆ = {ω ∈ Ω | U ≤ ω}. We have a one-to-one
correspondence between the elements of ∆ and the 4-dimensional totally isotropic
subspaces of U⊥/U falling in the same family. Therefore, the result for an arbitrary
value of d follows from the analogous result for d = 8. We have checked with a
computer that when d = 8, the action of G on Ω4,1 and on Ω4,2 is not IBIS. �

3.6. Odd dimensional orthogonal groups. To deal with this case we continue
our analysis on the Klein correspondence. Recall that we have an embedding of
SL4(q) in Ω+

6 (q).
Let A be a non-singular skew-symmetric matrix. For the way that the action of

GL4(q) was defined on W , the stabilizer of A in SL4(q) consists of the matrices P
such that PTAP = A. Therefore, this stabilizer is the symplectic group defined by
the matrix A.

On the other hand, A can be viewed as a vector in W with Q(A) 6= 0 and
so the stabilizer of A viewed in the orthogonal group Ω+

6 (q) is the 5-dimensional
orthogonal group on A⊥. Thus Ω5(q) ∼= PSp4(q). Under this correspondence the
orthogonal geometry and the symplectic geometry are linked together.

Proposition 3.19. A: There exists a natural one-to-one correspondence

between the 1-dimensional singular subspaces of A⊥ ≤ F6
q
∼= W with re-

spect to Q and the 2-dimensional subspaces of F4
q which are totally singular

for Sp4(q).
B: Under this correspondence, lines in Q contained in A⊥ correspond to

1-dimensional subspaces of F4
q.

Let d be an odd integer with d ≥ 5, let q be an odd prime power and let k be
an integer with 1 ≤ k ≤ (d− 1)/2. We let G be an almost simple group with socle
Ωd(q) = PΩd(q) and let Ωk be the collection of all totally isotropic subspaces of
Fd
q of dimension k, with respect to the quadradic form preserved by Ωd(q). We

consider the primitive action of G on Ωk.

Lemma 3.20. The action of G on Ωk is not IBIS.

Proof. We dismiss the notation established to describe the Klein correspondence
and we use Proposition 3.19 directly. Therefore, as usual, we let V = Fd

q , G0 be
the socle of G and Q be the quadratic form on V preseved by G0.
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Let W be a non-degenerate subspace of V with dimW = 5 and such that the
quadratic form Q restricts to a non-degenerate quadratic form having Witt defect
0 on W⊥. Now, when k = (d− 1)/2, let U be a totally isotropic subspace of W⊥ of
dimension k − 2; when k < (d− 1)/2, let U be a totally isotropic subspace of W⊥

of dimension k − 1. Finally, let

∆ = {U ′ ⊕ U | U ′ ≤ W, dim(U ′ ⊕ U) = k, U ′ totally isotropic}.
Clearly, G∆ = GW,U . Using the fact that q is odd and using the Klein correspon-

dence and the results on the subspace actions of PSp4(q) (see Proposition 3.16), we
deduce that G is not IBIS. �

3.7. Orthogonal groups of minus type. The Klein correspondence allows to
identify PΩ−

6 (q) with PSU4(q), details can be found in [13]. Under this identiti-
cation the orthogonal geometry and the Hermitian geometry are linked together.
When k ∈ {1, 2}, the k-dimensional totally isotropic subspaces for the orthogonal
group correspond to the k-dimensional totally singular subspaces for the Hermitian
group.

Let d be an even integer with d ≥ 6, let q be a prime power and let k be an integer
with 1 ≤ k ≤ d/2− 1. We let G be an almost simple group with socle PΩ−

d (q) and

let Ωk be the collection of all totally isotropic subspaces of Fd
q of dimension k, with

respect to the quadradic form Q preserved by Ωd(q). We consider the primitive
action of G on Ωk.

Lemma 3.21. The action of G on Ωk is not IBIS.

Proof. Let W be a non-degenerate subspace of V with dimW = 6 and such that the
quadratic form Q restricts to a non-degenerate quadratic form having Witt defect 0
on W⊥ and to a non-degenerate quadratic form having Witt defect 1 on W . Now,
when k = d/2− 1, let U be a totally isotropic subspace of W⊥ of dimension k− 2;
when k < d/2− 1, let U be a totally isotropic subspace of W⊥ of dimension k− 1.
Finally, let

∆ = {U ′ ⊕ U | U ′ ≤ W, dim(U ′ ⊕ U) = k, U ′ totally isotropic}.
Clearly, G∆ = GW,U . Using the Klein correspondence and the results on the

subspace actions of PSU4(q) (see Proposition 3.12), we deduce that G is not IBIS.
�

4. Even characteristic symplectic groups: case (1.3)

In this section we deal with the actions listed at item (1.2) of Definition 1.4. In
particular G is almost simple group with socle G0 = Sp2m(q)′ and q a power of 2.
Consulting [2, 28], it is clear that if H is a maximal subgroup of G not containing
G0, and H ∩ G0 is a subgroup of M = O±

2m(q), then H ∩ G0 = M . In light of
this, we may first consider the action of G0 = Sp2m(q) on the set of right cosets of
M = O±

2m(q).k

Our treatment follows [24], which in turn was inspired by [21, §7.7] where the
case of Sp2m(2) was considered. Let e and m be positive integers, let q = 2e, let Fq

be the finite field with q elements, and let V = F2m
q be the 2m-dimensional vector

kThe embedding of O±

2m(q) in Sp2m(q) when q is even was discovered by Dye, see [22].
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space of row vectors over Fq. To start with we adjust notation slightly, and assume
that G = Sp2m(q) is the symplectic group defined by the symmetric matrix

f =

(

0 I
I 0

)

,

where 0 and I are the zero and identity m×m-matrices, respectively. In particular,
G is the group of invertible matrices preserving the bilinear form ϕ : V × V → Fq

defined by

ϕ(u, v) = ufvT ,

for every u, v ∈ V , that is

G =
{

g ∈ GL2m(q) | gfgT = f
}

.

Note that the bilinear form ϕ is alternating, i.e. for all u ∈ V , we have

(9) ϕ(u, u) = 0.

Moreover, since Fq is of characteristic 2, the form ϕ is symmetric, i.e. for all
u, v ∈ V , we have

(10) ϕ(u, v) = ϕ(v, u).

Now we let Ω be the set of quadratic forms θ : V → Fq polarising to ϕ. Recall that
this means that θ : V → Fq is a function satisfying

• θ(u+ v)− θ(u)− θ(v) = ϕ(u, v) for every u, v ∈ V , and
• θ(cu) = c2u, for every c ∈ Fq and u ∈ V .

Next, consider the matrix

e =

(

0 I
0 0

)

and the quadratic form θ0 : V → Fq defined by

θ0(u) = ueuT ,

for every u ∈ V . Then, for every u, v ∈ V , we have

θ0(u+ v)− θ0(u)− θ0(v) = (u + v)e(u+ v)T − ueuT − vevT

= ueuT + vevT + uevT + veuT − ueuT − vevT

= uevT + veuT = uevT + ueT vT

= u(e+ eT )vT = ufvT = ϕ(u, v).

(11)

In particular, θ0 is a quadratic form whose polarisation is the symplectic form
ϕ. This shows that θ0 ∈ Ω.

Let θ ∈ Ω and define λ = θ − θ0. We have

λ(u + v) =θ(u + v)− θ0(u+ v) = θ(u) + θ(v) + ϕ(u, v)− θ0(u)− θ0(v)− ϕ(u, v)

=λ(u) + λ(v),

λ(cu) =θ(cu)− θ0(cu) = c2θ(u)− c2θ0(u) = c2λ(u),

for every u, v ∈ V and for every c ∈ Fq. Therefore, since Fq is of characteristic 2,
the function λ : V → Fq is semilinear and hence there exists a unique b ∈ V such
that

λ(u) = (u · bT )2, for every u ∈ V.
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Since f is an invertible matrix, there exists a unique a ∈ V with b = af and hence

λ(u) = (ufaT )2 = ϕ(u, a)2,

for every u ∈ V . Summing up, we have shown that an arbitrary element of Ω is of
the form

u 7→ θ0(u) + ϕ(u, a)2,

where a ∈ V . We denote this element of Ω simply by θa. Thus

(12) θa(u) = θ0(u) + ϕ(u, a)2, for every u ∈ V.

In particular, the elements of Ω are parametrised by the vectors of V . Moreover, if
θa = θa′ for some a, a′ ∈ V , then θa(u) = θa′(u) for every u ∈ V and this implies
ϕ(u, a) = ϕ(u, a′) for every u ∈ V . Since ϕ is non-degenerate, we obtain a = a′.
Hence, the set Ω is in one-to-one correspondence with V . This, in particular, yields
that

|Ω| = q2m.

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 6.8, [24]). For every θ ∈ Ω and x ∈ G, the mapping

θx : V → Fq

u 7→ θ(ux−1)
(13)

lies in Ω. In particular, this defines an action of the group G on the set Ω.

Before continuing our discussion, we gather some information on G. Let a ∈ V ,
we define the mapping

ta : V → V

u 7→ u+ ϕ(u, a)a.
(14)

Such a function is called a transvection. For every u, v ∈ V and c ∈ Fq we have

(u+ v)ta = (u+ v) + ϕ(u + v, a)a = (u+ ϕ(u, a)a) + (v + ϕ(v, a)a) = (u)ta + (v)ta;

(cu)ta = cu+ ϕ(cu, a)a = c(u+ ϕ(u, a)a) = c(u)ta.

Hence ta is linear. Moreover, for every u ∈ V we have

(u)t2a = (u+ ϕ(u, a)a)ta = u+ ϕ(u, a)a+ ϕ(u+ ϕ(u, a)a, a)a

= u+ ϕ(u, a)a+ ϕ(u, a)a+ ϕ(u, a)ϕ(a, a)a = u+ 2ϕ(u, a)a+ ϕ(u, a)ϕ(a, a)a

= u+ ϕ(u, a)ϕ(a, a)a = u,

where in the second-last equality we use the fact that the characteristic of Fq is 2.
This shows that ta is an involution. Finally, for every u, v ∈ V , we have

ϕ((u)ta, (v)ta) = ϕ(u + ϕ(u, a)a, v + ϕ(v, a)a)

= ϕ(u, v) + ϕ(v, a)ϕ(u, a) + ϕ(u, a)ϕ(a, v) + ϕ(u, a)ϕ(v, a)ϕ(a, a)

= ϕ(u, v) + 2ϕ(v, a)ϕ(u, a) + ϕ(u, a)ϕ(v, a)ϕ(a, a)

= ϕ(u, v) + ϕ(u, a)ϕ(v, a)ϕ(a, a)

= ϕ(u, v).

Therefore ta preserves ϕ and hence lies in the symplectic group G.
We are now interested in computing the image of θa under the transvection tc.

First recall that, in a field of characteristic 2, since x = −x for every x ∈ Fq, the
square root

√· : Fq → Fq is a well-defined map. Moreover, for every a, b, x, y ∈ Fq
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such that x = a2 and y = b2 we have (
√
x +

√
y)2 = (a + b)2 = a2 + b2 = x + y,

which implies
√
x +

√
y =

√
x+ y. Moreover, recall that θa is a quadratic form

polarising to ϕ and that ta is an involution, in particular tc = t−1
c . By using these

facts, given v ∈ V , we have

θtca (u) = θa(ut
−1
c ) = θa(utc) = θa(u+ ϕ(u, c)c)

= θa(u) + θa(ϕ(u, c)c) + ϕ(u, ϕ(u, c)c)

= θa(u) + ϕ(u, c)2θa(c) + ϕ(u, c)2

= θa(u) + (θa(c) + 1)ϕ(u, c)2 = θa(u) + (
√

θa(c) + 1ϕ(u, c))2

= θa(u) + ϕ(u, (
√

θa(c) + 1)c)2 = θ0(u) + ϕ(u, a)2 + ϕ(u, (
√

θa(c) + 1)c)2

= θ0(u) + ϕ(u, a+ (
√

θa(c) + 1)c)2

= θ
a+(

√
θa(c)+1)c

(u).

From this, we deduce

(15) θtca = θ
a+(

√
θa(c)+1)c

.

We now recall some facts about Galois theory. For a reference see [29, Chapter
VI]. The Frobenius mapping φ : x 7→ x2 from Fq to itself is a generator of the
Galois group of Fq over F2. There exists a well-defined F2-linear trace mapping
Tr : Fq → F2. In what follows, we need only two basic facts about Tr: first, Tr is
surjective and second, from Hilbert’s 90 Theorem, the kernel of Tr consists of the
set {x2 + x | x ∈ Fq} and has cardinality q/2.

Define

Ω+ = {θa | Tr(θ0(a)) = 0},(16)

Ω− = {θa | Tr(θ0(a)) = 1}.
Observe that the above definition is a generalization of the definition of Ω+ and

Ω− in [21, Corollary 7.7 A]. Indeed, if q = 2, then the Galois group is the trivial
group and hence the trace map is the identity.

Let N = 〈ta | a ∈ V 〉 be the subgroup of G generated by the transvections.
Observe that, for all a, u ∈ V and x ∈ G, we have

(u)x−1tax = (ux−1 + ϕ(ux−1, a)a)x = u+ ϕ(u, ax)ax = (u)tax.

In particular, this shows that N EG.

Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 6.8, [24]). The sets Ω+ and Ω− are N -orbits on Ω, with

|Ω+| = qm(qm + 1)

2
, |Ω−| = qm(qm − 1)

2
.

These are also orbits for G. Moreover, the action of G = Sp2m(q) on Ω± is per-

mutation equivalent to the action of G on the right cosets of O±
2m(q).

Now, we select a distinguished element of Ω−. Let ǫ ∈ Fq with Tr(ǫ) = 1
and set ε = ǫe1 + em+1, where (ei)i∈{1,...,2m} is the standard basis of V . Since
θ0(ǫe1) = 0 = θ0(em+1), we have

θ0(ε) = θ0(ǫe1) + θ0(em+1) + ϕ(ǫe1, em+1) = ǫϕ(e1, em+1) = ǫ,

and hence Tr(θ0(ε)) = Tr(ǫ) = 1. Therefore, θε ∈ Ω−.
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We now compute stabilizer chains in these two actions. Let ◦ ∈ {+,−} (we deal
simultaneously with both cases). Let {θa1 , θa2 , . . . , θak

} be a subset of Ω◦. Without
loss of generality, we may suppose that a1 = 0 when ◦ = + and a1 = ε when ◦ = −.

Let us define

CGθa1
(a1 + ai) = {x ∈ Gθa1

| (a1 + ai)x = a1 + ai},
that is the set of matrices in Gθa1

fixing the vector a1 + ai ∈ V .

Lemma 4.3 (Lemma 6.10, [24]). For every i ∈ {2, . . . , k},
(17) Gθa1

∩Gθai
= CGθa1

(a1 + ai),

We are now ready to prove our main result of this section.

Proposition 4.4. Let G be a permutation group as in Definition 1.4 (1.2). Then

G is not IBIS, except in one of the folling cases:

(4.1) m = 1, G = Sp2(q) in its action on Ω−, q = 2f , f ≥ 3,
(4.2) m = 1, G = Sp2(q) or G = Aut(Sp2(q)) in its action on Ω−, q = 4,
(4.3) m = 1, G = Aut(Sp2(q))

∼= ΓL2(q) in its action on Ω+, q = 2f , f odd

prime,

(4.4) m = q = 2.

Proof. Suppose first m = 1. Here, G0 = Sp2(q) = SL2(q). The stabilizer of an
element of Ω+ in G0 is isomorphic to the dihedral group of order 2(q − 1). This
action was discussed in Example 3.8 in [31] and it was proven that it is IBIS only
when G = ΓL2(q), q = 2f and f is an odd prime. In particular, we obtain the
examples in (4.3). The stabilizer of an element of Ω− in G0 is isomorphic to the
dihedral group of order 2(q + 1). This action was discussed in Example 3.7 in [31]
and it was proven to be IBIS only when G = SL2(q), q = 2f and f ≥ 3, or when
SL2(q) E G ≤ Aut(SL2(q)) with q = 4. In particular, we obtain the examples
in (4.1) and (4.2).

We now deal with the case m = q = 2. In this case Sp4(2) is not simple, since
Sp4(2)

′ ∼= Alt(6). Hence G is an almost simple group having socle Alt(6). Moreover,
|Ω+| = 10 and |Ω−| = 6. The action of G on Ω± is IBIS, see [31, Theorem 1.2]. In
particular, we obtain the examples in (4.4). Therefore, for the rest of our argument,
we may suppose that (m, q) 6= (2, 2) and m ≥ 2.

As usual, set G0 = Sp2m(q). From Lemma 4.2, we may idenfity the action of G0

on the right cosets of O±
2m(q) with the action of G0 on Ω± and we may also use the

notation above.
Suppose first q = 2. This case is rather special because in this case the action

of G0 on both Ω+ and Ω− is 2-transitive.l We first consider Ω+ and observe that
θ0, θe1 ∈ Ω+ because θ0(e1) = 0, (that is, e1 is singular for the quadratic form θ0),
see (16). From Lemma 4.3, Gθ0 ∩ Gθe1

= CO+
2m(q)(e1). Since the transitive action

of Gθ0 on Ω+ \ {θ0} is permutation equivalent to the action of Gθ0 = O+
2m(q) on

the right cosets of Gθ0 ∩ Gθe1
= CO+

2m(q)(e1), we deduce that the action of Gθ0 on

Ω+ \ {θ0} is permutation equivalent to the action of O+
2m(q) on the set of singular

non-zero vectors of V , with respect to the quadratic form θ0. In the special case
q = 2, this implies that the action of Gθ0 on Ω+ \ {θ0} is permutation equivalent
to the action of O+

2m(q) on the set of 1-dimensional singular subspaces of V , which

lIn general the action of G0 on Ω± has rank q, see for instance [25].
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we have shown in Lemma 3.18 to be not IBIS. The argument for Ω− is similar.
Observe that θε ∈ Ω−. Hence, using (15) and using the fact that θε(e2) = 0,

θ
te2
ε = θ

ε+(
√

θε(e2)+1)e2
= θε+e2 ∈ Ω−.

From Lemma 4.3, Gθε ∩ Gθε+e2
= CO−

2m(q)(e2). Since the transitive action of Gθε

on Ω− \ {θε} is permutation equivalent to the action of Gθε = O−
2m(q) on the right

cosets of Gθε ∩ Gθε+e2
= CO−

2m(q)(e2) and since θε(e2) = 0, we deduce that the

action of Gθε on Ω− \{θε} is permutation equivalent to the action of O−
2m(q) on the

set of singular non-zero vectors of V , with respect to the quadratic form θε. In the
special case q = 2, this implies that the action of Gθε on Ω− \ {θε} is permutation
equivalent to the action of O−

2m(q) on the set of 1-dimensional singular subspaces
of V , which we have shown in Lemma 3.21 to be not IBIS.

Suppose next q > 2. We first take in account Ω+. Consider

H = Gθ0 ∩
m
⋂

i=3

(Gθei
∩Gθei+m

).

By construction, H ∼= O+
4 (q) fixes pointwise the vector space 〈ei, ei+m | 3 ≤ i ≤ m〉

and induces the orthogonal group O+
4 (q) on 〈e1, e2, e1+m, e2+m〉. This shows that

we may deduce the fact that the action of G on Ω+ is not IBIS for general values of
m, arguing only on the case m = 2. Therefore, in what follows, we assume m = 2.
A direct computation with the quadratic form θ0 shows that

Gθ0 ∩Gθe2
=























a ay 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 a−1x a−1 0
x xy y 1









| a, x, y ∈ Fq, a 6= 0















∪























0 ax a 0
0 1 0 0

a−1 a−1y 0 0
x xy y 1









| a, x, y ∈ Fq, a 6= 0















.

In particular, |Gθ0 ∩Gθe2
| = 2(q − 1)q2. Similarly,

Gθ0 ∩Gθe2
∩Gθe1

=























1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 x 1 0
x 0 0 1









| x ∈ Fq















.

In particular, |Gθ0 ∩ Gθe2
∩ Gθe3

| = q. Moreover, from this description, it is clear

that Gθ0 ∩ Gθe2
∩ Gθe3

∩ Gθe4
= 1. Therefore Sp4(q) on Ω+ has a base of size 4.

Now, let λ ∈ Fq with Tr(λ) = 0 and λ 6= 0: observe that this is possible because
q 6= 2. Let a = e1 + λe3 and observe that θa ∈ Ω+ because θ0(a) = 0. A direct
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computation with the quadratic form θ0 shows that

Gθ0 ∩Gθe2
∩Gθa =























1 λx 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 ax 1 0
x λx2 λx 1









| x ∈ Fq















∪























0 λx λ 0
0 1 0 0

λ−1 x 0 0
x λx2 λx 1









| x ∈ Fq















.

In particular, |Gθ0 ∩ Gθe2
∩ Gθa | = 2q. Moreover, from this description, it is clear

that

Gθ0 ∩Gθe2
∩Gθa ∩Gθe4

=

〈









0 0 λ 0
0 1 0 0

λ−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









〉

has order 2. Now, Gθ0 ∩ Gθe2
∩ Gθa ∩ Gθe4

∩ Gθe1
= 1. Therefore the action of

Sp4(q) on Ω+ has a base of size 5. This concludes the proof that G on Ω+ is not
IBIS when q > 2.

We now consider Ω−. Observe that θε(ei) = 0 for each i ∈ {1, . . . , 2m} \ {1, 1 +
m}. In particular, for these values of i, we have

θ
tei
ε = θ

ε+(
√

θε(ei)+1)ei
= θε+ei .

Consider

H = Gθε ∩
m
⋂

i=3

(Gθε+ei
∩Gθε+ei+m

) = CGθε
(〈ei, ei+1 | 3 ≤ i ≤ m〉).

By construction, H ∼= O−
4 (q) fixes pointwise the vector space 〈ei, ei+m | 3 ≤ i ≤ m〉

and induces the orthogonal group O−
4 (q) on 〈e1, e2, e1+m, e2+m〉. This shows that

we may deduce the fact that the action of G on Ω− is not IBIS for general values of
m, arguing only on the case m = 2. Therefore, in what follows, we assume m = 2.
Observe that when m = 2, the quadratic form θε has matrix









1 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 ǫ2 0
0 0 0 0









.

As θε(e2) = 0, we have

θ
te2
ε = θ

ε+(
√

θε(e2)+1)e2
= θε+e2 .

A computation gives that the group

Gθε ∩Gθε+e2
= CGθε

(e2) = CO−

4 (q)(e2)

consists of the matrices








a cx3 + ay3 c 0
0 1 0 0
x1 x1y3 + x3y1 y1 0
x3 x2

3 + x3y3 + ǫ2y23 y3 1









subject to







ay1 + cx1 = 1
a2 + ac+ ǫ2c2 = 1
x2
1 + x1y1 + ǫ2y21 = ǫ2.
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Moreover, as θε(e4) = 0, we have

θ
te4
ε = θ

ε+(
√

θε(e4)+1)e4
= θε+e4 .

A computation gives that the group

Gθε ∩Gθε+e2
∩Gθε+e4

= CGθε
(〈e2, e4〉) = CO−

4 (q)(〈e2, e4〉)

consists of the matrices








a 0 c 0
0 1 0 0
x1 0 y1 0
0 0 0 1









subject to







ay1 + cx1 = 1
a2 + ac+ ǫ2c2 = 1
x2
1 + x1y1 + ǫ2y21 = ǫ2.

Moreover, as θε(e3) = ǫ2, we have

θ
te3
ε = θ

ε+(
√

θε(e3)+1)e3
= θε+(1+ǫ)e3 .

Without loss of generality, we may suppose that ǫ 6= 1. A computation gives that
the group

Gθε ∩Gθε+e2
∩Gθε+e4

∩Gθε+(1+ǫ)e3

has order 2 and is generated by









1 0 ǫ−2 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1









.

Therefore Sp4(q) in its action on Ω− has a basis of size 5. Now, fix α ∈ Fq \ {0, 1}
and let a = αe1. We have

θtaε = θ
ε+(

√
θε(a)+1)a

= θε+α(α+1)e1 .

A computation gives that the group

Gθε ∩Gθε+e2
∩Gθε+(1+α)αe1

consists of the matrices








1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
x1 x3 1 0
x3 x2

3 0 1









subject to x1 ∈ {0, 1}.

Finally,

Gθε ∩Gθε+e2
∩Gθε+(1+α)αe1

∩Gθε+(1+ǫ)e3
= 1

and hence Sp4(q) on Ω− has also a base of size 4.
The case when G0 < G ≤ Sp2m(q)⋊Aut(Fq) is analogous. �
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5. Primitive action on non-degenerete subspaces: Case (1.4)

Here, we deal with the action on the non-degenerate subspaces and hence with
case (1.4). Let G an almost simple group with socle a classical group G0 (either
symplectic, unitary or orthogonal), and let V be its associated module of dimension
d. We describe the primitive action of G on non-degenerate subspaces.

When G is symplectic or unitary, the action of G is on the collection of all
non-degenerate subspaces of V of a given dimension k with k < d/2. When G
is orthogonal, there are a few cases to consider. Indeed, the collection of non-
degenerate k-subspaces of V is not always a G0-orbit. Indeed, it is a single orbit if
and only if d is even and k is odd.

Lemma 5.1. Let V, d and k be as above and let W1 be a non-degenerate k-dimensional

subspace of V . Except when

• (q, k) = (2, 2) and V is symplectic, or

• (q, k) = (2, 1) and V is Hermitian, or

• (q, k) = (3, 1) and V is orthogonal, or

• (q, k) = (2, 2), V is orthogonal and W1 is anisotropic,

there exist two non-degenerate subspaces W2 and W3 of V and an element g of G0

with

(5.1) W1 ⊥ W2,

(5.2) W1 ⊕W2 = W1 ⊕W3 and W1 ∩W3 = W2 ∩W3 = 0,
(5.3) W g

1 = W1, W
g
2 = W2 and W g

3 6= W3.

Proof. We give complete details with V is symplectic, all other cases are similar.
Let b be the symplectic form defining V . Fix a non-degenerate k-dimensional
subspace W1 of V and fix a non-degenerate k-dimensional subspace W2 of W⊥

1 .
Clearly, (5.1) is satisfied. Let f : W1 → W2 be an arbitrary isomorphism such
that b(f(w1), f(w2)) 6= b(w1, w2), for some w1, w2 ∈ W1. The existence of f is
clear when q > 2 because we may take f the scalar multiplication by a scalar
different form 0 and 1. When q = 2, the existence of f depends on the the fact
that SL2k(2) = Sp2k(2) only when k = 2. Therefore, for the rest of the argument
assume (k, q) 6= (2, 2).

Let W3 = {w + f(w) | w ∈ W1}. Clearly, W3 satisfies (5.2). Let w1, w
′
1 ∈ W1

and let w3 = w1 + f(w1), w
′
3 = w′

1 + f(w′
1). As

b(w3, w
′
3) = b(w1, w

′
1) + b(w1, f(w

′
1)) + b(f(w1), w

′
1) + b(f(w1), f(w

′
1))

= b(w1, w2) + b(f(w1), f(w2)),

we see that W3 is non-degenerate from our assumption on f .
Finally, let x : W1 → W1 be any non-identity symplectic isomorphism and, using

Witt’s lemma, extend x to a symplectic automorphism g of V fixing pointwise W2.
Clearly, g satisfies (5.3). �

We need an analogous result for the exceptional cases arising in Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that V, k,W1 are one of the four exceptional cases in Lemma 5.1.
Then, there exist three non-degenerate subspaces W2, W3 and W4 of V and an ele-

ment g of G0 with

(5.1) W1 ⊥ W2 ⊥ W3,

(5.2) W1⊕W2⊕W3 = W1⊕W2⊕W4 and W1∩W4 = W2∩W4 = W3∩W4 = 0,
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(5.3) W g
1 = W1, W

g
2 = W2, W

g
3 = W3 and W g

4 6= W4.

Proof. The proof uses the same argument as the proof of Lemma 5.1. In this case,
it suffices to take W4 = {w + f2(w) + f3(w) | w ∈ W1}, where f2 : W1 → W2 and
f3 : W1 → W3 are suitable isomorphisms. �

Using Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 , we immediately deduce the following result, which
concludes case 1.4.

Lemma 5.3. The primitive actions of G on non-degenerate subspaces are not IBIS.

Proof. Suppose first that we are not in one of the exceptional cases in Lemma 5.1
and let W1,W2,W3 be as in the statement of Lemma 5.1. Clearly,

GW1 > GW1,W2 > GW1,W2,W3 ,

where the last strict inequality uses (5.3) of Lemma 5.1. Finally, observe that
GW1,W3 ≤ GW1,W2 from (5.1) and (5.2) of Lemma 5.1.

Next, suppose that we are in one of the exceptional cases in Lemma 5.1 and let
W1,W2,W3,W4 be as in the statement of Lemma 5.2. Clearly,

GW1 > GW1,W2 > GW1,W2,W3 > GW1,W2,W3,W4 ,

where the last strict inequality uses (5.3) of Lemma 5.2. Finally, observe that
GW1,W2,W4 ≤ GW1,W2,W3 from (5.1) and (5.2) of Lemma 5.2. �

6. Action on non-singular 1-subspaces: Case (1.5)

HereG is an almost simple group having socleG0 = Ω±
d (q) acting on 1-dimensional

non-singular subspaces of V and q is even. Since Ω±
2 (q) is solvable, we may suppose

that d ≥ 4.
We look closely at the case d = 4 because this will serve as a base case of an

induction.

Lemma 6.1. When d = 4, the action is IBIS if and only if G = G0 = Ω±
4 (q) and

q ≥ 4.

Proof. We first deal with the hyperbolic case.
In this case, G0 = Ω+

4 (q) = SL2(q) × SL2(q). Moreover, the stabilizer of a non-
singular vector in G0 is isomorphic to Sp2(q) = SL2(q) diagonally embedded in
SL2(q)× SL2(q). Therefore, in terms of the O’Nan-Scott classification of primitive
groups, this action is diagonal. Therefore, using the main result in [34], we deduce
that the action is IBIS exactly when G = G0.

Suppose now we are in the elliptic case.
Let q = 2f for some integer f and let φ : Fq → Fq be the field automorphism
defined by xφ = x2, ∀x ∈ Fq. We use the quadratic form

X1X3 +X2
2 +X2X4 + µX2

4 ,

for some µ ∈ Fq.

Assume first that G = G0 = Ω−
4 (q) = PSL2(q

2). The stabilizer of the action of
G is Sp2(q) = SL2(q), so the action is the one described in Example 3.9 in [31], and
it is IBIS if q ≥ 4. Suppose then that

G0 < G ≤ Aut(G0) = SO−
4 (q)Aut(Fq).
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Let α be a generator of the multiplicative group of the field Fq. Using the
quadratic form above, we see that the stabilizer of 〈e2〉 and 〈e4〉 in the whole group
SO−

4 (q)Aut(Fq) is






















a 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 a−1 0
0 0 0 1









,









0 0 a 0
0 1 0 0

a−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









| a ∈ Fq \ {0}















⋊Aut(Fq).

With this, it is easy to verify that

(〈e2〉, 〈e4〉, 〈e1 + αe2 + e4〉)
is an irredundant basem for SO−

4 (q)Aut(Fq) of cardinality 3, where α is a generator
of the multiplicative group of the field F. To conclude that G is not IBIS, we show
that G admits an irredundant base of cardinality at least 4 and then we invoke
Lemma 2.3. If G < SO−

4 (q)Aut(Fq), then either

• SO−
4 (q) ≤ G, or

• G ≤ Ω−
4 (q)⋊ 〈φi〉 where i|f , or

• G ≤ Ω−
4 (q)⋊ 〈ιφi〉 where i|f , f/i is even, and ι is the matrix









0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1









.

In the first case, using the description of the stabilizer of 〈e2〉 and 〈e4〉, we get
ι ∈ G〈e2〉,〈e4〉,〈e1+e3〉 and hence (〈e2〉, 〈e4〉, 〈e1 + e3〉) is an irredundant chain having
non-identity stabilizer. In the second and third case, since (〈e2〉, 〈e4〉, 〈e1 + e3〉) is
an irredundant base for Ω−

4 (q), the stabilizer of these three points is 〈φi〉 or 〈ιφi〉
respectively. Hence, in all cases G admits a base of cardinality at least 4, so it is
not IBIS. �

In the proof of Lemma 6.1, we have used [34] in the hyperbolic case and [31] in
the elliptic case (in this latter case, only to show that G0 is IBIS). However, in
both cases we could also have argued geometrically.

Proposition 6.2. The action of G on non-singular subspaces is IBIS if and only

if G = G0 = Ω±
d (q) and q ≥ 4.

Proof. From Lemma 6.1, we may suppose that d ≥ 6. We use the hyperbolic
quadratic form given by

X1X2 +X3X4 + · · ·+Xd−1Xd,

and the elliptic quadratic form given by

X1X d
2+1 +X2X d

2+2 + · · ·+X d
2−1Xd−1 +X2

d
2
+X d

2
Xd + µX2

d .

We first show that if G = G0 with q ≥ 4, then G is IBIS. We show that all
irredundant bases of G have cardinality d − 1. Let ω1 = 〈v1〉, . . . , ωℓ = 〈vℓ〉 be
an irredundant base for G. Since G = Ω±

d (q), G fixes the vectors v1, . . . , vℓ and
hence it fixes pointwise the subspace generated by v1, . . . , vℓ. This immediately
shows that ℓ ≤ d. Suppose d = ℓ. Then v1, . . . , vd is a basis of the vector space V .

mObserve that 〈e1+αe2+e4〉 is non-singular since µ is chosen in such a way that the polynomial
T 2 + T + µ is irreducible over Fq.
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The pointwise stabilizer of the subspace 〈v1, . . . , vd−1〉 must be the identity group
because G = Ω±

d (q) does not contain any transvection. Therefore, we contradict
the fact that ω1, . . . , ωℓ is an irredundant base. Finally, suppose ℓ ≤ d− 2 and let
W = 〈v1, . . . , vℓ〉. Choose any (d− 2)-dimensional subspace U of V containing W .
Suppose first U⊥ is non-degenerate. The pointwise stabiliser of U in G is either
Ω+

2 (q) or Ω
−
2 (q). In both cases, since q ≥ 4, the pointwise stabiliser of U in G is not

the identity and it does move some non-singular vector, contradicting the fact that
ω1, . . . , ωℓ is a base. Suppose next that U⊥ is totally isotropic and hence U⊥ ≤ U .
In this case, the pointwise stabilizer of U in G contains an element of order 2 which
is the product of two communting transvectionsn and hence again we contradict
the fact that ω1, . . . , ωℓ is a base.

We now show that, if G is IBIS, then G = G0 and q ≥ 4. Here, we divide
the case depending on G0. Suppose firstly we are in the hyperbolic case. Assume
q ≥ 4 and let α ∈ Fq \ {0, 1}. Let ω1 = 〈e1 + e2〉 and ω2 = 〈e1 + αe2〉. Observe
that Gω1,ω2 stabilizes the subspace 〈e1, e2〉 and fixes two non-singular vectors in
this subspace. Therefore, Gω1,ω2 fixes pointwise 〈e1, e2〉. Thus, Gω1,ω2 is a (d −
2)−dimensional orthogonal group acting on the non-singular 1-subspaces. Hence,
arguing inductively and using Lemma 6.1 as the base case of the induction, we
deduce G = G0. Assume now q = 2. In this case, either G = G0 = Ω+

d (2) or

G = SO+
d (2). Let ω1 = 〈e1 + e2〉, ω2 = 〈e1 + e2 + e3〉, ω3 = 〈e1 + e2 + e4〉

and ω4 = 〈e1 + e3 + e4〉. Observe that Gω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 fixes pointwise 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉.
Therefore, Gω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 is a d− 4 dimensional orthogonal group acting on the non-
singular 1-subspaces. When d ≡ 0 (mod 4), arguing inductively, we reduce to the
case d = 8 (observe that, when q = 2, Ω+

4 (2) is solvable and hence it is of no concern
in this work). We have verified that both Ω+

8 (2) and SO+
8 (2) are not IBIS. When

d ≡ 2 (mod 4), arguing inductively, we reduce to the case d = 6. We have verified
that both Ω+

6 (2) and SO+
6 (2) are not IBIS. For instance, when G = SO+

6 (2), it can
be verified that

(〈e1 + e2〉, 〈e1 + e2 + e6〉, 〈e1 + e2 + e3〉, 〈e1 + e2 + e4〉, 〈e5 + e6〉, 〈e2 + e3 + e4〉),
(〈e1 + e2〉, 〈e1 + e2 + e6〉, 〈e1 + e2 + e3〉, 〈e1 + e2 + e4〉, 〈e2 + e3 + e4〉)
are irredundant bases of length 6 and 5.

The elliptic case is analogous. �

7. Sp4(2
a) containing a graph automorphism: Case (1.6)

In this case, G0 = Sp4(q) ≤ G and G contains a graph automorphism swapping
the two types of parabolic subgroups: stabilizers of 1-dimensional subspaces and
stabilizers of 2-dimensional totally singular subspaces. The action of G can be
identified with the action on pairs {p, ℓ}, where p is a 1-dimensional subspace and
ℓ is a 2-dimensional totally singular subspace with p ∈ ℓ. It is not hard to verify
that this action is not IBIS. To prove that, we fix the symplectic form given by the
matrix

(

0 I
I 0

)

.

nIndeed, if we are in the hyperbolic case and if U⊥ = 〈e1, ed〉, then we may take the transvection

with respect to e1 and to ed and then take their product. Recall that each element of Ω+

d
(q) is

the product of an even number of transvections in SO+

d
(q). The same argument works for the

elliptic case.
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Where 0 and I are the zero and identity 2× 2 matrices respectively. Let

ω1 = ω′
1 = {〈e1〉, 〈e1, e2〉},

ω2 = ω′
2 = {〈e2〉, 〈e1, e2〉},

ω3 = {〈e3〉, 〈e3, e4〉},
ω′
3 = {〈e3〉, 〈e2, e3〉},

ω′
4 = {〈e4〉, 〈e1, e4〉},

ω4 = ω′
5 = {〈e1 + e2〉, 〈e1 + e2, e3 + e4〉},

ω5 = ω′
6 = {〈e2 + e3〉, 〈e2 + e3, e1 + e4〉}.

Observe that 〈e1, e2〉 is in common to ω1 and ω2, and hence every element of Gω1,ω2

fixes 〈e1, e2〉. Thus, Gω1,ω2 does not contain graph automorphisms swapping the
two subspaces. With this in hands, using the same argument that we have used
in Lemma 3.2, it is not hard to verify that (ω1, . . . , ω5) and (ω′

1, . . . , ω
′
6) are two

irredundant bases for G, hence G is not IBIS.

8. PΩ+
8 (q) containing triality: Cases (1.7) and (1.8)

In this section we deal with the case G0 = PΩ+
8 (q) and G contains a triality.

Lemma 8.1. If G is as in Case (1.7), then G is not IBIS.

Proof. We have a geometric description of the domain Ω of G. We briefly recall a
few basic facts about trialities, see [13, Chapter 8]. Let V = F8

q be the orthogonal
spaces associated to G. The 4-dimensional totally singular subspaces fall into two
families (the greeks and the latins), where two subspaces W1,W2 are in the same
class if dim(W1)−dim(W1∩W2) is even. Now, Ω can be identified with the collection
of all triples {p, π1, π2}, where p is a point (that is, a 1-dimensional totally singular
subspace) and π1 and π2 are solids containing p and of different type. Without loss
of generality we may suppose that the hyperbolic quadric is

X1X5 +X2X6 +X3X7 +X4X8.

Let

ω1 = {〈e1〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e8〉},
ω2 = {〈e2〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e8〉},
ω3 = {〈e3〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e8〉},
ω4 = {〈e1 + e2 + e3〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e8〉},
ω′
3 = {〈e1 + e2〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉, 〈e1, e2, e3, e8〉},

ω′
4 = ω3,

ω′
5 = ω4.

As we have done in 7, since 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉 is in common to ω1 and ω2, every element
of Gω1,ω2 fixes 〈e1, e2, e3, e4〉. This implies that Gω1,ω2 ≤ PΓGO+

8 (q), that is, G
does not contain triality. With this remark, it is elementary to show that, when
q > 2, (ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4) and (ω1, ω2, ω

′
3, ω

′
4, ω

′
5) are irredundant chains with

Gω1,ω2,ω3,ω4 = Gω1,ω2,ω′

3,ω
′

4,ω
′

5
.

Therefore G is not IBIS by Lemma 2.1.
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When q = 2, we have verified with a computer that b(G) = 3 and that G also
admits bases of cardinality 4. �

Dealing with case 1.8 is much more delicate and in fact we need to start with
a lemma dealing with certain non-subspace actions. Our proof is quite geometric
and we believe that it is interesting in its own.

Lemma 8.2. Let q be even and G0 = Sp6(q) or let q be odd and G0 = Ω7(q). Let

G be an almost simple primitive group with socle G0 such that the stabilizer of a

point in G0 is maximal subgroup in the Aschbacher class C9 isomorphic to G2(q).
Then G is not IBIS.

Proof. The proofs of Lemma 3.1 (when G0 = Sp6(q)) and Proposition 3.2 (when
G0 = Ω7(q)) in [8] show that G has base size 4. The same proofs can also be used
to show that G has irredundant bases of cardinality 5. �

Using Lemma 8.2 we may now deal with (1.8).

Lemma 8.3. If G is as in Case (1.8), then G is not IBIS.

Proof. Here G0 = PΩ+
8 (q) and the stabilizer of a point in G0 is isomorphic to G2(q):

the centralizer of a graph automorphism of order 3.
Let Ω be the domain of G and fix α ∈ Ω. Thus (G0)α = CG0(τ)

∼= G2(q), for
some graph automorphism τ of order 3. From [27], we deduce that the lattice of
subgroups of G0 containing (G0)α consists of five subgroups: G0, (G0)α and three
maximal subgroups M1,M2,M3 of G0 with M1

∼= M2
∼= M3

∼= Ω7(q) when q is odd
and M1

∼= M2
∼= M3

∼= Sp6(q) when q is even. These embeddings arise from the
spin representations of orthogonal groups.

The group G0 is imprimitive on Ω and each subgroup Mi gives rise to a system
of imprimitivity Σi for the action of G0 on Ω. Clearly, G does not preserve Σi and
in fact G acts transitively on the three systems of imprimitivity Σ1,Σ2,Σ3 making
the action of G primitive. Let θi : Ω → Σi be the natural projection, that is, βi(β)
is the unique part in the partition Σi containing the point β. We now consider the
map

θ : Ω → Σ1 × Σ2 × Σ3,

β 7→ θ(β) = (θ1(β), θ2(β), θ3(β)).

Since G is primitive on Ω, θ is injective. Therefore, when necessary, we identify Ω
with its image under θ.

Let i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and let {1, 2, 3} \ {i} = {j, k}. We claim that the mapping Ω →
Σj×Σk defined by β 7→ (θj(β), θk(β)) is a bijection. In other words, in the function
θ, each coordinate is uniquely determined by the remaining two coordinates. Firstly,
note that

|Ω| = |PΩ+
8 (q) : G2(q)| = q6(q4 − 1)2,

|Σi| =
{

|PΩ+
8 (q) : Ω7(q)| = q3(q4 − 1), when q is odd,

|PΩ+
8 (q) : Sp6(q)| = q3(q4 − 1), when q is even.

Therefore, |Ω| = |Σj × Σk|. Hence, it suffices to show that β 7→ (θj(β), θk(β)) is
injective. Let β, β′ ∈ Ω with (θj(β), θk(β)) = (θj(β

′), θk(β
′)). Set λ = θj(β) and
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λ′ = θk(β). From the classification of the maximal factorizations of the simple
group PΩ+

8 (q) (see first line of Table 4 in [32]), we deduce that

G0 = (G0)λ(G0)λ′

and hence simply checking the cardinality, we deduce that

(G0)β = (G0)λ ∩ (G0)λ′ = (G0)β′ .

The primitivity of G implies that (G0)β can fix at most one point and hence β = β′.
Let θ(α) = (λ1, λ2, λ3) and let X be the setwise stabilizer of λ1 in G. Then, X is

an almost simple group with socle either Sp6(q) or Ω7(q) and the action of X on λ1

is the one investigated in Lemma 8.2. Therefore, there exist α = α1, α2, α3, α4 ∈ λ1

and α = α′
1, α

′
2, α

′
3, α

′
4, α

′
5 ∈ λ1 forming irredundant bases of cardinality 4 and 5

for the action of X on λ1. We claim that these are also irredundant chains for the
action of G on Ω with

Gα1,α2,α3,α4 = Gα′

1,α
′

2,α
′

3,α
′

4,α
′

5
= G(λ1),

where G(λ1) is the pointwise stabilizer of λ1 in G. To prove this it suffices to show
that Gα1,α2,α3,α4 and Gα′

1,α
′

2,α
′

3,α
′

4,α
′

5
fix setwise λ1 and then use the fact these

points form two irredundant bases for the action of G{λ1} on λ1.
Clearly,

G > Gα1 > Gα1,α2 > Gα1,α2,α3 > Gα1,α2,α3,α4 ,

because the analogous chain of stabilizers in X is strictly decreasing. Let Y =
Gα1,α2,α3,α4 . Observe that, for each i, the first coordinate of θ(αi) is λ1, that is,

θ1(α1) = θ1(α2) = θ1(α3) = θ1(α4).

Assume that Y contains some permutation g moving Σ1, say Σg
1 = Σ2. Then, since

g fixes αi for each i, we deduce

θ2(α1) = θ2(α2) = θ2(α3) = θ2(α4).

However, since the mapping β 7→ (θ1(β), θ2(β)) is bijective, this implies α1 = α2 =
α3 = α4, which is clearly a contradiction. This has shown that every element of
Y fixes Σ1 (and eventually permutes Σ2 with Σ3). Therefore, Σ1 is a system of
imprimitivity for the action of Y . Since α1 ∈ λ1 and since Y fixes α1, we deduce
that Y fixes setwise λ1. With the same argument, we can show that Gα′

1,α
′

2,α
′

3,α
′

4,α
′

5

fixes setwise λ1. Therefore, G has two irredundant bases of cardinality 4 and 5
respectively, and hence it is not IBIS. �

9. Almost simple groups having socle E6(q) or E7(q): case (1.9)
and (1.10)

In this case, G0 = E6(q) ≤ G or G0 = E7(q) ≤ G, and the action is one of those
described in cases (1.9) and (1.10).

Proposition 9.1. Let G be an almost simple group on Ω with socle G0 = E6(q),
where the action of G0 on Ω is permutation equivalent to the action on the right

cosets of a parabolic subgroup labeled P1 or P6. Then G is not IBIS.

Proof. Observe that a graph automorphism of G0 = E6(q) fuses the G0-conjugacy
classes of parabolic subgroups labeled P1 and P6.

By [9], b(G) = 6 and hence, by Lemma 2.2, it suffices to show that G0 has an
irredundant base of length at least 7.
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Let V be the 27-dimensional natural module for the covering group of G0 over
the finite field Fq and let P be the collection of all 1-dimensional subspaces of V .
From [19], the 1-dimensional subspaces of V are partitioned into three parts

P = W ∪ G ∪ B,
namely the set of white points W , the set of gray points G and the set of black
points B. In [19], it is noticed that the action of G0 on the right cosets of a maximal
parabolic subgroup of type P1 (or P6) is permutation equivalent to the action of
G0 on the set of white points W of V .o In particular, without loss of generality, we
may suppose that Ω = W .

Let W6 be the collection of all 6-dimensional subspaces W of V consisting only of
white points, that is, each 1-dimensional subspace of W is white. From [19, (P.3),
page 470], we see that W6 6= ∅ and that G0 acts transitively on W6. Let W ∈ W6

and let H = (G0){∆} be the setwise stabilizer of

∆ = {ω ∈ Ω | ω ≤ W},
in other words, ∆ ⊆ Ω consists of the white points contained in W . Again from [19,
(P.3), page 470], we deduce that the permutation group induced by H on ∆ is
permutation equivalent to an almost simple group X having socle Y = PSL6(q) in
its natural action on the projective points of a 6-dimensional vector space F6

q over
Fq. In particular, we may identify the action of H = G{∆} on ∆ with the natural
action of X on the projective points. We use this identification in what follows.

Now, let δ1 = 〈v1〉, . . . , δ6 = 〈v6〉 be elements of ∆ such that the vectors v1, . . . , v6
are linearly independent in F6

q. When q > 2, let δ7 = 〈v1 + · · ·+ v6〉. Moreover, let
ℓ = 6 when q = 2 and let ℓ = 7 when q > 2. Now,

G0 > (G0)δ1 > (G0)δ1,δ2 > · · · > (G0)δ1,δ2,...,δℓ .

In particular, when q > 2, we may extend the sequence (δ1, . . . , δℓ) to an irredundant
base for G0 of length at least 7. When q = 2, by definition ℓ = 6 and, moreover,
(G0)δ1,δ2,...,δℓ is the pointwise stabilizer of ∆. Since this subgroup contains the
unipotent radical of the parabolic subgroup (G0)δ1

p, we deduce that (G0)δ1,δ2,...,δℓ 6=
1, hence we may extend the sequence (δ1, . . . , δℓ) to an irredundant base for G0 of
length at least 7.q �

Proposition 9.2. Let G be an almost simple group on Ω with socle G0 = E7(q),
where the action of G0 on Ω is permutation equivalent to the action on the right

cosets of a parabolic subgroup labeled P7. Then G is not IBIS.

Proof. From [9], G has a base of cardinality 6. Therefore, from Lemma 2.2, it
suffices to prove that G0 has irredundant bases of cardinality larger than 6.

Let Ω be the set of cosets of P7 in G0 and let ω ∈ Ω. From [37]r, we have

|Ω| = (q14 − 1)(q9 + 1)(q5 + 1)

q − 1
.

oIncidentally, this fact was first observed by Freudenthal in [23].
pSee [19] or [23].
qWe observe that the argument when q = 2 also applies to the case q > 2.
rVasilev [37] employs a distinct labeling system for the parabolic subgroups compared to that

of [3]. Specifically, parabolic subgroups denoted as P7 in [3] are identified as P1 in [37].
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Moreover, again from [37], we see that G0 has (permutational) rank 4 in its action
on Ω, and that G0 has a suborbit of cardinality

(18) n2 =
q(q9 − 1)(q8 + q4 + 1)

q − 1
.

Therefore, (G0)ω has an orbit, ∆ say, having cardinality n2. Moreover, from [37],
we deduce that the action of (G0)ω on ∆ is faithful. From this, we have that G0

admits an irredundant base (ω0 = ω, ω1, . . . , ωℓ−1), where ω1, . . . , ωℓ−1 ∈ ∆. This
implies

nℓ−1
2 = |∆|ℓ−1 > |(G0)ω | = |P7| =

|G0|
|Ω|

=
1

d
q63(q9 − 1)(q12 − 1)(q5 − 1)(q8 − 1)(q6 − 1)(q2 − 1)(q − 1),

where d = gcd(2, q − 1). Using (18), it can be verified that this implies ℓ ≥ 7. �
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