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On a conjecture related to the Davenport constant

Naveen K. Godara∗, Renu Joshi †and Eshita Mazumdar‡

Abstract

For a finite group G, D(G) is defined as the least positive integer k such that for every

sequence S = g1g2 · · · gk of length k over G, there exist 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < im ≤ k such that
∏m

j=1
giσ(j)

= 1 holds for σ = id, identity element of Sm. For a finite abelian group, this group

invariant, known as the Davenport constant, is crucial in the theory of non-unique factorization

domains. The precise value of this invariant, even for a finite abelian group of rank greater than

2, is not known yet. In 1977, Olson and White first worked with this invariant for finite non-

abelian groups. After that in 2004, Dimitrov dealt with it, where he proved that D(G) ≤ L(G)
for a finite p-group G, where p is a prime and L(G) is the Loewy length of FpG. He conjectured

that equality holds for all finite p-groups. In this article, we compute D(G) for a certain subclass

of 2-generated finite p-groups of nilpotency class two and show that the conjecture is true by

determining the precise value of the Loewy length of FpG. We also evaluate D(G) for finite

dicyclic, semi-dihedral and some other groups.

Keywords: Zero-sum Problems, Davenport Constant, Loewy Length, Finite p-groups
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1 Introduction

For a given positive integer n, we shall denote the set {1, . . . , n} by [n] and Sn denotes the symmetric
group. Let G be a multiplicative finite group with identity 1. By a sequence over G, we mean a
finite sequence of terms from G where repetition of terms is allowed. Typically, S = g1g2 · · · gℓ is a

sequence over G of length ℓ. For xi ∈ G and ni ∈ N, if we use the notation x
(n1)
1 . . . x

(ns)
s to denote

the sequence, it means in the sequence the element xi appears ni times for each i ∈ [s] and length of
the sequence is n1+ . . .+ns. A sequence S = g1g2 · · · gℓ over G is said to be a product-one sequence
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if
∏ℓ

i=1 gσ(i) = 1 for some σ ∈ Sℓ. For a finite group G, D′(G) is defined as the least positive integer
k such that for every sequence T = x1x2 · · · xk of length k has a product-one subsequence. For a
finite abelian group G, D′(G) is known as the Davenport constant, introduced by Rogers ([18]), is
a crucial invariant of the ideal class group of the ring of integers of an algebraic number field (see
[12] for more details). The above generalized definition for D′(G) has been considered in [6]. In
the last few decades, mathematicians have been interested in working with various versions of the
Davenport constant for finite non-abelian groups. One of them is the large Davenport constant,
which was introduced by Geroldinger and Grynkiewicz (see [10] and [11] for more details). The
large Davenport constant D0(G) is defined as the maximal length of a product-one sequence which
cannot be partitioned into two nontrivial, product-one subsequences.

On the other hand, for a finite group G, the least integer k is denoted by D(G), if for every
sequence T = x1x2 · · · xk of length k over G, there exist 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < im ≤ k such that
∏m

j=1 xiσ(j)
= 1 holds for σ = id, identity element of Sm. Note that such a subsequence with ordered

indices and of product-one is called an ordered product-one subsequence. The D(G) was first
introduced by Olson and White ([15]) for finite non-abelian groups. Equivalently, one can define
D(G) as the maximal length of a minimal product-one sequence in G, where a sequence is said
to be minimal if it does not contain a proper non-empty ordered product-one subsequence. One
can argue in the following way: If k is the maximal length of a minimal product-one sequence in
G, then there exists a sequence S = g1g2 · · · gk of length k over G which is minimal. Clearly, the
proper subsequence of S, i.e., T = g1g2 · · · gk−1, has no non-empty ordered product-one subsequence,
which ensures that k ≤ D(G). On the other hand, by definition of D(G) there exists a sequence S =
g1g2 · · · gD(G)−1 which has no non-empty proper ordered product-one subsequence, which ensures
that D(G) ≤ k.

One can observe that for any finite group G, D′(G) ≤ min{D(G),D0(G)} and if G is abelian,
D′(G) = D(G) = D0(G). It is interesting to know that for a finite abelian group the precise
value of D′(G) is still unknown. We only knew its value for finite abelian groups of rank up to
2 ([17]) and for p-groups of any rank ([16]), where p is a prime. Once the question boils down
to finding out the precise value of these invariants for finite non-abelian groups, the problem will
be even more complicated as compared to finding out the same for finite abelian groups. Even
there is no concrete relationship between D(G) and D0(G). For example, it has been observed
that if G is the non-abelian group of order 27 of exponent 3 then D0(G) = 8 and D(G) = 9. On
the other hand, when G is the non-abelian group of order 27 of exponent 9, then D0(G) = 12 and
D(G) = 11 ([5]). The invariant D0(G) is well studied compared to D(G). So, throughout this paper,
we mainly focus on D(G). In [15], Olson and White showed that for any finite non-cyclic group G,

D(G) ≤
⌈

|G|+1
2

⌉

. As a consequence, we have our first result, which is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer. Then

1. for the Dicyclic group G = Q4n, and

2. for the Semi-dihedral group G = SD8n, we have

D(G) =

⌈ |G|+ 1

2

⌉

.
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Let p be a prime number. For a finite p-group G, FpG denotes the modular group algebra. Let
J = J(FpG) be the Jacobson radical of FpG. Clearly, J is same as the augmentation ideal generated
by {g− 1 : g ∈ G\{1}} of FpG. The Jacobson radical of any finite-dimensional algebra is nilpotent.
The nilpotency index of J is known as the Loewy length of FpG and will be denoted by L(G) in
this paper. After Olson and White, in 2004 Dimitrov [7] dealt with D(G) for any finite p-group G
and proved the following:

Theorem 1.2. For a prime p and a finite p-group G, we have D(G) ≤ L(G).

He also believed the following:

Conjecture 1.3. For a prime p and a finite p-group G, we have D(G) = L(G).

Dimitrov proved the above conjecture for the finite group of order p3 with exponent p2. Also,
for p ≡ 3(mod4), he proved the conjecture for the finite group of order p3 with exponent p i.e.,
for Heisenberg group of order p3. In this article, for an odd prime p, we conclude that for a large
subclass of all 2-generator p-group of nilpotency class two, the conjecture 1.3 holds true. The class
of p-groups we consider also includes the Heisenberg group of order p3. In 1993, Baccon and Kappe
([2]) classified finite 2-generated p-groups of nilpotency class two, where p is an odd prime. The
classification is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.4. If G = 〈a, b〉 is a finite 2-generator p-group of nilpotency class two, where p is an

odd prime. Then G is isomorphic to exactly one group of the following three types:

1. G1 = (〈c〉 × 〈a〉)⋊ 〈b〉, where [a, b] = c, [a, c] = [b, c] = 1,
o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o(c) = pγ , α, β, γ ∈ N with α ≥ β ≥ γ ≥ 1.

2. G2 = 〈a〉⋊ 〈b〉, where [a, b] = ap
α−γ

, o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o([a, b]) = pγ ,
α, β, γ ∈ N with α ≥ 2γ, β ≥ γ ≥ 1.

3. G3 = (〈c〉 × 〈a〉)⋊ 〈b〉, where [a, b] = ap
α−γ

c, [c, b] = a−p2(α−γ)
c−pα−γ

,
o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o(c) = pσ, α, β, γ, σ ∈ N with β ≥ γ > σ ≥ 1, α+ σ ≥ 2γ.

Later in 2012, Ahmad et al. (see [1] for more details) modified the above classification. Ac-
cording to Ahmad et al., the following family of groups: G4 = 〈a, b | [a, b]pγ = [a, b, a] = [a, b, b] =

1, ap
α
= [a, b]p

ρ
, bp

β
= [a, b]p

σ 〉, where α > β ≥ γ ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ σ < ρ < min{γ, σ + α − β} were
missing in the classifications mentioned in Theorem 1.4. We prove the following, which is the main
result of this article :

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a 2-generator p-group of nilpotency class two, where p is an odd prime.

Then D(G) = L(G) if either

1. G ∼= G1 with γ = 1,

2. or G ∼= G2,

3. or G ∼= G3 with σ = 1.

3



We also consider certain finite 2-generated p-groups of nilpotency class two for the case p = 2,
and have the following result:

Theorem 1.6. Let r be an integer. Then conjecture 1.3 holds true for the following groups:

• D2r = 〈x, y|x2 = y2
r−1

= 1, x−1yx = y−1〉 for r ≥ 3.

• Q2r = 〈x, y|x2 = y2
r−2

, y2
r−1

= 1, x−1yx = y−1〉 for r ≥ 3.

• SD2r = 〈x, y|x2 = y2
r−1

= 1, x−1yx = y2
r−2−1〉 for r ≥ 4.

• M2r = 〈x, y|x2 = y2
r−1

= 1, x−1yx = y2
r−2+1〉 for r ≥ 4.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. We begin with some preliminaries before launching
into Section 3, which contains some useful lemmas and propositions. In Section 4, we prove our main
results Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.5, and Theorem 1.6. We conclude the paper with some remarks
and open questions.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we fix some standard notations. The commutator of elements x, y of a group
G is defined as [x, y] := x−1y−1xy. Here, the commutators are left normed, i.e., [x, y, z] = [[x, y], z].
If Hi is a subgroup of G for i ∈ [2], then [H1,H2] is also a subgroup of G which is generated by [h1, h2],
where hi ∈ Hi for i ∈ [2]. For a group G, γ1(G) := G, γ2(G) := [G,G] and γi(G) := [γi−1(G), G] for
i ≥ 3. A finite group G is said to be of nilpotency class two if γ3(G) = 1 but γi(G) 6= 1 for i ∈ [2].
For a finite p-group G with p being a prime, we shall make use of Brauer-Jennings-Zassenhaus
M -series ([13]), which is defined recursively as follows:

M1(G) := G,

Mn(G) := [Mn−1(G), G]M⌈n
p
⌉(G)(p) for n ≥ 2.

For convenience, we denote Mn(G) by Mn for all n ≥ 1, whenever the underlying group G is
understood. Clearly, Mn is also a finite p-subgroup of G. Note that Mn is a normal subgroup of
Mn−1 and M2(G) = Φ(G) is the Frattini subgroup of G. If

G = M1 ⊇ M2 ⊇ ... ⊇ Md ⊇ Md+1 = 1,

and
|Mi/Mi+1| = pei for all i ∈ [d],

then we have the following theorem by Jennings [13]:

Theorem 2.1. (Jennings (1941)) With the above notations, the following properties hold:

1. Mk = {g ∈ G : g − 1 ∈ Jk} and Mk/Mk+1 is an elementary abelian p-group.

4



2. Let m =
∑d

i=1(p − 1)iei and define the integers ck by

d
∏

i=1

(1 + xi + x2i + · · ·+ x(p−1)i)ei =

m
∑

k=0

ckx
k.

Then ck = dim(Jk/Jk+1), for all 0 ≤ k ≤ m.

3. L(G) = 1 + (p− 1)
∑d

i=1 iei.

3 Some useful lemmas and propositions

From this point onward, we fix p to be an odd prime and prove the following propositions.

Proposition 3.1. Let G be a 2-generator p-group of nilpotency class two. Then for all s ≥ 1, we

have

Mi =

{

γ2(G)(p
s)G(ps) if 2ps−1 + 1 ≤ i ≤ ps,

γ2(G)(p
s)G(ps+1) if ps + 1 ≤ i ≤ 2ps.

Proof. It is clear that M1 = G and M2 = γ2(G)Gp. We use induction on s. Assume that

P (s) : M2ps−1+1 = · · · = Mps = γ2(G)p
s

Gps

and
Q(s) : Mps+1 = · · · = M2ps = γ2(G)p

s

Gps+1
.

We use simultaneous induction on P (s) and Q(s). For the base step, we show that P (1) and Q(1)
hold, i.e., M3 = · · · = Mp = γ2(G)pGp and Mp+1 = · · · = M2p = γ2(G)pGp2 . For proving P (1), we
need to show that Mk = γ2(G)pGp for 3 ≤ k ≤ p. Clearly, it is true for k = 3. Let us assume that,
it holds till k for 3 ≤ k < p. Then, Mk+1 = [Mk, G]Mp

i , where i = ⌈k+1
p

⌉. Since 4 ≤ k + 1 ≤ p, we

have i = 1. It yields Mk+1 = γ2(G)pGp, which proves P (1). With a similar induction argument,
we can prove Q(1). Now we assume that P (s) and Q(s) both are true. We have to show that both
P (s+ 1) and Q(s+ 1) hold true. We show that

P (s+ 1) : M2ps+1 = · · · = Mps+1 = γ2(G)p
s+1

Gps+1
.

For this, one need to prove that Mk = γ2(G)p
s+1

Gps+1
, for 2ps + 1 ≤ k ≤ ps+1. This can be done

by inducting on k as P (s), Q(s) hold. Hence, we have P (s + 1), and similarly we can argue for
Q(s+ 1).

We also have the following proposition for 2-generated groups.

Proposition 3.2. Let G be a finite p-group of nilpotency class two with G = 〈a, b〉. Then Gps =
〈aps , bps , [a, b]ps〉 for all s ≥ 1.
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Proof. Since G is a p-group of nilpotency class two, we have Gps = {gps | g ∈ G} ([8, Theorem
2.10]). By definition, 〈aps , bps , [a, b]ps〉 ⊆ Gps . Conversely, let y ∈ Gps , so y = hp

s
for some h ∈ G.

Therefore,

y = (aibj [a, b]t)p
s

(for some non-negative integers i, j, t)

= aip
s

(bj[a, b]t)p
s

[bj [a, b]t, ai](
ps

2 )

= aip
s

bjp
s

[a, b]p
s(t− ij(ps−1)

2
) (since

(ps − 1)

2
is an integer).

This implies y ∈ 〈aps , bps , [a, b]ps〉. Thus Gps = 〈aps , bps , [a, b]ps〉 for all s ≥ 1.

To prove the Theorem 1.5, we need to know the explicit value of L(G) for a group G, which
is a 2-generator p-group of nilpotency class two. The following lemmas in this section are useful in
this connection. For finding out L(G) of the given group G, we are going to use Theorem 2.1 of
Jennings.

Lemma 3.1. Let p be an odd prime and G be a finite non-abelian p-group such that

G = (〈c〉 × 〈a〉)⋊ 〈b〉,

where [a, b] = c, [a, c] = [b, c] = 1, o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o(c) = pγ , α, β, γ ∈ N with α ≥ β ≥ γ ≥ 1.
Then L(G) = pα + pβ + 2pγ − 3.

Proof. Observe that γ2(G) = 〈[a, b]〉. Therefore, γ2(G)p
s

= 〈[a, b]ps〉 = 〈cps〉, and γ2(G)p
s ⊆

Gps for all s ≥ 1. We now show that γ2(G)p
s−1 ∩ Gps = 〈cps〉 for all 1 ≤ s ≤ γ, and hence

γ2(G)p
s−1

* Gps for all 1 ≤ s ≤ γ.

Note that 〈cps〉 ⊆ γ2(G)p
s−1 ∩ Gps . Let g ∈ γ2(G)p

s−1 ∩ Gps then by Proposition 3.2, we can
write g = aip

s
bjp

s
[a, b]tp

s
for some non-negative integers i, j, t. Also, we have g = [a, b]kp

s−1
for some

non-negative integer k. Thus, aip
s
bjp

s
[a, b]tp

s
= [a, b]kp

s−1
, and consequently

aip
s

bjp
s

[a, b]p
s−1(pt−k) = 1.

Let us define Ḡ = G
γ2(G) . Set ā = aγ2(G) and b̄ = bγ2(G). Hence, Ḡ ∼= Cpα × Cpβ . So, we have

āip
s
b̄jp

s
= 1̄. Therefore, ips ≡ 0(modpα) and jps ≡ 0(modpβ). Thus g = [a, b]tp

s ⊆ 〈cps〉. This

shows γ2(G)p
s−1 ∩Gps = 〈cps〉.

Also, notice that γ2(G)p
s−1

= 1 for all γ+1 ≤ s ≤ α, which implies γ2(G)p
s−1 ⊆ Gps for all γ+1 ≤

s ≤ α. Therefore, we have the following by using Proposition 3.1:

6



Case 1: If α = γ ≥ 1, then α = β = γ ≥ 1, then

Mk =























































G1 if k = 1

γ2(G1)G
(p)
1 if k = 2

G
(p)
1 if 3 ≤ k ≤ p

γ2(G1)
(pi)G

(pi+1)
1 if pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2pi, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ γ − 2

G
(pi+1)
1 if 2pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ pi+1, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ γ − 2

γ2(G1)
(pγ−1) if pγ−1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2pγ−1

1 if 2pγ−1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ pγ .

Case 2: For the cases α ≥ β > γ ≥ 1 and α > β = γ ≥ 1, we obtain

Mk =























































G1 if k = 1

γ2(G1)G
(p)
1 if k = 2

G
(p)
1 if 3 ≤ k ≤ p

γ2(G1)
(pi)G

(pi+1)
1 if pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2pi, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ γ − 1

G
(pi+1)
1 if 2pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ pi+1, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ γ − 1

G
(pi+1)
1 if pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ pi+1, for all γ ≤ i ≤ α− 2

1 if pα−1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ pα.

Additionally, |Gpi : Gpi+1 | = p3 for all i ∈ [γ − 1], |Gpi : Gpi+1 | = p2 for all γ ≤ i ≤ β − 1,
and |Gpi : Gpi+1 | = p for all β ≤ i ≤ α − 1. Hence |M1 : M2| = p2, |M2 : M3| = p, |Mpi :
Mpi+1| = p2 for all i ∈ [β − 1], |Mpi : Mpi+1| = p for all β ≤ i ≤ α − 1, and |M2pi : M2pi+1| = p

for all i ∈ [γ − 1]. Therefore, by Theorem 2.1 with d =

{

2pγ−1 if α = β = γ,

pα−1 otherwise
, we have L(G) =

1 + (p− 1)
∑pα−1

i=1 iei = pα + pβ + 2pγ − 3. This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.2. Let p be an odd prime and G be a finite non-abelian p-group such that

G = 〈a〉⋊ 〈b〉,

where [a, b] = ap
α−γ

, o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o([a, b]) = pγ , α, β, γ ∈ N with α ≥ 2γ, β ≥ γ ≥ 1. Then

L(G) = pα + pβ − 1.

Proof. Let us assume that α ≥ β. As [a, b] = ap
α−γ

, one can easily verifies that γ2(G)p
s−1

=

〈apα−γ+(s−1)〉 ⊆ 〈aps〉 ⊆ Gps for all s ≥ 1. We have γ2(G)p
s

= 〈[a, b]ps〉 ⊆ Gps , for all s ≥ 0. We
have the following using Proposition 3.1:

Mk =























G2 if k = 1

G
(p)
2 if 2 ≤ k ≤ p

G
(pi+1)
2 if pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ pi+1, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ α− 2

1 if pα−1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ pα.
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Using the relation, [a, b] = ap
α−γ

, Proposition 3.2 reduces to Gps = 〈aps , bps〉 for all s ≥ 1. So,
|Gps | = pα+β−2s for all s ≥ 1. Now, we have |Mpi : Mpi+1| = |Gpi : Gpi+1 | for all 0 ≤ i ≤ α − 1.
Therefore, |Mpi : Mpi+1| = p2 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ β − 1 and |Mpi : Mpi+1| = p for all β ≤ i ≤ α − 1.

Then, by Theorem 2.1 with d = pα−1, we have L(G) = 1+ (p− 1)
∑pα−1

i=1 iei = pα + pβ − 1. For the
case β > α, the result follows in a similar way. This completes the proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let p be an odd prime and G be a finite non-abelian p-group such that

G = (〈c〉 × 〈a〉)⋊ 〈b〉,

where [a, b] = ap
α−γ

c, [c, b] = a−p2(α−γ)
c−pα−γ

, o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o(c) = pσ, α, β, γ, σ ∈ N with β ≥
γ > σ ≥ 1, α+ σ ≥ 2γ. Then L(G) = pα + pβ + 2pσ − 3.

Proof. Consider, α ≥ β. Note that γ2(G)p
s

= 〈[a, b]ps〉 = 〈(apα−γ
c)p

s〉 ⊆ Gps for all s ≥ 1. We first

prove that γ2(G)p
s−1 ∩Gps = 〈[a, b]ps〉 for all 1 ≤ s ≤ σ, then it follows that γ2(G)p

s−1

* Gps for all
1 ≤ s ≤ σ.

Clearly, 〈[a, b]ps〉 ⊆ γ2(G)p
s−1∩ Gps . On the other hand let us assume g ∈ γ2(G)p

s−1∩ Gps . Then
g = aip

s
bjp

s
[a, b]tp

s
= [a, b]kp

s−1
, for some non-negative integers i, j, t, k. So, aip

s
bjp

s
[a, b]p

s−1(pt−k) =
1. Let us define Ḡ = G

〈a,c〉 . Set b̄ = b〈a, c〉. Therefore, Ḡ = 〈b̄〉 ∼= Cpβ . Thus, we have b̄jp
s
= 1̄, where

1̄ is the identity element of Ḡ. Hence, jps ≡ 0(modpβ). So, the equation aip
s
bjp

s
[a, b]p

s−1(pt−k) = 1
reduces to aip

s
[a, b]p

s−1(pt−k) = 1. As [a, b] = ap
α−γ

c, we obtain aip
s+pα−γ+s−1(pt−k)cp

s−1(pt−k) = 1.
Since 〈a, c〉 ∼= Cpα × Cpσ , it follows that ips + pα−γ+s−1(pt− k) ≡ 0(modpα) and ps−1(pt − k) ≡
0(modpσ). The condition ps−1(pt − k) ≡ 0(modpσ), implies that pσ−s+1|(pt − k) (as σ − s + 1 ≥
1 for 1 ≤ s ≤ σ). Thus, p|(pt − k) and hence p|k. As a consequence, g = [a, b]kp

s−1 ∈ 〈[a, b]ps〉.
This shows that γ2(G)p

s−1 ∩Gps = 〈[a, b]ps〉.

Now, we prove that γ2(G)p
s−1 ⊆ Gps for all σ+1 ≤ s ≤ α. From the relation [a, b] = ap

α−γ
c and

using that fact that o(c) = pσ, we have γ2(G)p
s−1

= 〈[a, b]ps−1〉 = 〈(apα−γ
c)p

s−1〉 = 〈apα−γ+s−1〉 ⊆
Gps for all σ+1 ≤ s ≤ γ. Note that |γ2(G)| = pγ which implies 1 = γ2(G)p

s−1 ⊆ Gps for all γ+1 ≤
s ≤ α. Therefore, γ2(G)p

s−1 ⊆ Gps for all σ + 1 ≤ s ≤ α. So, we have the following by using
Proposition 3.1:

Mk =























































G3 if k = 1

γ2(G3)G
(p)
3 if k = 2

G
(p)
3 if 3 ≤ k ≤ p

γ2(G3)
(pi)G

(pi+1)
3 if pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2pi, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ σ − 1

G
(pi+1)
3 if 2pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ pi+1, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ σ − 1

G
(pi+1)
3 if pi + 1 ≤ k ≤ pi+1, for all σ ≤ i ≤ α− 2

1 if pα−1 + 1 ≤ k ≤ pα.

For s ≥ 1, let x = ap
s
, y = bp

s
, and z = cp

s
, then [x, y] = [a, b]p

2s
= ap

α−γ+2s
cp

2s
= xp

α−γ+s
zp

s
,

[y, z] = [x, y]p
α−γ

= xp
2(α−γ)+s

zp
α−γ+s

, and [x, z] = 1. Therefore, one can deduce that Gps ∼= (〈x〉 ×
〈z〉) ⋊ 〈y〉, where [x, y] = xp

α−γ+s
zp

s
, [y, z] = xp

2(α−γ)+s
zp

α−γ+s
, o(x) = pα−s, o(y) = pβ−s, o(z) =
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pσ−s, and hence |Gps | = pα+β+σ−3s for all s ≥ 1. Thus, we obtain |Gpi : Gpi+1 | = p3 for all i ∈
[σ − 1], |Gpi : Gpi+1 | = p2 for all σ ≤ i ≤ β − 1, and |Gpi : Gpi+1 | = p for all β ≤ i ≤ α − 1.
Therefore, |M1 : M2| = p2, |M2 : M3| = p, |Mpi : Mpi+1| = p2 for all i ∈ [β − 1], |Mpi : Mpi+1| =
p for all β ≤ i ≤ α − 1, and |M2pi : M2pi+1| = p for all i ∈ [σ − 1]. Then, by Theorem 2.1 with

d = pα−1, we have L(G) = 1+ (p− 1)
∑pα−1

i=1 iei = pα + pβ +2pσ − 3. For the case β > α, the result
follows in a similar way. This completes the proof.

4 Proofs of the main theorems

Proof of Theorem 1.1. 1. Recall that Q4n = 〈x, y|x2 = yn, y2n = 1, x−1yx = y−1〉 for n ≥ 2.

From [15], we have D(G) ≤
⌈

|G|+1
2

⌉

, i.e., D(Q4n) ≤ 2n + 1. On the other hand, consider

the sequence S = y(2n−1)x. Clearly, this sequence does not have a product-one subsequence.
Therefore, D(Q4n) ≥ 2n+ 1.

2. Recall that SD8n = 〈x, y|x2 = y4n = 1, x−1yx = y2n−1〉 for n ≥ 2. From [15], we have D(G) ≤
⌈

|G|+1
2

⌉

, i.e., D(SD8n) ≤ 4n + 1. On the other hand, consider the sequence S = y(4n−1)x.

Clearly, this sequence does not have a product-one subsequence. Therefore, D(SD8n) ≥ 4n+1.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let G be the given 2-generator p-group of nilpotency class two such that
either G ∼= G1 or G ∼= G2 or G ∼= G3.

1. Let G ∼= G1, then G has the following presentation:

G ∼= (〈c〉 × 〈a〉)⋊ 〈b〉,

where [a, b] = c, [a, c] = [b, c] = 1, o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o(c) = pγ , α, β, γ ∈ N with α ≥ β ≥
γ ≥ 1. By Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 3.1, we have D(G) ≤ pα + pβ + 2pγ − 3. So, it suffices to
prove the lower bound.

• For p ≡ 3( mod 4), consider the sequence S = k(p
α−1)ℓ(p

β−1)m(pγ−1)n(pγ−1) over G, where

k = a−1bc
1
2 , ℓ = b−1,m = a, n = a2b−1c. We claim that S has no nonempty or-

dered product-one subsequence. If possible, assume that there exists a subsequence
T = k(x)ℓ(y)m(z)n(w) of S, where 0 ≤ x ≤ (pα−1), 0 ≤ y ≤ (pβ−1), 0 ≤ z ≤ (pγ−1), 0 ≤
w ≤ (pγ − 1), not all zero such that kxℓymznw = 1. Then we have the following system
of equations:

−x+ z + 2w ≡ 0(modpα)

x− y − w ≡ 0(modpβ)

−2(x− y)(z + 2w) + (x2 + 2w2) ≡ 0(modpγ).

9



For γ = 1, expressing x and y from the first two equations and substituting in the third,
we obtain the quadratic form z2 + 2zw + 2w2 with discriminant −4, which is quadratic
non-residue modulo p. This implies z = w = 0. Therefore, x = y = z = w = 0, a
contradiction.

• Let p ≡ 1(mod4). Let np denote the least quadratic non-residue for p. Then np will
be a prime number and np <

√
p + 1. Set q = np and consider the sequence S =

k(p
α−1)ℓ(p

β−1)m(pγ−1)n(pγ−1) over G, where k = a−1bc
1
2 , ℓ = b−1,m = abqc−

q
2 , n = a.

If possible, assume that there exists a subsequence T = k(x)ℓ(y)m(z)n(w) of S, where
0 ≤ x ≤ (pα − 1), 0 ≤ y ≤ (pβ − 1), 0 ≤ z ≤ (pγ − 1), 0 ≤ w ≤ (pγ − 1), not all zero such
that kxℓymznw = 1. Then we have the following system of equations:

−x+ z + w ≡ 0(modpα)

x− y + qz ≡ 0(modpβ)

−2(x− y)(z + w)− 2qzw + x2 − qz2 ≡ 0(modpγ).

For γ = 1, we obtain the quadratic form (q+1)z2+2zw+w2 with discriminant −4q, which
is quadratic non-residue modulo p. We again have z = w = 0, hence a contradiction.

This completes the proof.

2. Let G ∼= G2, then G has the following presentation:

G ∼= 〈a〉⋊ 〈b〉,

where [a, b] = ap
α−γ

, o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o([a, b]) = pγ , α, β, γ ∈ N with α ≥ 2γ, β ≥ γ ≥ 1.
By Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 3.2, we have D(G) ≤ pα + pβ − 1. On the other hand, the

sequence S = a(p
α−1)b(p

β−1) does not have a non-empty product-one subsequence, and hence
pα + pβ − 1 ≤ D(G). This completes the proof.

3. Let G ∼= G3, then G has the following presentation:

G ∼= (〈c〉 × 〈a〉)⋊ 〈b〉,

where [a, b] = ap
α−γ

c, [c, b] = a−p2(α−γ)
c−pα−γ

, o(a) = pα, o(b) = pβ, o(c) = pσ, α, β, γ, σ ∈
N with β ≥ γ > σ ≥ 1, α + σ ≥ 2γ. By Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 3.3, we have D(G) ≤
pα + pβ + 2pσ − 3. So, it suffices to prove the lower bound.

• For p ≡ 3( mod 4), consider the sequence S = k(p
α−1)ℓ(p

β−1)m(pσ−1)n(pσ−1) over G, where

k = a−1, ℓ = b,m = ab[a, b]−
1
2 , n = a2b[a, b]−1. We claim that S has no nonempty

ordered product-one subsequence. If possible, assume that there exists a subsequence
T = k(x)ℓ(y)m(z)n(w) of S, where 0 ≤ x ≤ (pα − 1), 0 ≤ y ≤ (pβ − 1), 0 ≤ z ≤ (pσ −
1), 0 ≤ w ≤ (pσ − 1), not all zero such that the following equation holds true over G:
kxℓymznw = 1. Then we have the following system of equations:

−x+ z + 2w +
1

2
× pα−γ

[

− 2y(z + 2w)− 4zw − (z2 + 2w2)
]

≡ 0(modpα)

y + z + w ≡ 0(modpβ)

−2y(z + 2w)− 4zw − (z2 + 2w2) ≡ 0(modpσ).
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For σ = 1, substituting the value of y from the second equation to the third equation,
we obtain the quadratic form z2+2zw+2w2 ≡ 0(modp) with discriminant −4, which is
quadratic non-residue modulo p. This implies z = w = 0. Therefore, x = y = z = w = 0,
a contradiction.

• For p ≡ 1(mod4), let q = np denote the least quadratic non-residue modulo p. Con-

sider the sequence S = k(p
α−1)ℓ(p

β−1)m(pσ−1)n(pσ−1), where k = a−1, ℓ = b, m =

ab(q+1)[a, b]−
(q+1)

2 , n = ab[a, b]−
1
2 . We claim that S has no nonempty ordered product-one

subsequence. If possible, assume that there exists a subsequence T = k(x)ℓ(y)m(z)n(w) of
S, where 0 ≤ x ≤ (pα − 1), 0 ≤ y ≤ (pβ − 1), 0 ≤ z ≤ (pσ − 1), 0 ≤ w ≤ (pσ − 1), not all
zero such that kxℓymznw = 1. Then we have the following system of equations:

−x+ z + w +
1

2
× pα−γ

[

− 2y(z + w)− 2(q + 1)zw − (q + 1)z2 − w2
]

≡ 0(modpα)

y + (q + 1)z + w ≡ 0(modpβ)

−2y(z +w) − 2(q + 1)zw − (q + 1)z2 − w2 ≡ 0(modpσ).

For σ = 1, we obtain the quadratic form (q +1)z2 +2zw+w2 having discriminant −4q,
a quadratic non-residue modulo p. So, we get x = y = z = w = 0, a contradiction.

This completes the proof.

From the proof of Theorem 1.5, it follows:

Corollary 4.1. If G ∼= G2, then D′(G) = D(G).

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let G belong to the set {D2r , SD2r , Q2r ,M2r}. Then we have L(G) = 2r−1+
1 by [14, Theorem 1.6]. Let S = y(2

r−1−1)x be a sequence of length 2r−1, which has no non-empty
ordered product-one subsequence over the group G. Hence, we have 2r−1 + 1 ≤ D(G). As a result
of Theorem 1.2, we have D(G) = 2r−1 +1. Hence, we have the full truth value of conjecture 1.3 for
these groups.

Corollary 4.2. For an integer r ≥ 4, we have D′(M2r ) = D(M2r ) = 2r−1 + 1.

5 Concluding remarks

• For every finite group G, E(G) is defined as the least integer k such that for every sequence
T = x1x2 · · · xk of length k there exist |G| indices 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < i|G| ≤ k such that
∏|G|

j=1 xiσ(j)
= 1 holds for σ = id, identity element of S|G|. Finding out the precise value of this

invariant is interesting as the length of the required product-one subsequence is restricted. For
a finite abelian group G, from [9] we know that E(G) = D(G)+ |G|−1. One may ask whether
a similar result also holds for finite non-abelian groups. For a finite non-abelian group G,
there exists a sequence T of length D(G) − 1, which does not have an ordered product-one
subsequence. If we consider the sequence T append with the sequence 1(|G|−1) of G, then
the new sequence does not have an ordered product-one subsequence of length |G|. Then, we
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can conclude that E(G) ≥ D(G) + |G| − 1. We believe the answer to the above question is
affirmative and we conjecture the following:

Conjecture 5.1. For any finite group G, E(G) = D(G) + |G| − 1.

• Analogous to the weighted Davenport constant for finite abelian groups, one can also think of
defining the weighted D(G) in the following manner: For every finite group G with exp(G) = n,
let A(6= φ) ⊆ [n − 1]. Then A-weighted D(G), denoted by DA(G), is defined to be the least
integer k such that for every sequence S = x1x2 · · · xk of length k there exists m(∈ N) indices

i1 < i2 < · · · < im such that
∏m

j=1 x
aiσ(j)

iσ(j)
= 1 holds for σ = id, identity element of Sm and for

some aiσ(j)
∈ A. It is worthy to study the behaviour of DA(G). Analogous to Dimitrov ([7]),

one may ask what will be the upper bound for DA(G) so that for A = {1}, the upper bound
of D(G) coincides with L(G). In [3] and [4] the authors had defined the following extremal
problem: For finite abelian group G with exp(G) = n, A(6= φ) ⊆ [n − 1], and D′

A(G) being
the A-weighted Davenport constant,

f
(D′)
G (k) := min{|A| : ∅ 6= A ⊆ [n− 1] satisfies D′

A(G) ≤ k},
:= ∞ if there is no such A.

Now, if we modify the definition for a finite non-abelian group G and consider DA(G) instead
of D′

A(G), then it is interesting to study the above extremal invariant for 2-generator p-group
of nilpotency class two.
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