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REGULAR POLYTOPES OF RANK n/2 FOR TRANSITIVE GROUPS OF DEGREE n

MARIA ELISA FERNANDES AND CLAUDIO ALEXANDRE PIEDADE

Abstract. Previous research established that the maximal rank of the abstract regular polytopes whose
automorphism group is a transitive proper subgroup of Sn is n/2+1, with only two polytopes attaining this
rank, both of which having odd ranks. In this paper, we investigate the case where the rank is equal to n/2
(n ≥ 14). Our analysis reveals that reducing the rank by one results in a substantial increase in the number
of regular polytopes (33 distinct families are discovered) covering all possible ranks (even and odd).

Keywords: Abstract Regular Polytopes; String C-Groups; Symmetric Groups; Alternating Groups; Permu-
tation Groups.
2000 Math Subj. Class: 52B11, 20B35, 20B30, 05C25.

1. Introduction

Abstract polytopes are combinatorial objects that describe standard regular polytopes using their a face-
lattice [13]. An abstract polytope is regular when its group of automorphisms acts regularly on the maximal
chains (usually called flags). A notable feature of these structures lies in their one to one correspondence
with their automorphism groups, which are string C-groups. These algebraic structures are defined not only
by the group itself but also by a specified set of involutory generators, the size of which determines the rank.

The maximal rank of an abstract regular polytope whose automorphism group has degree n is n− 1. For
n ≥ 5, the simplex stands out as the sole polytope achieving this maximal rank [8, 9]. One permutation
representation of the group of automorphism of the simplex on n points is 〈(1, 2), (2, 3), . . . , (n− 2, n− 1)〉,
the polytope with Schläfli symbol 3, . . . , 3 corresponding to the standard Coxeter group of type An−1. Indeed
n− 1 is the maximal size of an independent set in Sn, and Sn is the unique group of degree n that admites
an independent set of generators of size n− 1 [14].

The classification of abstract regular polytopes of ranks n − k for groups of degree n ≥ 2k + 3, was also
outlined for k ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} in [10]. The automorphism group of all these high-rank abstract polytopes is Sn.
The rank of the alternating groups are considerably lower - the highest rank for the alternating group An

is ⌊(n − 1)/2⌋ for n ≥ 12 [3]. The analyses of other transitive permutation groups of degree n started in
[4]. Key findings indicate that a primitive group (excluding Sn and An) tend to possess small C-rank (the
maximal size of the set of generators of a string C-group), while the maximal C-rank of an imprimitive groups
is n/2+1 [4]. Moreover, only imprimitive groups with even degrees and even ranks achieve this upper bound,
leaving odd degrees and ranks outside of this classification. In this paper, we bridge this gap by extending
the classification down to imprimitive groups of degree n/2.

It emerges that transitive imprimitive groups of even degree n and rank n/2 fall into two categories: those
with a block system with n/2 blocks of size 2 or those with 2 blocks of size n/2. Section 2.5 is dedicated to
groups embedded in C2 ≀ Sn/2, where crucial general considerations when the group action on the blocks is
either Sn/2 or An/2 are made. In particular, we provide a classification of the elementary abelian subgroups
of the permutations of G = C2 ≀ Sn/2 fixing all blocks, under the premise that the group G acts on the blocks
either as Sn/2 or An/2. Only after establishing these auxiliary results, each with the potential for application
in other contexts, we attain our desired outcome which is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let n/2 ≥ 7 and G be a transitive proper subgroup of Sn. If G is the automorphism group
of an abstract regular polytope of rank r ≥ n/2, then G is a string C-group having one of the permutation
representation graphs of the tables displayed in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Independent generating sets.
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2 M. E. FERNANDES AND CLAUDIO PIEDADE

Definition 2.1. Let G be a group. A set S = {ρ0, . . . , ρr−1} is an independent generating set of G if
ρi /∈ 〈ρj | j 6= i〉 and G = 〈S〉.

Theorem 2.2. [14, Theorem 1] The maximal size of an independent generating set for a group of degree n
is n− 1. Moreover Sn is the only group having an independent generating set of size n− 1.

Theorem 2.3. [1, Theorem 2.1] Let S be an independent generating set for Sn of size n− 1, where n ≥ 7.
Then there is a tree T on {1, . . . , n} such that one of the following holds:

(a) S = S(T );
(b) for some element s ∈ S(T ), we have

S = {s} ∪ {(st)ǫ(t) : t ∈ S(T ) \ {s}} where ǫ(t) = ±1.

Conversely, each of these sets is an independent generating set for Sn.

2.2. Sggi’s and permutation representation graphs.

Definition 2.4. A string group generated by involutions or, for short, a sggi is a pair Γ = (G,S) where
G = 〈S〉 with S = {ρ0, . . . , ρr−1} being a set of involutions that satisfy the following property, called the
commuting property.

∀i, j ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1}, |i− j| > 1 ⇒ (ρiρj)
2 = 1.

The dual of a sggi is obtained by reversing the sequence of generators.

Definition 2.5. Suppose that G is a permutation group of degree n and let Γ = (G, {ρ0, . . . , ρr−1}) be a
sggi. The permutation representation graph G of Γ is an r-edge-labelled multigraph with n vertices and with
an i-edge {a, b} whenever aρi = b with a 6= b and i ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1}.

Notation 2.6. Let us consider the following notation.

Ii1,...,ik := {0, . . . , r − 1} \ {i1, . . . , ik} I≤i := {0, . . . , i} I≥i := {i, . . . , r − 1}

I<i := {0, . . . , i− 1} I>i := {i+ 1, . . . , r − 1}

I≤i
i1,...,ik

:= {0, . . . , i} \ {i1, . . . , ik} I≥i
i1,...,ik

:= {i, . . . , r − 1} \ {i1, . . . , ik}

I<i
i1,...,ik

:= {0, . . . , i− 1} \ {i1, . . . , ik} I>i
i1,...,ik

:= {i+ 1, . . . , r − 1} \ {i1, . . . , ik}

Γi1,...,ik := (Gi1,...,ik , {ρj | j ∈ Ii1,...,ik}) Γ{i1,...,ik} := (G{i1,...,ik}, {ρj | j ∈ {i1, . . . , ik}});

Γ<i := (G<i, {ρ0, . . . , ρi−1}) (i 6= 0) Γ>i := (G>i, {ρi+1, . . . , ρr−1}) (i 6= r − 1);

Let Gi1,...,ik (resp. G{i1,...,ik}) denote the permutation representation graph of Γi1,...,ik (resp. Γ{i1,...,ik}).

Notice that when ρi is a k-transposition (a product of k disjoint transpositions), G{i} is a matching with
k edges. A consequence of the commuting property (see Definition 2.4) is that, if i and j are nonconsecutive
the connected components of G{i,j} with more then two vertices are {i, j}-squares (squares with alternating
labels i, j, i, j). A J-edge is a set of |J | parallel edges with label-set J . Sometimes we represent these set of
edges by a single edge with the label J .

Lemma 2.7. Let (G,S) be a sggi and S is an independent generating set of a primitive group G that is
neither An nor Sn, of rank r. If r ≥ n− 3 then G is one of the groups D10, PSL2(5) or PGL2(5).

Proof. From [3, Proposition 3.3], we have that for n ≥ 8, r ≤ n− 4. Hence, here we will deal with the cases
for n ≤ 7. In what follows, lcs(G) denotes the size of a longest chain of subgroups of G in its subgroup lattice.
The following table lists all transitive primitive groups G of degree n ≤ 7, that are neither Sn nor An, having
a longest chain of subgroups with size lcs(G) ≥ n− 3.

n G lcs(G) Generated by involutions
5 D10 2 yes

AGL1(5) 3 no
6 PSL2(5) 4 yes

PGL2(5) 5 yes
7 PSL3(2) 5 yes
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We can exclude AGL1(5) since it cannot be generated by a set of involutions. Computationally it can be
checked that PSL3(2) is neither a sggi of rank 4 nor 5. The remaining ones are the ones in the statement of
these lemma.

�

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that G = 〈S〉 is a sggi satisfying the following conditions.

(a) S = {ρ0, . . . , ρr−1} is independent;
(b) Gr−1 is intransitive and
(c) Gj is transitive for some j /∈ {0, r − 1}.

If j is the maximal label satisfying (c), k is the size of G<j-orbit and m = n/k, then Gj ≤ Sk ≀ Sm and

r − 1 ≤ (k − 1) + (m− 1).

Proof. As Gr−1 is intransitive, G<j is intransitive. Hence Gj ≤ Sk ≀ Sm where the blocks are the G<j-orbits.
Particularly G<j ≤ Sk, hence the number of generators of G<j , which is equal to j is at most k − 1. As
j is the maximal label satisfying (c), Gi is intransitive for i > j. Thus, for each i > j there exists a pair
of G<j-orbits that belong to different Gi-orbits. Consider a graph whose vertices are the G<j-orbits having
exactly one edge i between G<j-orbits that belong to different Gi-orbits. The graph is a forest with m vertices
and (r − 1)− j edges. Hence (r − 1)− j ≤ m− 1. Consequently r − 1 ≤ (k − 1) + (m− 1), as wanted. �

2.3. String C-groups.

Definition 2.9. A string C-group Γ = (G,S) is a sggi which satisfy the following property called the inter-
section property.

∀J,K ⊆ {0, . . . , r − 1}, 〈ρj | j ∈ J〉 ∩ 〈ρk | k ∈ K〉 = 〈ρj | j ∈ J ∩K〉

An immediate consequence of Theorem 2.3 is the following.

Corollary 2.10. Let Γ = (G, {ρ0, . . . , ρr−1}) be a string group of degree n generated by independent involu-
tions. If r = n− 1 and n ≥ 7 then Γ is the group of automorphisms of the (n− 1)-simplex.

Theorem 2.11. [8, Theorem 1] For n ≥ 5, the (n− 1)-simplex is, up to isomorphism, the unique polytope of
rank n− 1 having a group Sn as automorphism group. For n = 4, there are, up to isomorphism and duality,
two abstract regular polyhedra whose automorphism group is S4, namely the hemicube and the tetrahedron.
Finally, for n = 3, there is, up to isomorphism, a unique abstract regular polygon whose automorphism group
is S3, namely the triangle.

Theorem 2.12. [8, Theorem 2] For n ≥ 7, there exists, up to isomorphism and duality, a unique (n − 2)-
polytope having a group Sn as automorphism group and Schläfli symbol {4, 6, 3, 3, . . . , 3}.

In [8] and [9] the authors give the possible permutation representation graphs of the string C-groups of
Theorems 1 and 2. We list them in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.13. The permutation representation graph of degree n of the group of automorphisms of the
abstract regular polytopes of rank r ≥ n− 1 (n ≥ 5) is as follows.

�������� 0 �������� 1 �������� �������� r−1 ��������

The permutation representation graph of degree n of the group of automorphisms of the abstract regular
polytope of rank r = n− 2 (n ≥ 7) is, up to duality, as follows.

�������� 1 �������� 0 �������� 1 �������� 2 �������� �������� r−1 ��������

Proposition 2.14. Let Γ = (G,S) be a sggi and x ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. If Gj is intransitive for all j ∈ {0, . . . , r−1},
r = n−x and n ≥ 3+2x, then G ∼= Sn. Moreover if x ∈ {1, 2} then Γ has, up to duality, one of the permutation
representation graph given in Proposition 2.13.

Proof. We just need to observe that each sggi G having one of the permutation representation graphs of
Table 2 of [10] is isomorphic to Sn. Indeed in each case we find a transposition (a, b) ∈ G such that the
stabilizer of a is transitive of {1, . . . , n} \ {a}. Hence G ∼= Sn.

In addition, when x ∈ {1, 2} Table 2 of [10] gives only two possibilities for the permutation representation
graph, precisely the ones of Proposition 2.13. �
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Proposition 2.15. [4, Proposition 3.2] If Γ is a string C-group of rank r, which is isomorphic to a primitive
subgroup of Sn other than Sn or An, then r < n/2 except for the examples appearing in Table 1.

n G Schäfli symbols

10 S6 {3, 3, 3, 3}

6 A5 {3, 5}, {5, 5}

6 S5 {3, 3, 3}, {4, 5}, {4, 6}, {5, 6}, {6, 6}

Table 1. Primitive string C-groups of degree n and rank r ≥ n/2.

Corollary 2.16. [6, Corollary 4.2] If G is a finite non-abelian simple group, or more generally any finite
group with no non-trivial cyclic normal subgroup, then every smooth homomorphism from the [k, m] Coxeter
group onto G gives rise to a regular 3-polytope with automorphism group G.

Theorem 2.17. [3, Theorem 1.1] The maximal rank of a string C-group for An is 3 if n = 5; 4 if n = 9; 5
if n = 10; 6 if n = 11 and ⌊n−1

2 ⌋ if n ≥ 12. Moreover, if n = 3, 4, 6, 7 or 8, the group An does not admit a
string C-group.

Proposition 2.18. [4, Proposition 2.1] If Γ = (G,S) is a string C-group of rank r and G is isomorphic
to a transitive imprimitive subgroup of Sn, then r ≤ n/2 + 1. Moreover if r = n/2 + 1 and n ≥ 10 then
G ∼= C2 ≀ Sn/2 and n ≡ 2 mod 4. If r = n/2 + 1 and n ≤ 9 then Γ is one of the string C-groups of the
following table.

n G Schäfli symbols

8 24 : S3 : S3 {3, 4, 4, 3}

6 S3 × S3 {2, 3, 3}

6 23 : S3 {2, 3, 3}

6 23 : S3 {2, 3, 4}

Table 2. Imprimitive string C-groups of degree n ≤ 9 with rank r ≥ n/2 + 1.

2.4. Permutation representation of string C-groups for Sn of rank r ∈ {n− 2, n− 1} on 2n points.

Proposition 2.19. Let n ≥ 7. There exists exactly one faithful transitive permutation representation of Sn
on 2n points.

Proof. Let us prove that, up to conjugacy, there exist only one core-free subgroup of Sn of index 2n when
n ≥ 7. Suppose that H is a subgroup of Sn of index at most 2n. By the O’Nan-Scott Theorem [17], we have
one of the following possibilities for H : (a) H ≤ Sa × Sn−a, for 1 ≤ a ≤ n/2 ; (b) H ≤ San/a ⋊ Sa, for a|n and

1 < a < n; or (c) H is a primitive subgroup of Sn (different from An and Sn).
In case (a) |H | ≤ a!(n − a)!, hence n!

a!(n−a)! ≤ 2n, which is only possible if a = 1. Then H ≤ Sn−1 and

|Sn−1 : H | = 2, which gives H ∼= An−1. Case (b) is never possible as n!
a!(n/a)!a > 2n, for n ≥ 7. In case (c)

using the bound for a primitive group given in [18], we have that |H | ≤ 4n, meaning that n!
4n ≤ 2n, which is

only possible for n ≤ 11. But then, using [19] we find no possibility for small degrees either. �

Proposition 2.20. If Γ = (G, {ρ0, . . . , ρr−1}) is a string C-group of rank r ∈ {n − 1, n − 2} and G is a
transitive group of degree 2n isomorphic to Sn, then Γ has, up to duality, one the following permutation
representations.
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r = n− 1 : ��������

I0

0 ��������

I0,1

1 ��������

I1,2

��������

In−3,n−2

n−2 ��������

In−2,n−1

n−1 ��������

In−1

��������
0

��������
1

�������� ��������
n−2

��������
n−1

��������

r = n− 2 : ��������

I1

1 ��������

I0,1

0 ��������

I0,1

1 ��������

I1,2

2 ��������

I1,2,3

��������

I1,n−3,n−2

n−2 ��������

I1,n−2,n−1

n−1 ��������

I1,n−1

��������
1

��������
0

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
n−2

��������
n−1

��������

Proof. Consider first that Γ is the string C-group of rank n − 1, which is known as the (n − 1)-simplex.
Consider the subgroup H = 〈ρ1ρ2, ρ2ρ3, . . . , ρr−3ρr−2, ρr−2ρr−1〉 of G0. This group is an index 2 subgroup
of G0, known as the rotational group of Γ0. As G0

∼= Sn−1, H ∼= An−1. By Proposition 2.19 we only need to
compute the Schreier coset graph with respect to H . Using the Todd–Coxeter algorithm we get the graph
given in the statement of this proposition.

Now consider the case r = n − 2. In this case Γ is the abstract regular polytope of Theorem 2.12. Up
to duality Γ is the abstract regular polytope of with Schläfli symbol {4, 6, 3, . . . , 3}. Then Gr−1

∼= Sn−1 and
the rotational subgroup H of Gr−1 is isomorphic to An−1. Applying the Todd–Coxeter algorithm to H we
obtain the second permutation representation given in the statement of this proposition. �

2.5. Imprimitive groups with blocks of size 2 with block action isomorphic to Sn/2 or An/2.

Corollary 2.21. Let n/2 ≥ 3, Suppose that G ≤ C2 ≀ Sn/2 and let f : G → Sn/2 be the embedding of G into
Sn/2. If Im(f) is either Sn/2 or An/2 then Ker(f) is either trivial or isomorphic to one of the groups:

C2, (C2)
n/2−1 or (C2)

n/2.

Proof. Let n/2 ≥ 3 and G be either Sn/2 or An/2. By Lemma 2 of [12] there are only four G-modules over
a field of characteristic 2. These modules correspond, respectively, to the 0-vector, the all 1’s vector and the
even-weight module. These possibilities are in one to one correspondence with the nontrivial possibilities for
the kernel given above. �

Lemma 2.22. Let n ≥ 6 and 2 < l < n/2. Suppose that G is a transitive subgroup of C2 ≀ An/2 and let
f : G → An/2 be the embedding of G into An/2. If Im(f) ∼= An/2 then the following holds.

(a) If G contains a transposition fixing the blocks, then Ker(f) ∼= (C2)
n.

(b) If G contains a 2-transposition fixing the blocks, then (C2)
n−1 ≤ Ker(f).

(c) If G contains a l-transposition fixing the blocks, then (C2)
n−1 ≤ Ker(f).

Proof. Let τ ∈ G be a permutation fixing the blocks. We will consider separately the cases: (a) τ is a
transposition, (b) τ is a 2-transposition and (c) τ is a (n/2− 1)-transposition.

(a) Let B1 be the block where τ acts nontrivially. Let Bi be other block. There exist a permutation
g ∈ G such that gB1 = Bi. Moreover τg is the transposition swapping the pairs of points of Bi. Hence
Ker(f) ∼= (C2)

n.
(b) As An/2 is 2-transitive, any 2-transposition fixing the blocks can be obtained by a conjugation of τ .

Let B1 and B2 be the blocks where τ acts nontrivially. For any pair of {Bi, Bj} there exist g ∈ G such that
{B1, B2}g = {Bi, Bj}. Hence (C2)

n−1 ≤ Ker(f).
(c) Suppose first that n/2 is odd. Let α ∈ G be a product of two cycles of size n/2 (permuting all blocks

in a single cycle ). Then ττα is a 2-transposition fixing the blocks. Now suppose that n/2 is even. Let
Fix(τ) = {a, b}. Let β ∈ G be a permutation that acts on the blocks as a cycle of size n/2− 1 that does not
fix the block {a, b}, that is {a, b}β 6= {a, b}. Then, as before, ττβ is a 2-transposition fixing the blocks. In
both cases, by (2), we get (C2)

n−1 ≤ Ker(f). �

Theorem 2.23. Let H be either An/2 or Sn/2. If G is a transitive subgroup of degree n embedded into C2 ≀H,
then the following statement hold.

(a) The index of G in C2 ≀H is either 1, 2, 2n/2−1 or 2n/2.
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(b) If the index of G in C2 ≀H is equal to 2n/2−1 then G contains the permutation that swaps all pairs of
points belonging to the same block.

(c) If the index of G in C2 ≀H is equal to 2 then G contains all even permutations fixing the blocks.
(d) Let n/2 be even. If |G| = 2|H | then G is even.

Proof. (a), (b) and (c) are immediate consequences of Corollary 2.21 and its proof.
(d) In this case G contains the permutation α swapping all pairs of points within the blocks.
Suppose first that H = An/2. As n/2 is even G contains a permutation δ that fixes exactly one block B

and that permutes all the other blocks cyclically. This permutation is odd if it acts nontrivially in B. In
any case δ2 is even, indeed it is written as a product of two (n/2 − 1)-cycles. Now consider any block X
and the set of three blocks {X,Xδ2, B}. There exists a permutation β that permutes these blocks cyclically,
fixes another block Y and swaps the remaining blocks pair wisely. By construction β4 is a product of two
3-cycles permuting the blocks {X,Xδ2, B}. Hence 〈β4, δ2〉 acts has An/2 on the blocks. As |G| = 2|An/2|,

then G = 〈β4, δ2, α〉, hence G is even, as wanted.
Now consider the case H = Sn/2. In this case G contains the permutation δ that permutes all the other

blocks cyclically and δ2 is written as a product of two n/2-cycles. As in the previous case given a triple of
blocks G contains a permutation, that is a product of two 3-cycles, permuting these blocks and fixing all the
other points. With this we get a set of even generators for the group G, which shows that G is even. �

3. Imprimitive string C-groups of rank r ≥ n/2

Consider a string C-group Γ = (G,S) where G is transitive imprimitive with m blocks of imprimitivity
each of size k. In what follows r := |S| and let G be the permutation representation graph of G.

Let L be a subset of S which is an independent generating set for the group-action on the set of blocks;
C be the set of generating involutions which commute with all the involutions in L, and R the remaining set
of involutions.

S = L ∪̇C ∪̇R

In the following proposition we resume the results obtained in Section 2 of [4].

Lemma 3.1. If 〈L〉 acts primitively on the blocks, then |C| ≤ k − 1.

Proof. If the elements of C fix the blocks then 〈C〉 acts faithfully on a block. Hence 〈C〉 ≤ Sk and therefore
|C| ≤ k − 1, as wanted. Consider the general case where the elements of C do not necessarily fix the blocks.

Suppose first that m > 2. If an element of C permutes the blocks then 〈L〉 has an imprimitive action
on the blocks, a contradiction. Thus for m > 2, |C| ≤ k − 1. Now suppose that m = 2 and let L = {α}.
Consider the mapping ρ 7→ ρ̄, where ρ̄ = ρα if ρ swaps the blocks, or ρ̄ = ρ if ρ fixes the blocks. This defines
a one to one correspondence between C and C̄ = {ρ̄i | ρi ∈ C}. Now 〈C̄〉 ≤ Sk. Moreover if ρ̄i ∈ 〈ρj | j 6= i〉
then ρi ∈ 〈C \ {ρi}〉〈L〉, a contradiction. Thus C̄ is an independent set of permutations in Sk, hence
|C| = |C̄| ≤ k − 1. �

Lemma 3.2. If m = 4 and the block action is isomorphic to (C2)
2, then |C| ≤ n/4 − 1. Moreover we have

the following.

(a) If |C| = n/4− 1 then 〈L ∪ C〉 ∼= Sn/4 × (C2)
2.

(b) If γ ∈ S is a central involution fixing the blocks then |C| ≤ n/8.

Proof. Let L = {α, β}. Now either (αβ)2 is trivial or not. Let us deal with these two cases separately.
(1) Suppose that there exists a set of nonconsecutive generators L = {α, β} generating the block action.

Now consider the mapping ρ 7→ ρ̄ where ρ̄ is a permutation fixing the blocks that is obtained by undoing the
block action using elements of 〈L〉. That is, ρ̄ = ργ with γ ∈ 〈α, β〉. As ρ̄ centralizes 〈L〉, we conclude that
〈ρ̄ | ρ ∈ C〉 ≤ Sn/4 and {ρ̄ | ρ ∈ C} is independent, thus |C| ≤ n/4− 1.

When |C| = n/4− 1, 〈ρ̄ | ρ ∈ C〉 ∼= Sn/4, hence 〈L ∪C〉 ∼= Sn/4 × (C2)
2.

If γ ∈ S is a central involution, particularly γ ∈ C, then G ≤ Sn/8 × (C2)
3 with L′ = {α, β, γ} generating

the block action. The set C′ of the elements commuting with the elements of L′ is equal to C \ {γ}. As
before there is a natural embedding of C \ {γ} into Sn/8. Thus |C \ {γ}| ≤ n/8− 1, as wanted.
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(2) Suppose there exist no pair {α, β} generating the block action with (αβ)2 being trivial. Thus L =
{ρi, ρi+1} for some i. Then the elements of C must fix the blocks otherwise we are in case (1). Hence
|C| ≤ n/4− 1.

Clearly if |C| = n/4− 1, then 〈C〉 = Sn/4. Finally if α centralizes 〈C〉, |C| ≤ n/8, as wanted. �

A {B1, . . . , Bm} is maximal block system for G if there is no other block system having a block X (|X | 6= n)
with B1 ⊆ X .

In what follows, we resume the results obtained in the proof of Proposition 2.1 of [4].

Proposition 3.3. [4] Suppose that L, C and R are as defined above with respect to a maximal block system.
Then these sets of generators satisfy the following properties.

(a) 〈L〉 has a primitive action on the blocks.
(b) |L| ≤ m− 1.
(c) If |L| = m − 1 and m ≥ 5 then the action of 〈L〉 on the blocks corresponds to the standard Coxeter

generators of Sm.
(d) If the set of labels of L is not an interval then |L| ≤ 2 log2 m and m ≥ 60, thus |L| < m/4− 3.
(e) If the set of labels of L is not an interval then r < n/2.
(f) |C| ≤ k − 1
(g) If the set of labels of the elements of L is an interval then |R| ≤ 2.
(h) If m 6= 2 and the set of labels of the elements of L is an interval, then r ≤ m+ k − 1.

Corollary 3.4. If r ≥ n/2 ≥ 7 then one of the situations occurs: k = 2, m = 2.

Proof. Suppose that k, m 6= 2. By Proposition 3.3 r = |S| = |L|+|C|+|R| ≤ m+k−1. Thus mk
2 ≤ m+k−1,

which is equivalent to (m− 2)(k − 2) ≤ 2. The later inequality holds for n ≥ 14. �

4. Case: Imprimitive groups with blocks of size 2.

In this case we consider that G has a maximal block system with blocks of size two, which implies that
the action of G on the blocks is primitive. Consider the sets S, L, C and R has in the previous section. Let
us assume that r = |S| ≥ n/2. Then by Proposition 3.3 we have that the set of labels of L is an interval and
as m 6= 2, |C| ≤ 1. Furthermore, if C is nonempty then the element of C is the permutation swapping all
pairs of points within a block.

In what follows let Ψ be the sggi corresponding to the action of L on the blocks.

Proposition 4.1. If r ≥ n/2 then Ψ cannot be isomorphic to one of the groups D10, PGL2(5) or PSL2(5).

Proof. Suppose that Ψ is one of the groups listed in this proposition. By Theorem 2.2 |L| ≤ n/2 − 2. In
the cases |R ∪ C| = 3, and we will assume that C = {ρ0} and R = {ρ1, ρr−1}. Notice that Gi,j < Gi < G,
Gi,j < Gj < G and Gi 6= Gj . However Gi and Gj might be isomorphic, since the corresponding permutation
representations, can give distinct subgraphs of G.

Let us consider each group, PGL2(5), PSL2(5) and D10, separately.
(1) Ψ ∼= PGL2(5): The following diagram gives the subgroups of C2 ≀ PGL2(5) which have Ψ as the block

action.

C2 ≀ PGL2(5)

C5
2.PGL2(5) (C2 ≀ PGL2(5))

+

A5 : C4 C2 × PGL2(5)

PGL2(5)

Suppose first that |R ∪ C| = 3. As PGL2(5) is almost simple and G1,r−1 = 〈L〉 × 〈C〉, G1,r−1 ≇ PGL2(5).
Hence G1,r−1 is either A5 : C4 or C2 × PGL2(5). Then G1

∼= Gr−1
∼= C5

2.PGL2(5) or G1
∼= Gr−1

∼=
(C2 ≀ PGL2(5))

+. But these groups have a unique transitive permutation representation on 12 points that is
represented as a subgraph of G, which gives G1 = Gr−1, a contradiction. Thus |R ∪ C| = 2.
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Now let R ∪ C = {ρi, ρj}. To avoid the previous contradiction we must have Gi,j
∼= Ψ ∼= PGL2(5) which

might be transitive or intransitive (this is the only group of the diagram above that might be intransitive).
But then either Gi

∼= Gj
∼= C2 × PGL2(5) or Gi

∼= Gj
∼= (C2 ≀ PGL2(5))

+. In the first case there is a
central involution δ ∈ Gi ∩ Gj = Gi,j

∼= PGL2(5), a contradiction. In the second case implies Gi = Gj , a
contradiction.

(2) Ψ ∼= PSL2(5): Consider the case where |R ∪ C| = 3. The transitive subgroups of C2 ≀ PSL2(5) having
block action Ψ are the following.

PSL2(5) < C2 × PSL2(5) < (C2 ≀ PSL2(5))
+ < C2 ≀ PSL2(5)

In this case we must have G1,r−1
∼= C2×PSL2(5) and G1

∼= Gr−1. But this gives G1 = Gr−1, a contradiction.
Then |R ∪ C| = 2. In this case, let R = {ρi} and C = {ρj}. This implies that Gi

∼= C2 × PSL2(5) and
Gj cannot be isomorphic to C2 × PSL2(5). Hence either Gj is a proper subgroup of Gi or Gi is a proper
subgroup of Gj , a contradiction.

(3) Ψ ∼= D10: In this case |R∪C| = 3. The transitive subgroups of C2 ≀D10 having block action Ψ are the
following.

D10; C2 ×D10; (C2 ≀D10)
+; C2 ≀D10

Then G1
∼= C2 ×D10. If G0

∼= Gr−1
∼= (C2 ≀D10)

+ then G0 = Gr−1, a contradiction. �

Proposition 4.2. Let r ≥ n/2. If |R ∪ C| = 3 then Ψ is isomorphic to Sn/2 or An/2.

Proof. Up to duality we may assume that C = {ρ0}, R = {ρ1, ρr−1} and L = {ρ2, . . . , ρr−2}. Let αi

be the action of ρi on the blocks. Then Ψ = 〈α2, . . . , αr−2〉. Here we consider the following notation
Ψi := 〈αj | j 6= i〉.

Let us prove that Ψi is intransitive for every i ∈ {2, . . . , r − 2} when n/2 ≥ 9.
(1) Ψ2 and Ψr−2 are intransitive: Suppose that Ψ2 is transitive. If ρ1 swaps a pair of points inside a block,

then, as ρ1 centralizes G>2, ρ1 = ρ0, a contradiction. Thus ρ1 swaps a pair of blocks. Then, the transitivity
of G>2, forces ρ1 to swap all blocks pair wisely. Moreover ρ0ρ1 is also a permutation swapping all blocks pair
wisely and ρ0ρ1 ∈ 〈L〉, a contradiction. Therefore Ψ2 is intransitive and by duality Ψr−2 is also intransitive.

(2) Ψi is intransitive for i ∈ {3, . . . , r − 3}: Suppose that Ψi (= Ψ{2,...,i−1} × Ψ{i+1,...,r−2}) is transitive.
As Ψ{2,...,i−1} ≤ Ψr−2 and Ψ{i+1,...,r−2} ≤ Ψ2, these groups of the decomposition of Ψi are intransitive, by
(1). Hence Ψi is imprimitive. Then, by Lemma 2.8, r − 4 = |L| − 1 ≤ (k′ − 1) + (m′ − 1). As |L| ≥ n/2− 3,
we have that n/2 − 4 ≤ k′ +m′ − 2, which is only possible if (k′ − 1)(m′ − 1) ≤ 3, which is never the case
as n/2 = k′m′ ≥ 9. This proves that for i ∈ {2, . . . , r − 2}, Ψi is intransitive. Now if n/2 ≥ 2.3 + 3 = 9, by
Proposition 2.14, Ψ ∼= Sn/2, as wanted.

Now suppose that n/2 ≤ 8. As |L| ≥ n/2− 3, by Lemma 2.7 and Proposition 4.1 Ψ is either isomorphic
to Sn/2 or to An/2. �

Proposition 4.3. If r ≥ n/2 then |R ∪ C| < 3 and |L| ≥ n/2− 2.

Proof. Suppose that |R ∪ C| = 3. Then by Proposition 4.2 Ψ is isomorphic to Sn/2 or An/2. First consider
the case Ψ ∼= Sn/2. Then C = {ρ0} and R = {ρ1, ρr−1}. As L is a minimal set of generators generating
the block action, and G is transitive, G0,1 = 〈L ∪ {ρr−1}〉 is transitive. Hence the group G0,1 is a transitive
subgroup of C2 ≀Sn/2. Then, by Theorem 2.23, G0 and G1 must be index 2 subgroups of C2 ≀Sn/2, while G0,1

is twice bigger than Sn/2. Moreover G0,1 must contain the permutation swapping all pairs of points fixing
the blocks, that is, ρ0 ∈ G0,1, a contradiction. The same argument can be applied when Ψ is isomorphic to
An/2. �

Proposition 4.4. Let r ≥ n/2. If |R∪C| = 2 then 〈L〉 ∼= Sn/2, |R| = |C| = 1, n/2 is odd and G ∼= C2 ≀Sn/2.

Proof. In this case |L| ≥ n/2 − 2, hence Ψ is a transitive sggi of rank n/2 − 2 and degree n/2. Suppose
that Ψ is neither Sn/2 nor An/2. Hence by Lemma 2.7 Ψ is isomorphic to one of the groups D10, PSL2(5) or
PGL2(5). But Proposition 4.1 excludes the possibility of Ψ being isomorphic to these groups. Hence 〈L〉 is
a subgroup of C2 ≀H with H being An/2 or Sn/2. Let us now use Theorem 2.23 to conclude that 〈L〉 ∼= H .
As 〈L〉 = Gi,j for some i and j, 〈L〉 cannot be an index 2 subgroup of C2 ≀ H . Suppose that |〈L〉| = 2|H |.
Then for distinct i and j the subgroups Gi and Gj must be index 2 subgroups of C2 ≀H . Thus Gi and Gj ,
and consequently 〈L〉, contain all even permutations fixing the blocks, a contradiction. Hence 〈L〉 ∼= H , as
wanted.
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Now suppose that H ∼= An/2. Then Ψ ∼= An/2
∼= 〈L〉, thus Ψ is a string C-group. Hence we can use

Theorem 2.17 to conclude that |L| ≤ n/2+1
2 . This implies that n/2 ≤ 5. The only alternating group of

degree at most 5 that is a string C-group is A5. This implies that 〈L〉 ∼= Ψ ∼= A5. But A5 does not have an
imprimitive permutation representation on 10 points, a contradiction.

Suppose that R ∪ C = {ρi, ρj}. As Gi,j does not contain a nontrivial permutation fixing all blocks, we
may consider that, Gi,j is an index 2 subgroup of Gj and Gi is an index 2 subgroup of C2 ≀ Sn/2. Hence ρi
commutes with all the elements of Gi,j , thus ρi ∈ C. Moreover as Gj is not a subgroup of Gi, ρi must be an
odd permutation, which is only possible if n/2 is odd. We also conclude that G ∼= C2 ≀ Sn/2

The rest follows from Theorems 2.11 and 2.12. �

Now using Proposition 4.4 it is possible to determine the possibilities for the permutation representation
graph of Γ when |R ∪ C| = 2.

Corollary 4.5. Let r ≥ n/2 ≥ 7. If |R ∪ C| = 2 then n/2 is odd and G is, up to duality, one of the graphs
of Table 4.

Proof. Using Proposition 4.4, it is possible to determine the possibilities for the permutation representation
graph of G when |R ∪ C| = 2.

Up to duality we may assume that C = {ρ0} where ρ0 is the permutation swapping all pairs of points
within a block, say ρ0 = (1, 2) . . . (n− 1, n). Then either R = {ρ1} or R = {ρr−1}.

We also need to consider two possibilities, either |L| = n/2− 1 or |L| = n/2− 2. When |L| = n/2− 1, 〈L〉
is the automorphism group of the simplex, which is self dual; when |L| = n/2− 2, 〈L〉 is the automorphism
group of one of the two abstract regular polytopes of rank n/2− 2 for Sn/2, having one of the Schläfli symbol
{3, . . . , 3, 6, 4} or {4, 6, 3, . . . , 3} (which are dual to each other). Finally, the possibilities for the permutation
representation graph of these polytopes are determined by Propositions 2.13 and 2.20, depending on whether
〈L〉 is intransitive or transitive. If 〈L〉 is intransitive, the permutation graph of 〈L〉 is given by two copies
of one of the graphs given in Proposition 2.13. The possibilities for the element of R, which must be an
even permutation, are determined by the commuting property. With this we obtain the graphs listed in the
Table 4. �

Proposition 4.6. Let r ≥ n/2 ≥ 7. If |R∪C| = 1 then Ψ ∼= Sn/2 and the action of G on the blocks is given
by the following graph.

�������� 1 �������� ��������r−1��������

Proof. In this case |L| ≥ n/2− 1, hence Ψ is a transitive sggi of rank n/2− 1 and degree n/2. Up to duality
we may assume that R ∪ C = {ρ0}. By Corollary 2.10, we have that Ψ ∼= Sn/2 and the block action graph
given in the statement of this proposition.

�

Proposition 4.7. Let r ≥ n/2 ≥ 7. If |R∪C| = 1 and 〈L〉 ∼= Sn/2 then G is one of the graphs of Table 5 or
the graphs (1) and (2) of Table 8.

Proof. First, consider the case where 〈L〉 is intransitive. Then 〈L〉 is represented by two copies of the
permutation graph of the symplex. Suppose first that |C| = 1. In this case G ∼= C2 × Sn/2 and G admites
another block system with exactly two blocks. The permutation representation graph of Γ is the graph (1)
appearing on Table 8. If |C| = 0 then we get, up to duality, the permutation representation graphs (13) and
(14) of Table 5.

Consider now that 〈L〉 is transitive. In this case the permutation representation of 〈L〉 is given by Propo-
sition 2.20. If |C| = 1 then G ∼= C2×Sn/2 and G admites another block system with exactly two blocks. The
permutation representation graph of Γ is the graph (2) of Table 8. If |C| = 0 then, we get the graphs (15)
and (16) of Table 5. �

In what remains of this session assume the following.

• r ≥ n/2 ≥ 7;
• R ∪C = {ρ0} and
• 〈L〉 6∼= Sn/2.
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By Proposition 4.6 the permutation representation graph of Ψ determines a natural ordering on the blocks:
let B1 be the first block (on the left) and Bn/2 be the last block (on the right). Consider the embedding

f : 〈L〉 → Sn/2. By Corollary 2.21, either Ker(f) ∼= C2 or Ker(f) ∼= (C2)
n/2−1. We will represent the

elements of α ∈ Ker(f) as a vector α̃ ∈ {0, 1}n/2. Particularly, the central involution permuting all pairs of
points within a block corresponds to the all 1’s vector. In what follows consider the following notation where
xi represents a sequence of length i of x’s (x, x, . . . , x), x ∈ {0, 1} and i being any nonnegative integer.

O := (0n/2)

U := (1n/2)
Li := (1i, 0n/2−i)

Ri := (0i, 1n/2−i)

Vi := (1i, 0, 0, 1n/2−(i+2))
Ti := (1i, 0, 0, 0, 1n/2−(i+3))

For i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} let ρi = αiβi with αi being a permutation fixing the blocks and βi being the
permutation swapping Bi and Bi+1. Then thanks to the commuting property, α̃i is either O, Li−1, Ri+1 or
Vi−1.

Let δi := (ρiρi+1)
3 (i > 0). In the following table we determine all the possibilities for δ̃i. As δi ∈ Ker(f)

and Ker(f) ∼= C2 or Ker(f) ∼= (C2)
n/2−1, δi = (ρiρi+1)

3 is either the permutation (1, 2) . . . (n − 1, n) or an

even permutation. In the following table we determine all the possibilities for δ̃i for all the possibilities for
the pair (α̃i, α̃i+1) in some cases the result is an odd permutation, thus these cases cannot happen.

i ∈ {2, . . . , r − 3} i = 1 i = r − 2

α̃i\α̃i+1 O Li Ri+2 Vi

O O Li+2 Ri+2 U
Li−1 Li−1 odd Ti−1 Ri−1

Ri+1 Ri−1 Ti−1 odd Li−1

Vi−1 U Ri+2 Li+2 O

α̃1\α̃2 O L1 R3 V1

O O odd R3 U
R2 U R3 odd O

α̃r−2\α̃r−1 O Lr−2

O O U
Lr−3 Lr−3 odd
Rr−1 odd Lr−3

Vr−3 U O

Table 3. Possibilities for δ̃i.

Proposition 4.8. If Ker(f) ∼= C2 then G is, up to duality, one of the graphs of Table 6.

Proof. In this case δi = (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n) for some i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} and, for j ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} \ {i},
δj must be trivial. In addition, up to duality, either ρ0 = (1, 2) or ρ0 = (3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n).

Since δ̃i = U the possibilities for (α̃i, α̃i+1) are determined in Table 3. Suppose that (α̃i, α̃i+1) = (Vi−1, O)

and i 6= 1. Then, as δ̃j = O for j 6= i, α̃j = Vj−1 for j ∈ {2, . . . , i − 1} and α̃1 = R2. This gives the graphs
(17) and (18) of Table 6. Analogously for when (α̃i, α̃i+1) = (O, Vi) we get the graphs (19) and (20) of
Table 6.The graphs (21)-(24) of Table 6 are obtained when i = 1 and i = r − 2. �

Lemma 4.9. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , r− 2}. If δi is a non-trivial even permutation and δi 6= (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n)
then n/2 is odd and ρ0 = (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n).

Proof. Suppose that neither δi nor ρ0 is equal to the permutation (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n − 1, n). Then, by the
commuting property, ρ0 is, up to duality, one of the permutations: (1, 2) or (3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n).

Let first consider that i 6= 1. Note that (ρ0ρ1)
2 = (1, 2)(3, 4) and [(ρ0ρ1)

2]ρ1ρ2ρ1 = (3, 4)(5, 6). If δi
fixes B1 point wisely then G0,1 contains all even permutation fixing the blocks B2, ..., Bn/2, particularly
(3, 4)(5, 6) ∈ G0,1. Hence (3, 4)(5, 6) ∈ G0,1 ∩ 〈ρ0, ρ1, ρ2〉 = 〈ρ2〉, a contradiction. If δi swaps the points of
the block B1, then (1, 2)(3, 4) ∈ G0,1. Hence (1, 2)(3, 4) ∈ G0,1 ∩ 〈ρ0, ρ1〉, a contradiction. Thus if δi is not
(1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n) then ρ0 = (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n).

Now suppose that i = 1. Then G0 contains all even permutations fixing the blocks B1, . . . , Bn/2. Par-
ticularly (1, 2)(3, 4) ∈ G0. If ρ0 = (1, 2) then G<4 contains all permutations fixing the blocks B1, B2 and
B3 particularly (1, 2)(3, 4) ∈ G<4. But (1, 2)(3, 4) /∈ 〈ρ1, ρ2〉, contradicting the intersection property. Now
consider that ρ0 = (3, 4) . . . (n − 1, n). According to Table 3, (α̃1, α̃2) ∈ {(O,R3), (R2, L1)}, which gives
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δ̃1 = (03, 1n/2−3). Thus n/2 must be odd and therefore ρ0 is even. As G0 contains all even permutation
fixing the blocks, ρ0 ∈ G0, a contradiction. This shows that ρ0 = (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n).

Finally, if n/2 is even, as in both casesG0 contains all even permutations fixing the blocks, (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n−
1, n) ∈ G0. Hence ρ0 ∈ G0, a contradiction. Hence n/2 is odd.

�

Lemma 4.10. Let i, j ∈ {1, . . . , r−2} and i < j. If δi and δj are nontrivial even permutations different from
(1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n) then either j = i+ 1 or there exists k ∈ {i+ 1, . . . , j − 1} such that δk is nontrivial.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that j 6= i + 1 and that δk is trivial for k ∈ {i + 1, . . . , j − 1}. Then
〈ρi+1, . . . , ρj〉 ∼= Sj−i+1, particularly 〈ρi+1, . . . , ρj〉 does not contain a nontrivial permutation fixing {Bi+1, . . . , Bj+1}.
Moreover any permutation in G0,i,j+1 that swaps a pair of points within one of the blocks {Bi+1, . . . , Bj+1},
must swap all pairs of points of these blocks.

As δj 6= (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n − 1, n), either δjδ
ρj−1

j or δjδ
ρj+2

j is a 2-transposition fixing {Bj+1, . . . , Bn/2}.

Particularly, G0,i contains all the 2-transpositions fixing {Bi+1, . . . , Bj+1}. Using similar argument we also
conclude that G0,j+1 contains all the 2-transpositions fixing {Bi+1, . . . , Bj+1}. But then G0,j+1 ∩ G0,i >
G0,i,j+1, a contradiction. �

Proposition 4.11. If Ker(f) = C
n/2−1
2 then we have the following holds.

(a) |{j ∈ {1, . . . r − 2} | δj 6= id}| > 1 and {j ∈ {1, . . . r − 2} | δj 6= id} is an interval;
(b) n/2 is odd and ρ0 = (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n).

Proof. As Ker(f) = C
n/2−1
2 we have that for some i ≥ 1, δi is an even permutation different from (1, 2) . . . (n−

1, n). Suppose that δj is trivial for j ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} \ {i}. Consider first i 6= 1, r − 2. According to Table 3
we have the following contradiction.

(

δ̃i−1 = O ∧ δ̃i 6= O ⇒ α̃i ∈ {O, Vi−1} ∧ α̃i+1 /∈ {O, Vi}
)

and
(

δ̃i+1 = O ⇒ α̃i+1 ∈ {O, Vi}
)

For i = 1 (and similarly when i = r − 2) we also get the following contradiction
(

δ̃2 = O ⇒ α̃2 ∈ {O, V1}
)

and
(

δ̃1 6= O ⇒ (α̃1, α̃2) ∈ {(R2, L1), (O,R3)} ⇒ δ̃2 /∈ {O, V1}
)

This proves that |{j ∈ {1, . . . r − 2} | δj 6= id}| > 1 and also shows that {j | δj 6= id} must be an interval. By
Lemma 4.9, n/2 is odd and ρ0 = (1, 2)(3, 4) . . . (n− 1, n). �

Lemma 4.12. If x = min{j ∈ {1, . . . r−2} | δj 6= id} and h ≥ x+3 then G<h contains all even permutations
fixing B1, . . . , Bh.

The dual of this lemma also holds.

Proof. Suppose first that x > 1. As in the previous proof we have,

δ̃x−1 = O ∧ δ̃x 6= O ⇒ α̃x ∈ {O, Vx−1} ∧ α̃x+1 /∈ {O, Vx} ⇒ δ̃x ∈ {Lx+2, Rx+2}

In any case δxδ
ρx+2

x is the 2-transposition swapping the points inside the blocks Bx+2 and Bx+3. Hence
G<x+3 contains all even permutations fixing B1, . . . , Bx+3.

Consequently for h ≥ x+ 3, G<h contains all even permutations fixing B1, . . . , Bh.
Suppose that x = 1. As, by Proposition 4.11 ρ̃0 = U , we must have δ̃1 = R3, hence δ1δ

ρ2

1 = (3, 4)(5, 6)
hence we get the same result as for x > 1. �

Proposition 4.13. {j ∈ {1, . . . r − 2} | δj 6= id} = {x, x+ 1} for some i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 2}.

Proof. Suppose that x = min{j ∈ {1, . . . r − 2} | δj 6= id} and y = max{j ∈ {1, . . . r − 2} | δj 6= id} and that
y > x + 1. Then, by Lemma 4.12 G<x+3 contains all even permutations fixing B1, . . . , Bx+3. But also, as
x < y− 1, G>x contains all even permutations fixing Bx+1, . . . , Br. But then G>x ∩G<x+3 is not a dihedral
group, contradicting the intersection property. Hence y = x+ 1, as wanted. �

In what follows let x be the index determined in the previous proposition, meaning that, δx and δx+1 are
the unique nontrivial δ’s.

Proposition 4.14. If Ker(f) = C
n/2−1
2 then G is, up to duality, one of the graphs of Table 7.
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Proof. Suppose first that x /∈ {1, r − 3}.

As δ̃x−1 = δ̃x+2 = O, we must have α̃x ∈ {O, Vx−1} and α̃x+2 ∈ {O, Vx+1}. Moreover,

δ̃x ∈ {Lx+2, Rx+2} and δ̃x+1 ∈ {Lx, Rx}.

Let us consider separately the following cases: in case (A) x is even, in case (B) and x is odd. Notice that
Li is even weight vector if and only if i is even, while Ri is an even weight vector if and only if i is odd.

(A) In this case δ̃x = Lx+2 and δ̃x+1 = Lx.

δ̃x = Lx+2 ⇒ (α̃x, α̃x+1) ∈ {(O,Lx), (Vx−1, Rx+2)}

If (α̃x, α̃x+1) = (O,Lx) we get the following.
{

α̃i = O, i 6= x+ 1
α̃x+1 = Lx

If (α̃x, α̃x+1) = (Vx−1, Rx+2) we get the following.
{

α̃i = Vi−1, i 6= x+ 1
α̃x+1 = Rx+2

Then, when x is even, we get two possibilities for G corresponding to graphs (25) and (26) of Table 7.

(B) In this case δ̃x = Rx+2 and δ̃x+1 = Rx.

δ̃x = Rx+2 ⇒ (α̃x, α̃x+1) ∈ {(O,Rx+2), (Vx−1, Lx)}

If (α̃x, α̃x+1) = (O,Rx+2) we get the following.
{

α̃i = O, i 6= x+ 1
α̃x+1 = Rx+2

If (α̃x, α̃x+1) = (Vx−1, Lx) we get the following.
{

α̃i = Vi−1, i 6= x+ 1
α̃x+1 = Lx

Then, when x is odd, we get two possibilities for G corresponding to graphs (27) and (28) of Table 7.

Suppose that x = 1. Then by Table 3, either δ̃1 = R3 and δ̃2 ∈ {L1, R1, L4, T1, R4}. As L1 and R4

are odd permutations these can be excluded from the set of possibilities for δ̃2. If δ̃2 ∈ {T1, L4} then

α̃3 /∈ {O, V2}, hence δ̃3 6= O, a contradiction. This gives only one possibility which is, δ̃2 = R1. Consequently
(α̃2, α̃3) ∈ {(R3, O), (L1, V2)}. If (α̃2, α̃3) = (R3, O) then

{

α̃i = O, i 6= 2
α̃2 = R3

If (α̃2, α̃3) = (L1, V2) then







α̃1 = R2

α̃2 = L1,
α̃i = Vi−1, i ≥ 3

Then, when x = 1 (which is odd), we get two possibilities for G corresponding to graphs (27) and (28) of
Table 7. For x = r − 3 = n/2− 3 similar arguments give the possibilities (25) and (26) of Table 7.

�

5. Case: Imprimitive groups with two blocks.

In what follows let {p1, . . . , pr−1} be the Schläfli symbol of Γ.
Now we deal with the case m = 2, in this case L is a singleton. Let B = {B1, B2} denote the block system.

By Proposition 2.18 we may assume that r = n/2.
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Proposition 5.1. Let r = n/2. If |R| = 0, then G ∼= C2 × Sn/2 and, up to duality, we have that p1 = 2 and
Γ0 is the automorphism group of a polytope of rank (n/2 − 1) for Sn/2. If n/2 ≥ 7 then the Schläfli symbol
of Γ is {2, 3, . . . , 3} and G admites the following two permutation representations,

��������

0

1 ��������

0

2 ��������

0

��������

0

r−1 ��������

0

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

or ��������

I1

1 ��������

I1,2

2 ��������

I2,3

��������

Ir−3,r−2

r−2 ��������

Ir−2,r−1

r−1 ��������

Ir−1

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−2

��������
r−1

��������

In the first graph the blocks are the G0-orbits while in the second graph each edge connects vertices in
different blocks.

Proof. In this case 〈C〉 acts faithfully on the pairs of points swapped by the element of L. Hence |C| ≤ n/2−1.
As r = n/2, |C| = n/2− 1.

Suppose first that 〈C〉 is intransitive. Then the permutation representation graph of 〈C〉 is given by two
copies of one of the two first graphs given in Proposition 2.13. Hence, for n/2 ≥ 7, Γ has the first permutation
representation graph given in this proposition.

Let us now assume that 〈C〉 is transitive. Let L = {ρi}. Let, for j 6= i, αj = ρjρ
τ
i where τ = 1 if

B1 = B2ρj and τ = 0 if ρj fixes the blocks. The set Λ := {αj | i ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1}} is independent, indeed
if αk ∈ 〈αj | j 6= k〉, then ρk ∈ Gk, a contradiction. Moreover 〈Λ〉 acts faithfully on the n/2 pairs of points
that are swapped by ρi, and |Λ| = n/2 − 1. Hence by Corollary 2.10, as n/2 ≥ 7, 〈Λ〉 is a string C-group
having the first permutation representation graph given in Proposition 2.13. Particularly 〈Λ〉 ∼= Sn/2, which
implies that i ∈ {0, r − 1} and the order of the product of consecutive αj ’s is 3. Consider i = 0 and let
j ∈ {1, . . . , r − 1} such that ρj ∈ C swaps the blocks. Suppose that the consecutive generator ρk ∈ C,
with k ∈ {j − 1, j + 1} does not swap the blocks. As (αjαk)

3 = id, by the definition of αj , we have that
(ρjρ0ρk)

3 = id. If (ρjρk)
3 = id, then we have ρ0 = id, a contradiction. If (ρjρk)

3 6= id, then we have
ρ0 = (ρjρk)

3, i.e. ρ0 ∈ 〈C〉, a contradiction. As 〈C〉 is transitive, hence the consecutive generator must also
swap the blocks, implying that all generators of C swap the blocks and the product of consecutive generators
must also be 3. The case when i = r− 1 is equivalent. This gives, up to duality, the second possibility given
in the statement of this proposition. �

Proposition 5.2. Let r = n/2 ≥ 7. If 〈C ∪ L〉 is transitive and |R| 6= 0 then 〈C〉 is transitive.

Proof. Suppose that 〈C ∪ L〉 is transitive but 〈C〉 is intransitive. As 〈C〉 is a normal subgroup of 〈C ∪ L〉,
the 〈C〉-orbits are swapped by the element of L. Particularly 〈C〉 must have exactly two orbits.

Notice that the 〈C〉-orbits do not need to be B1 and B2. Indeed the elements of C do not need to fix the
blocks of B and the elements of R do not need to preserve the 〈C〉-orbits. Nevertheless if L = {ρi} and δρi
has a fixed point, then B1δ = B2, which implies that δ is fixed-point-free.

The group generated by C acts faithfully on the pairs of points swapped by the element of L. Thus 〈C〉
is embedded into Sn/2. Let us deal separately with the cases 〈C〉 ∼= Sn/2 and 〈C〉 6∼= Sn/2 .

Case 1: 〈C〉 ∼= Sn/2.
In this case an element of R cannot fix the 〈C〉-orbits, if δ ∈ R does fix the 〈C〉-orbits, then δδρi ∈ 〈C〉, a

contradiction.
Let us prove that in this case |R| 6= 2. Suppose the contrary, that |R| = 2. As the elements of C must be

consecutive (because 〈C〉 ∼= Sn/2), up to duality, we may assume that L = {ρ1}, R = {ρ0, ρ2}. In this case
ρ0 centralizes 〈C〉, this implies that ρ0 = ρ1, a contradiction. Thus |R| = 1 and the element of R cannot
commute with all the elements of C. As r = n/2, we must have |C| = n/2− 2.

Up to duality, we may consider L = {ρ0}, R = {ρ1} and C = {ρ2, . . . , ρr−1}.
As n/2 ≥ 7, the permutation representation graph of 〈C ∪ L〉 is, by Proposition 2.13, as follows.

'&%$ !"#a
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3 '&%$ !"#b
0

2 ��������

0

3 ��������
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4 ��������
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��������

0
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0

'&%$ !"#c
3

/.-,()*+d
2

��������
3

��������
4

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

Let {a, b, c, d} be as above. If ρ1 acts nontrivially on {1, . . . , n}\{a, b, c, d} then, G has n/2−2 {0, 1}-edges,
which implies that B1ρ1 = B2. Particularly ρ1 is fixed-point-free. Then we get that ρ1 commutes with ρ0,
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contradicting the definition of C. Thus ρ1 fixes {1, . . . , n} \ {a, b, c, d}. Now to avoid a double {0, 1}-edge
and ρ1 fixing the 〈C〉-orbits, let aρ1 = d, then, as ρ1 and ρ3 commute, bρ1 = c. But then ρ1 and ρ0 also
commute, a contradiction.

Case 2: 〈C〉 6∼= Sn/2.
In this case, by Theorem 2.17 and Propositions 2.15 and 2.18, |C| ≤ (n/2)/2 + 1. But as r ≤ |C| + 3

and r ≥ n/2, we get that n/2 ≤ 8 (and n/2 ≥ 7). Hence n ∈ {7, 8} which implies that |C| ≤ (n/2)/2.
Consequently, n/2 ≤ |C|+ 3 ≤ n/4 + 3 gives n ≤ 12, a contradiction.

�

Lemma 5.3. Let r ≥ n/2 − 2, n/2 ≥ 7 and n 6= 16. Suppose that Φ = (H, {α0, . . . , αr−1}) is a string
C-group satisfying the following

• H0 is transitive;
• (α0α1)

2 = id;
• H has a block system B = {B1, B2} with B1 = B2α0.

Then H has a primitive action on the 〈α0〉-orbits.

Proof. As (α0α1)
2 = id, α0 is a central involution. As in addition H0 is transitive, the 〈α0〉-orbits form a

block system for H . Suppose that the action of H on the 〈α0〉-orbits is imprimitive. Then there exist a block
system V with m blocks of size k such that H ≤ Sk ≀ Sm with n = km and such that α0 fixes the blocks. We
have that k is even and k ≥ 4. Let us also consider V , with k being maximal, that is, such that the action of
H on V is primitive.

Now let L be a subset of {α0, . . . , αr−1} generating independently the action on the m blocks. We have
that 〈L〉 has a primitive action on the m blocks, hence by Proposition 3.3(d), as r ≥ n/2− 2, the elements
of L are consecutive. Let C be the subset of {α0, . . . , αr−1} that commute with all the elements of L and R
be the remaining generators of H . Notice that α0 ∈ C and |R| ≤ 2.

Let ᾱi, for i 6= 0, be the action of αi on the 〈α0〉-orbits. The set {ᾱi, i = 1, . . . , r − 1} is independent
(similarly to the set Λ that was considered in the proof of Proposition 5.1). Let L̄ = {ᾱi |αi ∈ L}, R̄ =
{ᾱi |αi ∈ R} and C̄ = {ᾱi |αi ∈ C \ {α0}}.

We claim that |C| ≤ k/2. Indeed if 〈C〉 fixes the blocks we have that |C̄| ≤ k/2 − 1, which implies
that |C| ≤ k/2. If an element of C swaps the blocks, then, as 〈L〉 is primitive, m = 2. In this case the
elements of C \ {α0} act independently on the 〈L ∪ {ρ0}〉-orbits, which have exactly four points. Hence
|C \ {α0}| ≤ n/4− 1 = k/2− 1. Thus we also get what we want |C| ≤ k/2.

Hence we have the following bound for r.

r = |C ∪ L ∪R| ≤ k/2 +m− 1 + 2.

Consequently, k/2 +m+ 1 ≥ km/2− 2, which gives (k − 2)(m− 1) ≤ 8.
As n/2 ≥ 7, n 6= 16, k is even and k ≥ 4 we need only to consider the following possibilities: (k,m) = (4, 5);

(k,m) = (6, 3) or (k,m) = (10, 2). Let us analise each of them separately.
• (k,m) = (4, 5): In this case |C| = 2 and 〈C〉 fixes the blocks. Let C = {α0, α1}. If |L| = n/4 − 1 = 4

then 〈L̄∪{ᾱ1}〉 ∼= C2×S5 and 〈L̄∪{ᾱ1}∪ R̄〉 ≤ C2 ≀S5. Thus |R| = |R̄| ≤ 1 which gives r = |L|+ |C|+ |R| ≤
4 + 2 + 1 = 7 < n/2− 2, a contradiciton.

• (k,m) = (6, 3) : In this case, as r ≥ 7, we must have |L| = 2, |C| = 3 and |R| = 2. Moreover we may
assume that C = {α0, α1, α2}, R = {α3, α6} and L = {α4, α5}. Let V = {V1, V2, V3} be the blocks system
where V1α4 = V2 and V2α5 = V3. Then 〈C〉 must fix the blocks of V , moreover the 〈C〉-orbits are precisely
the blocks of V . Then 〈C〉 ∼= C2×S3, and it has two possible permutation representations determined by the
transitive and the intransitive representation of S3 on 6 points. Now G3,5,6 has exactly two orbits, V1∪V2 and
V3, one of size 12 and the other one of size 6. Thus α6 must fix these two sets. Moreover, if V1α6 = V2, then
we can redefine L, say L = {α5, α6}, and then |R| < 2, giving r < n/2− 2, a contradiction. Hence, α6 must
fix each block of V . Then α6 must swap the blocks of B which forces the equality α6 = α0, a contradiction.

• (k,m) = (10, 2): In this case we have |L| = 1 and, as r ≥ n/2− 2 = 8, we must have |C| = n/4 = 5 and
|R| = 2. Let V = {V1, V2} be the block system where the blocks are swapped by the element in L. In this
case, 〈C〉 ∼= C2 × S5 and 〈C ∪L〉 ∼= C2

2 × S5. Then we may assume that all elements of C are consecutive and
that the last generator of G belongs to R, that is α7 ∈ R. Furthermore α7 commutes with all the elements
of C. Particularly 〈C ∪ {αr−1}〉 ∼= C2

2 × S5. If it swaps the blocks of V then we can make a different choice
for the element of L giving |R| < 2 and r < 8, a contradiction. Thus α7 fixes the blocks.
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First note that 〈C〉 and ρ7 cannot both fix the blocks of V , as in that case we would get an intransitive
permutation representation of C2

2 × S5 with two orbits of size n/2 = 10, this is impossible. Indeed it can be
checked computationally that the minimal degree of C2

2×S5 is greater than 10. Thus 〈C〉 must be transitive.
Hence, one generator of C\{α0} swaps the blocks of V . Then we can consider other elements for L giving
|C| < 5, and therefore r < 8, a contradiction.

�

Corollary 5.4. Let r ≥ n/2 ≥ 7. If 〈L ∪ C〉 is transitive and |R| 6= 0, then 〈L ∪ C〉 has a primitive action
on the 〈ρi〉-orbits, where L = {ρi}.

Proof. As 〈L ∪ C〉 is transitive, by Proposition 5.2, 〈C〉 is transitive. Suppose first that n 6= 16. Then by
Lemma 5.3, 〈L ∪ C〉 has a primitive action on the 〈ρi〉-orbits, where L = {ρi}. Now let n = 16 and suppose
that 〈L∪C〉 acts imprimitively on the 〈ρi〉-orbits. The action of 〈C〉 on the 〈ρi〉-orbits is faithfull, hence 〈C〉 is
a string C-group representation of a transitive group of degree 8. Thus by Proposition 2.18 |C| ≤ 8/2+1 = 5,
moreover as r ≥ 16/2 = 8 we must have |C| = 5 and |R| = 2. Hence 〈C〉 is the automorphism group of a
polytope with Schläfli symbol 3, 4, 4, 3 given in Table 2. Let C = {ρ0, . . . , ρ4}, R = {ρ5, ρ7} and L = {ρ6}.
The permutation representation of G5,7, can be determined computationally and is as follows.

ρ0 = (1, 10)(2, 9)(3, 12)(4, 11)(5, 16)(6, 15)(7, 14)(8, 13) ρ3 = (1, 9)(2, 10)(3, 13)(4, 14)(5, 15)(6, 16)(7, 11)(8, 12)
ρ1 = (1, 10)(2, 9)(3, 14)(4, 13)(5, 12)(6, 11)(7, 16)(8, 15) ρ4 = (1, 9)(2, 10)(3, 11)(4, 12)(5, 13)(6, 14)(7, 15)(8, 16)
ρ2 = (1, 3)(2, 4)(5, 7)(6, 8)(9, 11)(10, 12)(13, 15)(14, 16) ρ6 = (1, 2)(3, 4)(5, 6)(7, 8)(9, 10)(11, 12)(13, 14)(15, 16)

Now ρ7 is an involution commuting with all the elements of C. Computationally, it can check that there is
no such involution, a contradiction. Therefore, 〈L ∪ C〉 has a primitive action on the 〈ρi〉-orbits. �

Proposition 5.5. Let r = n/2 ≥ 7. Then 〈C ∪ L〉 is transitive if and only if |R| = 0.

Proof. Suppose that |R| 6= 0. By Proposition 5.2 〈C〉 is transitive. Let C = {ρj | j ∈ I} and L = {ρi}. By
Corollary 5.4, 〈L ∪ C〉 has a primitive action on the 〈ρi〉-orbits. In addition, notice that the elements of C
generate independently the action on the ρi-orbits. Hence if two consecutive elements of C commute then
|C| ≤ log2(n/2) ≤ n/2− 3, giving a contradiction. Thus I is an interval. Now let us deal separately with the
cases |R| = 2 and |R| = 1.

• |R| = 2: We may assume that R = {ρ0, ρ2}, L = {ρ1} and C = {ρ3, . . . , ρr−1}. Then both ρ0 and ρ1
centralizes 〈C〉. But 〈C〉 has a primitive action on the 〈ρ1〉-orbits, hence ρ0 = ρ1, a contradiction.

• |R| = 1: To avoid the previous contradiction the element of R cannot centralize 〈C〉. Thus let L = {ρ0},
R = {ρ1} and C = {ρ2, . . . , ρr−1}. If G1,i is transitive for i ∈ {2, . . . , r−1}, then, G1,i satisfies the conditions
of Lemma 5.3, hence G1,i has a primitive action on the ρ0-orbits. Moreover C \ {ρi} generate independently
the action of G1,i on the ρ0-orbits. As |C \ {ρi}| = n/2 − 3 then, by Proposition 2.7, the action on the
blocks is either Sn/2 or An/2. Also the action of 〈C〉 on the ρ0-orbits must be one of these groups, giving a
contradiction. Hence G1,i is intransitive for every i ∈ {2, . . . , r − 1}. Let Φ = {δ2, . . . , δr−1} where δi is the
action of ρi on the ρ0-orbits. As Φ is a sggi of rank n/2− 2 and Φi is intransitive for every i ∈ {2, . . . , r− 1},
by Proposition 2.14 is, up to duality, the a string C-group having the permutation representation of given
at the end of Proposition 2.13. Now if ρ1 fixes the blocks B1 and B2 then ρ1ρ

ρ0

1 ∈ 〈C ∪ L〉, a contradiction.
If B1 = B2ρ1 then as ρ1 commutes with ρi i > 2, but, as in Proposition 5.2, this forces ρ1 to commute also
with ρ0, giving a contradiction with the definition of C.

Now let |R| = 0. As G is a transitive group and G = 〈C ∪ L〉, then 〈C ∪ L〉 is intransitive. �

Proposition 5.6. Let r ≥ n/2 ≥ 7. If 〈C ∪ L〉 is intransitive and L = {ρi} then Gj is intransitive for
j /∈ {0, i, r − 1}.

Proof. In this case Gj = G<j × G>j . Suppose that {ρ0, . . . , ρj−1} 6⊆ C and {ρj+1, . . . , ρr−1} 6⊆ C. Then
i − 1 ≤ j − 1 and i + 1 ≥ j + 1, which give j = i, a contradiction. Hence, either {ρ0, . . . , ρj−1} ⊆ C or
{ρj+1, . . . , ρr−1} ⊆ C. Suppose, without loss of generality that {ρ0, . . . , ρj−1} ⊆ C. As 〈C∪L〉 is intransitive,
G<j is also intransitive. Therefore the G<j-orbits determine a block system for Gj . Now either ρi fix all
G<j-orbits or swaps all of them pair-wisely. When ρi swaps two G<j-orbits, say O1 and O2, then O1 ∪ O2

is a block of another block system whose blocks are twice bigger. Notice that as {ρ0, . . . , ρj−1, ρi} ⊆ L ∪ C
O1 ∪ O2 6= {1, . . . , n}. Consider a maximal block system such that G<j fix the blocks. Then ρi fixes the
blocks. Particularly the maximality of the blocks implies the action on the blocks is primitive. Let k′ and
m′ be the size of a block and the number of blocks, respectively.
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Consider firstly the case m′ > 2. We have that k′ is even and k′ ≥ 4. Consider the sets L′, generating
independently block action; C′, the set of generators of Gj that commute with all the elements of L′; and R′,
the set of the remaining generators of Gj . We have that |L′| ≤ m′ − 1. As 〈L′〉 is primitive we may assume
that the elements of L′ are consecutive, hence |R′| ≤ 2.

In this case 〈C′〉 is an imprimitive group, with two blocks, embedded into Sk′ . Hence |C′| ≤ k′/2.
Consequently, when m′ 6= 2, m′k′/2− 1 = r − 1 ≤ (m′ − 1) + k′/2 + 2, or equivalently, (m′ − 1)(k′ − 2) ≤ 6,
as n > 12, this is only possible if (m′, k′) = (4, 4). Now it remains to consider the cases (m′, k′) = (4, 4) and
m′ = 2. Let us deal with them separately.

(m′, k′) = (4, 4): In this case |L′| = 3, |C′| = 2 and |R| = 2. Suppose first that ρi ∈ C′. In this case
j = 1 and C′ = {ρ0, ρi}. Thus the elements of L′ commute with ρi, which mean that L′ ⊆ C. As 〈L′ ∪C′〉 is
transitive, we get that 〈L∪C〉 is transitive, a contradiction. Thus ρi /∈ C′. Hence ρi ∈ R′. Let C′ = {ρ0, ρx}.
As ρi fixes the blocks (of size 4) and B1ρi = B2, we have that 〈ρ0, ρx, ρi〉 ∼= (C2)

3 (and ρ0 also commutes with
the elements of L′). Thus ρ0 is a central involution in Gj . For each l 6= j, let ρ̄l denote the action of ρl on
the 〈ρ0〉-orbits. The set {ρ̄x, ρ̄i} ∪ {ρ̄y | ρy ∈ L′} is independent and has size 5. Moreover H := 〈ρ̄l | l 6= 0, j〉
is a transitive subgroup of S2 ≀ S4 whose block action is S4, while ρ̄x and ρ̄i fix the blocks ( ρ̄x is a central
involution). Thus Hx and Hi are transitive subgroups of S2 ≀ S4 whose block action is S4. As the number of
blocks is even (4 blocks), we necessarily have ρ̄x ∈ Hx, a contradiction.

m′ = 2: Let L′ = {ρx} and B′
1 and B′

2 be the blocks swapped by ρx. As ρi fixes B
′
1 and B′

2, Gj ≤ Sn/4 ≀S4,
to be precise the block action is C2 × C2. For this embedding the block action is generated by ρi and
ρx. Let V = {V1, V2, V3, V4} denote block system mentioned above with V1ρi = V2, V3ρi = V4, V1ρx = V3

and V2ρx = V4. Let M = {ρi, ρx}, D be the set of elements that commute with ρi and ρx and N be
the elements of Gj that are neither in D nor in M . We have that |D| ≤ n/4 − 1 by Lemma 3.2. In this
case there are at most four generators that do not commute with both ρi and ρx, hence |N | ≤ 4. Thus
r − 1 = |D| + |M | + |N | ≤ (n/4 − 1) + 2 + 4, giving a contradiction for n > 24. We need to consider
n ∈ {16, 20, 24}.

Suppose that M = {ρi, ρi+1} generates the action on the blocks {V1, V2, V3, V4}. Furthermore suppose
that ρi and ρi+1 do not commute. Let p be order of ρiρi+1, which is even. In this case (ρiρi+1)

p/2 is a
nontrivial permutation fixing the four blocks. Moreover this permutation commutes with both ρi+1 and ρi.
As (ρiρi+1)

p/2 /∈ 〈D〉, we have that |D| ≤ n/4− 2. Consequently r− 1 = |D|+ |M |+ |N | ≤ (n/4− 2)+2+2,
which gives n ≤ 12, a contradiction. We get the same conclusion if {ρi, ρi−1} generate the action on the
blocks {V1, V2, V3, V4} and (ρiρi−1)

2 is nontrivial.
Now consider that M = {ρi, ρx} and ρx ∈ C. Let q be the size of a G<j-orbit. We have that q divides

n/2. Let us consider all the possibilities for q.
• q = n/2: If q = n/2 then O1 = V1 ∪ V2 and O2 = V3 ∪ V4 would be the G<j-orbits, but then

〈ρ0, . . . , ρj−1, ρx〉 would be transitive, a contradiction.
• q = n/4: In this case the G<j-orbits cannot be V1, V2, V3 and V4, otherwise 〈ρ0, . . . , ρj−1, ρx, ρi〉 would

be transitive, a contradiction. Thus, in this case, ρi must fix the G<j-orbits. Particularly n/4 is even (either
n = 16 or n = 24). Suppose that q = 6. In this case either G<j = 〈D〉 or G<j is in the center 〈D〉. In the
first case |D| ≤ 3 and in the second case, by Lemma 3.2, |D| ≤ n/4− 2 = 4, hence r − 1 ≤ 4 + 2 + 4, giving
r < n/2, a contradiction. Thus q = 4. As ρi fix the G<j-orbits, j = 2. Moreover 〈ρ0, ρ1〉 = C2 ×C2, thus by
Lemma 3.2, r − 3 ≤ 16/4− 1, which gives a bound below n/2.

• q = n/6 or q = 3: In this case n = 24. Consider first the case G<j fixing V1, V2, V3 and V4. Recall
that G<j = 〈D〉 or G<j is in the center 〈D〉. In the first 〈D〉 is intransitive. In the second case 〈D〉 is not
isomorphic to Sn/4. In both cases we get that |D| ≤ n/4 − 2, and as n = 24, r < n/2 = 12. Thus, ρi fixes
the G<j-orbits, which implies that q = 4. Then, as before j = 2 and, G<2 = C2 × C2. Thus by Lemma 3.2,
r − 3 ≤ 24/4− 1 = 7 < 24/2.

• q ∈ {n/8, n/10, n/12} and q 6= 3: In this case q = 2 and j = 1. Thus ρ0 is a central involution
of G1. If V1ρ0 = V2 (hence V3ρ0 = V4) then if we consider M ′ = {ρ0, ρx} for the generators on V , D′

the set of generators commuting with M ′ and N ′ the generators of Gj not in M ′ ∪ D′, we get |N ′| ≤ 2.
In addition ρ0ρi fixes the blocks and commutes with all the elements of M ′. Thus |D′| < n/4 − 1, thus
r − 1 = |D′|+ |M ′|+ |N ′| ≤ (n/4− 2) + 2 + 2, which gives n ≤ 12, a contradiction.

Thus for ρ0 is a central involution fixing the blocks of V . Hence Gj ≤ Sn/8≀(C2)
3, Lemma 3.2 r−4 ≤ n/8−1,

giving r < n/2.
�
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For the remaining of this section we assume the following:

• n/2 ≥ 7;
• 〈L ∪C〉 is intransitive;
• L = {ρi};
• |R| > 0;
• Gj is intransitive for all j 6= i and i ∈ {1, . . . , r − 2}.

To determine the remaining possibilities for G, consider the graphs I and F given by the following construc-
tion.
Construction 5.7. Consider a graph I whose vertices are the 〈ρi〉-orbits denoted by O1, . . . On/2, and with
a j-edge (j 6= i) when aρj = b for a and b in different 〈ρi〉-orbits. The graph I has the following properties.

P1: Adjacent edges, or parallel edges, of I either correspond to adjacent edges, or parallel edges, of G or
to a pair of edges that are adjacent to a common i-edge.

P2: If a j-edge and a l-edge are adjacent in I but not in G then {j, l} ⊆ {i− 1, i+ 1}.
P3: If two j-edges of I are adjacent or parallel, then j = i ± 1. Particularly, I has a cycle with edge

having the same label, if and only if, G has a {i, j + 1}-cycle.

Now consider a generalization of the concept of a fracture graph introduced in [10]. Let F be a spanning
subgraph of I with exactly one j-edge {Os, Ot} for each label j chosen among the j-edges connecting 〈ρi〉-orbits
that belong to different Gj-orbits. The number of edges of F is the cardinality of the set {j |Gj is intransitive ∧
j 6= i}.

Some of the key properties of fracture graphs, namely Lemmas 3.2, 3.3, 3.5 and 3.6 of [10], also hold for
a graph F obtained by the construction above.

Lemma 5.8. (a) Let f = |{j |Gj is intransitive ∧ j 6= i}|. The graph F is a forest with n/2 − f
connected components.

(b) If there exist two edges {Os, Ot} with distinct labels j and l in I, then Os and Ot are in distinct
connected components of F .

(c) If there exist two j-edges {Os, Ot} and {Ou, Ov} in I, then not all vertices {Os, Ot, Ou, Ov} are in a
same connected component of F .

(d) If a cycle C of I contains the j-edge of F , then C contains another j-edge.
(e) If Os and Ot are vertices in the same connected component of F , and e = {Os, Ot} is an j-edge in

I, then e is in F .
(f) Let Ov, Ow, Os, Ot be vertices of an alternating square of I as in the following figure.

'&%$ !"#v
l

j '&%$ !"#w
l

'&%$ !"#s
j

'&%$ !"#t

If {Ov, Ow} and {Ov, Os} are edges of F then Ot is in different connected components of F .

Proof. Let us use the same arguments used in Lemma 3.2 (1) of [10] to prove (a). If j is the label of an edge
{Os, Ot} of F belonging to a cycle then j is also an edge of G that belongs to a cycle (either with the same
number of edges or with some extra i-edges) that does not contain other j-edges. Therefore Os and Ot are
in the same Gj-orbit, a contradiction. Thus F is a forest. As F has n/2 vertices and ǫ edges, the number of
connected components is given by n/2− ǫ.

To prove (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f) we just need to adapt the proofs of Lemas 3.2 (3), 3.2(4), 3.3, 3.5 and
3.6, respectively. �

Proposition 5.9. If G0 and Gr−1 are intransitive, then G is, up to duality, the graph (3) or (4) of Table 8.

Proof. In this case the number of edges of F is precisely n/2 − 1. Hence by Lemma 5.8 (a) F is a tree.
Moreover, by Lemma 5.8 (b) and (c) I = F .

Suppose first that any pair of adjacent edges of F have consecutive labels. Then, i ∈ {0, r − 1}. Up to
duality we may assume that i = 0 and therefore F is as follows.

�������� 1 �������� 2 �������� �������� r−1 ��������
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As |R| ≥ 1, we have that R = {ρ1}. Let O1 and O2 be the 〈ρ0〉-orbits swapped by ρ1. Suppose there is a
x 6= 0 such that B1ρx = B2. First x 6= 1, otherwise ρ1 and ρ0 commute, a contradiction. In order to avoid
the same contradiction, the unique permutation ρj (with j /∈ {0, 1}) that may act nontrivially on O1 and O2,
is ρ2. This gives a unique possibility for x, which is x = 2. Let us then assume that B1ρ2 = B2, Then G is
as follows.

��
��	
� 1

{0,2}

��
��	
�

2

0

��
��	
�

0

3 ��
��	
�

{0,2}

4 ��
��	
�

{0,2}

��
��	
� ��
��	
�
2

��
��	
�
3

��
��	
�
4

��
��	
�

Then ρ2ρ3)
3 = ρ0, a contradiction. Then ρ0 is the only generator swapping the blocks. Hence G is the graph

(3) of Table 8.
Now suppose that l and j are nonconsecutive labels of adjacent edges of F . If {l, j} 6= {i− 1, i+ 1} then

G has an alternating {l, j}-square, and consequently I has an alternating {l, j}-square. Then, by Lemma 5.8
(f), F cannot be a tree, a contradiction. Thus {l, j} = {i− 1, i+ 1}. This gives following possibility for F .

�������� 1 �������� �������� i−1 �������� i+1 �������� �������� r−1 ��������

If ρi is the unique permutation permuting B1 and B2 then G is the graph (4) of Table 8. Let us prove this
is the only possibility. Suppose the contrary, that there exits x 6= i, such that B1ρx = B2. Let Os and
Ot be the 〈ρi〉-obits that are merged by ρx. Then ρx is a fixed point free permutation fixing all 〈ρi〉-orbits
except Os and Ot. If x 6= i ± 1, as ρx commutes either with ρi−1 or with ρi+1, then G has an alternating
{i − 1, i + 1}-square. Consequently I has an alternating {i − 1, i + 1}-square. Hence, by Lemma 5.8(f) F
has two components components, a contradiction. If x = i± 1 then G also has a pair of adjacent edges with
labels i− 1 and i+ 1, giving rise to the same contradiction as before.

�

Proposition 5.10. If G0 is transitive and Gr−1 is intransitive then G is, up to duality, the graph (5), (6)
or (7) of Table 8.

Proof. If i = 0, by Proposition 5.6, Gj is intransitive for every j 6= 0. Then by Proposition 5.9, G is the
graph (3) or (4) of Table 8, but in both cases G0 is intransitive, a contradiction. Thus i 6= 0. In this case
F is a forest with exactly two connected components. Moreover I has a 0-edge {Os, Ot} connecting the two
connected components of F . Additionally, by Lemma 5.8 (c), all the edges of I that do not belong to F
must be edges incident to Os or to Ot.

Suppose first that any pair of adjacent edges of F are consecutive. Then, up to duality, F is as one of the
following graphs.

��
��	
� ��
��	
� 1 ��
��	
� 2 ��
��	
� ��
��	
� r−2 ��
��	
� ��
��	
� ��
��	
� 2 ��
��	
� 3 ��
��	
� ��
��	
� r−1 ��
��	
�

In the case on the left i = r − 1 and, as |R| > 1, ρr−2 must be a transposition. But then G0
∼= Sn/2 ≀ C2,

hence ρ0 ∈ G0, a contradiction. Thus F must be the graph on the right, particularly i = 1. Now I is one of
the following graphs where the l ∈ {2, 3}.

(a) ��
��	
�
0

l ��
��	
� 2 ��
��	
� 3 ��
��	
� ��
��	
� r−1 ��
��	
� (c) ��
��	
�
2
▼▼

▼▼
▼

0 l ��
��	
� 3 ��
��	
� 4 ��
��	
� ��
��	
� r−1 ��
��	
�
��
��	
� 2

qqqqq

(b) ��
��	
�
2
▼▼

▼▼
▼

0 ��
��	
� 3 ��
��	
� 4 ��
��	
� ��
��	
� r−1 ��
��	
�
��
��	
� 2

qqqqq

Consider firstly the graph (a). If ρ1 is the unique permutation swapping the blocks we get the possibilities
given by the graphs (4), (5) and (6) of Table 8. Suppose that, for x 6= 1, B1ρx = B2. In any case this forces
the existence of a {0, 2}-square, giving a contradiction.
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Now consider the graphs (b) and (c). In these cases G contains the following graph.

��
��	
�

1
0

❃
❃
❃
❃
❃
❃
❃
❃
❃ ��
��	
� 2

1

��
��	
�

1

3 ��
��	
�

��
��	
�

2

��
��	
� ��
��	
�
3

��
��	
�

But then B1ρ0 = B2, and consequently ρ0 ∈ C and G contains the following graph.

��
��	
�

1 0

��
��	
�
0

2

1

��
��	
�

{0,1}

3 ��
��	
�

{0,1}

��
��	
�

2

��
��	
� ��
��	
�
3

��
��	
�

This implies that (ρ2ρ3)
3 = ρ0, a contradiction.

Now suppose that there is a pair of incident edges of F which have nonconsecutive labels. Then their
labels must be i− 1 and i+ 1. Moreover R = {ρi−1, ρi+1}. In this case the elements of R are transpositions,
hence G0

∼= Sn/2 ≀ C2, a contradiction. �

Proposition 5.11. G0 and Gr−1 cannot be both transitive.

Proof. Suppose first that ρ0 and ρr−1 are the only permutations swapping B1 and B2 and let L = {ρ0}
(meaning that i = 0). Then F has n/2 − 2 edges and two connected components, which are joined in I
by a double {r − 1, l}-edge for some l 6= r − 1. But then, this double edge must belong to a square whose
vertices must belong to at least three different connected components of F , a contradiction. Hence, there
exists j /∈ {0, r − 1} such that B1ρj = B2 thus we may assume that the element of L is neither ρ0 nor ρr−1.
In this case F has exactly three components.

Suppose that I has a double {0, r − 1}-edge. Then this double edge must belong to a square having two
vertices in the same connected component of F . Hence one edge of this square belongs to F , by Lemma 5.8
(e). As n > 8 and r > 6, there is another square that is adjacent to the previous one and these two adjacent
squares form a graph with 6 vertices and at most two edges in F . Thus F has at most four components, a
contradiction.

Now suppose that I has a 0-edge that is adjacent to a (r − 1)-edge. Then I has an alternating square
whose vertices belong to different components of F , a contradiction. Thus I has a 0-edge and a (r− 1)-edge
that are not adjacent. This determine the three components of F . An edge of F which is adjacent to the
0-edge of I must have label 1 and an edge of F which is adjacent to the (r−1)-edge of I must have label r−2.
Hence two components of F are isolated vertices. Suppose first that adjacent edges of F have consecutive
labels. Then either i = 1 or i = r − 2. Up to duality we may assume that i = 1, then F is as follows.

��
��	
� ��
��	
� 2 ��
��	
� ��
��	
�r−2 ��
��	
� ��
��	
�

Now any edge in I that is not in F must be incident to one of the isolated vertices of F . Hence ρ0 is a
transposition, thus Gr−1

∼= Sn/2 ≀ C2, a contradiction.
Now consider the case where F has adjacent edges with nonconsecutive labels. This is only possible when

a (i − 1)-edge is adjacent to a (i + 1)-edge, and then R = {ρi−1, ρi+1}. But in this case the elements of R
are transpositions, hence G0

∼= Sn/2 ≀ C2, a contradiction. �

6. Proof of Theorem 1.1 and list of all possibilities for G

Let G be the automorphism group of an abstract regular polytope r ≥ n/2 whose automorphism group
has degree n ≥ 14. By Theorem 2.15 G must be embedded into Sk ≀ Sm with n = mk and Corollary 3.4
shows that either k = 2 or m = 2. In Section 4 all the possibilities for G when n/2 blocks of size 2 were
determined, while Section 5 covers all the possibilities when G has two blocks of size n/2. This leads to the
34 possibilities (up to duality) given in Tables (4)-(8).



20 M. E. FERNANDES AND CLAUDIO PIEDADE

Case: |R ∪ C| = 2; 〈L〉 ∼= Sn/2; 〈L〉 intransitive .

(1) �������� 2

0

��������

0 1

3 ��������

0 1

��������

0 1

r−1 ��������

0 1

��������
2

��������
3

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

(2) �������� 1

0 r−1

��������

0 r−1

2 ��������

0 r−1

��������

0 r−1

r−2 ��������

0

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−2

��������

(3) �������� 3

0 1

�������� 2

0 1

��������

0

3 ��������

0

4 ��������

0

��������

0

r−1 ��������

0

��������
3

��������
2

��������
3

��������
4

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

(4) �������� 2

0 r−1

�������� 1

0 r−1

��������

0 r−1

2 ��������

0 r−1

3 ��������

0 r−1

��������

0 r−1

r−3 ��������

0 r−1

r−2 ��������

0

��������
2

��������
1

��������
2

��������
3

�������� ��������
r−3

��������
r−2

��������

(5) �������� 2

0

��������

0 1

3 ��������

0 1

��������

0 1

r−3 ��������

0 1

r−2 ��������

0 1

r−1 ��������

0 1

r−2 ��������

0 1

��������
2

��������
3

�������� ��������
r−3

��������
r−2

��������
r−1

��������
r−2

��������

(6) �������� 1

0

��������

0

2 ��������

0

��������

0

r−4 ��������

0

r−3 ��������

0

r−2 ��������

0 r−1

r−3 ��������

0 r−1

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−4

��������
r−3

��������
r−2

��������
r−3

��������

Case: |R ∪ C| = 2; 〈L〉 ∼= Sn/2; 〈L〉 transitive .

(7) �������� 2

I1,2

��������

I2,3

3 ��������

I3,4

��������

Ir−2,r−1

r−1 ��������

Ir−1

��������
2

��������
3

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

(8) �������� 1

I1

��������

I1,2

2 ��������

I2,3

��������

Ir−3,r−2

r−2 ��������

Ir−2,r−1

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−2

��������

(9) �������� 3

I3

�������� 2

I2,3

��������

I1,2,3

3 ��������

I1,3,4

4 ��������

I1,3,4,5

��������

I1,3,r−2,r−1

r−1 ��������

I1,3,r−1

��������
3

��������
2

��������
3

��������
4

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

(10) �������� 2

I2

�������� 1

I1,2

��������

I1,2

2 ��������

I2,3

3 ��������

I2,3,4

��������

I2,r−4,r−3

r−3 ��������

I2,r−3,r−2

r−2 ��������

I2,r−2,r−1

��������
2

��������
1

��������
2

��������
3

�������� ��������
r−3

��������
r−2

��������

(11) �������� 2

I1,2,r−2

��������

I2,3,r−2

3 ��������

I3,4,r−2

��������

Ir−4,r−3,r−2

r−3 ��������

Ir−3,r−2

r−2 ��������

Ir−2,r−1

r−1 ��������

Ir−2,r−1

r−2 ��������

Ir−2

��������
2

��������
3

�������� ��������
r−3

��������
r−2

��������
r−1

��������
r−2

��������

(12) �������� 1

I1,r−3,r−1

��������

I1,2,r−3,r−1
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I2,3,r−3,r−1

��������

Ir−5,r−4,r−3,r−1
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Ir−4,r−3,r−1

r−3 ��������

Ir−3,r−2,r−1

r−2 ��������

Ir−3,r−2

r−3 ��������

Ir−3

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−4

��������
r−3

��������
r−2

��������
r−3

��������

Table 4. k = 2; Corollary 4.5.
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Case: |R ∪ C| = 1; 〈L〉 ∼= Sn/2; 〈L〉 intransitive .

(13) ��������

0

1 �������� 2 �������� �������� r−1 ��������

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

(14) �������� 1 ��������

0

2 ��������

0

��������

0

r−1 ��������

0

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−1

��������

Case: |R ∪ C| = 1; 〈L〉 ∼= Sn/2; 〈L〉 transitive .

(15) ��������

I1

1 ��������

I0,1,2

2 ��������

I0,2,3

��������

I0,r−3,r−2

r−2 ��������

I0,r−2,r−1

r−1 ��������

I0,r−1

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−2

��������
r−1

��������

(16) ��������

I0,1

1 ��������

I1,2

2 ��������

I2,3

��������

Ir−3,r−2

r−2 ��������

Ir−2,r−1

r−1 ��������

Ir−1

��������
1

��������
2

�������� ��������
r−2

��������
r−1

��������

Table 5. k = 2; Proposition 4.7.
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Case: |R ∪ C| = 1 〈L〉 6∼= Sn/2; Ker(f) ∼= C2.
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Table 6. k = 2; Proposition 4.8.
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Case: |R ∪ C| = 1; 〈L〉 6∼= Sn/2; Ker(f) 6∼= C2.
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Table 7. k = 2; Proposition 4.14.
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Table 8. m = 2.
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