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Abstract

We prove that a special Moufang sets with abelian root subgroups

derive from a quadratic Jordan division algebra if a certain finiteness

condition is satisfied.

1 Introduction

The concept of a Moufang set was by introduced by J. Tits in [29]. This concept
is essentially equivalent to that of a group with split BN-pair of rank one. We
first recall the definition of a Moufang set.

Definition 1.1 A Moufang set consists of a set X with |X | ≥ 3 and a family
(Ux)x∈X of subgroups of SymX such that

(MS1) For all x ∈ X , the group Ux fixes x and acts regularly on X \ {x}.

(MS2) For all x, y ∈ X and g ∈ Uy we have Ug
x = Uxg.

The group G† := 〈Ux | x ∈ X〉 is called the little projective group of the Moufang
set. It acts 2-transitively on X , and for all x ∈ X the group Ux is a normal
subgroup of the stabiliser of x in G† acting regularly on X \ {x}.

Definition 1.2 A Moufang set
(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

is called proper if its little pro-
jective group is not sharply 2-transitive on X .

The prototype of a Moufang set is the projective line PG1(k) over a field k. In
this case we have G† = PSL2(k). As we will explain, one can generalise this by
taking a quadratic Jordan division algebra instead of a field.
As shown in [7], every Moufang set can be constructed in the following manner:
Let (U, +) be a not necessarily abelian group with |U | > 1, X := U ∪̇{∞} and
τ ∈ SymX an element interchanging 0 and ∞. For a ∈ U we set

αa : X → X : x 7→

{

x + a, if x ∈ U,
∞, if x = ∞.

Moreover, we set U∞ := {αa | a ∈ U}, U0 := U τ
∞, Ua := Uαa

0 for all a ∈ U and
M(U, τ) :=

(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

.
This is not always a Moufang set. Condition (MS1) is straightforward, but
(MS2) is not always satisfied. There is a nice criterion assuring that M(U, τ)
is a Moufang set. For a ∈ U# := U \ {0} set µa := αaατ

−aτ −1α−(−aτ −1)τ and
ha := τµa. We call µa the µ-map and ha the Hua map associated to a. Note
that µa interchanges 0 and ∞ and thus ha fixes both elements.
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Theorem 1.3 ([7, Theorem 3.2]) M(U, τ) is a Moufang set if and only if ha ∈
Aut(U) for all a ∈ U#, i.e. (b + c)ha = bha + cha for all a, b, c ∈ U with a 6= 0.
If this holds, we have M(U, τ) = M(U, µa) for all a ∈ U#.

Note that if M(U, τ) is a Moufang set, then M(U, τ) = M(U, µa) for every
a ∈ U#.

Definition 1.4 Suppose that M(U, τ) is a Moufang set. Then the group H :=
〈µaµb | a, b ∈ U#〉 is called the Hua subgroup of M(U, τ).

One can show that H := G†
0,∞, so M(U, τ) is proper if and only if H 6= 1.

By Theorem 1.3 one can see that every quadratic Jordan division algebra gives
rise to a Moufang set. Recall the definition of a quadratic Jordan division
algebra.

Definition 1.5 Let k be a field, J a k-vector space, Q : J → Endk(J) : a 7→ Qa

a map and 1 ∈ J#. Then (J, Q, 1) is called a quadratic Jordan division algebra
if

(a) The map Q is quadratic, i.e. Qr·a = r2 · Qa for all a ∈ J and all r ∈ k,
and the map (a, b) 7→ Qa,b := Qa+b − Qa − Qb is k-bilinear.

(b) Qa is invertible for all a ∈ J#. We set a−1 := aQ−1
a for a ∈ J#.

(c) For all a, b ∈ J we have

(QJ1) Q1 = id.

(QJ2) QaVa,b = Vb,aQa, where Va,b ∈ Endk(J) is defined by cVa,b := bQa,c

for all c ∈ J .

(QJ3) QaQb
= QbQaQb.

Remark 1.6 The concept of a quadratic Jordan algebra was introduced in
[23]. Normally, one requires that (QJ1-3) hold strictly, i.e. continue to hold in
all scalar extensions of J . However, by the main theorem of [11], this is not
necessary for quadratic Jordan division algebras.

The connection between Moufang sets and quadratic Jordan division algebras
is established in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.7 ([7, Theorem 4.1 and 4.2]) Let (J, Q, 1) be a quadratic Jordan
division algebra over a field k. For a ∈ J# we set aτ := −a−1. Then M(J) :=
M(J, τ) is a Moufang set. Moreover, we have τ = µ1 and ha = Qa for all
a ∈ J#.

All examples of proper Moufang sets with abelian root groups that are known
are isomorphic to M(J) for some quadratic Jordan division algebra J . Therefore
it is a major conjecture that every proper Moufang set with abelian root groups
comes from a quadratic Jordan algebra.
If J is a quadratic Jordan division algebra, M(J, τ) satisfies the identity (−a)τ =
−aτ for all a ∈ J#. Such Moufang sets are called special.

Definition 1.8 A Moufang set M(U, τ) is called special if (−a)τ = −aτ for all
a ∈ U#.
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By [26] a Moufang set with abelian root group is special or improper. Moroever,
the projecitve lines over F2 and F3 are up to isomorphism the only improper
special Moufang sets. Therefore, for Moufang sets with abelian root group, the
properties special and proper are almost the same.

Given a proper Moufang set M(U, τ) with U abelian, the problem is to recover
the Jordan structure. As a first step we can find a field over which the potential
Jordan algebra is defined. By [4, Proposition 4.6(5)] either U is torsion-free and
uniquely divisible or U is an elementary abelian p-group for some prime p. We
say charU = 0 in the first case and charU = p in the second case. Thus U is a
vector space over k, where k = Q if charU = 0 and k = Fp if charU = p. This
field k is called the prime field of M(U, τ).

By Theorem 1.3 we may suppose that τ = µe for some e ∈ U#.

Notation 1.9 Let M(U, τ) be a proper Moufang set with U abelian and τ = µe

for some fixed e ∈ U#. In the following, h0 will denote the zero map of U , and
we set ha,b := ha+b − ha − hb for all a, b ∈ U .

Considering Theorem 1.7, the map H : U → Endk(U) : a 7→ ha is a natural
candidate for the quadratic map Q. The map H depends on the choice of
the neutral element e ∈ U#. If we choose another element c ∈ U#, then for
a ∈ U the Hua map hc

a is given by hc
a = h−1

c ha. The triple (U, H c, c) with
H c : U → End(U) : a 7→ hc

a is called the c-isotope of (U, H , e). The triple
(U, H , e) is a quadratic Jordan division algebra if and only if every c-isotope is
a quadratic Jordan division algebra.

By [5, Remark after 7.6.1] all conditions for (U, H , e) to be a quadratic Jordan
division algebra but the biadditivity of H and Axiom (QJ2) are satisfied. In
[4] it was proved that these conditions can be replaced by weaker conditions. In
[13] the author of this paper proved that these conditions can be replaced by
even weaker conditions. For the condition we are going to use in this paper we
will need the following definition.

Definition 1.10 Let M(U, τ) be a special Moufang set with U abelian and let
H be its Hua subgroup. We set C := {T ∈ EndH(U) | haT = T 2ha for all
a ∈ U}, the centroid of M(U, τ). Moreover, we set C ∗ := C ∩ GL(U).

By [4][Proposition 4.6(6)] C contains the prime field of U . Thus if charU = 0,
then |C | is infinite.
We will make use of the following criterion:

Theorem 1.11 Let M(U, τ) be a special Moufang set with U abelian. Suppose
that there is a subfield k of the centroid and an element 1 6= λ ∈ k∗ such that
he,λ·a = λ · he,a for all a ∈ U#. Then (U, H , e) is a quadratic Jordan division
algebra.

Proof. By [13, Theorem 2.6] it follows that the map a 7→ ha is quadratic. The
claim now follows from [13, Theorem 4.6]. �

The main result of this paper is Theorem 3.10:
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THEOREM 1 Let M(U, τ) be a special Moufang set with U abelian an let H
be its Hua subgroup. Suppose that there is a subfield k of EndH(U) with

(i) dimk U < ∞,

(ii) |k ∩ C | = ∞,

(iii) U is generated by the set of squares {a2 | a ∈ U} as a EndH(U)-module
and

(iv) there is λ ∈ k∗ ∩ C such that λ − 1 ∈ k∗ ∩ C as well.

Then (U, H , e) is a quadratic Jordan division algebra.

Note that the second condition is automatically satisfied if charU = 0 and the
third and fourth if charU 6= 2. In (iv), we can take λ = −1 if charU 6= 2. Thus
we have

Corollary 1.12 Suppose that M(U, τ) is a special Moufang set with U abelian
and torsion-free. If U is finite-dimensional over a subfield k of the centroid of
M(U, τ), then M(U, τ) arises from a quadratic Jordan division algebra.

As an application, we will discuss Moufang sets whose little projective group can
be embedded into a sharply triple transitive group. A sharply triple transitive
group whose point stabilisers have normal subgroup acting regularly arises from
an algebraic structure called a KT-nearfield, named after Karzel and Tits. It is
conjectured that every KT-nearfield is actually a commutative field with slightly
modified multiplication. In [18] Kerby proved this for nearfields of characteristic
different from 2 having dimension 2 over their kernel. We are able to strengthen
this result:

THEOREM 2 Suppose that F is a KT-nearfield with charF 6= 2 such that F
has finite dimension over its kernel. Then F is a Dickson nearfield coupled to
a commutative field which we also call F , and the corresponding sharply triple
group transitive is sandwiched between PSL2(F ) and PΓL2(F ).

For the proof of our results we will use an identity involving geometric series.
However, in order to define an infinite series, we will need an appropriate topol-
ogy which is a priori not given. In order to get such a topology, we will extend
the original Moufang set by an ultrapower. Therefore, we will discuss ultra-
products at first.

Acknowledgement: The author likes to thank Pierre-Emmanuel Caprace,
Theo Grundhöfer and Bernhard Mühlherr for their valuable comments.

2 Ultraproducts of Moufang sets

In this section we will introduce ultraproducts of Moufang sets. For an intro-
duction on ultraproducts see [3, §4]

Definition 2.1 Let S be a non-empty set.

(a) A subset F of the power set P(S) of S is called a filter on S if
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(i) S ∈ F and ∅ 6∈ F .

(ii) For all A, B ∈ F we have A ∩ B ∈ F .

(iii) For all A ∈ F and all A ⊆ B ⊆ S we have B ∈ F .

(b) A filter F is called fixed if
⋂

A∈F
A 6= ∅ and free otherwise.

(c) A filter F is called an ultrafilter if for all A ⊆ S either A ∈ F or S\A ∈ F .

Example 2.2 (a) If ∅ 6= B ⊆ F , then FB := {A ⊆ S | B ⊆ A} is a fixed
filter on S. It is an ultrafilter if and only if |B| = 1.

(b) If S is infinite, then F := {A ⊆ S | |S \ A| < ∞} is a free filter on S, but
not an ultrafilter.

Theorem 2.3 Let S be a non-empty set.

(a) If F a filter on S, then there is an ultrafilter F ∗ on S with F ⊆ F ∗.

(b) If S is infinite, then there is a free ultrafilter F on S.

Proof.

(a) This follows by Zorn’s Lemma, see for example [3, Corollary 4.1.4] for
details.

(b) This follows by (a) and Example 2.2(b).

�

Now let S be a non-empty set and F an ultrafilter on S. Suppose that for every
s ∈ S there is a group/ring/etc. Xs. We set

IF := {(xs)s∈S | {s ∈ S | xs = 0} ∈ F}.

Then IF is normal subgroup/ideal/etc. of
∏

s∈S Xs. We will write
∏

s∈S Xs/F

instead of
∏

s∈S Xs/IF and [(xs)s∈S ]F or just [(xs)s∈S ] for (xs)s∈S + IF . Note
that if Xs 6= 0 for all s ∈ S and 0 6= x ∈

∏

s∈S Xs/F , then there is a rep-
resentative (xs)s∈S of x such that xs 6= 0 for all s ∈ S. We call

∏

s∈S Xs/F

the ultraproduct of the Xs with respect to F . If Xs = X for all s ∈ S, then
XS/F is called the ultrapower of X with respect to F . In this case, the map
x 7→ [(x)s∈S ] is an embedding of X into XS/F , thus we may consider X as a
substructure of XS/F .

Lemma 2.4 Let F be an ultrafilter on a set S and let A ∈ F . Suppose that
A = ˙⋃n

i=1Ai for some n ≥ 1. Then there is exactly one 1 ≤ i ≤ n with Ai ∈ F .

Proof. Induction on n. The claim is trivially true for n = 1. For the inductional

step suppose that A = ˙⋃n+1

i=1 Ai. If An+1 ∈ F , then Ai 6∈ F for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
since otherwise ∅ = Ai ∩ An+1 ∈ F . If An+1 6∈ F , then S \ An+1 ∈ F , thus
˙⋃n

i=1Ai = A∩(S\An+1) ∈ F . The claim now follows by inductional hypothesis.

�
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Lemma 2.5 Suppose that ks is a field for all s ∈ S. Then
∏

s∈S ks/F is also
field.

Proof. This is well-known, see for example [3, Exercise 4.1.30]. �

Lemma 2.6 Let S be a non-empty set, F an ultrafilter on S and k a field. Set
k̃ := kS/F . Then we have

(a) k is algebraically closed in k̃.

(b) Suppose that f : S → k is a function that is not constant on any subset of S
contained in F . Set x := f+F . Then there is a valuation v : k̃ → R∪{∞}
such that v(x) = 1 and v(a) = 0 for all a ∈ k∗.

Proof.

(a) Let p ∈ k[t] be a non-constant polynomial and α = [(αs)s∈S ] with p(α) =
0. Then S′ := {s ∈ S | p(αs) = 0} ∈ F . Let α1, . . . , αn be the roots of p

in k. Set Si := {s ∈ S | αs = αi} for i = 1, . . . , n. Since S′ = ˙⋃n

i=1Si, by
2.4 there is exactly one 1 ≤ i ≤ n with Si ∈ F . Thus α = αi ∈ k. Hence
the claim follows.

(b) By assumption x 6∈ k, thus x is transcendental over k by (a). Let B be
a transcendental base of k̃ over k(x). Then B ∪ {x} is a transcendental
base of k̃ over k and {x} is a transcendental base of k̃ over K := k(B).
Thus there is a valuation v of K(x) that is trivial on K ⊇ k with v(x) = 1.
Since k̃ is algebraic over K(x), we can extend v to a valuation on k̃ by [21,
XII 4.4]. Thus the claim follows.

�

Remark 2.7 This valuation is not necessarily discrete. For example, if S = N

and f(n) = an! for some a ∈ K∗ of infinite order, then x is a n-th power for
all n ∈ N, thus the value group contains Q. The crucial thing is that the value
group is Archimedean.

Lemma 2.8 Let S be a non-empty set and F an ultrafilter on S.

(a) If Rs is a ring and Ms is an Rs-module for all s ∈ S, then
∏

s∈S Ms/F

is a
∏

s∈S Rs/F -module via [(xs)s∈S ] · [(ms)s∈S ] = [(xs · ms)s∈S ] for all
(xs)s∈S ∈

∏

s∈S Rs and all (ms)s∈S ∈
∏

s∈S Ms.

(b) Suppose that k is a field, V a k-vector space of finite dimension and B a
k-basis of V . Set k̃ := kS/F and Ṽ := V S/F . Then B is k̃-basis of Ṽ .

Proof.

(a) This is obvious.

(b) Since B is finite, V S is generated by B as a kS-module. One easily sees
that B is k̃-linearly independent. Thus the claim follows.

�
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Now suppose that S is a non-empty set, F an ultrafilter on S and M(Us, τs) a
Moufang set for all s ∈ S. We suppose that τs = µas

for some as ∈ U#
s for all

s ∈ S. We set U :=
∏

s∈S Us/F . We define the map τ on U# as follows: If
a ∈ U#, choose a representative (as)s∈S of a with as 6= 0 for all s ∈ S and set
aτ := [(asτs))s∈S ]. This is well-defined. We get

Theorem 2.9 For all x = [(xs)s∈S ], a = [(as)s∈S ] ∈ U with as 6= 0 for all
s ∈ S we have xha = [(xshas

)s∈S ]. In particular M(U, τ) is a Moufang set.
Moreover, we have

(a) The Moufang set M(U, τ) is proper if and only if {s ∈ S | (Us, τs) is
proper} ∈ F .

(b) The Moufang set M(U, τ) is special if and only if {s ∈ S | (Us, τs) is
special} ∈ F .

(c) If M(Us, τs) is special for all s ∈ S and if Ts ∈ End(Us) is in the centroid
of M(Us, τs) for all s ∈ S, then [(Ts)s∈S ] is in the centroid of M(U, τ).

Proof. Let (xs)s∈S ∈
∏

s∈S Us and let (as)s∈S ∈
∏

s∈S U#
s . We have S =

S1∪̇S2∪̇S3 with S1 := {s ∈ S | xs = 0}, S2 := {s ∈ S | xs = asτ−1
s } and

S3 := {s ∈ S | xs 6= 0, asτ−1
s }. Then exactly one of the sets S1, S2 and S3 are

contained in F by 2.4.

Suppose that S1 ∈ F . Then by definition xha = 0 but also {s ∈ S | xshas
=

0} = S1 ∈ F , thus the claim follows in this case. If S2 ∈ F , then we have
{s ∈ S | xτ − a = 0} ∈ F , thus (xτ − a)τ−1 = ∞ = (xτ − a)τ−1 − aτ−1, hence
(

(xτ − a)τ−1 − aτ−1
)

τ = 0 and so xha =
(

(xτ − a)τ−1 − aτ−1
)

τ − (−aτ−1)τ =
−(−aτ−1)τ . However, for s ∈ S2 we have xshas

= asτ−1has
= −(−asτ−1

s )τs,
thus the claim follows.

Now for s ∈ S3, we have xs, xsτs − as, (xsτs − as)τ−1
s − aτ−1

s ∈ U#
s . Thus if

S3 ∈ F , then (xha)s = xshas
for all s ∈ S3, hence the claim follows.

Since every map has
is an automorphism of Us for all s ∈ S, it follows that ha

is an automorphism of U . Thus M(U, τ) is a Moufang set.

(a) For every t ∈ {s ∈ S | M(Us, τs) is proper} there are xt, at ∈ U#
s with

xthat
6= xt. Choose xs and as arbitrarily for the other s ∈ S and set x :=

[(xs)s∈S ] and a := [(as)s∈S ]. Then if {s ∈ S | M(Us, τs) is proper} ∈ F ,
we have xha 6= x, thus M(U, τ) is proper.

Conversely, for t ∈ {s ∈ S | M(Us, τs) is improper}, we have xthat
= xt

for all xt ∈ U and all at ∈ U#
t . Thus if this set is in S, the Moufang set

M(U, τ) is improper.

(b) For all t ∈ {s ∈ S | M(Us, τs) is special} we have (−xt)τt = −xtτt for all

xt ∈ U#
t . Thus the claim follows easily.

(c) This follows also by an easy calculation.

�
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Remark 2.10 It is conjectured that the root groups of a proper Moufang set
are nilpotent, see [6]. If this conjecture is true, then there is a constant c such
that the root groups are nilpotent of class at most c. For if for every natural
number n there is a proper Moufang set M(Un, τn) such that Un is of class at
least n and if F is a free ultrafilter on N, then

∏

n∈N
M(Un, τn)/F is a proper

Moufang set whose root groups are isomorphic to
∏

n∈N
Un/F and therefore

not nilpotent.

3 Special Moufang sets of finite dimension

Before proving our main result we need some auxiliary results in algebra.

Lemma 3.1 Let k̃ be a field with valuation v, O its valuation ring, k a sub-
field of O, V a vector space over k̃ and Λ an O-sublattice of V . Suppose that
v1, . . . , vn ∈ V and λ1, . . . , λn ∈ k pairwise distinct such that

∑n
j=1 λj−1

i ·vj ∈ Λ
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then v1, . . . , vn ∈ Λ.

Proof. The matrix A := (λj−1
i )i,j=1,...,n is a Vandermonde matrix with en-

tries in k ⊆ O. Since the elements λi are all distinct and contained in O,
we have det(A) :=

∏

i<j(λj − λi) ∈ O∗. Thus if wi :=
∑n

j=1 λj−1
i wi and

A−1 = (bij)i,j=1,...,n ∈ GLn(O), we have vi =
∑n

j=1 bijwj ∈ Λ. �

Notation 3.2 Let k̃ be a field with valuation v : k̃ → R∪ {∞}, O its valuation
ring, V a k̃-vector space and B a basis of V . For v =

∑

b∈B λb · b ∈ V set
ω(v) := min{v(λb) | b ∈ B}. Then the map ω satisfies

(i) ω(v) = ∞ ⇐⇒ v = 0,

(ii) ω(v + w) ≥ min{ω(v), ω(w)},

(iii) ω(λ · v) = ω(v) + v(λ)

for all v, w ∈ V and all λ ∈ k̃. We will call ω the minimum norm with respect
to v and B. For all c > 0 we get an ultrametric d on Ũ by d(v, w) = cω(v−w)

for v, w ∈ Ṽ .

Moreover, we set Λr := {v ∈ Ṽ | ω(v) ≥ r} for all r ∈ R. Then Λr is O-lattice.

Lemma 3.3 Let k̃, V and O as in 3.2. Suppose that dim V = n < ∞ and
B = (b1, . . . , bn) is a k-basis of V . Let f : V → V be a k̃-linear map and
A := (aij)i,j=1,...,n its transformation matrix with respect to B. Then we have

(a) The map f is Lipschitz-continuous with respect to ω with Lipschitz-constant
L := min{v(aij) | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n}, i.e. ω

(

f(v)
)

≥ L + ω(v) for all v ∈ V .

(b) Suppose that k is a subfield of O. If f is invertible and aij ∈ k for all
1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, then f is an isometry with respect to ω.

8



Proof. For v =
∑n

i=1 λi · bi ∈ V we have

ω
(

f(v)
)

= ω

(

f
(

n
∑

i=1

λi · bi

)

)

= ω
(

n
∑

i=1

λi ·
n
∑

j=1

aij · bj

)

= ω
(

n
∑

j=1

n
∑

i=1

λi · aij · bj

)

= min

{

v
(

n
∑

i=1

λi · aij

)

| 1 ≤ j ≤ n

}

≥ min{(v(λi · aij) | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n}

= min{v(λi) + v(aij) | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n}

≥ min{v(λi) | 1 ≤ i ≤ n} + min{v(aij) | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n}

= ω(v) + L.

This proves (a). If aij ∈ k for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n and f is not the zero map, we
have L = 0, hence ω

(

f(v)
)

≥ ω(v) for all v ∈ V . If f is invertible, we also have

ω
(

f−1(v)
)

≥ ω(v) for all v ∈ V . If we replace v by f(v), we get ω(v) ≥ ω
(

f(v)
)

.
Thus the claim follows. �

From now on we assume that M(U, τ) is a special Moufang set with U abelian
and τ = µe for some fixed element e ∈ U#. Moreover, k is a subfield of
EndH(U), where H is the Hua subgroup of M(U, τ).

Notation 3.4 For a ∈ U and n ∈ N we define an recursively by a0 := e, a1 := a
and an+2 := anha. Moreover, for a ∈ U# we set a−1 := −aτ .

Lemma 3.5 For all a ∈ U and n, m ∈ N we have:

(a) If 2m ≥ n, then an = an−2mhm
a .

(b) han = hn
a .

(c) (am)n = anm.

(d) anhe,a = 2an+1.

(e) (λa)n = λnan for all λ ∈ C .

Proof. The first statement is very easy to see. We proof (b), (c), (d) and (e)
by induction on n.

(b) For n = 0 we have ha0 = he = 1 = h0
a, for n = 1 we have ha1 = ha = h1

a.
Moreover, we have han+2 = hanha

= hahn
aha = hn+2

a . Thus the claim
follows.

(c) The statement is trivially true for m ∈ {0, 1}, therefore we may assume
m ≥ 2. We have (am)0 = e = am·0 and (am)1 = am = am·1. Moreover,

9



we have

(am)n+2 = (am)nham = am·nhm
a

= am·n−2·⌊ m·n
2

⌋h
⌊ m·n

2
⌋

a hm
a

= am·n−2·⌊ m·n
2

⌋h
⌊ m·n

2
⌋+m

a

= am·n+2m

= am·(n+2),

as claimed.

(d) For n = 0 and n = 1 this is [13, Lemma 3.5 (a) and (c)]. By [4, Proposition
5.8 (3)] the maps ha and he+a commmute. Hence ha commutates with
ha,e = ha+e − ha − he = ha+e − ha − idU . Thus the claim follows by
induction.

(e) This is also clear for n = 0 and n = 1. Suppose the claim is true for n.
Since λ is contained in the centroid, we have

(λa)n+2 = (λa)nhλa = λnanhλa = λnλ2anha = λn+2an+2.

This proves the claim.

�

We will denote elements of the form a2 = eha as squares.

Lemma 3.6 If charU 6= 2, then the group U is generated by squares.

Proof. We have 2a = eha,e = eha+e − eha − ehe = (a + e)2 − a2 − e2 by 3.5(d).
Since U is uniquely 2-divisible, the claim follows. �

Lemma 3.7 For a ∈ U∗ and b ∈ U we have a−1ha,b = 2b.

Proof. By [4, Lemma 5.7(2)] we have aτha,b = −2b. Thus the claim follows. �

Lemma 3.8 For a 6= e we have (e − a)−1ha,b =
(

(e − a)−1 − e
)

he,b.

Proof. For a 6= 0 we have

a−1he−a,b = a−1he,b +a−1h−a,b = a−1he,b −2b = a−1he,b −ehe,b = (a−1 −e)he,b

by [4, 5.10(1)], 3.7 and 3.5(d). Replacing a by e − a yields

(e − a)−1ha,b =
(

(e − a)−1 − e
)

he,b,

as desired. �
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Proposition 3.9 Suppose that v : k → R∪ {∞} is a valuation and that B is a
basis of U . For a =

∑

b∈B λb · b ∈ U set ω(a) := min{v(λb) | b ∈ B}. Suppose
further that all Hua maps are continuous with respect to ω. For all t ∈ k ∩ C

with v(t) > 0 and all a ∈ U with ω(an) = 0 for all n ∈ N we have

(e − ta)−1 =
∞
∑

n=0

tnan.

Proof. For all n ∈ N we have by 3.5(d) and (e).

(

(e − ta)−1 −
n
∑

k=0

tkak
)

he−ta = (e − ta)−1he−ta −
∑

k=0

tkakhe−ta

= e − ta −
n
∑

k=0

tkakhe−ta

= e − ta −
n
∑

k=0

tkakhe −
n
∑

k=0

tkakhe,−ta −
n
∑

k=0

tkakh−ta

= e − ta −
n
∑

k=0

tkak −
n
∑

k=0

(ta)khe,−ta −
n
∑

k=0

tkt2akha

= −2ta −
n
∑

k=2

tkak + 2

n+1
∑

k=1

tkak −
n+2
∑

k=2

tkak

= tn+1an+1 − tn+2an+2.

It follows that ω
((

(e − ta)−1 −
∑n

k=0 tkak
)

he−ta

)

≥ (n + 1) · v(t). Thus the

sequence
((

(e − ta)−1 −
∑n

k=0 tkak
)

he−ta

)

n≥0
converges to 0. Since h−1

e−ta =

h(e−ta)−1 is continuous, we also have limn→∞(e − ta)−1 −
∑n

k=0 tkak = 0, thus
∑∞

n=0 tnan = (e − ta)−1. �

We are now able to prove our main result:

Theorem 3.10 Suppose that there is a subfield k of EndH(U) with

(i) dimk U < ∞,

(ii) |k ∩ C | = ∞,

(iii) U is generated by the set of squares {a2 | a ∈ U} as a EndH(U)-module
and

(iv) there is λ ∈ k∗ ∩ C such that λ − 1 ∈ k∗ ∩ C as well.

Then (U, H , e) is a quadratic Jordan division algebra.

Proof. We embed M(U, τ) in its ultrapower M(Ũ , τ̃ ), where Ũ := UN/F for
some free ultrafilter F on N. Moreover, let k̃ := kN/F . Let n 7→ tn be an
injective map from N to k ∩ C and set t := [(tn)n∈N] ∈ k̃. Then t is contained
in the centroid of M(Ũ , τ̃ ). By 2.6(b) we have a valuation v : k̃ → R∪ {∞} that
is trivial on k with v(t) = 1.
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Let B be a k-basis of U . Then B is also a k-basis of Ũ . The map ω and the
lattices Λr are defined as in Notation 3.2.

Let a, b ∈ U . Using Lemma 3.8 for ta in place of a and Proposition 3.9 we have

(

∞
∑

n=0

tnan
)

hb,ta = (e − ta)−1hb,ta =
(

(e − ta)−1 − e
)

hb,e =
(

∞
∑

n=1

tnan
)

hb,e.

Since the maps hb,ta and he,b are linear and thus continuous, we get

∞
∑

n=0

tnanhb,ta =

∞
∑

n=1

tnanhb,e. (1)

For all n ≥ 1 we have anhb,e ∈ U and thus ω(tnanhb,e) ≥ n. Since the
series

∑∞
n=0 tnanhb,ta converges, the sequence

(

tnanhta,b

)

n≥0
converges to 0.

Thus there is N ∈ N such that ω(tnanhta,b) ≥ 1 for all n > N . Since
ω(
∑∞

n=0 tnanhta,b) = ω(
∑∞

n=1 tnanhb,e) ≥ min{ω(tnanhb,e) | n ≥ 1} ≥ 1, we

also have ω(
∑N

n=0 tnanhta,b) ≥ 1. Therefore we have
∑N

n=0 tnanhta,b ∈ Λ1.

Now let λ ∈ C ∩ k. We have tn(λa)nhλta,λtb = tnλn+2anha,b. Replacing a by
λa and b by λb in (1), we get

∞
∑

n=0

tnλn+2anhta,b =

∞
∑

n=0

tn(λa)nhλta,λb =

∞
∑

n=1

tnλnanhλb,e.

Since ω(tnλn+2anhta,b) = ω(tnanhta,b), we conclude that
∑N

n=0 tnλn+2anhta,b ∈

Λ1. Dividing by λ2 yields
∑N

n=0 tnλnanhta,b ∈ Λ1. Since |k∩C | ≥ N+1, Lemma
3.1 yields that tnanhta,b ∈ Λ1 for all n ≥ 0.

Now let m ≥ 1. Using the result above for a2m+2 instead of a and bhm
a instead

of b for n = 0, we get

a2mhta2,bh
m
a = ehm

a hta2,bh
m
a = ehta2hm

a ,bhm
a

= ehtam+2,bhm
a

∈ Λ1,

thus (a2)mhta2,b = a2mhta2,b ∈ Λ1 since hm
a is an isometry. Replacing a by a2

in (1) yields
∞
∑

n=0

tn(a2)nhb,ta2 =

∞
∑

n=1

tn(a2)nhb,e.

Since ω
(

tn(a2)nhb,ta2

)

≥ 2 for all n ≥ 1 and ω
(

tn(a2)nhb,e

)

≥ 2 for all n ≥ 2,
we get ehta2,b ≡ ta2he,b mod Λ2.

Let λ ∈ C ∩ k∗ such that λ − 1 ∈ k∗ ∩ C . Replacing t by λt and b by λb we get

λta2he,λb ≡ ehλta2,λb ≡ λ2ehta2,b ≡ λ2ta2he,b mod Λ2.

Dividing by λt yields
a2he,λb ≡ λa2he,b mod Λ1.

Since the map x 7→ x + Λ1 from U to Λ0/Λ1 is injective, we a2he,λb = λa2he,b.
Since U is generated by the squares as a EndH(U)-module, we get ahe,λb =
λahe,b. Now let 0 6= c ∈ U . The same argument for the c-isotope yields that
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ah−1
c hc,λb = λah−1

c hc,b. Replacing a by ahc, we get that ahλb,c = λahb,c for all
a, b, c ∈ U with c 6= 0. This equation is trivially also true for c = 0. Thus the
claim follows by 1.11. �

By the classification of quadratic Jordan division algebras in [24, Theorem 15.7],
a quadratic Jordan division algebra over a field of characteristic not 2 is a
skewfield, a Jordan algebra of Clifford type for an anisotropic quadratic form, an
involutory set or an Albert divison algebra. The corresponding little projective is
a PSL2 over a skewfield, an orthogonal group, a unitary group or an exceptional
algebraic group of type E78

7,1. Therefore, we can formulate our result in the
language of group theory. First, we need two auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.11 Let G be a doubly transitive permutation group on a set X such
that for some y ∈ X there is a normal subgroup Uy of Gy acting regularly on
X \ {y}. For every x ∈ X choose gx ∈ G with ygx = x and define Ux := Ugx

y .
Then Ux does not depend of the choice of gx, and

(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

is a Moufang
set whose little projective group G† is normal in G.

Proof. If hx is another element with yhx = x, then hxg−1
x ∈ Gy, so U

hxg−1
x

y =
Uy, hence Uhx

y = Ugx
y . This proves the first part. For x, z ∈ X and g ∈ Ux we

therefore have Ug
z = U

gyg
y = Uygyg = Uzg. This proves that

(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

is a
Moufang set. Moreover, {Ux | x ∈ X} is conjugation class of subgroups in G,
hence G† = 〈Ux | x ∈ X〉 is normal in G. �

Lemma 3.12 Let M(U, τ) be a proper Moufang set with U abelian. Let G† be
its little projective group. Suppose that G† E G ≤ Sym(X). Then Z(G∞,0) is
contained in the centroid of M(U, τ).

Proof. Let Z := Z(G∞,0 and H be the Hua subgroup of M(U ; τ). Then
Z ⊆ EndH(U∞) since H ≤ G∞,0, For every a ∈ U#, the element µa is contained
in G{∞,0} and therefore normalises Z. Since µ2

a = 1, we have hµa = h−1 for all
h ∈ Z or there is 1 6= z ∈ Z with zµa = z. Suppose the latter case holds. Then
for all b ∈ U# we have z = zµaµb = zµb since µaµb ∈ H ≤ G∞,0. Therefore we
have µb = µh

b = µbh for all b ∈ U#. Thus we have bh ∈ {b, −b} for all b ∈ U .
Therefore h = 1 or bh = −b for all b ∈ U . In both cases we have h−1 = h = hµa .

Thus we have hµa = h−1 for all h ∈ Z and all a ∈ U#. We get

hah = µeµah = µeµh
a = µeh−1µah = hµeµah = hhah = h2ha

�

Corollary 3.13 Let G be a group acting doubly transitively on a set X. Suppose
that for some x ∈ X there is an abelian subgroup Ux ≤ Gx with

(i) Ux acts regularly on X \ {x},

(ii Ux does not contain an involution,
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(iii) Ux is finitely generated as a Z(Gx,y)-module for all y ∈ X \ {x}.

Let G† be the subgroup of G generated by {Ug
x | g ∈ G}. Then G† E G and there

is a commutative field k such that one of the following holds:

(I) chark = 2 and G† ∼= Aff(k).

(II) chark 6= 2 and either G† is a classical group of relative k-rank one or an
exceptional algebraic group of type E78

7,1.

Proof. By 3.11 M :=
(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

is a Moufang set and G† is normal in G.
Suppose that M is improper. Hence G† is sharply 2-transitive. Since Ux is
abelian, by [28][Remark 2 on page 47/48] there is a commutative field k such
that G† ∼= Aff(k). Since k∗ ∼= Ux does not contain an involution, we have
chark = 2. Hence we are in case (I).

Now suppose that M is proper. Since Ux is abelian, the Moufang set M is proper
by [26]. By [27] the group Gx,y acts irreducibly on Ux, thus K := EndGx,y

(Ux)
is a skewfield by Schur’s Lemma. Let k be the subfield of K generated by
Z(Gx,y). Then k is commutative, and since there is no 2-torsion in Ux, we have
chark 6= 2. Suppose that Z(Gx,y) is finite. Then Z(Gx,y) is algebraic over the
prime field of k, and so k is finite-dimensional over its prime field. Moreover,
we have chark > 0, since the map n2 · idU is contained in H for all n ∈ N with
n relatively prime to the characteristic of U . Therefore k is finite as well. Since
Ux is finitely generated as a Z(Gx,y)-module, we have dimk U < ∞, hence U is
finite. By [25] we get G† ∼= PSL2(F ) for some finite field F with k ⊆ F .

Therefore we may assume that Z(Gx,y) is infinite. By 3.12 and our main theorem
we conclude M(U, τ) ∼= M(J) for some quadratic Jordan division algebra J . If
J is special, then G is a classical group. If J is exceptional, then G† is an
exceptional algebraic group of type E78

7,1 by [2, Remark after 2.29]. �

Definition 3.14 (a) Let G be a group acting on a set X . Then G is called
Zassenhaus transitive on X

(i) G acts doubly transitively on X ,

(ii) Gx,y 6= 1 but Gx,y,z = 1 for all pairwise distinct x, y, z ∈ X ,

(iii) for all x ∈ X there is a normal subgroup Ux of Gx acting regularly
on X \ {x} and

(iv) there is no regular normal subgroup N of G.

(b) Let M =
(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

be a Moufang set with little projective group G†.
We call M a Zassenhaus Moufang set if G† is Zassenhaus transitive on X .

Note that if M(U, τ) is a Moufang set with Hua subgroup H , then M(U, τ) is
Zassenhaus if and only if H 6= 1 and H acts freely on U . If M = M(J) for some
quadratic Jordan division algebra (J, Q, e), this means that if x, x1, . . . , xn ∈ J#

with xQx1
. . . Qxn

= x, then yQx1
. . . Qxn

for all y ∈ J .

The following statement is special case of [1, Theorem 4.8]. However, unlike this
theorem it does not use the classification of quadratic Jordan division algebras.
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Theorem 3.15 Let (J, Q, e) be a quadratic Jordan division algebra such that
M(J) is Zassenhaus. Then QaQb = QbQa for all a, b ∈ J .

Proof. We will make use of the identities in [14, Chapter 1, Section 2 and 3].
Note that Va,b in our notation corresponds to Vb,a in Jacobson’s notation. As
Jacobson we set Va := Va,e = Ve,a = Qe,a for a ∈ J .

Let a, b ∈ J#. By identity QJ4’ on [14, p. 18] we have

Vb,aQa = QaVa,b = Qa,bQa
.

Applying Q−1
a on the left and right and using (QJ3) we get

Q−1
a Vb,a = Va,bQ

−1
a = Q−1

a Qa,bQa
Q−1

a = Qa−1,b.

Thus
eQa,bQ

−1
a = eVa,bQ

−1
a = eQa−1,b.

Therefore we get

eQa,bQ
−1
a Q−1

b = eQa−1,b−1 = eQa,bQ
−1
b Q−1

a .

If eQa,b 6= 0, this implies QaQb = QbQa.
Now suppose that eQa,b = 0. We will show that QaQb = QbQa is also true

in this case. Since eQa,b = 0 = eQa,−b, we have eQa+b = eQa + eQb = eQa−b,
thus Qa+b = Qa−b and therefore 2Qa,b = 0. Moreover, we have

a−1Qa,b = aVb,a−1 = a−1Q−1
a−1Vb,a−1 = a−1Va−1,bQa = bQa−1,a−1Qa = 2bQaQ−1

a = 2b,

therefore we only have to deal with characteristic 2.
By identity QJ18 of [14] we have aQbVa + aVbVb,a = aVb,aVb + aVaQb. Since

aVb = 0, aVa = eQa,a = 2eQa = 0 and aVa,b = bQa,a = 2bQa = 0 we have
eQaQb,a = aQbVa = 0. By identity QJ30 of [14] we have

0 = eQeQa,b
= eQaQb + eQbQa + eQa,aQb

,

thus eQaQb = eQbQa. Thus the claim follows. �

Corollary 3.16 If M(J) is Zassenhaus, then either J is a commutative field
or there is a commutative field k with k2 ⊆ J ⊆ k.

Proof. This follows by the main theorem of [10]. �

Corollary 3.17 Suppose that G acts Zassenhaus transitively on a set X and
that for all x, y ∈ X pairwise distinct

(i) the group Ux is abelian, but not elementary-abelian of exponent 2 and

(ii) Ux is finitely generated as a Z(Gx,y)-module.

Then there is a field F with charF 6= 2 and a group PSL2(F ) ≤ G ≤ PΓL2(F )
such that (G, X) and

(

G , PG1(F )
)

are isomorphic as permutation groups, where
PG1(F ) denotes the projective line over F .
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Proof. Since G is Zassenhaus transitive on X , there is no regular normal sub-
group of G, so case (I) of 3.13 can be excluded. By 3.16 there is a commutative
field F with charF 6= 2 such that the corresponding Moufang set is isomorphic
to the projective line over F . The little projective group G† is isomorphic to
PSL2(F ). Thus G is isomorphic to a subgroup of Aut

(

PSL2(F )
)

= PΓL2(F ).

�

Remark 3.18 By [22], the group G is contained in PGL2(F ) if and only Gxy

is abelian.

4 KT-nearfields

KT-nearfields are the algebraic structures for Moufang sets whose little projec-
tive group is contained in a sharply 3-transitive groups. At first, we recall some
notion about nearfields. For an introduction to nearfields see [30].

Definition 4.1 Let F be a set with two binary operations + and · and 0, 1 ∈ F
two distinct elements. Then (F, +, ·, 0, 1) is called a (right) nearfield if

(a) (F, +, 0) is a group.

(b) (F ∗, ·, 1) is a group, where F ∗ := F \ {0}.

(c) (a + b) · c = a · c + b · c for all a, b, c ∈ F .

(d) a · 0 = 0 for all a ∈ F .

It can be seen that the additive group of a nearfield is necessarily abelian, see
[30][(2.3)].

Definition 4.2 Let F be a nearfield.

(a) Z(F ) := {a ∈ F | a · b = b · a for all b ∈ F} is called the centre of F .

(b) k(F ) := {a ∈ F | a · (b + c) = a · b + a · c for all b, c ∈ F} is called the
kernel of F .

One easily sees that k(F ) is a skewfield containing Z(F ) and that F is a left
vector space over k(F ).

Example 4.3 (a) Let F be a skewfield and ϕ : F ∗ → Aut(F ) a map with
ϕ(aϕ(b)b) = ϕ(a)ϕ(b) for all a, b ∈ F ∗. Such a map is called a coupling.
We define a new multiplication · on F by

a · b :=

{

aϕ(b)b, if b ∈ F ∗,
0, if b = 0

for all a, b ∈ F . Then F ϕ := (F, +, ·, 0, 1) is nearfield, called a Dickson
nearfield.

(b) A nearfield that is not a Dickson nearfield is called wild. There are up to
isomorphism exactly seven finite wild nearfields. Infinite wild nearfields
were constructed in [31], [8], [9] and [12].
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Definition 4.4 Let F be a nearfield. For a ∈ F ∗ and b ∈ F let ta,b : F → F :
x 7→ ax + b. Set T (F ) := {t1,b | b ∈ F} and Aff(F ) := {ta,b | a ∈ F ∗, b ∈ F},
the affine group of F .

We have

Theorem 4.5 (a) Aff(F ) is a subgroup of Sym(F ) that acts sharply 2-transitively
on F .

(b) T (F ) is a normal subgroup of Aff(F ) that acts regularly on F . Moreover,
we have T (F ) ∼= (F, +).

On the converse, we have

Theorem 4.6 Let X be set, G ≤ Sym(X) a group acting sharply 2-transitively
on X and N a normal subgroup of G acting regularly on X. Then there is
a nearfield F , such that (G, X) and

(

Aff(F )
)

are isomorphic as permutation
group. Moreover, if ϕ : G → Aff(F ) is an isomorphism, then ϕ(N) = T (F ).

Proofs of these well-known results can for instance be found in [19].

The question whether the sharply 2-transitive action of Aff(F ) on F can be
extended to a sharply 3-transitive action leads to the definition of a KT-nearfield.

Definition 4.7 Let F be a nearfield. An involutory automorphism σ of the
multiplicative group of F is called a KT-automorphism if (1+aσ)σ = 1−(1+a)σ

for all a ∈ F ∗ \ {−1}. The pair (F, σ) is called a KT-nearfield.

The abbreviation KT stands for Karzel-Tits.

Example 4.8 Let F be a commutative field, ϕ : F ∗ → Aut(F ) a coupling with
ϕ(a) = ϕ(a−1) for all a ∈ F ∗. Let aσ := a−1 (the inverse with respect to the
field multiplication) for all a ∈ F ∗. Then (F ϕ, σ) is a KT-nearfield.

Definition 4.9 Let (F, σ) be a KT-nearfield. Set X := F ∪̇{∞}. We embed
Aff(F ) to Sym(X) by setting ∞g := ∞ for all g ∈ Aff(F ). Let τ ∈ Sym(X) be
defined by

xτ :=







0, if x = ∞,
∞, if x = 0,
−xσ, if x ∈ F ∗.

We set T3(F ) := 〈τ, Aff(F )〉 ≤ Sym(X).

Definition 4.10 Let (F.σ) be a KT-nearfield. For a ∈ F ∗ let qa := a−σa, the
pseudo-square associated to a.

Theorem 4.11 Let (F, σ) be a KT-nearfield.

(a) T3(F ) is a sharply 3-transitive permutation group on X with T3(F )∞ =
Aff(F ) and T3(F )0,∞

∼= F ∗.

(b) For all x ∈ X let Ux be a conjugate of T (F ) in T3(F )x. Then Ux is the
unique conjugate of T (F ) in T3(F )x and

(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

is a special Mo-
ufang set whose little projective group G† is normal in T3(F ). Moreover,
for all a, x ∈ F with a 6= 0 we have xha = x · qa.
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Proof.

(a) This follows by [20].

(b) If Ux and Vx are two conjugates of T (F ) contained in T3(F )x, then both
groups are abelian normal subgroups T3(F )x acting regularly on X \ {x}.
Since T3(F )x acts sharply 2-transitively on X\{x}, it follows that Ux = Vx.
Thus for every x ∈ X there is a unique normal abelian subgroup Ux of
T3(F )x, hence {Ux | x ∈ X} is a conjugacy class of subgroups in T3(F ).
It follows that G† = 〈Ux | x ∈ X〉 is normal in T3(F ).

Since τ interchanges 0 and ∞, the Moufang sets
(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

and M(U, τ)
are isomorphic Moufang sets. For a ∈ U#, we have (−a)τ = (−1 · a)σ =
(−1)σ · aσ = −aσ = −aτ . Thus

(

X, (Ux)x∈X

)

is special, and Ux
∼= (F, +)

is abelian for all x ∈ X . We have

xha = xταaατ
−aτ −1α−(−aτ −1)τ

=
(

(xτ + a)τ−1 − aτ−1
)

τ + a

= −
(

aσ − (a − xσ)σ
)σ

+ a

=
(

(1 − xσ · a−1)σ · aσ − aσ
)σ

+ a

=
((

1 − (x · a−σ)σ
)σ

− 1
)σ

· aσ2

+ a

=
(

1 − (1 − x · a−σ)σ − 1
)

· a + a

= (x · a−σ − 1)σ2

· a + a

= x · a−σ · a − a + a

= x · qa.

�

Example 4.12 If F is a commutative field and ϕ is a coupling as in Example
4.3, then we have PSL2(F ) ≤ T3(F ϕ) ≤ PΓL2(F ). For example, if F = F9 and
ϕ is the unique non-trivial coupling of F , then T3(F ϕ) = Mat10, the Mathieu
group of order 10.

Recall that for n ≥ 1 a permutation group is called n-sharp if the stabiliser of
n distinct points is always trivial

Lemma 4.13 Let G be a 2-sharp permutation group on a set X and A a regular
subgroup of G. Suppose that there is x ∈ X and h1, h2, h3 ∈ H := NG(A) ∩ Gx

such that ah3 = ah1ah2 for all a ∈ A. Then Z(Gx) ≤ H.

Proof. We write the group A = (A, +, 0) additively, identify the set X with A,
the element x ∈ X with 0 ∈ A and the group A with the subgroup {αa | a ∈ A}
of Sym(A), where bαa = b + a for all a, b ∈ A. Then we have αah = αh

a for all
a ∈ A and all h ∈ H . Thus ah3 = 0αah3

= 0αh3
a = 0αh1

a αh2
a = 0αah1

αah2
=

ah1 + ah2 for all a ∈ A.
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Let t ∈ Z(G0) and 0 6= a ∈ A. Then ga := αt
aα−at ∈ G0. We have

gah3
αath1+ath2

= gah3
αath3

= gah3
αah3t

= αt
ah3

= αt
ah1+ah2

= αt
ah1

αt
ah2

= gah1
αah1tgah2

αah2t

= gah1
αath1

gah2
αath2

.

Thus

ath1 + ath2 = 0gah3
αath1+ath2

= 0gah1
αath1

gah2
αath2

= ath1gah2
+ ath2

and hence ath1 = ath1gah2
. Since G is 2-sharp, this means gah2

= 1. Replacing
a by ah−1

2 yields ga = 1. Therefore we have αt
a = αat for all a ∈ A, thus t ∈ H .

�

Theorem 4.14 Let M(U, τ) be a special Moufang set whose little projective
subgroup G† is contained in a sharply 3-transitive subgroup G of Sym(X), where
X := U ∪̇{∞}. Then G† E G and there is a KT-nearfield (F, σ) such that (X, G)
and

(

F ∪̇{∞}, T3(F )
)

are isomorphic permutation groups.

Proof. By [6, Corollary 6.4(3)] the group U is abelian.

We claim that U∞ is normal in G∞. Note that G∞ acts sharply 2-transitively
on U . Let J be the set of involutions of G∞ and J := J ∪ {1}. If charU = 2,
then J ∩ G∞ acts regularly on U by [15, (3.3)]. Since U∞ ⊆ J ∩ G∞ is also
regularly on U , we get that U∞ = J is normal in G∞.

Now suppose that charU = 3. Set C := {x ∈ G | o(x) = 3} and C := C ∪ {1}.
By [15, (2.1)] is a conjugacy class of G. Therefore every element of C has exactly
one fixed point. Thus C ∩ G∞ is a conjugacy class of G∞. By [15, (3.1)(b)] the
set C ∩ G∞ acts regularly on U . Since U∞ ⊆ C ∩ G∞ also acts regularly on U ,
we have U∞ = C ∩ G∞ and thus U∞ E G∞.

Now suppose that charU 6= 2, 3 and that there is an involution t ∈ G0,∞ nor-
malising U∞. Then t acts freely as an automorphism of U . Thus at = −a for
all a ∈ U . Now U is uniquely 2-divisible, hence we have a =

(

1
2 · a−1)t + 1

2 · a

and hence αa = αt
− 1

2
·a

α 1
2

·a = tt
α 1

2
·a ∈ tJ . Since t(J ∩ G∞) acts regularly on U

by [15, (3.1)(c)], thus t(J ∩ G∞) = U∞. Hence condition (v) and (viii) of [15,
(3.7)] apply, thus U∞ = (J ∩G∞)2 is normal in G∞ by condition (i) of the same
theorem. Therefore we show that there is an involution t ∈ G0,∞ normalising
U∞.

Let k be the prime field M(U, τ) and let e ∈ U# with µe = τ .. For alle r ∈ k∗ we
have hr·e = r2 · idU by [4][Proposition 4.6(6)]. Suppose that charU ≡ 1 mod 4.
Then there is an element r ∈ k∗ with r2 = −1. Thus hr·e = −id is an involution
and we are done.
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Now suppose charU = 0 or charU > 5. Since |(k∗)2| ≥ 3, there are u, v ∈ k∗ such
that u2 6= ±v2. Set ℓ := u2 − v2, m := 2uv and n := u2 + v2. For all x ∈ U we
have xhℓ·e+xhm·e = ℓ2·x+m2·x = (u2−v2)2 ·x+4u2v2·x = (u2+v2)2·x = xhn·e.
By [15] there is a unique involution t in G0,∞, and by 4.13 we have t ∈ NG∞

(U∞).
Thus U∞ E G∞ in all cases.

Therefore G is a sharply 3-transitive permutation group such that every point
stabilizer has an abelian normal subgroup acting regularly on the other points.
Thus there is a KT-nearfield (F, σ) such that G ∼= T3(F ) by [20]. Since G† is
generated by the root groups, we have G† E G. �

Definition 4.15 Let (F, σ) be a KT-nearfield with kernel k. We set kσ :=
k ∩ (k∗)σ ∪ {0}.

Theorem 4.16 Let (F, σ) be KT-nearfield with kernel k. Then kσ is a com-
mutative subfield of k such that xσ = x−1 for all x ∈ kσ. If charF 6= 2, then
k = kσ.

Proof. This follows by the main theorem of [16]. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.

Theorem 4.17 Let (F, σ) be a KT-nearfield with kernel k such that

(i) charF 6= 2 and dimk F < ∞ or

(ii) charF = 2, dimkσ
F < ∞ and F is generated by the pseudo-squares as a

kσ-module.

Then F is a Dickson nearfield as in Example 4.8.

Proof. This is well-known if F is finite, so we may assume that F is infinite.
Hence kσ is infinite as well. Let M(F ) be the Moufang set associated to (F, σ)
and H its Hua subgroup. For a ∈ k let λa : F → F : x 7→ a · x. Then
λs ∈ EndH(F ). Moreover, if a ∈ kσ, then qa = a2 ∈ Z(F ) by part (ii) of the
main theorem of [16]. Therefore, we have

xhbλa
= xha·b = x · qa·b

= x · (a · b)−σ · a · b = x · b−σ · a2 · b

= x · a2 · qb = xλ2
ahb.

Therefore λa is contained in the centroid. Our main theorem now implies that
M(F ) is the Moufang set for a quadratic Jordan division algebra. By 3.15 the
pseudo-squares generate an abelian subgroup of F ∗. The claim now follows by
[17, Theorem 1.3]. �

The author likes to thank Theo Grundhöfer for pointing out the following corol-
lary. Note that condition (ii) is slightly weaker than condition (ii) in 3.17 since
Z(Gx,y) ⊆ EndGx,y

(Ux).
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Corollary 4.18 Let G be a sharply 3-transitive permutation group on a set X.
Assume that

(i) for every x ∈ X there is a normal abelian subgroup Ux of Gx such that Ux

is regular on X \ {x} and not of exponent 2 and

(ii) for x, y ∈ X distinct, the group Ux is finitely generated as a module over
EndGx,y

(Ux).

Then there is a commutative field F with charF 6= 2 such that PSL2(F ) ≤ G ≤
PΓL2(F ).

Proof. We have G = T3(F ) for some KT-nearfield (F, σ). We choose an element
∞ ∈ X and identify F , U∞ and X \ {∞}. The group G∞,0 consists of all maps
ρa : F → F : x 7→ x · a with a ∈ F ∗. Let T ∈ EndG∞,0

(F ) and set a := 1T . We
claim that a is containend in the kernel of F and that xT = a · x for all x ∈ F .
Indeed, we have xT = 1ρxT = 1T ρx = aρx = a · x for all x ∈ F . Moreover, for
x, y ∈ F we have a · (x + y) = (x + y)T = xT + yT = a · x + a · y, hence a is in
the kernel of F . Conversely, if a is in the kernel of F , then the map x 7→ a · x is
contained in EndG∞,0

(F ). Therefore by the previous theorem F is coupled to a
commutative field which we also call F and the claim follows. �
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