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ON VERTEX-TRANSITIVE DISTANCE-REGULAR COVERS OF COMPLETE

GRAPHS WITH AN EXTREMAL SMALLEST EIGENVALUE

L.YU. TSIOVKINA

Abstract. The paper is devoted to the study of abelian (in the sense defined by Godsil and Hensel)

distance-regular r-covers of the complete graphs Kn. According to the construction by Coutinho, Godsil,

Shirazi, and Zhan (2016), each such cover yields an equiangular set of lines of size n that attains the relative

bound. Moreover, there are four families of abelian covers that, through this construction, yield sets of lines

attaining the absolute bound. All known representatives of these families — the hexagon, the icosahedron

graph, Taylor extensions of the Schläfli and McLaughlin graphs together with their distance-2 graphs, and

three other examples arising from generalized quadrangles — have a vertex-transitive automorphism group

with at most two orbits on the arc set of the cover. We aim to classify the covers from these families

under the condition that the automorphism group of the cover is vertex-transitive and has at most two

orbits on its arc set, which holds precisely when this group induces a transitive permutation group of rank

at most 3 on the set of cover fibres. We apply several fundamental classification results on permutation

groups of rank at most 3 to describe the family of covers for which r is odd and the smallest eigenvalue is

extremal, equaling −

√√

n+ 1, which corresponds to lines in a complex Hilbert space. The results obtained

encompass cases where the automorphism group of the cover induces a primitive or imprimitive group of

rank at most 3 on the set of fibres.

Keywords: distance-regular graph, antipodal cover, vertex-transitive graph, rank 3 group, equiangular set

of lines, equiangular tight frame.
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1. Introduction

The paper is devoted to the study of distance-regular antipodal covers of complete graphs. In view of

[12, Lemma 3.1], each such cover is equivalently defined as a connected graph whose vertex set admits

a partition into a set of n blocks of the same size r ≥ 2 such that each block induces an r-coclique, the

union of any two distinct blocks induces a perfect matching, and each two non-adjacent vertices lying in

different blocks have exactly µ ≥ 1 common neighbours. The triple (n, r, µ) is called the cover parameters.

Every cover with such parameters is briefly referred to as an (n, r, µ)-cover. For an (n, r, µ)-cover Γ, its

blocks are called fibres and the set of all fibres is denoted by F(Γ). The group of all automorphisms of

an (n, r, µ)-cover Γ that fix each of its fibres as a set is called the covering group of Γ and is denoted by

CG(Γ). If CG(Γ) is abelian and acts regularly on each fibre of Γ, then Γ is said to be abelian (see [12]).

In this paper, we focus on abelian (n, r, µ)-covers. The interest in this class of covers is due, among

other things, to the fact that they are one of the main known potential sources of new infinite families of

non-trivial (i.e., distinct from orthonormal bases and regular simplices) equiangular tight frames (see the

survey and references in [10]).

Coutinho, Godsil, Shirazi, and Zhan [7] established some significant connections between abelian

(n, r, µ)-covers and equiangular lines in certain spaces. Specifically, using an old result due to Godsil

and Hensel [12], they shown that from every abelian cover one can derive a set of n complex equiangular

lines in spaces of dimensions n− mθ
r−1 and n− mτ

r−1 , where mθ and mτ are the multiplicities of the second

largest and the smallest eigenvalues θ and τ of the cover, respectively. The resulting sets of lines meet
1
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2 L. YU. TSIOVKINA

the equality in the relative bound, thus providing equiangular tight frames of size n in the corresponding

spaces. The absolute bound for the number of equiangular lines imposes the following restrictions:

−1

2

√
(n− 1)(

√
8n+ 1− 3) 6 τ 6 −

√
1

2
(
√
8n+ 1 + 3)

for covers with even r, and

−(
√
n− 1)

√√
n+ 1 6 τ 6 −

√√
n+ 1

for covers with odd r. The extreme cases in the upper or lower bounds imply the following parametrization

of abelian covers, which, via this construction, yield sets of equiangular lines of maximum possible size in

real or complex Hilbert spaces.

Theorem 1.1 (see [7]). Let Γ be an abelian (n, r, µ)-cover with eigenvalues n− 1 > θ > −1 > τ .

(A) If r is even, then Γ gives a set of equiangular lines of size n = d(d+1)/2 in R
d via the Coutinho–

Godsil–Shirazi–Zhan construction if and only if either (n, r, µ) = (28, 4, 8) or r ≥ 4, (i) t = −τ ∈
N, (ii) t ≥ 3 and is not divisible by four, (iii) µ ≥ 2, (iv) r divides t − 1 whenever 2r ≤ t2 + 1,

(v) µ is even whenever t is odd, (vi) any odd prime divisor of r is a divisor of t− 1, and

(1) (n, r, µ) = ((t2 − 2)(t2 − 1)/2, r, (t − 1)3(t+ 2)/(2r)),

or r = 2, t = −τ ∈ {
√
5} ∪ N and

(2) (n, r, µ) ∈ {((t2 − 2)(t2 − 1)/2, r, (t ± 1)3(t∓ 2)/(2r))}.

(B) If r is odd, then Γ gives a set of equiangular lines of size n = d2 in C
d via the Coutinho–Godsil–

Shirazi–Zhan construction if and only if either r = µ = 3 =
√
n or t = −τ ∈ N, (3, r) = 1, r

divides t− 1, and

(3) (n, r, µ) = ((t2 − 1)2, r, (t − 1)2(t2 + t− 1)/r).

The existence of abelian covers with even r satisfying conditions of Theorem 1.1(A) is known only for

the parameter sets (t, r) = (2, 2), (
√
5, 2), (3, 2) and (5, 2), and (n, r, µ) = (28, 4, 8). These correspond to

the hexagon, the icosahedron graph, Taylor extensions of the Schläfli and McLaughlin graphs (as well as

their distance-2 graphs), and the collinearity graph of a generalized quadrangle GQ(3, 9) with a deleted

spread. All these examples are arc-transitive and yield all known examples of real equiangular sets of

lines that attain the absolute bound (in dimensions d ∈ {2, 3, 7, 23}).
For the parameter set (n, r, µ) = (9, 3, 3), there exist exactly two non-isomorphic (abelian) covers (see

[2, p. 386]). In both examples, the full automorphism group is vertex-transitive and has at most two

orbits in its induced action on the arc set. The question of the existence of abelian covers with parameters

(3) remains open. It is of particular interest, as covers with odd r satisfying conditions of Theorem 1.1(B)

give rise to equiangular tight frames that are equivalent to so-called SIC-POVM sets, which play an

important role in some problems of quantum information theory (see the discussion in [7]).

This raises the following question.

Problem 1.2. Classify G-vertex-transitive abelian covers Γ with parameters (1), (2) or (3) with a small

number of G-orbits in the induced action of G on the arc set of Γ.

The author’s paper [18] completed the classification of arc-transitive covers with non-solvable automor-

phism groups.
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Theorem 1.3 (see [18]). Suppose Γ is an unknown edge-transitive (n, r, µ)-cover and Σ = F(Γ). Then

Aut(Γ)Σ ≤ AΓL1(|Σ|) and |CG(Γ)| = r. If, in addition, Aut(Γ) acts transitively on arcs, then it is solvable,

µ > 1 and n = rµ.

We formulate below several results on abelian covers, which follow from the classification obtained.

Theorem 1.4 (see [18]). Arc-transitive abelian (n, r, µ)-covers with nonsolvable automorphism groups are

exhausted by

• distance-transitive Taylor covers,

• Thas–Somma covers,

• collinearity graphs of generalized quadrangles dual to H(3, q2)’s with a deleted cyclic spread,

together with their quotient covers obtained by quotiening by orbits of proper subgroups of the covering

group.

All examples of edge-transitive abelian (n, r, µ)-covers Γ with Aut(Γ)F(Γ) 6≤ AΓL1(|F(Γ)|) are known.

Corollary 1.5. The only edge-transitive abelian (n, r, µ)-covers with parameters (1) or (2) are the

hexagon, the icosahedron graph, Taylor extensions of the Schläfli and McLaughlin graphs, and their

distance-2 graphs.

Corollary 1.6. The only edge-transitive abelian (28, 4, 8)-cover is the collinearity graph of the generalized

quadrangle dual to H(3, 9) with a deleted cyclic spread.

Corollary 1.7 (see [18]). There is no edge-transitive abelian (n, r, µ)-cover with parameters (3).

The main goal of this paper is to classify abelian covers Γ with parameters (3) whose full automorphism

group is vertex-transitive and has exactly two orbits in its induced action on the arc set of Γ. This condition

is satisfied precisely when the group G = Aut(Γ) induces a transitive permutation group of rank 3 on the

set Σ of cover fibres (see Lemma 2.1 in Section 2).

We base our arguments on several fundamental classification results on permutation groups of rank at

most 3, including the classification of finite 2-transitive permutation groups. In what follows, we consider

separately the cases of primitive and imprimitive groups GΣ.

The primitive permutation groups X of degree n and rank 3 are classified (see the discussion and

references in [4, Chapter 11]) and are divided into three types:

(1) Almost simple, that is, S E X ≤ Aut(S), where S is a non-abelian simple group;

(2) Affine, that is, X has a normal regular elementary abelian group of order n, so n is a prime power;

(3) Wreathed type, that is, T × T E X 6 T0 ≀ S2, where T0 is a 2-transitive group of degree n0 with

simple socle T and n = n2
0.

By one of the above-mentioned results (e.g. see [2, p. 386]), there are precisely two abelian covers

satisfying conditions of Theorem 1.1(B), which have affine groups GΣ (of rank at most 3). Abelian covers

with general parameters having almost simple primitive groups GΣ were studied in a series of papers by

the author (see references in [18]). Here we prove the following result, describing abelian covers with

primitive groups GΣ of the third type.

Theorem 1.8. Let Γ be an abelian cover with parameters (3), G = Aut(Γ), and Σ = F(Γ). If GΣ is a

primitive group of rank 3, then it is either almost simple or has wreathed type, T ×T E GΣ ≤ T0 ≀2, where
T0 is a 2-transitive group of degree n0 = t2 − 1 = q4−1

q−1 such that T = Soc(T0) ≃ L4(q).
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Imprimitive permutation groups X of rank 3 have a common characterization involving several 2-

transitive actions. Namely, every such group X has a (unique) nontrivial imprimitivity system B and

by the “Embedding Theorem” for imprimitive groups, the group X can be viewed as a subgroup of the

wreathed product H ≀ Y , where, for a block B ∈ B, H = X{B}
B, and the groups H and Y ≃ GB are

both 2-transitive. By [8], provided that H is an almost simple group, the group X, except for a few

sporadic subcases, is either quasi-primitive (and known) or full, i.e. the kernel of the action of X on B
contains the |B|-th direct power of the socle of the wreathed component H. (For the case of an affine

group H, the structure of groups X may be very complicated and the problem of their classification is far

from its solution, see a discussion in [8]). Using this result together with the classification of 2-transitive

permutation groups, we show the next theorem, which reduces the consideration of the imprimitive case

for GΣ to some rather special situations.

Theorem 1.9. Suppose that Γ is an abelian cover with parameters (3), Σ = F(Γ), G = Aut(Γ), and GΣ

is an imprimitive group of rank 3 with subdegrees 1, k1, and k2. Let F ∈ Σ, B be the unique nontrivial

imprimitivity system for GΣ, B be its block (of size k1 + 1) containing F , M = G{F}, K = CG(Γ) and

H = G{B}
B. Then H is an affine group (of degree k1 + 1 = pl, where p is a prime) and one of the

following holds:

(1) GB is an almost simple group and either

(i) (Soc(GB), |B|) = (L2(8), 9) and l is even, or

(ii) (Soc(GB), |B|) = (L5(3), 121), t = 12, r = 11, p = 13, l = 2, and MB ≤ GL2(13) or

MB ≤ ΓL1(13
2);

(2) GB is an affine group, t is even, t− 1 = ps11 = ps22 − 2 for some primes p1 and p2, and {|B|, |B|} =

{(t− 1)2, (t+ 1)2}.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides some necessary definitions and auxiliary results.

In Sections 3 and 4 we prove Theorem 1.8 and Theorem 1.9 respectively.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we consider only undirected graphs without loops or multiple edges. For a

graph Γ, we denote the set of its vertices by V(Γ) and the set of its arcs (i.e., ordered pairs of adjacent

vertices) by A(Γ).

Let Γ be an (n, r, µ)-cover. For a vertex a ∈ V(Γ), we denote by Γi(a) the sphere of radius i centered

at a in Γ (we also use the notation [a] = Γ1(a) when Γ is clear from the context), and by F (a) we denote

the fibre containing a. Every two adjacent vertices in Γ have a constant number λ of common neighbors,

which equals n − (r − 1)µ − 2. Then, Γ has exactly four distinct eigenvalues: n − 1 > θ > −1 > τ

(see [2]), with multiplicities 1,mθ, n − 1,mτ , respectively. Here, θ and τ are the roots of the equation

x2 − (λ− µ)x− (n− 1) = 0, and the multiplicities mθ and mτ can be computed using the formulas:

mθ =
−τ(r − 1)n

τ + θ
, mτ =

θ(r − 1)n

τ + θ
.

It can be easily seen that Γ is antipodal, with diameter 3, and the antipodal classes coincide with the

cover fibres. According to [12], quotiening of Γ by the orbits of a subgroup of CG(Γ) may yield a cover

with new parameters (n, r′, µ′). More specifically, for any non-trivial subgroup N of CG(Γ) of order less
than r, the quotient cover ΓN , defined as a graph on the set of N -orbits where two orbits are adjacent if

there is an edge in Γ between them, is a (n, r/|N |, µ|N |)-cover.
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Let G be a finite permutation group acting on a set Ω, and let Λ ⊆ Ω. The sets G{Λ} = {g ∈ G | Λg = Λ}
and GΛ = {g ∈ G | xg = x for all x ∈ Λ} form two subgroups of G, called as the setwise stabilizer and

the pointwise stabilizer of Λ in G, respectively. If g ∈ G{Λ}, then g is said to fix Λ as a set; in particular,

if g ∈ GΛ, then g fixes Λ pointwise. If Λ is a G-invariant set (i.e., G = G{Λ}), then GΛ denotes the

permutation group induced by G on Λ (so that GΛ ≃ G/GΛ). The set of all points in Ω fixed by an

element g ∈ G is denoted by FixΩ(g) or simply Fix(g) when it is clear which Ω is meant. A G-orbital of

G is any orbit in the induced action of G on Ω2. If G is transitive, then the number of Ga-orbits on Ω is

referred to as the (permutation) rank of G and is denoted by rk(G) (so rk(G) coincides with the number

of G-orbitals). Further, for a natural number l, π(l) denotes the set of its prime divisors, and for a finite

group X, π(X) refers to its prime spectrum, i.e., the set π(|X|). For any p ∈ π(l), (l)p denotes the p-part

of l, which is the largest power of p dividing l, while (l)p′ denotes the number l/(l)p, called as the p′-part

of l. Finally, (x, y) denotes the greatest common divisor of the integers x and y.

The remaining general terminology and notation used in this paper are mostly standard and can be

found in [1, 9, 2].

Lemma 2.1. If Γ is an (n, r, µ)-cover, |CG(Γ)| = r, and X is its transitive group of automorphisms, then

the group G := CG(Γ)X has exactly rk(GΣ)− 1 orbits on the set of arcs of the cover Γ, where Σ = F(Γ).

Proof. Let ∆1, . . . ,∆s be the complete set of G-orbitals whose union gives A(Γ). Then for each vertex a

there are exactly s arcs-representatives of the form (a, ai) ∈ ∆i. All vertices ai belong to pairwise distinct

fibres. Moreover, if F (ai)
g = F (aj) for some 1 ≤ i, j ≤ s and g ∈ G{F (a)}, then CG(Γ) contains an element

h such that (agh, (ai)
gh) = (a, aj), hence i = j. Thus s ≤ rk(GΣ)− 1. On the other hand, in view of the

action of CG(Γ) on V(Γ), there are at most s non-diagonal GΣ-orbitals on Σ, which yields the required

equality. �

Recall that, by a theorem of Burnside, every finite 2-transitive group is either almost simple or affine.

Their classification (see Theorem 2.2 below), which we give in accordance with [13, Theorem 2.9] (see

also [4, Theorem 11.2.1]) will provide a basis for our proofs.

Theorem 2.2. Let G be a finite 2-transitive permutation group on a set X, |X| = n, a ∈ X, H = Ga,

and T be the socle of G.

Then either

(1) G is an almost simple group and for (T, n) one of the following possibilities holds:

(i) alternating (Altn, n), n ≥ 5;

(ii) linear (Lm(q), (qm − 1)/(q − 1)), m ≥ 2 and (m, q) /∈ {(2, 2), (2, 3)};
(iii) symplectic (Sp2m(2), 22m−1 ± 2m−1), m ≥ 3;

(iv) unitary (U3(q), q
3 + 1), q ≥ 3;

(v) Ree (2G2(q), q
3 + 1), q = 32a+1 ≥ 27;

(vi) Suzuki (Sz(q), q2 + 1), q = 22a+1 ≥ 8;

(vii) Mathieu (Mn, n), n ∈ {11, 12, 22, 23, 24};
(viii) sporadic (L2(11), 11), (M11, 12), (Alt7, 15), (L2(8), 28), (HiS, 176), (Co3, 276),

or

(2) G = TH, T is an elementary abelian group of order n = pm, where p is a prime, and one of the

following holds:

(i) linear m = cd, d ≥ 2 and SLd(p
c) E H ≤ ΓLd(p

c);

(ii) symplectic m = cd, d is even, d ≥ 4 and Spd(p
c) E H ≤ Zpc−1 ◦ ΓSpd(pc);
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(iii) G2-type m = 6c, p = 2 and G2(2
c)′ E H ≤ Z2c−1 ◦ Aut(G2(2

c));

(iv) one-dimensional H ≤ ΓL1(p
m);

(v) exceptional pm ∈ {92, 112, 192, 292, 592} and SL2(5) E H, or pm = 24 and Alt6 or Alt7 E H,

or pm = 36 and SL2(13) E H;

(vi) extraspecial pm ∈ {52, 72, 112, 232} and SL2(3) E H or pm = 34, R = D8 ◦Q8 ⊳ H, H/R ≤
Sym5 and 5 divides |H|.

Note that the socle T of an almost simple 2-transitive group of degree n is also 2-transitive, with the

only exception of the case (T, n) = (L2(8), 28), in which T acts primitively with rank 4 (e.g. see [13,

Lemma 2.10]).

The following number-theoretic results will be used in the forthcoming arguments.

Lemma 2.3. Let q be a prime power, e ∈ {1,−1}, and k,m ∈ N. Then the following statements hold:

(1) if an odd prime r divides q − e, then (qm − em)r = (m)r(q − e)r (see [22, Lemma 6(ii)]);

(2) if 4 divides q− e or m is odd, then (qm− em)2 = (m)2(q− e)2 (see [14, Chapter IX, Lemma 8.1]).

(3) (qk − 1, qm − 1) = q(k,m) − 1 (e.g. see [22, Lemma 6(iii)]);

Lemma 2.4 (A Corollary of Zsigmondy’s Theorem [23]). If p and q are prime numbers, 1 ≤ m,n ∈ N

and

pm = qn + 1,

then one of the following assertions holds:

(1) q = 2, p = 3, n = 3,m = 2;

(2) q = 2,m = 1, n is a power of 2 and p = qn + 1 is a Fermat prime;

(3) p = 2, n = 1 and q = pm − 1 is a Mersenne prime, in particular, m is prime.

Throughout the rest of the paper we make and use the following assumptions and notations:

• Γ is an abelian cover with parameters (3), that is,

(n, r, µ) =
(
(t2 − 1)2, r, (t2 + t− 1)(t− 1)

(t− 1)

r

)
,

where t is a positive integer and r is a divisor of t− 1 such that (6, r) = 1, and eigenvalues

k = t2(t2 − 2), θ = (t2 − 2)t, −1, τ = −t

of respective multiplicities

1, mθ = (t2 − 1)(r − 1), k, mτ = (t2 − 2)(t2 − 1)(r − 1),

and

• Σ = F(Γ) (so n = |Σ|), v = nr, a ∈ F ∈ Σ,

• K = CG(Γ) ≤ G ≤ Aut(Γ), G is transitive on V(Γ), M = G{F} and C = GF ,

• αi(g) = |{x ∈ V(Γ): ∂(x, xg) = i}| for an element g ∈ G.

Moreover,

µ = (t3 − 2t+ 1)
(t− 1)

r
,

λ = (t3 − 2t+ 1)
(t − 1)

r
+ t(t2 − 3),

and in view of the Hoffman bounds for cliques and cocliques (see [2, Propositions 4.4.6, 3.7.2])

(4) |Q| ≤ 1 + (t2 − 2)t =
rµ

t− 1
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for any clique Q of the graph Γ, and

(5) |C| ≤ r(t2 − 1)2

1 + (t2 − 2)t
=

rn

rµ/(t− 1)
=

n(t− 1)

µ

for any coclique C of the graph Γ.

Next we list a number of auxiliary lemmas on basic properties of the pair (Γ, G).

Lemma 2.5. The class of covers Γ with parameters (3) is closed under taking the quotient covers ΓU

obtained by factorizing by subgroups 1 < U < K.

Proof. It is enough to note that for any subgroup 1 < U < K the graph ΓU is a ((t2 − 1)2, r′, (t3 − 2t +

1)(t − 1)/r′))-cover, where |K : U | = r′, which follows from [12]. �

Lemma 2.6 (see [18, Lemma 1]). The following statements are true:

(1) C = CG(K) ∩Ga and M = K : Ga;

(2) |G : M | = (t2 − 1)2 and |G : Ga| divides (t2 − 1)2(t− 1);

(3) π(G) = π(nr) ∪ π(Ga) ⊆ π
(
n! · (t− 1)

)
;

(4) |Fix(Ga)| = |NG(Ga) : Ga| divides nr, and |FixΣ(M)| = |NG(M) : M | divides n;

(5) if p ∈ π(G) and p > t+ 1, then p ∈ π(GF );

(6) G/CG(K) ≤ Aut(K) and if r is prime, then G/CG(K) ≤ Zr−1 and every element g ∈ G of prime

order p 6∈ π(r − 1) either has no fixed points or Fix(g) is the union of some fibres;

(7) if g is an element of prime order p in G, p > r and p 6∈ π((t2 − 1)(t2 − 2)t), then r3 = r − 1,

r2r1 > 0, and |Ω| ≥ r(1+r1)+r ·z for some non-negative integer z which is a multiple of p, where

ri = |Γi(a)| (mod p), i = 1, 2, 3.

Lemma 2.7 (see [18, Lemma 2]). Let p ∈ π(G). If p > t− 1 and p does not divide t+ 1, then

max{p, |FixΣ(g)|} < µ;

in particular, if p > µ/2, then for any element g ∈ G of order p, the subgraph Fix(g) is an abelian

(|FixΣ(g)|, r, µ′)-cover with µ′ ≡ µ (mod p), µ > |FixΣ(g)| > (r − 1)µ′ and π(r) ⊆ π(|FixΣ(g)|).

Lemma 2.8 (see [18, Lemma 3]). Suppose g is an involution of G and Ω = Fix(g) 6= ∅. Let f = |Ω∩F (z)|
for z ∈ Ω, l = |FixΣ(g)|, and X = {x ∈ Γ \Ω| [x]∩Ω 6= ∅}. Then Ω is a regular graph of degree l− 1 on

lf vertices and the following statements hold:

(1) if l = 1, then t is even, α3(g) = 0, α1(g) + α2(g) = (n− 1)r, and Ω coincides with the fibre F (z);

(2) if l > 1, then α3(g) = (r−f)l, α1(g)+α2(g) = (n− l)r, each vertex in X is ”on average” adjacent

to fl(n−l)
|X| vertices in Ω, and the number of such vertices in Ω does not exceed l (in particular, if

|X| = f(n− l), then l ≤ λ) and

f ≤ |X|
n− l

≤ |Ω| ≤ (λ− µ)α1(g)

n− l
+ rµ ≤ rλ,

furthermore, if F (z) ⊂ Ω, then X = Γ\Ω and either (i) α1(g) = (n− l)r, l ≤ λ, and each 〈g〉-orbit
on Γ \ Ω is an edge, or (ii) α2(g) > 0 and l ≤ µ;

(3) if t is even, then X = {x ∈ Γ| ∂(x, xg) ∈ {1, 2}};
(4) if f = 1 and l > 1, then Ω is an l-clique and l ≤ rµ/(t− 1) ≤ µ;

(5) if f > 1, t is even, and l > 1, then the diameter of the graph Ω is 3 and |Ω| ≤ l + (l − 1)2(l − 2).

It is easy to see that the groups Ga
[a] and G{F}

Σ−{F} are permutation isomorphic. This implies the

following useful fact.
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Lemma 2.9 (see [18, Lemma 4]). Suppose that GΣ has permutation rank 3 with subdegrees 1 ≤ k1 ≤ k2.

Then

(i) Ga has exactly two orbits on [a], say X1 and X2, with lengths k1 and k2 respectively, satisfying

(6) k1(λ− λ1) = k2(λ− λ2),

where λi = |[xi] ∩Xi| for a vertex xi ∈ Xi, i = 1, 2,

(ii) if Ga fixes a vertex a∗ ∈ F (a)− {a}, then

(7) k1(µ− µ1) = k2(µ− µ2),

where µ1 = |[y1]∩X1| for a vertex y1 ∈ X∗
1 , µ2 = |[y2]∩X∗

2 | for a vertex y2 ∈ X2, and, for i = 1, 2,

X∗
i is a Ga-orbit on [a∗] of length ki.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.8

In this section we will assume that GΣ is a primitive group of rank 3 with subdegrees 1, k1, and k2,

where k1 ≤ k2. Under this assumption, by [5, Theorem 2.6.14] and [3], the group GΣ of degree (t2 − 1)2

has two self-paired orbitals on Σ.

Since n = (t2 − 1)2 is not a prime power, then by the classification of primitive groups of rank 3 (see,

e.g., [4, Chapter 11, Theorem 11.1.1]) the group GΣ is either almost simple or is of wreathed type.

Suppose that the group GΣ is of wreathed type, that is, P = T × T E GΣ 6 T0 ≀ S2, where T0 is a

2-transitive group of degree n0 on a set ∆ with a simple non-abelian socle T , and n = n2
0. Recall that

in this case the action of the wreath product T0 ≀ S2 on the set Σ which is identified with the cartesian

square ∆2 is given by the rule

(δ1, δ2)
(g1,g2)τ = (δg11 , δg22 )τ = (δ(1)τ

g(1)τ , δ(2)τ
g(2)τ )

for all (δ1, δ2) ∈ ∆2 and (g1, g2)τ ∈ T0 ≀ S2, and the nontrivial subdegrees of the group GΣ are equal to

k1 = 2(n0 − 1) and k2 = (n0 − 1)2. Simplifying the equation (6), we get

(8) 2(λ− λ1) = (n0 − 1)(λ− λ2).

Note that Ga contains a subgroup A = S×S, where S is the stabilizer of a point in T , which has exactly

two orbits on X1, say Y1 and Y2, so that AYi ≃ S and the lengths of these orbits are |Y1| = |Y2| = n0 − 1.

So λ1, being a sum of some subdegrees of AX1 , must be a sum of some subdegrees of groups AY1 and AY2 .

By [18], T cannot be an alternating group of degree n0. Also T cannot be a sporadic simple group,

since in this case n0 ∈ {11, 15, 12, 22, 23, 24, 176, 276} and the condition t2 − 1 = n0 gives n0 = 15, 24,

which contradicts the condition t ≥ 6.

In what follows, we will apply the identity (8) to show that λ1 cannot be a sum of subdegrees of AX1 .

In doing so, we exclude almost all other admissible cases for T described by Theorem 2.2.

1. Suppose that n0 − 1 = q = pe, where p is a prime. Since t ≥ 6 and t2 − 2 = n0 − 1, p > 2, e is odd,

and pe divides λ− λ1. Thus T 6≃ Sz(q). Let us consider the cases when T ≃ L2(q),
2G2(q) or U3(q).

First, note that since λ1 + 1 ≤ k1 and

λ = (t2 − 2)z +
t− 1

r
− t,

where z = (t−1)2

r + t−1
r + t, then

λ1 = z1(t
2 − 2)− t+

t− 1

r
,
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where z1 ∈ {1, 2}, and
λ2 = λ− 2(z − z1) = (t2 − 4)z +

t− 1

r
− t+ 2z1.

The facts about subdegrees of point stabilizers in the corresponding 2-transitive groups used below are

well-known (see, for example, [21], [9] and also [17]).

In the case T ≃ L2(q), for any i ∈ {1, 2}, the stabilizer of a point in AYi has exactly three orbits on Yi:

one orbit of length 1 and two orbits of length q−1
2 . Hence λ1 ≡ 0 (mod t2−3

2 ) or λ1 ≡ 1 (mod t2−3
2 ). But

then z1 − t+ t−1
r ≡ 0 or 1 (mod t2−3

2 ), a contradiction.

In the case of T ≃ 2G2(q), for any i ∈ {1, 2}, the stabilizer of a point in AYi contains a cyclic subgroup

of order (q − 1)/2, which has one orbit of length 1 on Yi and the length of any other its orbit on Yi is

(q − 1)/2. Hence λ1 ≡ 0 (mod t2−3
2 ) or λ1 ≡ 1 (mod t2−3

2 ). Contradiction, as above.

In the case T ≃ U3(q), for any i ∈ {1, 2}, the stabilizer of a point in AYi has one orbit of length 1 on

Yi, and the length of any other its orbit on Yi is a multiple of q− 1. Hence λ1 ≡ 0 (mod t2 − 3) or λ1 ≡ 1

(mod t2 − 3), again a contradiction.

2. For T ≃ Sp2d(2), d ≥ 3 we have n0 = 22d−1 ± 2d−1.

2.1. Let (t− 1) = 2x and (t+ 1) = 2d−2y, where xy = 2d ± 1. Then 2d−3 divides y ± 1, which implies

d ≤ 6. But for 3 ≤ d ≤ 6 only two cases are possible: t = 11 and d = 4, or t = 23 and d = 5.

For d = 4 or d = 5 we have λ1 ∈ {110, 229} and λ1 ∈ {506, 1033} respectively. But in any case the

stabilizer of a point from Yi to AYi has exactly two non-single-point orbits on Yi, and the lengths of these

orbits are 54 and 64 or 256 and 270 respectively for d = 4 and d = 5 (this can be verified, for example,

in GAP [11]). Contradiction.

2.2. Let (t + 1) = 2y and (t − 1) = 2d−2x, where xy = 2d ± 1. Then 2d−3 divides x ∓ 1, which again

implies d ≤ 6. But for 3 ≤ d ≤ 6 there is no admissible t, a contradiction.

3. Let T ≃ Ld(q), d ≥ 3. Then the number n0 − 1 = q qd−1−1
q−1 can be odd only if q and d − 1 are both

odd.

First, note that the cases d = 3 and d = 5 are impossible. Indeed, since t2 − q2 6= q + 2 for t ≥ 6,

then d 6= 3. Now we show that d 6= 5. Suppose the contrary. Since d is odd, then q 6= 2 and therefore

q2 < t < q3. Let us expand t in base q: t = αq2 + βq + γ, where 0 < α, γ < q and 0 ≤ β < q. Then

t2 = α2q4 + 2αβq3 + (2αγ + β2)q2 + 2βγq + γ2 = q4 + q3 + q2 + q + 2 and therefore α = 1. If β = 0, then

q divides the number γ2 − 2 that is less than q2, and then γ =
√
ql + 2 for some non-negative integer l.

But this leads to the contradiction 2
√
2 + ql + (l − 1)/(q + 1) = q.

Further, arguing as in Case 1, in view of the relation (8) we have

λ1 = z1
n0 − 1

(2, n0 − 1)
− t+

t− 1

r
,

where z1 ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} for even n0 − 1 and z1 ∈ {1, 2} for odd n0 − 1.

Let us consider a vector space V of dimension d over Fq and identify T with PSL(V ). Fix an arbitrary

basis u,w1, w2, ..., wd−2 for V and denote by W1 the subspace generated by the vectors w2, ..., wd−2. Recall

that the stabilizer of two projective points 〈u〉 and 〈w1〉 in PSL(V ) contains a subgroup isomorphic to

GL(W1), which on PV has one orbit of length q − 1 (forming points of the set P 〈u,w1〉 − 〈u〉 − 〈w1〉),
one orbit of length qd−2−1

q−1 (forming points of PW1), and q + 1 orbits of length qd−2 − 1, that are entirely

contained in PV −PW1−P 〈u,w1〉. Hence, identifying Σ with the cartesian square of the projective space

PV for PSL(V ), we obtain

λ1 = α1 + α2(q − 1) + α3
qd−2 − 1

q − 1
+ α4(q

d−2 − 1)
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for some α1 ∈ {0, 1}, α2, α3 ∈ {0, 1, 2}, α4 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 2(q + 1)}.
Thus

z1q(q
d−1 − 1)

(2, n0 − 1)(q − 1)
− t+

t− 1

r
= α1 + α2(q − 1) + α3

qd−2 − 1

q − 1
+ α4(q

d−2 − 1).

Hence

(9)
z1q

(2, n0 − 1)
(qd−2 − 1 +

qd−2 − 1

q − 1
+ 1)− t+

t− 1

r
− α1 − α2(q − 1) = α3

qd−2 − 1

q − 1
+ α4(q

d−2 − 1).

Multiplying both sides of the equality (9) by (2, n0 − 1), we obtain

(10) z1q(q
d−2 − 1 +

qd−2 − 1

q − 1
)− γ = (2, n0 − 1)

(
α3

qd−2 − 1

q − 1
+ α4(q

d−2 − 1)
)
,

where

(11) γ = −z1q + (2, n0 − 1)(t − t− 1

r
+ α1 + α2(q − 1)) = l

qd−2 − 1

q − 1

for some integer l. Then, dividing both sides of the equality (10) by qd−2−1
q−1 , we obtain

(12) z1q
2 = z1q · (q − 1) + z1q = l + (2, n0 − 1)(α3 + α4(q − 1)),

therefore, the number l + (2, n0 − 1)α3 − z1 is divisible by q − 1.

3.1. Let l = γ = 0. Then the number (2, n0 − 1)α3 − z1 is divisible by q − 1. Therefore q ≤ 5 or

z1 = (2, n0 − 1)α3 and α4 =
(q+1)z1
(2,n0−1) .

On the other hand, z1
(2,n0−1) ≤ 2 regardless of the parity of n0 − 1, hence the expression (11) yields

(13)
t− 1

r
(r − 1) = z1

q

(2, n0 − 1)
− 1− α1 − α2(q − 1) ≤ 2q − 1.

Therefore, t− 1 ≤ (2q − 1)2q and

qd − 1

q − 1
= t2 − 1 ≤ (2q(2q − 1))2 + 4q(2q − 1) = 16q4 − 16q3 + 12q2 − 4q,

which gives d ≤ 8, and also that q ≤ 16 for d ≥ 6. Straightforward enumeration of admissible d ≥ 6 such

that (t2 − 1)(q − 1) = qd − 1 shows that q = 2 and either d = 6, t = 8, and r = 7, or d = 8, t = 16, and

r = 5, a contradiction with the estimate (13).

Thus d = 4, z1 = 2α3 ∈ {2, 4} and α4 ∈ {q + 1, 2(q + 1)}.
3.2. Suppose that γ = qd−2−1

q−1 l for some nonzero integer l.

3.2.1. Suppose that l < 0. Then −γ < z1q, which implies either d = 5 and q = 2 (which is impossible

since t2 6= 25), or d = 4 and z1 > −l.

On the other hand, the equation (12) implies z1q
2 < (2, n0−1)(α3+α4(q−1)), that is, z1 < 2(2, n0−1).

Since the number z1− l−(2, n0−1)α3 is divisible by q−1, it cannot be negative (otherwise 4 > (2, n0−
1)α3 > z1 − (−l) ≥ 2 and q = 2, which is impossible). But if d = 4, then z1 − l− (2, n0 − 1)α3 ≤ 2z1 ≤ 8,

hence q ≤ 9, but then t2 = q3 + q2 + q + 2 and there is no admissible t. Contradiction.

3.2.2. Let l > 0. Since t ≤ qd/2, then the identity (11) implies that

(2, n0 − 1)(qd/2 + 1 + 2q − 1) > l
qd−2 − 1

q − 1
+ z1q,

hence d ≤ 7. If d = 7, then the same identity gives q < 4, hence q = 3 and t2 − 1 = 1093, a contradiction.
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For d = 6, similarly we obtain l = 1 and (2, n0 − 1) = 2. But the number 1 + 2α3 − z1 is divisible by

q − 1, therefore q ≤ 5 or z1 = 1 + 2α3. If q ≤ 5, then q = 2, t = 8 and r = 7, but then by definition (11)

the number γ must be odd, a contradiction.

Then, in view of the relation (11)

2t = 2
t− 1

r
+ z1q + q3 + q2 + q + 1− 2(α1 + α2(q − 1)) > q3.

On the other hand, for q ≥ 6 we have t+ 1 ≤ q3 and t− 1 ≥ q3−1
q−1 , which implies

4t2 + t2 − (q − 1) ≤ (q − 1)t2 − (q − 1) = (q − 1)(t2 − 1) = q6 − 1 < q6

and 2t < q3, a contradiction. Hence q = 2 and t = 8, a contradiction with the fact that γ is odd.

Hence d = 4.

The proof is complete.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.9

Let GΣ be an imprimitive group of rank 3 with subdegrees 1, k1, and k2, and Σi be the set of fibres

intersecting Xi, where i = 1, 2. Denote by B the unique nontrivial imprimitivity system of G̃ := GΣ (see,

for example, [8, Lemma 3.3]) and fix an arbitrary block B (of size k1 +1). Let m = |B| and m1 = k1 +1,

so that m1 divides (k2, (t
2 − 1)2).

Let H = G̃B
{B} and T = Soc(H). Then G̃ ≤ H ≀ Sym(B), H acts 2-transitively on B and G̃B acts

2-transitively on B (see, e.g., [8, Lemma 3.1]).

Next we introduce some additional technical notation.

For A ⊆ F(Γ) we denote by A the set of all vertices contained in fibres from A, and for X ⊆ V(Γ) we

denote by F (X) the set of all fibres containing a vertex from X.

Let W = G{B}, S be the kernel of the action induced by G on B (i.e., S is the full preimage of G̃∩Hm

in G), and N be the kernel of the action induced by W on B. Without loss of generality, we further

assume that a ∈ F ∈ B. Then SN E W , K ≤ N ∩ S E W , and N = K : Na.

Note that A(Γ) is the union of two self-paired orbitals of G, say, Q1 and Q2, with |Qi(a)| = ki, where

i = 1, 2. In this case, the graph Γi = (V(Γ), Qi) can be considered as an undirected arc-transitive graph.

It is edge-regular with parameters (v, ki, λi) and is an r-cover of its quotient Φi on Σ. More precisely, for

each block B′ ∈ B, the subgraph B′ of Γ1 is an r-cover of the complete graph on B′, and Φ1 is the union

of m isolated m1-cliques, and Γ2 is an r-cover of Φ2, the complement of Φ1, that is, a complete m-partite

graph with parts of order m1.

Lemma 4.1. We have either

(i) λ = λ1 = λ2 ≤ k1 − 1 and k1 + 1 > 4(t+ 1)2, or

(ii) λ 6∈ {λ1, λ2}, k1 + 1 divides λ− λ1, (m− 1, k1) 6= 1 and k1 divides (m− 1, k1)(λ− λ2).

Proof. Obviously, λ1 ≤ k1 − 1, λ = (t3 − 2t+ 1) (t−1)
r + t(t2 − 3) > 4(t+ 1)2 and due to the equality (6)

k1(λ− λ1) = (k1 + 1)(m− 1)(λ − λ2).

Now assume that λ 6∈ {λ1, λ2}. Since r ≥ 5, then

2λ = t(t2 − 2)
2(t − 1)

r
+

2(t− 1)

r
+ 2t(t2 − 3) < t(t2 − 2)

(t− 1)

2
+ 2t(t2 − 2) < t2(t2 − 2),

which implies

2λ− λ1 − λ2 < k1 + k2 = t2(t2 − 2).
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Therefore (k1, k2) = (m− 1, k1) 6= 1 whenever λ 6∈ {λ1, λ2}.
This implies the required assertion.

�

4.1. Reduction to affine groups H. Here we aim to prove the following result.

Theorem 4.2. The group H is not almost simple.

Proof. Suppose that the group H is almost simple. Since n > 24, then in view of [8, Theorem 1.2,

Corollary 1.4] we have either

(i) Tm ≤ SΣ ≤ G̃ (and G̃ is full), or

(ii) S = K (that is, G̃ ∩Hm = 1 and G̃ ≃ G̃B) and G̃ is an almost simple group.

Let us consider case (i) and assume that Tm ≤ G̃. Note that the groups NX2
a and NΣ2 are permutation

isomorphic, and Na ≃ NX2
a ≃ NΣ. Hence the group NΣ2 contains a subgroup Tm−1 of SΣ2 whose image

L in Na, on the one hand, fixes the set X1 pointwise, and on the other hand, fixes setwise m− 1 blocks

B′ on Σ2 so that LB′ ≃ T .

Further, L fixes the set X1 pointwise and acts transitively (and even 2-transitively for (T,m1) 6=
(L2(8), 28)) on each block B′ ∈ B − {B}. Moreover, the set of such blocks B′ gives an imprimitivity

system of the group Ga on X2 whose blocks are the sets [a] ∩B′.

Suppose that (T,m1) 6= (L2(8), 28) and [a] ∩ B′ contains an edge for some block B′ ∈ B − {B}. Then
[a]∩B′′ is an m1-clique for all B′′ ∈ B − {B}. This together with edge regularity of the graph Γ1 implies

λ1 = k1 − 1 and

(14) k1 + 1 ≤ µ
r

t− 1

by the bound (4). Since λ > µ, by Lemma 4.1 we obtain λ 6∈ {λ1, λ2} and

(15) k1 + 1 divides λ+ 2.

If [a] ∩ B′ is a coclique for any block B′ ∈ B − {B}, then the bound (5) gives (k1 + 1)µ ≤ n(t − 1),

therefore µ ≤ (t−1)m and (t2+ t−1)(t−1)/r ≤ m. On the other hand, each vertex in B′∩ [a] is adjacent

on average to k1
r−1 vertices in [a∗] ∩B′ for all a∗ ∈ F (a)− {a}, so in this case

(16)
k1

r − 1
≤ µ.

We now show that k2 > µ or (T,m1) = (L2(8), 28). Suppose that k2 ≤ µ. If (T,m1) 6= (L2(8), 28),

then, as was proved above, one of the relations (15) or (16) holds. In the corresponding cases we get

n = k1 + 1 + k2 ≤ λ+ 2 + µ < λ+ 2 + (r − 1)µ = n,

or

n = k1 + 1 + k2 ≤ (r − 1)µ + 1 + µ < (r − 1)µ + λ+ 2 = n,

a contradiction.

Further, we have T d ≃ L/CL(K) ≤ Aut(K) for some 0 ≤ d ≤ m− 1. Moreover, max(π(T )) ≤ t− 1 and

T has a nontrivial permutation representation on K of degree r1 not exceeding r − 1 when L 6= CL(K).

Since Aut(K) ≤ Symt−1, then for any p ∈ π(|T |) the number (|T |p)d divides (t − 1)!. On the other

hand, ((t − 1)!)p < p
t−1
p−1 (see, e.g., [9, Exercise 2.6.8]), which implies d < t− 1. Therefore, for m ≥ t for

some B′ ∈ B the group CL(K) contains the pointwise stabilizer LY of the set Y = X2 − B′ in L, and

LY ≃ T .
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Suppose that m < t. Then k1 + 1 > t > r − 1 and k2 < (t − 1)(k1 + 1). For k1 + 1 > rmin, where

rmin denotes the degree of the minimal permutation representation of T , one of the following possibilities

holds for (T, rmin) (see [16] and [6]):

• (T, rmin) = (L2(5), 5), (L2(7), 7), (L2(9), 6), (L2(11), 11) or (L4(2), 8), where k1 +1 = 6, 8, 10, 12 or

15, respectively;

• (T, rmin) = (Sp2l(2), 2
2l−1 − 2l−1), l ≥ 3, where k1 + 1 = 22l−1 + 2l−1;

• (T, rmin) = (U3(5), 50), where k1 + 1 = 126;

• (T, rmin) = (HiS, 100), where k1 + 1 = 176.

Hence if L 6= CL(K) we obtain rmin ≤ r − 1 < k1 + 1 ≤ 3r and k2 < 3r(t− 1), which implies n < 3rt, a

contradiction.

Hence CL(K) = L or m ≥ t, so we may assume that LY ≤ CL(K). As CL(K) = LF , it follows that

there is an involution h in LY that fixes pointwise both the set of m−1 blocks from B, including the block

B, and the set B. Then |FixΣ(h)| ≥ k2 and by Lemma 2.8 we have either k2 ≤ µ and (T,m1) = (L2(8), 28),

or k2 ≤ λ, every non-single-point 〈h〉-orbit is an edge and, in particular, for some block B′ ∈ B − {B}
the set X2 ∩ B′ contains an edge (and therefore induces a clique if (T,m1) 6= (L2(8), 28)). In the second

situation, for (T,m1) 6= (L2(8), 28), the relation (14) leads to the contradiction

n = k1 + 1 + k2 ≤ µ+ 1 + λ < (r − 1)µ + λ+ 2 = n.

Let us consider the first situation. As was proved earlier, we may assume that λ1 < k1− 1. If the relation

(16) is satisfied, then

n = k1 + 1 + k2 ≤ (r − 1)µ + 1 + µ < (r − 1)µ + λ+ 2 = n,

a contradiction. Thus for some block B′ ∈ B − {B} the set X2 ∩ B′ contains an edge and, since the

primitive group T acts on 28 points as a group of rank 4 with three non-single-point suborbits of length 9

(see, e.g., [13, Lemma 2.10]), we obtain 9 ≤ λ1 and µ ≥ 9. Moreover, 28 divides n, so t is odd and t ≥ 13.

Hence λ− µ = (t2 − 3)t ≥ 166 · 13 and

n = k1 + 1 + k2 ≤ µ+ 18 + 1 + λ < (r − 1)µ + λ+ 2 = n,

which is impossible.

The case (ii) is ruled out as by [8, Theorem 1.3] the group H can be almost simple only for m ≤ 73

and n cannot be a perfect square in any of the rest cases.

�

4.2. Case of affine groups H. Next we prove Theorems 4.3 and 4.11, which describe the pair (Γ, G) in

the cases where H is affine and GB is almost simple or affine, respectively.

Theorem 4.3. If the group H is affine of degree pl, where p is a prime, and the group GB is almost

simple, then K < S, CG(S) ≤ W , l is even, and either

(1) (Soc(GB),m) = (L2(8), 9) and Na ≤ S, or

(2) (Soc(GB),m) = (L5(3), 121), t = 12, r = 11, p = 13, l = 2, λ1 = 17, λ2 = 3369, and MB ≤
GL2(13) or MB ≤ ΓL1(13

2).

Proof. Suppose that H is an affine group and GB is almost simple. Put Y = Soc(GB). Then |B| =
k1 + 1 = pl for a prime p and T is an elementary abelian group of order pl.

Obviously, the pair (|B|; |B|) = (k1 + 1;m) satisfies one of the following three conditions.

(C1) p = 2. Then t is odd, (t− 1, t+ 1) = 2 and since by condition t− 1 cannot be a power of 2, then

(t− 1)2′ > 1 and (t2 − 1)22′ divides m, in particular, r2 divides m. In this case
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(C1.1) (r, k1 + 1) = 1, k1 + 1 divides (2(t+ 1)2)
2 or

(C1.2) (r, k1 + 1) = 1, k1 + 1 divides (2(t− 1)2)
2;

(C2) p > 2, (r, k1 + 1) = 1 and k1 + 1 divides (t+ 1)22′ , and m is divisible by (t− 1)2(t+ 1)22;

(C3) p > 2 and k1 + 1 divides (t− 1)22′ , and m is divisible by (t+ 1)2(t− 1)22.

Further, in view of Theorem 2.2, one of the following possibilities is admissible for (Y,m):

(i) (Y,m) = (Altm,m), m ≥ 5;

(ii) (Y,m) = (Sp2d(2), 2
2d−1 ± 2d−1), d ≥ 3;

(iii) (Y,m) = (Ld(q),
qd−1
q−1 ), q is a power of a prime p0, d ≥ 2, (d, q) 6= (2, 2), (2, 3);

(iv) (Y,m) = (Sz(q), q2 + 1), q = 22e+1 ≥ 8;

(v) (Y,m) = (U3(q), q
3 + 1), q ≥ 3 is a power of a prime p0;

(vi) (Y,m) = (2G2(q), q
3 + 1), q = 32e+1 ≥ 27;

(vii) (Y,m) = (Mm,m), m ∈ {11, 12, 22, 23, 24};
(viii) (Y,m) = (L2(11), 11), (M11 , 12), (Alt7, 15), (L2(8), 28), (HiS, 176), or (Co3, 276).

The cases (vii) and (viii) for Y are immediately ruled out, as straightforward enumeration shows that

m must be even, p > 2 and t ≤ 15, while n/m cannot be a prime power.

Therefore (Y,m) 6= (L2(8), 28) and hence the group Y is 2-transitive on B. Taking into account that

k1 + 1 < 4(t + 1)2 < λ, we obtain λ < k2 (otherwise 2λ > (t2 − 1)2, which is impossible) and by Lemma

4.1 k1 > 1 and (m− 1, k1) 6= 1. Hence Ga,(X2) = 1 and GX2
a ≃ Ga.

Claim 4.4. Na acts intransitively on B − {B}, |FixF (Na)| = |NK(Na)| divides r, and if |FixF (Na)| = 1,

then λ1 = k1 − 1.

Proof. Suppose that Na acts transitively on B − {B}. Since Na is normal in Ga, then the length of each

Na-orbit on X2 is (m − 1)pα for some 0 ≤ α ≤ l. Hence λ− λ1 = (m− 1)pαf for some integer f . Then

by Lemma 2.9

(pl − 1)(m− 1)pαf = (m− 1)pl(λ− λ2),

whence plf − f = pl−α(λ− λ2) and pl−α divides f . This means that λ− λ1 = k2, a contradiction.

Since N = K : Na, we have |FixF (Na)| = |NK(Na)|. Further, for any neighbour x ∈ B − F of b ∈ X1

and for any element g ∈ Na, we have xg ∈ F (x)∩ [b], which implies xg = x. Therefore, if |FixF (Na)| = 1,

then λ1 = k1 − 1. �

Claim 4.5. If λ1 = k1 − 1, then k1 + 1 divides (λ+ 2, n) = (t−1)2

r (t+ 1, r − 1).

Proof. By Lemma 4.1, k1 + 1 divides (λ + 2, n) when λ1 = k1 − 1. It remains to note that (λ + 2, n) =
(t−1)2

r (t+ 1, r − 1). �

Claim 4.6. (m− 1, k1) divides (k1, k2) and (t2(t2 − 2), k2).

Proof. Obvious. �

By Theorem 2.2, for WB = Soc(WB) : MB and k1 + 1 = pl one of the following possibilities holds:

(a) linear l = cd, d ≥ 2 and SLd(p
c) E MB ≤ ΓLd(p

c);

(b) symplectic l = cd, d ≥ 4, d even and Spd(p
c) E MB ≤ Zpc−1 ◦ ΓSpd(pc);

(c) G2 of type l = 6c, p = 2 and G2(2
c)′ E MB ≤ Z2c−1 ◦ Aut(G2(2

c));

(d) one-dimensional MB ≤ ΓL1(p
l);
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(e) exceptional pl ∈ {92, 112, 192, 292, 592} and SL2(5) E MB, or pl = 24 and MB D Alt6 or Alt7, or

pl = 36 and SL2(13) E MB ;

(h) extraspecial pl ∈ {52, 72, 112, 232} and SL2(3) E MB, or pl = 34, R = D8 ◦Q8 E MB , MB/R ≤
Sym5 and 5 divides |MB |.

Note that in the cases (b), (c), (e) or (h) for MB the number l is always even.

Claim 4.7. If l is even and the case (iii) with d ≥ 3 holds for Y , then t = 12, m = 121, r = 11, p = 13,

l = 2, λ1 = 17, λ2 = 3369, and Y = L5(3), where MB ≤ GL2(13) or MB ≤ ΓL1(13
2).

Proof. Note that if l is even (as in cases (b), (c), (e), or (h) for MB), then qd−1
q−1 = (t2−1)2

pl
is a perfect

square. But by [15] the Nagell–Ljunggren equation xi−1
x−1 = y2, where i > 2, is unsolvable for |x| > 1,

except for the cases when (1) x = 7, i = 4 or (2) x = 3, i = 5. Hence the pair (Y, (t
2−1)

pl/2
) is, respectively,

(L4(7), 20) or (L5(3), 11).

If
√
m = (t2−1)

pl/2
= 11, then p 6= 2 and t ≤ 12. Since t−1 is not a power of 2 or 3, we obtain t = 12, p = 13

and l = 2, which by Lemma 4.1 implies λ1 = 17, λ2 = 3369. Then MB ≤ GL2(13) or M
B ≤ ΓL1(13

2).

Let
√
m = (t2−1)

pl/2
= 20. If p divides 20, then t2 − 1 = 2i5j for some i, j. Since t− 1 is not a power of 2,

then either p = 5 and t− 1 = 5l/2, or p = 2 and (t − 1)/2 = 5l/2 and 4(t + 1) = 2i. The first case leads

to the contradiction t + 1 = 2i = 5j + 2. In the second, we have t − 1 = 2 · 5j = 2(2i−1 − 1), which by

Lemma 2.4 yields j = 1, a contradiction.

Therefore pl/2 divides one of t− 1 and t+ 1, whence t ≤ 21. Straightforward enumeration shows that

there is no admissible t.

�

Claim 4.8. Suppose that l is even. Then cases (iv, v, vi) for Y are impossible and either (Y,m) =

(L2(8), 9) and Na ≤ Sa or m− 1 is not a prime power.

Proof. Let l be even. Then m = (t2−1)2

pl
= y2 is a perfect square. If m− 1 is a power of a prime p0, then

p0 = 2 and m = 9. Hence we have either (Y,m) = (L2(8), 9) or m− 1 is not a prime power. This rules

out the cases (iv, v, vi) for Y . In the first case, Y acts 3-transitively on B, so Na ≤ Sa by Claim 4.4. �

Claim 4.9. If l is odd, then p divides m, and pl < m for all (p;m) 6= (2; (t − 1)2/2).

Proof. Let l be odd. Since mpl = (t2 − 1)2 is a perfect square, p divides m and (p,m− 1) = 1. Moreover,

t ≡ ±1 (mod p1) for all p1 ∈ π(m) = π(n) and π(r) ⊆ π(m) ∩ π(t− 1).

1) Let p > 2. Then pl divides one of (t+ 1)2 or (t− 1)2.

1.1) If pl divides (t− 1)2, then pl < m = (t+ 1)2 (t−1)2

pl
.

1.2) If pl divides (t + 1)2, then again pl < m = p(t − 1)2 (t+1)2

pl+1 , since obviously p(t2 − 2t + 1) >

t2 + 2t+ 1 for t ≥ 6.

2) Let p = 2. Then pl divides one of 4(t+ 1)2 or 4(t− 1)2.

2.1) If pl divides 4(t− 1)2, then pl < m = r2 (t+1)2

4
4(t−1)2

r2pl
.

2.2) If pl divides 4(t+1)2, then either pl = 2(t+1)2, or pl ≤ (t+1)2/2 and pl < m = 2(t−1)2 (t+1)2

2pl
.

�

Next we consider the cases K = S and K < S separately.
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1. If K = S (that is, SΣ = 1 and G̃ is quasi-primitive), then according to [8, Theorem 1.3] either

Y ≃ L2(q), T ≃ Z2 and q + 1 = m, or Y ≃ Ld(q), W
B ≃ AGL1(p

l) and qd−1
q−1 = m, d ≥ 3, l = 1 and

(k1 +1, q − 1) = k1 +1. The condition (m− 1, k1) 6= 1 excludes the first case. In the second case we have

m− 1 = q qd−1−1
q−1 , k1 = p− 1 and p divides m.

If p = 2, then M = N and Na acts transitively on X2, which implies λ > k2, a contradiction. Hence,

p > 2 and since (t2 − 1)2 = pm, then by Lemma 2.3 1 6= (m)p = (d)p = p2i+1 for some i ∈ N.

1.1. If CG(K) ≤ K, then Y ≤ Aut(K) has a faithful permutation representation of degree at most

r − 1 < (t− 1)2′ ≤ m, a contradiction with [16].

1.2. If CG(K) 6≤ K, then Soc(G/S) ≤ CG(K)/K acts 2-transitively on B and CW (K) acts transitively

on B − {B}.
Let R be the full preimage of Y in CG(K). Then R∞/Z(R∞) = R∞/(R∞ ∩K) ≃ R∞K/K = R/K,

R = R∞K andR∞ is a quasi-simple covering group for Y . Therefore either R∞ = R′ ≃ Y and R = R′×K,

or R/Z(R∞) = Y ×(K/Z(R∞)). But then the group R∞∩W contains a nonsolvable subgroup of the form

Eqd−1 .SLd−1(q) (see, for example, [16]), which acts transitively on B − {B}, and since WB ≤ AGL1(p)

and p divides q − 1, it is contained in N . From this, by [1, 5.20], we get that the group Na also acts

transitively on B − {B}, a contradiction with Claim 4.4.

2. Let K < S. Then S 6≤ N , Q := Soc(W/N) ≤ SN/N ≃ S/N ∩ S and Q = CW/N (Q). Hence

Q = Op(SN/N) ≃ T , all S-orbits on Σ have length k1 + 1 and W = GaS. On the other hand, W/S =

MS/S = GaS/S ≃ Ga/Sa and M/N = GaN/N ≃ Ga/Na ≃ MB ≤ Aut(Q).

Claim 4.10. CG(S) ≤ W .

Proof. Suppose CG(S) 6≤ W . Then CG(S)S/S E G/S and Soc(G/S) ≤ CG(S)S/S ≃ CG(S)/Z(S). Hence

CG(S) acts 2-transitively on B and so CW (S) (that is, the stabilizer of B in CG(S)) acts transitively on

B − {B}.
Since CG(S) acts 2-transitively on B, then, for B′ ∈ B − {B}, the stabilizer U of B′ in CG(S) acts

transitively on B − {B′} and the U -orbit on Σ containing F (a) is entirely contained in FixΣ(Sa). But all

Sa-orbits on Σ2 have the same length. Therefore Sa = 1 and S{F} = K.

Hence WB ≃ Ga. On the other hand, CW (S)N/N is normal in M/N and centralizes SN/N . This

implies that either CW (S) ≤ N or CW (S)/CN (S) ≃ CW (S)N/N = Q = SN/N .

Let Ỹ be the full preimage of Y in G. Then Ỹ ≤ SCG(S) and Ga/Ỹa ≤ Out(Y ). But Ỹa ≤ CW (S)S

and therefore Ỹa centralizes the group SN/N , which implies Ỹa ≤ Na. But then Na acts transitively on

B − {B}, which is impossible by Claim 4.4. �

Thus by Claim 4.10 we have CG(S) ≤ W . Then S ≥ CG(S) = Z(S) and Z(S) centralizes SN/N .

Hence either Z(S) ≤ K, or Z(S)/CN (S) ≃ Z(S)N/N = Q = SN/N , Z(S)N ≥ S = (N ∩ S).Q (so that

Sa ≤ Na and N ∩ S = K : Sa) and K < CG(K).

In case (i) for Y we have Altm−1 ≤ WB ≤ Symm−1 and WB acts 2-transitively on B − {B}, which
implies Na ≤ Sa (otherwise Na would act transitively on B − {B}, which is impossible by Claim 4.4).

Then MB ≃ Ga/Na contains a normal subgroup U isomorphic to Sa/Na, so MB/U is isomorphic to

WB ≃ Ga/Sa. Let D = MB . Then Altm−1 ≤ D/U ≤ Symm−1 and therefore D is non-solvable. Moreover,

(m − 1)! divides |MB | · 2 divides (k1 + 1)! · 2. Hence, by Lemma 4.1 m − 1 < k1 + 1 and, since k1 + 1

divides (t2 − 1)2, we obtain k1 + 1 > t2 + 1. Hence, in view of the conditions (C1)–(C3), we have either

p > 2, k1 +1 = (t+1)2 and m = (t− 1)2, or p = 2, (t− 1, 4) = 2, k1 +1 divides 4(t+1)22 = 4(t+1)2 and

(m)2′ = (t− 1)2/4. If one of the cases (a), (b) or (c) holds for MB (and correspondingly D∞ ≃ SLd(p
c),
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Spd(p
c) or G2(2

c)′), then D/D∞ is solvable, so D∞ 6≤ U and D∞/D∞ ∩ U ≃ Altm−1. But then the

degree of the minimal permutation representation of D∞/D∞ ∩ U ≃ Altm−1 is equal to m − 1. By [16,

Theorems 1, 2] and [19, Theorem 1] we obtain m− 1 = 5, 6, 8, which implies t = 4 or 7, a contradiction.

Suppose the case (e) or (h) holds for MB . If t+ 1 is a prime or (t + 1)2 = 34, 36, then D ≤ GLl(p) and

Alt(t−1)2−1 ≤ D/U , which implies m − 1 = 5, 6, a contradiction. If k1 + 1 = 24, then m − 1 ≤ 7, which

contradicts the fact that (m)2′ = (t− 1)2/4.

In case (ii) for Y the number t is odd, Out(Y ) = 1 andWB ≃ PSO±
2d(2), d ≥ 3. Then (WB)′ ≃ PΩ±

2d(2)

is a non-abelian simple subgroup of index 2 in WB. Since SaNa E Ga, W
B ≃ Ga/Sa contains a normal

subgroup SaNa/Sa isomorphic to Na/(Sa ∩ Na). By Claim 4.4 Na acts intransitively on B − {B}, so
(WB)′ 6≤ (Na)

B, and hence |Ga : NaSa| > 2, which implies Na ≤ Sa. On the other hand, D := MB ≃
Ga/Na contains a normal subgroup U ≃ Sa/Na, so that D/U is isomorphic to WB. This immediately

excludes the case (d) for MB . If one of the cases (a), (b) or (c) holds for MB (and correspondingly

D∞ ≃ SLs(q), Sps(q) or G2(q)
′, where q = pc and sc = l), then D/D∞ is solvable, so D∞ 6≤ U and

D∞/(D∞ ∩U) ≃ PΩ±
2d(2). Then (see, for example, [1, Ch. 17]) D∞/(D∞ ∩U) ≃ PΩ+

6 (2) ≃ L4(2), s = 4

and q = 2, that is, k1 + 1 = 16 and m = 36, which contradicts the condition t ≥ 6. Cases (e) and (h) for

MB are excluded similarly.

In case (iii) for Y with d ≥ 3 we have m = qd−1
q−1 , Y ≃ Ld(q) and WB contains a normal non-solvable

subgroup X := (WB)∞ ≃ ASLd−1(q) (see, e.g., [16]), which acts transitively on B − {B}.
By Claim 4.7 in cases (b), (c), (e) or (h) for MB , and in cases (a), (d) with even l we have t = 12,

m = 121, r = 11, p = 13, l = 2, λ1 = 17, λ2 = 3369 and Y = L5(3), where MB ≤ GL2(13) or

MB ≤ ΓL1(13
2).

Let t 6= 12. Then l is odd.

Suppose that Na ≤ Sa. Then D := MB ≃ Ga/Na contains a normal subgroup U ≃ Sa/Na, so that

D/U is isomorphic to WB. This immediately excludes the case (d) for MB . In case (a) for MB with odd

l = cd̃ ≥ 3 we have D∞ ≃ SLd̃(p
c) and ASLd−1(q) E WB, a contradiction.

Further, since SaNa E Ga, W
B ≃ Ga/Sa contains a normal subgroup R := (Na)

B isomorphic to the

group SaNa/Sa ≃ Na/(Sa ∩ Na). By Claim 4.4 Na acts intransitively on B − {B}, so X 6≤ R and

SaNa 6= Ga.

We have Na 6≤ Sa, that is, R > 1. Further, X = A : J , where A is a normal elementary abelian

subgroup of order qd−1 and J ≃ SLd−1(q). Moreover, on B − {B} there are exactly two J-orbits, say J1

and J2, of lengths
qd−1−1
q−1 and qd−1 − 1, respectively, so that J acts 2-transitively on the set of all qd−1−1

q−1

A-orbits (of length q) on B − {B}. Moreover, if R ∩A > 1, then A ≤ (R ∩A)J ≤ R.

If R ∩X = 1, then R centralizes X. But CWB(A) ∩ Y ≤ A, so R ∩ Y = 1 and |R| divides (d, q − 1)e.

But then J1 intersects each R-orbit in at most one point, hence the number of R-orbits is at least qd−1−1
q−1 ,

and each of them is contained in some A-orbit (since |FixB−{B}(A1)| = q for some subgroup A1 ≤ A of

index q), and therefore its length divides (q, e) and, consequently, R ∩ PGLd(q) = 1. But no nontrivial

field automorphism of Y centralizes A, so R = 1, a contradiction.

This means R ∩X > 1 and therefore A ≤ R.

Thus in the case R ∩X > A we have R ∩X ≤ A.Z(J).

Since MB ≃ Ga/Na contains a normal subgroup X2 isomorphic to the group SaNa/Na, then

WB/R ≃ MB/X2 =: L,

and the group L cannot be solvable except for the cases (d; q) = (3; 3), (3; 2).

Suppose that (d; q) 6= (3; 3), (3; 2).
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The case (d) for MB is immediately excluded due to the solvability of the group MB .

In case (a) for MB with odd l = cd̃ ≥ 3 we have D := (MB)∞ ≃ SLd̃(p
c) 6≤ X2, D is non-solvable,

DX2/X2 is isomorphic to a non-identity quotient group of SLd̃(p
c), and L is isomorphic to a section of

ΓLd̃(p
c).

On the other hand, XR/R is isomorphic to a non-identity quotient group of SLd−1(q) and WB/X ≤
Z(q−1).Ze.

Combining the above observations, we obtain

XR/R = (WB/R)∞ ≃ L∞ ≃ DX2/X2,

which yields

Ld−1(q) ≃ Ld̃(p
c).

Therefore, this is one of the pairs L2(4) ≃ L2(5) or L3(2) ≃ L2(7) (see, for example, [1, p. 254]). But it

is impossible as l = cd̃ ≥ 3 and d ≥ 3.

Then, for (d; q) = (3; 3), (3; 2) we get m = 7 or 13, which implies p = m. A contradiction with Claim

4.9.

Finally, let t = 12 and l be odd. Then p divides m, which yields l = 1, and p = 11 or 13. In any case,

MB ≤ Zp−1, which contradicts the fact X 6≤ R.

Now we consider case (iii) with d = 2 and cases (iv, v, vi) for Y .

For even l, by Claim 4.8 we have (Y,m) = (L2(8), 9) and Na ≤ Sa.

Let l be odd. Then in case (a) for MB with l = cd̃ ≥ 3 we have D := (MB)∞ ≃ SLd̃(p
c), and in case

(d) for MB we have MB ≤ ΓL1(p
l) and |MB | divides l(pl − 1).

Furthermore, U ≤ WB ≤ NGB(U) ≤ NY (U).Zf .Ze for U ∈ Sylp0(Y ), where q = pe0, p0 is a prime, and

f is (2, q− 1), (3, q+1), and 1 in cases (iii), (v), and (iv,vi), respectively. In any of these cases, NY (U)/U

is a cyclic group of order dividing q2 − 1.

SinceWB ≃ Ga/Sa contains a normal subgroupX1 isomorphic to SaNa/Sa, and MB ≃ Ga/Na contains

a normal subgroup X2 isomorphic to SaNa/Na, we obtain

WB/X1 ≃ MB/X2 =: L.

By Claim 4.4, N is intransitive on B − {B}, so U 6≤ X1 and Ga 6= SaNa. This means that L 6= 1 and

L is solvable. Moreover, if U ∩X1 = 1, then X1 = 1.

(1) Suppose (Y,m) = (L2(q), (q + 1)). Then X1 = 1, so Na ≤ Sa and

NY (U) ≤ WB ≃ MB/X2 = L ≤ NY (U).Z2.Ze.

Therefore, in case (a), we have SLd̃(p
c) ≤ X2 and the group MB/X2 is isomorphic to a section

of ΓLd̃(p
c)/SLd̃(p

c) ≃ Z(pc−1).Zc.

In case (d), MB/X2 is isomorphic to a section of ΓL1(p
l) ≃ Z(pl−1).Zl.

But NY (U) is a split extension of an elementary abelian group U of order q by a cyclic group

of order (q − 1)/(2, q − 1), which acts semiregularly on U .

Thus, in any case, (m− 1)(m− 2)/(2,m− 2) divides (pl − 1)l, which obviously cannot hold for

k1 < m− 1.

Then by Claim 4.9, p = 2, m is even, q = m− 1 = (t − 1)2/2 − 1, and 2l−1 = (t+ 1)2. Hence

m+2t = (k1 +1)/4 and the number 4q = k1 +1+8t− 4 divides 4k1l. Since k1 +1 6= 8t− 4, then

(k1 + 1 + 8t− 4, 4k1l) divides (1 + 8t− 4, 4)l. But then k1 + 1 = pl ≤ l, a contradiction.
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(2) Suppose (Y,m) = (Sz(q), q2 + 1).

Then X1 < U , so either X1 = 1 and Na ≤ Sa, or X1 = Z(U). Both possibilities yield

NY (U)/X1 ≤ WB/X1 ≃ MB/X2 = L ≤ (NY (U)/X1).Ze.

In case (a) we have SLd̃(p
c) ≤ X2 and the group MB/X2 is isomorphic to a section of the group

ΓLd̃(p
c)/SLd̃(p

c) ≃ Z(pc−1).Zc.

In case (d) the group MB/X2 is isomorphic to a section of the group ΓL1(p
l) ≃ Z(pl−1).Zl.

But UX1/X1 is a non-cyclic 2-group of order q or q2, which contradicts the fact thatNY (U)/X1 ≤
Z(pl−1).Zl in any case.

(3) Suppose (Y,m) = (U3(q), q
3 + 1) or (Y,m) = (2G2(q), q

3 + 1).

Then X1 < U , so either X1 = 1 and Na ≤ Sa, or X1 = Z(U), or |U : X1| = q. All these

possibilities yield

NY (U)/X1 ≤ WB/X1 ≃ MB/X2 = L ≤ (NY (U)/X1).Zf .Ze.

In case (a) we have SLd̃(p
c) ≤ X2 and the group MB/X2 is isomorphic to a section of the group

ΓLd̃(p
c)/SLd̃(p

c) ≃ Z(pc−1).Zc.

In case (d) the group MB/X2 is isomorphic to a section of the group ΓL1(p
l) ≃ Z(pl−1).Zl.

In any of these cases, NY (U)/X1 ≤ Z(pl−1).Zl and, consequently, UX1/X1 can have at most

two minimal normal subgroups of the same order.

If Y = 2G2(q), then NY (U) = U : D, D ≃ Zq−1, Φ(U) = U ′ is an elementary abelian

subgroup of index q in U , and Z(U) is a subgroup of index q in U ′. Moreover, D acts regularly

on Z(U)# and on (U/U ′)#, and has exactly two orbits of (odd) length (q − 1)/2 on (U ′/Z(U))#

(see [20]). But UX1/X1 ≤ Z(pl−1).Zl, so Z(U) ≤ X1. If Z(U) = X1 or U ′ ≤ X1, then UX1/X1 is

elementary abelian of order q2 or q, respectively, but this is also impossible due to the restriction

UX1/X1 ≤ Z(pl−1).Zl. If X1 contains an element of U ′ − Z(U), then U ′ ≤ X1. This means

that Z(U) = X1 ∩ U ′ and X1 contains an element from U − U ′. Therefore U ′X1/X1 contains an

elementary abelian group of order q, again a contradiction.

If Y = U3(q), then Φ(U) = U ′ = Z(U) is an elementary abelian subgroup of order q, U/Z(U)

is an elementary abelian group of order q2, NY (U) = U : D, D ≃ Z(q2−1)/(q+1,3) and D acts

fixed-point-freely on (U/Z(U))#. But UX1/X1 ≤ Z(pl−1).Zl, so Z(U) ≤ X1. Moreover, it is

easy to see that Z(U) = U ∩X1. Now if X1 > U , then X1/Z(U) centralizes U/Z(U) and hence

X1/Z(U) ≤ U/Z(U), a contradiction. Therefore Z(U) = X1, UX1/X1 is elementary abelian of

order q2 and has a cyclic complement in NY (U)/X1 of order (q2 − 1)/(q+1, 3), which contradicts

the fact that UX1/X1 ≤ Z(pl−1).Zl.

This completes the proof. �

Theorem 4.11. If the groups H and GB are both affine, then t is even, t− 1 = ps11 = ps22 − 2 for some

primes p1 and p2, and {|B|, |B|} = {(t− 1)2, (t+ 1)2}.

Proof. Suppose that H and GB are both affine. Then n = (t2 − 1)2 = ps11 ps22 for some distinct primes p1
and p2.

Suppose that t is odd. Then (t − 1, t + 1) = 2 = p2 and so (t + 1)2 = 22l (by the assumption, t − 1

cannot be a power of 2). Hence t − 1 = 2pe11 = 2l − 2 and pe11 = 2l−1 − 1 by Lemma 2.4 is a Mersenne

prime, s1 = 2e1 = 2, s2 = 2l + 2 and the number l − 1 is prime. Hence r = (t− 1)/2.

Then by Lemma 2.3 x := (m − 1, k1) = (22(l+1) − 1, (2(l−1) − 1)2 − 1) = (22(l+1) − 1, 2(l−2) − 1)) =

2(2(l+1),l−2) − 1 = 2(6,l−2) − 1 < r − 1. As λ = 3t3 − 7t + 2 > 4(t + 1)2, by Lemma 4.1 we get that
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(m− 1)(k1 + 1)/x divides λ− λ1. Hence, for some integer y ≥ 1, we have

λ− y

x
((t2 − 1)2 − (k1 + 1)) = λ1 ≥ 0.

This implies

2(3t3 − 7t+ 2) ≥ y
r

x
(t− 1)(4t2 + 8t+ 3)

if k1 + 1 = r2, or

3t3 − 7t+ 2 ≥ 4(t+ 1)2y(r + 1)
r − 1

x
if m = r2. But both possibilities give y = 1 and r/x < 3/2. Contradiction.

�

Finally, Theorem 1.9 follows from Theorems 4.2, 4.3 and 4.11.
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