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Abstract

2/16+0(n?)

In this paper, we prove that the symmetric group S,, has 2™ subgroups, settling

a conjecture of Pyber from 1993. We also derive asymptotically sharp upper and lower
bounds on the number of subgroups of S,, of various kinds, including the number of p-
subgroups. In addition, we prove a range of theorems about random subgroups of S,,. In
particular, we prove the surprising result that for infinitely many n, the probability that a
random subgroup of S,, is nilpotent is bounded away from 1.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we count the subgroups of the symmetric group on n points, and determine many
group theoretic properties of a random such subgroup. In doing so, we resolve conjectures of
Kantor and Pyber from the early 1990s.

Many enumeration problems in algebra and combinatorics can be reduced to the problem
of counting the subgroups of some associated group, either absolutely or up to some form of
equivalence. A prime example is Galois theory: by enumerating subgroups (or certain types of
subgroups) of S,, one gets precise information on the number of intermediate fields in a field
extension of degree n.

As a second example, the number of labelled vertex transitive graphs on n vertices is at
most the product of 2! and the number of minimal transitive subgroups of the symmetric
group S,. This observation led Babai and Sds to the current best known upper bounds on the
number of such graphs [3].

Motivated by a stunning application to the enumeration problem for isomorphism classes
of groups of a given order, Pyber proved in 1993 [I6] that for a positive integer n, the number
ISub(S,,)| of subgroups of S, is at most 267°+°("*) where ¢ = t1og 24 (our logarithms are to the
base 2). Pyber conjectured, however, that |Sub(S,)| = on?/16+0(n®) 1y this paper, we prove a
strong form of Pyber’s conjecture.

Theorem 1. There exist absolute constants o > 0 and 3 such that for all integers n > 1

2n2/16+anlogn < |Sub(Sn)| < 2n2/16+ﬁn3/2‘

As a by-product of our methods, we prove considerably tighter bounds on the number
|Sub,(S,)| of p-subgroups of S,,.
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Theorem 2. Let p be a prime. There exist constants 3, > o, > 0 such that for all integers
nzp,
P/ (4p?) gapnlogn < |Suby (Sy)| < p*/(4p*) 9Bpnlogn

Furthermore, if p > 11 then (B, < 3/2.

Notice that since there are most n! < 27198 conjugates in S,, of a given subgroup, both of
these theorems immediately transfer to conjugacy classes of subgroups, by making the second
coefficients in the lower bounds smaller.

For a property P, we write Subp(G) for the set of subgroups of G satisfying P. For a prime
p, let NV}, be the property of being nilpotent, and of order divisible by no primes less than p.

Theorem 3. Let p be a prime. Then there exists an absolute constant v(p) such that
[Suby, (Sn)| < /@) 9y (p)nlogn

In particular the number of nilpotent subgroups of Sy, satisfies
|Subyitp(Sn)| < 27 /167 (2)nlogn,

We remark that it was recently proved by Kassabov, Tyburski and Wilson [12] that A,, (and
hence also S;,) has at least on?/36—o(n?) isomorphism classes of subgroups.

One of our motivations for enumerating subgroups of S, is an immediate application to
computational group theory. At present, the analysis of algorithms for permutation groups is
generally only of worst-case performance, whilst in many other disciplines the study of average
case or generic-case performance is widespread. The reason for this deficiency is our lack of
understanding up to now of the properties of a random permutation group. The present article
is a first step in remedying this problem.

By saying that a random subgroup of S,, has property P, we mean that the probability that a
uniform random subgroup of S,, satisfies P tends to 1 as n tends to co. For example, Lucchini,
Menegazzo and Morigi proved in [I5] that there exists an absolute constant b such that the
number of transitive subgroup of S,, is at most 9bn?/ vIogn and hence deduced that a random
subgroup of S, is intransitive.

Nilpotency is thought to be a prevalent property amongst many natural sequences of finite
groups. Indeed, a conjecture attributed to ErdGs, amongst others, states that the number of
isomorphism classes of groups of order 2% is greater than or equal to the number of isomorphism
classes of groups of order n for all n < 2*. In [16], Pyber goes further by conjecturing that a
finite group chosen uniformly amongst the groups of order up to n is nilpotent, while in [I1],
Kantor states the following permutation group theoretic version:

Conjecture (Kantor’s conjecture). A random subgroup of Sy, is nilpotent.

Kantor remarks in [I1] that if this conjecture is true, then the study of average-case complex-
ity for permutation groups is unlikely to prove insightful. In this paper, we disprove Kantor’s
conjecture.

Theorem 4. Let n be congruent to 3 modulo 4. Then the probability that a random subgroup
of Sy is milpotent is bounded away from 1, as n — oo.

As an example of how the tools we develop can be used to study the distribution of subgroups
of S,,, we also prove two further results about random subgroups.



Theorem 5. A random nilpotent subgroup of S, is a 2-group.

V3

Theorem 6. Let yu be a real number in [0,1/16) and let v be a real number in [0, 1 —¥2). Then
a random subgroup of S,, has an elementary abelian 2-section of order at least 2*", and a Sylow

2-subgroup of order at least 2"™.

Aschbacher and Guralnick prove in [I] the highly influential result that any finite group can
be generated by a soluble subgroup and one other element. This has been widely applied to
reduce questions concerning all finite groups to questions concerning only finite soluble groups.
A natural follow-up question therefore is to ask what other similar reduction results are available.
In particular, is it true that a finite group can be generated by a nilpotent subgroup, together
with some “small” subset of other elements? This question was addressed in [I], where a
construction is given of infinite families of finite groups which cannot be generated by two
nilpotent subgroups.

Despite this, we prove that one can control the number of additional elements required to
generate an arbitrary finite group with a nilpotent subgroup. To state our result, we need two
definitions. We set soc?(G) := 1, and for i > 1, define soc’(G) so that soc’(G)/soc’ 1 (G) =
soc(G/soct™1(@)). The socle length sl(G) of a finite group G is the minimal i € N such that
soc’(G) = G. Thus, for example, if G is a finite p-group then the nilpotency class cl(G) <
sl(G) <log, |G|. For n € N, we write {(n) for the number of prime divisors of n, counted with
multiplicities. For a finite group G we define

ma(G) = max{Q(|A]) : A an abelian section of G}.

Our result can now be stated as follows.

Theorem 7. Let G be a finite soluble group. Then G can be generated by a nilpotent subgroup
together with 4s1(G)+/ma(G) other elements. Therefore, if H is an arbitrary finite group then
H can be generated by a nilpotent subgroup and 4sl(H)/ma(H) + 1 elements.

We finish these introductory remarks with three questions. Firstly, does there in fact exist
an absolute constant 7 such that [Sub(S,)| < gn?/16+ nlogn? Gecondly, is it possible that the
probability that a random subgroup of S,, is nilpotent tends to 0 as n — oo? Thirdly, does
there exist an absolute constant C' such that a random subgroup of S,, has no orbits of length
greater than C'?7 Whilst this third question at first sounds improbable, we present evidence in
Section [0] that it may have a positive answer.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2l we collect notation that will be
used throughout the paper and present various elementary results. Then we begin our detailed
study of subdirect products: in Section [3] we present some new, general results on enumerating
subgroups of subdirect products of finite groups, in Section @l we develop new tools for counting
homomorphisms between finite p groups, and in Section B we use a mixture of computational
and theoretical tools to bound normal generator numbers for p-subgroups of S,. In Section
we prove an intriguing result that to enumerate various classes of subgroups of S, it suffices
to consider those with all orbits of bounded length. Then we use this in Section [1 to prove
Theorem Bl with Theorem Bl as an easy corollary. In Section 8 we prove Theorem [7] and then
immediately use it to prove Theorem [Il and hence Theorem [Gl In our final section we first prove
Theorem [B], then Theorem [ follows surprisingly easily.



2 Background: Goursat’s lemma, generation and commutators

In this section we shall present various elementary results, and fix much of the notation that
will be used throughout the paper.

2.1 Subdirect products and Goursat’s Lemma

The bulk of our work will be concerned with counting intransitive subgroups of S,, which
will essentially amount to counting certain subgroups of direct products. A subgroup G of
D =Gy x -+ x Gy is subdirect if Gnm; = G; for all ¢, where m; : G — G; denotes the standard
coordinate projection. When dealing with direct products like this, if the context leaves no room
for confusion then we will identify G; with its natural copy {(g1,...,9:) : g; = 1 whenever j # i}
in D. Thus, we will often speak of G; as a normal subgroup of D.

We start with a standard lemma on the structure of subdirect products. By a diagonal
subgroup of a direct product K = K7 X --- x Ky of pairwise isomorphic groups K;, we mean a
subgroup of the form J = {(a,abs,...,aby) : a € K1}, where 0; : K1 — K; are isomorphisms.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a subdirect product of G1 X Go. Then there exist normal subgroups Ny
and Ny of G1 and G such that GNG; = N;. Furthermore, G1 /Ny = Go/Na, and G /(N7 x N3)
is isomorphic to a diagonal subgroup of G1/Ny x Gg/Na.

We now fix some key notation that will be used throughout the paper.

Definition 2.2. For group theoretic properties P and Q we write Subp o(G) for the set of
subgroups of G satisfying P and Q. Similarly, Subdirp(G; x --- x G¢) will denote the set of
subdirect products of G1 x --- x G} that satisfy P. We write nilp and sol for nilpotency and
solubility, respectively. For G € Subdir(G; x - -+ x G¢), we shall write m;, _;, for the projection
to Gh X XGik-

The primary mechanism for counting subgroups of direct products is Goursat’s lemma, a
version of which we now state. For finite groups G and H, we write Hom (G, H) to denote the
set of homomorphisms from G to H, and Epi(G, H) for the set of epimorphisms.

Lemma 2.3 (Goursat’s lemma). Let Gy and Go be finite groups. Then the following hold.

(i) Let P be a group theoretic property. Then the number of subgroups G of Gy x G in which
Gma has property P is precisely

> |Hom(Hs, Ng, (H1)/Hy)|.
H;eSub(G1),H26Subp (G2)

Therefore, if P is such that whenever a subgroup of Gi X Go satisfies P, so does its
projection to Ga, then |Subp(G1 x Ga)| is at most

|Sub(G1)||Sub7>(G2)|max{|H0m(H2,Ngl (Hl)/H1)| N H1 € Sub(Gl),HQ € Sllb'p(Gz)}

(ii) Let Ny be a normal subgroup of G1. Then the number of subdirect products G of G1 X G
such that G N Gy = Ny is precisely |Epi(Ga, G1/N1)|.

For groups G and H, our first upper bound for |Hom (G, H)| is |H|4%).



2.2 Basic bounds on subgroup enumeration and generation

Let G be a finite group. By a G-group we mean a group on which G acts via automorphisms.
For such a G-group N we will write dg(N) for the minimal number of elements needed to
generate N as a G-group, and d(G) = dg(G) for the generator number of G.

If every subgroup of G can be generated by s elements, then |Sub(G)| < |G|*. The following
lemma gives improved bounds when G is a p-group, together with one related estimate.

Lemma 2.4. Let P be a p-group of order p* with d(P) =d. Then

(i) P has at most Cppk(é_k) subgroups of order p¥, where (, = [Tis:(1 = p)l < 4. In
particular, |Sub(P)| < 4p”*/4.

(ii) If b < d then P has at least p*@=Y) subgroups of index p°.
(i) For all d > 1 we can bound |GL4(2)| > 24—
Proof. (i). The first statement is [I8, Lemma 4.2], and the second then follows easily.

(ii). Since P/®(P) = F, we may assume that P is an Fp-vector space of dimension d. Then

the number of subspaces of P of co-dimension b is

' =D’ =p)... @' ="
@ =1)®>—p)-- (" —p1)

A routine exercise shows that this is at least p?(d=?).

(iii) This follows from |GLg(2)] = 24@=D/2 [T (27 — 1) > 2Ud-D/2T]L 21, O
The following lemma is elementary, but will be used throughout Sections @ and [Gl
Lemma 2.5. Let G be a finite p-group, and let N be a normal subgroup of G.

(i) Suppose that G acts on a finite p-group H via automorphisms. The subset Y of H
generates H as a G-group if and only if (Y)G,H] = H. In particular, dg(H) =
dimg, (H/HP[G, H]) and dg(N) < log,(|N/[G, N]|).

(ii) Suppose that G is a transitive subgroup of S, for some n # p, let ¥ be a minimal block
system for G, let m be the homomorphism from G to Sym(X), and let S = Gn. Then
da(N) < ds(N nker(m)) + ds(N).

2.3 Nilpotent subgroups and abelian sections of S,

For a nilpotent group G, we write G, for the Sylow p-subgroup of G and G for the Hall
p’-subgroup of G.

Definition 2.6. Let ¥ and I' be partitions of a set 2. We say that ¥ and I" are gridded if
each part of ¥ meets each part of I' in a unique point. We say that they are p-gridded for some
prime p if each part of ¥ has size the highest power of p dividing || (which may be p° = 1).

Notice that if ¥ and I' are gridded then all parts of 3 have size the number of parts of I,
and vice versa. For a partition = Ay Ll...UAg, the corresponding Young subgroup of Sym(£2)
is the direct product Sym(A;) x --- x Sym(Ay) < Sym(€2).



Lemma 2.7. Let G be a transitive nilpotent subgroup of Sym(€Y), and write |Q| = n = pFr with
p a prime and p {r. We assume that r > 1. Let T') be the set of Gp-orbits and T, be the set of
Gy -orbits. Then

(i) Ty and I', are p-gridded partitions of Q, and each part in I'y has size pF.

(ii) LetY, andY, be the Young subgroups of Sym(2) corresponding to 'y and I',.. Then'Y), has
a unique diagonal subgroup Dy = Dp(T'p,T'v) = S,k such that [Dy, G| = 1, and similarly
Y, has a unique diagonal subgroup D, = D,(I',,T'y) = S, such that [D,,G,] = 1. In
particular, G < Dy, X D, 2 S, X S, and Dy, and D, depend only on 'y and T,

(iii) There is a unique conjugacy class of mazximal transitive nilpotent subgroups of S,,. Writing
n = p]fl---p’§5, these subgroups have order the product of the orders of the Sylow p;-
subgroups of Sp;_ci, which is at most 271,

Proof. (i) and (ii). This is a straightforward exercise, since all orbits of a p-group have p-power
order, and if a group H; < Sym(2) centralises a group Hy < Sym(f?), then H; permutes the
orbits of Hs.

(iii). It follows from Part (ii) that the maximum order of a transitive nilpotent subgroup of

(pyi—1)/(p—1)

S, is the product of the orders of the Sylow p;-subgroups of Sp;_ci, namely p; . Now

(2
pm=D/=1) < 9m=1 for p > 2 and 2™ ~1.2m2—1 < 9mm2—1 g4 the maximum is attained when

n is a power of 2. O

We shall often write G for the derived group [G,G], and G for the quotient G/G'.

Theorem 2.8 ([13]). Let G be a subgroup of S,, with G # G'. Then there is a prime p dividing
|G#P| such that |G*P| < p™P. In particular, |G*P| < 37/3.

3 Counting subdirect products of finite p-groups

Throughout this section, let D = G1 x---x Gy. The bulk of our work will come down to counting
subdirect products of such groups D. In this section we introduce two related data structures
called coordinate tableaux, which are a compact way of representing structural information about
subdirect products. After that, we define efficient generating sets for subdirect products, and
give a lower bound on the number of such sets. We then use these tools to prove the main result
of this section, Theorem

Definition 3.1. A normal series Ny < --- < Ny = H of a group H is proper if N; < N;1 for
all i. For us, the length of the series is £ (not ¢ — 1). For all £ € Z~ and all groups H, we let
N (¢, H) be the set of proper normal series of H of length /.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that D is a p-group, for some prime p. Let ¢ € (0,1] be a constant,
let ny,...,ny be real numbers such that |G;| < p™ for alli € {1,...,t}, and let n = 3'_, n;.
Let k be an upper bound on the length of a proper normal series in the groups Gy, let A be the
mazimum of |N'(£,G;)| over all £ and i, and let d = max{dg,(N)/n; : N<G;,1 <i <t}. Then

|Subdir(Gy x - -+ x Gy)| < )\tt!k+2p0d”2/4_

In particular, for all C > 1, there exists a constant k1 = k1(p,C) > 1 such that if all n; are less
than C' and the G; are quotients of p-subgroups of S, then

Subdir(Gy x -+ x Gy)| < p¥*/(p—1)gritlost



We now introduce the first of our data structures.

Definition 3.3. A lower triangular normal subgroup tableau for (Gi,...,G¢) is a t x t array
T = (T;;) with entries as follows:

(i) if ¢ > j then Tj; is a normal subgroup of G; such that T;; < Tjp < --- < Tj;, and
(ii) if ¢ < j then T;; = —.

An upper triangular normal subgroup tableau U = (Ujj) is defined similarly, except that U;; = —
for 1 > 7 and Uy < Ui(z‘+1) < ... < Ug.

We denote the set of all upper and lower triangular normal subgroup tableaux for (G, ..., Gy)
by U(Gy,...,Gy) and L(G,...,Gy), respectively.

Here are natural examples of upper and lower triangular normal subgroup tableaux.
Definition 3.4. Let G be a subdirect product of D. For i,j € {1,...,t} let
G (G M (Gl X --- X Gj))ﬂ'i = (G M ker(WjH,___,t))m <G; ifi< 7,
7 G, NG <G if i > j,

noting that the two definitions of G;; agree. The upper coordinate tableau of G is the t x t array
U(G) = (Usj) with U;; = Gyj for i < j, and U;; = — for i > j. The lower coordinate tableau of
G is the t x t array IL(G) = (L;;) with L;; = Gy; for ¢ > j, and L;; = — for i < j. For each
upper or lower triangular normal subgroup tableau T for (G, ..., G}), we shall write Subdir(T")
for the set of subdirect products of D with coordinate tableau T.

Thus for example if ¢ = 3 then

GNGy (Gnker(ms))m Gy GNGy _ _
U(G) = - (G N ker(ﬂ'?)))ﬂ? Go s L(G) = GNGy G7T273 NGy —
— — Gs GNGs G7T273 NGs Gj

The following is clear.

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a subdirect product of D. Then U(G) € U(G1,...,Gt) and Gy = G;.
Furthermore, L(G) € L(G1,...,Gy), the group N := G11 X -+ X Gy is normal in G, and G/N
is a subdirect product of G1/G11 x -+ X Gy/Gy .

Our next lemma shows that in order to prove Theorem B.2] it will suffice to bound the

subdirect products of D with a given lower coordinate tableau.

Lemma 3.6. Let k be an upper bound on the length of a proper normal series in the groups G,
let X be the mazimum of [N (£, G;)| over all ¢ and i, and let T be U(G1,...,Gy) or L(G1,...,Gy).
Then |T| < Xt +1. In particular, for all C > 1 there exists a constant kg = ro(C) such that if
each G; is a quotient of a permutation group of degree less than C then |T| < 2r2tlost,

Proof. Let § : Ny < --- < N,,, = G; be a (not necessarily proper) normal series of G;. Suppose
that ¢ distinct groups occur in the series S, let Noy < N, < -+ < N, € N({,G;) be a
corresponding proper series and let m; be the number of times that N, occurs in §. Notice
that ¢ < k. Write Party(m) for the set of ordered partitions of the integer m into ¢ parts,
each of size at least 1. Since mj + --- + my = m, the series S naturally corresponds to an



element of N'(£,G;) x Party(m). Now [Party(m)| < m’, so G; has 3/, [N(£, G;)||Party(m)| <
ST N, G mE < APt < AmFHL not necessarily proper normal series of length m.

For T € U(Gy,...,Gy), the subgroups in the ith row of 7" form a normal series of G; of
length ¢ — i + 1, so there are at most A(t — i + 1)k choices for this row. Thus

UGy, ..., Gy)| < AtFt! < gllogAtht1)tlogt

The argument for |[£(Gy,...,Gy)| is identical.
The final claim follows by setting ko = log A+ k+ 1, where A and k are set to their maximum
values over all quotients G; of permutation groups of degree less than C'. U

Next, we introduce some highly structured generating sets for subdirect products. We
continue with the definition of G;; from Definition [3.4]

Definition 3.7. Let G be a subdirect product of D, and let X; be a GG;-generating set for Gj;.
An efficient generating set for G with respect to (Xq,...,X;) issubset Y =Y, U---UY; of G
such that for all ¢ € {1,...,t}

(i) Y; C ker(miq1,..t),
(ii) Y;m = X;, and
(i) (V) =G.

We assume from now on that D is a p-group, and show that efficient generating sets exist:
later we will bound the number of subdirect products of D by carefully counting such sets.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that D is a p-group, let G be a subdirect product of D, and let X; be a
Gi-generating set for Gi;. Then G has at least

t
TG > - x Gy I
i=2

efficient generating sets with respect to (Xi,...,X¢).

Proof. We induct on ¢, and prove that there are at least |G1; X - -+ % G(i,l)(i,l)\‘xi‘ choices for
the set Y;, from which the result follows.

The case t = 1 is trivial, since then G1; = G; = G (and the product is vacuous). So assume
that ¢ > 1 and the result holds for ¢ — 1. Identify G1; with ker(ma, +), so G/G11 = Gma,.+
is subdirect in Gy X -+ X Gy. For ¢ € {2,...,t}, let 7; = mi|g,x--xG,,» and notice that G; =
(Gma,..+)ii- By induction, for each ¢ € {2,...,t} there are at least |Gag X -+ X G(i_l)(i_l)HX”
choices in Ga_ 4 for a set Y; such that Yo U---UY; is an efficient generating set with respect
to (X27 cee ,Xt).

Next, let Y7 = X; C G11, and for i € {2,...,t} let Y; be an arbitrary preimage of Y; in G.
Then by construction Y; C ker(m;11, ;) and Y;m; = X; for all . Furthermore, if y = (y1,...,y)
is one such choice then for all ¢ € Gy the element (gyi,...,y:) also lies in G and for i > 2
has the same image as y under 741 ; and 7, so there are at least |G1q X --- X G(i,l)(i,l)\‘xi‘
choices for Y; for ¢ > 2, and a unique choice for Yj.

It remains only to check that the Y; generate G, so let B = (YoU---UY}). Then by induction
Bry, + = Gma 1, 50 G = (G11,B). Applying m; shows that G1 = (G11, Bmy) = G11 B, since
G11 < G1. Since (Gp1 is a p-group with Gi-normal generating set Y7 we therefore deduce that
Gu = (V1)[G11,Gi] = W)[Gu, GuBmi] = (Y1)[G11, Bm][G11,Gui]. Thus (Y1)[G11, B =
G11, so that Y7 is also a Brmj-normal generating set for Gy, and hence Gy1 = (Y;)?. Finally,
from G = (G11, B) we deduce that (Y7 U B) = G, as required. O

gooey



The following can easily be proved directly, but is also an immediate corollary of Lemma [3.8]

Lemma 3.9. Let G be a subdirect product of the p-group D, and let d; be an upper bound for
da, (N;), over all normal subgroups N; of Gi. Then d(G) < dy + - -- + d;.

Next, we use our tableaux to prove a result from which Theorem will follow easily.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that D is a p-group. Letnq,...,n; be such that |G;| < p™ for alli, and
letn =3t ni. Let U= (Uy) €U(Gy,...,Gy), and let d := max{dg,(Usy)/n; : 1 <i<t}. If
the groups U;j appearing in U satisfy

. logp |U”| > logp |Uﬂ|

7 .

(3.1)

n; n;
then |Subdir(U)| < pedn®/4,

Proof. Firstly, for each i let d; = dg,(Uy;), and fix a set X; of d; normal generators for U;;. By
Lemma B.8] each group G € Subdir(U) has at least
t
TL(01 % -+ % Uy 6] = pEialamsemstsemimond (32
=2
efficient generating sets with respect to (X7,..., Xy).
Let Y = Y1 U---UY; be an efficient generating set with respect to (X7,...,X;) for some
G € Subdir(U). Then Y; consists of d; elements of ker(m(;;1)...¢), whilst by definition ym; € X;
and ym; € Gj; = Uj; for all y € Y; and j < i. Hence there are at most (|Uy; X Ug; X - - - X U(i71)z")di
choices for Y;. By (B0 if j < i then |Uj;| < p“™. Hence the number of such sets Y is at most
t
H(|Ulz x Ug; X -+ X U(i_l)i|)di < ng:Q cidi(n1+"'+ni_l).
i=1

Combining this with [B2]) yields

t
10gp |Subd1r(U)| <F:.= Z (Cidi(nl + -+ ’I’Lz;l) — (Cl’l’Ll +cong + -+ - + ci,lni,l)di)

= C; di(n1+---+m_1)—2nidj
i=1 j>i
The i-th row of U contains subgroups of Gy, so ¢; = (log, |Uyi|)/ni < (log, |Ui|)/ni < c;. Let
I be the subset of {1,...,t} for which the coefficient of ¢; in the above expression is positive,
and let FT be the result of replacing each ¢;, for ¢ € I, by ¢, and replacing all remaining ¢; by
0. Then

log, [Subdir(U)| < F; = ¢ Z di(ny+-+-+nj—1) — an’dj
el >t
If k & I then the coefficient of d in F7 is non-positive, whilst if k¥ € I then the coefficient of dj,
isny 4+ 4+ np_g — Ziel,km’ni = ZieI,Kk n; < Zz‘gl n;. It follows that

log,, [Subdir(U)| < F < ¢ (Z dk> an < cd (Z nk> an ,

kel il kel il

since dy < dny for all k. The expression (3 ;c;ni)(d ¢ ni) is maximised at (3 ;c;ni) =
(Digrmi) = (>oi_1mi)/2 =n/2, so log, |Subdir(U)| < ¢;dn?/4, as needed. O

9



Proof of Theorem[34. Consider the set of all upper normal subgroup tableaux of all re-indexings
of the G;, and let U*(Gy,...,Gt) be the subset of all tableaux that satisfy (BI), so that
U*(G,...,Gy)| < tU(Gh,...,Gy)|. Each subdirect product G of D has at least one indexing
of the G; such that U(G) € U*(G,...,Gt). We therefore deduce from Lemma [3.0] that

|Subdir(D)| < Z |Subdir(U7)| < t!A#1F ! max{|Subdir(U)| : U € U*(Gy,...,Gy)}.
Ueld*(Gu,...,Gt)

For any U € U*(G1,...,Gy), our assumption that |G;| < p shows that ¢ > ¢;, where ¢; is as
in Theorem 310l Therefore

|Subdir(D)| < AtplE+2peedn® /4 < ptpkd2pedn®/4

as required.
The final claim follows by setting ¢ = 1/(p — 1) and k1 = k2 + 1, where ky = k2(C) is the
constant from Lemma O

4 Counting homomorphisms between finite p-groups

In this section we bound the number of epimorphisms from one finite p-group to another. Our
main result is Theorem

Definition 4.1. Let R and P be finite groups, and let m : R x P — P be the natural projection.
Let G be a subgroup of R x P such that Gmr = P, and suppose that P = P; X - -+ X Pp,. Then a
generating set Z for G is standardised with respect to Py, ..., Py, if exactly d(P;) elements of Z
project nontrivially to P; for each i, and no element projects non-trivially to more than one P;.

Lemma 4.2. Let R and P be finite p-groups, let G be a subgroup of R x P, let m : G — P be
the natural projection, and suppose P has a direct product decomposition P = P; X --- X Pp,. If
Gm = P then G has a standardised generating set Z with respect to Py, ..., Py, of size d(G).

Let e be an upper bound on d(P;) over all i € {1,...,m}, and let S be a subgroup of (V') for
some subset V of Z. Then all but at most e|V| elements z of Z satisfy [z, 5] < ker(r).

Proof. 1t is clear that G has a standardised generating set Z with respect to P, ..., P, and
since the removal of any element with non-trivial projection to P; for some i means that the
resulting set no longer generates G, by Burnside’s Basis Theorem we can assume that |Z| =
d(Q).

For each ¢, write m; : G — P; for the natural coordinate projection, and for a subset U of
G, let the P-support of U be

suppp(U) :={i € {1,...,m} : gm; # 1 for some g € U}.

Notice that suppp(S) C suppp(V). The definition of Z bounds [suppp({z})| <1 for all z € Z,
and so [suppp(S)| < |V|. Since P-support is invariant under conjugation, |suppp(S%)| < |V].
By assumption, for each i € {1,...,m} there are precisely d(P;) elements z of Z such that
zm; # 1, so there are at most e|suppp(SY¥)| < e|V| elements z of Z such that suppp(z) C
suppp(S). Elements g, h € G with disjoint support satisfy [g, h]m = 1, so only these at most
e|V| elements z of Z satisfy [z, S%]r # 1. O
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Recall that cl(G) denotes the nilpotency class of G. We now remind the reader of some
elementary results about commutators. Commutators will be left-normed, so that [g1,...,9:] =
[...[[lg1, 92), 93], - - -], gt], and ~;(G) will denote the ith term of the lower central series of G, so
that 71 (G) = G. We will use the standard identities [ab, ¢|] = [a, c|’[b, c] and [a, bc] = [a, c|[a, b]®
frequently.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be arbitrary, and let H = (X) be a subgroup of G of nilpotency class m.
Let y € v;(H), let g € Ci(vit1(H)), and let h € H be arbitrary.

(i) Then [y",g] = [y, gl*", [y, hg) = [y, glly, k), and [y, 9" = [y,g7"].
(ii) For all i, the subgroup v;(H) = ([x1,...,z;] : x; € X)H.

Proof. (i). Here [y", g] = [yly. h], 9] = [y. 9] [ly. h], 9] = [y, g]l""! since g centralises [y, h], and
ly, hgl = [y, 9lly, h]9 = [y, ][y, h] for the same reason. The final claim follows similarly.

(ii). We induct on 4, and the case ¢ = 1 is trivial, so assume that ¢ > 2 and let V; =
([x1,..., 2] + z; € X). By Lemma I(i), the claim is equivalent to proving that ~;(H) =
Vivie1(H). A short calculation using induction and the standard commutator identities shows
that v;(H) is generated by {[[x1,...,zi-1]",2;] : ; € X,h € H}. Since H is finite, the stan-
dard commutator identities imply that [a~!,b] is a product of conjugates of [a,b] by pow-
ers of a, for all a,b € H. The identity [a’,c] = [a~*,¢]"%"[a,b,c] therefore implies that
(21, ..., 21" ;] = [21,. .., 2;]* modulo ;41 (H), for some k € Z. The result follows. O

For a group G, a subgroup S of G, and an integer i > 2, we write ;(S, G) for the subgroup
[7i-1(5), G], so that for example, v;(G, G) = 7;(G). We now prove a rather technical lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let G = (Z) be a finite p-group, and let S and K be subgroups of G, with K
normal. If there exists a subset Zy of Z such that S < (Z1) and [z,S] < K for all z € Z \ Z;
then G has a generating set Z; U X UY of size |Z| such that |X| < cl(G)|[S,G] N K|d(S))
and Y C Cq(9).

Proof. Let m = cl(G) and ¢; = |(Ym+1—;(S, G)NK)\{1}| for j € {0,...,m—1}. We shall prove
by induction the stronger result that if [z, 5] < K for all z € Z\ Z; then for all ¢ € {0,...,m—1}
the group G has a generating set Z; U X UY of size d := |Z| such that

X[ <) ¢ and Y C Ca(ym—i(5))-d(S)™
j=0

The result will then follow by setting i = m — 1, since (S, G) < [S,G] for all k > 2.

If i = 0, and in particular if G is abelian, then we may let X =0 and Y = Z \ Z;. Assume
inductively that m > i > 0, and there exist sets X’ and Y’ such that Z;UX'UY" is a generating
set for G of size d, with | X'| < Z;;B c;jd(S)™ 7 and Y’ C Ca(Ym41-i(S)).

Let W be a generating set for S of size d(S). Let A = {A1,..., A5/} be the set of all
(m —i)-fold commutators [wy, , ..., wy,, ,| of elements of W, so that |A| < d(S)™ " and [\, g] €
Ym+1-i(S,G) for all A € A and g € G. Index the elements of A arbitrarily as A1, ..., A5, and
notice that if g € G satisfies [S, g] < K then [Ag, 9] € Ym+1-i(S,G) N K for all k € {1,...,|A|}.

We will now show by induction on ¢ that for each ¢ € {0, ..., |A|} there exists a generating set
Z1U X UY; for G of size d such that Y; centralises (v,41-i(S), A1, ..., A\) and | X¢| < | X'| 4 ¢4t
Setting Xo = X’ and Yy = Y’ gives the result for t = 0, so assume that ¢ > 1 and that X;
and Y;_1 have been successfully defined.
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Initially, we let X; = X3 1, Y, = {y € Yio1: [A\r,y] = 1} and U; = Y;—1 \ ;. Suppose
that there exist distinct v and v in Uy such that [Ay,u] = [A,v]. Then Ay € 7,,—i(S) and
u,v € Vi1 € Cg(Ymi1-i(S)), so [A,uv™!] = 1 by Lemma E3|(i). By assumption, uv~! also
centralises Ap,...,\—1, SO we may remove v from U; and put vu~! into Y; whilst maintaining
the fact that Z; U X; U Y; U U; is a generating set for G of size d such that Y; centralises
(Ym+1-i(S), A1, ..., A). Once the values of [\, u] are distinct for all u € Uy, the set U; has size
at most ¢;, so we set X; = X; U U;. This completes this induction on ¢.

Now, setting X = X5 and Y = Y|,| yields a generating set of size d, with |X| suitably
bounded, so it remains only show that Y centralises v,,—;(S). By Lemma [£3[i), for all s € S,
all y € Y C Ca(Ymy1-i(S)), and all X € A C 4,,_4(S), the commutator [\°,y] = [\, y]*sL.
Since Y centralises A, it follows that Y centralises all S-conjugates of A. Now Lemma [3](ii)
shows that v,,—;(S) is generated by the set of S-conjugates of A, so Y centralises v,,—;(.5), as
required. This completes the induction on 7, and hence the proof. ]

We now prove an easier technical result. Recall that if K is a p-group, by K? we mean the
subgroup generated by all pth powers of elements of K. For a subgroup L of a group G we shall
write NormSub(G, L) for the set of G-normal subgroups of L.

Lemma 4.5. Let G be a finite p-group, let L be a normal subgroup of G, and let d be an
upper bound on dg(H) over all H € NormSub(G, L). Then for all k > 1 there are at most k¢
subgroups H € NormSub(G, L) with |L : H| < k.

Proof. We will induct on k = p®. The case k = p is trivial, so assume k = p® with a > 1.

For each H € NormSub(G, L) with |L : H| = p*, since L/H <G/H the group L/H intersects
Z(G/H) non-trivially, so there exists at least one J € NormSub(G, L) with |L : J| = p®~1. Write
Max(J) for the set of maximal subgroups of J. Then

{H € NormSub(G, L) : |L: H|l=p*}| < Z IMax(.J)].
JeNormSub(G,L),|L:J|=pa—1

For all H € Max(J) the group G acts trivially on J/H, and JP < H, so [J,G|JP < H. It follows
that |Max(J)| is precisely the number of co-dimension 1 subspaces of the trivial G-module
J/([J,G]J?), namely (pdim/(LGR) 1) /(p — 1) < pdim /(LGP 1. By Lemma 23(i),
dim (J/([J,G]JP)) = dg(J) < d, and so |Max(.J)| < p? — 1. Therefore by induction there are at
most p(@Dd(pd — 1) 4 pla=Dd — pad — kd subgroups H € NormSub(G, L) with |L : H| < k. O

The following is the main result of this section, and can in fact be strengthened slightly: if F’
is contained in a proper verbal subgroup V(Q) of @, then it suffices to let dy bound the normal
generator number of subgroups in NormSub(G, [V (G), G] Nker(7)), but we omit the details.

Theorem 4.6. Let G and Q be finite p-groups, and let F' be a normal subgroup of Q. Write
G as a subgroup of R x P for some R and P such that Gr = P, where m : R X P — P is the
natural projection. Suppose that P factorises as a direct product of e-generated subgroups, and
let dn be an upper bound on dg(H) over all H € NormSub(G, G’ Nker(r)). Define

hMQ,F,G) = |Aut(Q)||Q|H@1+e)+elGFQIdE)N)

Then
[Epi(G, Q)| < h(Q,F,G)d(G)" @ |Cq(F)|"D|[F, Q™.
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In particular, if Q and each of the given direct factors of P have order at most p* for some k,
and R is a subdirect product of groups of order at most p*, then

|Epi(G, Q)] < r3d(G)™|Cq(F)|"D|[F,Q]I*~.
for some constants k3 = k3(p, k) and k4 = k4(p, k).

Proof. First, by Lemma [L2] there exists a standardised generating set Z for G of size d(G) with
respect to the given factorisation of P. If Epi(G,Q) = 0 then the result is trivial, otherwise
we may choose a subset V of Z of size d(Q) such that Epi((V),Q) # 0, and we may fix a
p € Epi((V),Q). Write Epi(G,Q, p) for the set of § € Epi(G,Q) such that 0|y = p. Let S
be a d(F)-generated subgroup of (V') such that p(S) = F < Q: notice that every epimorphism
0 € Epi(G,Q, p) maps S to F. Finally, let K = ker(r).

Let H € NormSub(G,[SY, G] N K) have index at most |[F, Q]| in [S¥,G] N K, and define

N(V,p,H) ={N <G : N = ker(f) for some 6 € Epi(G, Q, p) and Nﬂ([SG,G] NK)=H}.

We first bound [N (V, p, H)|: notice in particular that if it is non-zero, then H < ker(#) for some
6 € Epi(G,Q,p). By Lemma &2 all but at most d(Q)e elements z of Z satisfy [z, S%] < K, so
we can decompose Z as V U W UW; with |[IW| < d(Q)e and [z,S%] < K for all z € Wj.

Writing bars to denote reduction modulo H, we apply Lemma B4l to G = (Z), with § <
(VUW) (so that Z; becomes V U W) to see that G has a generating set

T:=VuwW)uxuy
of size |Z| such that Y C Cx(S) and [X| < cl(G)|[[S, G| N K|d(S)?@ . Furthermore, d(S) <
d(S) < d(F) and by our assumption on |H]|,

-G — _

G G —
F.Q] > ‘[S ,Z—]HK‘ _ ‘[S G| K
s0 [ X| < cl(G)|[F, Q]d(F)™).

Let 6 € Epi(G, Q, p) satisfy 0(H) = 1. Then 6 is completely determined by the reduced map
0:G— (), which in turn is determined by the image of each ¢ € T. Since §|(V) = p, the map
6 is determined by 6|57 5 7. Clearly, there are at most \Q“WH‘Y' < \Q]d(Q)eHY' possibilities
for the restriction of  to W U X. Also, since each such @ satisfies 0(S) = F, each element of Y’
is mapped to Cq(F'). Each N € N(V, p, H) is the kernel of at least one such epimorphism 6, so

IN(V, p, H)| < ‘Q,d(Q)eJrIY\,CQ(F)U?I < ,Q‘d(Q)eﬂLd(G)I[F,Q}\d(F)C“G),CQ(F)‘d(G)
< (@, F,G)/(|Aut(Q)]|Q D) - |Cq(£)| ).

Next we consider the M € NormSub(G, [S¢,G] N K) which be expressed as [S¢,G] N K N
ker(#), for some 0 € Epi(G, Q, p). Writing N = ker (), from p(S) = F we calculate

N 'N

G N GH i

S9.GIN| (84, GINK)N| _|[8%,GlnK
=72 =[5

il =||
so M has index at most |[F,Q]| in [S¥,G] N K, and in particular |N(V, p, M)| is bounded as

above. Furthermore, since [S¢,G]N K < G' N K we can bound dg(M) < dy. Now Lemma E3]
with [S,G] N K in place of L, shows that there are at most |[F, Q]|*N groups M.
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Next, the number of normal subgroups N that satisfy N = ker(#) for some 6 € Epi(G, Q, p)
is bounded by the product of |[F,Q]|*¥ and the maximum of |N(V, p, H)| over all choices for
H =[S G]N K Nker(h)}. Also, we can bound Epi((V), Q) by |Q|Vl = |Q|¥®@). Thus, letting
N (V) be the set of normal subgroups N of G such that (V)N/N = G/N = @Q we deduce that

N(V)] < (M(Q. F, G)/|Aut(Q))|Co(F)|““|[F, Q]|

Finally, Burnside’s Basis Theorem shows that every N such that G/N = @ lies in N (V) for
at least one d(Q)-clement subset V of Z. There are at most |Z|IVl = d(G)¥%?) such V, and for
each such N there are at most |Aut(@)| epimorphisms 0 : G — @ with kernel N, so the main
result follows.

The final claim is deduced by observing that we have absolutely bounded d(Q), |Aut(Q)|,
e, and cl(G). O

5 Normal subgroups of transitive p-groups

In this section we study normal subgroups of transitive p-subgroups of S,,, and in particular
derive bounds on their normal generator number.

Definition 5.1. Let G < S, be a transitive 2-group, and let £ < G. If there exists an ¢ > 0
such that dg(E) = n/4 + i then for the largest such ¢ we say that (G, E) has excess i and is
excessive. Furthermore, if (G, E') has excess i for some F < G, then for the largest such i we
say that G has excess ¢ and is excessive.

We will start by studying excessive groups. In particular, in Proposition we shall prove
that every excessive group has degree at most 32, and that no group has excess more than 2.
Throughout this section, we will use the Magma library [5] of transitive groups of degree at most
32. The groups of degree 32 have order up to 23!, so any statement involving all of their normal
subgroups will be proved using a mixture of theoretical and computational techniques, to ensure
that our computations run in a reasonable amount of time. For many of our computations it is
much more efficient to work with polycyclic presentation of the transitive 2-group, rather than
the permutation group. If the degree n is clear, we shall refer to TransitiveGroup(n, i) in
the transitive groups library as the group with ID i.

We first determine the excessive groups of degree 32. Recall that Lemma 235(i) bounds
da(E) < log |E/[G, ).

Lemma 5.2. Let G be a transitive 2-group of degree 32.
(i) If (G,G) has excess i then i < 2.

(ii) If (G, E) has excess i for some proper normal subgroup E of G then i =1, |G : E| = 2,
and (G,G) has excess 2. Conversely, if E is a proper normal subgroup of G such that
|E/|G, E]| > 28 then (G,E) has excess 1. In particular, G is excessive if and only if
(G, G) is excessive.

(iii) Suppose that G is excessive, and let V be a submodule of the natural Fs|G|-permutation
module. Then dg(V') <7, and if dg(V) =7 then G is TransitiveGroup (32, 145717).

Proof. (i). This is proved computationally: we check using Lemma [2.5i) that each transitive
2-group G of degree 32 satisfies d(G) < 10.
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(ii). By Lemma Z5i), if |E/[G, E| < 2% then dg(E) < 8, so (G, E) is not excessive. Thus we
must prove that if E is a proper normal subgroup of G with |E/[G, E]| > 28, then |G : E| = 2,
with d(G) = 10 and dg(E) = 9. So let E be such a normal subgroup. We start by computing
|G?P| for each transitive 2-group G of degree 32, and observe that in each case

|G| < 210, (5.1)

Suppose first that E supplements an abelian subgroup A of G. Then |G, E] = [EA, E] =
[E,E|[A,E] = [E,E|[A, E|[E, A][A, A] = [EA,EA] = [G,G], so 2° < |E/[G, E]| = |G®|/|G :
E| < 21%/|G : E|, so that |G : E| = 2 and |G®| = 219 We check computationally that if
|G2P| = 219 then (G, G) has excess 2, and dg(FE) = 9 for each F <G with |G : E| = 2.

Thus, from now on we may assume that E supplements no abelian subgroup of G. Then
|G : E| > 4, since in particular E supplements no cyclic subgroup of G. Furthermore, let K be
the kernel of the action of G on a set ¥ of minimal blocks for G. Then K is abelian so EK # G,
and hence G> # E*. We shall show that no such F exists.

Let U = EN K, and let V be the natural Fo[G>]-permutation module. Then K and U
are isomorphic to submodules of V', and G acts trivially on E/[G, E] and hence on the module

(ENK)/(|G,E|NK) = U/(|G,E| N K). Let d = dgs (U). Then

EZ
G, E]¥

E

G,E]‘:‘[G,E]QKH[G 7| <

2 < '[ (5.2)

We use Magma to consider each transitive 2-group H of degree 16 as a possible G*. If H is
not elementary abelian, then we compute the submodules of Fy[H]| in Magma and see that d < 4.
If H is elementary abelian (so has ID 3) then similarly we find that d < 6. Next, we use Magma
to calculate |L/[H, L]| for each proper normal subgroup L of H. In each case this is at most 2°
if |H : L| = 2, at most 2% if |H : L| > 2, and at most 2*/[H : L] if H is elementary abelian.
Since E* # G*, it follows from (5.2)) that |G* : E*| = 2, and either G* is elementary abelian,
so has ID 3 and d = 6, or |E*|/|[G*, E¥]| = 2° and d = 4, which implies that G* has ID 197
or 448. In addition, notice that equality holds in (5.2)), so |U/([G, E] N K)| = 2%.

Next, since |G : EK| = 2, the subgroup is supplemented by the abelian group (g) for
any g ¢ FK. Thus, reasoning as just after (5.1)) shows that [G,G] = [G, EK] and hence
[G,G] =[G, E]|G, K]. Tt follows that

6.8 = | o e E e 1 = | G2 18 = B e ). (53)
Therefore
‘ E ‘ ‘Radgz ‘ ]E\
G, E] Radpgs(K)| |[G

Furthermore, from Lemma EZ5(i), 2¢ = |U/[G,U]|. Thus, from |U/([G, EINK)| = 2¢ we deduce
that [G, E] N K = [G,U] = Radg=(U). Since [G,U] < [G,E]N |G, K] < [G, E] N K, equality
holds throughout, so from the initial equality in (5.3]) we deduce

FE _ RadGE ‘E’
[G,E]|  |Radgs=(U \
Comparing these two expressions for |E/[G, E]| shows that V has submodules U < K, with

des @y = d, such that [Radg=(U)| > [Rad g= (K)| for some maximal subgroup E* of G*. We use
Magma to compute the maximal subgroups E> of our threee possible groups G>, and to compute
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the submodules K > U of the corresponding V', and find that this implies that K = U. Since
U = EN K this implies that K < E so |G : E| = |G* : E*| = 2, a contradiction.

(iii). This is proved using Magma: for each excessive group G, we compute all submodules of
the natural Fo[G] permutation module, and find the difference between its dimension and the
dimension of its Jacobson radical. O

Next we classify all normal subgroups requiring many generators.

Proposition 5.3. Let p be prime, let G be a transitive p-group of degree n > 2, and let E be a
(not necessarily proper) normal subgroup of G.

(i) Suppose that p = 2. If G is excessive then G has excess i € {1,2} andn < 32. Ifi =2
then (G, E) has excess 3— |G : E], and n € {8,16,32}. Ifi =1 then the only E such that
(G, E) is excessive is G itself.

(ii) Suppose that p is odd. If dg(E) > n/(2p) then either n =p and E = G = Cp; or n =9,
E =G and d(G) =2; orn =27, E = G has ID 712 in the Magma database, and d(G) = 5.

iii) Suppose that p is odd. If dg(E) > 2n/p?, thenn =p and E = G = C,,.
P

Proof. (i). For n € {4,8,16} it is straightforward to check this in Magma, using Lemma [2.5](i).
For n = 32 this is immediate from Lemma [5.2] so we may assume that n > 64: we must prove
that dg(F) < n/4.

We fix some notation. Let > be a minimal block system for G, let m be the natural surjection
to S := G, and let K = ker(r). Note that K is isomorphic, as an S-group, to a submodule of
the natural Fy[S]-permutation module.

Assume first that n = 64, so that S has degree 32. If S is elementary abelian, then [19]
Theorem 4.13] shows that dg(E N K) < (L%55J) = 10, so dg(F) < 10+ 5 < 16 = n/4 by
Lemma [20ii). If S is not elementary abelian, then dg(EF N K) < n/8 = 8 by [8, proof of
Lemma 7.1(4)], so if S is not excessive then dg(E) < 8 +8 = 16 = n/4, again by Lemma 2.5[ii).
Finally, if S is excessive, then Lemma [5.2(iii) shows that dg(ENK) < 6, unless S has ID 145717
in which case ds(E N K) < 7. Additionally, since the result holds for n = 32 we know that
ds(Em) < 8+2 =10, and dg(E7) < 9if S has ID 145717, so again it follows from Lemma 2.5)(ii)
that dg(F) < 16.

Thus we may assume inductively that n = 2¥ > 128, and that no transitive 2-group of
degree less than n and greater than 32 is excessive. If S is elementary abelian, then dg(E7) =
d(Em) <d(S) = k—1. Further, dg(ENK) < (L%éck_—ll)J) < 521 //k —1 by [19, Lemma 4.1 and

Theorem 4.13], where b := /2/7. Tt follows from LemmaZ5lii) that dg(E) < b2F~1/\/k — 1+
k — 1, which is less than or equal to n/4 since k > 7. If instead S is not elementary abelian,
then [8, proof of Lemma 7.1(4)] bounds dg(E N K) < 1dim K = n/8. Since n/2 > 32, the
minimality of n implies that dg(E7m) < n/8, and so dg(E) < n/4 by Lemma[2Z5[ii), as required.
(ii) and (iii). We prove these simultaneously by induction on n as a power of p. The case n = p,
so G = C), is immediate. If n = p?, then dg(F) < 2, so Part (iii) holds, as does Part (ii) unless
n = 9. We check the transitive 3-groups of degree 9 and 27 in Magma to see that if n = 9 then
da(F) = 2 if and only if G is not cyclic and F = G, and that the claims for n = 27 also hold.
For the inductive step, assume that n > p?, with n > 27 if p = 3. Then G embeds
in C,1 S, /p>
n = 81 and S is TransitiveGroup(27,712), we can compute all submodules of the natural F3[S]-
permutation module to check that dg(K N E) < 3. It follows from Lemma [25](ii) that in this

and we let m be the natural surjection, with transitive image S and kernel K. If
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case dg(E) < 3+5 = 8. In all other cases, we use [I0, Lemma 3.1] to bound dg(K N E) < n/p?.
Since n > p?, and n > 27 if p = 3, the inductive hypotheses for parts (ii) and (iii) show
ds(En) < n/(2p?) and dg(Em) < 2n/p?, respectively. We now apply Lemma B5[ii) again:
since n/p? +n/(2p?) < n/(2p) and n/p? + 2n/p? < 2n/p?, both parts follow. O

Definition 5.4. Let G be a subdirect product of G x --- x G;. We say that G is k-projecting
if there exists a subset I := {iy,...,i;} of {1,...,t} such that Gn; = G;, x --- x G}, but no
such subset of larger size.

We are now ready to state and prove the two main results of this section. The first is a
general upper bound on dg(N) for arbitrary normal subgroups N of most p-groups G.

Theorem 5.5. Let G1,...,G; be transitive p-groups, of degrees ny,...,ns respectively, let n =
Yoy ng and let G be a subdirect product of Gi x -+ x Gy < S,. Assume that G is (t —7)-
projecting, and the G; are indeved so that Gmpy1,. ¢ = Gry1 X --- X Gy. Let N be a normal
subgroup of G, let dy = ;. n; and doy = ;<.\ 1.
(i) If p is odd and n; > p for all i, then dg(N) < 2n/p?. Moreover, if p = 3 and for each i
eithern; > 27 orn; = 27 and dg, (NN(G1 X+ --xG;))m;) # 5 then dg(N) < n/6 =n/(2p).

(ii) Assume p = 2.

(a) dg(N) < %dl + %dQ

(b) If no G;, fori <r, has excess 2 and degree 8, then dg(N) < Zdy + 3d».

(c) If no Gy, fori <r, has excess 2, then dg(N) < +dy + 1ds.
(iii) Assume p = 2, suppose that N < G' Nker(m,y1,..+), and let J be the subset of {1,...,r}

such that G; is non-abelian if and only if i € J. Then dg(N) < %(ZjeJnj) < 1i4,.
Proof. For all i, let N; = [N N (Gy x --- x G;)]m;. Then N; < G; and dg(N) < S, dg, (N;).
(i). This is now immediate from Proposition [£.3)(ii) and (iii).
(ii). For any ¢ < r, let X = (G N (Gl X oo X Gi))ﬂ'i,r-i-l,...t- If Xm; = G;, then X NG; = Gy,
and so G q1,.+ = Gi X Gry1 X -+ x Gy, contradicting the fact that G is (¢t — r)-projecting.
Therefore N; < G; for all i < r, so either n; < 2 and dg,(N;) = 0, or Proposition (.3(i) shows
that dg, (N;) < (n;/4) + 1. Hence in both cases dg,(N;) < 3n;/8 for all ¢ < r. Furthermore, if
no such G; has excess 2, then dg, (N;) < n;/4 for all i < r; while if no such G; has excess 2 and

degree 8 then dg,(N;) < 5n;/16 for all ¢ < r. Part (ii) now follows, since dg,(N;) < n;/2 for
1>r+ 1.

(iii). Our assumptions imply that N; = 1 whenever ¢ ¢ J. Furthermore, N; < G!, for each i, so
|Gi : N;| > 2 for all i € J. It then follows from Proposition B.3(i) that dg,(N;) < n;/4 for all
i € J, and Part (iii) now follows. O

To prove our second main theorem we need a technical lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let G be a finite 2-group such that G® is elementary abelian. Let N be a normal
subgroup of G, and let Q@ = G/N. Then

(i) d(Q) = dim(G/(NG")).
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(ii) Suppose that N < G'. Let K be an elementary abelian normal subgroup of G such that
d(G) =dg(K)+ d(G/K). Let d be an upper bound on dg(U), over every G-submodule U
of K. Then

Q'N1Z(Q)] < 29| KN/N||(G/KN)||Z(G/KN)).

Proof. (i). Here Q' = G'/(NNG"), so Q*® = G/(NG"). The result now follows from LemmaZ5(i),
since Q" is elementary abelian.

(i). Let a = d(Q) and let W = KN/N. From N < G’ and Part (i) we deduce that
a=d(G) = dg(K) + d(G/K) > da(W) + d(Q/W) > a,
so equality holds throughout. Now applying Part (i) with Q/W in place of G/N gives
dag(W) + d(Q/W) = da(W) + dim (Q/WQ') = dim (W/[Q, W]) + dim (Q/WQ") = a.

Conversely, since Q*" is elementary abelian, dim (W/(W N Q') +dim (Q/W Q') = dim(Q/Q’) =
a, so from W N Q" > [Q, W] we deduce that W N Q" = [Q, W]. Since (Q/W) =Q'/(WNQ'),
rearranging yields

Q| =W nQ[(Q/W)]=IQ WI[(G/KNY|.

Temporarily setting N = 1 shows that K NG’ = [K,G], so K NN < [G,K| < K and we
deduce that

W K[G,K|N _ K K K

2

QW] ™ [G,KIN ~ Kn[G,KIN _(KnN)[G, K] |G K]

Since K is elementary abelian, so is K/[G, K], whence |W/[Q,W]| = |K/|G, K]| = 24c(5),

Hence
Q' = [[Q WII(G/KN)'| =27 %SW||(G/KN)| =27 %F)|KN/N||(G/KNY'|.

Now, G acts trivially on the elementary abelian section Z(Q) N (KN/N) of K, so from the
definition of d we deduce that |Z(Q)N (K N/N)| < 2¢. Hence |Z(Q)| < |Z(Q)NWI|Z(Q/W)| <
24|Z(G/KN)|, and the result follows. O

The motivation behind our second main result of this section is Theorem [.6] where the
invariants |[F, Q]| and |Cq(F)| for p-groups F' < @ play an important role.

Theorem 5.7. Let G be an excessive group, and let N be a normal subgroup of G such that
Q := G/N is non-abelian. If G has excess 1 then assume also that d(Q) = d(G). Then there
exists a normal subgroup F of Q such that one of the following holds.

(i) The group G has excess 2 and degree 8, N =1, F = Q = G, and |[F,Q]||Co(F)? =21 =
22 with |Cq(F)| = 2 = 2"/8.

(ii) The group G has excess 1 and |[F,Q]||Cq(F)| < 2™/? with |Co(F)| < 2/4.
(iii) The group G has excess 2 and |[F,Q]||Co(F)|>/* < 272 with |Cq(F)| < 24

Proof. If n < 16, then we can use Magma to construct each G and N, and at least one suitable
F whenever Q = G/N satisfies the hypotheses. So for the remainder of the proof, assume that
n = 32, let G have ID m, and notice that d(G) > 8. We shall show that the result holds for
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some F' that is a term in the upper or lower central series of ). We may use Lemma [5.2](ii) to
construct all excessive groups G.

(ii). In this case d(Q) = d(G) = 9 and we must find an F such that |[F,Q]||Co(F)| < 2!¢ and
|Co(F)| < 28. We start by bounding |Z(Q)|, so let Z be the full preimage of Z(Q) in G. From
|G : Z] =|Q : Z(Q)] and @ non-abelian we deduce that |G : Z| > 2, so that by Lemma B.2(ii)
we can bound |Z/[G, Z]| < 28, i.e.

1Z(Q)] < 28 = 2n/4, (5.4)

We check the groups of excess 1 and degree 32 and compute that in each case G2P is
elementary abelian, so it follows from Lemma E.6(i) that N < G’. Write |G'| = 2¢: we can
check using Magma that ¢ < 16. If [N| = [N N G’| > 2=8, then since G'/N = G'N/N = Q', the
result follows from (B.4]) by taking F' = (). So we may assume that

IN| <2775, (5.5)

and in particular that ¢ > 9.

We can check using Magma that all 21 of the groups G of excess 1 with £ > 9 satisfy |Z(G)| = 2
and |Z2(G)| < 16 (here Z2(G) is the second term in the upper central series). Thus we may
compute the set of G-normal subgroups N of Z5(G) and verify that for each @ = G/N there is
at least one suitable F' in the upper or lower central series. Any normal subgroup of G of order
at most 2% lies in Z;, (@), so in particular this completes the arguments when |N| < 4.

We may therefore assume that |[N| > 8, so £ > 12 by (5.5). There are only seven such groups
G, and for each of them |Z3(G)| < 256. We compute all G-normal subgroups N of Z3(G) and
check that at least one term in the upper central series of the quotient G/N is a suitable group
F'. In particular this completes the arguments for |N| = 8.

We may now assume further that N £ Z3(G), since |N| > 16, and that ¢ > 13 by (&.0).
There are only four such groups G, and we shall show that for each G the result holds with
F = Q. Let X be a set of minimal blocks for GG, and let K be the kernel of the action of G on
Y. We compute that in each case dg(K) = 3 and d(G/K) = 6, so d(G) = dg(K) + d(G/K)
and Lemma [5.6](ii) applies to G, K and N.

We next compute the maximum d of dg=(U) over all submodules U of the natural Fo[G>]-
permutation module (which includes all submodules of K). If N £ K, then all N*-orbits have
length at least 2, so since N acts trivially on K N/N, we deduce that |[K N/N| < 208 (K) < on/4 —
28 by [8, Lemma 1.7]. Furthermore, |(G/KN)'||Z(G/KN)| is bounded by the maximum over
all normal subgroups M of G* of |(G¥/M)'||Z(G*/M)|, and we may compute this maximum
and denote it 2°. Applying Lemma E6(ii) now yields |Q'||Z(Q)| < 2¢73+0+5 which is at most

216 in each case.

If instead N < K, then from |N| > 16 we deduce that |[K N/N| < b:= |K|/16. Furthermore,
in this case we can simply let 2° = |[(G/KN)'||Z(G/KN)| = |(G*)||Z(G*)|. Again, applying
Lemma B.6l(ii) yields |Q'||Z(Q)| < 2973+ which is at most 216, as required.

(iii). For each G of excess 2, we use Magma to check that |G’| < 2%, so we can compute all the
possibilities for L := N NG’. The group Q is a quotient of G := G//L, and letting N = N/L we
deduce that G’ N = 1. Thus [G,N] =1, i.e. N < Z(G). We use Magma to compute each such
N, and to check that each @ := G//N has a suitable term F in its upper central series. U
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6 The reduction to bounded orbit lengths

In this section we first establish tight bounds on the number of generators of groups with no
short orbits, and then prove the surprising result that to count the subgroups of S,, satisfying
a given property P, it often suffices to count only those subgroups with all orbits of length less
than C, for some C' depending on P.

The next three results are based on ideas from [19]. For brevity, we prove them under the
assumption that the group is soluble: it is not difficult to prove them (with the same constants)

for insoluble groups.

Lemma 6.1. There exists an absolute constant (o such that for alln > 1, all soluble transitive
G < S, and all normal subgroups N of G,

Proof. In the proof below, we shall encounter absolute constants x and 7, both from [19]. We
shall prove that the result holds with (p minimal subject to (o > 1 and

(kmlogr + (p)s - Cors
Vl0og s — dogrs

for all r,s € Z>».

We induct on n. If G is primitive then d(N) < 1+ logn < (gn/+/logn for every normal
subgroup N of G, by [10, Theorem 1.1]. Hence the result follows in this case, and for all n < 3.

For the inductive step, assume that G is imprimitive, with a minimal block system of s
blocks of size r say. Then there exist a primitive soluble group R < S,, and a transitive soluble
group T' < S;, such that G < R1T and G projects onto 7. Let K = G N R*, and write cl(R)
for the composition length of R.

By [19, Lemma 5.8], since G is soluble there is a G-normal series

1=No< N <---<N=NNK

such that for each ¢ the quotient M; = N;/N;_; is isomorphic to an ), [G]-submodule of an
induced module U; 1%, with p; prime, Zle dimg, U; < cl(R), and |G : H| = s. Furthermore,
by [19], Lemma 2.17, Corollary 4.26] there exists an absolute constant x such that each such M;
satisfies dg(M;) < ks dimp, U; /+/Iog s. The group R is primitive of degree r, so cl(R) < nlogr
for some absolute constant 77, by [17, Theorem 2.10]. Therefore

ks dimg, U; kscl(R) < knslogr

¢ ¢
a(NNK) < di U; < .
; Zl Viog s \/logs Z T Vi = Viog s Viog s

Now, G/K embeds transitively in S, so by induction dg/x (NK/K) < (ps/v/logs. Hence

knslogr Cos (kmlogr + (o)s
da(N) <dg(NNK)-+d NK/K) < = .
G( ) = G( )+ G’/K( / ) = \/logs \/logs \/@

Hence the result follows. Ol

Here is our main result on generating groups with large orbits: the assumption of solubility

can be removed.
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Proposition 6.2. There exists an absolute constant ( such that the following holds. For all
n > 1 and all non-trivial soluble subgroups G of S,,, if all non-trivial orbits of G have length at
least m, then d(G) < (n/y/logm. In particular, for any A > 0, letting C = 2(/V? ensures that
each soluble G < S,, with all non-trivial orbit lengths at least C' satisfies d(G) < An.

Proof. We shall show that the result holds with ¢ = (p, the constant from Lemma [6.1]

Let G < S, be a counterexample with n minimal, and let m be a lower bound on the length
of the non-trivial orbits of G. By Lemma[6.1] G has more than one non-trivial orbit, so G is a
subdirect product of (G; x Gy for some soluble groups G; < S,, and Ga < S,,_,,, such that G;
is transitive and nq > m.

Let N = GN Gy 4Gy, and identify N with the corresponding subgroup of S,,. Then
da(N) = dg,(N), so by Lemma

d(G) < d(G/N) + da(N) = d(Gs) + dg, (N) < d(Gs) + ¢n1/v/logny.

Now d(G2) < ((n —n1)/+/logm, since G2 has all nontrivial orbits of length at least m, and G
is a minimal counterexample. The result follows from n; > m. O

We also record a second easy corollary of Lemma

Corollary 6.3. Let G < S, be soluble, with non-trivial orbit lengths ny,...,ny, and let N <G.
Let ¢ be the constant from Proposition [6.2. Then dg(N) < CZ§:1 ni//logn;.

Proof. We induct on t: the case t = 1 is Lemma [6.1] (recalling from the proof of Proposition
that ¢ = (p). For ¢t > 1, the group G embeds is a subdirect product of G; x Ga < S,,; X Sp—n,,

where (G is transitive and Gy has non-trivial orbit lengths na, ..., ns. Let p denote the projection
to Ga, then dg(N) < dg(N NG1)+dg(Np). As in the previous proof, dg(N NG1) = dg, (N N
G1) < (ni/v/logny, whilst dg(Np) = dg,(Np). The result follows by induction. O

Here is the main result of this section.
Theorem 6.4. Fiz a real number € > 0 and a group theoretic property P such that:
(i) P is closed under taking subgroups and quotients;

(ii) there exist constants § = op and vy = yp such that for all n € Z~q, there exists a (possibly
empty) set C, of transitive subgroups of S,, each of order at most 2°™, and lying in at
most 27" conjugacy classes, such that each transitive P-group is a subgroup of at least one

group in Cp;

(iii) there exists a constant C such that for alln > 1, if G < S,, is a P-group with all non-trivial
orbits of length at least C' then d(G) < en/).

Let f : Z>o — R>q be a non-decreasing function such that for all partitions n = ny + --- +ny
with n; < C for each i, and all groups H; € Cy,, we can bound |Subp(Hy x---x Hy)| < gen?+f(n)

Then
\Subp(Sn)] < 2€n2+f(")+n log n+yn+4/n < 26n2+f(n)+(5+ﬂ/)nlogn.

By Proposition [6.2], if P is a subclass of the soluble groups then a suitable value of C' always
exists. (In fact, since Proposition holds without the assumption of solubility, such a C' is
guaranteed to exist for any property P.) Theorem tells us that, as long as the property
P satisfies Conditions (i)—(iii), then to prove that |Subp(S,)| < 2°7°+o("®) it suffices to prove
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that such a bound holds for the number of P-subgroups of S,, with bounded orbit lengths, i.e.
to find a suitable function f(n) € o(n?). Moreover, Conditions (i)—(iii) hold for a number of
natural properties P: for example, if P is the property of being a p-group, then we can let C,
be the set of Sylow p-subgroups if n is a p-power, and be empty otherwise.

Proof of Theorem[6.4) For a partition n = nj+---+n; withng <mng <--- <ny, let S(ny,...,ny)
be the set of P-subgroups of S,, with orbit lengths nq,...,n;. The number Part(n) of integer
partitions of n is less than 24V" (see [2, p172]), so

Subp(S)l < D [S(,..ng)| <2V max {[S(na,... m)l}

n=ni+--+ng
n=ni+--+ng

Fix nq,...,n; attaining this maximum value, and let D be the set of subgroups of S,, of the
form Ly x --- x Ly, where L; € C,,. By Condition (ii), the set D contains at most 27" conjugacy
classes of groups, so |D| < 27*tnloen For L, € C,,, let T (L1, ..., L;) be the set of P-subgroups
G of Ly x --+- x Ly with the property that the coordinate projection G; is transitive for all i.
Then each G € S(nq,...,n¢) lies in T(Ly, ..., L) for some Ly x --- x Ly € D. Therefore

S(ni, ... < gmnlogn Li,..., L)}
ety (190 ol Lot PO

Fix one such partition of n, let r € {0,...,t} be such that n; < C if and only if i < r, and fix
L; €Cy,. Let d; :Zigrni and dy =n—dy. Let Dy =Ly x--- X L. and Dy = L4 X -+ X Ly,
with D; trivial if d; = 0. Let H be a P-subgroup of D, and let T" be a P-subgroup of Dy
such that T'm; is transitive for all i € {r +1,...,¢} (the group T is trivial if do = 0). Notice
that Condition (ii) bounds |Np, (H)/H| < |Dy| < 2°% and |Dy| < 29% while d(T) < edy/§ by
Condition (iii). Thus

[Hom (T, Np, (H)/H)| < (27)7%2/7 = gtz
eda/d _

There are at most 269 +/(d1) groups H by definition of f, and there are at most |Ds|
9ddaed2 /5 — 9edi choices for T. Hence by Lemma Z3(ii)

Subp(S,)| < 2R (L, L)
< 24\/ﬁ+'yn+n1ogn+ed%+f(d1)+ed§+5d1d2 < 25n2+f(n)+nlogn+'yn+4\/ﬁ

and the proof is complete. O

7 The proofs of Theorems 2] and

In this section we shall prove Theorems 2land [3l We will first prove the lower bounds and then
the upper bounds.
We start by dealing with some small cases.

Lemma 7.1. Let R be the set of triples (p,m,n) of positive integers, where p is prime, m > 2,
mp < n < (m+1p, and 1 — dmp~"™/21 < 1/2. Then there exists an ap > 0 such that
|Sub,(S,)| > P/t rarnlogn for gil (p.om,n) € R. In particular, this bound holds for all
n <24 andp <n/2.

Proof. Let (p,m) be as above. Then 1 — 4mp~l"/2) < 1/2 if and only if m = 2 and p < 13, or
m=3and p <23 orme {4,5} and p <5,orm € {6,7} and p € {2,3} or m < 13 and p = 2.
Thus the set R contains these values of p and m together with each n such that m = [n/p].
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For each such (p,m) we start by using Magma to construct the elementary abelian group
G = C}' < Spp. Each subdirect product H of G acts as Cp on each orbit, so any two such
subdirect products H and H; that are S,,,-conjugate are also Ng,,, (G)-conjugate, while groups
with different orbit projections are not conjugate in S,,,. Thus, the number of p-subgroups of
Sy is at least the product of the number of subdirect products of G and |S,, : AGL1(p) 1 Sy

For mp < 10 we simply count the subdirect products of G and see that for each (p,m,n) € R
this yields strictly more than p"Q/ 4p? p-groups. For larger values of mp we approximate the
number of subdirect products of G by observing that each subgroup that is not subdirect
projects trivially to at least one of its orbits of length p. Thus we count the |m/2]|-spaces of
7', and subtract from this the product of m and the number of [m/2|-subspaces of Fgl_l.

If n < 24 and p is any prime at most n/2 then (p, [n/p],n) € R, so the final claim follows. O

Lemma 7.2. There exists an absolute constant cg < 1 such that the following holds. Let n > 24,
let p < n/2 be prime, and let m = |n/p|. Then n®0™=m) > (p — 1)mtp=1/2pm+1)/2gn—p=m+3

Proof. We shall prove that this holds with ag = 448/453. Write In for natural logarithms, and
notice first that since n/p — 1 < m < n/p,

n 1
In ((p - 1)m+p—%p%e"—p—m+3) =(m+p—1/2)In(p — 1) + (% + 5) Inp+ (n—p—m+3)

n 1 n 1 n
< (= ——)ln(p—-1 — 4+ 21 —p——+4
_<p+p 2> n(p )+<2p+2> np+(n—p p+)

and we let a(n,p) denote the final right hand side above. We bound In(n"~™) = (n —m)Ilnn >
b(n,p) :==(n—n/p+1)Inn.
For p > 7 we shall use the fact that n > 24 to bound 3 < Inn, giving

(n.p) < n+ 1 n n+1 n nop n+4 nn < 7n+n+2p+4 1
a(n — - = — 4+ = ——T——+4= nn —4+—-4+—=—+4+-|Inn
PI=\p TP 2 2 33 3 3 =\6p "33 "3

Then using 7 < p < n/2 and n > 24 we deduce that

a(n,p) - (7/(6p))n +n/3+2p/3 +4/3 - (7/(6p))n+n/3+n/3+4/3 - (5/6)n +4/3 - 448
b(n,p) — n—n/p+1 - (6/7)n +1 ~ (6/T)n+1 — 453

For p = 2 our ratio a(n,2)/b(n,2) simplifies to

441/2)In2 242 In2 1 1
(n/A+1/)m2+m/2+2) W2 1 1
(n/241)Inn 2lnn  Inn  (n/2+1)Inn

where the upper bound comes from setting n = 24. Similarly, a(n,3)/b(n,3) < 0.51 and
a(n,5)/b(n,5) < 0.58, so the result follows. O

Proposition 7.3. Let p be prime. There exists a constant oy, > 0 such that if n > p, then
|Suby,(Sy,)| > p /P tepnlogn Iy particular, there ewists an absolute constant o > 0 such that
ISub(S,,)| > 2n*/16tenlogn yheneper n > 1.

Proof. Let ag be as in Lemma [Z.I] and let o be as in Lemma We shall show that the
result holds for

(1-(2p—1)%/(4p%))
2plog (2p)

ap == min {0.08, yop, (1 —ag)(l — 1/p)} ;

noting that these are all positive.
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Suppose first that n < 2p. For n < 5 we compute the p-subgroups of S,, and check that

n? /4p?4-0.08n logn

there are strictly more than p , so assume that p > 5. Then (p —2)! > pso S,

has n!/(p(p — 1)(n —p)!) = (nfp) - (p — 2)! > p nontrivial p-subgroups. Now n/2p < 1, so

n? _ n —n
1-@2p-1?/4p* _ 1=az _ log, (p "7y log, ((,",) - (p = 2)lp /)
2plog (2p)  ~ 2plog(2p) 2plog (2p) nlogn
_ log, (1Suby(S,)lp /")

nlogn

)

as required.

Now, suppose that m := [n/p] > 2 and (p,m,n) ¢ R, so that in particular n > 24. Let
G = G1 x -+ x Gy, < Sy, be generated by m disjoint p-cycles, so that that G = C}". We
now reason similarly to the proof of Lemma [[.Il By Lemma 24)i), for all d € {1,...,m} the
number of subgroups of G of order p? is at most 4p(™~D% and at least p(™= D4 Tt follows
that the number of subdirect products of G of order p? is at least p(m—dd — gmp(m—d-1)d —
p(m*d)d(l — 4mp~?) > %p(m2*1)/4, by Lemma [l From n/p < m + 1 we deduce that
%p(mel)/4 > %p(nQ/prQH/p)/‘l > pn®/4p? W. As in the proof of Lemma [1] the sets
{A: A < G subdirect of order plm/2] }9, as g runs over a set of coset representatives for Ng, (G)
in S,, are pairwise disjoint. Thus, the number of p-subgroups of S, is at least p”2/ p* ISy :

Ngn(G)\W). Next, by Stirling’s approximation

d\? d\?
2mrd <—> <d < 1.1vV2nd <—>
&

e

(valid for all integers d > 1), and the bounds p < n/2 and n — mp < p — 1, we see that

1 n! 1
ISy : Ns, (G)] 2pm D2 = (p(p — 1))™ml(n — mp)! 2pm+1)/2
> n! 1
~ (p(p — 1))mm!(p — 1)! 2p(m+1)/2
> n 1
= 2(1.1)2v27(p — 1)m+p=1/2pmpmmen—m—p+1 p(m+1)/2
n"m nn—m

= (= 1)t 2D g mpt3 = pao(nm)
> pl-a0)m=m) 5 (=a0)n=n/p) _ ;n(1-a0)1=1/p) > papm.

where the final line follows by definition of aq (see Lemma [7.2]). This completes the proof. [

We shall prove our upper bounds via a series of propositions, each of which will bound
|[Sub(G1 X --- x Gy)| for various groups G;. Recall Definition of a lower triangular normal
subgroup tableau, of a lower coordinate tableau, and of the set £(G1,...,G¢). Recall also
Definition B.4] of a k-projecting subdirect product.

We start with the hardest case, namely when the groups G; are all 2-groups.

Proposition 7.4. Let C' be any integer greater than two. Then there exists a constant T =
7(2,C) such that the following holds. Let n = ny + --- + ng be a partition of n into 2-power
parts with 2 < n; < C for all i. Then for all transitive 2-groups G; < Sy,

\Subdir(Gl X oo X Gt)’ S 2n2/16+7’n10gn.
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Proof. For normal subgroups N; of G;, let S(Ny,..., N;) be the set of subdirect products G of
G1 X --- X Gy such that GNG; = N;, and let Q; = G;/N;. The largest task of the proof will be
to show that there exists a constant x5 = k5(C') such that for all normal subgroups N; of G;

IS(NY, ..., Ny)| < 20 /16+ssnlogn £, Q). (7.1)

We shall prove that this holds with k5 = 1+ k1 + log k3 + k4, where kK1 = K1(2,C) is from
Theorem 3.2] and both k3 = k3(2,C — 1) and k4 = k4(2,C — 1) are from Theorem (4.6

Case I. Suppose first for each i € {1,...,t}, if G; has a normal subgroup M; containing N;
such that dg, (M;/N;) > n;/4 then the quotient @); is abelian.

Index the G; so that G; has such an M; if and only if i <7, and let A = Q1 X --- X @, and
di =), N, so that A is trivial and dy = 0 if » = 0.

Lemma B3 bounds [S(Ny,. .., N,)| < [Subdir(A4)| < |Sub(A4)|. Additionally, |A| < 2%/2 by
Theorem [Z8] so if di # 0 then [Sub(A)| < 241/16+l08 (d1/2)+2 < 9di/16+dilogdr by Lemma 2(3).
If r = ¢, then d; = n and () follows, so assume that 0 < r < t.

We apply the “In particular” part of Theorem to Qry1 X -+ X Q with d = 1/4 to see
that

|Subdir(Qr+1 T, Qt)| < 2(n7d1)2/16+141(t77’) log(tfr).

By Lemma B5 |S(Nyt1,...,N)| < [Subdir(@Q,+1 X -+ X Q¢)|, so in particular the result now
follows if 7 = 0: assume from now on that 0 < r < t. Our indexing of the groups means that if
L is a subdirect product of Q41 X -+ x Q¢ then d(L) < (n — dy)/4 by Lemma [B.9] whilst each
section Y of A satisfies |Y| < |A] < 241/2. We therefore deduce that [Hom(L,Y)| < 2¢1(n—d1)/8
for all such L and Y.

Each subdirect product of Q1 x - - - X @y projects to a subdirect product of Q41 X -+ X @,
so we now apply Goursat’s Lemma 23|[l) with P being the property of being subdirect to count

IS(N1, ..., Ny)| < [Subdir(Q1 X -+ X Qp X Qry1 X -+ X Qy))] by Lemma B3]
< [Sub(A)| - [Subdir(@Q41 X -+ X Q¢)]
-max{|Hom(L,Y)| : Y a section of A, L € Subdir(Q,4+1 x --- x Q)}
< 9d} /16+d1 log di +(n—d1)? /16+k1 (t—r) log (t—r)+d1 (n—d1)/3 < on?/16+(1+k1)nlogn

Claim (7)) now follows.

Case II. Now, without loss of generality, (G; has a normal subgroup M; containing N7 such
that dg(M;/Ny1) > n1/4 and Q1 = G1/Ny is non-abelian. We shall induct on the number of
such factors G;: the base case of none follows from Case I. The pair (G, M;) is excessive, as in
Definition 5.1l We index the G; so that precisely one of the following holds, and define related
variables e and f.

Case (ITa) G has excess 2 and degree 8, so that N; = 1 (to ensure that (), is non-abelian). We set
e=3and f =3/8.

Case (IIb) G; has excess 2, and if there exists an i such that G; has excess 2 and degree 8 then Q;
is abelian. We set e = 5/4 and f = 5/16.

Case (IIc) G7 has excess 1, and if there exists an i such that G; has excess 2 then @); is abelian. We
set e=1and f=1/4.
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Next, notice that
S(N27...,Nt) CL:= {L S Subdir(Gg X oo X Gt) :LNG; > NZ},

and temporarily fix an L € L. Suppose that L is (¢ — r)-projecting, and re-index the G; for
i > 1so that Lmgyq 4y = Gry1 X - X G

Our next task is to use the “in particular” statement of Theorem to count the epimor-
phisms from A := L/(Nax---xNy) to Q := Q1. We shall put the projection of A to Q2x---xQ,
in place of R, and to Q,41 X --- x Q; in place of P. Each Q; has order at most 2¢~2, since
n; < C, so we may set k = C — 2.

We have assumed that @) is non-abelian, and that there exists an M; such that dg(M;) >
da(My/Ny1) > ny/4. If Gy has excess 1 then by Proposition d(G1) = n1/4 + 1, and the
only normal subgroup K of G; with dg, (K) > ny/4 is Gy itself, so M; = G1, and assumption
becomes dg, (Q) = n1/4+1 = d(G1). Hence Theorem .7 applies to G in all three cases, and our
choices of e ensure that there exists a normal subgroup F of @ such that |[F, Q]||Cq(F)|¢ < 2™/2
and |Cq(F)| < 2™/4. Then taking logs in Theorem gives

log [Epi(4, Q)| <logks + rslogd(A) + d(A)log |Cq(F)| + dy log |[F, Q.

We now bound d(A) and dy.

Let dy := Y__,m;and dy := >i_, 4 n;. Then Theorem[BAii) implies that d(L) < fds+da/2
which, since f < e/4 in each case, is less than eds/4 + dy/2; furthermore by Theorem 28
d(L) < (n—mn1)/2, so d(A) < d(L) < min{eds/4 + ds/2,(n —n1)/2}. Next, by definition dy
is any upper bound on {d4(H) : H € NormSub(A, A’ Nker(my11,..+))}. Now Theorem [E.5(iii)
shows that every H € NormSub(L, L' Nker(m,41,..+)) can be generated as an L-group by d3/4
elements, so the same holds for A and we may set dy = ds/4. It now follows that

— d d d
log |Epi(4, Q)| < log s + g log —— + (73 + 74) log |Co(F)| + = log |[F, Q]|

d d
< log s + log (1 — m) + 2 (elog |Co(F)| + log [F, Q)]) + S log | Co(F)|

nid nid
gm5log(n—n1)+§+174

ni(n —ny)
8
Next, define S(N1,. .., Ny, L) to be the set of groups G in S(N1, ..., Ny) such that Gryy ) =
L. Then |S(Ny,...,Nt, L)| is at most the number of subdirect products of Q1 x (L/(Ny X
.-+ X Ny)) whose intersection with @y is trivial. By Goursat’s Lemma 23|([l), this is precisely
|Epi(L/(Ng x -+ x Nt),Q1)|- Hence log|S(Ny,..., Ny, L)| < kslog (n —ny1) +ni(n—nq1)/8.
Next we bound |£|. Let M = {(Ma,..., M) : N; < M; <G, }. By induction,

< kslog (n —mny) +

L= > HLelL:LnGi=M}= >  [S(My..., M)
(M27...7Mt)6/\/{ (Mg,...7Mt)EM

n—n 2
< Z 2( 161) +“5("_"1)10g(n_n1)’ﬁ(G/Mg,...,G/Mt)’
(MQ,...,Mt)GM

(n—n1)?
T

A ks (n—n1) log (n—n1) Z |L(G/Ms,...,G /M)
(Ma,...,M¢)eM

<2

(n—

a2
_ 5 161) +r5(n—n1)log (nfm)‘ﬁ(Q% . ,Qt)’-
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Finally we are able to deduce

IS(V1,...,Ny)| < |£| - max{|S(Ny,..., Ny, L)| : L € £}

(n—n

< 9 161)2 +k5(n—n1) log (n—nl)—l—mglog(n—nl)-i-nl(n—nl)/8‘ﬁ(QZ’ o 7Qt)’

< 2(n—n1)2/16+n1(n—nl)/8+n5nlogn|E(Q2’ o Qt)|,

and so (L)) follows in Case II.

We now complete the proof of the theorem. Firstly, by Lemma there exists a con-
stant ko = ko(C) such that [L(Gq,...,Gy)| < 272118t | Let 7 = kg + ks, and let N =
{(N1,...,Ny) : N; <G;}. Then (T gives

Subdir(Gy x -+ x Gl = > |S(Ny,...,Ny)|
(N1,....Ny)EN
< 2n2/16+li5nlogn Z ’ﬁ(Q277Qt)‘
(N1,...,Nt)EN
< 2n2/16+n5nlogn|£(G1, o ,Gt)| < 2n2/16+7nlogn,
as required. O

Next we record an easy result that will be useful for all p > 3. Recall the constant k1 =
k1(p, C) from Theorem 3.2

Lemma 7.5. Let p > 3 be a prime, and let C' and n be positive integers. Then the following
holds for all partitions n = ny + --- + ny and transitive p-groups G; < S,,. If n; < p for
all i then |Sub(Gy x -+ x Gy)| < p™*/4" . 2os(/D)+2 [t instead C' > n; > p? for all i, then
ISubdir(Gy x -+ x Gy)| < pn*/4* . granlogn,

Proof. Let D =Gy x --- x Gy. If n; < p for all 7 then each Gj is either trivial or isomorphic to
Cp, so |D| < p/P. Lemma Z4(i) bounds |Sub(D)| < (n/p)ap™/40* < pr®/4p* . glos(n/p)+2,

Assume instead that C' > n; > p? for all i. Then for all normal subgroups N; of Gj,
Proposition B3(iii) bounds dg, (N;) < 2n;/p®. Now |G| < p~1/P=1) 5o by Theorem
with ¢ =1/(p — 1), d = 2/p?, and X and k absolutely bounded (since n; < C)

|Subdir(Gy x -+ x Gy)| < 2H1tl°gtp2"2/(4(p71)p2) < pn2/4p2 . granlogn
as required. O
We now consider the case p = 3.

Proposition 7.6. Let C be any integer greater than three. Then there exists an constant
7 =7(3,C) such that the following holds for all positive integers n > 3. Let n =ny + -+ 4+ ny
be a partition of n into 3-power parts such that 3 < n; < C for all i. Fix transitive 3-groups
G < Sn,, for 1 <i <t. Then |Subdir(Gy x --- x Gy)| < 3n°/36g7nlogn,

Proof. Fix a lower triangular normal subgroup tableau T' = (Gjyj) for (Gi,...,G¢) and let
N; = G;1 and Q; = G;/N;. Let Subdir(T') be the set of subdirect products G of Gy x --- x Gy
with lower coordinate tableau T, so that in particular N; = G N G; for all i. Lemma
bounds [Subdir(7)| < [Subdir(@Qq x -+ X Q)|. Let k1 = k1(3,C), k4 = k4(3, | (C —1)/2]) and
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k3 = Kk1(3, [(C —1)/2]) be as in Theorems and Set kg = K1 + K4 + log k3. We will first
prove that

Subdir(T)| < 37*/30nsnlosn. (7.2)

and then use this to bound |Subdir(G; x --- x Gy)|.

Case I: Suppose first that @Q; is abelian for all . Then ngl |Qi| < 3™/3 by Theorem 28, so
([72) follows easily from Lemma [2.74]1).

Case II: Suppose next that some @Q; is nonabelian, but whenever n; < 27, either the group Q;
is abelian or n; = 27 and d(G;) < 5. By re-indexing the G;, we may fix an r < ¢t such that ¢ <r
if and only if n; < 27 and Q); is abelian.

Let A= Q1 x--- X Qy and dy = ) _;_, n;. Since A is abelian, it has order at most 341/3 by
Theorem 2.8] so [Sub(A)| < 4d_313d§/36 by Lemma 2.4]3).

Now let D = G471 X -+ X Gt and do = n — d;. By Lemma the number of subdirect
products of D is at most 3%/362r1d2l0gd2 4 q by Theorem [55(i) (with N = G) every subdirect
product L of D can be generated by dy/6 elements. It follows that [Epi(L, X)| < 39192/18 for any
such L and any section X of A. Then, by Goursat’s Lemma 2.3|{ll), with P being subdirectness,

[Subdir(T)] < [Subp((Q1 X -+ X Q) X (Qray X -+ x Q)|

< 4ﬂ3d§/363d1d2/183dg/362md2 logdy 3n2/362nlnlogn
—_— 3 — .

Case III: Suppose finally that there exists an ¢ such that @; is non-abelian, and either n; = 9
or n; =27 and d(G;) =5 (so G; is TRANSITIVEGROUP (27, 712), by Proposition [£.3]). We shall
induct on the number of such factors, noting that if there are none then the result follows from
the previous two cases.

We may assume nq € {9,27} with 1 non-abelian, and that G has ID 712 if ny = 27. Let
G, ¢ be (t —r)-projecting, and re-index the G; so that Gmyq1,. + = Gry1 X -+ x Gy. Let V be
the result of deleting the first row and column from 7', and let Subdir(V') be the set of subdirect
products of G x --- x G¢ with lower coordinate tableau V. Thus, if G € Subdir(T"), then
Gy, .+ € Subdir(V). Fix L € Subdir(V), and let S(T, L) := {G € Subdir(T) : Gma,. = L}.
Let dy :=ny, let dy := > o ;. i, and let d3 := >, n;.

We shall now use Theorem to count |Epi(L,Q@1)|. One can check the transitive 3-
groups of degree 9 and TRANSITIVEGROUP(27, 712) to see that each possible @1 has a normal
subgroup F such that |Cg, (F)| < 3™/ and |[Q1, F]| < 32"/%. Let R be the projection of L to
Gox-vnne X G, and P be the projection to Gy41x---xGy. If H € NormSub(L, L'Nker(my41,..+))
then H projects to a proper subgroup of G; for each i > 2, so we may set dy = dy/6, and
similarly d(L) < min{ds/6 + d3/3,(n — d1)/3}. Finally, each factor has bounded degree, and
hence bounded order. Therefore by Theorem

[EDi(L, Q1)| < ksd(L)|Ca, (F)|"™|[Qq, F]|*¥
< Iig((n _ dl)/3)n43(d1/9)(d2/6+d3/3)+(2d1/9)(d2/6)

< nl{4+10g K3 3d1 d2/18+n1 d3/27

By induction, the number of groups L is at most |Subdir(V)| < 3(=41)*/36956 (n_d, ) log (n — dy).
Thus, by Goursat’s Lemma 23l (with P trivial)

|Subd1r(T)| < 3(n7d1)2/363d1d2/18+d1d3/272/€6 (’I’L _ dl) log (TL _ dl)nli4+10g,l{3 < 3n2/362n6nlogn’

as required.
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To complete the proof, Lemma bounds |£(G1,...,Gy)| < 2r2t198t The result follows by
setting 7 = kg + Ka. ]

The cases p € {5, 7} are considerably easier. Let k1 = k1(p,C) be as in Theorem B2

Proposition 7.7. Fiz p € {5,7}, and let C be any fized positive integer greater than p. Let
n =ni+---+ng be a partition of n into p-power parts of size greater than 1 and less than C, and
fix transitive p-groups G; < Sy, for 1 <i <t. Then |Subdir(Gy x --- x G¢)| < ]9"2/41”2 .grnlogn

Proof. If n; = p for all 4, or if n; > p? for all i, then the result follows from Lemma[Z5, so index
the n; so that n; = p if and only if i < r. Let Dy := Gy X -+ X G, Dy := Gpy1 X -++ X Gy,
d1 = Z;Zl n; and dg =n — dl.

Since each factor of Dy has degree at least p?, by Lemma the number of subdirect
products of Dy is at most p%2/4°2r1dzlogda. whilgt D) = C,C,h/p s0 [Sub(Dy)| < pdi/4*gloe(d1/p)+2,
By Theorem E5(i) we can bound d(L) < 2dg/p* for all subdirect products L of Dy. Since
|Dy| = p®/?, there are are most |D;|2d2/P* = p2d1d2/p” homomorphisms from such an L to a
subgroup of D1, so by Goursat’s Lemma 23|[l) with P being subdirectness,

|Subdir(D; x Ds)| < [Sub(Dy)||Subdir(Ds)|max{|Hom (L, H)|text:L € Subdir(Ds), H € Sub(Dy)}|
< pd% /4p*+d3 /4p®+2d1 d2 /p® 210g(d1 /p)+2+rK1d2 logda

< an /4p? gr1n logn
as required. O

Finally, we quickly count the p-subgroups of S,, for each prime p > 11.
Proposition 7.8. Fiz a prime p > 11. Then |Sub,(S,)| < p"2/4p22%”1°g”.

Proof. This is a straightforward application of Theorem Let P be the property of being a
p-group and let € = (logp)/4p>. A Sylow p-subgroup of S,, has order at most p("~1/P=1) 5o
we may let 6 = (logp)/(p — 1) and v = 0. We now let C' = p?, and note that all P-subgroups
G < S, with all orbits of length at least C satisfy d(G) < 2n/p? by Theorem [5.5(i). This is less
than en/d = n(p — 1) /4p® since p > 11.

For all n € N, all partitions n = ny + - -- + ny with n; < C' and all transitive p-subgroups
H; <S,,, we deduce that n; < p so Lemma [0 bounds Sub(H; x -+ x Hy)| < gen?+log(n/p)+2
We may therefore let f : N — Ry be f(n) = log(n/p) + 2. The result is now immediate from
Theorem 64} since 4y/n + log(n/p) +2 < snlogn for n > p > 11. O

We are now ready to prove Theorems 2 and [3l

Proof of Theorem[2. The lower bound on Sub,(S,,) is Proposition For the upper bound, if
p > 11 then n > 11 and the result is immediate from Proposition [.8], so assume that p < 7. Let
¢ = (logp)/4p?, let § = (logp)/(p — 1), and let C = 2(60/9° where ¢ is the absolute constant
from Proposition Finally, let n = ny 4+ - - - 4+ n; be a partition into p-power parts of size less
than C, choose a Sylow p-subgroup H; < S,,,, and let D = Hy x --- x Hy.

Since n; < C, there exists a constant 7 such that |Sub(H;)| < 257 for all i. For any choice
of G; < H;, each orbit of G; has length less than C'. Furthermore, if G; has any trivial orbits,
then these can be deleted without changing the number of subdirect products of G x - -+ X Gy.
Hence by Propositions [.4] and [ there exists a constant 7 = 7(p, C') such that

ISub(D)| < [Ii_; [Sub(H;)| - max{[Subdir(Gy x --- x Gy)| : G; < H;}

< 2/{7251)112/41)2 grnlogn 2((logp)/4p2)n22(n7+7—)nlogn. (73)
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We now apply Theorem Let P be the property of being a p-group, let Cp, be Syl,(Sy)
if m is a power of p, and be empty otherwise. Then the groups in C,, are all conjugate and
have order less than 2(n108P)/(?=1) o with our current values of € and §, we may in addition let
~ = 0. Finally, for all n € N, and all p-subgroups G of S,,, if all orbits of G have length at least
C then d(G) < en/d. Finally, by (Z3) we may set f(n) = 2s7+7)nlogn  Hence by Theorem B4

Subp(Sn) < 26n2+f(n)+(5+'y)nlogn < pn2/4p22(/@7+7'+5)n10gn’

as required. O

Proof of Theorem [3. This is similar to the previous proof. First, let e = (logp)/4p?, let § =1,
and let C' = 2(45/6)2, where ( is as in Proposition[62l Let n = nqi+- - -+n; be a partition into parts
of size less than C', such that each n; is divisible by no primes less than p. Let p; < --- < ps be the
distinct prime divisors of the n;, for j € {1,..., s} let m; be the sum of the non-trivial p;-power
parts of the n;, and fix P; € Syl, (Sy,;). By Theorem P [Sub(F;)| < p;.n?/@?fpjmj logm; ~Since
the function (logr)/4r? is decreasing as r increases, letting r, = max{3/2,3, : ¢ > p} we see
that [Sub(P;)| < P/ gremilogm; - By Temma EZA(i), if H; is a maximal transitive nilpotent
subgroup of S,,, for each ¢ then Hy x - -- x Hy is isomorphic to a subgroup of D := P; x -+ x P.
Let m =mi+ .-+ ms. Then

ISub(H X - x Hy)| = |Sub(D)| < [Sub(Py)]--- [Sub(Py)| < p™*/4p*2fmlogm

< 2((logp)/4p2)n2+6pnlogn. (7.4)

We now apply Theorem Let P = N,. For each n, by Lemma [Z7(iii) there is a unique
class of maximal transitive nilpotent subgroups of S,: we let C,, be this class if n has no prime
divisor less than p, and be empty otherwise. Then the groups in C,, are conjugate and have
order less than 2", so with our current values of ¢ and J we let v = 0. Every N,-subgroup
of S,, with all orbits of length at least C satisfies d(G) < en/d. Finally, by (4) we may set
f(n) = kpnlogn. Then by Theorem 6.4]

Suby,(S,) < 26n2+f(n)+(5+’y)nlogn < pn2/4p22(/@p+5)nlogn.
p - [i—

The final claim follows from noting that x, + 5 is non-increasing with p. U

8 The proofs of Theorem [7] and Theorem [I]

We start with three technical lemmas. Recall from the introduction the definition of the socle

length sl G.

Lemma 8.1. Let G be a finite soluble group, and let N be a normal subgroup of G. Then
(i) sl(G/N) <sl(G); and
(i) sl(N) <sl(G).

Proof. We will prove both parts together by induction on |G|. Clearly the result holds when
|G| < 3, so assume inductively that both claims hold for groups of order less than |G|. We
may also assume that [N| > 1. Then soc(G)N/N is contained in E/N := soc(G/N), so writing
bars to denote reduction modulo soc(G)N and applying induction gives sl(G/FE) < sl(G). Since
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G/E = G/E = (G/N)/(E/N) = (G/N)/soc(G/N), it follows that sl((G/N)/soc(G/N)) <
sl(G/soc(G)N). Now

sl(G/N) =sl((G/N)/soc(G/N)) + 1 <sl(G/soc(G)N) + 1 <sl(G/soc(G)) + 1 = sl(G),

where the last inequality follows from the inductive hypothesis for (i) applied to G/soc(G).
This proves (i).

For (ii), we may assume that N < G. Let J be a maximal normal subgroup of G containing
N. Then sl(N) < sl(J) by the inductive hypothesis for (i) applied to J. Thus, we may
assume that N is a maximal normal subgroup of G. Suppose first that N soc(G) = G. Then
soc(G) is not contained in N, so there exists a minimal normal subgroup M of G which is not
contained in N. Then N N M = 1, and the maximality of IV implies that G = N x M. Hence
soc(G) =soc(N) x M, so G/soc(G) = N/soc(N). Thus

sI(V) = sl(N/soc(N)) + 1 =sl(G/soc(G)) + 1 =sl(G),

and the result follows in this case.

Hence we may assume that N soc(G) is proper in G, and hence by maximality N soc(G) = N.
By Clifford theory and solubility, /N acts completely reducibly on each minimal normal subgroup
of G, and so soc(G) < soc(Nsoc(G)) = soc(N). By applying (i) to N/soc(G) we see that
sI(N/soc(N)) < sl(N/soc(G)). Thus inductively applying (ii) to G/soc(G) shows that

sI(N) =1+ sl(IN/soc(N)) <14 sl(N/soc(G)) <1+5sl(G/soc(G)) =sl(G),

as required. O
For a G-module V' and vy,...,vp € V, we write (vy,... ,vk>G for the G-submodule of G
generated by vy,...,vg.

Lemma 8.2. Let G be a finite group, and let V be a completely reducible G-module over an
arbitrary field . Write V. = Wfl @B Woe

Je, where the W; are pairwise non-isomorphic
irreducible F[G]-modules. Then dg(V) < ¢ :=max{d; : 1 <i <e}.

Proof. Fori e {1,...,e} and j € {1,...,4;}, write W ; for the jth copy of W;. By irreducibility
there exists w; ; € W; ; such that <wi7j>G = W j, so that (w;1,... ,w¢75j>G = ij. Let v =
wi1 + wag + -+ we, for j € {2,...,6} let v; be the sum of those w;; that are defined,
and let U = (vy,...,v5)¢. Then U projects surjectively onto each Wfi, SO Wi‘si/(U N VVfZ) and
W](.Sj /(UN W](.Sj ) are G-isomorphic modules, and hence trivial. Therefore U = V. O

We now present some information about the structure of finite soluble groups with trivial
Frattini: this result is standard, but we have been unable to find a reference, so sketch a proof.
We write A:B for the semidirect product of groups A and B.

Lemma 8.3. Let G be a finite soluble group with trivial Frattini subgroup. Then there exist
an integer e > 1, elementary abelian groups W; and irreducible groups L; < GL(W;) for i €
{1,...,e} such that G embeds as a subdirect product of Hy X --- X H,, where

Hi = {(z1,...,25,) € (Wi:L;)% : zp = x4 (mod W;) for each k, 0} < (W;:L;)%.

Furthermore, soc(G) = Wfl X - x W,
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Proof. Let V be the Fitting subgroup of G. The assumptions that G is soluble and ®(G) = 1
together imply that V' = soc(G), and that V is complemented and self-centralising. Therefore
G = VL, for some subgroup L which acts faithfully on V' by conjugation.

The group V is a direct product of elementary abelian groups, each of which is an irreducible
G-module. Let Wy, ..., W, be representatives of the isomorphism types of irreducible G-modules
in V, so that V = W x ... x W,

For i € {1,... e}, identify G/Cq(W;) = L/CL(W;) = L/C’L(Wfi) with an irreducible
subgroup L; of GL(W;). Since V is equal to C(V), the intersection (;_, Cr(W;) is trivial, so
L embeds as a subdirect product of (L/CL(W1)) x -+ x (L/CL(W,)) = Ly X --- X L., and the

result follows. O
We are now ready to generalise the following famous result due to Aschbacher and Guralnick.

Theorem 8.4 ([1l). Let H be a finite group. Then H can be generated by a soluble subgroup

together with one other element.

Proof of Theorem[7]. The claim about arbitrary groups H follows from the claim for soluble
groups and Theorem B4l so it suffices to prove the result for soluble groups. Let G be a
counterexample of minimum order.

If the Frattini subgroup ®(G) # 1, then by induction G/®(G) can be generated by a
nilpotent subgroup K/®(G), together with a set {®(G)z : © € X} C G/P(G) of size at most
4s1(G/®(G))/ma(G/P(G)). Choose Ky < K minimal subject to ®(G)Ky = K, and let M be a
maximal subgroup of Ky. Then (KoN®(G))M is equal to M or Ky. If (KoN®(G))M = Ky then
K = ®(G)(Kon®(G))M = ®(G)M, contradicting the minimality of Ky. Thus KoN®(G) < M,
and since this holds for every such M, we deduce that Ky N ®(G) < ®(Kp). A finite group N
is nilpotent if and only if N/®(N) is nilpotent. Since Ky/(Ko N ®(G)) = K/P(G) is nilpotent,
and Ko/®(Ky) is a quotient of Ky/(Kp N ®(G)), we deduce that Kj is nilpotent. We proved
that G = (Ko, ®(G), X) = (Ko, X). Since |X| < sl(G/®(G))/ma(G/P(G)) < sl(G)y/ma(G)
by Lemma [R](i), the result follows in this case.

Hence we may assume from now that ®(G) = 1, so that Lemma applies to G: we shall
use the notation from that lemma. Let V' = soc(G), a = ma(G), write p;"" = |W;| for some
prime p;, and let m := Y ;| m;. Re-index the W; so that there exists an r € {0,...,e} such
that §; < y/a for i < r, and §; > /a for i > r. Let A and B be the projections of G onto
Hy x---x H, and H,41 x --- X Hg, respectively, so that GG is a subdirect product of A x B
(and A or B is trivial when r = 0 or e, respectively). Let N; and N, be the intersections of G
with Hy x --- x H, and H,41 X --- X Hg, respectively, so that G = Ny if r = e and G = Ny
if r = 0. Then N; contains V] := I/Vl‘s1 X -+ X Wfr and Ny contains V5 1= Wf_ﬁl X - X er.
Let K1 = Ny N (Ly x---x L), so that Ny = V;:K, and similarly write Ny = Vo: Ko. We note
that the W} are completely reducible as IN;-modules, and that pairwise isomorphic G-modules
are pairwise isomorphic as N;-modules.

Let d := max{d; : 1 <i <r} < \/a. Then by Lemma B2 there exist vy,...,vg € Vi which
generate V7 as a G-module. Now N; < A and A = G/N», so

K1 g AN (Ll X X Lr) = A/‘/l = (G/NQ)/(VNQ/NQ) = G/(VNQ)

Since V' = soc(G), it follows from Lemma that sl(K;) < sl(G/V) = sl(G) — 1. Let
¢ = 4\/a(sl(G) — 1). Then the minimality of G as a counterexample shows that there ex-
ist x1,...,xy € K7 and a nilpotent subgroup J of K; such that K1 = (J,x1,...,x¢). If r =€
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then V4 =V, so G can be generated by J and £+ d < 4,/asl(G) — 3/a elements, and the result
follows. Thus we may assume from now on that r < e.

The group Ny /V5 is isomorphic to a subdirect product of L, 41 X -+ x Le, and each L; is an
irreducible subgroup of GL,y,,(p;). Therefore each L;-normal subgroup R; of L; is completely
reducible, so dr,(R;) < 3m; by a theorem of Kovécs and Robinson [I4]. Thus by Lemma B3]
letting m’ = >7¢_ | m; gives

3

Let ¢ := min{d; : r+1 < i < e} > y/a. Then since ma(G) = a and V5 is an abelian section
of G with Q(|Va|) > m's > m'\/a, we see m’ < \/a. Hence, letting k = 2./a, there exist
g1y, 9k € No such that Ny = (Va,g1,...,9k)-

In particular, if » = 0 then No = G>, and the result follows, so we may now assume that
O<r<e

Now G /(N1 x N2) = B/Ny by Lemma 2.1l Thus we may again argue as in (8I)) to see that
d(G/(N1 x No)) = d(B/Ns) < d(B/V5) < 3m’ < k. Let 21,...,2; € G generate G together
with Ny X Na. Finally, the group F := (Vi, J,x1,..., 20,21, ..., 2k) = VI(J, 21, ..., @p, 21, -, 2)
projects onto A by construction, so the action of F' on Vj is the same as that of G. Therefore

G= Vo X J, @1,y YLy e e s Yy Z1s v ey Zhy Uy« « - 5 Ud)-
Since £ = 4y/a(sl(G) — 1), 2k = 3y/a and d < \/a, we conclude that
042k +d < 4va+ 4/a(s1(G) — 1) = 4/asl(G).
Since V5 x J is nilpotent, this completes the proof. O

We shall apply Theorem [7] to subdirect products.

Lemma 8.5. Let G be a subdirect product of a direct product G1 X -+ X Gy of finite soluble
groups. Then sl(G) < max{sl(G;) : 1 <i <t}.

Proof. We shall induct on |Gy x -+ x Gy|: if |G} X -+ X G¢| = 2 then the result is trivial, so
assume the result holds for all smaller direct products. For 1 < ¢ < ¢, let S; := soc(G;) and
K; = ker(m;), and let S = G N (S x --- x S¢). We start by showing that soc(G) = S.

Let M be a minimal normal subgroup of G. Then M N K; is equal to 1 or M, so Mm; =
MK;/K; is either trivial or isomorphic to M. Suppose that Mm; = M, so that M N K; = 1.
Let N be a normal subgroup N of G such that K; < N and Nm; 2 N/K; < MK;/K; = Mm;.
Then N < MK;,so N=NNMK; = (NNM)K,;. Since NN M is 1 or M by minimality of M,
we see that N/Kj is trivial or M K;/K;. Thus M; is a minimal normal subgroup of G;, and so
Mm; < S;. If instead Mm; = 1 then trivially Mm; < .S;. Thus each minimal normal subgroup
of G is contained in S so soc(G) < S.

Conversely, let pq,...,pr be the distinct prime divisors of |S7 x .-+ x S¢|. By solubility,
each S; is abelian, so S = S(p1) x --- x S(pg), where S(p;) is the intersection of G with the
pi-part of S1 x --- x S;. Let p = p; for some j, then the p-part of S; x --- x S; is the direct
product (S1), X -+ % (S¢)p, where (S;), is the p-part of S;. If (S;), # 1 then (5;), is a direct
product of minimal normal subgroups of G;. It follows that (S7), x --- X (S¢), is a completely
reducible [F,[G]-module, and hence S(p) is also completely reducible as an [F,[G]-module, and
so is a product of minimal normal subgroups of G. Hence, S(p) < soc(G) for all p. We conclude
that S = soc(G).
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If G; = S; for all ¢, then soc(G) = S = G and the result follows. Otherwise, the natural
homomorphism from G/soc(G) to (G1/S1) X -+ x (G¢/S;) embeds G/soc(G) as a subdirect
product of (G1/S1) x --- x (G¢/St). By induction, sl(G/S) < max{sl(G;/S;) : 1 < i < t}.
Hence, sl(G) =sl(G/S) + 1 < max{sl(G;/S;) : 1 <i <t} +1=max{sl(G;): 1 <i <t} This
completes the proof. O

We now combine Theorem [7] with Theorem to get a technical result from which both
Theorem [Ml and Theorem [ follow easily. We shall make essential use of the following result:
part (i) is due to Pyber [I6, Lemma 3.2], and Part (ii) is by Dixon [6].

Theorem 8.6. (i) There are at most 93log? nt2logn  913n (lgeses of mazimal transitive sol-
uble subgroups of Sy,.

(ii) Let G be a soluble subgroup of S,. Then |G| < 24™/3.

Recall the constant ¢ from Proposition The function g(n) in the following statement
must exist, by Pyber’s [I6] bound on the number of subgroups of S,,.

Proposition 8.7. Let € be a positive real number, and let Q be a subgroup- and quotient-

closed property. Then there exists a constant kg = kg(€) such that the following holds. Let
log 24
C = (Q(C Be )2}, and let g : N — R be a non-decreasing function such that for all partitions

n =mny + -+ ng into parts of size less than C, and all transitive subgroups G; < Sy, we can

bound |Subyip o(G1 X -+ X Gy)| < 2en*+9(n) - Then
|Subg(Sy)| < 2 Folm)+rsn®?

Proof. We shall show that the result holds with kg = 19 4+ 4C(log24)%/Tog3/(9v/3). Let

ny + -+ 4+ n; = n be such a partition of n, and for i € {1,...,t} let H; be a soluble transitive

subgroup of S,,,. We start by counting the Q-subgroups G of D := Hy x --- x H;.

An abelian section of S,, has order at most 3"/% by Theorem Z8, so ma(G) < 7 log3. By
Theorem B6(ii), each H; has order less than 24€/3 so sl(Gm;) < %log 24. Since G is subdirect
in Gmy x -+ X Gmy, Lemma A yields sl(G) < max{sl(Gm;) : 1 <i <t} < % log 24.

Theorem [ proves that each Q-subgroup G of D can be generated by a nilpotent subgroup,
together with at most 4sl(G)y/ma(G) < 4%log 24,/%log3 = 3les—19))1/2 other elements.

log 24
Thus, again applying Theorem B0l(ii) to bound |D| we see that

3(rg—19) 1/2

(kg —19)
Subo(D)| < [D| 2t " [Subyy, o(D)| < 24 rze " gen+g(n)
< 2en2+g(n)+(f€3—19)n3/2.

(8.2)

We now use Theorem to determine the number of soluble Q-subgroups of S,,, with our
current € and C. We let C,, be the maximal soluble transitive subgroups of S,, so that by
Theorem BH(i) we may take v = 13 and § = 1log24. Then by Proposition each soluble
subgroup G of S,, with all orbit lengths at least C satisfies d(G) < en/d. By (82) we may let
f(m) = g(m) + (kg — 19)n*2. Then by Theorem B4

’SUbsol,Q(Sn)‘ < 25n2+f(n)+(5+'y)n logn < 26n2+g(n)+(/@8—19)n3/2+18nlogn < 25n2+g(n)+(f€8—1)n3/2.

The result now follows from Theorem O

It is now a straightforward matter to prove Theorem [II
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Proof of Theorem [ The lower bound is Proposition [[.3l We shall prove the upper bound with
B = v(2) + kg(1/16). Let Q be tautological, let ¢ = 1/16 and let C' be as in Proposition

By Theorem [ there are at most 27°/16+7(2)nlogn

nilpotent subgroups of S,, so this certainly
bounds the number of nilpotent subgroups of S,, with all orbits of length less than C'. We let

g(n) = v(2)nlogn. The result is now immediate from Proposition O

The proof of Theorem [f] is also now an easy exercise. We split part of the proof into a
separate lemma for use in the next section. Throughout this and the next section, we shall
write da(G) for the number of generators of a Sylow 2-subgroup of G.

Lemma 8.8. Let > (log3)/36 be a real number. Then the number of nilpotent subgroups of
Sy with a Sylow 2-subgroup requiring at most un generators is at most gun?+(v(3)+5)n logn
Hence for all p < 1/16, a random nilpotent subgroup of S, has a Sylow 2-subgroup that

requires at least un generators.

Proof. Fix a partition n = ny + -+ + ns of n, and let H; be maximal transitive nilpotent
subgroup of S, for each i € {1,...,t}. Let d; be the sum of the 2-parts of ny, ng,...,n; which
are greater than 1, and let dy be the sum of the 2'-parts which are greater than 1. By applying
Lemma [27](iii) to each orbit, we see that Hy X ... x Hy is isomorphic to a direct product of a
2-subgroup of Sy, and an odd order nilpotent (i.e. N3—) subgroup of Sy,. If S is a Sylow 2-
subgroup of Sy, then [Subg<,,(S)| < |S|#" < 2#4im. By Theorem [ the number of NVs3-subgroups
of Sg, is at most 93 10g3/36+7(3)d2 log d2  Gipce di + dy < n,

|SUbnilp,d2§un(H1 NI Ht)| < 2,ud1n+(n7d1)2(log 3)/36+v(3)d2 log d2 < 2u(d1n+(nfd1)2)+'y(3)d2 log da

< 2,un2 +7v(3)nlogn )

By Lemma 2.7((iii) the groups H; are determined up to S,,-conjugacy by the value of n;, so
Hy x --- X Hy is determined up to S,-conjugacy by the partition n = ny + --- + ny. There are

24n

at most partitions of the integer n (see [2, p172]). Hence

2
|SUbyi1p dy < on (Sp)| < 217 FY(B)nlogninlogniin

For the final claim, there are at least as many nilpotent groups as 2-groups, so at least on?/16
by Theorem 21 Therefore [Subyiip,dy<pn(Sn)|/[Stubnilp(S,)| — 0 as n — oo, as required. O

Proof of Theorem[d We first prove that a random subgroup of S,, has an elementary abelian
2-section of order at least 2#™. Assume for convenience that p > (log 3)/36, since if the result
holds for this g then it holds for smaller pu. Let Q be the property of having no elementary
abelian 2-section this large: Q is closed under taking subgroups and quotients.

Each group G € Q satisfies da(G) < pn, so by Lemma[R 8 there are at most oun?+(7(3)+5)n logn
nilpotent Q-subgroups of S,,. Let ¢ = p and g(n) = (7(3) 4+ 5)nlogn. Then by Proposition B
there are at most 2#n°+o(n?) Q-subgroups of S,. Since p < 1/16 the result follows from the
lower bound in Theorem [I1

The argument for the groups with a Sylow 2-subgroup of order at most 2*" is similar: we
let R be the property of having a smaller Sylow 2-subgroup, and use Lemma [Z4(i) to see
that the number of R-subgroups of a Sylow 2-subgroup of S, is at most 4 - 2/*("=*")  Hence
a bound similar to Lemma on the number of nilpotent R-subgroups follows easily. Since
v(l —v) < 1/16, the result follows in the same way as the previous case. O
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9 The proof of Theorems (4] and

Now that we have Theorems 2 and [ at our disposal, we can prove our remaining results. We
begin with four lemmas, then prove Theorem Bl and finally Theorem @l Let P be the property
of being nilpotent and not a 2-group. Recall Definition of a pair of gridded partitions: we
now generalise this to intransitive groups. We will use the following notation throughout the
section.

Definition 9.1. A P-gridded partition of ) is an ordered pair ¥ = (X9, Xo/) of partitions, both
refinements of some partition A of some subset Z(= Z(X)) of €2, such that all parts of ¥y have
size greater than 1, and each restriction X[, := ({C € g : C C A}, {A €3y : ACA;})isa
pair of 2-gridded partitions.

Since X|a, is 2-gridded for each 4, the sets A in {A € ¥y : A C A;} have a common size a;,
and the sets {A € Xo : A C A;} have a common size b; (assumed to be greater than one). If A
has s parts, then we shall index the A; so that aq,...,a; > 1 for some ¢ < s, whilst a; = 1 for
i >t, and we let a(X) = Si_; a; and b(X) = 5_, b;. We also let © = {1,...,n}\ Z, and let
e=|0|and f = |ZE|.

The following lemma, the proof of which is left as an exercise, shows where P-gridded
partitions come into our arguments.

Lemma 9.2. (i) Let G be a P-subgroup of S,, let Z be the union of the G-orbits of size
divisible by at least one odd prime, let Q = G|z, and let X9 and Yo be the orbit partitions
of Q2 and Qo respectively. Then 3(G) := (Xg, Xor) is a P-gridded partition of {1,...,n}.

(i) Let (X2,%)) be a P-gridded partition of a set 2. Then

- 1
El=f=> aibi, a<gf atb<f and(a+1)b>f.

i=1

For a P-subgroup G of S,,, we shall slightly abuse notation and write = = Z(G), a =
a(3(G)) = a(G), etc. The following correspondence is clear from Definition

Lemma 9.3. Let ¥ be a P-gridded partition of {1,...,n}. There is a natural injection U from
the set of P-subgroups G of S,, with ¥ = X(G) to the set of nilpotent subgroups of Sym(©) x
Sa X Sy that project onto a 2-subgroup of Sym(©) x S, and an odd order subgroup of Sp.

We shall use the following notation throughout this section. For = C {1,...,n}, and a,b €

Z>0, write Subpix 4.(Z) for the set of those nilpotent ) < Sym(Z) having no orbits of 2-power
size, and satisfying a(Q) = a and b(Q) = b. Notice that if = # () then each such @ is a P-group.

Lemma 9.4. (i) There exists an absolute constant To such that the following holds. Fiz = C
{1,...,n}, and a,b € Z>o, and write f = |Z|. Then |Subyizq(2)| < 90%/16+b*/36+70 flog f

(ii) There exists an absolute constant T > 0 such that for all n and all subsets I' of {(e,a,b) €
Zgo s e+a+b<n}, the number of P-subgroups G of Sy, with (e(G),a(G),b(G)) € T is

at most
(et+a)?
max 2 16
(e,a,b)el’

b2
+3g+Tn logn‘

Proof. Let R be the set of all P-gridded partitions of {1,...,n}. Then |R] is less than the
square of the number of partitions of {1,...,n}, which is less than 2271°&n,
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(i). For each P-gridded partition ¥ with =(X) = E, a(X) = a and b(X) = b, Lemma [0.3] shows
that there is an injection from the set of P-subgroups of S,, with P-gridded partition X to the
set of subgroups of S, x Sy that project onto a 2-group in S,, and an odd order nilpotent group
(a group in N3) in S,. Conversely, by Lemma [0.2(i), each such group G determines a unique
¥ € R. We apply Theorem ] to the 2-subgroups of S, and Theorem Bl to the N3-subgroups of
Sp to see that the result follows with 79 = max{f2,v(3)} > 0.

(ii). We apply an almost identical argument, except that we include an e term and adjust the
constant to account for the choice of the subset © of size e. O

For groups P and X and an integer d, we write Subdirs4(P x X) for the set of subdirect
products of P x X that require at least d generators. Our final preliminary result is a technical
lemma counting certain useful sets of 2-groups.

Lemma 9.5. Let P, X and E be finite 2-groups, with E elementary abelian, and let d be
a positive integer. Let S(P,X,E,d) be the set of subdirect products of P x X x E with the
property that the projection to P x X requires at least d generators and the projection to X x E
is surjective. If d — d(X) > max{d(E), 1} then

IS(P, X, E, d)| > 24~ 4X)dE)/2|Subdirs 4(P x X))

Proof. Let H be a subdirect product of P x X with d(H) > d. Choose a subgroup L of H that
is minimal subject to (H N P)L = H. Writing bars to denote reduction modulo ®(H ), there
exists a subgroup A of H such that the Frattini subgroup ®(H) < A and A is a complement
for L in the elementary abelian group H.

Next, notice that d(A)+d(L) = d(H) > d, so d(A) > d—d(L). The minimality of L implies
that HNPNL < ®(L), so that PN L < ®(L), and hence d(L) = d(L/PNL)=d(X). Thus,
d(L) < d(L) = d(X), so d(A) > d — d(L) > d — d(X). Identifying A with FA?) and E with
IE‘;“E), since d(A) > d(E) we see that [Epi(4, E)| is at least the product of [GLg(g(2)| and the
number of subspaces of Fg(A) of dimension d(F). We deduce from Lemma [2.4ii)-(iii), and the
assumption that d — d(X) > 2, first that |GLgyg(2)| > 2d(E)*~d(E) and then that

Epi(4, E)| > 24(B) ~d(B)gd(E)((d-d(X))~d(E)) _ o(d-d(X)-1d(E) > old—d(X))d(E)/2,

Let a : A — E be one such epimomorphism. We define a homomorphism 6, : H — E by
0n(al) = a(a) for a € A and ¢ € L, which is well-defined since AN L < ®(H) < ker(6,). Notice
that L < ker(f,), so ker(6,) projects onto X, and that 6, = 3 if and only if a = . Since 6,
is surjective, this defines an injection f : Epi(A, E) — Epi(H, E), a — ,.

For each 6 € Im(f), define Gy := {(p, x, (p,z)0) : (p,xz) € H} < P x X x E. It is clear that
Gy = G, if and only if § = 7. By definition Gy projects onto H, and since ker(f) projects onto
X the group Gy projects onto X x E. Hence Gy € S(P, X, E,d) so the number of subgroups
in S(P, X, E,d) that project onto H is at least the number of choices of 6, which is at least
[Im(f)| = [Epi(A, E)| > 2(-dC0MB)2,

The result now follows from the fact that there are |[Subdirs4(P x X)| choices for H, and
distinct choices of H yield distinct subgroups. U

We are now ready to prove Theorem [Bl

Proof of Theorem [d Each nilpotent subgroup of S, is either a 2-group or a P-group. We shall
show that for sufficiently large n there are exponentially more 2-subgroups of S,, than P-groups,
so that the probability that a random nilpotent subgroup of S,, is a 2-group tends to 1.
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Let 7 > 0 be as in Lemma[@4l First we count the P-groups G such that a := a(G) > n/10°
or b := b(G) > 97logn. Suppose first that a > n/105. Then |Z| > 3a by Lemma [@.2(ii), so
e+a < (n—3a)+a < n-—2n/10% which is less than n — 97logn for n sufficiently large.
Similarly, if b > 97 logn, then e +a <n —b < n —97logn. Thus we may assume in both cases
that e +a <n — 97 logn.

Applying Lemma [@4((ii) to the set T' of all such (e,a,b) with e + a < n — 97logn yields a
maximum at e+ a = n— 97 logn, so for n sufficiently large the number of P-groups G for which
a >n/(10°) or b > 97 logn is at most

2(n797— logn)2/16+(97 log n)2/36+7nlogn < 2n2/167 (1/8)nlogn+(11772/16)(log n)?

)

for n sufficiently large this is at most gn?/16—(r/9)nlogn, By Theorem [2lthe number of 2-subgroups
of S,, is greater than on?/ 16 50 a random nilpotent subgroup of S,, is either a 2-group or a P-

group G such that a(G) < n/10% and b(G) < 97 log n.

Next, by Lemma [R.8 a random nilpotent subgroup of S,, has a Sylow 2-subgroup requiring
more than n/17 generators. Hence such a subgroup is either a 2-group, or lies in the set

S={G<S, : GaP-group, da(G) > n/17, a(G) < n/(10°) and b(G) < 97 logn}

The result will follow if we can show that the ratio |S|/|Subsa(S,,)| tends to zero as n — occ.

For 2 C {1,...,n}, and integers a € {0,...,|[n/(10%)|} and b € {3,...,[97logn|}, let
S(E,a,b) ={G € S : E(G) =E, a(G) = a and b(G) = b},

so that S is the disjoint union of the sets S(=,a,b). The main work of the proof will be to
bound |S(E, a,b)|.

If G € S(E,a,b), then the restriction @ of G to = lies in Subyix 45(Z). By construction,
the Sylow 2-subgroup @2 of each Q € Subyix(Z) embeds in S,. Thus, every subgroup of Q2
requires at most a/2 generators by Theorem 2.8 and in particular d(Q2) < a/2. It follows that
each 2-subgroup P of Sym(©) such that P x Q2 has a subdirect product requiring at least n/17
generators satisfies d(P) > m :=n/17 — a/2. Each G € §(Z, a, b) satisfies da(G) > n/17, so we
may bound

S(Z,0,0)| <3 pesuby g (Sym(©)),QeSubmi.a (@) [SUWDdITay>n/17(P X Q)
= 2 PeSuby aom (Sym(©)),QESubmix.a.0(E) [SUPAITgy >0 /17 (P X Q2)]

where Subdirg,>,/17(P x Q) is the set of subdirect products of P x @ in which the Sylow
2-subgroup requires at least n/17 generators.

To bound the size of these sets of subdirect products, first let T'(Z,a,b) be the set of 2-
subgroups X of Sym(Z) that occur as Sylow 2-subgroups of groups @ € Subpixq(Z), and for
each X € T(Z,a,b) let Q(X,a,b) be the (non-empty) set of groups @ € Subpix q5(=) with
@2 = X. Since each such @ is a nilpotent group with no orbits of 2-power length, Q(X,a,b)
consists of all groups X x L such that L is a fixed-point-free N3-subgroup of C' := Csym(=)(X)-
For some indexing of a1, ..., as, the centraliser C' factorises as W7 x --- x W} x S., where each
W; is permutation isomorphic to R; 1S, for some semiregular 2-group R; of degree a; > 1, and
some positive integers ¢; > 3 and ¢ > 0 with ¢+ Zle ¢i=>band c+ Zle aic; = f=1=2|. (If
the Sylow 2-subgroup of G acts equivalently on more than one G-orbit then the sum Zle a;
will be less than a.) Let U < C be the direct product of the base groups of the W;. Then
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Ul = |RT* x -+ x R¥| < Hle at < 22¢% < 27, Fix a complement B of U in C so that
B =S x--- xS xSe <8 Since U is a 2-group, by the Schur-Zassenhaus theorem each N3-
subgroup of C' = U: B is U-conjugate to a subgroup of B, and so [Suby;, (C)| < 2/|Suby, (B)| <
2/|Subyy, (Sp)|. Hence Theorem [ yields

Q(X, a,b)| < [Subg (C)] < 27[Subyg (Sp)| < 27 /3 F7EPlosb+f,

Since 97 logn > b there exists an absolute constant A such that b?/36 + ~v(3)blog b < A(log n)2.
Substituting, we deduce that

IS(E,a,b)| < Z |Subdirg,>p/17(P % Q2)]
PeSUbQ,dZm(Sym(e))7QeSmeix,a,b(E)
< Z |Q(X, a,b)|[Subdirg,>,/17(P x X)|

PESubgydzm (Sym(@)) ,XGT(E,a,b)

< 220§ Subdirg, s 17 (P % X))
P,X

For each X € T'(E,a,b), each ¢; is at least 3, so the corresponding B < Sym(Z) has at
least one elementary abelian 2-subgroup of order exactly 21%/3): fix one and denote it Ex.
Since Ex < B < Cgypyz)(X) and X N Cgyy(z)(X) < U, the intersection Ex N X = 1, so
XEx = X x Ey is a 2-subgroup of Sym(Z). Also, d(X) < a/2 < n/(2-10%) so d(Ex) =
|b/3] <3rlogn < n/17—a/2 < n/17 —d(X) for large enough n. Since the group X uniquely
determines Ex, for the rest of this proof we shall write S(P, X) instead of S(P, X, Ex,n/17) for
the set of subdirect products of P x X x Ex whose projection to P x X requires at least n/17
generators and whose projection to X x Ex is surjective. With this notation, for sufficiently
large n Lemma [@.5] bounds

S(Z, a,b)| < 2M0sm>*+f Z 2~ ((n/1D)—d(X))d(ExX)/2\ (P, X)|
P X
< 9Mlogn)*+f+(a/a-n/34) /3] Z |S(P, X)|.
PX

We remark that a/4 —n/34 < —0.029n.

For distinct P and X, the sets S(P,X) may not be disjoint. We define an equivalence
relation on the sets S(P, X) by S(P,X) ~ S(R,Y) if and only if P = Rand X x Ex =Y X Ey.
We now bound the size of the equivalence class [S(P, X)], so let S(R,Y) € [S(P,X)]. Then
Ey < Z(X x Ex) = Z(X) x Ex. Since X is isomorphic to a subgroup of S,, Theorem 28]
bounds |Z(X)| < 2¢2. By assumption |Ex| = |Ey| = 23] so |Z(X) x Ex| < 24/2+10/3],
Hence by Lemma [Z4)(i) there are at most 4 - 2L%/3/(¢/2) groups Ey. Now let

J(By) = {(S(P.Y") € [S(P.X)] : By = Ey} € [S(P. X)),

From d(Fy) = d(Ex) and the fact that each group in S(P, X) projects to X x Ex < Sym(Z),
we deduce that d(Y) = d(X) = d(Y') < a/2 for all S(P,Y’) € f(Ey). Each complement Y’
to By in Y x Ey has order |Y| and projects to Y, so has the form {(y,y0) : y € Y} for some
homomorphism 6 : Y — Ey. Hence |f(Ey)| < [Hom(Y, Ey)| < ]Ey\d(y) < 200/3]a/2  We have
therefore shown that |[S(P, X)]| < 4 - 2/3]a/221b/3]a/2 — alb/3]+2,

An easy exercise shows that for a fixed = the intersection S(P, X) NS(R,Y’) is non-empty
if and only if S(P, X) ~ S(R,Y). To bound } p v [S(P, X)|, let C := S(P1, X1), ..., G =
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S(Py, Xy) be a complete set of ~-class representatives, chosen such that each is of maximal size
in its ~-class. Then the sets C; are pairwise disjoint, so

> Z Jlic|

PESubgdem(Sym(@)),XGT(E,a,b) i=1

~

\Z;C\<maxy 1 s X))
ze{l, WL PX
< 2GW3J+2| U S(Px)| < 2010/3172|8uby(8,,)].
P,X

Since a < n/10% we can bound 5a/4 — n/34 < —0.029n. Hence

IS(Z,a,b)| < 2)\(logn)2+f+(5a/4fn/34)Lb/3J+2|Sub2(sn)| < 2)\(logn)2+f70.029ntb/3j+2|Sub2(sn)|.

Let 8" denote the subset of S for which f > n/1000. Now (a + 1)b > f by Lemma 0.2(ii),
so a < n/10% implies that b > 500 for n sufficiently large, and hence —0.029n - [b/3] + 2 <
—0.029n - 166 + 2 < —4.8n. Furthermore, f < n so

ST< Y a+b< fISEab) < > 288 HAloEn) Gy, (S,
2 rsn 10000 EI=15 F>n/1000,|2|=Ff,a+b< f

< 2nn32—3.8n+>\(10g n)? ’Subg (Sn) ’ )

Now we count the subset of S for which f < n/1000. It is a standard fact (see for example
[T, Lemma 16.19, page 427]), that the total number of subsets Z of {1,...,n} of size at most
n/1000 is at most

|n/1000]
n 999 999

§ : < ) < 2n( To00 108 1000— 1555 log 1555 ) < 20 012n
7

=0

From b > 3 we deduce that —0.029n - |b/3] 4+ 2 < —0.028n for n sufficiently large. Hence

‘S \ S/‘ < Z ’S(E, a, b)‘ < Z 9—0.028n+0.001n.9A(log n)? ‘Subg(sn)‘
f<n/1000,|Z|=f,a+b< f f<n/1000,|Z|=f,a+b<f

< 200120 3 9=0.02Tn+Alogn)? |Gy (S,).

Thus, |S|/|Subz(Sy,,)| tends to 0 as n tends to oo, and the result follows. O

Proof of Theorem[f] Let n be congruent to 3 mod 4. We shall show that there is a map f
from the set of 2-subgroups of S,, to the set of non-nilpotent groups of S,, such that f maps at
most four 2-subgroups to the same non-nilpotent subgroup. Hence, the number of non-nilpotent
subgroups is at least 1/4 of the number of 2-groups. The result will then follow from Theorem [l
Let G be a 2-subgroup of S,,. Since n = 3 mod 4, the group G either has at least 3 fixed
points, or a single fixed point and at least one orbit of length two. In the first case, let i, j, k
be the smallest fixed points (with respect to the natural ordering on [n]), and in the latter let
i be the fixed point and j, k be the two points in the first orbit of length 2. We then define
f(G) = (G,(i,4,k),(i,7)) in the first case, and f(G) = (G, (i,7,k)) in the second case. Then
H := f(G) induces S3 on A := {3, j, k}; the pointwise stabiliser Ha) is equal to G(a); and the
projection of H to {1,...,n} \ A is the same the projection of G to this union of orbits.
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To see that each group in Im(f) corresponds to at most four groups G, let H be a group in
Im(f). Then H has a unique orbit A = {4, j, k} on which H acts as S3. Let I' = {1,...,n} \ A.
If H is a direct product of Sym(A) with H|p, then H = f(G) where G is a direct product of
G|a and G|p. The group G|r is either trivial or Sy, and there are at most three choices for
the group S, so at most four such G. Otherwise, Ha)|r = G(a)lr is an index 2 subgroup of
G|r, and H|pr = G|r is also completely determined. There exactly three choices for G|a, and so
exactly three possible groups G. O
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