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Abstract

In this paper, we prove that the symmetric group Sn has 2n
2/16+o(n2) subgroups, settling

a conjecture of Pyber from 1993. We also derive asymptotically sharp upper and lower

bounds on the number of subgroups of Sn of various kinds, including the number of p-

subgroups. In addition, we prove a range of theorems about random subgroups of Sn. In

particular, we prove the surprising result that for infinitely many n, the probability that a

random subgroup of Sn is nilpotent is bounded away from 1.

MSC areas: 20B35, 20F69, 05A16, 20E07, 20E25.

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 Sn, 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 2n−1 and the number of minimal transitive subgroups of the symmetric

group Sn. This observation led Babai and Sós 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 [16] that for a positive integer n, the number

|Sub(Sn)| of subgroups of Sn is at most 2ξn
2+o(n2) where ξ = 1

6 log 24 (our logarithms are to the

base 2). Pyber conjectured, however, that |Sub(Sn)| = 2n
2/16+o(n2). In this paper, we prove a

strong form of Pyber’s conjecture.

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

2n
2/16+αn logn ≤ |Sub(Sn)| ≤ 2n

2/16+βn3/2
.

As a by-product of our methods, we prove considerably tighter bounds on the number

|Subp(Sn)| of p-subgroups of Sn.
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Theorem 2. Let p be a prime. There exist constants βp > αp > 0 such that for all integers

n ≥ p,

pn
2/(4p2)2αpn logn ≤ |Subp(Sn)| ≤ pn

2/(4p2)2βpn logn.

Furthermore, if p ≥ 11 then βp ≤ 3/2.

Notice that since there are most n! < 2n logn conjugates in Sn 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 Np 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 γ(p) such that

|SubNp(Sn)| ≤ pn
2/(4p2)2γ(p)n logn.

In particular the number of nilpotent subgroups of Sn satisfies

|Subnilp(Sn)| ≤ 2n
2/16+γ(2)n logn.

We remark that it was recently proved by Kassabov, Tyburski and Wilson [12] that An (and

hence also Sn) has at least 2
n2/36−o(n2) isomorphism classes of subgroups.

One of our motivations for enumerating subgroups of Sn 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 Sn has property P, we mean that the probability that a

uniform random subgroup of Sn satisfies P tends to 1 as n tends to ∞. For example, Lucchini,

Menegazzo and Morigi proved in [15] that there exists an absolute constant b such that the

number of transitive subgroup of Sn is at most 2bn
2/

√
logn, and hence deduced that a random

subgroup of Sn is intransitive.

Nilpotency is thought to be a prevalent property amongst many natural sequences of finite

groups. Indeed, a conjecture attributed to Erdős, amongst others, states that the number of

isomorphism classes of groups of order 2x is greater than or equal to the number of isomorphism

classes of groups of order n for all n ≤ 2x. 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 [11],

Kantor states the following permutation group theoretic version:

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

Kantor remarks in [11] 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 Sn is nilpotent is bounded away from 1, as n → ∞.

As an example of how the tools we develop can be used to study the distribution of subgroups

of Sn, we also prove two further results about random subgroups.
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Theorem 5. A random nilpotent subgroup of Sn is a 2-group.

Theorem 6. Let µ be a real number in [0, 1/16) and let ν be a real number in [0, 12 −
√
3
4 ). Then

a random subgroup of Sn has an elementary abelian 2-section of order at least 2µn, and a Sylow

2-subgroup of order at least 2νn.

Aschbacher and Guralnick prove in [1] 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 [1], 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 soc0(G) := 1, and for i ≥ 1, define soci(G) so that soci(G)/ soci−1(G) =

soc(G/ soci−1(G)). The socle length sl(G) of a finite group G is the minimal i ∈ N such that

soci(G) = G. Thus, for example, if G is a finite p-group then the nilpotency class cl(G) ≤
sl(G) ≤ logp |G|. For n ∈ N, we write Ω(n) for the number of prime divisors of n, counted with

multiplicities. For a finite group G we define

ma(G) = max{Ω(|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 4 sl(G)
√

ma(G) other elements. Therefore, if H is an arbitrary finite group then

H can be generated by a nilpotent subgroup and 4 sl(H)
√

ma(H) + 1 elements.

We finish these introductory remarks with three questions. Firstly, does there in fact exist

an absolute constant γ such that |Sub(Sn)| ≤ 2n
2/16+γn logn? Secondly, is it possible that the

probability that a random subgroup of Sn is nilpotent tends to 0 as n → ∞? Thirdly, does

there exist an absolute constant C such that a random subgroup of Sn has no orbits of length

greater than C? Whilst this third question at first sounds improbable, we present evidence in

Section 6 that it may have a positive answer.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, 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 4 we develop new tools for counting

homomorphisms between finite p groups, and in Section 5 we use a mixture of computational

and theoretical tools to bound normal generator numbers for p-subgroups of Sn. In Section 6

we prove an intriguing result that to enumerate various classes of subgroups of Sn, it suffices

to consider those with all orbits of bounded length. Then we use this in Section 7 to prove

Theorem 2, with Theorem 3 as an easy corollary. In Section 8 we prove Theorem 7, and then

immediately use it to prove Theorem 1, and hence Theorem 6. In our final section we first prove

Theorem 5, then Theorem 4 follows surprisingly easily.
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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 Sn, which

will essentially amount to counting certain subgroups of direct products. A subgroup G of

D = G1 × · · · ×Gt is subdirect if Gπi = Gi for all i, where πi : G → Gi denotes the standard

coordinate projection. When dealing with direct products like this, if the context leaves no room

for confusion then we will identifyGi with its natural copy {(g1, . . . , gt) : gj = 1 whenever j 6= i}
in D. Thus, we will often speak of Gi 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 = K1 × · · · ×Kℓ of pairwise isomorphic groups Ki, we mean a

subgroup of the form J = {(a, aθ2, . . . , aθℓ) : a ∈ K1}, where θi : K1 → Ki are isomorphisms.

Lemma 2.1. Let G be a subdirect product of G1 ×G2. Then there exist normal subgroups N1

and N2 of G1 and G2 such that G∩Gi = Ni. Furthermore, G1/N1
∼= G2/N2, and G/(N1 ×N2)

is isomorphic to a diagonal subgroup of G1/N1 ×G2/N2.

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,Q(G) for the set of

subgroups of G satisfying P and Q. Similarly, SubdirP(G1 × · · · × Gt) will denote the set of

subdirect products of G1 × · · · × Gt that satisfy P. We write nilp and sol for nilpotency and

solubility, respectively. For G ∈ Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt), we shall write πi1,...,ik for the projection

to Gi1 × · · · ×Gik .

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 G1 and G2 be finite groups. Then the following hold.

(i) Let P be a group theoretic property. Then the number of subgroups G of G1×G2 in which

Gπ2 has property P is precisely

∑

H1∈Sub(G1),H2∈SubP (G2)

|Hom(H2, NG1(H1)/H1)|.

Therefore, if P is such that whenever a subgroup of G1 × G2 satisfies P, so does its

projection to G2, then |SubP(G1 ×G2)| is at most

|Sub(G1)||SubP(G2)|max{|Hom(H2, NG1(H1)/H1)| : H1 ∈ Sub(G1),H2 ∈ SubP(G2)}.

(ii) Let N1 be a normal subgroup of G1. Then the number of subdirect products G of G1 ×G2

such that G ∩G1 = N1 is precisely |Epi(G2, G1/N1)|.

For groups G and H, our first upper bound for |Hom(G,H)| is |H|d(G).
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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|s. 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 pℓ with d(P ) = d. Then

(i) P has at most ζpp
k(ℓ−k) subgroups of order pk, where ζp =

∏

i≥1(1 − pi)−1 < 4. In

particular, |Sub(P )| ≤ 4ℓpℓ
2/4.

(ii) If b ≤ d then P has at least pb(d−b) subgroups of index pb.

(iii) For all d ≥ 1 we can bound |GLd(2)| ≥ 2d
2−d.

Proof. (i). The first statement is [18, Lemma 4.2], and the second then follows easily.

(ii). Since P/Φ(P ) ∼= Fd
p, 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

(pd − 1)(pd − p) . . . (pd − pb−1)

(pb − 1)(pb − p) · · · (pb − pb−1)
.

A routine exercise shows that this is at least pb(d−b).

(iii) This follows from |GLd(2)| = 2d(d−1)/2
∏d

i=1(2
i − 1) ≥ 2d(d−1)/2

∏d
i=1 2

i−1.

The following lemma is elementary, but will be used throughout Sections 4 and 5.

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) =

dimFp (H/Hp[G,H]) and dG(N) ≤ logp(|N/[G,N ]|).

(ii) Suppose that G is a transitive subgroup of Sn for some n 6= p, let Σ be a minimal block

system for G, let π be the homomorphism from G to Sym(Σ), and let S = Gπ. Then

dG(N) ≤ dS(N ∩ ker(π)) + dS(Nπ).

2.3 Nilpotent subgroups and abelian sections of Sn

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

p′-subgroup of G.

Definition 2.6. Let Σ and Γ be partitions of a set Ω. We say that Σ and Γ are gridded if

each part of Σ meets each part of Γ in a unique point. We say that they are p-gridded for some

prime p if each part of Σ has size the highest power of p dividing |Ω| (which may be p0 = 1).

Notice that if Σ and Γ are gridded then all parts of Σ have size the number of parts of Γ,

and vice versa. For a partition Ω = ∆1⊔ . . .⊔∆k, the corresponding Young subgroup of Sym(Ω)

is the direct product Sym(∆1)× · · · × Sym(∆k) ≤ Sym(Ω).
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Lemma 2.7. Let G be a transitive nilpotent subgroup of Sym(Ω), and write |Ω| = n = pkr with

p a prime and p ∤ r. We assume that r > 1. Let Γp be the set of Gp-orbits and Γr be the set of

Gp′-orbits. Then

(i) Γp and Γr are p-gridded partitions of Ω, and each part in Γp has size pk.

(ii) Let Yp and Yr be the Young subgroups of Sym(Ω) corresponding to Γp and Γr. Then Yp has

a unique diagonal subgroup Dp = Dp(Γp,Γr) ∼= Spk such that [Dp, Gp′ ] = 1, and similarly

Yr has a unique diagonal subgroup Dr = Dr(Γp,Γr) ∼= Sr such that [Dr, Gp] = 1. In

particular, G ≤ Dp ×Dr
∼= Spk × Sr, and Dp and Dr depend only on Γp and Γr.

(iii) There is a unique conjugacy class of maximal transitive nilpotent subgroups of Sn. Writing

n = pk11 · · · pkss , these subgroups have order the product of the orders of the Sylow pi-

subgroups of S
p
ki
i

, which is at most 2n−1.

Proof. (i) and (ii). This is a straightforward exercise, since all orbits of a p-group have p-power

order, and if a group H1 ≤ Sym(Ω) centralises a group H2 ≤ Sym(Ω), then H1 permutes the

orbits of H2.

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

Sn is the product of the orders of the Sylow pi-subgroups of S
p
ki
i

, namely p
(p

ki
i −1)/(p−1)

i . Now

p(m−1)/(p−1) < 2m−1 for p > 2, and 2m1−1 · 2m2−1 < 2m1m2−1 so the maximum is attained when

n is a power of 2.

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

Theorem 2.8 ([13]). Let G be a subgroup of Sn with G 6= G′. Then there is a prime p dividing

|Gab| such that |Gab| ≤ pn/p. In particular, |Gab| ≤ 3n/3.

3 Counting subdirect products of finite p-groups

Throughout this section, let D = G1×· · ·×Gt. 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 3.2.

Definition 3.1. A normal series N1 ≤ · · · ≤ Nℓ = H of a group H is proper if Ni < Ni+1 for

all i. For us, the length of the series is ℓ (not ℓ − 1). For all ℓ ∈ Z>0 and all groups H, we let

N (ℓ,H) be the set of proper normal series of H of length ℓ.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that D is a p-group, for some prime p. Let c ∈ (0, 1] be a constant,

let n1, . . . , nt be real numbers such that |Gi| ≤ pcni for all i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, and let n =
∑t

i=1 ni.

Let k be an upper bound on the length of a proper normal series in the groups Gi, let λ be the

maximum of |N (ℓ,Gi)| over all ℓ and i, and let d = max{dGi(N)/ni : N✂Gi, 1 ≤ i ≤ t}. Then

|Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ λtt!k+2pcdn
2/4.

In particular, for all C > 1, there exists a constant κ1 = κ1(p,C) ≥ 1 such that if all ni are less

than C and the Gi are quotients of p-subgroups of Sni, then

|Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ pdn
2/(4(p−1))2κ1t log t.
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We now introduce the first of our data structures.

Definition 3.3. A lower triangular normal subgroup tableau for (G1, . . . , Gt) is a t × t array

T = (Tij) with entries as follows:

(i) if i ≥ j then Tij is a normal subgroup of Gi such that Ti1 ≤ Ti2 ≤ · · · ≤ Tii, and

(ii) if i < j then Tij = −.

An upper triangular normal subgroup tableau U = (Uij) is defined similarly, except that Uij = −
for i > j and Uii ≤ Ui(i+1) ≤ . . . ≤ Uit.

We denote the set of all upper and lower triangular normal subgroup tableaux for (G1, . . . , Gt)

by U(G1, . . . , Gt) and L(G1, . . . , Gt), 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

Gij =

{

(G ∩ (G1 × · · · ×Gj))πi = (G ∩ ker(πj+1,...,t))πi ≤ Gi if i ≤ j,

Gπj,j+1,...,t ∩Gi ≤ Gi if i ≥ j,

noting that the two definitions of Gii agree. The upper coordinate tableau of G is the t× t array

U(G) = (Uij) with Uij = Gij for i ≤ j, and Uij = − for i > j. The lower coordinate tableau of

G is the t × t array L(G) = (Lij) with Lij = Gij for i ≥ j, and Lij = − for i < j. For each

upper or lower triangular normal subgroup tableau T for (G1, . . . , Gt), we shall write Subdir(T )

for the set of subdirect products of D with coordinate tableau T .

Thus for example if t = 3 then

U(G) =







G ∩G1 (G ∩ ker(π3))π1 G1

− (G ∩ ker(π3))π2 G2

− − G3






, L(G) =







G ∩G1 − −
G ∩G2 Gπ2,3 ∩G2 −
G ∩G3 Gπ2,3 ∩G3 G3






.

The following is clear.

Lemma 3.5. Let G be a subdirect product of D. Then U(G) ∈ U(G1, . . . , Gt) and Git = Gi.

Furthermore, L(G) ∈ L(G1, . . . , Gt), the group N := G11 × · · · ×Gt1 is normal in G, and G/N

is a subdirect product of G1/G11 × · · · ×Gt/Gt1.

Our next lemma shows that in order to prove Theorem 3.2, 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 Gi,

let λ be the maximum of |N (ℓ,Gi)| over all ℓ and i, and let T be U(G1, . . . , Gt) or L(G1, . . . , Gt).

Then |T | ≤ λtt!k+1. In particular, for all C > 1 there exists a constant κ2 = κ2(C) such that if

each Gi is a quotient of a permutation group of degree less than C then |T | ≤ 2κ2t log t.

Proof. Let S : N1 ≤ · · · ≤ Nm = Gi be a (not necessarily proper) normal series of Gi. Suppose

that ℓ distinct groups occur in the series S, let Ne1 < Ne2 < · · · < Neℓ ∈ N (ℓ,Gi) be a

corresponding proper series and let mj be the number of times that Nej occurs in S. Notice

that ℓ ≤ k. Write Partℓ(m) for the set of ordered partitions of the integer m into ℓ parts,

each of size at least 1. Since m1 + · · · + mℓ = m, the series S naturally corresponds to an

7



element of N (ℓ,Gi)× Partℓ(m). Now |Partℓ(m)| ≤ mℓ, so Gi has
∑m

ℓ=1 |N (ℓ,Gi)||Partℓ(m)| ≤
∑m

ℓ=1 |N (ℓ,Gi)|mℓ ≤ λmℓ+1 ≤ λmk+1 not necessarily proper normal series of length m.

For T ∈ U(G1, . . . , Gt), the subgroups in the ith row of T form a normal series of Gi of

length t− i+ 1, so there are at most λ(t− i+ 1)k+1 choices for this row. Thus

|U(G1, . . . , Gt)| ≤ λtt!k+1 ≤ 2(log λ+k+1)t log t.

The argument for |L(G1, . . . , Gt)| is identical.
The final claim follows by setting κ2 = log λ+k+1, where λ and k are set to their maximum

values over all quotients Gi of permutation groups of degree less than C.

Next, we introduce some highly structured generating sets for subdirect products. We

continue with the definition of Gii from Definition 3.4.

Definition 3.7. Let G be a subdirect product of D, and let Xi be a Gi-generating set for Gii.

An efficient generating set for G with respect to (X1, . . . ,Xt) is subset Y = Y1 ∪ · · · ∪ Yt of G

such that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , t}
(i) Yi ⊆ ker(πi+1,...,t),

(ii) Yiπi = Xi, and

(iii) 〈Y 〉 = 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 Xi be a

Gi-generating set for Gii. Then G has at least

t
∏

i=2

|G11 × · · · ×G(i−1)(i−1)||Xi|

efficient generating sets with respect to (X1, . . . ,Xt).

Proof. We induct on t, and prove that there are at least |G11 × · · · ×G(i−1)(i−1)||Xi| choices for
the set Yi, from which the result follows.

The case t = 1 is trivial, since then G11 = G1 = G (and the product is vacuous). So assume

that t > 1 and the result holds for t − 1. Identify G11 with ker(π2,...,t), so G/G11
∼= Gπ2,...,t

is subdirect in G2 × · · · × Gt. For i ∈ {2, . . . , t}, let π̂i = πi|G2×···×Gt , and notice that Gii =

(Gπ2,...,t)ii. By induction, for each i ∈ {2, . . . , t} there are at least |G22 × · · · × G(i−1)(i−1)||Xi|

choices in Gπ2,...,t for a set Ŷi such that Ŷ2 ∪ · · · ∪ Ŷt is an efficient generating set with respect

to (X2, . . . ,Xt).

Next, let Y1 = X1 ⊂ G11, and for i ∈ {2, . . . , t} let Yi be an arbitrary preimage of Ŷi in G.

Then by construction Yi ⊆ ker(πi+1,...,t) and Yiπi = Xi for all i. Furthermore, if y = (y1, . . . , yt)

is one such choice then for all g ∈ G11 the element (gy1, . . . , yt) also lies in G and for i ≥ 2

has the same image as y under πi+1,...,t and πi, so there are at least |G11 × · · · ×G(i−1)(i−1)||Xi|

choices for Yi for i ≥ 2, and a unique choice for Y1.

It remains only to check that the Yi generate G, so let B = 〈Y2∪· · ·∪Yt〉. Then by induction

Bπ2,...,t = Gπ2,...,t, so G = 〈G11, B〉. Applying π1 shows that G1 = 〈G11, Bπ1〉 = G11Bπ1, since

G11 ✂ G1. Since G11 is a p-group with G1-normal generating set Y1 we therefore deduce that

G11 = 〈Y1〉[G11, G1] = 〈Y1〉[G11, G11Bπ1] = 〈Y1〉[G11, Bπ1][G11, G11]. Thus 〈Y1〉[G11, Bπ1] =

G11, so that Y1 is also a Bπ1-normal generating set for G11, and hence G11 = 〈Y1〉B . Finally,

from G = 〈G11, B〉 we deduce that 〈Y1 ∪B〉 = G, as required.
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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 di be an upper bound for

dGi(Ni), over all normal subgroups Ni of Gi. Then d(G) ≤ d1 + · · ·+ dt.

Next, we use our tableaux to prove a result from which Theorem 3.2 will follow easily.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that D is a p-group. Let n1, . . . , nt be such that |Gi| ≤ pni for all i, and

let n :=
∑t

i=1 ni. Let U = (Uij) ∈ U(G1, . . . , Gt), and let d := max{dGi(Uii)/ni : 1 ≤ i ≤ t}. If

the groups Uij appearing in U satisfy

ci :=
logp |Uii|

ni
≥ logp |Uji|

nj
(3.1)

then |Subdir(U)| ≤ pctdn
2/4.

Proof. Firstly, for each i let di = dGi(Uii), and fix a set Xi of di normal generators for Uii. By

Lemma 3.8, each group G ∈ Subdir(U) has at least

t
∏

i=2

(|U11 × · · · × U(i−1)(i−1)|)|Xi| = p
∑t

i=2(c1n1+c2n2+···+ci−1ni−1)di (3.2)

efficient generating sets with respect to (X1, . . . ,Xt).

Let Y = Y1 ∪ · · · ∪ Yt be an efficient generating set with respect to (X1, . . . ,Xt) for some

G ∈ Subdir(U). Then Yi consists of di elements of ker(π(i+1)...,t), whilst by definition yπi ∈ Xi

and yπj ∈ Gji = Uji for all y ∈ Yi and j < i. Hence there are at most (|U1i×U2i×· · ·×U(i−1)i|)di
choices for Yi. By (3.1) if j ≤ i then |Uji| ≤ pcinj . Hence the number of such sets Y is at most

t
∏

i=1

(|U1i × U2i × · · · × U(i−1)i|)di ≤ p
∑t

i=2 cidi(n1+···+ni−1).

Combining this with (3.2) yields

logp |Subdir(U)| ≤ F :=

t
∑

i=2

(cidi(n1 + · · ·+ ni−1)− (c1n1 + c2n2 + · · ·+ ci−1ni−1)di)

=
t
∑

i=1

ci



di(n1 + · · ·+ ni−1)−
∑

j>i

nidj



 .

The i-th row of U contains subgroups of Gi, so ci = (logp |Uii|)/ni ≤ (logp |Uit|)/ni ≤ ct. Let

I be the subset of {1, . . . , t} for which the coefficient of ci in the above expression is positive,

and let FI be the result of replacing each ci, for i ∈ I, by ct, and replacing all remaining ci by

0. Then

logp |Subdir(U)| ≤ FI = ct
∑

i∈I



di(n1 + · · · + ni−1)−
∑

j>i

nidj



 .

If k 6∈ I then the coefficient of dk in FI is non-positive, whilst if k ∈ I then the coefficient of dk
is n1 + · · ·+ nk−1 −

∑

i∈I,k>i ni =
∑

i 6∈I,i<k ni ≤
∑

i 6∈I ni. It follows that

logp |Subdir(U)| ≤ FI ≤ ct

(

∑

k∈I
dk

)





∑

i 6∈I
ni



 ≤ ctd

(

∑

k∈I
nk

)





∑

i 6∈I
ni



 ,

since dk ≤ dnk for all k. The expression (
∑

i∈I ni)(
∑

i 6∈I ni) is maximised at (
∑

i∈I ni) =

(
∑

i 6∈I ni) = (
∑t

i=1 ni)/2 = n/2, so logp |Subdir(U)| ≤ ctdn
2/4, as needed.
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. Consider the set of all upper normal subgroup tableaux of all re-indexings

of the Gi, and let U∗(G1, . . . , Gt) be the subset of all tableaux that satisfy (3.1), so that

|U∗(G1, . . . , Gt)| ≤ t!|U(G1, . . . , Gt)|. Each subdirect product G of D has at least one indexing

of the Gi such that U(G) ∈ U∗(G1, . . . , Gt). We therefore deduce from Lemma 3.6 that

|Subdir(D)| ≤
∑

U∈U∗(G1,...,Gt)

|Subdir(U)| ≤ t!λtt!k+1max{|Subdir(U)| : U ∈ U∗(G1, . . . , Gt)}.

For any U ∈ U∗(G1, . . . , Gt), our assumption that |Gi| ≤ pcni shows that c ≥ ct, where ct is as

in Theorem 3.10. Therefore

|Subdir(D)| ≤ λtt!k+2pctdn
2/4 ≤ λtt!k+2pcdn

2/4,

as required.

The final claim follows by setting c = 1/(p − 1) and κ1 = κ2 + 1, where κ2 = κ2(C) is the

constant from Lemma 3.6.

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 4.6.

Definition 4.1. Let R and P be finite groups, and let π : R×P → P be the natural projection.

Let G be a subgroup of R×P such that Gπ = P , and suppose that P = P1 × · · · ×Pm. Then a

generating set Z for G is standardised with respect to P1, . . . , Pm if exactly d(Pi) elements of Z

project nontrivially to Pi for each i, and no element projects non-trivially to more than one Pi.

Lemma 4.2. Let R and P be finite p-groups, let G be a subgroup of R × P , let π : G → P be

the natural projection, and suppose P has a direct product decomposition P = P1 × · · · ×Pm. If

Gπ = P then G has a standardised generating set Z with respect to P1, . . . , Pm, of size d(G).

Let e be an upper bound on d(Pi) 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, SG] ≤ ker(π).

Proof. It is clear that G has a standardised generating set Z with respect to P1, . . . , Pm, and

since the removal of any element with non-trivial projection to Pi for some i means that the

resulting set no longer generates G, by Burnside’s Basis Theorem we can assume that |Z| =
d(G).

For each i, write πi : G → Pi for the natural coordinate projection, and for a subset U of

G, let the P -support of U be

suppP (U) := {i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} : gπi 6= 1 for some g ∈ U}.

Notice that suppP (S) ⊆ 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 (SG)| ≤ |V |.
By assumption, for each i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} there are precisely d(Pi) elements z of Z such that

zπi 6= 1, so there are at most e|suppP (SG)| ≤ e|V | elements z of Z such that suppP (z) ⊆
suppP (S). Elements g, h ∈ G with disjoint support satisfy [g, h]π = 1, so only these at most

e|V | elements z of Z satisfy [z, SG]π 6= 1.
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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, . . . , gt] =

[. . . [[[g1, g2], g3], . . .], gt], and γi(G) will denote the ith term of the lower central series of G, so

that γ1(G) = G. We will use the standard identities [ab, c] = [a, c]b[b, c] and [a, bc] = [a, c][a, b]c

frequently.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be arbitrary, and let H = 〈X〉 be a subgroup of G of nilpotency class m.

Let y ∈ γi(H), let g ∈ CG(γi+1(H)), and let h ∈ H be arbitrary.

(i) Then [yh, g] = [y, g][y,h], [y, hg] = [y, g][y, h], and [y, g]−1 = [y, g−1].

(ii) For all i, the subgroup γi(H) = 〈[x1, . . . , xi] : xj ∈ X〉H .

Proof. (i). Here [yh, g] = [y[y, h], g] = [y, g][y,h][[y, h], g] = [y, g][y,h] since g centralises [y, h], and

[y, hg] = [y, g][y, h]g = [y, g][y, h] for the same reason. The final claim follows similarly.

(ii). We induct on i, and the case i = 1 is trivial, so assume that i ≥ 2 and let Vi =

〈[x1, . . . , xi] : xj ∈ X〉. By Lemma 2.5(i), the claim is equivalent to proving that γi(H) =

Viγi+1(H). A short calculation using induction and the standard commutator identities shows

that γi(H) is generated by {[[x1, . . . , xi−1]
h, xi] : xj ∈ X,h ∈ H}. Since H is finite, the stan-

dard commutator identities imply that [a−1, b] is a product of conjugates of [a, b] by pow-

ers of a, for all a, b ∈ H. The identity [ab, c] = [a−1, c]−ab [a, b, c] therefore implies that

[[x1, . . . , xi−1]
h, xi] ≡ [x1, . . . , xi]

k modulo γi+1(H), for some k ∈ Z. The result follows.

For a group G, a subgroup S of G, and an integer i ≥ 2, we write γi(S,G) for the subgroup

[γi−1(S), G], so that for example, γi(G,G) = γi(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 Z1 of Z such that S ≤ 〈Z1〉 and [z, S] ≤ K for all z ∈ Z \ Z1

then G has a generating set Z1 ∪X ∪ Y of size |Z| such that |X| ≤ cl(G)|[S,G] ∩K|d(S)cl(G)

and Y ⊆ CG(S).

Proof. Let m = cl(G) and cj = |(γm+1−j(S,G)∩K)\{1}| for j ∈ {0, . . . ,m−1}. We shall prove

by induction the stronger result that if [z, S] ≤ K for all z ∈ Z\Z1 then for all i ∈ {0, . . . ,m−1}
the group G has a generating set Z1 ∪X ∪ Y of size d := |Z| such that

|X| ≤
i
∑

j=0

cj and Y ⊆ CG(γm−i(S)).d(S)
m−j

The result will then follow by setting i = m− 1, since γk(S,G) ≤ [S,G] for all k ≥ 2.

If i = 0, and in particular if G is abelian, then we may let X = ∅ and Y = Z \ Z1. Assume

inductively that m > i > 0, and there exist sets X ′ and Y ′ such that Z1∪X ′∪Y ′ is a generating

set for G of size d, with |X ′| ≤∑i−1
j=0 cjd(S)

m−j and Y ′ ⊆ CG(γm+1−i(S)).

Let W be a generating set for S of size d(S). Let Λ = {λ1, . . . , λ|Λ|} be the set of all

(m− i)-fold commutators [wk1 , . . . , wkm−i
] of elements of W , so that |Λ| ≤ d(S)m−i and [λ, g] ∈

γm+1−i(S,G) for all λ ∈ Λ and g ∈ G. Index the elements of Λ arbitrarily as λ1, . . . , λ|Λ|, and
notice that if g ∈ G satisfies [S, g] ≤ K then [λk, g] ∈ γm+1−i(S,G) ∩K for all k ∈ {1, . . . , |Λ|}.

We will now show by induction on t that for each t ∈ {0, . . . , |Λ|} there exists a generating set

Z1∪Xt∪Yt for G of size d such that Yt centralises 〈γm+1−i(S), λ1, . . . , λt〉 and |Xt| ≤ |X ′|+ cit.

Setting X0 = X ′ and Y0 = Y ′ gives the result for t = 0, so assume that t ≥ 1 and that Xt−1

and Yt−1 have been successfully defined.
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Initially, we let Xt = Xt−1, Yt = {y ∈ Yt−1 : [λt, y] = 1} and Ut = Yt−1 \ Yt. Suppose

that there exist distinct u and v in Ut such that [λt, u] = [λt, v]. Then λt ∈ γm−i(S) and

u, v ∈ Yt−1 ⊆ CG(γm+1−i(S)), so [λt, uv
−1] = 1 by Lemma 4.3(i). By assumption, uv−1 also

centralises λ1, . . . , λt−1, so we may remove v from Ut and put vu−1 into Yt whilst maintaining

the fact that Z1 ∪ Xt ∪ Yt ∪ Ut is a generating set for G of size d such that Yt centralises

〈γm+1−i(S), λ1, . . . , λt〉. Once the values of [λt, u] are distinct for all u ∈ Ut, the set Ut has size

at most ci, so we set Xt = Xt ∪ Ut. This completes this induction on t.

Now, setting X = X|Λ| and Y = Y|Λ| yields a generating set of size d, with |X| suitably
bounded, so it remains only show that Y centralises γm−i(S). By Lemma 4.3(i), for all s ∈ S,

all y ∈ Y ⊆ CG(γm+1−i(S)), and all λ ∈ Λ ⊆ γm−i(S), the commutator [λs, y] = [λ, y][λ,s].

Since Y centralises Λ, it follows that Y centralises all S-conjugates of Λ. Now Lemma 4.3(ii)

shows that γm−i(S) is generated by the set of S-conjugates of Λ, so Y centralises γm−i(S), as

required. This completes the induction on i, and hence the proof.

We now prove an easier technical result. Recall that if K is a p-group, by Kp 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 kd

subgroups H ∈ NormSub(G,L) with |L : H| ≤ k.

Proof. We will induct on k = pa. The case k = p0 is trivial, so assume k = pa with a ≥ 1.

For each H ∈ NormSub(G,L) with |L : H| = pa, 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 | = pa−1. Write

Max(J) for the set of maximal subgroups of J . Then

|{H ∈ NormSub(G,L) : |L : H| = pa}| ≤
∑

J∈NormSub(G,L),|L:J |=pa−1

|Max(J)|.

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]Jp), namely (pdim (J/([J,G]Jp)) − 1)/(p − 1) ≤ pdim (J/([J,G]Jp)) − 1. By Lemma 2.5(i),

dim (J/([J,G]Jp)) = dG(J) ≤ d, and so |Max(J)| ≤ pd − 1. Therefore by induction there are at

most p(a−1)d(pd − 1) + p(a−1)d = pad = kd subgroups H ∈ NormSub(G,L) with |L : H| ≤ k.

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 Q, then it suffices to let dN bound the normal

generator number of subgroups in NormSub(G, [V (G), G] ∩ ker(π)), 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 × P for some R and P such that Gπ = P , where π : R × 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′ ∩ ker(π)). Define

h(Q,F,G) = |Aut(Q)||Q|d(Q)(1+e)+cl(G)|[F,Q]|d(F )cl(G)
.

Then

|Epi(G,Q)| ≤ h(Q,F,G)d(G)d(Q) |CQ(F )|d(G)|[F,Q]|dN .
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In particular, if Q and each of the given direct factors of P have order at most pk for some k,

and R is a subdirect product of groups of order at most pk, then

|Epi(G,Q)| ≤ κ3d(G)κ4 |CQ(F )|d(G)|[F,Q]|dN .

for some constants κ3 = κ3(p, k) and κ4 = κ4(p, k).

Proof. First, by Lemma 4.2 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) = ∅ then the result is trivial, otherwise

we may choose a subset V of Z of size d(Q) such that Epi(〈V 〉, Q) 6= ∅, and we may fix a

ρ ∈ Epi(〈V 〉, Q). Write Epi(G,Q, ρ) for the set of θ ∈ Epi(G,Q) such that θ|〈V 〉 = ρ. Let S

be a d(F )-generated subgroup of 〈V 〉 such that ρ(S) = F ✂Q: notice that every epimorphism

θ ∈ Epi(G,Q, ρ) maps SG to F . Finally, let K = ker(π).

Let H ∈ NormSub(G, [SG, G] ∩K) have index at most |[F,Q]| in [SG, G] ∩K, and define

N (V, ρ,H) = {N ✂G : N = ker(θ) for some θ ∈ Epi(G,Q, ρ) and N ∩ ([SG, G] ∩K) = H}.

We first bound |N (V, ρ,H)|: notice in particular that if it is non-zero, then H ≤ ker(θ) for some

θ ∈ Epi(G,Q, ρ). By Lemma 4.2, all but at most d(Q)e elements z of Z satisfy [z, SG] ≤ K, so

we can decompose Z as V ∪W ∪W1 with |W | ≤ d(Q)e and [z, SG] ≤ K for all z ∈ W1.

Writing bars to denote reduction modulo H, we apply Lemma 4.4 to G = 〈Z〉, with S ≤
〈V ∪W 〉 (so that Z1 becomes V ∪W ) to see that G has a generating set

T := (V ∪W ) ∪X ∪ Y

of size |Z| such that Y ⊆ CG(S) and |X | ≤ cl(G)|[S,G] ∩ K|d(S)cl(G). Furthermore, d(S) ≤
d(S) ≤ d(F ) and by our assumption on |H|,

|[F,Q]] ≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

[SG, G] ∩K

H

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

[SG, G]

H
∩ K

H

∣

∣

∣

∣

= |[SG
, G] ∩K|,

so |X| ≤ cl(G)|[F,Q]|d(F )cl(G).

Let θ ∈ Epi(G,Q, ρ) satisfy θ(H) = 1. Then θ is completely determined by the reduced map

θ : G → Q, which in turn is determined by the image of each t ∈ T . Since θ|〈V 〉 = ρ, the map

θ is determined by θ|W∪X∪Y . Clearly, there are at most |Q||W |+|X| ≤ |Q|d(Q)e+|X | possibilities
for the restriction of θ to W ∪X . Also, since each such θ satisfies θ(S) = F , each element of Y

is mapped to CQ(F ). Each N ∈ N (V, ρ,H) is the kernel of at least one such epimorphism θ, so

|N (V, ρ,H)| ≤ |Q|d(Q)e+|X||CQ(F )||Y | ≤ |Q|d(Q)e+cl(G)|[F,Q]|d(F )cl(G) |CQ(F )|d(G)

≤ h(Q,F,G)/(|Aut(Q)||Q|d(Q)) · |CQ(F )|d(G).

Next we consider the M ∈ NormSub(G, [SG, G] ∩K) which be expressed as [SG, G] ∩K ∩
ker(θ), for some θ ∈ Epi(G,Q, ρ). Writing N = ker(θ), from ρ(S) = F we calculate

|[F,Q]| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

[

SGN

N
,
G

N

]∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

[SG, G]N

N

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

([SG, G] ∩K)N

N

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

[SG, G] ∩K

M

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

so M has index at most |[F,Q]| in [SG, G] ∩ K, and in particular |N (V, ρ,M)| is bounded as

above. Furthermore, since [SG, G]∩K ≤ G′ ∩K we can bound dG(M) ≤ dN . Now Lemma 4.5,

with [SG, G] ∩K in place of L, shows that there are at most |[F,Q]|dN groups M .
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Next, the number of normal subgroups N that satisfy N = ker(θ) for some θ ∈ Epi(G,Q, ρ)

is bounded by the product of |[F,Q]|dN and the maximum of |N (V, ρ,H)| over all choices for

H = [SG, G] ∩K ∩ ker(θ)}. Also, we can bound Epi(〈V 〉, Q) by |Q||V | = |Q|d(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 )| ≤ (h(Q,F,G)/|Aut(Q)|)|CQ(F )|d(G)|[F,Q]|dN .

Finally, Burnside’s Basis Theorem shows that every N such that G/N ∼= Q lies in N (V ) for

at least one d(Q)-element subset V of Z. There are at most |Z||V | = d(G)d(Q) such V , and for

each such N there are at most |Aut(Q)| epimorphisms θ : G → Q 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).

5 Normal subgroups of transitive p-groups

In this section we study normal subgroups of transitive p-subgroups of Sn, and in particular

derive bounds on their normal generator number.

Definition 5.1. Let G ≤ Sn be a transitive 2-group, and let E ✂ G. If there exists an i > 0

such that dG(E) = n/4 + i then for the largest such i we say that (G,E) has excess i and is

excessive. Furthermore, if (G,E) has excess i for some E ✂ G, then for the largest such i we

say that G has excess i and is excessive.

We will start by studying excessive groups. In particular, in Proposition 5.3 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 231, 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 2.5(i) bounds

dG(E) ≤ log |E/[G,E]|.

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 F2[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 2.5(i) that each transitive

2-group G of degree 32 satisfies d(G) ≤ 10.
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(ii). By Lemma 2.5(i), if |E/[G,E| ≤ 28 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

|Gab| for each transitive 2-group G of degree 32, and observe that in each case

|Gab| ≤ 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 29 ≤ |E/[G,E]| = |Gab|/|G :

E| ≤ 210/|G : E|, so that |G : E| = 2 and |Gab| = 210. We check computationally that if

|Gab| = 210 then (G,G) has excess 2, and dG(E) = 9 for each E ✂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 Σ of minimal blocks for G. Then K is abelian so EK 6= G,

and hence GΣ 6= EΣ. We shall show that no such E exists.

Let U = E ∩ K, and let V be the natural F2[G
Σ]-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

(E ∩K)/([G,E] ∩K) = U/([G,E] ∩K). Let d = dGΣ(U). Then

29 ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[G,E]

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

U

[G,E] ∩K

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

EΣ

[G,E]Σ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2d
∣

∣

∣

∣

EΣ

[G,E]Σ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (5.2)

We use Magma to consider each transitive 2-group H of degree 16 as a possible GΣ. If H is

not elementary abelian, then we compute the submodules of F2[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 25

if |H : L| = 2, at most 24 if |H : L| > 2, and at most 24/[H : L] if H is elementary abelian.

Since EΣ 6= GΣ, it follows from (5.2) that |GΣ : EΣ| = 2, and either GΣ is elementary abelian,

so has ID 3 and d = 6, or |EΣ|/|[GΣ, EΣ]| = 25 and d = 4, which implies that GΣ has ID 197

or 448. In addition, notice that equality holds in (5.2), so |U/([G,E] ∩K)| = 2d.

Next, since |G : EK| = 2, the subgroup is supplemented by the abelian group 〈g〉 for

any g 6∈ EK. Thus, reasoning as just after (5.1) shows that [G,G] = [G,EK] and hence

[G,G] = [G,E][G,K]. It follows that

|[G,E]| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

[G,G]

[G,K]

∣

∣

∣

∣

|[G,E] ∩ [G,K]| ≥
∣

∣

∣

∣

[G,G]

[G,K]

∣

∣

∣

∣

|[E,K]| = |[G,G]|
|RadGΣ(K)| |RadEΣ(K)|. (5.3)

Therefore
∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[G,E]

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

RadGΣ(K)

RadEΣ(K)

∣

∣

∣

∣

|E|
|[G,G]| .

Furthermore, from Lemma 2.5(i), 2d = |U/[G,U ]|. Thus, from |U/([G,E]∩K)| = 2d we deduce

that [G,E] ∩ K = [G,U ] = RadGΣ(U). Since [G,U ] ≤ [G,E] ∩ [G,K] ≤ [G,E] ∩K, equality

holds throughout, so from the initial equality in (5.3) we deduce

∣

∣

∣

∣

E

[G,E]

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

RadGΣ(K)

RadGΣ(U)

∣

∣

∣

∣

|E|
|[G,G]| .

Comparing these two expressions for |E/[G,E]| shows that V has submodules U ≤ K, with

dGΣ(U) = d, such that |RadGΣ(U)| ≥ |RadEΣ(K)| for some maximal subgroup EΣ of GΣ. We use

Magma to compute the maximal subgroups EΣ of our threee possible groups GΣ, 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 = E ∩K this implies that K ≤ E so |G : E| = |GΣ : EΣ| = 2, a contradiction.

(iii). This is proved using Magma: for each excessive group G, we compute all submodules of

the natural F2[G] permutation module, and find the difference between its dimension and the

dimension of its Jacobson radical.

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} and n ≤ 32. If i = 2

then (G,E) has excess 3− [G : E], and n ∈ {8, 16, 32}. If i = 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; or n = 27, E = G has ID 712 in the Magma database, and d(G) = 5.

(iii) Suppose that p is odd. If dG(E) > 2n/p2, then n = p and E = G ∼= Cp.

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(E) ≤ n/4.

We fix some notation. Let Σ be a minimal block system for G, let π be the natural surjection

to S := GΣ, and let K = ker(π). Note that K is isomorphic, as an S-group, to a submodule of

the natural F2[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 dS(E ∩ K) ≤
(

5
⌊ 1
2
5⌋
)

= 10, so dG(E) ≤ 10 + 5 < 16 = n/4 by

Lemma 2.5(ii). If S is not elementary abelian, then dS(E ∩ 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 dS(E∩K) ≤ 6, unless S has ID 145717

in which case dS(E ∩ K) ≤ 7. Additionally, since the result holds for n = 32 we know that

dS(Eπ) ≤ 8+2 = 10, and dS(Eπ) ≤ 9 if S has ID 145717, so again it follows from Lemma 2.5(ii)

that dG(E) ≤ 16.

Thus we may assume inductively that n = 2k ≥ 128, and that no transitive 2-group of

degree less than n and greater than 32 is excessive. If S is elementary abelian, then dS(Eπ) =

d(Eπ) ≤ d(S) = k−1. Further, dS(E∩K) ≤
( k−1
⌊ 1
2
(k−1)⌋

)

≤ b2k−1/
√
k − 1 by [19, Lemma 4.1 and

Theorem 4.13], where b :=
√

2/π. It follows from Lemma 2.5(ii) that dG(E) ≤ b2k−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 dS(E ∩ K) ≤ 1
4 dimK = n/8. Since n/2 > 32, the

minimality of n implies that dS(Eπ) ≤ n/8, and so dG(E) ≤ n/4 by Lemma 2.5(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 ∼= Cp, is immediate. If n = p2, then dG(E) ≤ 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

dG(E) = 2 if and only if G is not cyclic and E = G, and that the claims for n = 27 also hold.

For the inductive step, assume that n ≥ p3, with n > 27 if p = 3. Then G embeds

in Cp ≀ Sn/p, and we let π be the natural surjection, with transitive image S and kernel K. If

n = 81 and S is TransitiveGroup(27, 712), we can compute all submodules of the natural F3[S]-

permutation module to check that dS(K ∩ E) ≤ 3. It follows from Lemma 2.5(ii) that in this
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case dG(E) ≤ 3+5 = 8. In all other cases, we use [10, Lemma 3.1] to bound dS(K ∩E) ≤ n/p2.

Since n > p2, and n > 27 if p = 3, the inductive hypotheses for parts (ii) and (iii) show

dS(Eπ) ≤ n/(2p2) and dS(Eπ) ≤ 2n/p3, respectively. We now apply Lemma 2.5(ii) again:

since n/p2 + n/(2p2) ≤ n/(2p) and n/p2 + 2n/p3 ≤ 2n/p2, both parts follow.

Definition 5.4. Let G be a subdirect product of G1 × · · · ×Gt. We say that G is k-projecting

if there exists a subset I := {i1, . . . , ik} of {1, . . . , t} such that GπI = Gi1 × · · · × Gik , 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, . . . , Gt be transitive p-groups, of degrees n1, . . . , nt respectively, let n =
∑n

i=1 ni and let G be a subdirect product of G1 × · · · × Gt ≤ Sn. Assume that G is (t − r)-

projecting, and the Gi are indexed so that Gπr+1,...t = Gr+1 × · · · × Gt. Let N be a normal

subgroup of G, let d1 =
∑

i≤r ni and d2 =
∑

i≥r+1 ni.

(i) If p is odd and ni > p for all i, then dG(N) ≤ 2n/p2. Moreover, if p = 3 and for each i

either ni > 27 or ni = 27 and dGi((N∩(G1×· · ·×Gi))πi) 6= 5 then dG(N) ≤ n/6 = n/(2p).

(ii) Assume p = 2.

(a) dG(N) ≤ 3
8d1 +

1
2d2.

(b) If no Gi, for i ≤ r, has excess 2 and degree 8, then dG(N) ≤ 5
16d1 +

1
2d2.

(c) If no Gi, for i ≤ r, has excess 2, then dG(N) ≤ 1
4d1 +

1
2d2.

(iii) Assume p = 2, suppose that N ≤ G′ ∩ ker(πr+1,...,t), and let J be the subset of {1, . . . , r}
such that Gi is non-abelian if and only if i ∈ J . Then dG(N) ≤ 1

4(
∑

j∈J nj) ≤ 1
4d1.

Proof. For all i, let Ni = [N ∩ (G1 × · · · ×Gi)]πi. Then Ni ✂Gi and dG(N) ≤∑t
i=1 dGi(Ni).

(i). This is now immediate from Proposition 5.3(ii) and (iii).

(ii). For any i ≤ r, let X = (G ∩ (G1 × · · · × Gi))πi,r+1,...t. If Xπi = Gi, then X ∩ Gi = Gi,

and so Gπi,r+1,...,t = Gi × Gr+1 × · · · × Gt, contradicting the fact that G is (t − r)-projecting.

Therefore Ni < Gi for all i ≤ r, so either ni ≤ 2 and dGi(Ni) = 0, or Proposition 5.3(i) shows

that dGi(Ni) ≤ (ni/4) + 1. Hence in both cases dGi(Ni) ≤ 3ni/8 for all i ≤ r. Furthermore, if

no such Gi has excess 2, then dGi(Ni) ≤ ni/4 for all i ≤ r; while if no such Gi has excess 2 and

degree 8 then dGi(Ni) ≤ 5ni/16 for all i ≤ r. Part (ii) now follows, since dGi(Ni) ≤ ni/2 for

i ≥ r + 1.

(iii). Our assumptions imply that Ni = 1 whenever i 6∈ J . Furthermore, Ni ≤ G′
i for each i, so

|Gi : Ni| > 2 for all i ∈ J . It then follows from Proposition 5.3(i) that dGi(Ni) ≤ ni/4 for all

i ∈ J , and Part (iii) now follows.

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

Lemma 5.6. Let G be a finite 2-group such that Gab 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′||Z(Q)| ≤ 2d−dG(K)|KN/N ||(G/KN)′||Z(G/KN)|.

Proof. (i). HereQ′ ∼= G′/(N∩G′), soQab = G/(NG′). The result now follows from Lemma 2.5(i),

since Qab is elementary abelian.

(ii). 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) ≥ dG(W ) + d(Q/W ) ≥ a,

so equality holds throughout. Now applying Part (i) with Q/W in place of G/N gives

dG(W ) + d(Q/W ) = dG(W ) + dim (Q/WQ′) = dim (W/[Q,W ]) + dim (Q/WQ′) = a.

Conversely, since Qab is elementary abelian, dim (W/(W ∩Q′))+dim (Q/WQ′) = dim(Q/Q′) =
a, so from W ∩Q′ ≥ [Q,W ] we deduce that W ∩Q′ = [Q,W ]. Since (Q/W )′ = Q′/(W ∩Q′),
rearranging yields

|Q′| = |W ∩Q′||(Q/W )′| = |[Q,W ]||(G/KN)′|.

Temporarily setting N = 1 shows that K ∩ G′ = [K,G], so K ∩ N ≤ [G,K] ≤ K and we

deduce that

W

[Q,W ]
∼= K[G,K]N

[G,K]N
∼= K

K ∩ [G,K]N
∼= K

(K ∩N)[G,K]
=

K

[G,K]
.

Since K is elementary abelian, so is K/[G,K], whence |W/[Q,W ]| = |K/[G,K]| = 2dG(K).

Hence

|Q′| = |[Q,W ]||(G/KN)′| = 2−dG(K)|W ||(G/KN)′| = 2−dG(K)|KN/N ||(G/KN)′|.

Now, G acts trivially on the elementary abelian section Z(Q) ∩ (KN/N) of K, so from the

definition of d we deduce that |Z(Q)∩ (KN/N)| ≤ 2d. Hence |Z(Q)| ≤ |Z(Q)∩W ||Z(Q/W )| ≤
2d|Z(G/KN)|, and the result follows.

The motivation behind our second main result of this section is Theorem 4.6, where the

invariants |[F,Q]| and |CQ(F )| for p-groups F ✂Q 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]||CQ(F )|3 = 24 =

2n/2 with |CQ(F )| = 2 = 2n/8.

(ii) The group G has excess 1 and |[F,Q]||CQ(F )| ≤ 2n/2 with |CQ(F )| ≤ 2n/4.

(iii) The group G has excess 2 and |[F,Q]||CQ(F )|5/4 ≤ 2n/2 with |CQ(F )| ≤ 2n/4.

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 Q. 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]||CQ(F )| ≤ 216 and

|CQ(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 Q non-abelian we deduce that |G : Z| > 2, so that by Lemma 5.2(ii)

we can bound |Z/[G,Z]| ≤ 28, i.e.

|Z(Q)| ≤ 28 = 2n/4. (5.4)

We check the groups of excess 1 and degree 32 and compute that in each case Gab is

elementary abelian, so it follows from Lemma 5.6(i) that N ≤ G′. Write |G′| = 2ℓ: we can

check using Magma that ℓ ≤ 16. If |N | = |N ∩G′| ≥ 2ℓ−8, then since G′/N = G′N/N = Q′, the
result follows from (5.4) by taking F = Q. So we may assume that

|N | < 2ℓ−8, (5.5)

and in particular that ℓ ≥ 9.

We can check using Magma that all 21 of the groupsG of excess 1 with ℓ ≥ 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 Z2(G) and verify that for each Q = 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 2k lies in Zk(G), so in particular this completes the arguments when |N | ≤ 4.

We may therefore assume that |N | ≥ 8, so ℓ ≥ 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 6≤ Z3(G), since |N | ≥ 16, and that ℓ ≥ 13 by (5.5).

There are only four such groups G, and we shall show that for each G the result holds with

F = Q. Let Σ be a set of minimal blocks for G, and let K be the kernel of the action of G on

Σ. 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 dGΣ(U) over all submodules U of the natural F2[G
Σ]-

permutation module (which includes all submodules of K). If N 6≤ K, then all NΣ-orbits have

length at least 2, so since N acts trivially onKN/N , we deduce that |KN/N | ≤ 2dN (K) ≤ 2n/4 =

28 by [8, Lemma 1.7]. Furthermore, |(G/KN)′||Z(G/KN)| is bounded by the maximum over

all normal subgroups M of GΣ of |(GΣ/M)′||Z(GΣ/M)|, and we may compute this maximum

and denote it 2s. Applying Lemma 5.6(ii) now yields |Q′||Z(Q)| ≤ 2d−3+b+s, which is at most

216 in each case.

If instead N ≤ K, then from |N | ≥ 16 we deduce that |KN/N | ≤ b := |K|/16. Furthermore,

in this case we can simply let 2s = |(G/KN)′||Z(G/KN)| = |(GΣ)′||Z(GΣ)|. Again, applying

Lemma 5.6(ii) yields |Q′||Z(Q)| ≤ 2d−3+b+s, which is at most 216, as required.

(iii). For each G of excess 2, we use Magma to check that |G′| ≤ 29, so we can compute all the

possibilities for L := N ∩G′. 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 Q := G/N has a suitable term F in its upper central series.
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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 Sn 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 ζ0 such that for all n > 1, all soluble transitive

G ≤ Sn, and all normal subgroups N of G,

dG(N) ≤ ζ0n√
log n

.

Proof. In the proof below, we shall encounter absolute constants κ and η, both from [19]. We

shall prove that the result holds with ζ0 minimal subject to ζ0 ≥ 1 and

(κη log r + ζ0)s√
log s

≤ ζ0rs√
log rs

for all r, s ∈ Z≥2.

We induct on n. If G is primitive then d(N) ≤ 1 + log n ≤ ζ0n/
√
log n 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 ≤ Sr, and a transitive soluble

group T ≤ Ss, such that G ≤ R ≀ T and G projects onto T . Let K = G ∩ Rs, 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 = N0 ≤ N1 ≤ · · · ≤ Nℓ = N ∩K

such that for each i the quotient Mi = Ni/Ni−1 is isomorphic to an Fpi [G]-submodule of an

induced module Ui ↑GH , with pi prime,
∑ℓ

i=1 dimFpi
Ui ≤ cl(R), and |G : H| = s. Furthermore,

by [19, Lemma 2.17, Corollary 4.26] there exists an absolute constant κ such that each such Mi

satisfies dG(Mi) ≤ κs dimFpi
Ui/

√
log s. The group R is primitive of degree r, so cl(R) ≤ η log r

for some absolute constant η, by [17, Theorem 2.10]. Therefore

dG(N ∩K) ≤
ℓ
∑

i=1

dG(Mi) ≤
ℓ
∑

i=1

κs dimFpi
Ui√

log s
≤ κs√

log s

ℓ
∑

i=1

dimFpi
Ui ≤

κscl(R)√
log s

≤ κηs log r√
log s

.

Now, G/K embeds transitively in Ss, so by induction dG/K(NK/K) ≤ ζ0s/
√
log s. Hence

dG(N) ≤ dG(N ∩K) + dG/K(NK/K) ≤ κηs log r√
log s

+
ζ0s√
log s

=
(κη log r + ζ0)s√

log s
.

Hence the result follows.

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 ζ such that the following holds. For all

n ≥ 1 and all non-trivial soluble subgroups G of Sn, if all non-trivial orbits of G have length at

least m, then d(G) ≤ ζn/
√
logm. In particular, for any λ > 0, letting C = 2(ζ/λ)

2
ensures that

each soluble G ≤ Sn with all non-trivial orbit lengths at least C satisfies d(G) ≤ λn.

Proof. We shall show that the result holds with ζ = ζ0, the constant from Lemma 6.1.

Let G ≤ Sn 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 G1 ×G2 for some soluble groups G1 ≤ Sn1 and G2 ≤ Sn−n1 , such that G1

is transitive and n1 ≥ m.

Let N = G ∩ G1 ✂ G1, and identify N with the corresponding subgroup of Sn1 . Then

dG(N) = dG1(N), so by Lemma 6.1

d(G) ≤ d(G/N) + dG(N) = d(G2) + dG1(N) ≤ d(G2) + ζn1/
√

log n1.

Now d(G2) ≤ ζ(n− n1)/
√
logm, since G2 has all nontrivial orbits of length at least m, and G

is a minimal counterexample. The result follows from n1 ≥ m.

We also record a second easy corollary of Lemma 6.1.

Corollary 6.3. Let G ≤ Sn be soluble, with non-trivial orbit lengths n1, . . . , nt, and let N ✂G.

Let ζ be the constant from Proposition 6.2. Then dG(N) ≤ ζ
∑t

i=1 ni/
√
log ni.

Proof. We induct on t: the case t = 1 is Lemma 6.1 (recalling from the proof of Proposition 6.2

that ζ = ζ0). For t > 1, the group G embeds is a subdirect product of G1 ×G2 ≤ Sn1 × Sn−n1,

whereG1 is transitive andG2 has non-trivial orbit lengths n2, . . . , nt. Let ρ denote the projection

to G2, then dG(N) ≤ dG(N ∩G1) + dG(Nρ). As in the previous proof, dG(N ∩G1) = dG1(N ∩
G1) ≤ ζn1/

√
log n1, whilst dG(Nρ) = dG2(Nρ). The result follows by induction.

Here is the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.4. Fix a real number ǫ > 0 and a group theoretic property P such that:

(i) P is closed under taking subgroups and quotients;

(ii) there exist constants δ = δP and γ = γP such that for all n ∈ Z>0, there exists a (possibly

empty) set Cn of transitive subgroups of Sn, each of order at most 2δn, and lying in at

most 2γn conjugacy classes, such that each transitive P-group is a subgroup of at least one

group in Cn;

(iii) there exists a constant C such that for all n ≥ 1, if G ≤ Sn is a P-group with all non-trivial

orbits of length at least C then d(G) ≤ ǫn/δ.

Let f : Z≥0 → R≥0 be a non-decreasing function such that for all partitions n = n1 + · · · + nt

with ni < C for each i, and all groups Hi ∈ Cni , we can bound |SubP(H1×· · ·×Ht)| ≤ 2ǫn
2+f(n).

Then

|SubP(Sn)| ≤ 2ǫn
2+f(n)+n logn+γn+4

√
n ≤ 2ǫn

2+f(n)+(5+γ)n logn.

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 6.2 holds without the assumption of solubility, such a C is

guaranteed to exist for any property P.) Theorem 6.4 tells us that, as long as the property

P satisfies Conditions (i)–(iii), then to prove that |SubP(Sn)| ≤ 2ǫn
2+o(n2), it suffices to prove
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that such a bound holds for the number of P-subgroups of Sn with bounded orbit lengths, i.e.

to find a suitable function f(n) ∈ o(n2). 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 Cn
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 = n1+· · ·+nt with n1 ≤ n2 ≤ · · · ≤ nt, let S(n1, . . . , nt)

be the set of P-subgroups of Sn with orbit lengths n1, . . . , nt. The number Part(n) of integer

partitions of n is less than 24
√
n (see [2, p172]), so

|SubP(Sn)| ≤
∑

n=n1+···+nt

|S(n1, . . . , nt)| ≤ 24
√
n max
n=n1+···+nt

{|S(n1, . . . , nt)|}.

Fix n1, . . . , nt attaining this maximum value, and let D be the set of subgroups of Sn of the

form L1×· · ·×Lt, where Li ∈ Cni . By Condition (ii), the set D contains at most 2γn conjugacy

classes of groups, so |D| ≤ 2γn+n logn. For Li ∈ Cni , let T (L1, . . . , Lt) be the set of P-subgroups

G of L1 × · · · × Lt with the property that the coordinate projection Gπi is transitive for all i.

Then each G ∈ S(n1, . . . , nt) lies in T (L1, . . . , Lt) for some L1 × · · · × Lt ∈ D. Therefore

max
n=n1+···+nt

{|S(n1, . . . , nt)|} ≤ 2γn+n logn max
L1×···×Lt∈D

{|T (L1, . . . , Lt)|}.

Fix one such partition of n, let r ∈ {0, . . . , t} be such that ni < C if and only if i ≤ r, and fix

Li ∈ Cni . Let d1 =
∑

i≤r ni and d2 = n− d1. Let D1 = L1 × · · · ×Lr and D2 = Lr+1 × · · · ×Lt,

with Di trivial if di = 0. Let H be a P-subgroup of D1, and let T be a P-subgroup of D2

such that Tπi is transitive for all i ∈ {r + 1, . . . , t} (the group T is trivial if d2 = 0). Notice

that Condition (ii) bounds |ND1(H)/H| ≤ |D1| ≤ 2δd1 and |D2| ≤ 2δd2 , while d(T ) ≤ ǫd2/δ by

Condition (iii). Thus

|Hom(T,ND1(H)/H)| ≤ (2δd1)ǫd2/δ = 2ǫd1d2 .

There are at most 2ǫd
2
1+f(d1) groups H by definition of f , and there are at most |D2|ǫd2/δ =

2δd2ǫd2/δ = 2ǫd
2
2 choices for T . Hence by Lemma 2.3(ii)

|SubP(Sn)| ≤ 24
√
n+γn+n logn|T (L1, . . . , Lt)|

≤ 24
√
n+γn+n logn+ǫd21+f(d1)+ǫd22+ǫd1d2 ≤ 2ǫn

2+f(n)+n logn+γn+4
√
n

and the proof is complete.

7 The proofs of Theorems 2 and 3

In this section we shall prove Theorems 2 and 3. 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 + 1)p, and 1 − 4mp−⌊m/2⌋ ≤ 1/2. Then there exists an αR > 0 such that

|Subp(Sn)| ≥ pn
2/4p2+αRn logn for all (p,m, n) ∈ R. In particular, this bound holds for all

n < 24 and p ≤ n/2.

Proof. Let (p,m) be as above. Then 1− 4mp−⌊m/2⌋ ≤ 1/2 if and only if m = 2 and p ≤ 13, or

m = 3 and p ≤ 23, or m ∈ {4, 5} and p ≤ 5, or m ∈ {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 := Cm
p ≤ Smp. Each subdirect product H of G acts as Cp on each orbit, so any two such

subdirect products H and H1 that are Smp-conjugate are also NSmp(G)-conjugate, while groups

with different orbit projections are not conjugate in Smp. Thus, the number of p-subgroups of

Sn is at least the product of the number of subdirect products of G and |Sn : AGL1(p) ≀ Sm|.
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 pn
2/4p2 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

Fm
p , and subtract from this the product of m and the number of ⌊m/2⌋-subspaces of Fm−1

p .

If n < 24 and p is any prime at most n/2 then (p, ⌊n/p⌋, n) ∈ R, so the final claim follows.

Lemma 7.2. There exists an absolute constant α0 < 1 such that the following holds. Let n ≥ 24,

let p ≤ n/2 be prime, and let m = ⌊n/p⌋. Then nα0(n−m) ≥ (p− 1)m+p−1/2p(m+1)/2en−p−m+3.

Proof. We shall prove that this holds with α0 = 448/453. Write ln for natural logarithms, and

notice first that since n/p− 1 < m ≤ n/p,

ln
(

(p− 1)m+p− 1
2p

m+1
2 en−p−m+3

)

= (m+ p− 1/2) ln(p − 1) +

(

m

2
+

1

2

)

ln p+ (n− p−m+ 3)

≤
(

n

p
+ p− 1

2

)

ln(p− 1) +

(

n

2p
+

1

2

)

ln p+ (n− p− n

p
+ 4)

and we let a(n, p) denote the final right hand side above. We bound ln(nn−m) = (n−m) lnn ≥
b(n, p) := (n− n/p+ 1) ln n.

For p ≥ 7 we shall use the fact that n ≥ 24 to bound 3 ≤ lnn, giving

a(n, p) ≤
((

n

p
+ p− 1

2

)

+

(

n

2p
+

1

2

)

+

(

n

3
− p

3
− n

3p
+

4

3

))

lnn ≤
(

7n

6p
+

n

3
+

2p

3
+

4

3

)

lnn.

Then using 7 ≤ p ≤ n/2 and n ≥ 24 we deduce that

a(n, p)

b(n, p)
≤ (7/(6p))n + n/3 + 2p/3 + 4/3

n− n/p+ 1
≤ (7/(6p))n + n/3 + n/3 + 4/3

(6/7)n + 1
≤ (5/6)n + 4/3

(6/7)n + 1
≤ 448

453
.

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

(n/4 + 1/2) ln 2 + (n/2 + 2)

(n/2 + 1) ln n
=

ln 2

2 ln n
+

1

lnn
+

1

(n/2 + 1) ln n
< 0.44

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.

Proposition 7.3. Let p be prime. There exists a constant αp > 0 such that if n ≥ p, then

|Subp(Sn)| ≥ pn
2/4p2+αpn logn. In particular, there exists an absolute constant α > 0 such that

|Sub(Sn)| ≥ 2n
2/16+αn logn whenever n > 1.

Proof. Let αR be as in Lemma 7.1 and let α0 be as in Lemma 7.2. We shall show that the

result holds for

αp := min

{

0.08,
(1− (2p − 1)2/(4p2))

2p log (2p)
, αR, (1 − α0)(1− 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 Sn and check that

there are strictly more than pn
2/4p2+0.08n logn, so assume that p ≥ 5. Then (p − 2)! > p so Sn

has n!/(p(p − 1)(n − p)!) =
( n
n−p

)

· (p− 2)! ≥ p nontrivial p-subgroups. Now n/2p < 1, so

1− (2p− 1)2/4p2

2p log (2p)
≤

1− n2

4p2

2p log (2p)
=

logp (pp
−n2/4p2)

2p log (2p)
≤

logp (
( n
n−p

)

· (p− 2)!p−n2/4p2)

n log n

<
logp (|Subp(Sn)|p−n2/4p2)

n log n
,

as required.

Now, suppose that m := ⌊n/p⌋ ≥ 2 and (p,m, n) 6∈ R, so that in particular n ≥ 24. Let

G = G1 × · · · × Gm ≤ Sn be generated by m disjoint p-cycles, so that that G ∼= Cm
p . We

now reason similarly to the proof of Lemma 7.1. By Lemma 2.4(i), for all d ∈ {1, . . . ,m} the

number of subgroups of G of order pd is at most 4p(m−d)d and at least p(m−d)d. It follows

that the number of subdirect products of G of order pd is at least p(m−d)d − 4mp(m−d−1)d =

p(m−d)d(1 − 4mp−d) ≥ 1
2p

(m2−1)/4, by Lemma 7.1. From n/p < m + 1 we deduce that
1
2p

(m2−1)/4 ≥ 1
2p

(n2/p2−2n/p)/4 ≥ pn
2/4p2 · 1

2p(m+1)/2 . As in the proof of Lemma 7.1, the sets

{A : A ≤ G subdirect of order p⌊m/2⌋}g, as g runs over a set of coset representatives for NSn(G)

in Sn, are pairwise disjoint. Thus, the number of p-subgroups of Sn is at least pn
2/4p2 · (|Sn :

NSn(G)| 1
2p(m+1)/2 ). Next, by Stirling’s approximation

√
2πd

(

d

e

)d

< d! < 1.1
√
2πd

(

d

e

)d

(valid for all integers d ≥ 1), and the bounds p ≤ n/2 and n−mp ≤ p− 1, we see that

|Sn : NSn(G)| 1

2p(m+1)/2
=

n!

(p(p− 1))mm!(n−mp)!

1

2p(m+1)/2

≥ n!

(p(p− 1))mm!(p− 1)!

1

2p(m+1)/2

≥ nn

2(1.1)2
√
2π(p− 1)m+p−1/2pmmmen−m−p+1

1

p(m+1)/2

≥ nn−m

(p− 1)m+p−1/2p(m+1)/2en−m−p+3
≥ nn−m

nα0(n−m)

≥ n(1−α0)(n−m) ≥ n(1−α0)(n−n/p) = nn(1−α0)(1−1/p) ≥ nαpn,

where the final line follows by definition of α0 (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 × · · · ×Gt)| for various groups Gi. Recall Definition 3.3 of a lower triangular normal

subgroup tableau, of a lower coordinate tableau, and of the set L(G1, . . . , Gt). Recall also

Definition 5.4 of a k-projecting subdirect product.

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

Proposition 7.4. Let C be any integer greater than two. Then there exists a constant τ =

τ(2, C) such that the following holds. Let n = n1 + · · · + nt be a partition of n into 2-power

parts with 2 ≤ ni < C for all i. Then for all transitive 2-groups Gi ≤ Sni,

|Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ 2n
2/16+τn logn.
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Proof. For normal subgroups Ni of Gi, let S(N1, . . . , Nt) be the set of subdirect products G of

G1 × · · · ×Gt such that G∩Gi = Ni, and let Qi = Gi/Ni. The largest task of the proof will be

to show that there exists a constant κ5 = κ5(C) such that for all normal subgroups Ni of Gi

|S(N1, . . . , Nt)| ≤ 2n
2/16+κ5n logn|L(Q2, . . . , Qt)|. (7.1)

We shall prove that this holds with κ5 = 1 + κ1 + log κ3 + κ4, where κ1 = κ1(2, C) is from

Theorem 3.2, and both κ3 = κ3(2, C − 1) and κ4 = κ4(2, C − 1) are from Theorem 4.6.

Case I. Suppose first for each i ∈ {1, . . . , t}, if Gi has a normal subgroup Mi containing Ni

such that dGi(Mi/Ni) > ni/4 then the quotient Qi is abelian.

Index the Gi so that Gi has such an Mi if and only if i ≤ r, and let A = Q1 × · · · ×Qr and

d1 :=
∑

i≤r ni, so that A is trivial and d1 = 0 if r = 0.

Lemma 3.5 bounds |S(N1, . . . , Nr)| ≤ |Subdir(A)| ≤ |Sub(A)|. Additionally, |A| ≤ 2d1/2 by

Theorem 2.8, so if d1 6= 0 then |Sub(A)| ≤ 2d
2
1/16+log (d1/2)+2 ≤ 2d

2
1/16+d1 log d1 , by Lemma 2.4(i).

If r = t, then d1 = n and (7.1) follows, so assume that 0 ≤ r < t.

We apply the “In particular” part of Theorem 3.2 to Qr+1 × · · · × Qt with d = 1/4 to see

that

|Subdir(Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt)| ≤ 2(n−d1)2/16+κ1(t−r) log(t−r).

By Lemma 3.5, |S(Nr+1, . . . , Nt)| ≤ |Subdir(Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt)|, so in particular the result now

follows if r = 0: assume from now on that 0 < r < t. Our indexing of the groups means that if

L is a subdirect product of Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt then d(L) ≤ (n− d1)/4 by Lemma 3.9, whilst each

section Y of A satisfies |Y | ≤ |A| ≤ 2d1/2. We therefore deduce that |Hom(L, Y )| ≤ 2d1(n−d1)/8

for all such L and Y .

Each subdirect product of Q1 × · · · ×Qt projects to a subdirect product of Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt,

so we now apply Goursat’s Lemma 2.3(i) with P being the property of being subdirect to count

|S(N1, . . . , Nt)| ≤ |Subdir(Q1 × · · · ×Qr ×Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt))| by Lemma 3.5

≤ |Sub(A)| · |Subdir(Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt)|
·max{|Hom(L, Y )| : Y a section of A, L ∈ Subdir(Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt)}

≤ 2d
2
1/16+d1 log d1+(n−d1)2/16+κ1(t−r) log (t−r)+d1(n−d1)/8 ≤ 2n

2/16+(1+κ1)n logn.

Claim (7.1) now follows.

Case II. Now, without loss of generality, G1 has a normal subgroup M1 containing N1 such

that dG(M1/N1) > n1/4 and Q1 = G1/N1 is non-abelian. We shall induct on the number of

such factors Gi: the base case of none follows from Case I. The pair (G1,M1) is excessive, as in

Definition 5.1. We index the Gi so that precisely one of the following holds, and define related

variables e and f .

Case (IIa) G1 has excess 2 and degree 8, so that N1 = 1 (to ensure that Q1 is non-abelian). We set

e = 3 and f = 3/8.

Case (IIb) G1 has excess 2, and if there exists an i such that Gi has excess 2 and degree 8 then Qi

is abelian. We set e = 5/4 and f = 5/16.

Case (IIc) G1 has excess 1, and if there exists an i such that Gi has excess 2 then Qi is abelian. We

set e = 1 and f = 1/4.
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Next, notice that

S(N2, . . . , Nt) ⊆ L := {L ∈ Subdir(G2 × · · · ×Gt) : L ∩Gi ≥ Ni},

and temporarily fix an L ∈ L. Suppose that L is (t − r)-projecting, and re-index the Gi for

i > 1 so that Lπ{r+1,...,t} = Gr+1 × · · · ×Gt.

Our next task is to use the “in particular” statement of Theorem 4.6 to count the epimor-

phisms from A := L/(N2×· · ·×Nt) to Q := Q1. We shall put the projection of A to Q2×· · ·×Qr

in place of R, and to Qr+1 × · · · × Qt in place of P . Each Qi has order at most 2C−2, since

ni ≤ C, so we may set k = C − 2.

We have assumed that Q is non-abelian, and that there exists an M1 such that dG(M1) ≥
dG(M1/N1) > n1/4. If G1 has excess 1 then by Proposition 5.3 d(G1) = n1/4 + 1, and the

only normal subgroup K of G1 with dG1(K) > n1/4 is G1 itself, so M1 = G1, and assumption

becomes dG1(Q) = n1/4+1 = d(G1). Hence Theorem 5.7 applies to G1 in all three cases, and our

choices of e ensure that there exists a normal subgroup F of Q such that |[F,Q]||CQ(F )|e ≤ 2n1/2

and |CQ(F )| ≤ 2n1/4. Then taking logs in Theorem 4.6 gives

log |Epi(A,Q)| ≤ log κ3 + κ4 log d(A) + d(A) log |CQ(F )|+ dN log |[F,Q]|.

We now bound d(A) and dN .

Let d3 :=
∑r

i=2 ni and d4 :=
∑t

i=r+1 ni. Then Theorem 5.5(ii) implies that d(L) ≤ fd3+d4/2

which, since f ≤ e/4 in each case, is less than ed3/4 + d4/2; furthermore by Theorem 2.8

d(L) ≤ (n − n1)/2, so d(A) ≤ d(L) ≤ min{ed3/4 + d4/2, (n − n1)/2}. Next, by definition dN
is any upper bound on {dA(H) : H ∈ NormSub(A,A′ ∩ ker(πr+1,...,t))}. Now Theorem 5.5(iii)

shows that every H ∈ NormSub(L,L′ ∩ ker(πr+1,...,t)) can be generated as an L-group by d3/4

elements, so the same holds for A and we may set dN = d3/4. It now follows that

log |Epi(A,Q)| ≤ log κ3 + κ4 log
n− n1

2
+

(

ed3
4

+
d4
2

)

log |CQ(F )|+ d3
4

log |[F,Q]|

≤ log κ3 + κ4 log (n− n1) +
d3
4

(e log |CQ(F )| + log |[F,Q]|) + d4
2

log |CQ(F )|

≤ κ5 log (n− n1) +
n1d3
8

+
n1d4
8

≤ κ5 log (n− n1) +
n1(n− n1)

8
.

Next, define S(N1, . . . , Nt, L) to be the set of groupsG in S(N1, . . . , Nt) such thatGπ{2,...,t} =
L. Then |S(N1, . . . , Nt, L)| is at most the number of subdirect products of Q1 × (L/(N2 ×
· · · × Nt)) whose intersection with Q1 is trivial. By Goursat’s Lemma 2.3(ii), this is precisely

|Epi(L/(N2 × · · · ×Nt), Q1)|. Hence log |S(N1, . . . , Nt, L)| ≤ κ5 log (n− n1) + n1(n− n1)/8.

Next we bound |L|. Let M = {(M2, . . . ,Mt) : Ni ≤ Mi ✂Gi}. By induction,

|L| =
∑

(M2,...,Mt)∈M
|{L ∈ L : L ∩Gi = Mi}| =

∑

(M2,...,Mt)∈M
|S(M2, . . . ,Mt)|

≤
∑

(M2,...,Mt)∈M
2

(n−n1)
2

16
+κ5(n−n1) log (n−n1)|L(G/M3, . . . , G/Mt)|

≤ 2
(n−n1)

2

16
+κ5(n−n1) log (n−n1)

∑

(M2,...,Mt)∈M
|L(G/M3, . . . , G/Mt)|

= 2
(n−n1)

2

16
+κ5(n−n1) log (n−n1)|L(Q2, . . . , Qt)|.
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Finally we are able to deduce

|S(N1, . . . , Nt)| ≤ |L| ·max{|S(N1, . . . , Nt, L)| : L ∈ L}

≤ 2
(n−n1)

2

16
+κ5(n−n1) log (n−n1)+κ5log(n−n1)+n1(n−n1)/8|L(Q2, . . . , Qt)|

≤ 2(n−n1)2/16+n1(n−n1)/8+κ5n logn|L(Q2, . . . , Qt)|,

and so (7.1) follows in Case II.

We now complete the proof of the theorem. Firstly, by Lemma 3.6 there exists a con-

stant κ2 = κ2(C) such that |L(G1, . . . , Gt)| ≤ 2κ2t log t . Let τ = κ2 + κ5, and let N =

{(N1, . . . , Nt) : Ni ✂Gi}. Then (7.1) gives

|Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| =
∑

(N1,...,Nt)∈N
|S(N1, . . . , Nt)|

≤ 2n
2/16+κ5n logn

∑

(N1,...,Nt)∈N
|L(Q2, . . . , Qt)|

≤ 2n
2/16+κ5n logn|L(G1, . . . , Gt)| ≤ 2n

2/16+τn logn,

as required.

Next we record an easy result that will be useful for all p ≥ 3. Recall the constant κ1 =

κ1(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 = n1 + · · · + nt and transitive p-groups Gi ≤ Sni. If ni ≤ p for

all i then |Sub(G1 × · · · × Gt)| < pn
2/4p2 · 2log(n/p)+2. If instead C > ni ≥ p2 for all i, then

|Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ pn
2/4p2 · 2κ1n logn.

Proof. Let D = G1 × · · · ×Gt. If ni ≤ p for all i then each Gi is either trivial or isomorphic to

Cp, so |D| ≤ pn/p. Lemma 2.4(i) bounds |Sub(D)| ≤ (n/p)4pn
2/4p2 < pn

2/4p2 · 2log(n/p)+2.

Assume instead that C > ni ≥ p2 for all i. Then for all normal subgroups Ni of Gi,

Proposition 5.3(iii) bounds dGi(Ni) ≤ 2ni/p
2. Now |Gi| ≤ p(ni−1)/(p−1) , so by Theorem 3.2

with c = 1/(p − 1), d = 2/p2, and λ and k absolutely bounded (since ni < C)

|Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ 2κ1t log tp2n
2/(4(p−1)p2) ≤ pn

2/4p2 · 2κ1n logn,

as required.

We now consider the case p = 3.

Proposition 7.6. Let C be any integer greater than three. Then there exists an constant

τ = τ(3, C) such that the following holds for all positive integers n ≥ 3. Let n = n1 + · · · + nt

be a partition of n into 3-power parts such that 3 ≤ ni < C for all i. Fix transitive 3-groups

Gi ≤ Sni, for 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Then |Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ 3n
2/362τn logn.

Proof. Fix a lower triangular normal subgroup tableau T = (Gij) for (G1, . . . , Gt) and let

Ni = Gi1 and Qi = Gi/Ni. Let Subdir(T ) be the set of subdirect products G of G1 × · · · ×Gt

with lower coordinate tableau T , so that in particular Ni = G ∩ Gi for all i. Lemma 3.5

bounds |Subdir(T )| ≤ |Subdir(Q1 × · · · ×Qt)|. Let κ1 = κ1(3, C), κ4 = κ4(3, ⌊(C − 1)/2⌋) and
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κ3 = κ1(3, ⌊(C − 1)/2⌋) be as in Theorems 3.2 and 4.6. Set κ6 = κ1 + κ4 + log κ3. We will first

prove that

|Subdir(T )| ≤ 3n
2/362κ6n logn, (7.2)

and then use this to bound |Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)|.
Case I: Suppose first that Qi is abelian for all i. Then

∏t
i=1 |Qi| ≤ 3n/3 by Theorem 2.8, so

(7.2) follows easily from Lemma 2.4(i).

Case II: Suppose next that some Qi is nonabelian, but whenever ni ≤ 27, either the group Qi

is abelian or ni = 27 and d(Gi) < 5. By re-indexing the Gi, we may fix an r < t such that i ≤ r

if and only if ni ≤ 27 and Qi is abelian.

Let A = Q1 × · · · ×Qr and d1 =
∑r

i=1 ni. Since A is abelian, it has order at most 3d1/3 by

Theorem 2.8, so |Sub(A)| < 4d1
3 3

d21/36 by Lemma 2.4(i).

Now let D = Gr+1 × · · · × Gt and d2 = n − d1. By Lemma 7.5 the number of subdirect

products of D is at most 3d
2
2/362κ1d2 log d2 , and by Theorem 5.5(i) (with N = G) every subdirect

product L of D can be generated by d2/6 elements. It follows that |Epi(L,X)| ≤ 3d1d2/18 for any

such L and any section X of A. Then, by Goursat’s Lemma 2.3(i), with P being subdirectness,

|Subdir(T )| ≤ |SubP((Q1 × · · · ×Qr)× (Qr+1 × · · · ×Qt))|

≤ 4
d1
3
3d

2
1/363d1d2/183d

2
2/362κ1d2 log d2 ≤ 3n

2/362κ1n logn.

Case III: Suppose finally that there exists an i such that Qi is non-abelian, and either ni = 9

or ni = 27 and d(Gi) = 5 (so Gi is TransitiveGroup(27, 712), by Proposition 5.3). 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 n1 ∈ {9, 27} with Q1 non-abelian, and that G1 has ID 712 if n1 = 27. Let

Gπ2...,t be (t− r)-projecting, and re-index the Gi so that Gπr+1,...,t = Gr+1×· · ·×Gt. Let V be

the result of deleting the first row and column from T , and let Subdir(V ) be the set of subdirect

products of G2 × · · · × Gt with lower coordinate tableau V . Thus, if G ∈ Subdir(T ), then

Gπ2,...,t ∈ Subdir(V ). Fix L ∈ Subdir(V ), and let S(T,L) := {G ∈ Subdir(T ) : Gπ2,...,t = L}.
Let d1 := n1, let d2 :=

∑

2≤i≤r ni, and let d3 :=
∑

i>r ni.

We shall now use Theorem 4.6 to count |Epi(L,Q1)|. One can check the transitive 3-

groups of degree 9 and TransitiveGroup(27, 712) to see that each possible Q1 has a normal

subgroup F such that |CQ1(F )| ≤ 3n1/9 and |[Q1, F ]| ≤ 32n1/9. Let R be the projection of L to

G2×· · · · · ·×Gr and P be the projection to Gr+1×· · ·×Gt. IfH ∈ NormSub(L,L′∩ker(πr+1,...,t))

then H projects to a proper subgroup of Gi for each i ≥ 2, so we may set dN = d2/6, and

similarly d(L) ≤ min{d2/6 + d3/3, (n − d1)/3}. Finally, each factor has bounded degree, and

hence bounded order. Therefore by Theorem 4.6

|Epi(L,Q1)| ≤ κ3d(L)
κ4 |CQ1(F )|d(L)|[Q1, F ]|dN

≤ κ3((n − d1)/3)
κ43(d1/9)(d2/6+d3/3)+(2d1/9)(d2/6)

≤ nκ4+log κ33d1d2/18+n1d3/27.

By induction, the number of groups L is at most |Subdir(V )| ≤ 3(n−d1)2/362κ6(n−d1) log (n− d1).

Thus, by Goursat’s Lemma 2.3i (with P trivial)

|Subdir(T )| ≤ 3(n−d1)2/363d1d2/18+d1d3/272κ6(n − d1) log (n− d1)n
κ4+log κ3 ≤ 3n

2/362κ6n logn,

as required.
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To complete the proof, Lemma 3.6 bounds |L(G1, . . . , Gt)| ≤ 2κ2t log t. The result follows by

setting τ = κ6 + κ2.

The cases p ∈ {5, 7} are considerably easier. Let κ1 = κ1(p,C) be as in Theorem 3.2.

Proposition 7.7. Fix p ∈ {5, 7}, and let C be any fixed positive integer greater than p. Let

n = n1+· · ·+nt be a partition of n into p-power parts of size greater than 1 and less than C, and

fix transitive p-groups Gi ≤ Sni for 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Then |Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ pn
2/4p2 · 2κ1n logn.

Proof. If ni = p for all i, or if ni ≥ p2 for all i, then the result follows from Lemma 7.5, so index

the ni so that ni = p if and only if i ≤ r. Let D1 := G1 × · · · × Gr, D2 := Gr+1 × · · · × Gt,

d1 =
∑r

i=1 ni and d2 = n− d1.

Since each factor of D2 has degree at least p2, by Lemma 7.5 the number of subdirect

products of D2 is at most pd
2
2/4p

2
2κ1d2 log d2 ; whilstD1

∼= C
d1/p
p so |Sub(D1)| < pd

2
1/4p

2
2log(d1/p)+2.

By Theorem 5.5(i) we can bound d(L) ≤ 2d2/p
2 for all subdirect products L of D2. Since

|D1| = pd1/p, there are are most |D1|2d2/p2 = p2d1d2/p
3
homomorphisms from such an L to a

subgroup of D1, so by Goursat’s Lemma 2.3(i) with P being subdirectness,

|Subdir(D1 ×D2)| ≤ |Sub(D1)||Subdir(D2)|max{|Hom(L,H)|text:L ∈ Subdir(D2),H ∈ Sub(D1)}|
≤ pd

2
1/4p

2+d22/4p
2+2d1d2/p32log(d1/p)+2+κ1d2 log d2

≤ pn
2/4p22κ1n logn

as required.

Finally, we quickly count the p-subgroups of Sn for each prime p ≥ 11.

Proposition 7.8. Fix a prime p ≥ 11. Then |Subp(Sn)| ≤ pn
2/4p22

3
2
n logn.

Proof. This is a straightforward application of Theorem 6.4. Let P be the property of being a

p-group and let ǫ = (log p)/4p2. A Sylow p-subgroup of Sn has order at most p(n−1)/(p−1), so

we may let δ = (log p)/(p − 1) and γ = 0. We now let C = p2, and note that all P-subgroups

G ≤ Sn with all orbits of length at least C satisfy d(G) ≤ 2n/p2 by Theorem 5.5(i). This is less

than ǫn/δ = n(p− 1)/4p2 since p ≥ 11.

For all n ∈ N, all partitions n = n1 + · · · + nt with ni < C and all transitive p-subgroups

Hi ≤ Sni , we deduce that ni ≤ p so Lemma 7.5 bounds Sub(H1 × · · · ×Ht)| ≤ 2ǫn
2+log(n/p)+2.

We may therefore let f : N → R+ be f(n) = log(n/p) + 2. The result is now immediate from

Theorem 6.4, since 4
√
n+ log(n/p) + 2 ≤ 1

2n log n for n ≥ p ≥ 11.

We are now ready to prove Theorems 2 and 3.

Proof of Theorem 2. The lower bound on Subp(Sn) is Proposition 7.3. For the upper bound, if

p ≥ 11 then n ≥ 11 and the result is immediate from Proposition 7.8, so assume that p ≤ 7. Let

ǫ = (log p)/4p2, let δ = (log p)/(p − 1), and let C = 2(ζδ/ǫ)
2
, where ζ is the absolute constant

from Proposition 6.2. Finally, let n = n1 + · · ·+nt be a partition into p-power parts of size less

than C, choose a Sylow p-subgroup Hi ≤ Sni, and let D = H1 × · · · ×Ht.

Since ni < C, there exists a constant κ7 such that |Sub(Hi)| ≤ 2κ7 for all i. For any choice

of Gi ≤ Hi, each orbit of Gi has length less than C. Furthermore, if Gi has any trivial orbits,

then these can be deleted without changing the number of subdirect products of G1 × · · · ×Gt.

Hence by Propositions 7.4, 7.6 and 7.7, there exists a constant τ = τ(p,C) such that

|Sub(D)| ≤∏t
i=1 |Sub(Hi)| ·max{|Subdir(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| : Gi ≤ Hi}

≤ 2κ7tpn
2/4p22τn logn ≤ 2((log p)/4p

2)n2
2(κ7+τ)n logn.

(7.3)
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We now apply Theorem 6.4. Let P be the property of being a p-group, let Cm be Sylp(Sm)

if m is a power of p, and be empty otherwise. Then the groups in Cm are all conjugate and

have order less than 2(n log p)/(p−1), so with our current values of ǫ and δ, we may in addition let

γ = 0. Finally, for all n ∈ N, and all p-subgroups G of Sn, if all orbits of G have length at least

C then d(G) ≤ ǫn/δ. Finally, by (7.3) we may set f(n) = 2(κ7+τ)n logn. Hence by Theorem 6.4

Subp(Sn) ≤ 2ǫn
2+f(n)+(5+γ)n logn ≤ pn

2/4p22(κ7+τ+5)n logn,

as required.

Proof of Theorem 3. This is similar to the previous proof. First, let ǫ = (log p)/4p2, let δ = 1,

and let C = 2(ζδ/ǫ)
2
, where ζ is as in Proposition 6.2. Let n = n1+· · ·+nt be a partition into parts

of size less than C, such that each ni is divisible by no primes less than p. Let p1 < · · · < ps be the

distinct prime divisors of the ni, for j ∈ {1, . . . , s} let mj be the sum of the non-trivial pj-power

parts of the ni, and fix Pj ∈ Sylpj (Smj ). By Theorem 2, |Sub(Pj)| ≤ p
m2

j/4p
2
j

j 2βpjmj logmj . Since

the function (log r)/4r2 is decreasing as r increases, letting κp = max{3/2, βq : q ≥ p} we see

that |Sub(Pj)| ≤ pm
2
j/4p

2

2κpmj logmj . By Lemma 2.7(iii), if Hi is a maximal transitive nilpotent

subgroup of Sni for each i then H1×· · ·×Ht is isomorphic to a subgroup of D := P1×· · ·×Ps.

Let m = m1 + · · · +ms. Then

|Sub(H1 × · · · ×Ht)| = |Sub(D)| ≤ |Sub(P1)| · · · |Sub(Ps)| ≤ pm
2/4p22βpm logm

≤ 2((log p)/4p
2)n2+βpn logn.

(7.4)

We now apply Theorem 6.4. Let P = Np. For each n, by Lemma 2.7(iii) there is a unique

class of maximal transitive nilpotent subgroups of Sn: we let Cn be this class if n has no prime

divisor less than p, and be empty otherwise. Then the groups in Cn are conjugate and have

order less than 2n, so with our current values of ǫ and δ we let γ = 0. Every Np-subgroup

of Sn with all orbits of length at least C satisfies d(G) ≤ ǫn/δ. Finally, by (7.4) we may set

f(n) = κpn log n. Then by Theorem 6.4,

SubNp(Sn) ≤ 2ǫn
2+f(n)+(5+γ)n logn ≤ pn

2/4p22(κp+5)n logn.

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

8 The proofs of Theorem 7 and Theorem 1

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

length slG.

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

(ii) 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/E) ≤ 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 (ii) 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 ∩M = 1, and the maximality of N implies that G = N ×M . Hence

soc(G) = soc(N)×M , so G/ soc(G) ∼= N/ soc(N). Thus

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

and the result follows in this case.

Hence we may assume thatN 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(N soc(G)) = soc(N). By applying (i) to N/ soc(G) we see that

sl(N/ soc(N)) ≤ sl(N/ soc(G)). Thus inductively applying (ii) to G/ soc(G) shows that

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

as required.

For a G-module V and v1, . . . , vk ∈ V , we write 〈v1, . . . , vk〉G for the G-submodule of G

generated by v1, . . . , vk.

Lemma 8.2. Let G be a finite group, and let V be a completely reducible G-module over an

arbitrary field F. Write V = W δ1
1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ W δe

e , where the Wi are pairwise non-isomorphic

irreducible F[G]-modules. Then dG(V ) ≤ δ := max{δi : 1 ≤ i ≤ e}.

Proof. For i ∈ {1, . . . , e} and j ∈ {1, . . . , δi}, write Wi,j for the jth copy of Wi. By irreducibility

there exists wi,j ∈ Wi,j such that 〈wi,j〉G = Wi,j, so that 〈wi,1, . . . , wi,δj 〉G = W
δj
i . Let v1 =

w1,1 + w2,1 + · · · + we,1, for j ∈ {2, . . . , δ} let vj be the sum of those wi,j that are defined,

and let U = 〈v1, . . . , vδ〉G. Then U projects surjectively onto each W δi
i , so W δi

i /(U ∩W δi
i ) and

W
δj
j /(U ∩W

δj
j ) are G-isomorphic modules, and hence trivial. Therefore U = V .

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 Wi and irreducible groups Li ≤ GL(Wi) for i ∈
{1, . . . , e} such that G embeds as a subdirect product of H1 × · · · ×He, where

Hi := {(x1, . . . , xδi) ∈ (Wi :Li)
δi : xk ≡ xℓ (mod Wi) for each k, ℓ} ≤ (Wi :Li)

δi .

Furthermore, soc(G) ∼= W δ1
1 × · · · ×W δe

e .
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Proof. Let V be the Fitting subgroup of G. The assumptions that G is soluble and Φ(G) = 1

together imply that V = soc(G), and that V is complemented and self-centralising. Therefore

G = V :L, 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. LetW1, . . . ,We be representatives of the isomorphism types of irreducibleG-modules

in V , so that V = W δ1
1 × · · · ×W δe

e .

For i ∈ {1, . . . , e}, identify G/CG(Wi) ∼= L/CL(Wi) = L/CL(W
δi
i ) with an irreducible

subgroup Li of GL(Wi). Since V is equal to CG(V ), the intersection
⋂e

i=1 CL(Wi) is trivial, so

L embeds as a subdirect product of (L/CL(W1))× · · · × (L/CL(We)) ∼= L1 × · · · × Le, and the

result follows.

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

Theorem 8.4 ([1]). 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 8.4, so it suffices to prove the result for soluble groups. Let G be a

counterexample of minimum order.

If the Frattini subgroup Φ(G) 6= 1, then by induction G/Φ(G) can be generated by a

nilpotent subgroup K/Φ(G), together with a set {Φ(G)x : x ∈ X} ⊂ G/Φ(G) of size at most

4 sl(G/Φ(G))
√

ma(G/Φ(G)). ChooseK0 ≤ K minimal subject to Φ(G)K0 = K, and let M be a

maximal subgroup of K0. Then (K0∩Φ(G))M is equal to M or K0. If (K0∩Φ(G))M = K0 then

K = Φ(G)(K0∩Φ(G))M = Φ(G)M , contradicting the minimality of K0. Thus K0∩Φ(G) ≤ M ,

and since this holds for every such M , we deduce that K0 ∩ Φ(G) ≤ Φ(K0). A finite group N

is nilpotent if and only if N/Φ(N) is nilpotent. Since K0/(K0 ∩Φ(G)) ∼= K/Φ(G) is nilpotent,

and K0/Φ(K0) is a quotient of K0/(K0 ∩ Φ(G)), we deduce that K0 is nilpotent. We proved

that G = 〈K0,Φ(G),X〉 = 〈K0,X〉. Since |X| ≤ sl(G/Φ(G))
√

ma(G/Φ(G)) ≤ sl(G)
√

ma(G)

by Lemma 8.1(i), the result follows in this case.

Hence we may assume from now that Φ(G) = 1, so that Lemma 8.3 applies to G: we shall

use the notation from that lemma. Let V = soc(G), a = ma(G), write pmi
i = |Wi| for some

prime pi, and let m :=
∑e

i=1mi. Re-index the Wi so that there exists an r ∈ {0, . . . , e} such

that δi <
√
a for i ≤ r, and δi ≥ √

a for i > r. Let A and B be the projections of G onto

H1 × · · · × Hr and Hr+1 × · · · × He, respectively, so that G is a subdirect product of A × B

(and A or B is trivial when r = 0 or e, respectively). Let N1 and N2 be the intersections of G

with H1 × · · · × Hr and Hr+1 × · · · × He, respectively, so that G = N1 if r = e and G = N2

if r = 0. Then N1 contains V1 := W δ1
1 × · · · ×W δr

r and N2 contains V2 := W
δr+1

r+1 × · · · ×W δe
e .

Let K1 = N1 ∩ (L1 × · · · × Lr), so that N1 = V1 :K1, and similarly write N2 = V2 :K2. We note

that the Wj are completely reducible as Ni-modules, and that pairwise isomorphic G-modules

are pairwise isomorphic as Ni-modules.

Let d := max{δi : 1 ≤ i ≤ r} <
√
a. Then by Lemma 8.2 there exist v1, . . . , vd ∈ V1 which

generate V1 as a G-module. Now N1 ✂A and A ∼= G/N2, so

K1 ✂A ∩ (L1 × · · · × Lr) ∼= A/V1
∼= (G/N2)/(V N2/N2) ∼= G/(V N2).

Since V = soc(G), it follows from Lemma 8.1 that sl(K1) ≤ sl(G/V ) = sl(G) − 1. Let

ℓ := 4
√
a(sl(G) − 1). Then the minimality of G as a counterexample shows that there ex-

ist x1, . . . , xℓ ∈ K1 and a nilpotent subgroup J of K1 such that K1 = 〈J, x1, . . . , xℓ〉. If r = e
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then V1 = V , so G can be generated by J and ℓ+ d ≤ 4
√
a sl(G)− 3

√
a elements, and the result

follows. Thus we may assume from now on that r < e.

The group N2/V2 is isomorphic to a subdirect product of Lr+1 × · · · ×Le, and each Li is an

irreducible subgroup of GLmi(pi). Therefore each Li-normal subgroup Ri of Li is completely

reducible, so dLi(Ri) ≤ 3
2mi by a theorem of Kovács and Robinson [14]. Thus by Lemma 3.9,

letting m′ =
∑e

i=r+1mi gives

d(N2/V2) ≤
3

2
m′. (8.1)

Let δ := min{δi : r + 1 ≤ i ≤ e} ≥ √
a. Then since ma(G) = a and V2 is an abelian section

of G with Ω(|V2|) ≥ m′δ ≥ m′√a, we see m′ ≤ √
a. Hence, letting k = 3

2

√
a, there exist

g1, . . . , gk ∈ N2 such that N2 = 〈V2, g1, . . . , gk〉.
In particular, if r = 0 then N2 = G2, and the result follows, so we may now assume that

0 < r < e.

Now G/(N1 ×N2) ∼= B/N2 by Lemma 2.1. Thus we may again argue as in (8.1) to see that

d(G/(N1 × N2)) = d(B/N2) ≤ d(B/V2) ≤ 3
2m

′ ≤ k. Let z1, . . . , zk ∈ G generate G together

with N1×N2. Finally, the group F := 〈V1, J, x1, . . . , xℓ, z1, . . . , zk〉 = V1〈J, x1, . . . , xℓ, z1, . . . , zk〉
projects onto A by construction, so the action of F on V1 is the same as that of G. Therefore

G = 〈V2 × J, x1, . . . , xℓ, y1, . . . , yk, z1, . . . , zk, v1, . . . , vd〉.

Since ℓ = 4
√
a(sl(G) − 1), 2k = 3

√
a and d ≤ √

a, we conclude that

ℓ+ 2k + d ≤ 4
√
a+ 4

√
a(sl(G) − 1) = 4

√
a sl(G).

Since V2 × J is nilpotent, this completes the proof.

We shall apply Theorem 7 to subdirect products.

Lemma 8.5. Let G be a subdirect product of a direct product G1 × · · · × Gt of finite soluble

groups. Then sl(G) ≤ max{sl(Gi) : 1 ≤ i ≤ t}.

Proof. We shall induct on |G1 × · · · × Gt|: if |G1 × · · · × Gt| = 2 then the result is trivial, so

assume the result holds for all smaller direct products. For 1 ≤ i ≤ t, let Si := soc(Gi) and

Ki = ker(πi), and let S = G ∩ (S1 × · · · × St). We start by showing that soc(G) = S.

Let M be a minimal normal subgroup of G. Then M ∩Ki is equal to 1 or M , so Mπi =

MKi/Ki is either trivial or isomorphic to M . Suppose that Mπi ∼= M , so that M ∩Ki = 1.

Let N be a normal subgroup N of G such that Ki ≤ N and Nπi ∼= N/Ki ✂MKi/Ki
∼= Mπi.

Then N ≤ MKi, so N = N ∩MKi = (N ∩M)Ki. Since N ∩M is 1 or M by minimality of M ,

we see that N/Ki is trivial or MKi/Ki. Thus Mπi is a minimal normal subgroup of Gi, and so

Mπi ≤ Si. If instead Mπi = 1 then trivially Mπi ≤ Si. Thus each minimal normal subgroup

of G is contained in S so soc(G) ≤ S.

Conversely, let p1, . . . , pk be the distinct prime divisors of |S1 × · · · × St|. By solubility,

each Si is abelian, so S = S(p1) × · · · × S(pk), where S(pi) is the intersection of G with the

pi-part of S1 × · · · × St. Let p = pj for some j, then the p-part of S1 × · · · × St is the direct

product (S1)p × · · · × (St)p, where (Si)p is the p-part of Si. If (Si)p 6= 1 then (Si)p is a direct

product of minimal normal subgroups of Gi. It follows that (S1)p × · · · × (St)p is a completely

reducible Fp[G]-module, and hence S(p) is also completely reducible as an Fp[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 Gi = Si for all i, then soc(G) = S = G and the result follows. Otherwise, the natural

homomorphism from G/ soc(G) to (G1/S1) × · · · × (Gt/St) embeds G/ soc(G) as a subdirect

product of (G1/S1) × · · · × (Gt/St). By induction, sl(G/S) ≤ max{sl(Gi/Si) : 1 ≤ i ≤ t}.
Hence, sl(G) = sl(G/S) + 1 ≤ max{sl(Gi/Si) : 1 ≤ i ≤ t}+ 1 = max{sl(Gi) : 1 ≤ i ≤ t}. This
completes the proof.

We now combine Theorem 7 with Theorem 6.4 to get a technical result from which both

Theorem 1 and Theorem 6 follow easily. We shall make essential use of the following result:

part (i) is due to Pyber [16, Lemma 3.2], and Part (ii) is by Dixon [6].

Theorem 8.6. (i) There are at most 23 log
3 n+2 logn < 213n classes of maximal transitive sol-

uble subgroups of Sn.

(ii) Let G be a soluble subgroup of Sn. Then |G| ≤ 24n/3.

Recall the constant ζ from Proposition 6.2. The function g(n) in the following statement

must exist, by Pyber’s [16] bound on the number of subgroups of Sn.

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

closed property. Then there exists a constant κ8 = κ8(ǫ) such that the following holds. Let

C = ⌈2( ζ log 24
3ǫ

)2⌉, and let g : N → R be a non-decreasing function such that for all partitions

n = n1 + · · · + nt into parts of size less than C, and all transitive subgroups Gi ≤ Sni, we can

bound |Subnilp,Q(G1 × · · · ×Gt)| ≤ 2ǫn
2+g(n). Then

|SubQ(Sn)| ≤ 2ǫn
2+g(n)+κ8n3/2

.

Proof. We shall show that the result holds with κ8 = 19 + 4C(log 24)2
√
log 3/(9

√
3). Let

n1 + · · · + nt = n be such a partition of n, and for i ∈ {1, . . . , t} let Hi be a soluble transitive

subgroup of Sni . We start by counting the Q-subgroups G of D := H1 × · · · ×Ht.

An abelian section of Sn has order at most 3n/3 by Theorem 2.8, so ma(G) ≤ n
3 log 3. By

Theorem 8.6(ii), each Hi has order less than 24C/3, so sl(Gπi) <
C
3 log 24. Since G is subdirect

in Gπ1 × · · · ×Gπt, Lemma 8.5 yields sl(G) ≤ max{sl(Gπi) : 1 ≤ i ≤ t} ≤ C
3 log 24.

Theorem 7 proves that each Q-subgroup G of D can be generated by a nilpotent subgroup,

together with at most 4 sl(G)
√

ma(G) ≤ 4C
3 log 24

√

n
3 log 3 = 3(κ8−19)

log 24 n1/2 other elements.

Thus, again applying Theorem 8.6(ii) to bound |D| we see that

|SubQ(D)| ≤ |D|
3(κ8−19)

log 24
n1/2 |Subnilp,Q(D)| ≤ 24

(κ8−19)
log 24

n3/2

2ǫn
2+g(n)

≤ 2ǫn
2+g(n)+(κ8−19)n3/2

.
(8.2)

We now use Theorem 6.4 to determine the number of soluble Q-subgroups of Sn, with our

current ǫ and C. We let Cn be the maximal soluble transitive subgroups of Sn, so that by

Theorem 8.6(i) we may take γ = 13 and δ = 1
3 log 24. Then by Proposition 6.2 each soluble

subgroup G of Sn with all orbit lengths at least C satisfies d(G) ≤ ǫn/δ. By (8.2) we may let

f(m) = g(m) + (κ8 − 19)n3/2. Then by Theorem 6.4

|Subsol,Q(Sn)| ≤ 2ǫn
2+f(n)+(5+γ)n logn ≤ 2ǫn

2+g(n)+(κ8−19)n3/2+18n logn ≤ 2ǫn
2+g(n)+(κ8−1)n3/2

.

The result now follows from Theorem 8.4.

It is now a straightforward matter to prove Theorem 1.
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Proof of Theorem 1. The lower bound is Proposition 7.3. We shall prove the upper bound with

β = γ(2) + κ8(1/16). Let Q be tautological, let ǫ = 1/16 and let C be as in Proposition 8.7.

By Theorem 3, there are at most 2n
2/16+γ(2)n logn nilpotent subgroups of Sn, so this certainly

bounds the number of nilpotent subgroups of Sn with all orbits of length less than C. We let

g(n) = γ(2)n log n. The result is now immediate from Proposition 8.7.

The proof of Theorem 6 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 d2(G) for the number of generators of a Sylow 2-subgroup of G.

Lemma 8.8. Let µ ≥ (log 3)/36 be a real number. Then the number of nilpotent subgroups of

Sn with a Sylow 2-subgroup requiring at most µn generators is at most 2µn
2+(γ(3)+5)n logn.

Hence for all µ < 1/16, a random nilpotent subgroup of Sn has a Sylow 2-subgroup that

requires at least µn generators.

Proof. Fix a partition n = n1 + · · · + nt of n, and let Hi be maximal transitive nilpotent

subgroup of Sni for each i ∈ {1, . . . , t}. Let d1 be the sum of the 2-parts of n1, n2, . . . , nt which

are greater than 1, and let d2 be the sum of the 2′-parts which are greater than 1. By applying

Lemma 2.7(iii) to each orbit, we see that H1 × . . . ×Ht is isomorphic to a direct product of a

2-subgroup of Sd1 and an odd order nilpotent (i.e. N3−) subgroup of Sd2 . If S is a Sylow 2-

subgroup of Sd1 then |Subd≤µn(S)| ≤ |S|µn ≤ 2µd1n. By Theorem 3 the number of N3-subgroups

of Sd2 is at most 2d
2
2 log 3/36+γ(3)d2 log d2 . Since d1 + d2 ≤ n,

|Subnilp,d2≤µn(H1 × · · · ×Ht)| ≤ 2µd1n+(n−d1)2(log 3)/36+γ(3)d2 log d2 ≤ 2µ(d1n+(n−d1)2)+γ(3)d2 log d2

≤ 2µn
2+γ(3)n logn.

By Lemma 2.7(iii) the groups Hi are determined up to Sni-conjugacy by the value of ni, so

H1 × · · · ×Ht is determined up to Sn-conjugacy by the partition n = n1 + · · · + nt. There are

at most 24n partitions of the integer n (see [2, p172]). Hence

|Subnilp,d2≤µn(Sn)| ≤ 2µn
2+γ(3)n logn+n logn+4n.

For the final claim, there are at least as many nilpotent groups as 2-groups, so at least 2n
2/16

by Theorem 2. Therefore |Subnilp,d2<µn(Sn)|/|Subnilp(Sn)| → 0 as n → ∞, as required.

Proof of Theorem 6. We first prove that a random subgroup of Sn has an elementary abelian

2-section of order at least 2µn. Assume for convenience that µ ≥ (log 3)/36, since if the result

holds for this µ then it holds for smaller µ. Let Q be the property of having no elementary

abelian 2-section this large: Q is closed under taking subgroups and quotients.

Each groupG ∈ Q satisfies d2(G) ≤ µn, so by Lemma 8.8 there are at most 2µn
2+(γ(3)+5)n logn

nilpotent Q-subgroups of Sn. Let ǫ = µ and g(n) = (γ(3) + 5)n log n. Then by Proposition 8.7,

there are at most 2µn
2+o(n2) Q-subgroups of Sn. Since µ < 1/16 the result follows from the

lower bound in Theorem 1.

The argument for the groups with a Sylow 2-subgroup of order at most 2νn is similar: we

let R be the property of having a smaller Sylow 2-subgroup, and use Lemma 2.4(i) to see

that the number of R-subgroups of a Sylow 2-subgroup of Sn is at most 4 · 2νn(n−νn). Hence

a bound similar to Lemma 8.8 on the number of nilpotent R-subgroups follows easily. Since

ν(1− ν) < 1/16, the result follows in the same way as the previous case.
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9 The proof of Theorems 4 and 5

Now that we have Theorems 2 and 7 at our disposal, we can prove our remaining results. We

begin with four lemmas, then prove Theorem 5 and finally Theorem 4. Let P be the property

of being nilpotent and not a 2-group. Recall Definition 2.6 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 Ω is an ordered pair Σ = (Σ2,Σ2′) of partitions, both

refinements of some partition Λ of some subset Ξ(= Ξ(Σ)) of Ω, such that all parts of Σ2′ have

size greater than 1, and each restriction Σ|Λi := ({C ∈ Σ2 : C ⊆ Λi}, {∆ ∈ Σ2′ : ∆ ⊆ Λi}) is a
pair of 2-gridded partitions.

Since Σ|Λi is 2-gridded for each i, the sets ∆ in {∆ ∈ Σ2 : ∆ ⊆ Λi} have a common size ai,

and the sets {∆ ∈ Σ2′ : ∆ ⊆ Λi} have a common size bi (assumed to be greater than one). If Λ

has s parts, then we shall index the Λi so that a1, . . . , at > 1 for some t ≤ s, whilst ai = 1 for

i > t, and we let a(Σ) =
∑t

i=1 ai and b(Σ) =
∑s

i=1 bi. We also let Θ = {1, . . . , n} \ Ξ, and let

e = |Θ| and f = |Ξ|.

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 Sn, let Ξ be the union of the G-orbits of size

divisible by at least one odd prime, let Q = G|Ξ, and let Σ2 and Σ2′ be the orbit partitions

of Q2 and Q2′ respectively. Then Σ(G) := (Σ2,Σ2′) is a P-gridded partition of {1, . . . , n}.

(ii) Let (Σ2,Σ
′
2) be a P-gridded partition of a set Ω. Then

|Ξ| = f =

s
∑

i=1

aibi, a ≤ 1

3
f, a+ b ≤ f, and (a+ 1)b ≥ f.

For a P-subgroup G of Sn, we shall slightly abuse notation and write Ξ = Ξ(G), a =

a(Σ(G)) = a(G), etc. The following correspondence is clear from Definition 9.1.

Lemma 9.3. Let Σ be a P-gridded partition of {1, . . . , n}. There is a natural injection Ψ from

the set of P-subgroups G of Sn with Σ = Σ(G) to the set of nilpotent subgroups of Sym(Θ) ×
Sa × Sb that project onto a 2-subgroup of Sym(Θ)× Sa and an odd order subgroup of Sb.

We shall use the following notation throughout this section. For Ξ ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, and a, b ∈
Z≥0, write Submix,a,b(Ξ) for the set of those nilpotent Q ≤ Sym(Ξ) having no orbits of 2-power

size, and satisfying a(Q) = a and b(Q) = b. Notice that if Ξ 6= ∅ then each such Q is a P-group.

Lemma 9.4. (i) There exists an absolute constant τ0 such that the following holds. Fix Ξ ⊆
{1, . . . , n}, and a, b ∈ Z≥0, and write f = |Ξ|. Then |Submix,a,b(Ξ)| ≤ 2a

2/16+b2/36+τ0f log f .

(ii) There exists an absolute constant τ > 0 such that for all n and all subsets Γ of {(e, a, b) ∈
Z3
≥0 : e + a + b ≤ n}, the number of P-subgroups G of Sn with (e(G), a(G), b(G)) ∈ Γ is

at most

max
(e,a,b)∈Γ

2
(e+a)2

16
+ b2

36
+τn 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 22n logn.
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(i). For each P-gridded partition Σ with Ξ(Σ) = Ξ, a(Σ) = a and b(Σ) = b, Lemma 9.3 shows

that there is an injection from the set of P-subgroups of Sn with P-gridded partition Σ to the

set of subgroups of Sa× Sb that project onto a 2-group in Sa, and an odd order nilpotent group

(a group in N3) in Sb. Conversely, by Lemma 9.2(i), each such group G determines a unique

Σ ∈ R. We apply Theorem 2 to the 2-subgroups of Sa and Theorem 3 to the N3-subgroups of

Sb to see that the result follows with τ0 = max{β2, γ(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 Θ of size e.

For groups P and X and an integer d, we write Subdir≥d(P ×X) for the set of subdirect

products of P ×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 × E with the

property that the projection to P ×X requires at least d generators and the projection to X ×E

is surjective. If d− d(X) > max{d(E), 1} then

|S(P,X,E, d)| ≥ 2(d−d(X))d(E)/2 |Subdir≥d(P ×X)|.

Proof. Let H be a subdirect product of P ×X with d(H) ≥ d. Choose a subgroup L of H that

is minimal subject to (H ∩ P )L = H. Writing bars to denote reduction modulo Φ(H), there

exists a subgroup A of H such that the Frattini subgroup Φ(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 H ∩ P ∩ L ≤ Φ(L), so that P ∩ L ≤ Φ(L), and hence d(L) = d(L/P ∩ L) = d(X). Thus,

d(L) ≤ d(L) = d(X), so d(A) ≥ d − d(L) ≥ d − d(X). Identifying A with F
d(A)
2 and E with

F
d(E)
2 , since d(A) > d(E) we see that |Epi(A,E)| is at least the product of |GLd(E)(2)| and the

number of subspaces of F
d(A)
2 of dimension d(E). We deduce from Lemma 2.4(ii)-(iii), and the

assumption that d− d(X) ≥ 2, first that |GLd(E)(2)| ≥ 2d(E)2−d(E) and then that

|Epi(A,E)| ≥ 2d(E)2−d(E)2d(E)((d−d(X))−d(E)) = 2(d−d(X)−1)d(E) ≥ 2(d−d(X))d(E)/2 .

Let α : A → E be one such epimomorphism. We define a homomorphism θα : H → E by

θα(aℓ) = α(a) for a ∈ A and ℓ ∈ L, which is well-defined since A∩L ≤ Φ(H) ≤ ker(θα). Notice

that L ≤ ker(θα), so ker(θα) projects onto X, and that θα = θβ if and only if α = β. Since θα
is surjective, this defines an injection f : Epi(A,E) → Epi(H,E), α → θα.

For each θ ∈ Im(f), define Gθ := {(p, x, (p, x)θ) : (p, x) ∈ H} ≤ P ×X ×E. It is clear that

Gθ = Gτ if and only if θ = τ . By definition Gθ projects onto H, and since ker(θ) projects onto

X the group Gθ projects onto X × E. Hence Gθ ∈ 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 θ, which is at least

|Im(f)| = |Epi(A,E)| ≥ 2(d−d(X))d(E)/2 .

The result now follows from the fact that there are |Subdir≥d(P ×X)| choices for H, and

distinct choices of H yield distinct subgroups.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 5.

Proof of Theorem 5. Each nilpotent subgroup of Sn is either a 2-group or a P-group. We shall

show that for sufficiently large n there are exponentially more 2-subgroups of Sn than P-groups,

so that the probability that a random nilpotent subgroup of Sn is a 2-group tends to 1.
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Let τ > 0 be as in Lemma 9.4. First we count the P-groups G such that a := a(G) > n/106

or b := b(G) > 9τ log n. Suppose first that a > n/106. Then |Ξ| ≥ 3a by Lemma 9.2(ii), so

e + a ≤ (n − 3a) + a < n − 2n/106, which is less than n − 9τ log n for n sufficiently large.

Similarly, if b > 9τ log n, then e+ a ≤ n− b < n− 9τ log n. Thus we may assume in both cases

that e+ a < n− 9τ log n.

Applying Lemma 9.4(ii) to the set Γ of all such (e, a, b) with e + a ≤ n − 9τ log n yields a

maximum at e+a = n−9τ log n, so for n sufficiently large the number of P-groups G for which

a > n/(106) or b > 9τ log n is at most

2(n−9τ logn)2/16+(9τ logn)2/36+τn logn ≤ 2n
2/16−(τ/8)n logn+(117τ2/16)(log n)2 ,

for n sufficiently large this is at most 2n
2/16−(τ/9)n logn. By Theorem 2 the number of 2-subgroups

of Sn is greater than 2n
2/16, so a random nilpotent subgroup of Sn is either a 2-group or a P-

group G such that a(G) ≤ n/106 and b(G) ≤ 9τ log n.

Next, by Lemma 8.8, a random nilpotent subgroup of Sn 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 ≤ Sn : G a P-group, d2(G) ≥ n/17, a(G) ≤ n/(106) and b(G) ≤ 9τ log n}

The result will follow if we can show that the ratio |S|/|Sub2(Sn)| tends to zero as n → ∞.

For Ξ ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, and integers a ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊n/(106)⌋} and b ∈ {3, . . . , ⌊9τ log n⌋}, let

S(Ξ, a, b) = {G ∈ S : Ξ(G) = Ξ, a(G) = a and b(G) = b},

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

bound |S(Ξ, a, b)|.

If G ∈ S(Ξ, a, b), then the restriction Q of G to Ξ lies in Submix,a,b(Ξ). By construction,

the Sylow 2-subgroup Q2 of each Q ∈ Submix,a,b(Ξ) embeds in Sa. 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(Θ) such that P ×Q2 has a subdirect product requiring at least n/17

generators satisfies d(P ) ≥ m := n/17− a/2. Each G ∈ S(Ξ, a, b) satisfies d2(G) ≥ n/17, so we

may bound

|S(Ξ, a, b)| ≤∑P∈Sub2,d≥m(Sym(Θ)),Q∈Submix,a,b(Ξ)
|Subdird2≥n/17(P ×Q)|

=
∑

P∈Sub2,d≥m(Sym(Θ)),Q∈Submix,a,b(Ξ)
|Subdird2≥n/17(P ×Q2)|

where Subdird2≥n/17(P × Q) is the set of subdirect products of P × Q 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 (Ξ, a, b) be the set of 2-

subgroups X of Sym(Ξ) that occur as Sylow 2-subgroups of groups Q ∈ Submix,a,b(Ξ), and for

each X ∈ T (Ξ, a, b) let Q(X, a, b) be the (non-empty) set of groups Q ∈ Submix,a,b(Ξ) with

Q2 = X. Since each such Q is a nilpotent group with no orbits of 2-power length, Q(X, a, b)

consists of all groups X ×L such that L is a fixed-point-free N3-subgroup of C := CSym(Ξ)(X).

For some indexing of a1, . . . , at, the centraliser C factorises as W1 × · · · ×Wk × Sc, where each

Wi is permutation isomorphic to Ri ≀ Sci for some semiregular 2-group Ri of degree ai > 1, and

some positive integers ci ≥ 3 and c ≥ 0 with c +
∑k

i=1 ci = b and c +
∑k

i=1 aici = f = |Ξ|. (If

the Sylow 2-subgroup of G acts equivalently on more than one G-orbit then the sum
∑k

i=1 ai
will be less than a.) Let U ≤ C be the direct product of the base groups of the Wi. Then
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|U | = |Rc1
1 × · · · × Rck

k | ≤ ∏k
i=1 a

ci
i ≤ 2

∑
ciai ≤ 2f . Fix a complement B of U in C so that

B ∼= Sc1 × · · · × Sck × Sc ≤ Sb. 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 |SubN3(C)| ≤ 2f |SubN3(B)| ≤
2f |SubN3(Sb)|. Hence Theorem 3 yields

|Q(X, a, b)| ≤ |SubN3(C)| ≤ 2f |SubN3(Sb)| ≤ 2b
2/36+γ(3)b log b+f .

Since 9τ log n ≥ b there exists an absolute constant λ such that b2/36 + γ(3)b log b ≤ λ(log n)2.

Substituting, we deduce that

|S(Ξ, a, b)| ≤
∑

P∈Sub2,d≥m(Sym(Θ)),Q∈Submix,a,b(Ξ)

|Subdird2≥n/17(P ×Q2)|

≤
∑

P∈Sub2,d≥m(Sym(Θ)),X∈T (Ξ,a,b)

|Q(X, a, b)||Subdird2≥n/17(P ×X)|

≤ 2λ(log n)
2+f

∑

P,X

|Subdird2≥n/17(P ×X)|.

For each X ∈ T (Ξ, a, b), each ci is at least 3, so the corresponding B ≤ Sym(Ξ) has at

least one elementary abelian 2-subgroup of order exactly 2⌊b/3⌋: fix one and denote it EX .

Since EX ≤ B ≤ CSym(Ξ)(X) and X ∩ CSym(Ξ)(X) ≤ U , the intersection EX ∩ X = 1, so

XEX
∼= X × EX is a 2-subgroup of Sym(Ξ). Also, d(X) ≤ a/2 ≤ n/(2 · 106) so d(EX) =

⌊b/3⌋ ≤ 3τ log n < 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 ×EX whose projection to P ×X requires at least n/17

generators and whose projection to X × EX is surjective. With this notation, for sufficiently

large n Lemma 9.5 bounds

|S(Ξ, a, b)| ≤ 2λ(log n)
2+f

∑

P,X

2−((n/17)−d(X))d(EX )/2|S(P,X)|

≤ 2λ(log n)
2+f+(a/4−n/34)⌊b/3⌋∑

P,X

|S(P,X)|.

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 = R and X×EX = Y ×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 × EX) = Z(X) × EX . Since X is isomorphic to a subgroup of Sa, Theorem 2.8

bounds |Z(X)| ≤ 2a/2. By assumption |EX | = |EY | = 2⌊b/3⌋, so |Z(X) × EX | ≤ 2a/2+⌊b/3⌋.
Hence by Lemma 2.4(i) there are at most 4 · 2⌊b/3⌋(a/2) groups EY . Now let

f(EY ) = {S(P, Y ′) ∈ [S(P,X)] : EY ′ = EY } ⊆ [S(P,X)].

From d(EY ) = d(EX) and the fact that each group in S(P,X) projects to X × EX ≤ Sym(Ξ),

we deduce that d(Y ) = d(X) = d(Y ′) ≤ a/2 for all S(P, Y ′) ∈ f(EY ). Each complement Y ′

to EY in Y × EY has order |Y | and projects to Y , so has the form {(y, yθ) : y ∈ Y } for some

homomorphism θ : Y → EY . Hence |f(EY )| ≤ |Hom(Y,EY )| ≤ |EY |d(Y ) ≤ 2⌊b/3⌋a/2. We have

therefore shown that |[S(P,X)]| ≤ 4 · 2⌊b/3⌋a/22⌊b/3⌋a/2 = 2a⌊b/3⌋+2.

An easy exercise shows that for a fixed Ξ the intersection S(P,X) ∩ S(R,Y ) is non-empty

if and only if S(P,X) ∼ S(R,Y ). To bound
∑

P,X |S(P,X)|, let C1 := S(P1,X1), . . ., Cl :=
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S(Pℓ,Xℓ) be a complete set of ∼-class representatives, chosen such that each is of maximal size

in its ∼-class. Then the sets Ci are pairwise disjoint, so

∑

P∈Sub2,d≥m(Sym(Θ)),X∈T (Ξ,a,b)

|S(P,X)| ≤
ℓ
∑

i=1

|[Ci]||Ci|

≤ max
i∈{1,...,ℓ}

|[Ci]|
ℓ
∑

i=1

|Ci| ≤ max
i

|[Ci]||
⋃

P,X

S(P,X)|

≤ 2a⌊b/3⌋+2|
⋃

P,X

S(P,X)| ≤ 2a⌊b/3⌋+2|Sub2(Sn)|.

Since a ≤ n/106 we can bound 5a/4 − n/34 ≤ −0.029n. Hence

|S(Ξ, a, b)| ≤ 2λ(logn)
2+f+(5a/4−n/34)⌊b/3⌋+2 |Sub2(Sn)| ≤ 2λ(log n)

2+f−0.029n⌊b/3⌋+2|Sub2(Sn)|.

Let S ′ denote the subset of S for which f > n/1000. Now (a + 1)b ≥ f by Lemma 9.2(ii),

so a ≤ n/106 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

|S ′| ≤
∑

∑
f>n/1000,|Ξ|=f,

a+ b ≤ f |S(Ξ, a, b)| ≤
∑

f>n/1000,|Ξ|=f,a+b≤f

2−3.8n+λ(logn)2 |Sub2(Sn)|

≤ 2nn32−3.8n+λ(log n)2 |Sub2(Sn)|.

Now we count the subset of S for which f ≤ n/1000. It is a standard fact (see for example

[7, Lemma 16.19, page 427]), that the total number of subsets Ξ of {1, . . . , n} of size at most

n/1000 is at most

⌊n/1000⌋
∑

i=0

(

n

i

)

≤ 2n(
1

1000
log 1000− 999

1000
log 999

1000
) < 20.012n.

From b ≥ 3 we deduce that −0.029n · ⌊b/3⌋ + 2 ≤ −0.028n for n sufficiently large. Hence

|S \ S ′| ≤
∑

f≤n/1000,|Ξ|=f,a+b≤f

|S(Ξ, a, b)| ≤
∑

f≤n/1000,|Ξ|=f,a+b≤f

2−0.028n+0.001n2λ(log n)
2 |Sub2(Sn)|

≤ 20.012n · n3 · 2−0.027n+λ(log n)2 |Sub2(Sn)|.

Thus, |S|/|Sub2(Sn)| tends to 0 as n tends to ∞, and the result follows.

Proof of Theorem 4. Let n be congruent to 3 mod 4. We shall show that there is a map f

from the set of 2-subgroups of Sn to the set of non-nilpotent groups of Sn, 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 5.

Let G be a 2-subgroup of Sn. 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, j, k), (i, j)〉 in the first case, and f(G) = 〈G, (i, j, k)〉 in the second case. Then

H := f(G) induces S3 on ∆ := {i, j, k}; the pointwise stabiliser H(∆) is equal to G(∆); and the

projection of H to {1, . . . , n} \∆ 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 ∆ = {i, j, k} on which H acts as S3. Let Γ = {1, . . . , n} \∆.

If H is a direct product of Sym(∆) with H|Γ, then H = f(G) where G is a direct product of

G|∆ and G|Γ. The group G|Γ is either trivial or S2, and there are at most three choices for

the group S2, so at most four such G. Otherwise, H(∆)|Γ = G(∆)|Γ is an index 2 subgroup of

G|Γ, and H|Γ = G|Γ is also completely determined. There exactly three choices for G|∆, and so

exactly three possible groups G.
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