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2-ARC-TRANSITIVE CAYLEY GRAPHS ON ALTERNATING GROUPS
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ABSTRACT. An interesting fact is that most of the known connected 2-arc-transitive non-
normal Cayley graphs of small valency on finite simple groups are (A, 1, 2)-arc-transitive
Cayley graphs on A,,. This motivates the study of 2-arc-transitive Cayley graphs on A, for
arbitrary valency. In this paper, we characterize the automorphism groups of such graphs.
In particular, we show that for a non-complete (G, 2)-arc-transitive Cayley graph on A,
with G almost simple, the socle of G is either A, 11 or A, ;2. We also construct the first
infinite family of (A, t2,2)-arc-transitive Cayley graphs on A,,.
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1. INTRODUCTION

All graphs considered in this paper are finite, simple and undirected. For a positive integer
s, an s-arc of a graph is a (s+ 1)-tuple of vertices (vg, vy, ..., vs) where v; is adjacent to v;,;
for0 <i<s—landwv;_1 #v;yq for1 <i<s—1. Let I be a graph and let G be a subgroup
of the full automorphism group Aut(I') of I'. The graph I' is said to be (G, s)-arc-transitive
if G is transitive on the set of s-arcs. For short, we say that I' is s-arc-transitive if it is
(Aut(I"), s)-arc-transitive, and arc-transitive if it is (Aut(I'), 1)-arc-transitive. Note that
for regular graphs s-arc-transitivity with s > 2 implies (s — 1)-arc-transitivity. Tutte [25]
in 1947 proved that there exist no finite s-arc-transitive cubic graphs for s > 6. Since
this remarkable result, s-arc-transitive graphs have attracted considerable attention in the
literature.

Let H be a group and let S be an inverse-closed nonempty subset of H\ {1}. The Cayley
graph Cay(H,S) on H with connection set S is defined to be the graph with vertex set H
such that x,y € H are adjacent if and only if yz=! € S.

Some special classes of 2-arc-transitive Cayley graphs have been classified or characterized
in the literature. See Alspach, Conder, Marusi¢ and Xu [ for 2-arc-transitive Cayley graphs
on cyclic groups, Ivanov and Praeger [14] and Li and Pan [I7] for 2-arc-transitive Cayley
graphs on abelian groups, Marusi¢ and Du [9] for 2-arc-transitive Cayley graphs on dihedral
groups, and the recent work of Li and Xia [19] on 2-arc-transitive Cayley graphs on solvable
groups.

For a Cayley graph Cay(H,S), denote by Ry (H) the subgroup of Sym(H) induced by
the right multiplication of H on itself. Clearly, Ry (H) is a subgroup of Aut(Cay(H,S5)).
The Cayley graph Cay(H,S) is said to be normal if Ry(H) is a normal subgroup of
Aut(Cay(H,S)), and is said to be nonnormal otherwise. Nonnormal Cayley graphs are
believed to be rare, and it is conjectured by Xu [28] that almost all connected Cayley
graphs are normal. Moreover, it is well known that if Cay(H,.S) is a normal Cayley graph
on H, then Aut(Cay(H,S)) = Ry(H):Aut(H, S) where

Aut(H,S) :={o € Aut(H) | 7 = S},
1
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see Godsil [11, Lemma 2.1]. Hence the symmetries of normal Cayley graphs can be well
understood, and consequently more attention in the literature are on nonnormal ones while
investigating Cayley graphs.

The Jordan-Hélder theorem shows that all finite groups can be viewed as group extensions
of simple groups (namely their compositor factors). This fundamental theorem increases the
interest of the study of Cayley graphs on simple groups. Fang, Praeger and Wang [10] gave
a general description of the structures of automorphism groups of nonnormal Cayley graphs
on nonabelian simple groups, and s-arc-transitive nonnormal Cayley graphs on nonabelian
simple groups of certain valencies have been explicitly characterized. Let I be a connected
nonnormal s-arc-transitive Cayley graph on a nonabelian simple group. Based on a so called
‘dual action’ given in Li [16], Xu, Fang, Wang and Xu [29, B0] proved that if the valency
Val(I') = 3 then I' is one of two (Ayg, 5)-arc-transitive Cayley graphs on Ay7;. Du and Feng
[6] proved that if Val(I') = 4 and s > 2, then I' is an A, j-arc-transitive Cayley graph on A,,
for n € {24, 36,72, 144,532, 14364} with a unique exception. Similarly, Du, Feng and Zhou
[7] showed that if Val(I') = 5 then I is an A, ;-arc-transitive Cayley graph on A,, where n
is among 11 possible numbers, and [20] showed that if Val(I') = 7 and the vertex stabilizer
is solvable then I' is an A, j-arc-transitive Cayley graph on A,, with n € {7,21,63,84}.
Very recently, Yin, Feng, Zhou and Chen [31] proved that if Val(I") is a prime greater than
7 and the vertex stabilizer is solvable, then I is either an A, -arc-transitive Cayley graph
on A,, or one of the three exceptions.

From the above mentioned results in [6] [7, 20, 29] B0, 31] on s-arc-transitive nonnormal
Cayley graphs on nonabelian simple groups of certain valencies one can observe an interest-
ing phenomenon: most of these graphs turn out to be Cayley graphs on alternating groups.
This motivates a natural problem as follows.

Problem A. Study s-arc-transitive nonnormal Cayley graphs on alternating groups for
arbitrary valency.

In this paper, we give a characterization of the graphs in Problem A with s = 2. For
a group G, the socle Soc(G) of G is the product of all minimal normal subgroups of G.
For a G-vertex transitive graph I' and a normal subgroup M of G, the quotient graph 'y,
associated with M is a graph with the set of orbits of M as vertex set, and two orbits
01, 04 are adjacent if there is an edge in I' with two endpoints in Oy, Os respectively. The
graph IT" is called a normal cover of T'y; if the valency Val(T') = Val(T'y;).

Theorem 1.1. Let I' be a connected (G, 2)-arc-transitive Cayley graph on an alternating
group H = A, withn >5 and H < G, and let « be a vertex of I'. Suppose that H is not
normal in G. Then one of the following holds:

(a) Soc(G) = A1, Soc(G), is a reqular subgroup of A, ..

(b) G has a normal subgroup N = A, 5 such that H < N, I" is (N, 2)-arc-transitive, N, is
a sharply 2-transitive subgroup of A, 1o, and N, acts faithfully on I'(«); in particular,
Val(I') = n + 2 is a prime power.

(¢) I' = K, with m = nl/2, and either (Soc(G),S0c¢(G)a) = (Am, Am-1) or (G,Ga,n) =
(PGL2(59), AGL;(11),5).

(d) G has a nontrivial mazimal intransitive normal subgroup M such that G/M s almost
simple, Ty is (G/M,2)-arc-transitive, and T" is a normal cover of T'y;; moreover, one
of the following s true, where v is a vertex of I'ys:
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(d.1) Soc(G/M) = A,, such that n > 16 is a power of 2, and Soc(G /M), contains a
Sylow 2-subgroup of Soc(G/M).

(d.2) Soc(G/M) = A,41, and Soc(G/M), is a transitive subgroup of A, . 1;

(d.3) Ty = Ky, Soc(G/M) = A, such that m is the index of a subgroup of A, and
Soc(G/M), = Ay

A group G is said to be almost simple if Soc(G) is a nonabelian simple group. For
Problem A, if we impose that the 2-arc-transitive automorphism group of the graph is
almost simple, then we have the following corollary of Theorem [I11

Corollary 1.2. Let ' be a connected (G, 2)-arc-transitive Cayley graph on an alternating

group H = A, withn >5 and H < G, and let a be a vertex of I'. Suppose that G is almost

simple with socle T'. Then one of the following holds:

(a) T'=A,41 and T, is a reqular subgroup of A, i1;

(b) T = A,42 such that T is (T,2)-arc-transitive, T,, is a sharply 2-transitive subgroup of
A, 1o and acts faithfully on T'(«), and Val(I') = n + 2 is a prime power;

(C) I'= Kn!/g.

As introduced above, there are a number of (A, 4, 2)-arc-transitive Cayley graphs on A,
known in the literature, which give rise to examples of case (a) in Corollary However,
to the best of our knowledge, there is no example of (A, 2, 2)-arc-transitive Cayley graph
on A, in the literature. Note that the vertex stabilizer T, in case (b) of Corollary [[.2]
as a sharply 2-transitive group, is an affine group with degree a prime power p?, and is
either a subgroup of AT'L;(p?) or with p? € {52, 72,112,192, 232,292 592} (see for example
[13, Chapter XII §9]). In this paper, we construct the first infinite family of (A, 1o, 2)-arc-
transitive Cayley graphs on A,, with vertex stabilizer a subgroup of AT'L;(p?).

Construction 1.3. Let ¢ be a prime power such that ¢ = 3 (mod 4), and let 7: v — 01
be the filed automorphism of F of order 2. Take G = Sym(F,), K = AGLi(¢?):(r) <
ATLi(¢°) < G, and g € G such that 09 = 0 and v? = v~' for all v € F),. Then let
I' = Cos(G, K, g) be the coset graph (see Subsection 2.2 for definition) given by the triple
(G, K, q).

Theorem 1.4. Let g, G and I be as in Construction[L3l. Then I' is a connected (A, 2)-
arc-transitive Cayley graph on A,2_o with valency ¢*.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. After a preliminary section, we deal with
the vertex-quasiprimitive case of Theorems [T in Section B, which leads to a proof of
Theorems [T in Section @l Then in Section [ we prove Theorem T4l

2. PRELIMINARIES

The notations used in this paper are standard. As in [4], we sometimes use n to denote
a cyclic group of order n, use [n]| to denote a group of order n, and use p™ with p a prime
to denote the elementary abelian group of order p"”. For a positive integer n and prime
number p, let denote by n, the largest p-power dividing n. For a graph I', let V(I') denote
the vertex set of I', and let I'(v) denote the set of neighborhoods of v € V/(I').

2.1. 2-arc-transitive graphs. The following result shows that the s-arc-transitivity of
graph with s > 2 is inherited by normal quotients, see Praeger [2Il Theorem 4.1].
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Theorem 2.1. Let I" be a connected (G, s)-arc-transitive graph with s > 2. Suppose that
G has a normal subgroup M with at least three orbits on V(I'). Then Iy is (G/M, s)-
arc-transitive with (G/M), = G, where v € V(I'y) and o € V(I'). Moreover, M is
semiregular on V(I'), and I is a normal cover of T'y;.

Let T" be a graph and let G < Aut(I"). For adjacent vertices o and  of T', let GY be
the kernel of G, acting on I'(«v), and let GE]B =GN G[BH. The following theorem is a
well-known result of Weiss [26] on local action of 2-arc-transitive graphs.

Theorem 2.2. Let I' be a connected (G, 2)-transitive graph with G < Aut(I'), and let «
and B be adjacent vertices of I'. Then one of the following holds:
1 1] ~ (A1 I'(B) ~ ~T(a
(@) G = 1, and I = (G 9 G = 6T,
(b) GE]B is a nontrivial p-group for some prime p, and there exist integers d > 2 and f > 1
such that G&® > PSLy(p’) and Val(T') = (p¥ —1)/(p/ — 1).

The following lemma is also well known. We include a proof here as it is not lengthy.

Lemma 2.3. Let I' be a connected graph, let G be a vertez-transitive subgroup of Aut(T),
and let o« € V(T'). Then every composition factor of G, is isomorphic to a section of G,

Proof. Let d be the diameter of I'. For i € {0,1,...,d}, let V; be the set of vertices of
distance ¢ from ain ', let U; = Vo U Vi U ---UV;, and let K; be the kernel of G, acting on
U;. By the connectivity of I" we have Uy = V/(I'), and thus

1=K;<dKqg 1 4--- 4K, Ky = G,.

Moreover, for i € {1,...,d},
K /K 2K,

Let A be an orbit of K;_; on V;, and let v € A. Then there exists § € U;_; such that
v € T'(B). Tt follows that 4% € T'(8*) = I'(3) for each k € K;_;. Hence A = -1 C T'(B),
and so K2, is a homomorphic image of Kip_(f). Note that Kir_(f) < Gg(ﬁ ) =~ L since
G is vertex-transitive. We then conclude that K2, is (isomorphic to) a section of G
Since A is an arbitrary orbit of K; 1 on Vj, this implies that K; ;/K; = Kiv_i | is a section
of GE®. Thus every composition factor of G, is a section of GL'. O

Recall that the 2-transitive groups are known (see for instance [3, Chapter 7]). In par-
ticular, a 2-transitive group is either affine or almost simple.

Lemma 2.4. Let ' be a connected (G,2)-arc-transitive graph, let N be a vertex-transitive
normal subgroup of G, and let o € V/(I'). Then the following hold:

(a) if NE@ s almost simple with socle not isomorphic to PSLy(8), then T' is (N, 2)-arc-
transitive;

(b) if N, is almost simple with socle not isomorphic to PSLy(8), then ' is (N, 2)-arc-
transitive.

@) is almost

Proof. Since T is (G, 2)-arc-transitive, GL@) is 2-transitive. Suppose that Ny
simple with socle not isomorphic to PSLy(8). It follows that NE@ is a normal subgroup

of the 2-transitive group GL. Then by the classification of 2-transitive groups, GL @ s
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almost simple with Soc(Go' ™) = Soc(Na ), and N, is 2-transitive. Since N is vertex-

transitive, we then conclude that I' is (N, 2)-arc-transitive. This proves part (a).

Now suppose that N, is almost simple with socle not isomorphic to PSLy(8). Then NE@

is nonsolvable by Lemma Since N4 is a homomorphic image of the almost simple

group N,, this implies that Nj (®) >~ N Thus the conclusion of part (a) shows that I' is
(N, 2)-arc-transitive, proving part (b). O

2.2. Coset graphs and orbital graphs. Coset graph and orbital graph are two useful
tools to construct and understand general arc-transitive graphs.

Let G be a group, K a core-free subgroup of G (namely, K contains no nontrivial normal
subgroup of G) and g € G\ K. Define the coset graph Cos(G, K, g) to be a graph with
vertex set |G : K| (the set of right cosets of K in ) such that Kz is adjacent to Ky with
z,y € G if and only if yr=! € KgK. The following assertion is due to Sabidussi [24].

Lemma 2.5. Let I be a connected G-arc-transitive graph of valency d, and let o € V(T).
Then T' = Cos(G, K, g) for K = G, and some 2-element g satisfying:

gENG(KNKY), g*e K, (K g) =G, |K|/|[KNK’|=d. (1)

In particular, if 5 € I'(a) then (Ga, Ng(Gag)) = G.

Conversely, if H is a core-free subgroup of a group X and x is an element of X such
that the triple (X, H,x) (as (G, K, g) there) satisfies (Il), then Cos(X, H,x) is a connected
X -arc-transitive graph of valency d.

Let G be a transitive permutation group on a set 2. Then G naturally acts on 2 x Q by
(o, B)? = (a4, 89) for g € G and «, 5 € Q.

The orbits of G on €2 x Q are called orbitals of G. By the transitivity of G, each orbital of
(G corresponds to a orbit of G, on €2, which is called a suborbit of G. Let A be a suborbit
of G, and let 5 € A. We say that A is nontrivial if A # {a}, and A is self-paired if
(o, B)¢ = (B,a). If A is nontrivial, then the associated orbital graph T'(A) of A is the
graph with vertex set Q and edge set {a, 5}¢ = {{a9, 39} : g € G}. Clearly, if A is
nontrivial and self-paired, then I'(A) is G-arc-transitive. Conversely, every G-arc-transitive
graph can arise in this way. Note that if ['(A) is connected, then (G, g) = G for any g € G
such that a9 = .
The next lemma will be needed in Section

Lemma 2.6. Let G = A,, be a transitive permutation group on a set ), wheren > 5, and let
a € Q. Suppose that G, = A,,_s or S,_5. Then there is no connected (G,2)-arc-transitive
associated orbital graph for any non-trivial suborbit of G on Q.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that there exists a connected (G, 2)-arc-transitive asso-
ciated orbital graph I' with a suborbit A of G on 2. Then A is nontrivial and self-paired.

First assume that G, = A,,_2. Then the action of G on €) can be identified with the
natural action of G on ®? | the set of ordered pairs in the set ® := {1,2,...,n}. Identify
Q with ®®, and assume without loss of generality that a = (1,2). Let 3 = (i,j) € A.
Then A = % and § # « as A is nontrivial. If {i,j} = {1,2}, then 8 = (2,1), and
so the suborbit A = 3% = {3} has length 1, contradicting the connectivity of I'. If
{i,7}n = {1,2} = 0, then G,5 = A,_4 is not maximal in G,, and so the action of G,
on [G, : Gap] is not 2-transitive, contradicting the (G, 2)-arc-transitivity of I'.  Hence
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I{7,7} N{1,2}| = 1. Assume without loss of generality that § = (1,3). Let g = (2, 3)(4,5).
Then g maps a to 3, and so (G4, g) = G by the connectivity of I". However, (G, g) fixes
1 as both G, and g fixes 1, a contradiction.

Next assume that G, = S,,_». Then the action of G on 2 can be identified with the
natural action of G' on ®{?}, the set of 2-subsets of the set ® := {1,2,...,n}. Identify Q
with ®12}, and assume without loss of generality that o = {1,2}. Let 8 = {i,j} € A. Then
A = 3% and B # « as A is nontrivial. If {1,2} N {i,j} = 0, then Gup = S, _4.Co. If
{i,2} N {4, j}| = 1, then Gop = A,,_3. In either case, G,p is not maximal in G,, and so
the action of G, on [G, : Gap) is not 2-transitive, contradicting the (G, 2)-arc-transitivity
of T. O

2.3. Quasiprimitive permutation groups with a transitive alternating group. A
transitive permutation group is said to be quasiprimitive if all of its nontrivial normal
subgroups are transitive. The following classification of quasiprimitive permutation groups
containing a transitive alternating group was obtained by the second-named author [27].

Proposition 2.7. Let G be a quasiprimitive permutation group on €2, and let o € Q). If G
contains a transitive subgroup H = A,, with n > 5, then one of the following holds.

(a) G is almost simple with socle L such that either L = H, or L = HL, satisfies one of
the following:
(a.l) L =A, 4 with1 <k <5, and L, is k-transitive on n + k points;

(a.2) L=A,, and L, = A,,_1, where m is the indezx of a subgroup of A,;

(a.3) (L,n, Ly) lies in Table[dl

(b) G is primitive with socle A,, X A,,, and H is regular.

(c) n =6, G is primitive with socle Ag x Ag, and G < S¢Sy by the product action on 62
points.

Let us outline the proof of Theorem [T, in which Proposition B.7 will play a crucial role.
Let I" be a connected (G, 2)-arc-transitive Cayley graph on an alternating group H = A,
with n > 5 and H < @, and let a be a vertex of I'. Take M to be a maximal intransitive
normal subgroup of G, and let X = G/M and Y = HM/H. From Theorem 2] we see
the quotient graph I'j; is X-arc-transitive and X-vertex-quasiprimitive, and X contains
a vertex-transitive subgroup Y = H. Thus the candidates for the triple (X,Y, X,) are
given in Proposition 2.7 We investigate those candidates and give a characterization of
such graphs I'j; in Sectiond We shall see that most of the candidates for (XY, X)) satisfy
Soc(X) = A,yp with 1 <k <5,Y = A, and that X, is a k-transitive group on n+k points,
as in Case (a.1) of Proposition 271 Moreover, the possibility for £ > 3 will be excluded,
and the graph I' arising from this case must will be shown to satisfy part (b) of Theorem
[LI In Section 4, we consider the cover of I'j; and complete the proof of Theorem [I.1]
where the same technique as in [7] will be used.

2.4. Some technical lemmas. Let G be a permutation group on a set 2. Recall that G
is said to be semiregular on Q if G, = 1 for each a € Q. A nontrivial cyclic subgroup (g)
of G is semiregular on 2 if and only if g can be expressed as a disjoint product of s cycles
of length ¢ such that st = || and t > 1.

Lemma 2.8. Let G be a permutation group on a set ), let H be a subgroup of G, and let H,,
be the stabilizer of a point o € Q) in H. If H, contains an element acting fixed-point-freely
on Q\ {a}, then Ng(H,) < G,. In particular, if H is 2-transitive then Ng(H,) < G,.
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Row L n L,

1 Ag 5 Ay, S,

2 Ay 6 Ag, Sg

3 Ay 7,8 Ais, Si3

4 M2 5 My,

5 PSLy(11) 5 11, 11:5

6 PSLy(19) 5 19:9

7 PSLy(29) 5 29:7, 29:14

8 PSLy(59) 5 59:29

10  PSU4(5) 7 51128

11 PSp,(3) 6 372:Qg, 311%:2.A,

12 Spg(2) 6,7, 8 PSU3(3):2

13 Spg(2) 8 3172:8:2, 3172:2.S,, PSLy(8), PSLy(8):3, PSU,(2):2
14 Spg(2)  6,7,8,9,10 SOz (2)

15 Q(3) 8,9 33+3:PSLs(3)

16 97(3) 9 33PSL3(3), PSL4(3), PSL4(3)2, G2(3)
17 QF(2) 6,7,8,9 Spe(2)

18 Q7(2) 8 Ay

19 Q5 (2) 8,9 PSUL(2), PSU4(2):2, 3 x PSU4(2), (3 x PSU4(2)):2
20 Q5 (2) 9 24:15.4, 26:15, 26:15.2, 26:15.4, Ag, Sg
21 O (2 9 24A; < L, < 26:A

22 P?Zé“(é) 8,9 36:P§L_4(3) )

23 PQJ(3) 9 Q4(3)

24 Q3 (2) 12 28:05 (2)

TABLE 1. Exceptional quasiprimitive groups with a transitive subgroup A,

Proof. Let g € Ng(H,), and let h € H,, such that h has no fixed-point on 2\ {«}. Then
Fix(h) = {a}, and so Fix(h9) = {a?}. Since hY € (H,)? = H,, we have a € Fix(h?). It
follows that o € {af}. Hence af = a, that is, g € G,. Thus Ng(H,) < G, as required.
Now suppose that H is 2-transitive. Then H, is transitive on 2\ {a}. By a theorem
of Jordan, there exits h € H, such that h has no fixed-point on Q \ {«}. This implies
N¢(H,) < G, by the above conclusion. O

Recall that a section of a group G is a quotient of a subgroup of G.

Lemma 2.9. Let B = M:H where H = A,, with n > 9. Suppose that |M|, < r"~2 for each
prime divisor v of |M| and that M has no section isomorphic to H. Then B = M x H.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that B # M x H. Let
l=My<M <---<My=M<B

be a normal series of B such that M;,;/M; is minimal normal in B/M; for each 0 < i < s—1.
Since B # M x H, there exists 0 < j < s — 1 such that M; H # M;.; x H but
M;H = M; x H for each 0 <7 < j. Since M N H =1, we have M;H/M; = H = A,, and
M;  H/M; = (Mj+1/M;):(M;H/M;). If the conjugation action of M;H/M; on M, /M;
is trivial, then M, H/M; = (M;+1/M;) x (M;H/M;) and so M;H <t M;,H. If this is the



8 PAN, XIA, AND YIN

case, then since M;H = M; x H and M has no section isomorphic to A,,, it follows that H is
characteristic in M;H and thus normal in M;,,H, which implies that M; 1 H = M, x H,
a contradiction. Hence the conjugation action of M;H/M; on M; /M; is nontrivial, and
is thus faithful by the simplicity of M;H/M;. Therefore, A, = M;H/M; < Aut(M;+1/M;).

Write M; 1 /M; =Ty x---x T, with Ty = .- = T,, = T for some simple group T". If 7" =
C, for some prime p, then A,, < Aut(C;') = GL,,(p), and by [I5, Proposition 5.3.7] we have
m > n—2, which yields that |M|, > |M;,/M;| = p™ > p"~2, contradicting the condition of
the lemma. Hence T is a nonabelian simple group. Then since A,, < Aut(7™) = Aut(T)NS,,
and M has no section isomorphic to A,,, we derive that A, NAut(7")" = 1 and so A,, < Sp..
This implies n < m. Then for any prime divisor r of |T'| we have |M|, > |T|™ > r™ > r™,
again contradicting the condition of the lemma. U

Let G be a 2-transitive group of degree n not containing A,,. Pyber [23] gave the bound
|G| < nelE* for some constant ¢ > 0, and in particular, |G| < n8[4loanllosn if p > 400,
where logn means logarithm to the base 2. His proof does not rely on the classification of
finite simple groups (CFSG for short), and he noted that one can prove |G|  ntFot)len Ly
using CFSG. In the following lemma we shall prove that |G| < n(n —1)2"~*. Computation
shows that

n(n —1)2"* < pbltleentloen for 4y < 168840,

Thus if we use Pyber’s result, we would still need to investigate 2-transitive groups of degree
less than 168840. Hence for the convenience of the proof we shall use CFSG. Then the list
of 2-transitive groups can be found in [3| Tables 7.3 and 7.4]. Note that a 2-transitive group
is affine or almost simple.

Lemma 2.10. Let G be a 2-transitive permutation group with degree n > 11 not containing
A,. Then |G| < n(n —1)2"4,

Proof. Computation shows that n!®°¢" < n(n — 1)2"~* for n > 31. Hence for n > 31 it
suffices to show |G| < nt5°e™ By the classification of 2-transitive groups, it is straight-
forward to verify the conclusion for n < 30. Thus we assume n > 31 for the rest of the
proof.

Case 1: G is affine. Then G < AGLy(p) for some prime p and integer d such that n = p?,
and so d + 1 =1log,n+ 1 <logn + 1 < 1.5logn. Consequently,

d-1 d—1
|G| < |AGL4(p)| = p* H(pd —p') < depd _ pld+) — i+l p15logn,
=0 i=0

Case 2: Soc(G) = PSLy(q) with n = (¢¢ —1)/(q — 1), where d > 2 and ¢ = p° for some
prime p and integer e. If d = 2, then
|G| < e(d,q = 1)|PSL(2,¢)| = q(q + 1)(¢ — Ve < qlg +1)2°7° = n(n — 1)2" ",

Now let d > 3. Then |G| < 2e(d,q — 1)|PSL4(g)|. The candidates of the pair (d, q) such
that 31 <n <63 are (5,2), (6,2), (4,3), (3,5), (3,7), and direct calculation shows that the
lemma is true for these candidates. For n > 64, since n > ¢%~', we have d+2 < log,n+3 <
logn +3 < 1.5logn and ¢(@DE+2) < pd+2 < pldlogn which leads to
d—2 d—2
|G| < 2eqd—1 H(qd N qi) < 26qd—1 qu _ 26qd2—1 < qd2 < q(d—l)(d+2) < plBlogn
i=0 1=0
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Case 3: G = Spyy(2) with n = 22471 4 2d=1 op 22d=1 _ 9d=1 "where d > 3. If d = 3, then
G = Spg(2), and so |G| < 3112183t < pldlosn a9 > 31, If d > 4, then n > 2241 —24-1 >
224-2 and 1.5logn > 3d — 3 > d + 2, which implies that

d d
|G| — 2d2 H(227, o 1) < 2d2 H 22i _ 2d(2d+1) S 2(2d—2)~(d+2) < nd+2 < n1.510gn.
i=1 i=1

Case 4: Soc(G) = PSU3(q) with n = ¢* + 1, where ¢ = p® > 4 for some prime p and
integer e. In this case, we have

|G| < 2(3,q —+ 1)6|PSU3(q)| = 26(]3((]3 + 1)(q2 o 1) < q9 < (q3 + 1)3 _ n3 < n1.510gn.
Case 5: Soc(G) = Sz(q) with n = ¢® + 1, where ¢ = 22¢T! > 8 for some integer e. Then
G < [Se@)|(2e + 1) = (e + D + D —1) < < (2 + 1) = P < al7¥5n

Case 6: Soc(G) = Ree(q) and n = ¢* + 1, where ¢ = 32“T' > 27 for some integer e. In
this case,

1G] < [Ree(q)](2¢ + 1) = (2¢ + Dg(q* + 1)(g — 1) < ¢ < (¢° + 1)° = n® < P57,

For G not in any of Cases 1-6, by the classification of 2-transitive groups, there are
finitely many candidates for G. For these candidates, one can directly verify the conclusion
of the lemma. O

3. VERTEX-QUASIPRIMITIVE CASE
In this section we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let I" be a connected (G, 2)-arc-transitive graph, let o be a vertex of T.

Suppose that G is quasiprimitive on V(I') and has a vertez-transitive subgroup H = A,

with n > 5. Then G 1s almost simple, and one of the following holds:

(a) Soc(G) = H;

(b) Soc(G) = A, 11, and Soc(G),, is a transitive subgroup of A, i1;

(¢) Soc(G) = A,ya, Soc(G), is a 2-transitive subgroup of A, s, the action of G, on I'(«a)
is faithful, and T is (Soc(G), 2)-arc-transitive;

(d) I' = K, Soc(G) = A,,, such that m is the index of a subgroup of A,, and Soc(G), =
Am—l;'

(e) I' =Kpi1, H=A;, G =PGLa(p) with p € {11,19,29,59}, and G, = AGL;(p);

(f) I'= Klg, H = A5, G - Mlg, and Ga == Mll-

Let I', G, a and H be as in the assumption of Proposition Bl and let 5 € I'(«). Then
G satisfies Proposition .71

Lemma 3.2. The pair (G, H) does not satisfy part (b) or (c) of Proposition 2.1

Proof. Recall that the O’Nan-Scott-Praeger Theorem divides quasiprimitive permutation
groups into eight types, see [22, Section 5]. Since I' is (G, 2)-arc-transitive and G is
quasiprimitive on V(I'), it is shown in [21] (see also [22, Theorem 6.1]) that G has type
holomorph affine, almost simple, twisted wreath product or product action.

If (G, H) satisfies part (b) of Proposition 7 then G is of type holomorph simple or
simple diagonal, a contradiction.
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Suppose that (G, H) satisfies part (c) of Proposition 2.7 Then G < S¢S, acts primitively
on V(I') by product action with Soc(G) = Ag x Ag and |V(I')| = 36. Hence

(A5 X A5).2 < Gy <5518,

and G, has a unique minimal normal subgroup As x Ajs. Since GLY s a homomorphic
image of G, it follows that either GL® = G, or G is solvable. However, Lemma 2.3

implies that GA® is nonsolvable. Thus Ga® 2 G,,, from which we deduce that Gh® is
not 2-transitive, contradicting the (G, 2)-arc-transitivity of I'. O

Now assume that (G, H) satisfies part (a) of Proposition 2.7, so that G is almost simple.
Let L = Soc(G). Then according to Proposition 21 either L = H, or L = H L, satisfies
one of the following:

(a.l) L =A, 4 with 1 <k <5, and L, is k-transitive on n + k points;

(a.2) L=A,, and L, = A,,_1, where m is the index of a subgroup in A,;

(a.3) (L,n, L) lies in Table [

It is clear that case (a.2) leads to part (d) of Proposition Bl Thus we only need to deal
with cases (a.1) and (a.3). These two cases will be treated in the following two subsections,
respectively, after the next lemma.

Lemma 3.3. If L, is nonsolvable, then I" is (L, 2)-arc-transitive.

Proof. Since G is quasiprimitive on V(I'), the normal subgroup L is transitive on V (I").

Suppose for a contradiction that I' is not (L, 2)-arc-transitive. Then LE®) is not 2-transitive,
and L < G. As I is (G, 2)-arc-transitive and L, is nonsolvable, [I8 Corollary 1.2] asserts

that G is one of the groups:
PI'Ly(8), 19%(9 x SLy(5)), 29%:(7 x SLa(5)), 29%:(28 0 SLy(5)), 59%:(29 x SLy(5)).  (2)

Since L is normal in G, we see that LE(O‘) is normal in GE(“).
Suppose that L is not an alternating group. Then (L, n, L) lies in Table[Il As L, has a

homomorphic image LY that is a normal subgroup of one of the groups in (), inspecting

the candidates for L, in Table [[l shows that L = Spy(2) and L, = PSLy(8) or PSL,(8):3.

However, in this case we have Out(L) = 1, which implies that G = L, a contradiction.
Thus L is an alternating group. Since L is transitive on V(I'), we have |G|/|G.| =

V()| = |L|/|La| and hence |Ga/La| = |G/L| € {2,4}. As a consequence, |Go® /LE®| €
{1,2,4}. Moreover, since LY@ s not 2-transitive, we have Lh® #£ GL®. Therefore,
IGE@ /LR = 2 or 4. Now GA' is one of the above five groups with a normal subgroup
Lo of index 2 or 4. The only possibility is that Go'® = 29%:(28 o SLy(5)) and Lo =
292:(7 x SLo(5)). However, this implies that L5® is 2-transitive, a contradiction. O

3.1. Case (a.1).

Lemma 3.4. Let L = A, with2 < k < 5. If L, is an affine k-transitive subgroup of L,
then the action of G, on I'(«) is faithful.

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that L, is an affine k-transitive subgroup of L while G,,
is not faithful on I'(ar). Then G, is an affine k-transitive subgroup of G with Soc(G,) = C'
for some prime p and integer m, and GY > Soc(G,,). Since GL(®) GQ/GQ], it follows that
GH is a quotient of G /Soc(Ga).
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Suppose GE]B = 1. Then by Theorem 22(a), the group GY is isomorphic to a normal
subgroup of Gg(ﬁa). In particular, |GL| divides \Gg(ﬁa)| and thus divides |G|, which
implies that p?™ divides |Gh).GR™| = |Ga|. Checking the candidates (for example, in [3)
Table 7.3]) of affine 2-transitive groups G, for the condition that [Soc(G,)|? = p*™ divides
|Gal|, we obtain the following possibilities:

(i) Gu/Soc(Gy) > SLy4(q) with d > 2 and ¢ = p™;

(i) Ga/Soc(Gy) > Spoyy(q) with d > 2 and ¢** = p™;

(ili) Go/Soc(Gq) B> Go(q) with ¢ = p™.
Notice that Ga'® is 2-transitive and is a quotient group of G, /Soc(Gy). We see that (iii) is
not possible because there is no 2-transitive permutation group with socle Go(q). Moreover,
if (i) occurs, then GH s almost simple with socle PSL4(q), and the largest normal p-
subgroup of GZ(BQ) is of order ¢?~!, contradicting the condition that G is isomorphic to a
normal subgroup of GZ(BO‘) with GI Soc(Gy) = C'. Now assume (ii) occurs. Then the

2-transitivity of GL@ implies that it is almost simple with socle Sp,,(q), where ¢ = 2, and
Gg(ﬁa) is almost simple with socle PQ3,(2) or PQ5,(2). This also contradicts the condition
that G is isomorphic to a normal subgroup of Gz(ﬁa) with Gi! > Soc(Ga) = Cp.
Therefore, G([j]ﬁ # 1. By Theorem 2.2 there exist prime r and integers e > 2 and f > 1
such that Gg]ﬁ is a nontrivial r-group, Ga® > PSL.(rf) and Val(I') = (rf — 1)/(rf — 1).
If r # p, then
Oyt = Soc(Ga) = S0c(Ga)Gap/Gap < G /Gy = (GIN)D 2 (G5)' = (G,

and so p*™ divides |GL.GL| = |G.|, which is not possible by the same argument as in
the previous paragraph. Hence r = p, and so Soc(Gg(a)) = PSL.(p/). Then since GL@ is
a quotient of G, /Soc(G,,), the only possibility for the affine 2-transitive group G, is
ASL.(p") < G, < ATL.(p’) with ef =m. (3)
Suppose (e,p’) € {(2,3),(2,4), (3,2),(3,3)}. Then viewing @) and G = G,A,, we have
(G, Ga) € {(Ag, ASLs(3)), (Se, AGL2(3)), (A1s, ASLa(4)),
(A1g, AGL2(4)), (A6, AXLo(4)), (Asg, AI'L2(4)),
(As, ASL3(2)), (Agr, ASL3(3)), (Sa7, AGL3(3))}.

Moreover, G,z is a maximal subgroup of G, such that the action of G, on [G4 : Gug
is 2-transitive. However, for all the candidates computation in MAGMA [2] shows that
(Ng(Gap), Ga) < G, contradicting the connectivity of I'.

Thus (e,p’) & {(2,3),(2,4),(3,2),(3,3)}. Let V be an e-dimensional vector space over
IF,s such that Alt(V) < G < Sym(V) and ASL(V) 4 G, < AI'L(V), and let N = Soc(G,).
Since Gop > G > N, we have Gop = N:(Gap)o. Moreover, (Gap)o is the stabilizer in
(G4)o of a 1-dimensional subspace or a (e—1)-dimensional subspace of V', as the action of G,
on [Gy : Gapl is 2-transitive. Hence (Gop)o = (P:Q).O with P = e Q= GL._1(p%)
and O = (G4)o/SL(V) < TL(V)/SL(V).

By Lemma 2] there exits g € Ng(Gop) such that I' = Cos(G, Ga, g) and (G, g) = G.
Since N < G5 and g € Ng(Gap), we have N9 < G,5. Then NN9 < NP, as NP is
the largest normal p-subgroup of G,g. If N9 = N, then N is normal in (G,,g) = G,
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contradicting that G is Alt(V) or Sym(V). Hence N9 # N, and so NNY/N is a nontrivial
normal subgroup of G,g/N = (P:Q)).O. Since P is a minimal normal subgroup of (P:Q).O,
it follows that NNY9/N = P, which yields NN9 = NP. For h € GL(V) and w € V, define
thw € AGL(V) by letting

tha: vt +w for vev,
and identify ¢, o with h. For each h € P, since t;, o € NP = NNY, there exists x € N such
that ¢, 0x € N9, and so there exists w € V such that ¢, ,, = t50t1,., € NY.

Case 1: (Gap)o is the stabilizer in (G, ) of a (e — 1)-dimensional subspace of V. In this
case, PQQ = SL(V)y for some (e — 1)-dimensional subspace U of V. Let vy, vs,...,v, be
a basis of V such that U = (vy,...,v.). Since |N| = |[NY| = (p/)¢ and |[NNY| = [NP| =
(p/)?=1, we have |N N N9 = p/. Moreover, since both N and NY are normal in G,g,
their intersection N N N9 is normalized by PQ). Then since the orbits of PQ = SL(V)y on
V\ {0} are U\ {0} and V' \ U, we conclude that NN N9 = {t; , | u € U} with e = 2. From
p=pt=n+k>n+2>7and (e,p)) & {(2,3),(2,4)} we deduce that p/ > 5. Hence
there exists ¢ € F; with ¢ # ¢~%. Let h, ¢ € SL(V') defined by

U{L = V1 + V2, vg = Vg, vf = cuy, vg = c_lvg.
Then h € P and ¢ € (). As shown above, there exists w € V such that ¢, € NY9. Write

w = avy +bvy with a,b € F,;. Since N9 is normalized by @), we have tzolth@tg,o € NY. Then
since N9 is abelian, we obtain t;’éth,wtg,othw = th,wt;,éth,wtg,o, which implies that

(ac+a)v; + (ac+be ™t +b)vy = Ofeothwteothw — Qfhwlepthwleo — (ac+a)vy + (ac™?+bet +b)v,
by direct calculation. Since ¢ # ¢ 2, this yields a = 0, that is, w € U. Consequently,
thw €{tiu |ue U} =NNNI and so tpo = th,wtiiu € N9, contradicting the fact that N9
is regular on V.

Case 2: (Gap)o is the stabilizer in (G,)o of a 1-dimensional subspace of V. In this case,
PQ = SL(V),) for some v; € V. Extend v; to a basis vy, vs,...,v. of V. Then the linear
transformation A defined by

vg = +vy and vf‘ =v; for i€ {1,3,4,...,¢e}
lies in P, and so there exists w € V such that t;,, € N9. Then for any ¢ € (PQ),, since
then-10-10 = th,wtg_hlg—17w = th,w(tz,otﬁutg_,é) c NY

and N9 acts regularly on V', we obtain h¢h='¢~! =1, that is, £ € Cpg(h). Hence

(PQ)w < Cpgl(h). (4)
If there exists z € Fix(h) \ (v1, vo, w), then the linear transformation ¢ such that v{ = vy,
w' = w and z* = vy+ 2 satisfies £ € SL(V )y = PQ, w' = wand 2" = vg+2 # v14+va+2 =
2 contradicting (@)). Thus Fix(h) < (v, ve,w). As vy ¢ Fix(h), we obtain

Fix(h) < (v1, ve, w). (5)

In particular, e — 1 = dim(Fix(h)) < 3, which means e < 4. The possibility of e = 2
has already been ruled out in Case 1. Therefore, ¢ = 3. Then it follows from (e,p’) ¢
{(3,2),(3,3)} that p/ > 4. Hence there exists a € F7 with a # a'. Since Fix(h) =
(v1,v3), we derive from (@) that w ¢ (v1) and vy ¢ (vy,w). Let ¢ be the transformation
defined by vf = avi, w* = w and v§ = a 'vs. Then ¢ € SL(V),) = PQ, w' = w, and
v = avy + a vy # a" g + atvy = vt This contradicts (@). O
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Lemma 3.5. Let L = A, with 1 < k < 5. If L, is k-transitive on n + k points, then
k <2.

Proof. Let Q = {1,...,n+ k} be the set that L = A, naturally acts on. Suppose for
a contradiction that & > 3. Then L, is a 3-transitive subgroup of A, x, and so by [3
Table 7.4], the triple (Lq, La1, 7+ k) lies in Table 2 where L, is the stabilizer of the point
1€ Qin L,. In particular, L, is nonsolvable.

Row L, Lo n+k Remarks

1 AGL4(2) GL4(2) 24 d>3

2 My Mg 11 sharply 4-transitive

3 My, PSLy(11) 12

4 M, My, 12 sharply 5-transitive

5 Moo PSL3(4) 22

6 M23 M22 23 4-transitive

7 M24 M23 24 5-transitive

8 PSLy(p/).O (pf:(;;:ll)).(’) p/ +1 poprime, (2,p—1)<O0<(2,p—1) x f,

O is not Frobenius if p > 2

TABLE 2. 3-transitive permutation groups on n + k points

Since L, is 2-transitive on €2, it follows from Lemma 2.8 that

N (Lar) = N, (Laa), (6)

where L; is the stabilizer of 1 € Q in L. Take € I'(«v). As L, is nonsolvable, Lemma
asserts that I' is (L, 2)-arc-transitive. Hence L, is 2-transitive on I'(a), which can be
identified with [L, : Lag]. In particular, L has a suborbit of length |L,|/|Lag| = Val(I') on
L : L,]. Let M = Np(Las). Then by Lemma 25 we have (L,, M) = L. In the following
we consider each row of Table ] separately.

Row 1. For this row we have L = Aya, L, = AGL4(2) and L, = GL4(2) = PSL4(2), where
d > 3. Then Lemma B4 asserts that L, acts faithfully on I'(«r). Since L, = AGL,4(2) has
a unique faithful 2-transitive permutation presentation, it follows that L,g is conjugate to
L, in Ly, that is, L,g = (La1)® for some x € L,. Since L, = PSL4(2) is 2-transitive
on Q\ {1} and PSL,4(2) is the only 2-transitive permutation group with socle PSL4(2), we
have N, (La1) = Lar- This together with (6]) leads to N (La1) = Lai- Hence

M = Ng(Lag) = NL((La1)®) = (NL(La1))* = (La1)” < La,
which implies that (L., M) = L, < L, a contradiction.
Row 2. Then L = Ay and L, = Mj;. Since the 2-transitive permutation representations
of L, = Mj; have degree 11 or 12, we have Val(I') = 11 or 12. However, computation in

MacMA [2] shows that L = Ay; acting on [Aj; : My;] has no suborbit of length 11 or 12, a
contradiction.

Row 3. Then L = Aj5 and L, = My;. For the same reason as Row 2, we have Val(T") = 11
or 12. Then since computation in MAGMA [2] shows that L = A5 has no suborbit of length
12 on [Ay9 : My;], we obtain |L,|/|Lag| = Val(I') = 11. Thus L,z = Mo. It then follows
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from the Atlas [4] that M = Ny (L,s) = Mjp.2. However, this yields (L,, M) = M,
contradicting the condition (L., M) = L.

Row 4. For this row we have L = Ay and L, = M;s. Then |L,|/|Lag| = Val(I') = 12 as the
2-transitive permutation representations of Mi, have degree 12. However, computation in
MacMA [2] shows that L = Ajs has no suborbit of length 12 on [Aj, : Mys|, a contradiction.

Row 5. Then L = Ay and L, = Msy,. Since the unique 2-transitive permutation repre-
sentation of L, = My, is of degree 22, we have Val(I') = 22 and L.s = PSL3(4). Then
computation in MAGMA [2] shows that M = Np(L.s) = Lag.3. This implies that every
2-element g of M lies in L,g and hence (L,, g) = L, < L, contradicting Lemma 2.5

Row 6. Then L = Ayz and L, = Mss. Since the unique 2-transitive permutation represen-
tation of L, = Mas is of degree 23, we have Val(I') = 23 and L,3 = May. Then computation
in MAGMA [2] shows that M = Np(L.g) = Lag, which implies (Lo, M) = L, < L, a
contradiction.

Row 7. Then L = Ay, and L, = Myy. Similarly as Row 6, we derive that Val(T') = 24 and
L,s = My, and then computation in MAGMA [2] shows M = L,g, so (Lo, M) = L, < L,
giving a contradiction.

Row 8. Then L, is an almost simple 3-transitive group on € with socle PSLy(p/). Since
L, is 2-transitive on [L, : Lag|, the classification of 2-transitive groups shows that either
L,z is conjugate to Ly in Ly, or (Lg, Lag) = (PSL2(11),Ap) or (PT'Ly(8),9:6). As L,
is 3-transitive group on €, we have L, # PSLy(11). If (L, Lag) = (PI'Ly(8),9:6), then
computation in MAGMA [2] shows that M = Np(L,3) = Lag, which implies (L,, M) =
L, < L, a contradiction.

Thus L, is conjugate to L,y in L,, that is, Ly = (La1)® for some z € L,. Let K =
PI'Ly(p’) be an overgroup of L, in Sym(f) = S, 1. Then the stabilizer K; = AT'L;(p”)
is 2-transitive on Q \ {1}. Also, L, is 2-transitive on Q \ {1}, and so is its overgroup
Ny, (La1). Now Ny, (Lar) is a 2-transitive group on €2\ {1} and has a normal 2-transitive
subgroup La; on Q\ {1} with L, < K; = AT'Li(p’). We conclude from the classification
of 2-transitive groups that Nz, (L) < K; = AT'L;(p’). This together with (6) implies
that (N7 (La1))” = (N, (La1))* < (K3)* < K asx € L, < K. Hence

(Lay M) = (Lo NL(Lag)) = (Lo NL((La1)")) = (Lo, (NL(La1))®) < K,
contradicting the condition (L., M) = L. O

By the above lemma, we have either k = 1 or k = 2. If kK = 1 then part (b) of Proposition
B holds, and for & = 2, to complete the statement of part (c) of Proposition B.I], we remain
to show the following:

Lemma 3.6. Let L = A,,o. If L, is 2-transitive on n + 2 points, then I is (L,2)-arc-
transitive.

Proof. Recall L, is either almost simple or affine. The lemma is true for the case L, is
almost simple by Lemma B3] So we assume that L, is an affine 2-transitive subgroup
of A,;2. Then G, is an affine 2-transitive subgroup of S,,,. By Lemma B.4 G, acts
faithfully on I'(«). Thus Go s equivalent to the 2-transitive permutation representation
of G, naturally on n + 2 points. This implies LL® is 2-transitive as L, is 2-transitive on
n + 2 points. Thus I' is (L, 2)-arc-transitive. O
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3.2. Case (a.3). Next we consider (L,n, L,) in Table [[] as in case (a.3). We deal with
Row 21 of Table [I separately in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. The triple (L,n, L,) cannot lie in Row 21 of Table[ll

Proof. Suppose for a contradiction that L = QF (2), n = 9 and 2%:A5 < L, < 26:Ag, as in
Row 21 of Table [l Then computation in MAGMA [2] shows that there are 36 candidates
for L, (up to L-conjugate) giving rise to a factorization L = A, L,. In Table Bl we list
these candidates together with the lengths of their orbits on V(I') \ {a}, where each row
corresponds to two isomorphic conjugacy classes, and the expression 6470 (in the last
row) etc. means that there are exactly 1 orbit with length 64 and 1 orbit with length 70 of
L, in the corresponding row etc.

L, Orbits on V(') \ {a}

24 A5 122101%216°80*116072401320%1°480789601°

24:S5 112510016203°322240180%41201160114240932032480*2640*3960#1920*
24:3:A5  113%210%1623014819801160%240%932014801°9602614401°2880!

24:3:S5 3110116'30°40'48360'961120116022401648015720196011440119203
25:A5  13295101°2021322440°80%4120' 160'°°240%3202°480'6640°2960¢1920*
25:S5  1'415220932%401160164180516012240°320?84801640'°960% 1280919202
25-S5  1'4'5%20540%60'64°801160°240'32027480%640196021280319203840"
20:A5  1°51820940°60164°120%16018320%7480°640°960°1280°38401

[26]:S5 2'5'10°20%30'40%64'803120"128'160°240%32064803640%960%12803192022560"
20:3:A5  111522040%60'6424801960312801 192012880 3840"

20:3:S5  1011513040%64'240%480164019602144011920*

29]:A¢  13121328607120119216480364017201960"

2%:S¢ 1124130532240 3601 384148086402

[25]'Sg  1'24130'6421202360'384640296021920"

[26]:A¢  1'6130'642120'240'36013841480*64021920"

[26]:Sg  12'15'60'6411201180'480%640'768'960!

20:A,  7'6412802448!

262A8 641701

TABLE 3. Candidates for L, in Row 21 of Table [I

Since L, is insolvable, Lemma asserts that I' is (L, 2)-arc-transitive, and so Lh@) g
2-transitive. Thus Lg(a) is affine or almost simple.
First assume that La® is affine. Inspecting Table [3] we see that the homomorphic image

LY@ of L,, has socle a 2-group, and has a unique nonsolvable composition factor, which is
one of As, Ag, A7 or Ag. By the classification of 2-transitive groups, a 2-transitive affine
group with socle a 2-group and the nonsolvable composition factor As, Ag, A7 or Ag is one
of the following:

2% A6, 286, 21:A7, 24SLy(4), 24:GLy(4), 25T Ly(4), 2%:SLa(2), 2%:Sp,(2).

Since these permutation groups all have degree 16, we conclude that |I'(a)| = 16. Thus L,
has an orbit of length 16. Then by Table [3 the possibilities for L., are:

24 A5, 2485, 2%:3:A5, 2%:3:S;.
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However, for each possible L, and each orbit of length 16, computation in MAGMA [2]
shows( t)hat the action of L, on this orbit is not 2-transitive, contradicting the 2-transitivity
of Lo,

Next assume that Ly'® is almost simple. Then from Table { we see that Soc(La™) = A,
with ¢ € {5,6,7,8}. By the classification of almost simple 2-transitive groups, either
ID(a)| =t or (¢, |T'(a)]) € {(5,6),(7,15),(8,15)}. As L, has an orbit of length |I'(«)|, by
checking Table Bl we obtain the following possibilities for (L, |I'(a)]):

(2°:A5,5) (2°:S5,5), (27S5,5) (2%:As5,5) ([2°:S5,5), ([2°1:A6,6), (2%:A7,7).
However, for each possible L, in these pairs of (L., |I'(«)|) and for each orbit of length
IT'(«)|, computation in MAGMA [2] shows that the action of L, on this orbit is not 2-
transitive, contradicting the 2-transitivity of LA, U

We are now in a position to completely determine (G, H,T") for case (a.3), which will
finish the proof of Proposition B.1l

Lemma 3.8. Let (L,n, L,) be in Table[l. Then n =5, and one of the following holds:
(a) G = Mlg, Ga = M11 and ' = Klg;
(b) G = PGLy(p) with p € {11,19,29,59}, G, = AGL(p) and I' = K,1;.

Proof. By Lemma B Row 21 of Table [[] cannot occur. Thus we only need to deal with
Rows 1-20 and 22-24 of Table [1l

Row 1. For this row we have L = Ag, n = 5 and L, = Ay or S;. Then Ag = PSLy(9) <
G < PI'Ly(9), and G = HG,, with H = A5 and G, N L = A; or S;. Searching for such a
group factorization in MAGMA [2] shows that (G, G,,) is the one of the following pairs:

(A67 A4)7 (A67 S4)7 (867 S4)7 (867 A4 X 2)7 (867 S4 X 2)

By Lemma [2.6] the first two candidates for (G, G,) are not possible. Hence G = Sg and
Go = Si, Ay x 2 or Sy x 2. Then since the action of G, on [G, : G.p] is 2-transitive,
we conclude that |G,|/|Gap| = 3 or 4. For the three possibilities of G,, computation in
MacMA [2] shows that G = Sg has a suborbit of length 3 or 4 only if G, = S, and the
suborbit length is 4. However, in this case computation in MAGMA [2] shows that there is
no element g € G satisfying:

gENG(G.NGY), ¢°€Ga, (Ga,g) =G, |Gal/|GaNGI| =14
This contradicts Lemma 2.5

Rows 2-3. For these two rows we have L = A,, with m € {10,15} and L, = A,,_2 or S,,,_».
Since L, is insolvable, Lemma asserts that I' is (L, 2)-arc-transitive. This contradicts
Lemma 2.6]

Row 4. Here L = My, n = 5 and L, = My;. Then L is 2-transitive on V()| with
\V(D)| = |L|/|La| = 12, it follows that I' = Kyo. According to [4], Out(M;s) = 2, and
Aut(M;j2) has no subgroup of index 12. Hence G # Aut(Mis), and so G = M. This leads
to part (a) of the lemma.

Rows 5-8. Here L = PSLy(p) with p € {11,19,29,59}, n =5 and p < L, < p:(p — 1)/2.
Since G, is 2-transitive on I'(«r), we have G, = AGLy(p) = p:(p — 1) and G = PGLsy(p).
Hence |I'(a)| = p and |V(T')| = |G|/|Ga| = |PGL2(p)|/|AGLy (p)| = p+1. This implies that
I' = K, 1, leading to part (b) of the lemma.
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Row 9. For this row, L = PSL4(3) and L, = 3%:PSL3(3). Then L and G are 2-transitive
but not 3-transitive on V(I'), which implies that I' is a complete graph. Notice that an
automorphism group acting 2-arc-transitively on a complete graph should be 3-transitive
on the vertices, contradicting that G is not 3-transitive on V(I').

Row 10. For this row, L = PSU3(5) and L, = 57%:8. Then L and G are 2-transitive but
not 3-transitive on V(I'), hence I' is a complete graph, a contradiction occurs by the same
reason as in Row 9.

Row 11. Here L = PSp,(3) and L, = 317%:Qg or 31t%:2.A,. Since Out(L) = 2, we have
Go = Lo or L,.2. Then since G, is 2-transitive on I'(a), we see that (G, G,, |I'(«)]) is one
of the following triples:

(PSp4(3), 317%:Qs, 9), (PSpu(3), 317:2.A4, 4),

(PSp4(3).2, 317%:Qs.2, 9), (PSp4(3).2, 317:2.A,.2, 4).

However, for each of the possible triples (G, G,, |I'(«)]), computation in MAGMA [2] shows
that G acting on [G : G,] has no suborbit of length |I'(«)|, a contradiction.

Rows 12-13. For these two rows, L = Spg(2), and L, is one of the following groups:
PSU3(3):2, 317%:8:2, 3172:2.S,, PSLy(8), PSLy(8):3, PSU4(2):2.

Since Out(L) = 1, we have G = L, and so I' is (L, 2)-arc-transitive. Then since G, is
2-transitive on I'(a), we see that (G, |I'(a)]) is one of the following pairs:

(PSU3(3):2, 28), (317%:8:2,9), (317%:2.54,9), (317:2.8,, 4),

(347%:2.8,, 3), (PSLa(8),9), (PSL2(8):3,9), (PSLs(8):3, 28).

However, for each of the possible pairs (G, |I'(«)|), computation in MAGMA [2] shows that
G acting on |G : G,] has no suborbit of length |I'(«)|, a contradiction.

Row 14. For this row, L, = SOg (2) is nonsolvable, and so I' is (L, 2)-arc-transitive by
Lemma B3 However, SOg (2) has no 2-transitive permutation representation, a contradic-
tion.

Rows 15-16. For these two rows, L = Q;(3), and L, is one of the following groups:
33713 PSL3(3), 3%PSL3(3), PSL4(3), PSL4(3):2, Ga(3).

In particular, L, is nonsolvable. Hence Lemma implies that I" is (L, 2)-arc-transitive.
Then as L, is 2-transitive on I'(«r), we see that (L,, |I'(«)|) is one of the following pairs:

(33+3:PSLs(3), 27), (3*T3:PSL3(3), 13), (3*:PSLs(3), 27),
(3%:PSL3(3), 13), (PSL4(3), 40), (PSL4(3):2, 40).

However, for each of the possible pairs (L, |I'(«)]), computation in MAGMA [2] shows that
there is no subgroup K of L, with |L,|/|K| = |I'(«)| and (L,, N7 (K)) = L, contradicting
Lemma [2.5]

Rows 17-20. Here L = QJ (2), and L, is one of the following groups:
Spe(2), Ag, PSU4(2), PSU4(2):2, 3 x PSU4(2), (3 x PSU42)):2,
24:15.4, 2015, 2%:15.2, 26:15.4, Ag, Ss.
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Suppose that L, is nonsolvable. Then T is (L, 2)-arc-transitive by Lemma B3] and so

L, is 2-transitive on I'(«), and LE®) is almost simple by Lemma 2.3 which implies that
(La, |I'(a)]) is one of the following pairs:

(Sp6(2>7 28>7 (Sp6(2)7 36)7 (A97 9)7 (A87 8>7 (A87 15)7 (887 8)

However, for each of these pairs (L,,|I'(a)]), computation in MAGMA [2] shows that L
acting on [L : L,] has no suborbit of length |I'(a)|, a contradiction. Thus L, is solvable,
that is, L, = 2*15.4, 26:15, 26:15.2 or 26:15.4. These candidates for L, only occur in
Row 20 of Table [I, where it is shown that n =9. As L < G < Aut(L) and G,NL =L, €
{2%:15.4,26:15,25:15.2,20:15.4}, computation in MAGMA [2] shows that such pairs (G, G,)
that give rise to a factorization G = AgG,, are the following:

(Q(2), 2%:15.4), (QF(2), 2°:15), (QF(2), 25:15.2), (QF(2), 2°:15.4),
(0F(2), (2%:15.4):2), (OF(2), (2°:15):2), (OF(2), (2%:15.2).2), (OF(2), (2°:15.4):2).
Then as G, is 2-transitive on I'(«), we conclude that |I'(a)| = 16. However, for each of the

above pairs (G, G, ), computation in MAGMA [2] shows that G acting on [G : G| has no
suborbit of length 16 on which G, acts 2-transitively, a contradiction.

Row 22. For this row, L = PQJ(3), and L, = 35:PSL4(3) is nonsolvable. Hence I is
(L, 2)-arc-transitive by Lemma This implies that L, is 2-transitive on I'(«), and so
IT(a)| = 40. However, computation in MAGMA [2] shows that L = PQF(3) acting on
[L : L,] has no suborbit of length 40, a contradiction.

Rows 23-24. Here L, = Q7(3) or 2%:Q5 (2). Then Lemma 3.3 asserts that T is (L, 2)-arc-
transitive since L, is nonsolvable. However, neither 7(3) nor 2%:Q5 (2) has a 2-transitive
permutation representation, a contradiction. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

Let T" be a connected (G, 2)-arc-transitive Cayley graph on an alternating group H = A,
with H < G and n > 5, and let  be a vertex of I'. Let M be a maximal intransitive
normal subgroup of GG. Suppose that H is not normal in G. We divides the proof into
several lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. If M =1, then part (a), (b) or (c¢) of Theorem [IT] holds.

Proof. Since M = 1, the group G is quasiprimitive on V(I'), and so I' is described in
Proposition Bl It follows that G is almost simple, and one of (b)—(f) of Proposition B.1]
occurs as H is not normal in G by our assumption. Let L = Soc(G). Since H is nonabelian
simple and H/(HN L) = HL/L < G/L < Out(L) is solvable, we deduce H N L = H, that
is, H < L. Note that both L and G are transitive on V(I'). Since H is regular on V(I'),
we have |L| = |H||Ly| and |G| = |H||G4).

First assume that case (b) of Proposition B occurs. Then L = A,.;, and L, is a
transitive subgroup of A, ;. Since |L,| = |L|/|H| = n + 1, we see that L, is a regular
subgroup of A, 11, as in part (a) of Theorem [[1]

Next assume that case (c) of Proposition Bl occurs. Then I' is (L, 2)-arc-transitive with
L = A, and L, is a 2-transitive subgroup of A, . acting faithfully on I'(«). Since
|Lo| = |L|/|H| = (n+ 2)(n + 1), it follows that L, is a sharply 2-transitive subgroup of
A, 1. By [13, Chapter XII: Theorem 9.1], sharply 2-transitive groups are affine groups with
degree a prime power. Since L, acts faithfully on I'(a)) and L, has only one 2-transitive
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permutation representation, we derive that Val(I') = n 4 2 is a prime power. Hence part
(b) of Theorem [Tl holds (with N = L).

Now assume that case (d) of Proposition B.Iloccurs. Then L = A,,,, where m is the index
of a subgroup of A, and L, = A,,_;. It follows that |A,,—1| = |La| = |L|/|H| = |An|/|Asl,
which implies m = |A,|. This lies in part (c) of Theorem [Tl

Finally, for cases (e) and (f) of Proposition Bl since |G| = |H||G4l|, computation shows
that there is only one possibility, namely, I' = Kgo, H = Aj, G = PGLy(59) and G, =
AGL;(59). This also lies in part (c) of Theorem [Tl O

For the rest of this section we assume that M # 1. If M has exactly two orbits on V(I),
then I' is a bipartite graph, and so the stabilizer in H of one part has index 2 in H, which
is not possible as H = A,, is simple. Thus M has at least three orbits on V(I'). Then by
Theorem 21}, 'y is (G/M, 2)-arc-transitive, (G/M), = G, for any v € V(I'y), and I is a
normal cover of I'y;. Moreover, M is semiregular but not transitive on V(I'), and so | M|
properly divides |V(I')| = |H|. By the maximality of M, G/M is quasiprimitive on V(I').
Since H is regular on V(I'), the group HM /M = H = A, is transitive on V(I'y;). Hence
the (G/M, 2)-arc-transitive graph I'y; is described in Proposition 311

Lemma 4.2. T'y, does not satisfy (e) or (f) of Proposition Bl

Proof. First suppose that I'y; satisfies (e) of Proposition 3.1l Then I'y; = K, 41 and H = As,
where p € {11,19,29,59}. Then [M| = |V(D)|/|V(Tar)| = 60/(p + 1) € {1,2,3,4,5}. By
our assumption, |M| # 1. By [8, Theorem 1.1], |M| # 3 or 5. If |M| = 2, then p = 29 and
by [8, Theorem 1.1}, I' = K3 30 — 30K, is bipartite, which is not possible as H is simple.
Next suppose that I'y; satisfies (f) of Proposition Bl Then I'y; = Kjp and H = As. Tt
follows that |M| = |[V(I')|/|V(I'a)] = 60/12 = 5 and so M = C;. Note that I is a normal
M-cover of T'y; = Kya, and G /M lifts to a 2-arc-transitive automorphism group G of I'. We
conclude from [8, Theorem 1.1] that such a graph I" dose not exist, a contradiction. 0

Lemma 4.3. If 'y, satisfies (a), (b) or (d) of Proposition B1l, then part (d.1), (d.2) or
(d.3) of Theorem [Tl holds, respectively.

Proof. 1t is clear that if T'y; satisfies (b) or (d) of Proposition Bl then part (d.2) or (d.3)
of Theorem [[.T] holds, respectively. Suppose that I'), satisfies (a) of Proposition Bl Then
Soc(G/M) = HM/M = A,. Let B= HM = M:H. Then B/M = Soc(G/M) and so
B QG. Since B > H is transitive on V(I'), we have |M| = |B|/|H| = |B|/|V(I')| = | Ba|
and G = BG,, which implies that G/B = G,/B,. Since I' is a normal cover of I'y;, it
follows that |B,| = |(B/M),| divides |B/M| = |H| = |A,|, and
|M| = |Ba| = [(B/M)y| = [(Soc(G/M))y|-

Recall that |M| properly divides |H| = |A,|. If B = M x H, then H is characteristic in
B and hence normal in G, a contradiction. Hence B # M x H. Then as in the proof of
Lemma [2.9] there are two normal subgroups M; and M;; of B such that

1§Mj<Mj+1§M, MJH:MJXH, Mj+1H7éMj+1XH,
M;1/M; is a minimal normal subgroup of B/M;, and M;H/M; = A, acts faithfully on
M;1/M; by conjugation.

Suppose that M, ,/M; = T™ for some nonabelian simple group 7. Then 2™ < |T™|, <
M|y < |A,|2 < 2™, and so m < n. Since M;H/M; = A, acts faithfully on M, /M;, we
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have A, < Aut(7™) = Aut(T)S,, = (T™.0ut(17)™):S,,. As Out(T) is solvable and m < n,
we then conclude that A, < 7"™. This is a contradiction as |77 < |M| < |A,|.

Thus we conclude that M;,/M; = C* for some prime p. Consequently, A, < GL,,(p).
Since |M| = |(Soc(G/M)),|, we have p™ < |M]|, < |(Soc(G/M)),|,. Suppose 5 < n < 8.
Recall that I'ys is a connected (G/M,2)-arc-transitive graph with Val(I'y;) = Val(I') and
|(G/M),| = |G,|. Inspecting the results in [29] 6] [7] regarding 2-arc-transitive nonnor-
mal Cayley graphs on nonabelian simple groups of valency 3, 4 and 5, respectively, we
conclude that Val(I') > 6. With the help of MAGMA [2], we can easily find all the pairs
(G/M,(G/M),) such that Soc(G/M) = A, with 5 < n < 8 and the action of G/M on
G/M : (G/M),] admits a connected non-bipartite (G//M, 2)-arc-transitive orbital graph of
valency at least 6. Then for each pair (G/M, (G/M),), we check whether there exist prime
p and integer m such that p™ < |Soc(G/M),|, and Soc(G/M) < GL,,(p). It turns out that
no such prime p and integer n exist for any pair (G/M, (G/M),), a contradiction.

Therefore, n > 9. By [I5, Proposition 5.3.7], m > n—2. Note that (n!), < p™/®=Y (see [5]
Example 2.6.1] for example). If p > 3, then p"~2 < p™ < |M|, < |A,[, < pV/P7Y < pn2,
a contradiction. Hence p = 2, and 272 < 2™ < |M|y < |A,|2. Note that |A, |, = 2772 if
n is a 2-power and |A, |, < 2”72 otherwise. We conclude that n > 16 is a 2-power, and
M|y = |Aula. Thus [Soc(G/M),la = |[M|s = |Anla = [Soc(G/M)|2, and so Soc(G/M),
contains a Sylow 2-subgroup of Soc(G /M), leading to part (d.1) of Theorem [L1] O

Lemma 4.4. If 'y, satisfies (c) of Proposition Bl then part (b) of Theorem [Tl holds.

Proof. Let X = G/M and Y = HM/M = A,,. Then from Proposition B.Il(c) we see that
Soc(X) = A, 1o, Soc(X), is 2-transitive on n + 2 points, the action of (Soc(X)), on I'y/(v)
is faithful, and I'j; is (Soc(X),2)-arc-transitive. Since both X and Y are transitive on
V(I'y), we have | X : Y| =X, :Y,|, and so

Cwvol vl w x|
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Suppose that n < 8. As Soc(X), is a subgroup of A, .5 with a 2-transitive permutation
representation of degree n + 2, by the classification of 2-transitive groups, the candidates
for (n + 2, Soc(X),) are

(7,PSL3(2)), (8, ASL3(2)), (9, PSL2(8)), (9, PTL(8)),

(9, AT'L;(9) N Ag), (10, PSL5(9)), (10, Myg).

For these candidates, computation in MAGMA [2] shows that such a (Soc(X), 2)-arc-transitive
graph I'j; does not exist except when (n + 2, Soc(X),) = (9, AT'L;(9) N Ag). However, for
this exception, we have (X, X,) = (Ag, AI'L1(9) N Ag) or (Sg, AT'L;(9)), which yields that
|M| = |X,|/|X : Y| =1, contradicting our assumption.

Therefore, n > 9. Since X, is has a 2-transitive permutation representation of degree
n+ 2, we derive from (7)) and Lemma 2ZI0 that |M| < 2"72. Let B= MH = M:H. Recall
that | M| is a proper divisor of |H|. Then M has no section isomorphic to H = A,,, and so
Lemma 2.9 implies that B = M x H. Let L be a normal subgroup of G containing M such
that L/M = Soc(X) = A, 42, and let C' = CL(M). Then H < C and CNM < Z(C). Since
CM/M <SL/M = A, s and CM/M > HM/M = A,,, we have CM /M = L/M. Hence

Z(C)/(CNM)<C/(CNM)=CM/M = L/M = A,,».



2-ARC-TRANSITIVE ALTERNATING CAYLEY GRAPHS 21

Since Z(C)/(C N M) is abelian, this implies that Z(C)/(C' N M) = 1. Accordingly,
C/Z4(C) = C/HCNM) = Ay,
and so
C/Z(C) = (C/Z(C)) = C'Z(C))Z(C) = C' /(C' N Z(C)) = C'JZ(C").

It follows that C'/Z(C") = A,, and C' = C"Z(C), which yields C" = (C'Z(C)) = C"”. Hence
C' is a covering group of A, ;.

Suppose Z(C’) # 1. Then as the Schur multiplier of A, is Cy (see for instance [I5
Theorem 5.1.4]), we have Z(C") = Cy and ¢’ = 2.A,,. Since H < C and C/C" is abelian,
we have H < C’. Thus C” has a subgroup H x Z(C") = A, x Cy. However, this is not
possible by [7, Proposition 2.6].

Therefore, Z(C") = 1 and so C" = A, 5. Since (" is characteristic in C' and C' is normal in
L, the group €’ is normal in L, and so L > M x C". This together with L/M = A, ., = '
gives L = M x C". Since |M| < 2"72 < (n+ 2)!/2 = |C'|, the group C’ is characteristic in
L and hence normal in G. Since H/(HNC") = HC'/C" < C/C" is abelian and H = A,,, we
derive that H = HNC". Thus C' > H is transitive on V(I'). Let N = C". Then N = HN,,
with N =2 A, and H = A,,, and
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This implies that N, is a sharply 2-transitive subgroup of A, 5. By [13, Chapter XII, The-
orem 9.1] we then have Soc(N,) = C% and n + 2 = p? for some prime p and integer d.
Since Soc(N,) is characteristic in N, and N, < L, = (L/M),, the group (L/M), has a
normal subgroup C¢. Recall that Ty is (L/M, 2)-arc-transitive, (L/M), is a 2-transitive
subgroup of L/M = A, 15, and (L/M), acts faithfully on I'y;(v). Thereby we conclude that
Soc((L/M),) = Ci, Val(I') = Val(T'y;) = p® = n + 2, the action of N, on I'(«) is faithful,
and N2 is a sharply 2-transitive permutation group of degree p?. As a consequence, I is
(N, 2)-arc-transitive, and part (b) of Theorem [L1] holds. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 4]

Let ¢, G, K and T be as in Construction [.3, and let M = AGL;(¢?). Then K = M:(7),
and the stabilizer My of 0 € F,2 in M is GL1(¢?) and hence generated by a single element
w € My. Since both g7 and 7¢ fix 0 and send v to v™? for v € IFqXQ, we have g7 = T1g.
Moreover, w9 = w™ !, and so g € Ng(Mj). Thus g normalizes My: (1) = Ky, the stabilizer
of 0 € Fpe in K.

Let N = Ng(K). Then Soc(K) = Soc(M) = F;’z is a normal subgroup of N, and N is
2-transitive on Fp2 as K > M is 2-transitive on F 2. By the classification of 2-transitive
groups, this implies that N < AT'L;(¢?). Then since AT'L;(¢*) < Ng(K) = N, we obtain
N = AT'Li(¢?). Similarly, we have Ng(M) = ATI'L;(¢?) = N. Write ¢ = p/ with prime p
and integer f.

Suppose that g € N. Then as g fixes both 0 and 1, we have g € Ny; = Gal(Fpz/F,).
Since Gal(F,2/IF,) is cyclic and g has order 2, the same order as 7 € Gal(F,2/F,,), it follows
that ¢ = 7. However, this leads to w™! = w9 = w™ = w?, which implies that w has order
dividing ¢ + 1, contradicting (w) = My = GLy(¢?).

Thus we conclude that g ¢ N. As a consequence, K9 # K, and so K N K9 < K. From
g € Ng(Kp) we deduce that K N K9 > K. Then since K| is maximal in K, we conclude
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that KNKY = Ky. Hence the action of K on [K : KN K?Y| is permutation isomorphic to the
natural action of K on F,2 as a subgroup of AT'L;(¢?), which is 2-transitive. In particular,
I has valency |K : KN K9 = |K : Ko| = ¢*

Since 7 is an involution with Fix(7) = F,, it is a product of (¢> — ¢)/2 transpositions.
From the condition ¢ = 3 (mod 4) we derive that (¢ — ¢)/2 is odd. Thus 7 ¢ Alt(F2),
and so |[K NAW(F,.)| = |K|/2 = ¢*(¢* — 1). Since w is a (¢*> — 1)-cycle with ¢ odd, we
have w ¢ Alt(F,2). Hence K N Alt(Fz2) > Soc(K):(w? wr), which in conjunction with
| K NAI(Fp2)| = ¢*(¢* — 1) = [Soc(K):(w?, wr)| implies that

K N Alt(Fz2) = Soc(K):(w?, wr).
Since 1“ is a generator of F;z and ¢ is odd, the orbits of 1¥ and (1¥)? under (w?), respectively,
are the orbits of (w?) on F 5. Then since (1¥)? = 1“7, we obtain F, = 1) (197) )
which implies that (w? wT) is transitive on F,. Therefore, the action of Soc(K )i{w?, wT)
on F is 2-transitive, and so is the action of K N Alt(F,2) on [K : K N KY|.

Since G = KAlt(F2), the right multiplication action of Alt(F ) on [G : K] is transitive.

This together with the 2-transitivity of K N Alt(F,2) on [K : K N K9] implies that I' is
(Alt(F,2), 2)-arc-transitive. Since Ky = (7), we have

K NAI(F,2)0, = (r) N AL(F,2)o, = 1.

Observe that |K||Alt(F,2)o1| = 2¢%(¢* — 1)|A2_2| = |G|. We then conclude that Alt(F,2)04
acts regularly on [G : K], and so I' is a Cayley graph on Alt(F2)o1 = Az _s.

Now we prove that I' is connected, that is, (K,g) = G. Let X = (K, g). Then X is
2-transitive on F2. Since 7 ¢ Alt(F,2) and 7 € K < X, the group X is not contained in
Alt(F,2). Then by the classification of 2-transitive groups, either X = Sym(F,2), or X <
Y := AGLys(p). Suppose for a contradiction that the latter occurs. Then g € Xy < Y[ and
Ky < Xy <Y As g normalizes M,, it follows that g € Ny, (M,). However, since M, is a
Single cycle in Yy = GLas(p), we see from [12, Theorem 7.3] that Ny, (M) = 'L (¢?) = Ny,
and so g € Ny, contradicting the conclusion that g ¢ N. Thus X = Sym(F,2) = G, which
implies that I" is connected. This completes the proof of Theorem [[4]
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