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EQUIVALENT VERSION OF HUPPERT’S CONJECTURE FOR
K3-GROUPS

MOHSEN GHASEMI AND SOMAYEH HEKMATARA

Abstract. For a character χ of a finite groupG the number cod(χ) = |G : Ker(χ)|/χ(1)
is called the codegree of χ. In this note, we verify the equivalent version of Huppert’s
conjecture for K3-groups.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper, G will be a finite group and cd(G) will be the set of the degrees
of the complex irreducible characters of G. The number cod(χ) = |G : ker(χ)|/χ(1) is
called the codegree of χ. Also the set of codegrees of the irreducible characters of G
is denoted by cod(G). This definition for codegrees first appeared in [16], where the
authors use a graph-theoretic approach to compare the structure of a group with its set
of codegrees. In [4, 5, 6, 17] some properties of the codegrees of irreducible characters
of finite groups have been studied.

In 1990, Huppert proposed the following conjecture:
Huppert’s Conjecture. Let H be any finite non-abelian simple group and G a finite
group such that cd(G) = cd(H). Then, G ∼= H ×A, where A is abelian.

Many people were devoted to the study of this problem. An analogues of Huppert’s
conjecture can be proposed and studied for any set of integers related to a finite group.
For instance, a dual version of Huppert’s conjecture for the set of conjugacy class sizes
is considered. For more results see [1, 2, 3]. In this paper, we are concerned with the
following conjecture, inspired by Huppert’s conjecture:
Conjucture: Let G be a finite group and H a non-abelian simple group. If cod(G) =
cod(H), then G ∼= H .
This conjecture first proposed in [7], where the authors verified the above conjecture
for all projective special linear groups of degree 2. In this article by using the same
method in [7], we verify this conjecture for K3-groups. Also we recall that Huppert’s
conjecture is true for K3-groups (see [12]).

We refer to [13] for the notation of character theory of finite groups. If L 6 G
and θ ∈ Irr(L), then we write Irr(G | θ) = {χ ∈ Irr(G) | [χL, θ] 6= 0}. Moreover,
Irr(G | L) = Irr(G)− Irr(G/L).
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2. Preliminaries

In this section we give some results which will be used later in our proofs.

Proposition 2.1. [15, Lemma 2] Let S be a non-abelian finite simple group. Then
there exists 1s 6= θ ∈ Irr(S) that extends to Aut(S).

Proposition 2.2. [8, Lemma 5] Let N be a minimal normal subgroup of G such that
N = S1 × S2 × · · · × St, where Si

∼= S is a non-abelian simple group. If θ ∈ Irr(S)
extends to Aut(S) then θ × θ × · · · × θ ∈ Irr(N) extends to G.

Proposition 2.3. [15, Theorem C] Let G be a nonabelian finite simple group. Then
either |cd(G)| ≥ 8 or one of the following cases holds.

(i): |cd(G)| = 4 and G = PSL(2, 2f), where f ≥ 2.
(ii): |cd(G)| = 5 and G = PSL(2, q), where q = pf , p 6= 2 and pf > 5.
(iii): |cd(G)| = 6 and G = PSL(3, 4) or G/N = 2B2(2

2f+1), where f ≥ 1 .
(iv): |cd(G)| = 7 and G = PSL(3, 3), A7, M11 or J1.

Remark. By [10] we see that cod(U3(3)) = {1, 24.32.7, 25.33, 24.33, 25.32, 25.7, 23.33, 33.7}.
Also cod(U4(2)) = {1, 26.34, 25.33.5, 25.34, 26.33, 24.34, 23.33.5, 25.33, 23.34, 26.32, 24.33, 34.5, 26.5}.

By [16, Lemma 2.1] we have the following result.

Proposition 2.4. Let χ ∈ Irr(G).

(i) For any N✂G with N ≤ ker(χ), χ may be viewed as an irreducible character of
G/N . The codegree cod(χ) of χ is the same whenever χ is seen as an irreducible
character of G or G/N . Furthermore, cod(χ) is independent of the choice of
such N .

(ii) If M is a subnormal subgroup of G and ϕ is an irreducible constituent of χM ,
then cod(ϕ) divides cod(χ).

3. main results

We recall that if G is a finite simple K3-group, then G is isomorphic to one of the
following groups:

A5, A6,L2(7),L2(8),L2(17),L3(3),U3(3),U4(2).

Also by [7], we see that the conjecture is true for A5, A6,L2(7),L2(8),L2(17),L3(3).
Thus in this section we just verify the conjecture for U3(3) and U4(2).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that G is a group and cod(G) = cod(U3(3)). If N is a maximal
normal subgroup of G then G/N ∼= U3(3).

Proof. By our assumption G/N is a simple group. If G/N is abelian then G
′

≤ N and
so G 6= G

′

. Now by Proposition 2.4, cod(G/G
′

) ⊆ cod(G) and so cod(G) contains a
prime power, a contradiction. Thus we may suppose that G/N is nonabelian simple
group. If |cd(G/N)| ≥ 8 then by cod(G/N) ⊆ cod(G) and cod(G) = cod(U3(3)) we see



EQUIVALENT VERSION OF HUPPERT’S CONJECTURE FOR K3-GROUPS 3

that |cod(G/N)| = |cod(U3(3))| = 8. Thus |cd(G/N)| = |cd(U3(3))| and by Huppert’s
conjecture G/N ∼= U3(3). Thus we may suppose that |cd(G/N)| < 8 and we find con-
tradiction. Now by Proposition 2.3, we considering the following cases.
Case 1. |cd(G/N)| = 4 and G/N ∼= PSL(2, 2f), where f ≥ 2.
By [19], we know that cod(PSL(2, 2f)) = {1, q(q − 1), q(q + 1), q2 + 1}, where q = 2f

and cod(U3(3)) = {1, 24.32.7, 25.33, 24.33, 25.32, 25.7, 23.33, 33.7}. It is easy to see that
cod(PSL(2, 2f)) * cod(U3(3)), a contradiction.
Case 2. |cd(G/N)| = 5 and G/N ∼= PSL(2, q), where q = pf , p 6= 2 and q > 5.
By [19], we know that cod(PSL(2, q)) = {1, q(q−1)/2, q(q+1)/2, (q2−1)/2, q(q−ǫ(q))},
where ǫ(q) = (−1)(q−1)/2. It is easy to see that cod(PSL(2, pf)) * cod(U3(3)), a contra-
diction.
Case 3. |cd(G/N)| = 6 and G/N = PSL(3, 4) or G/N = 2B2(2

2f+1), where f ≥ 1.
First suppose thatG/N = PSL(3, 4). We know that cd(PSL(3, 4)) = {1, 20, 35, 45, 63, 64}
and so cod(PSL(3, 4)) = {1, 24.32.7, 26.32, 26.7, 26.5, 32.5.7}. Now 26.5 ∈ cod(PSL(3, 4))
and so 26.5 /∈ cod(U3(3)), a contradiction. Thus we may suppose G/N = 2B2(2

2f+1),
where q2 = 22f+1, r = 2f+1 and f ≥ 1. We know that cd(2B2(2

2f+1)) = {1, q4, q4 +
1, (q2 − r + 1)(q2 − 1), (q2 + r + 1)(q2 − 1), r(q2 − 1)/2} and so cod(2B2(2

2f+1)) =

{1, (q4+1)(q2−1), q4(q2−1), q4(q4+1)
q2−r+1

, q4(q4+1)
q2+r+1

, 2q
4(q4+1)

r
}. Now with the simple check we

can see that cod(2B2(2
2f+1)) * cod(U3(3)), a contradiction.

Case 4. |cd(G/N)| = 7 and G/N = PSL(3, 3), A7, M11 or J1.
We know that cd(PSL(3, 3)) = {1, 12, 13, 16, 26, 27, 39} and so cod(PSL(3, 3)) = {1, 22.32.13,
24.33, 33.13, 23.33, 24.13, 24.32}. Now it is easy to see that cod(PSL(3, 3)) * cod(U3(3)).
Also ifG/N ∼= A7 then cd(A7) = {1, 6, 10, 14, 15, 21, 35} and so cod(A7) = {1, 22.3.5.7, 22.32.7,
22.32.5, 23.3.7, 23.3.5, 23.32}. Again we see that cod(A7) * cod(U3(3)). If G/N ∼= M11

then cd(M11) = {1, 10, 11, 16, 44, 45, 55}. If χ(1) = 16 then cod(χ(1)) = 32.5.11
and so 32.5.11 ∈ cod(U3(3)), a contradiction. Fially if G/N ∼= J1 then cd(J1) =
{1, 56, 76, 77, 120, 133, 209}. If χ(1) = 56 then cod(χ(1)) = 3.5.11.19 and so 3.5.11.19 ∈
cod(U3(3)), a contradiction.

�

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that G is a simple group which is isomorphic to alternating group
An (n ≥ 5) or sporadic group. Then 4 ≤ |cod(G)| ≤ 12 if and oly if G is isomorphic to
one of the following groups.

A5, A6, A7, A8,M11,M12,M22,M23, J1.

Proof. We use the classification of finite simple groups. For the sporadic groups by
[10], with the simple check we see that G is isomorphic to M11 or M12 or M22 or
M23 or J1 . For An where 5 ≤ n ≤ 13, by [10] we see that G ∼= A5 or A6 or
A7 or A8. Thus we may assume that n ≥ 14. Now the characters corresponding
to the non-self-associated partitions (n − 1, 1), (n − 2, 2), (n − 2, 1, 1), (n − 3, 3),
(n − 3, 2, 1), (n − 3, 1, 1, 1), (n − 4, 4), (n − 4, 3, 1), (n − 4, 2, 2), (n − 4, 1, 1, 1, 1),

(n − 5, 5), (n − 5, 4, 1), (n − 5, 3, 2) have distinct degrees n − 1, n(n−3)
2

, (n−1)(n−2)
2

,
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n(n−1)(n−5)
6

, n(n−2)(n−4)
3

, (n−1)(n−2)(n−3)
6

, n(n−1)(n−2)(n−7)
24

, n(n−1)(n−3)(n−6)
8

, n(n−1)(n−4)(n−5)
12

,
(n−1)(n−2)(n−3)(n−4)

24
, n(n−1)(n−2)(n−3)(n−9)

120
, n(n−1)(n−2)(n−4)(n−8)

24
, n(n−1)(n−2)(n−5)(n−7)

24
.

�

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that G is a group and cod(G) = cod(U4(2)). If N is a maximal
normal subgroup of G then G/N ∼= U4(2).

Proof. By our assumption G/N is a nonabelian simple group and so |cd(G/N)| ≥ 4. We
know that cod(G/N) ⊆ cod(G) and cod(G) = cod(U4(2)) and so 4 ≤ |cod(G/N)| ≤ 13.
if |cod(G/N)| = 13 then |cd(G/N)| = |cd(U4(2))| and by Huppert’s conjecture G/N ∼=
U4(2). Thus we may suppose that 4 ≤ |cd(G/N)| ≤ 12.

If G/N is alternating group An or sporadic group then by Lemma 3.2 G/N is iso-
morphic to A5 or A6 or A7 or A8 or M11 or M12 or M22 or M23 or J1. By [10] we see
cod(G/N) * cod(U4(2)), a contradiction. In what follows, we assume that G/N is a
simple group of Lie type.
Exceptional groups of Lie type. Let G/N be one of the groups 3D4(q), G2(q), F4(q),
2B2(q

2)(q2 = 22f+1), E6(q),
2E6(q), E7(q), E8(q),

2G2(q)(q = 32f+1) and 2F4(q)(q =
22f+1). According to [9, Section 13.9], we see that |cod(G/N)| ≥ 14, where G/N is
isomorphic to F4(q), E6(q),

2E6(q), E7(q), E8(q) or
2F4(q). Thus we may suppose that

G/N is isomorphic to 3D4(q), G2(q),
2B2(q

2) or 2G2(q).

Also by [11] We see that |cod(G/N)| ≥ 14, where G/N is isomorphic to 3D4(q). If
G/N = 2B2(2

2f+1), f ≥ 1, where q2 = 22f+1, and f ≥ 1, then |cd(G/N)| = 6. Now with
the simple check we can see that cod(2B2(2

2f+1)) * cod(U4(2)), a contradiction. Also if
G/N is isomorphic to G2(q) then by [9, Section 13.9] we see that G has cuspidal charac-

ter of degree q(q+1)2(q2+q+1)
6

, say φ. Now it is easy to see that cod(φ) = 6q5(q4+q2+1)(q−1)2

q2+q+1
.

Now we see that cod(φ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), a contradiction. Finally if G is isomorphic to
2G2(q), then by [18] we see that G/N has character of degree (q − 1)(q2 − q + 1), say
δ. Now it is easy to see that cod(δ) = q3(q + 1). No we see that cod(δ) /∈ cod(U4(2)),
a contradiction.
Type An: Linear groups. Therefore G/N ∼= Ln+1(q), where q is a prime power of
p and n ≥ 1. If n = 1 then G/N ∼= L2(q). If q = 2f where f ≥ 2 then it is
easy to see that cod(PSL(2, q)) * cod(U4(2)). If q = pf , where p 6= 2 and q > 5,
then again it is easy to see that cod(PSL(2, q)) * cod(U4(2)), a contradiction. Thus

we may suppose n ≥ 2, then G/N has a character of degree q(qn−1)
q−1

, say χ. Now

cod(χ) = q
n
2
+n−2

2 Πn
i=1

(qi+1
−1)(q−1)

(n+1,q−1)(qn−1)
and cod(χ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), a contradiction.

Type 2An: Unitary groups.Therefore G/N ∼= Un+1(q), where n ≥ 2. Now by [14], G/N

has a character of degree q(qn−(−1)n)
q+1

, say χ. Now cod(χ) = q
n
2+n−2

2 Πn
i=1

(qi+1
−(−1)i+1)(q+1)

(n+1,q+1)(qn−(−1)n)

and cod(χ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), a contradiction.
Type ˚˚˚Bn or Cn: Odd dimensional orthogonal groups and Symplectic groups. There-
fore G/N ∼= S2n(q) or O2n+1(q), where n ≥ 2. If n = 2 then by [9, Section 13.8],

G/N has a unipotent character of q(q+1)2

2
, say χ. Now cod(χ) = 2q3(q−1)2(q2+1)

(2,q−1)
and

cod(χ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), where q 6= 3, a contradiction. If q = 3 then G/N ∼= U4(2), as
wanted. Also if n > 2 then by [9, Section 13.8] G/N has a steinberg character of degree



EQUIVALENT VERSION OF HUPPERT’S CONJECTURE FOR K3-GROUPS 5

qn
2

, say θ. Now cod(θ) =
Πn

i=1
(q2i−1)

(2,q−1)
and cod(χ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), a contradiction.

Type Dn: Even dimensional orthogonal groups. Therefore G/N ∼= O+
2n(q), where n ≥ 2.

If n = 2 then G/N ∼= L2(q) × L2(q). Suppose that q = 2f . Then cod(θ) = q2(q2 − 1),
where f ≥ 2 and θ ∈ Irr(L2(q) × L2(q)). Now suppose that q = pf , where p 6= 2 and

pf > 5. Then cod(θ) = q2(q2−1)
4

, where θ ∈ Irr(L2(q)× L2(q)). In each case we see that
cod(θ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), a contradiction.

Also if n = 3 then G/N ∼= L4(q) which is isomorphic to type A3. Thus we may sup-

pose that n ≥ 4. Now by [14], G/N has an irreducible character of degree q(qn−2+1)(qn−1)
q2−1

,

say φ. Now cod(φ) =
qn

2
−n−1Πn−1

i=1
(q2i−1)(q2−1)

(4,qn−1)(qn−2+1)
and cod(φ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), a contradiction.

Type 2Dn: Even dimensional orthogonal groups. Therefore G/N ∼= O−

2n(q), where
n ≥ 2. If n = 2 then G/N ∼= L2(q

2) which is isomorphic to type A1. Also if n = 3
then G/N ∼= U4(q) which is isomorphic to type 2A3. Thus we may suppose that n ≥ 4.

Now by [14], G/N has an irreducible character of degree q(qn−2
−1)(qn+1)
q2−1

, say σ. Now

cod(σ) =
qn

2
−n−1Πn−1

i=1
(q2i−1)(q2−1)

(4,qn+1)(qn−2
−1)

and cod(σ) /∈ cod(U4(2)), a contradiction.

�

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that G is a finite group and cod(G) = cod(U3(3)) or cod(G) =
cod(U4(2)). Then G ∼= U3(3) or G ∼= U4(2).

Proof. Suppose that N is the maximal normal subgroup of G. By Theorem 3.1 and
Theorem 3.3, G/N ∼= U3(3) or G/N ∼= U4(2). We show that N = 1. Suppose to the
contrary that G is a counterexample with minimal order. Thus there is no groups with
order less than G, say H , such that has a maximal normal subgroup, say M , such
that H/M ∼= U3(3) or U4(2) and M 6= 1. Assume that H ✂ G, where H 6= 1 and
H < N . Now G/N ∼= (G/H)/(N/H) and so cod(G/N) ⊆ cod(G/H) ⊆ cod(G). Thus
cod(G/H) = cod(G) and so by minimality of G we get a contradiction. Thus N is also
a minimal normal subgroup of G. If N is not abelian then N ∼= T × T × · · ·T = T n,
where T is a non-abelian simple group. By Propositions 2.1, 2.2, there exits 1N 6= φ ∈
Irr(N) which extends to some irreducible character of G, say θ. We have ker(θ)N ✂G
and by the maximality of N we have that either ker(θ)N = N or ker(θ)N = G. If
ker(θ)N = N then ker(θ) ⊆ N . Since N is a minimal normal subgroup we have
either ker(θ) = 1 or ker(θ) = N . We know that θN 6= 1 and so we ker(θ) = 1
or G = ker(θ) × N . If ker(θ) = 1 then cod(θ) = |G|/θ(1). Since θ(1) | |N |, it
implies that |N | = mθ(1) for some positive integer m. Thus |G|/|N | = |G|/mθ(1)
and so m|G|/|N | = |G|/θ(1). Therefore |G|/|N | | |G|/θ(1) = cod(θ). We know that
cod(θ) ∈ cod(G) and cod(G) = cod(U3(3)) or cod(G) = cod(U4(2)). We know that
|G/N | = |U3(3)| = 25.33.7 and |G/N | = |U4(2)| = 26.34.5. Now we get contradition
easily. Thus we may suppose that G = ker(θ) × N . Since N is the minimal normal
subgroup of G, it follows that ker(θ) is the maximal normal subgroup of G. Now by
Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.3 we see that G/ker(θ) ∼= U3(3) or G/ker(θ) ∼= U4(2).
Also we have N ∼= G/ker(θ). Therefore N ∼= ker(θ) ∼= G/ker(θ). We know that
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cod(G/ker(θ)) ⊆ cod(G) and θ ∈ Irr(G/ker(θ)). Now cod(θ) = |G|/θ(1) = |N |2/θ(1).
Since θ(1) | |N | and cod(θ) ∈ cod(G) we have a contradiction. Thus N is an abelian
group. We know that N ≤ CG(N) and CG(N) ✂ G. Now since N is the maximal
normal subgroup of G we conclude that N = CG(N) or CG(N) = G. If CG(N) = G
then N ≤ Z(G). On the other hand if G

′

< G then by cod(G/G
′

) ⊆ cod(G), where
G ∼= U3(3) or U4(2), we see that cod(G) contains a prime, a contradiction. Thus G is
perfect and N∩G

′

= N . Thus N ≤ G
′

and so N ≤ Z(G)∩G
′

. Now since G/N ∼= U3(3)
or U4(2) we see thet G is a central extension of U3(3) or U4(2). Also by [10], we know
that Mult(U3(3)) = 1 and Mult(U4(2)) ∼= Z2. Thus G ∼= U3(3) or G ∼= U4(2) or
G ∼= 2.U4(2). Also by [10], we know that cd(2.U4(2)) = {1, 4, 20, 36, 60, 64, 80} and
we have a contradiction. Thus G ∼= U3(3) or G ∼= U4(2) and the assertion is hold.
Therefore we may assume that N = CG(N). Now suppose that θ ∈ Irr(G|N). We
show that θ is faithful. If ker(θ) 6= 1 then we know that N ✂ ker(θ)N ✂ G and so
by our assumption about N we see that either N = ker(θ)N or ker(θ)N = G. First
suppose that ker(θ)N = G. Now ker(θ) ∩N ⊆ N and by our assumption about N we
see that ker(θ) ∩ N = 1 or ker(θ) ∩ N = N . If ker(θ) ∩N = N then N ⊆ ker(θ) ⊆ G,
a contradiction. Thus ker(θ) ∩ N = 1. Thus G = ker(θ) × N . Now by considering
G = G

′

we get a contradiction. Therefore ker(θ) ≤ N and so by the minimality of
N we have ker(θ) = N , a contradiction. Thus θ is faithful for each θ ∈ Irr(G|N) as
asserted. Now we show that if 1N 6= λ ∈ Irr(N) then we have |IG(λ)|/θ(1) ∈ cod(G)
for all θ ∈ Irr(IG(λ)|λ). By [13, Theorem 6.11], we see that θG ∈ Irr(G) for all θ ∈
Irr(IG(λ)|λ). If N ≤ ker(θ) then for each n ∈ N we have θ(n) = θ(1) and by [13,
Theorem 6.2] we have θN (1) = etθ(1) where t = |G : IG(θ)| and e divides |G : H|.
Now it is easy to see that for each n ∈ N we have λ(n) = λ(1), a contradiction.
Thus we have N � ker(θ) and θ ∈ Irr(G|N). Now as we showed that we see that
ker(θG) = 1. Thus we have cod(θG) ∈ cod(G), as desired. We have cod(G/N) = cod(G)
and |IG(λ)|/θ(1) ∈ cod(G). Therefore |IG(λ)||N |/|N |θ(1) ∈ cod(G). By [13, Theorem
6.15] we have θ(1) | |IG(λ)/N |. Thus |N | divides the codegree of some irreducible
character of G/N , and so |N | | |G/N |.

We know that CG(N) = N and so |G/N | | |Aut(N)|. Also we know that N is an
elementary abelian r-group. If G/N ∼= U3(3) then r ∈ {2, 3, 7}. Thus |Aut(N)| divides
|GL(5, 2)| or |GL(3, 3)| or |Z6|. Now since |N | | |G/N | we have a contradiction. Also
if G ∼= U4(2) then r ∈ {2, 3, 5}. If |N | | 25 or |N | | 33 or |N | = 5 then |Aut(N)|
divides |GL(5, 2)| or |GL(3, 3)| or |Z4|, a contradiction. Thus we may suppose that
|N | = 26 or |N | = 34. If |N | = 26 then Aut(N) ∼= GL(6, 2). Now it is easy to see that
cd(U4(2) * cd(GL(6, 2)), a contradiction. Also if |N | = 34 then Aut(N) ∼= GL(4, 3) and
again cd(U4(2)) * cd(GL(4, 3)), a contradiction. �
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