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AUTOMORPHISMS OF NONSPLIT EXTENSIONS

OF 2-GROUPS BY PSL2(q)

DANILA O. REVIN AND ANDREI V. ZAVARNITSINE

Abstract. We complete the description of automorphism groups of all

nonsplit extensions of elementary abelian 2-groups by PSL2(q), with q

odd, for an irreducible induced action. An application of this result to

the theory of π-submaximal subgroups is given.
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1. Introduction

The nonsplit extensions G of L = PSL2(q), q odd, given by the exact sequence

0 → V → G→ L→ 1, (1)

where V is an elementary abelian 2-group and the corresponding action of L on
V is irreducible, were described by V. P. Burichenko in [1]. In this paper, we find
the automorphism group of such an extension and then discuss its application for
solving a problem by H. Wielandt [16, Frage (g)].

Recall that PΣL2(q) denotes the extension of L by its group of field automor-
phisms. Similarly, PΓL2(q) is the extension of PGL2(q) by its field automorphisms.

If the action of L on V is identical (and the dimension of V as a vector space
over F2 equals 1) then G ∼= SL2(q) and the automorphism group of G is known to
be isomorphic with PΓL2(q). We may therefore restrict consideration to the case
where L acts on V nonidentically.

According to [1, Theorem 3], the nonsplit extension G that corresponds to an
irreducible and nonidentical action of L on V exists if and only if q ≡ −1 (mod 4),
in which case G is defined uniquely up to isomorphism and the dimension of V as a
vector space over F2 equals (q−1)/2 if q ≡ −1 (mod 8) and q−1 if q ≡ 3 (mod 8).
In the former case, the existence of an outer automorphism of L induced by PGL2(q)
allows us to define a representation L → GL(V ) in two inequivalent ways which
correspond to nonisomorphic absolutely irreducible F2L-modules of dimension (q−
1)/2. In the latter case, V is not absolutely irreducible as a F2L-module and V ⊗F4

splits into a direct sum of two absolutely irreducible F4L-submodules which are
permuted by an outer automorphism of L. In both cases, V occurs as a nontrivial
composition factor of the natural (q + 1)-dimensional permutation F2L module
corresponding to the permutation action of L in the projective line P1

q.

Theorem 1. Suppose that the extension G given by (1) is nonsplit, where V is
an elementary abelian 2-group on which L ∼= PSL2(q), q odd, acts irreducibly and
nonidentically. Then there is a short exact sequence of groups

0 →W → Aut(G) → A→ 1,
1
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where W is an elementary abelian 2-group of order 2n and one of the following
holds:

(i) q ≡ −1 (mod 8), n = (q + 1)/2, and A ∼= PΣL2(q);
(ii) q ≡ 3 (mod 8), n = q + 1, and A ∼= PΓL2(q).

In the last section, we discuss applications of this result to the theory of π-
submaximal subgroups. Subsequently, the results of this paper will allow us to
classify π-submaximal subgroups of minimal nonsolvable groups whose Frattini sub-
group is the minimal normal 2-subgroup.

2. Preliminaries

Let G be a finite group. Fix a field F . Denote by iBrF (G) the set1 of Brauer
characters of all inequivalent irreducible F -representations of G. Note that if F
is a splitting field then iBrF (G) coincides with irr(G) or iBrp(G) according as the
characteristic of F is 0 or p > 0.

Lemma 2. The characters in iBrF (G) are pairwise distinct.

Proof. Let E ⊇ F be a splitting extension for G. By [8, Theorem (9.21)], the
characters in iBrF (G) are nonzero multiples of sums of pairwise disjoint subsets of
iBrE(G) = iBr(G). The claim follows, since the set iBr(G) is linearly independent
over C by [8, Theorem (15.5)]. �

Let A be a finite group and let G P A. For χ ∈ iBrF (G) and a ∈ A, the conjugate
character χa is defined by χa(ga) = χ(g), for all g ∈ G. Clearly, χa ∈ iBrF (G).
The corresponding inertia subgroup is denoted by

IA(χ) = {a ∈ A | χa = χ}.
We say that χ is A-invariant if IA(χ) = A. If Z(G) = 1 then G P Aut(G), and we
may thus speak of the group IAut(G)(χ).

The following result generalises [8, Theorem 11.2] and [9, Theorem 8.14] to ar-
bitrary fields and representations that are irreducible but, possibly, not absolutely.

Proposition 3. Let F be a field, G P A, and let X be an irreducible F -represen-
tation of G of degree n affording χ ∈ iBrF (G). Suppose that χ is A-invariant.
Denote Z = CGLn(F )(X (G)). Then there exist mappings Y : A → GLn(F ) and
α : A×A→ Z such that, for all g ∈ G, a, b ∈ A, we have

(i) Y (g) = X (g);
(ii) X (g)Y (a) = X (ga);
(iii) Y (a)Y (b) = α(a, b)Y (ab);
(iv) α(a, g) = α(g, a) = 1.

Proof. We follow the proof of [8, Theorem 11.2]. By assumption, for every a ∈
A, the irreducible F -representations X and X a have the same Brauer character
χ ∈ iBrF (G). Hence, they are equivalent by Lemma 2. In particular, there exists
Pa ∈ GLn(F ) such that PaX P−1

a = X
a.

1The Brauer character of an irreducible F -representation can be defined as the sum of Brauer
characters of its absolutely irreducible components over a splitting extension of F . In the abso-
lutely irreducible case and prime characteristic p, we may assume by [8, Lemma (9.13)] that F

is a subfield of Fp = Z/M for a fixed ideal M of the ring of algebraic integers Z containing the

prime p.
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We choose a transversal T for G in A with 1 ∈ T and P1 the identity matrix.
Every a ∈ A is uniquely of the form a = gt for g ∈ G and t ∈ T . We set
Y (gt) = X (g)Pt and α(a, b) = Y (a)Y (b)Y (ab)−1 for all a, b ∈ A. This will prove
(iii) once we show that α(A ×A) ⊆ Z.

By definition, we have α(g, a) = 1 for all g ∈ G and a ∈ A. In particular, (i)
holds. We also have

Y (gt)Y (h) = X (g)PtX (h) = X (g)X t(h)Pt = X (g · tht−1)Pt = Y (gt · h)
for h ∈ G. Hence, α(a, g) = 1 for all g ∈ G, a ∈ A and (iv) holds.

Now, we have

Y (g)Y (a) = Y (ga) = Y (a · ga) = Y (a)Y (ga),

which yields (ii). Therefore,

X (g)Y (a)Y (b) = X (ga)Y (b) = X (gab) = X (g)Y (ab)

for all g ∈ G, a, b ∈ A. Hence, α(a, b) = Y (a)Y (b)Y (ab)−1 commutes with X (G)
and so lies in Z. The claim holds. �

Proposition 4. Let X be a faithful irreducible F -representation of G of degree n
affording χ ∈ iBrF (G). Suppose Z(G) = 1 and denote N = NGLn(F )(X (G)) and
Z = CGLn(F )(X (G)). Then N/Z ∼= IAut(G)(χ).

Proof. Since X is faithful, we have G ∼= X (G). We identify every g ∈ G with
X (g). The conjugation by elements of N induces automorphisms of X (G) and
hence of G. Thus, we can define a homomorphism : N → Aut(G) such that

X (g)a = X (ga).

for all a ∈ N and g ∈ G. Clearly, the kernel of this homomorphism coincides
with Z.

Let I = IAut(G)(χ). It is sufficient to show that I = N . If a ∈ N then we have

χa(ga) = χ(g) = tr(X (g)) = tr(X (g)a) = tr(X (ga)) = χ(ga)

for every g ∈ G. Thus, a ∈ I. It remains to show that every element in I is the
image of some element in N .

Since Z(G) = 1, we may view G as a normal subgroup of Aut(G). Clearly, G P I.
Because χ is I-invariant, Proposition 3 implies that there is a map Y : I → GLn(F )
that extends X and satisfies (ii)–(iv). Statement (ii) implies also that Y (I) ⊆ N
and, for every b ∈ I and g ∈ G, we have

X (gb) = X (g)Y (b) = X
(

gY (b)
)

.

Therefore, b = Y (b) for every b ∈ I and the claim follows. �

The following particular case is worth mentioning.

Corollary 5. In the notation of Proposition 4, if the representation X can be
extended to IAut(G)(χ) then N ∼= Z × IAut(G)(χ).

Proof. If X can be extended to IAut(G)(χ) then the image of such an extension is
a subgroup of N isomorphic to IAut(G)(χ) which intersects trivially with Z. The
claim follows from Proposition 4. �
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We observe that an extension of X to IAut(G)(χ) in the hypothesis of Proposi-
tion 4 is not always possible as shows the following

Example 1. Let G be the alternating group A6 and let X be the irreducible
ordinary representation of G of degree 10 with character χ. Then G and X satisfy
the hypothesis of Proposition 4, yet X cannot be extended to IAut(G)(χ). Indeed,
the values of χ on representatives of the conjugacy classes of G are as follows:

1a 2a 3a 3b 4a 5a 5b

χ 10 −2 1 1 0 0 0

The two nontrivial orbits of Aut(G) on the conjugacy classes of G consist of the
classes of elements of orders 3 and 5. Since χ is constant on these classes, we
have IAut(G)(χ) = Aut(G). The character table of Aut(G) which is available in [3]
shows that the irreducible characters of Aut(G) of degree 10 have value 2 on the
involutions of A6, whereas χ has value −2. Thus, X does not extend to Aut(G).
Note that X does extend to each of the three subgroups of Aut(G) of index 2.

We will also require the following result.

Proposition 6. Let X be an irreducible F -representation of a group G of degree
n and let Y be an irreducible constituent of X E, where E ⊇ F is a splitting field.
Let m be the multiplicity of Y in X E, let D be the centraliser of X (FG) in the
matrix algebra Mn(F ), and let d = dimF (D). Then d = mn/ deg(Y ).

Proof. See [8, Problem 9.14, p.158] and the discussion thereafter. �

3. Nonsplit extensions

As in the introduction, we let L = PSL2(q), q odd, and let V be the natural
permutation (q + 1)-dimensional F2L-module corresponding to the permutation
action of L on the projective line P1

q. Then there is a unique series of submodules

0 < I < W < V

with V/W ∼= I being the principal F2L-module. Denote U =W/I. Then dimU =
q − 1. If q ≡ ±1 (mod 8), we have U = U+ ⊕ U− with absolutely irreducible
summands U± of dimension (q − 1)/2 over F2. If q ≡ ±3 (mod 8) then U is
irreducible but not absolutely. In this case, we have U ⊗ F4 = U+ ⊕ U− with
absolutely irreducible summands U± of dimension (q − 1)/2 over F4.

The existence of nonsplit extensions we are interested in is a consequence2 of the
following results.

Proposition 7. [1, Theorems 1,2], [15], [17, Lemma 13] Let

k =

{

F2, if q ≡ ±1 (mod 8);
F4, if q ≡ ±3 (mod 8).

In the above notation, we have

(i) H1(L,U) ∼= F2
2;

(ii) H1(L,U±) ∼= k;

(iii) H2(L,U) ∼=
{

0, if q ≡ 1 (mod 4);
F2
2, if q ≡ −1 (mod 4);

2It is required in [1] that q > 5. But it can be checked that the results are also valid for q = 3.
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(iv) H2(L,U±) ∼=
{

0, if q ≡ 1 (mod 4);
k, if q ≡ −1 (mod 4).

Proposition 8. [1, Theorem 3]. Let the exact sequence of groups

0 → V → G→ L→ 1

be nonsplit, where L = PSL2(q), q odd, and V is an elementary abelian 2-group
distinct from Z2 which is irreducible if viewed as an F2L-module. Then q ≡ −1
(mod 4), G is unique up to isomorphism, and

V ∼=
{

U , if q ≡ 3 (mod 8);
U±, if q ≡ −1 (mod 8),

where the F2L-modules U and U± are as defined above.

4. Automorphisms of extensions

A detailed account of the general theory of automorphisms of group extensions
is given in [13]. We are interested in the following particular situation. Let

e : 0 → A
µ−→ G

ε−→ Q→ 1 (2)

be an extension of groups with abelian kernel A and injective coupling. The latter
means that the representation C : Q → Aut(A), known as the coupling of e,
that corresponds to the conjugation of Aµ in G is faithful, or, equivalently, that
Aµ = CG(Aµ). In particular, Q ∼= C (Q) and the conjugation of C (Q) by any
ν ∈ NAut(A)(C (Q)) induces an element ν′ ∈ Aut(Q). The extension e determines

an element ϕ ∈ H2(Q,A), where A is viewed as a ZQ-module via C . One defines
an action of NAut(A)(C (Q)) on H2(Q,A) given by

ψ 7→ (ν′)−1ψν (3)

for every ν ∈ NAut(A)(C (Q)) and ψ ∈ H2(Q,A), which should be understood

modulo B2(Q,A) for representative cocycles, see [13] for details. We denote by

N ϕ
Aut(A)(C (Q)) the stabiliser of ϕ with respect to this action. In other words,

N ϕ
Aut(A)(C (Q)) = {ν ∈ NAut(A)(C (Q)) | ϕν = ν′ϕ}.

Also, denote by Aut(e) the subgroup of Aut(G) that leaves Aµ invariant.

Proposition 9. [13, Assertions (4.4),(4.5)] Let e be the extension (2) with abelian
kernel A, injective coupling C : Q → Aut(A), and a corresponding ϕ ∈ H2(Q,A).
Then there is an exact sequence of groups

0 → Z1(Q,A) → Aut(e) → N ϕ
Aut(A)(C (Q)) → 1.

The following particular case is worth mentioning.

Corollary 10. Let e be a split extension (2) with abelian kernel A and injective
coupling C : Q→ Aut(A). Then there is an exact sequence of groups

0 → Z1(Q,A) → Aut(e) → NAut(A)(C (Q)) → 1.

Proof. The split extension corresponds to the zero element 0 ∈ H2(Q,A). Since

the action (3) is linear, we have N 0
Aut(A)(C (Q)) = NAut(A)(C (Q)). The claim now

follows from Proposition 9. �
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5. Action of Out(L) on 2-modular characters

As above, let L = PSL2(q), q = pm odd, and let U± be the two absolutely
irreducible F2L-modules of dimension (q − 1)/2. Denote by χ± the corresponding
Brauer characters. The values of χ± in the case q ≡ −1 (mod 4) are shown in
Table 1, where representatives x, y ∈ L have orders (q − 1)/2 and n = (q + 1)2′ ,
respectively. Also, r = 1, . . . , (q − 3)/4 and s = 1, . . . , (n− 1)/2. This follows from
[2], for example.

Table 1. The 2-modular characters of L = PSL2(q) of degree
(q − 1)/2 with q ≡ −1 (mod 4)

1a pa pb (xr)L (ys)L

χ+
1
2 (q − 1) 1

2 (−1 + i
√
q) 1

2 (−1− i
√
q) . −1

χ−
1
2 (q − 1) 1

2 (−1− i
√
q) 1

2 (−1 + i
√
q) . −1

Let ρ and δ denote the field and diagonal automorphisms of L of orders m and
2, respectively, induced from the automorphism [(aij) 7→ (apij)] and the conjugation

of SL2(q) by
(

1 0
0 −1

)

.

The latter is true, since −1 is not a square in Fq. It is known that Aut(L) ∼= PΓL2(q)
is generated modulo Inn(L) by δ and ρ.

Lemma 11. Let L = PSL2(q), q ≡ −1 (mod 4), and let χ± ∈ iBr2(L) be the two
characters of degree (q− 1)/2. Additionally, if q ≡ 3 (mod 8) then let χ ∈ iBrF2

(L)
be the character of degree q − 1. Then

(i) IAut(L)(χ±) = PΣL2(q);
(ii) IAut(L)(χ) = PΓL2(q).

Proof. We have χ = χ+ + χ− by Table 1. It is sufficient to consider the action of
δ and ρ on the conjugacy classes of L. The classes represented by xr are permuted
amongst themselves by both δ and ρ, because these are the only classes of elements
whose order divides (q − 1)/2. Similarly for the classes represented by ys. Since
q ≡ −1 (mod 4), the projective images in L of the mutually inverse matrices

(

1 1
0 1

)

,

(

1 −1
0 1

)

from SL2(q) are representatives of the conjugacy classes labelled “pa” and “pb” of
elements of order p. Clearly, these two classes are permuted by δ and stabilised by
ρ. Consequently, χ+ and χ− are also permuted by δ and stabilised by ρ, while χ is
stabilised by both ρ and δ. The claim follows from these remarks. �

6. 1-Cocycles

Let e be the extension (2) with abelian kernel A. Recall that the abelian group
of 1-cocycles

Z1(Q,A) = {θ : Q→ A | (xy)θ = xθ · y + yθ for all x, y ∈ Q}
contains the subgroup of 1-coboundaries

B1(Q,A) = {θa ∈ Z1(Q,A), a ∈ A | xθa = ax− a for all x ∈ Q}
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such that

H1(Q,A) ∼= Z1(Q,A)/B1(Q,A), (4)

and the map A→ B1(Q,A) sending a 7→ θa is a homomorphism of abelian groups
with kernel CA(Q). In particular,

B1(Q,A) ∼= A/CA(Q). (5)

Remark. The cohomology groups Hn(Q,A) admit naturally a linear action of
Z = CAut(A)(C (Q)) which is induced from the action on cocycles. For example, in

dimension 2, if we take ψ ∈ Z2(Q,A), ν ∈ Z, and define ψν by

(x, y)(ψν) = (x, y)ψν (6)

for all x, y ∈ Q, then this action preserves the 2-cocycle condition

(x, yz)ψ + (y, z)ψ = (xy, z)ψ + (x, y)ψ · z,
for x, y, z ∈ Q, and so ψν ∈ Z2(Q,A). The group B2(Q,A) is invariant, hence we
obtain an induced action on H2(Q,A). Similarly in other dimensions. In particular,
if A is a vector space over a field F of dimension m and C is irreducible, Hn(Q,A)
becomes a vector space over the division ring D, the centraliser of C (FQ) in the
matrix ring Mm(F ).

7. Proof of main results

Given groups A and B, we use the common shorthand notation A : B and A ·B
to denote, respectively, a split and a nonsplit extension with normal subgroup A
and quotient B.

We can now prove Theorem 1.

Proof. Recall that L = PSL2(q) with q ≡ −1 (mod 4) and the the extension

0 → V → G→ L→ 1. (7)

is nonsplit with nontrivial and irreducible action of L on the elementary abelian 2-
group V which is clearly characteristic in G being the unique nontrivial elementary
abelian normal subgroup. Therefore, Aut(G) coincides with the automorphism
group of extension (7).

If q = 3, we have L ∼= A4, the extension G is isomorphic to the semidirect
product (C4 × C4) : C3, where Ci

∼= Zi, i = 3, 4, and a generator of C3 acts on the
direct product C4 × C4 according with the matrix

(

0 1
−1 −1

)

over Z/4Z. In this case, Aut(G) has the required structure, viz. an extension of
a normal elementary abelian 2-group of order 24 by PΓL2(3) ∼= S4, which can be
verified by hand or using a computer.

Henceforth, let q > 5. Then extension (7) has injective coupling and, by Propo-
sition 9, we have the exact sequence

0 → Z1(L, V ) → Aut(G) → N ϕ
Aut(V )(C (L)) → 1,

where ϕ ∈ H2(L, V ) and C : L→ Aut(V ) correspond to extension (7). All we need

is to determine the structure of both Z1(L, V ) and N ϕ
Aut(V )(C (L)). We consider

two cases.
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(i) Let q ≡ −1 (mod 8). By Proposition 8, V ∼= U± is absolutely irreducible
and dimF2

(V ) = (q− 1)/2. Also, H1(L, V ) ∼= F2 by Proposition 7(ii). Since L acts
irreducibly and nontrivially on V , we have CV (L) = 0 and

B1(L, V ) ∼= V ∼= F
(q−1)/2
2

by (5). Therefore, Z1(L, V ) ∼= F
(q+1)/2
2 by (4).

We have Aut(V ) ∼= GL(q−1)/2(2). Denoting N = NAut(V )(C (L)) and Z =
CAut(V )(C (L)), we obtain N/Z ∼= IAut(L)(χ±) by Proposition 4, where χ± is the
Brauer character corresponding to V . By Lemma 11(i), IAut(L)(χ±) = PΣL2(q).

Also, Z ∼= F
×

2 = 1 by Schur’s Lemma, since V is absolutely irreducible. Therefore,
N ∼= PΣL2(q).

By Proposition 7(iv), we have H2(L, V ) ∼= F2. The action (3) of N on H2(L, V )
is clearly linear and hence must be trivial in this case. In particular, N stabilises
ϕ and so

N = N ϕ
Aut(V )(C (L)) ∼= PΣL2(q).

This proves (i).
(ii) Let q ≡ 3 (mod 8). This case is more complicated as V ∼= U is non-absolutely

irreducible by Proposition 8. We have dimF2
(V ) = q − 1 and H1(L, V ) ∼= F2

2 by
Proposition 7(i). Furthermore, CV (L) = 0 and

B1(L, V ) ∼= V ∼= F
q−1
2 .

Thus, Z1(L, V ) ∼= F
q+1
2 .

In this case, Aut(V ) ∼= GLq−1(2). As above, denote N = NAut(V )(C (L)) and
Z = CAut(V )(C (L)). By Proposition 4 and Lemma 11(ii), we have

N/Z ∼= IAut(L)(χ) = PΓL2(q),

where χ is the Brauer character corresponding to V .
Let D be the division ring centralising C (F2L) in the matrix algebra Mq−1(2).

Clearly, Z = D×. By Proposition 6, dimF2
(D) = 2, because V ⊗ F4 = U+ ⊕ U−

with summands of equal dimension. Therefore, D ∼= F4 and Z ∼= Z3.

It remains to determine N0 = N ϕ
Aut(V )(C (L)). We have a homomorphism σ :

N → Sym3 corresponding to the permutation action of N on the three nontrivial
elements of H2(L, V ) ∼= F2

2, see Proposition 7(iii), and N0 is a point stabiliser with
respect to this action.

Observe that Z cyclically permutes the three nontrivial elements of H2(L, V ).
This is because the two actions (3) and (6) of every ν ∈ Z on H2(L, V ) coincide,
as can be readily seen. It follows that the image of σ is either the three-cycle or
the whole Sym3. But the latter is not possible as N has no factors isomorphic
to S3. Indeed, N has a simple nonabelian normal subgroup isomorphic to L with
quotient isomorphic to an extension of Z by Out(L) ∼= 〈δ〉 × 〈ρ〉. This extension,
being central, must be abelian as the 3-part of Out(L) is cyclic.

Therefore, N0 has index 3 in N and N ∼= Z × N0, which yields N0
∼= N/Z ∼=

PΓL2(q). This implies (ii). �

This proof also implies that in both cases (i) and (ii) the representation L →
Aut(V ) extends to IAut(L)(χ) where χ is the corresponding Brauer character. Of
course, in case (ii) this also follows from the fact that V is a reduced permutation
module for PΓL2(q).
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8. An application

We henceforth assume that π is a fixed set of prime numbers. Recall that a
subgroup H of G is a π-subgroup if every prime divisor of |H | is contained in π. In
view of Lagrange’s theorem, to have an idea of what the π-subgroups of a given finite
group are, it is sufficient to study the π-maximal subgroups, i. e. the π-subgroups
that are maximal with respect to inclusion. The latter ones, in turn, can naturally
be studied up to conjugacy. The set of π-maximal subgroups of G will be denoted
by mπ(G).

According to Hall’s theorem, all π-maximal subgroups of finite solvable groups
are conjugate and therefore possess a series of nice properties. Among those is
the fact that if N is a normal subgroup of a solvable group G then, for every
H ∈ mπ(G), we have H ∩N ∈ mπ(N) and HN/N ∈ mπ(G/N). If we dispense of
the requirement that G be solvable, then neither of these properties holds in general,
which fact restricts to a great extent the possibility for an induction argument when
studying the π-maximal subgroups.

Aiming at compensating for irregularities in the behaviour of π-maximal sub-
groups in their intersections with normal subgroups, H. Wielandt proposed during
his talk at the Santa Cruz Conference on Finite Groups in 1979 [16] to study an
object somewhat more general than the π-maximal subgroups.

Definition. A subgroup H of a finite group G is π-submaximal (written as H ∈
smπ(G)) if there exists an embedding of G in a group G∗ such that

G PP G∗ and H = G ∩K
for some K ∈ mπ(G).

Clearly, we have

• mπ(G) ⊆ smπ(G);
• if H ∈ smπ(G) and N PP G then H ∩N ∈ smπ(N).

Due to the Wielandt–Hartley theorem (see [16, 5.4(a)], proved in [10, Theorem 2])
which states that

• if H ∈ smπ(G) then H ∈ mπ(NG(H)),

the set smπ(G) is, as a rule, not much wider than mπ(G). However, a 2-Sylow
subgroup of G = PSL2(7), for example, is contained in smπ(G) \mπ(G), for π =
{2, 3}.

Wielandt [16] put forward a programme to study the π-submaximal subgroups
(see [5, 6] for a detailed discussion and review of results) and, in particular, pro-
posed the problem of studying the π-submaximal subgroups in the following natural
critical case.

Problem A (Offene Frage (g) [16]). Describe the π-submaximal subgroups in the
minimal nonsolvable groups. Study their properties, such as conjugacy by automor-
phisms, intravariance, pronormality, etc.

It is known that a nonsolvable group G is minimal nonsolvable (i. e. whose all
proper subgroups are solvable) if and only if G/Φ(G) is a simple minimal non-
solvable group, also known as a minimal simple group, where Φ(G) is the Frattini
subgroup of G. Minimal simple groups were classified by J. Thompson [14].

Problem A was to a large extent solved in [4], where the π-submaximal subgroups
of minimal simple groups were classified and their properties were studied. For an
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arbitrary minimal nonsolvable group G, it was shown [4, Proposition 1] that the
following properties hold:

• H ∈ mπ(G) if and only if H ∈ mπ(G),
• H ∈ smπ(G) only if H ∈ smπ(G);

where the overline stands for the canonical epimorphism G→ G/Φ(G). As one
can see, the following problem remains:

Problem B. Is a π-submaximal (but not π-maximal) subgroup of G = G/Φ(G)
always (and if not always then when is it) the image of a π-submaximal subgroup
of G for a minimal nonsolvable G?

As expected, the list of π-submaximal but not π-maximal subgroups of minimal
simple groups G is quite short: they can be (under certain restrictions on the odd
prime q ≡ ±2 (mod 5) and the set π containing 2 and 3)

• in G = PSL2(q),
– a dihedral subgroup of order 8 whenever it is π-maximal in the nor-

maliser of a 2-Sylow subgroup of G,
– a dihedral subgroup of order 6 whenever it is π-maximal in the nor-

maliser of a 3-Sylow subgroup of G;
• in G = PSL3(3),

– the normaliser of a 3-Sylow subgroup,
– the centraliser of an involution (all involutions in G are conjugate).

In [11], examples are found showing that, for some minimal nonsolvable groups G
such that G = PSL2(7), a 2-Sylow subgroup of G is the image of no π-submaximal
subgroup of G even though it is itself π-submaximal in G. Therefore, Problems A
and B have not been completely solved, and the authors intend to use the results
of this paper to conduct further investigation in this direction.

Evidently, using the definition alone it is quite difficult to prove that a subgroup
H of G is not π-submaximal. In the case where G is an extension (nonsplit, for
example) of an elementary abelian p-group V by a nonabelian simple group L acting
on V irreducibly and nontrivially, it was shown [11, 12] that G∗ (see the definition of
a π-submaximal subgroup) can be replaced by a subgroup of Aut(G). The authors
hope that the description obtained in this paper of the automorphism group of a
nonsplit extension of an elementary abelian 2-group by PSL2(q) with irreducible
action will let us move forward in solving Problems A and B and, in particular,
will make it possible to completely classify the π-submaximal subgroups in minimal
nonsolvable groups G with Φ(G) being the minimal normal 2-subgroup.

To illustrate an intermediate application of the obtained results, we will indicate
an infinite series of minimal simple groups that can extend, in a nonsplit fashion,
elementary abelian 2-groups so that the resulting extension G becomes a minimal
nonsolvable group and some π-submaximal subgroup of L = G/Φ(G) is not the
image of any π-submaximal subgroup of G, see Example 2 below.

We now fix some notation. Assume henceforth that π = {2, 3} and L = PSL2(q),
where q ≡ 7 (mod 48) is prime. Also, let V be an irreducible F2L-module of
dimension (q − 1)/2.

Lemma 12. [4, Table 6] The 2-Sylow subgroups of L are π-submaximal.

Observe that a 2-Sylow subgroup of L, which is isomorphic to the dihedral group
D8, is not π-maximal because it is contained in a subgroup isomorphic to S4.
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Lemma 13. Let G be an extension

0 → V → G→ L→ 1, (8)

where the conjugation of G on V agrees with its F2L-module structure. Then the
2-Sylow subgroups of G are not π-submaximal.

Proof. Let S be a 2-Sylow subgroup of G and suppose that it is π-submaximal. Let
: G → L be the canonical epimorphism. Note that S is not π-maximal, because

neither is the 2-Sylow subgroup S of L. As we mentioned above, S is contained in
a subgroup M 6 L isomorphic to S4. Let G∗ be a finite group of minimal order
such that G PP G∗ and there is a π-maximal subgroup K of G∗ with S = G ∩K.
By [11, Proposition 1], G P G∗ and and CG∗(G) = 1, i. e. G∗ 6 Aut(G).

By Proposition 8, there are only two possibilities for G: it is either the semidirect
product V : L, or the unique nonsplit extension V ·L. In both cases, Aut(G) is an
extension of G by an outer automorphism α of order 2 which acts trivially on both
V and L. Indeed, in the nonsplit case, this follows from Theorem 1(i) once we
observe that PΣL2(q) ∼= L, because q is prime. In the split case, this follows from
Corollary 10, because NAut(V )(C (L)) ∼= PΣL2(q) as we established in the proof of
Theorem 1(i). Consequently, we have either G∗ = G or G∗ = Aut(G).

We extend “ ” to the canonical epimorphism G∗ → G∗/V ∼= L × C, where
C is either trivial or cyclic of order 2 generated by the image of α. Since K is
π-maximal in G∗ and V is a π-subgroup, it follows that K is π-maximal in G∗/V .
Hence, K = K0×C, where K0 is π-maximal in L = G. On the other hand, we have
K0 = L∩K = S by assumption. But S is not π-maximal in L, a contradiction. �

The following example shows that, for a homomorphism φ whose kernel is an
abelian π-group, a π-submaximal subgroup in Imφ is not the image of any π-
submaximal subgroup of the domain of φ.

Example 2. Let G be the nonsplit extension V ·L. A 2-Sylow subgroup H of L
is π-submaximal by Lemma 12. However, there is no π-submaximal subgroup of
G whose image in L under the canonical epimorphism G → L equals H , because
such a subgroup would necessarily be 2-Sylow in G, but no 2-Sylow subgroup of G
is π-submaximal by Lemma 13.

This example is of interest not only in connection with Problems A and B. It
extends the series of examples constructed in [11, 12] which show the difference in
behaviour of π-maximal and π-submaximal subgroups under homomorphisms. For
example, it is clear that there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between the
π-maximal subgroups of a group and those of its quotient by a normal π-subgroup.
Example 2 shows that there is no similar correspondence for π-submaximal sub-
groups — a π-submaximal subgroup of the quotient by a normal π-subgroup is not,
generally speaking, the image of a π-submaximal subgroup. We also construct below
an infinite series of examples showing that the image of a π-submaximal subgroup
under an epimorphism φ whose kernel is an abelian π-group is not π-submaximal
in Imφ. In [11], a single example of this kind was found.

Example 3. Let V ∗ be the module contragredient to V . A diagonal automorphism
δ of L of order 2 permutes V and V ∗ and so naturally acts on V ⊕V ∗. Consequently,
the semidirect product G = (V ⊕ V ∗) : L can be extended to G∗ = G : 〈δ〉. The



12 DANILA O. REVIN AND ANDREI V. ZAVARNITSINE

2-Sylow subgroup of G∗ is π-maximal. Hence, the 2-Sylow subgroup S of G is π-
submaximal. Let : G→ G/V ∗ be the canonical epimorphism. Lemma 13 implies
that S is not π-submaximal in G, because G is an extension of V by L.

We remark that the behaviour of π-submaximal subgroups under homomor-
phisms was also studied in [7, Corollary 4], where it was proved that the image
of a π-submaximal subgroup of G in the quotient by a normal subgroup N is π-
submaximal if N coincides with the F-radical GF of G for some Fitting class3 F and
all π-maximal subgroups of N are conjugate. In light of this result and Example 3,
it is natural to ask if the requirement N = GF in this statement can be weakened
to the requirement that N be characteristic in G. The answer is unknown even if
N is a π-subgroup.
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