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Average order in wreath products
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Abstract

We obtain an exact formula for the average order of elements of a
wreath product of two finite groups. Then focussing our attention on
p-groups for primes p, we give an estimate for the average order of a
wreath product A B in terms of maximum order of elements of A and
average order of B and an exact formula for the distribution of orders
of elements of A B. Finally, we show how wreath products can be used
to find several rational numbers which are limits of average orders of a
sequence of p-groups with cardinalities going to infinity.
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1 Introduction

> geq order(g)

For a finite group G, define the average order of elements to be a(G) = Iel
and denote the maximum order of an element of G by m(G). It is well known
that among all groups of a fixed cardinality, the cyclic group has the largest av-
erage order (see [I, [2]). Other authors have studied the average order function
with a view to deriving characterization theorems for nilpotency and solvability
(see [, [5]).

Wreath products of groups often provide examples and counter-examples for
various group theoretic questions. The famous Krasner-Kaloujnine embedding
theorem shows that for any two groups A and H, any extension of A by H is
isomorphic to a subgroup of the wreath product A! H (see [3]).

In this article, we obtain an exact formula for the average order of a wreath
product of two finite groups. Following that, we focus our attention on p-groups
for primes p. We give an estimate for the average order of a wreath product
A B in terms of m(A) and a(B). In addition, we obtain an exact formula for
the distribution of orders of elements of A B, in terms of distributions of orders
of elements of A and B. Finally, we show how wreath products can be used to
find several rational numbers which are limits of average orders of a sequence
of p-groups with cardinalities going to infinity.
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. For a natural number n, define 7(n) =

Notations and Conventions

. Given two groups A and B, let K = [],. 5 A. The group B naturally acts

on K by xz-(aw)p = (qp-1p)p, for € B, (o) € K. The semidirect product
K x B is called the wreath product of A by B and is denoted by A B.

. i : N — Z denotes the Mobius function. Recall that if n is square-free,

u(n) = (=1)™, where m is the number of distinct prime divisors of n. If
n is not square-free, p(n) = 0.

Hp|n,p prime(l - p)- It is easy to

see that 7(n) =3_,,, du(d).

. For real valued functions f and g we adopt the notation g = O(f) to mean

that there is a constant M > 0 such that |g| < M|f| always.

. Define ¥(A, B) = J(in,z? for p-groups A and B.

(B)?

. Let A be a p-group of cardinality p® and m(A) = p?. For k € Z define

Tak = —x Number of elements of order at most p?=—*.

This essentially denotes the cumulative distribution function of the order
distribution. So, r4,k is a non-increasing function of k, and 74 ; = 1 for
k<0,ra,=0for k>d.

. Fix a prime p. Let us call a real number 8 an “Average Order Limit” if

there is a sequence of p-groups G,, with |G,,| = oo and a(G,) — B.

Main Results

Theorem 1 Let A, B be finite groups with at least 2 elements. For m > 1, let
Sm be the number of elements of A whose m-th power is 1. For nlb, let d,, be
the number of elements of B of order n. Then

m , Sm |A]
AB) = —(—)"d —).
o(AB)= 3 e
m||Al.n||B|
Let p be a prime. From now on, assume A, B are p-groups, |A| = p°,

|B| =p°, a, b>1.

Theorem 2 With notations as in theorem 1,

Spm
pa

7],

a(A1B) = p'a(B) — (p—1a(B) Y kn-[ D »"(

n<b m<d—1

P "dp—n

where k, = —B Note that k,, > 0 Vn, anb kn,=1.

Theorem 3 a(B) < a(A ! B) < p?a(B).



Note that Theorem 3 implies that 0 < (A, B) < 1.

Theorem 4 With notations as in theorem 1,

a(A1B) = pla(B) — (p— Da(B). 3 ku " (1)) + 0" a(B)).

d—1
a
n<b p

Here, the implicit constant in O(p?~'a(B)) is independent of p as well as of
the groups. Now, we explicitly write the order distribution of A? B in terms of
the order distributions of A and B.

Theorem 5 Let m(A)=p?, m(B)=p°. Then we have m(Al B) = p?*te, and
b—e+1i

TABk = D i—o(TBi — TBi+1)T g -

P
TA k-1

p

Corollary 1 74z/pz., = (1 —p Vrak+

In view of theorem 4, it is natural to ask whether a(4 B) = pa(B) +
O(p?~ta(B)), i.e., whether “)(A,B) = 1+ O(%)”. We shall show that this is
not true in general. However, if we assume A is abelian, then it is true.
Corollary 2 Let A be a p-group. Define p-groups A,, recursively by Ag = A,
Ap = An_1VZ/pZ. Let B be a p-group. Then (A, B) = 0 as n — oo.

Note that corollary 5.2 shows that “¥(A4,B) =1+ O(%)” cannot be true in
general. Now we show how the situation differs if we assume A to be abelian.
Theorem 6 For abelian p-groups A, define t(A) to be the unique positive in-
teger such that A = Z/p"Z © Z/pRZ © ... ® Z/p*Z & (Z/p*Z)"™), where
di <ds <---<di <d. Then,

(i) For each noncyclic group B, 1 — p~tMP < 4)(A, B) < 1.

(ii) For cyclic groups B, ¥(A, B) =1 — p~ ‘) £ O(p~HA-1),

In particular, Y(A,B) =1+ O(%) holds if A is abelian.

Now we prove a result about limiting value of average orders for a sequence of
groups whose sizes goes to infinity.

Theorem 7 Suppose B, is a sequence of p-groups with a(B,) — [. Then
a((Z/pZ)" ! B,) — pB. So, if B is an Average Order Limit, then pf is also.
Hence p" 3 is an Average Order Limit for each nonnegative integer r.

Note that whatever the sizes of By, be, sizes of (Z/pZ)™ B,, always go to infinity.
So, taking { B, }» to be a constant sequence B, we see that p"a(B) is an Average
Order Limit, for any r > 2. This guarantees the existence of many non-integral
Average Order Limits. For example, taking B = (Z/pZ)® and 2 <r < b—1, we
get prtotl — Z’)’b;,lr as an Average Order Limit.

Corollary 3 Given any p-group B, and integer r > 2, there are sequences G,
H,, of p-groups with |G| — oo, |H,| — oo and a(G, ! Hy) — p"a(B).



4 Proofs of the Theorems

We start with two preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 1 For any semidirect product H x K, we have a(H x K) > a(K). Also,
for (h,k) € H x K, we have order(k)|order((h,k)).

Proof. For any (h,k) € Hx K, (h, k)™ has k™ as 2nd coordinate. So, (h, k)™ =
1 = k™ = 1. So, order(k)|order((h,k)), in particular order(( k) >

order(k), for allh € H. So, a(HxK) > ‘HI‘H‘IK‘ > kex order(k)= Z wer order(k) =
a(K).

Lemma 2 Let p be a prime and b > 1 an integer. Then a(Z/p*Z) = p® +
o"1).

Proof. In Z/p’Z, there are exactly ¢(p™) = p"(1 — p~!) elements of order p”,
for each 1 < n < b. So,

a(Z/p"Z) = L+ Y, 09" (L=p™)  14+pp—1) Y op™

P P’
2b
_ 1+ (p* - p)By 1+pi1( p? —1)
b P’
by P bty b o).
=p p+1(p p)=p (")

Let us recall some standard facts before starting the proof of theorem 1.
For groups H, K, and injective group homomorphism ¢: K — Aut(H), we
have an injective group homomorphism ¢ : H x4 K — Perm(H) defined by
W(h,k)(x) = ho(k)(x). So, H x4 K can be regarded as a subgroup of Perm(H)
consisting of the transformations T}, defined by T}, r(x) = ho(k)(z).

So, if A and B has at least 2 elements, AB is the subgroup of Perm(] ], 5 A),
consisting of the permutations Ty ., a € [[,cp A, € B, where Ty .(a) =

(waz-13)p, (@ = (ap)p)-

Proof of Theorem 1. Note that lemma 1 yields order(z) | order (Ty,z) for
all (o, z) € A1 B. Fix z € B. Let d=order(z). For m > 1, we have T" _.(a) =
(abamb..awmflbamnlb)b.

So,

T a,z-1 =1 <= apagp..Qpim-1p =1 VbeB

<~ (abawb..awdqb)m =1V beB.

Name this condition (1).

Multiplication by x divides B into ‘%I orbits of size d, and (1) is equivalent
to saying that product of ap’s, for b running in each orbit in cyclic order, has
m’th power= 1.



Number of a € [],cp A satisfying (1) is exactly (|A|d*15m)‘%. The reason
is as follows. Fix a point p in a orbit. For each b # p in that orbit, a; can be
chosen to be anything in A. After that o, has exactly s,, choices. Altogether
we get ap’s for b running over a fixed orbit has exactly |A|9~1s,, choices. There
are ‘d| orbits. So in total we have (|A|?7~!s )% choices for a.

order _

From (1), it is clear that Td‘A‘1 =1. So % | 4]

For m > 1, let gp,= number of a € HbeB A with order(T, ,-1) = dm. We
have just shown that unless m | |A|, we have g,, = 0. Also, for all k > 1,
2| 9m = number of o with (7, 1) =1= (A" s )‘B‘

B

151(d=1) ]

By Mobius inversion, g, = |4] 2 npm B )sn® for all m > 1. So,

del—[b gqorder(Ty 1)
1BId=1) my 2L
=2 4] PG = d|A| > mp(5)sn

1B1(d=1) ‘B‘

> “A‘ ‘\A\ nep(c)sn” (m = nc)

1B1(d=1) EE]

Al,nlm

= d|A|

o Vi > (¢)suf (rename n by m)
= gAY Zm“A\ ms’%‘ >, 1 cp(c)]
="y, e 7

— |A|IBlg A Zm‘\A\mSJﬂT‘T(%)'

This is true for any x € B or order d. There are d,, elements of order n in
B, for each n ‘ |B|. So,
E]

_1B| 181
Lpeaporder(z) =2 ‘\B|d"|A|‘B|”|A| = [> “A‘msn? T(%)]

B |B||A|IB‘Em’\A\,n’\BId il st T(‘ )
= |B||AI'BIS Al |‘B|d 151 1|A| "msh T(l 1) ( by replace n with %)
_ Ll m (g Y0y (ALY,

Dividing by |B||A|lB! we get t he des1red result.

Proof of Theorem 2. Theorem 1, together with the observation that
spm = p® for m > d yields

a(A B)

= anb %(Z’%)pndpm

-(p—-1) ngafl,ngb %:(S;%)pndpb*"

=p" 3y P

—-(p—1) ngmga—l,ngb Z;_jdpb*"

—(p-1) Emgd—l,ngb Z;_j(sf%)pndpb*"

=pa(B)—(p— 1)pd[zm§a7d71 ™ Engb pdypn



m

(S;ﬂn )p" dpbfn
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IN

T

l—‘

3
CUSY !

- p” (5521 )p" dyp—n
=p"a(B) ~(p = 1) X pca—rncp P i )P p "y
=pa(B) —(p—1) ) A ) D pm(s;%)p"]
= pda(B) —(p—1)a(B) Engb kn'[ngdfl p™( S;:: )pn]~
Proof of theorem 3. Theorem 2 proves the second inequality, and the first
inequality follows from lemma 1.

Proof of theorem 4. Let us look at theorem 2 more closely. S;;" <1
Spm n m d—1_
Vm <d—1. S0, 3, 4 o P" (B <X, cq o™ = L, for each n < b,
We also have k,, > 0 Vn, anb k, = 1. Hence,

n

(p=1)a(B): Xy bn a2 P" (F)""] = O(p*1a(B)).
Proof of theorem 5. Let 2 € B, order (z)=p*, a € [[,c5 A. Multipli-

cation by x divides B into p?~¢' orbits of size p°'; let by, ba, ceey bpp—c; be rep-

resentatives of distinct orbits. By (1) of theorem 1, the order of T, ,-1 equals
d+e

PO MaxX < pp—er OTder(ow, Ogp, + - Ogper -1y, ) < pEpt=p
If € B is of order p¢, and y € A is of order p?, then the order of Ty o1
equals p?T¢, where o is defined by a3 =y, ap = 1 ¥b # 1. So, m(A4 B) = pi+e.
Now we prove the second statement.
Again fix x € B, order (xz)=p°'. Let k < d + e — e;. Note that

d+e—k dt+e—ej—k

" =1 <= (g, Qpper-1y,)

a,x~1
Name this condition (2).
As we showed in the proof of theorem 1, the number of a € [, 5 A satisfying

(2) is ((p*)P" spite—e,—1)? = (P T4k (e—er)) 5

Ak—(e—e1)”
(Note that Spdte—e —k = pa’I”A7k_(e_€1).)

d—e b—e b—eq
1 pteL

b
:pap'r

pd+e7k apb pbfel .
So, fork <d+e—e1, {a€]pepAd: T, -+ =1}H=p A k—(e—ey)- This
is true for k£ > d 4+ e — e1 also, as then both sides are 0.

S0, TA1B.k

b b pb—e
=p @ pb > e, —o(no. of elements of B of order p®)p™ % k_l(e_el)

- e—i b—e+i

— ijo no. of elements giB of order p . Tiﬁkfi (here i—e— 61)

e b—e+i
= ic0(rBi — TByiJrl)Ti,k—i .
Corollary 5.1 is a direct consequence of theorem 5.
To prove Corollary 5.2, we need a lemma. Write 7, , = ra,, k-

Lemma 3 For all k, lim,,—soo Tn i = 1.

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. For k < 0, we have r,, , = 1 Vn, and
nothing to show. For the induction step, let £ > 1 and assume lim,,_,oc 75 k-1 =

v
1. By corollary 5.1., 716 = (1 —p )k + T"‘%. So,



1 as induction hypothesis

liminf, oo Tni16 = (1—p~ 1) liminf, oo rp kg +p~
implies limy, 00 7n,k—1 = 1.

But liminf, o0 7116 = liminf, oo rn k. Hence, liminf, oo rnp = (1 —
p~ 1) liminf, e rnk + p~ 1 that is, liminf, o 7, & = 1. Since we always have

0<r,r <1, we get lim, o 7n r = 1. Induction completes the proof.

Proof of corollary 5.2. Let m(A) = p?, | B| = pb. By theorem 5, m(A,,) =
p¥t™ for all n. By theorem 2, §

An B) = 1= B 5, k(000 1 i)

=1-(1-p" D <t kr(anJr:no 1p_(d+n_1_m)r2,(d+n—lfm)+1)

=1-(1-p ), k(G p‘mrf{mﬂ) (replace m by d4+n—1—m).

Fix M € N. For all sufficiently large n, we have d +n —1 > M, hence
"/J(Anv B) <1- (1 _pil) Er<b ky (Z%:O pimrﬁ,m-i-l)' Since limy, 00 Tn,m+1 = 1
by lemma 3, we get

limsup,,_, . ¥(4,, B) < 1—-(1—-P71)§:rgbkr§:%;opim

=1-(1-p) Zn]\fzop_m (as Y ,.cpkr =1) for all M € N.

Taking M — oo, we get limsup,, . ¥(An, B) <0, that is, lim,, . ¥(A,, B) =

Proof of theorem 6. We use the notation of theorem 2, and write ¢ instead
of t(A). Projection gives a surjective group homomorphism ¢ : A — (Z/p?Z)*.
Note that the subgroup of p?~!-torsion elements of A is ¢~'((pZ/p?Z)!), and
for 0 < m < d — 2, the subgroup of p® ™-torsion elements of A is contained
in ¢~ 1((p™Z/p?Z)?). So, Sp;f = p~t, and for each 0 < m < d — 2, we have
< p~™ < p~2t. By theorem 2,

Spm
pa

pla(B) — a(AVB) — (p— Da(B)ko - [ Y pmjg;j]

m<d—1

=(p-DaB) Y ke [ > pm(E

a
1<n<b m<d—1 p

<p-DaB) Y ke Y ]f—m

1<n<b m<d—1

d __
= p-DaB) Y k) L

1<n<b p—1
<a(B) Y p""k,
1<n<b
< a(B)ptt? Z kn < a(B)p'.
1<n<b

If B is noncyclic, kg = 0; so p?a(B) — a(A B) < a(B)p?~*. Dividing by
pla(B), we get 1 — p~t < (A, B). If B is the cyclic group Z/p’Z, we have



-

b _ b
ko = 200 = EL. b — (140(2)):-(140(2)) = 140(2). Here, we used lemma

2, and the observation that (1+O(p™"))™" = 14+0(p™"). So, 3_, g1 P™ s;;n =
d—1__ _ 1 o
pd717t+0(2m§d—2 pm72t) :pdflft_'_o(ppil 1 p 2t) :pd 1 t+0(pd 2 2t)'

Hence, P=DeBho (S, o ?" 3] (=140 ) (! T 4072 72))
) dg - d -
pd—t+o(pd—1—t) ¢ P (B)—t—l P
d =D +O(p )

P
‘We have shown

0 <pla(B) —a(A1B) = (p — Da(B)ko - [X <41 P 2] < a(B)p?~'P.

So, dividing by p?a(B) we get

$(A,B) = 1 - PO Dancu ST -t

=1+p '+ 0 ") +0@ ") =1+p " +0(p ")

Proof of theorem 7. Let |B,| = p’*. By theorem 2,

o((Z/pZ)" 1 Ba) =p-a(Ba) — (p— Da(Ba) 3 km.,n<p—1,,>P”‘,

m<b,

for some 0 < k,, , < 1, with Em<bn km,n =1 for each n.
So, for all sufficiently large n, so that a(B,,) < 8 + 1; we have

la((Z/pZ)" 1 By) — pB| < pla(Bn) = Bl + (p—1)(B+1)p™" = 0.

Proof of corollary 7.1. Let G,, = (Z/pZ)", H,, = (Z/pZ)"  ((Z/pZ)"™
(...((Z/pZ)" 1 B))), there are r — 1 (Z/pZ)™’s here. Now corollary 7.1 follows by
repeated application of theorem 7.
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