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Abstract

For a finite group G, let ¢(G) denote the sum of element orders of G. This function was
introduced by Amiri, Amiri, and Isaacs in 2009 and they proved that for any finite group
G of order n, ¥(G) is maximum if and only if G ~ Z,, where Z,, denotes the cyclic group
of order n. Furthermore, Herzog, Longobardi, and Maj in 2018 proved that if G is non-
cyclic, ¥(G) < £4¢(Z,). Amiri and Amiri in 2014 introduced the function 14 (G) which
is defined as the sum of the k-th powers of element orders of G and they showed that for
every positive integer k, 1,(G) is also maximum if and only if G is cyclic.

In this paper, we have been able to prove that if G' is a non-cyclic group of order n, then
Ui(G) < %wk(zn). Setting k = 1 in our result, we immediately get the result of
Herzog et al. as a simple corollary. Besides, a recursive formula for ¢ (G) is also obtained
for finite abelian p-groups G, using which one can explicitly find out the exact value of

i (G) for finite abelian groups G.
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1. Introduction

Let G be a finite group. Amiri et al. in [5] defined the following function:

W(@) =) olg).

geG
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where o(g) denotes the order of the element g. They were able to prove the following:

Theorem 1.1. For any finite group G of order n, (G) < ¥(Z,) and equality holds if and
only if G ~ Z,,, where Z,, denotes the cyclic group of order n.

That is, Z,, is the unique group of order n with the largest value of ¢ (G) for groups of
that order. Later Amiri et al. in [3] and, independently, Shen et al. in [15] investigated
the groups with the second largest value of the sum of element orders. This function v has
been considered in various works (see [1, 2, 7, 6, 9, 10, 11, 16]). While the goal of some of
the papers was to find out the largest, second largest, least possible values of ¢)(G), the aim
of some other papers was to prove new criteria for structural properties (like solvability,
nilpotency, etc.) of finite groups.

Amiri and Amiri in [4] considered the following generalization of the above function
defined as:

geG

for positive integers k£ > 1. Later, this function was also considered in [13]. We first note
that there exists positive integer k£ > 1 and two groups GGy and G5 of same order such that
¥(Gh) > ¥(Ge) but Yr(Gy) < ¥(G2). For example, one can take Gy = Dig (the dihedral
group consisting of 36 elements) and Gy = Zy X Z3 x Z3 and k = 6 and a simple calculation
shows that ¥(G1) = 219 < 275 = 1(Gs) but ¢¥s(G1) > 1¥s(G2). Therefore, the comparison
of the i-value of two groups can not directly tell about the comparison of i-value of two
groups. Thus, for a fixed positive integer n, finding out the groups of order n with the
largest 1, value is a valid question. Amiri et al. in [4, Theorem 2.6] answered this question.

Theorem 1.2. Let Z, be the cyclic group of order n and k be any positive integer. Then
Ui(GQ) < Yp(Zy) for all non-cyclic groups G of order n.

In this paper, we start with the following result on the class of nilpotent groups.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a nilpotent group of order n and k be any fized positive integer.
Then 1 (G) is minimum among all possible nilpotent groups of order n if and only if each
Sylow subgroup of G has prime exponent.

We can see that Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 gives results on the extreme values of
¥r(G). We next concentrate on the class of finite abelian groups and there we prove the
following recurrence relation with help of which it is easy to give an algorithm to find out
the exact value of 1, (G) for any finite abelian group G.

Theorem 1.4. For positive integers ry < ro < --- <1y, we have

wk(Zprl X ZPTQ X -+ X Zprt)

= Uk(Zprs X Lt X -+ X Lyt ) + (W(Zw X s X Tg) = YLy X g X -+ % Zprll))

Vv Vv
t times t-1 times

(1)



where,
psr—l—s-l—rk-i-k o psr—i-kr—i-k + pk -1

¢k(?pr1 X Zp”"l X - X Zpr'lj) = p8+k 1

W
s times

From Theorem 1.1, it is natural to ask whether there exists some constant C' < 1 such
that ¢(G) < C¢(Z,) where G is a non-cyclic group of order n. Herzog et al. in [8] proved
the following remarkable result, giving an answer to this question.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a non-cyclic group of order n. Then
7

The main result of this paper is the following result which is ofcourse stronger than
Theorem 1.2 and also immediately gives Theorem 1.5 if we set k = 1 in (2).

Theorem 1.6. Let G be a non-cyclic group of order n and k be any fixed positive integer.
Then,

be(G) < 1+ 3.2%

Throughout this article, ¢ is the Euler’s function. For a group G, the notation exp(G)
denotes the exponent of G which is the smallest positive integer x such that ¢* = e where
eq denotes the identity element of G. Most of our notation is standard and we refer the
reader to the books [12, 14].

2. Preliminaries

In this Section, we recall some earlier known result and also prove some preliminary
lemmas which will be crucial in the forthcoming sections. Amiri et al. in [4, Lemma 2.5]
proved the following.

Lemma 2.1. For any fized positive integer k and any two finite groups A and B, we have
(A x B) <y (A) x ¢(B). Moreover, equality holds if and only if ged(|A|, |B]) = 1.

We now consider the semidirect product of two groups and here we quote the following
result from [8, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a finite group satisfying G = P x F, where P is a cyclic p-group
for some prime p, |F| > 1 and (p,|F|) = 1. Then the following statements hold:

1. FEach element of F acts on P either trivially or fized-point-freely.

2. If x € F, o(x) = m and u € P, then m is the least positive integer satisfying
(ux)™ € P.

3. If ue P and x € Cp(P), then o(ux) = o(u)o(z).
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4. Ifue P and x € F\ Cp(P), then o(uz) = o(x).
5. Let Z = Cr(P). Then

P(G) = p(P)p(Z) + |PlY(F\ Z) < p(P)yp(Z) + |Ply(F).

In an identical way we can prove the following:

Remark 2.1. Let G be a finite group satisfying G = P x F', where P is a cyclic p-group
for some prime p, |F| > 1 and (p,|F|) = 1. Then,

Ur(G) = Vn(P)Yr(Z) + |Pln(F \ Z) < Yp(P)Yn(Z) + | Pln(F).

The next lemma is also easy to prove. Yet we provide the details for the sake of
completeness.

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a cyclic group of order p” for some prime p. Then,

¢ (G) _ pkr+k+r+1 _ pkr+k+r +pk -1 _ pk'pr(k+1) 4 (1 +p+--- _'_pk—l)
k phtl — 1 1+p+---+pk )

Let G = Zyr X Zipr X -+ X Ly . We then have

Vv
s times

psr—i-s—i-rk—i-k o psr—l-kr-‘rk + pk -1
ps+k -1

Ur(G) =

Proof. We first consider the case when G is cyclic and of order p". The main thing is to
note that the number of elements of order p’ in G is ¢(p'). Thus, we have

Ve(G) =1+ p"o(p) + -+ + p ™o (p").

The remaining follows from computation and hence is omitted.
For the second part, we observe that the number of elements of order p’ is p* — pl=1s.
Here we do the calculation for the sake of completeness. We have

U(G) = 1+ = p" + > —p )+ (07— P
= 14+ ps—l—k +p2(s+k) I +pr(s+k) _ [pk +ps+2k 4ot p(r—l)s—l—rk]
p(s—i-k)(r—i-l) -1 kp(s—i-k)r -1

- ptk — 1 -p ptk — 1
psr—l—s—l—rk—l—k _ psr—l—kr—l—k + pk -1
= ps—i-k -1
This completes the proof. O



One can note that using Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, one can explicitly compute 1 (G)
for any cyclic group G.

We next provide a lower bound of the v-value of any cyclic group in terms of the
highest and the lowest prime divisors of the order of the group.

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢ = p1 < py < -+ < py = p be the prime divisors of n and the corre-
sponding Sylow subgroups of Z,, are Py, Py, ..., P,. Then

k k
Ui (Zy) > d k> <L) nktt,

l+p+---+pF p+1

Proof. As Z,, = P, x P, x --- P,, by applying Lemma 2.1, we have

Ue(Zn) = []ek(Z,)
=1
t
Py p|k+
IIl+ Rl
i1 pi+-+D;

v

k t k
q
nktl

—I—---—l—pk

q
L+p+--+pF

|P-‘k+1:
1 Z 14+p

=

The second line follows by using Lemma 2.3. The third line uses the fact that p;.1 > p;+1
and hence pfﬂ > pF + pf_l + -+ 4 1. Thus, the first inequality of this Lemma is proved.
The second is immediate. O

Before going to the next lemma, we need the following result, which is implicit in the
proof of Lemma A of [5].

Lemma 2.5. Let P be a Sylow p-subgroup of G, P < G and P s cyclic in G. Let m be the
order of the element Px. Fvery element of Px clearly has the form ux for some element
u € P. We have o(ux) < m(o(u)) with equality if and only if x centralizes u.

Using Lemma 2.5, we now prove the following:
Lemma 2.6. Let P be a Sylow p-subgroup of G, P < G and P is cyclic in G. Then,
Ue(G) < Uk(P)w(G/P).
Moreover, equality happens if and only if P C Z(G).

Proof. Let € G and we consider Pz as an element of G/P. We at first claim the following:

Claim: We have 1;,(Px) < o(Px)*(P) and equality holds if and only if z centralizes
P.



Proof of claim: We have

Yp(Px) = Zo(um)k < Zo(Pz)ko(u)k

ueP ueP

= o(Pz)*) " o(u)* = o(Px)* iy (P).

ueP

Equality holds in the above equation if and only if x centralizes u for every element u in
P, that is, when x centralizes P.
With this claim, we now have

w(@) = ) ¢i(Pr)

PzeG/P
< Z/ o(P)*t(P) = yi(F) Z/ o(Px)* = i(P)u(G/P).

Clearly, equality holds if and only if every element x in G centralizes P, or equivalently
P C Z(G). O

3. Nilpotent and abelian groups

We note that if G is a p-group of order, say p”, then we of course have 1 (G) >
(p" — 1)p* + 1 and equality holds if and only if every non-identity element of G has order
p. With this observation, we now move to the proof of Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let G be a nilpotent group of order n > 1 and moreover, let
G:P1><P2X...Pt,

where P, is the Sylow p;-subgroup of G and for all 1 <1 <t we have |P;| = p;* with r; € N
and ged(p;, p;) = 1 for ¢ # j. By Lemma 2.1 we have ¢y (G) = ¢i(P1) X ¢Y(P2) ... Y (FPr)
and by the above observation 1 (F;) is minimum if and only if every non-identity element
of P; is of prime order. Thus, 14 (G) will be minimum if and only if each Sylow subgroup
of G has prime order. This completes the proof. O

We next consider the family of abelian groups and and as any abelian group can be
written as a direct product of abelian p-groups, determining the 1, value explicitly for any
abelian p-group is sufficient in order to determine the 1 value of any abelian group. In
this context, we have the following.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Define
A={(ar,a9,...,a;) € Zyrr X Lprs X -+ X Ly 2 a; =0  mod p"~™ for each i}
Clearly, A is a subgroup of Zyr X Zyrs X - -+ X Zyr. Define
[ Zyry X Ligry X -+ - XZprlJ)—)A

~
t times
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by
r3—11

f(:(fl, To, ... ,S(Zt) = (xh xzprz—m,xsp o ,:L’tp”_”).

It is easy to check that this map f is reversible and it is also clearly a group homomorphism.
ThLIS, Zpr'l X Zpr'l X - X va"l ~ A. ThUS,

U (Lyrs X Ligrs X -+ - X Ligre ) = i (Ligrs X Ligry X -+ + X Ly )+ Vp(Lrs X Lira X - - - X Liyre — A)

g

t times

Now, we have

wk)(Zprl >< Zpr'g >< cee >< Zp'ft - A)

= Z o(ar,ag, ... a;)k — Z o(ar,ag, ... a,)F

(a1,a2,---7at)EZpr1 XZPT'Q X XLt (a1,a2,...,at)EA
T k k
= pl{ E o(ag,...,a;)" — E 0(a2,...,at)}
(ag,...,at)EZpr'g ><~~~><Zp7“t (az,...,at)GA
_ 71
= p (¢k(Zpr2 X v X Lpre) — ¢k(?pr1 X Lpry X - -+ X Zpr'L))
t-1 times

This completes the proof of Equation (1). The proof of this Theorem is now complete by
using Lemma 2.3. O

It is worth mentioning here that Saha [13, Proposition 9] proved the following recursive
formula.

Theorem 3.1. Let G = Z,» x H where r > 1 and H is a p-group with exp(H) > p". Let
N; be the number of elements in H that have order p’. Then,

—_

( i—

i)+ 3 [ =5 )08 - )+ 6 - )|

Ur(G) =S +(p - D" - 1), ifr>1

(pUr(H) + (p—1)(p" = 1), ifr=1

It is clear that for any abelian p-group with » = 1, Theorem 3.1 is better than Theorem
1.4. But for r > 1, the expression of ¢4 (G) in Theorem 1.4 contains nontrivial summations
where as the expression of 1;(G) in Theorem 1.4 is neat in the following sense that it
involves only 3 terms.

We can now compute ¥ (G) for any finite abelian group G using Lemma 2.1 and
Theorem 1.4.



4. An important Lemma and some inequalities

The main focus of the remaining part of the paper is proving Theorem 1.6 and in that
direction, we require the following important lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a non-cyclic finite group of order n and let q be the smallest prime
divisor of n. Then we have

1

Ur(G) < G—1)F

wk(Zn)

-1
Proof. 1t is easy to show that ¢(n) > q—n, where p and ¢ are respectively the largest
prime and the smallest prime dividing n. So we have

k
o) > L0 > <u> n
p p

Now we need to prove that if ¢ (G) > ~Ux(Zy) then G is a cyclic group of order n.

1
“ (g1

As there are ¢(n) many elements of order n, we clearly have, 1 (Z,) > n*¢(n). Hence,
by our assumption,

1 n*
G- Ty

k
6(G) > q— 1) : nk+1 !

p g—1F  pF -

¢(n) > (

This implies that there exists an element = € G such that o(z) > " Thus G :(x)] <p

and (r) contains a Sylow p-subgroup P of G. Since (x) < Ng(P), it follows that P is a
cyclic normal subgroup of G and by using Lemma 2.6 we obtain,

VPG P) 2 Ua(C) = 15l Yl

where p" = |P|. Since P ~ Z,, by cancellation we get

1
Ur(G/P) > ka(zn/zﬂ)-

If n = p", p ais prime, then the existence of x € G satisfying o(x) > n/p implies that
o(r) = n and G is cyclic, as required. So we may assume that n is divisible by exactly ¢
different primes with ¢ > 1. Applying induction with respect to ¢, we may assume that
the theorem holds for groups of order which has less than ¢ distinct prime divisors. Since
|G/P| has t — 1 distinct prime divisors and G/ P satisfies our assumptions, it follows that
|G/P| is cyclic and G = P x F, with F ~ G/P and F # 1. Notice that n = |P||F|, where
P and F are both cyclic and ged(|P|, |F|) = 1. So ¥x(Zy,) = i (P)r(F).



If Cp(P) = F, then G = P x F and G is cyclic, as required.

1
ka (Zn), Wthh 1S

So it suffices to prove that if Cp(P) = Z < F, then x(G) <

contrary to assumptions. Using Lemma 2.2 we have

Ur(G) = Yr(P)Yr(Z) + |PlYn(F \ Z) < p(P)Yw(Z) + [Pl (F).

Hence
w(Z) |, |P] Y _ w(Z)  |P|
(@) < wPP) (G + 5 ) =@ (U + 5, )
Now as P is a cyclic p-group, we have,
I Pl = 1)
Vu(P) [PlFpE(p — 1) + (p* — 1)

|Pl(p" +pF 4+ 4 1)
|P|Fph + (pF=1 4 -+ 1)
[Pl(p" +p* 4+ 1)

< |P|k+1pk
_ (P"+---+1)
p2k_pk—1
-0+ 1) 1 11 1
- k

-V —1) (p-DP Y ¢ &1 g
)

Next note that Z is a proper subgroup of the cyclic group F' and ¢y (F) is a product
of ¥(S), with S running over all the Sylow subgroups of F'. Moreover, ¢ (Z) is a similar
product, and at least one Sylow subgroup of Z, say Sylow p;-subgroup Rz, is properly
contained in the Sylow p;-subgroup Rp of F' and let Rp is of order pj for some prime p;.
Here F' is a cyclic group of order, say, p§|Q|, where @ is the maximal cyclic subgroup of
F with ged(pq, |@|) = 1. Since, the Sylow pj-subgroup of Z, Ry, is properly contained in
the cyclic group of R, the order of Ry is less than equal to pi~'. Moreover, Z is a cyclic
subgroup properly contained in F. Hence order of Z is less equal to |Rz||Q|, which is equal
to pi~'Q|. So, applying Lemma 2.1, we obtain the following:

Vi(Z) < Yr(Rz)vn(Q) < Yn(Re)Yr(Q) = ¢r(F)
= [Ue(DN[Yr(Br)r(Q)] < [vr(Rz)w(@Q)][vr ()]
= Ur(Z)Yk(Rr) < Yp(F)Yr(Rz)
Ue(Z2) _ (Rz) _ (i) 'pi(p = 1) + (PF = 1)
U(F) ~ %(RF) T )M - D+ (1)

where, the last inequality is obtained by Lemma 2.3. if s = 1, it is easy to see that

pipr — 1)+ (pf = 1) _ 1 . 1
(p))FHpE(py — 1) + (pF — 1) = pFFT—pb = bl g

9
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If s > 1, we have

(e )i =D+ (i =) 1 [ — 1) + (F — D] (™ = ph)
(P)ph(pr — 1)+ (k= 1) = phtt —ph (p3)*1ph(pr — 1) + (pF — 1)
_ )M = D) =T G — 1) 4
- pi = pi) (1)t pi(pr —
(Y™ = pE) ()R 1k (p1 — 1))
1 1
< P < T — gF (4)

The last line is obtained by using the fact that p; > ¢. Finally, we obtain that,

Z P 1 1
&) <) (5 am) < ()
1 1

rEETER

which is a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

The above lemma immediately gives the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Let G be a non-cyclic finite group of odd order n. Then, we have

Ur(G) < %%(Zn)

We now prove the following three inequalities which are important ingredients for the
proof of Theorem 1.6.

Lemma 4.3. Let k be any positive integer and n = 2°3° for some a,b € N. Then, the
following inequality holds:

n\ /n\" 1+ 3.2k
V(L y2) + (5) (5) < m¢k(zn)

Proof. Setting n = 2%3%, we see that is equivalent to showing

1 2k
wk(ZQafl)wk(Z3b) + 2a+ak—13b+bk—k < +3

> m¢k(z2“)¢k(23b)- (5)

This boils down to showing

2a+ak—13b+bk—k < (1 _:D;(ﬁiii Qk) (1 + 32k)¢k(Zga) _ (1 + 24k + Qk)'l/)k(ZTl*l) . (6)

We see that there are 227! elements of order 2% in the group Zs. and the remaining
20~1 elements form the group Zs.-1. Therefore, we have ¥ (Zga) = Yy (Zga—1) + 20kFa~1,
We use this to obtain that showing (6) is equivalent to show

QU RTIZIHORTR (142 4% 4 28 ) iy (Zga 1 ) (Zgp ) (247 =2.2%) < 4 (Zgp ) (14:3.27)20% 421 (7)

10



For this, we will show the following two inequalities
2a+ak—13b+bk—k(1 4 24k‘ 4 2k‘> S wk(Z:&b)(l 4 2k)2ak2+a—1 (8)

and
Uk (Zgar ) (Zgp )28 TH(2F — 1) < Uy (Zgp ) (2.2F) 27K~ (9)

For all positive integers k, we of course have (i) 2¥1(1 + 2%) > (1 + 2.4% + 2%) and for
k > 3, (ii) we have 2¥ < 3¥=1. We also note that there are 2.3°~! elements of order 3° in
the group Zg and hence (iii) ¢y (Zs) > 2.3°71.3% . Multiplying (i), (ii) and (iii), we have
that for £ > 3, (8) is true.
We also see that,
2a+ak—1 2a+ak—1
>

, - _ ola=1)(k+1)
2—1 — 2

and
¢k(Z2a71) < 2((1—1)(k+1) )

Multiplying above two equations, we get that (9) is proved.
Thus, we are able to prove that claim 1 holds for k£ > 3.
Inserting k£ = 2 in equation (7), we need to show that

37.2307133072 | 94)y (Ziga1 )1py(Zgp) < 13.239 M4y (Zgs). (10)
We have

Vo (Zp) | 13.2%71 — 24.¢2(22a1)]

= % 13.23071 — 24.@]
[18.3%0 + 87 [91.23¢~1 — 24231 _ 72

— 26 || 7 }
[18.330 487 [67.2371 — 72

— 26 || 7 }
18'9 33b—2'7'23a—1 — 42'23a—133b—2.

- 26

The second line follows from Lemma 2.3 and the last line uses the fact that for a > 1,

3a —1 > 2 and 18.237! > 18.4 = 72. Hence, for k = 2, we are able to prove (10). For

k = 1, this can either be proved in a similar manner or this follows from the proof of [8,
Theorem 1].

The proof is complete. O

Lemma 4.4. Let k be any positive integer and n = 23" for some a,b € N. Then, we have

on (n\" 1+ 3.2k
Toss) + = (2] < =22 (7).
VrlZngs) + 3 (3) S T oar 5 or HZ)

11



Proof. The proof goes in a similar way to that of Lemma 4.3. But we provide the details
for the sake of completeness. We set n = 223" and, it is now equivalent to showing

1 2k
U (B Yy () + 2ok igrviiot 143

> m@bk(zza)@bk(z?,b)- (11)

This boils down to showing

Liya
gotaktlghtbh—k=1 < a f;(ll,fﬁ ) (1+ 3.2 (Zsp) — (1 + 245 + 29V (Zgp1) | (12)

Here we see that there are 2.3°~! elements of order 3° in the group Zs» and the remaining
3°=! elements form the group Zss—1. Therefore, we have 1y(Zg) = 1 (Zgp—1) + 2.30%+0-1,
We use this to obtain that showing (12) is equivalent to show

gutaktlgbibh=k=11 4 9 4F 4 OF) 14y (Zga )t (Zgp—1) (2.4% — 2.2%) < hp(Zga ) (1+3.2)2.30K 01,

(13)
For this, we will show the following two inequalities
2a+ak+136+bk—k—1(1 4 24k + 2k> S Q/Jk(ZZ‘l)(l + 2k>2'36k+b—1 (14)
and
U (Ziga )b (Zigp—1 )25 TH(2F — 1) < 4y (Zg0 ) (2,272,300, (15)

For all positive integers k, we of course have (i) 281(1 + 2%) > (1 + 2.4% + 2%) and for
k > 4, (ii) we have 2872 < 3k, We also note that there are 247! elements of order 2% in the
group Zs. and hence (iii) 1y (Zea) > 2°71. Multiplying (i), (ii) and (iii), we have that for
k>4, (14) is true.

Moreover, we ofcourse have 1y (Zg-1) < 3°71.30~D* and this directly proves (15).

Thus, we are able to prove that claim 2 holds for £ > 4. We now prove for k£ = 3 and
k = 2 separately.

Inserting k£ = 3 in equation (13), we need to show that

137.28F13874 4 19005 (Zga )03 (Zigo—1) < 25.2.310 7 ehg(Zga ). (16)

We now have

V3(Za) {50.3‘“’—1 - 120.%(231,1)}

> odatl [50.3‘“’—1 — 120.@}

- 80

_ gtent l4000.34b—1 —240.3%071 — 3120]
80

> glatligit—d 97 1)

> 137.2%+! 34b-4

12



The second line follows from Lemma 2.3 and the fourth line uses the fact that for b > 1,
4b — 1 > 3 and 150.3%~1 > 150.27 > 3120. Hence, for k = 3 we are done.
Inserting k = 2 in equation (13), we need to show that

372347133573 | 944y (Zga )ipo (Zigp—1) < 13.2.3%7 L)y (Zse). (17)

We now have

Vo (Za) [26.336—1 — 24.%(23“)}

3b—3
> 93a~l]96 3301 _ 24.M
26
_ g [676.3%—1 —48.3301 — 192]
N 26

> 93194 9 3303
> 37'23a+133b—3.

The second line follows from Lemma 2.3 and the last line uses the fact that for b > 1,
3b —1 > 2 and 22.3%°"! > 192.. Hence, for k = 2 we are done. For k = 1, this can be
proved in a similar manner or this follows from the proof of [8, Theorem 1].

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. For primes p > 3 and q > 2, we have

<1+2.4k+2k)1/k(1+p+-~-+pk)1/k

<p.
1+ 3.2 g P
Proof. We need to show
1 + 24k + 2k 1/k (pk—l—l _ l)l/k
<
( 1+3.2" ) ap - =P

As g > 2, it is enough to show the following

< 2.

1+ 2.4% 4 2R\ R pl/k
() Gl
Taking k-th power on both sides and cross multiplying, this is equivalent to show the

following;:
p(1+2.4F +2%) < 28(1 4+ 3.2%)(p — 1).

After some calculations, this boils down to show

2%+ 41 4 2%

i <P L (18)
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2%+ 41 4 2%

As k > 1, we have 2k +3 < 2% — 1 and thus 5

complete as p > 5.
This completes the proof. O

< 3. The proof of (18) is now

We are now in a position to prove the main result of this paper.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.6

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let G be a finite non-cyclic group of order n satisfying

1+ 3.2k

V(G > Ty o

Let ¢ = p1 < ps < -+ < py = p be the prime divisors of n. Moreover, we denote the
corresponding Sylow subgroups of Z, by P, P, ..., P,. We proceed by induction on the
size of p.

By Lemma 2.4, we have

1+ 3.2% 1+ 3.2k ¢

>t (T >
Tor ) 2 T o

Ur(G)

This holds since p is the largest prime and ¢ is the smallest prime dividing n respectively.
Thus there exists an element x in GG such that

() > 1+328 \Y* 4
o\ n.
1+ 2.4k + 2k p+1

Case 1: p =2

We first assume that p = 2. In this case ¢ must also equal 2. Then

3/1+24F 4 2R\VE 3340\ 3
ek il e 222 ) —29_3
: <£”>]<2( 1+ 3.2F ) <2(3%) >

and therefore [G : (x)] = 2; Thus, n > 4. So,

Ue(G) < Up(Zny2) + (g) (g)k

n k+1
(5) 2k 4ok _q N
- ()

2k+1 —1

B kil 1 1 2k _ 1
= n 2(2k+1 _ 1) + 9k+1 + ok+1 _ 1"

14



The first line follows from Theorem 1.2. The second line follows by using Lemma 2.3 and
the fact that as n is a power of 2, hence Z,, 5 is a cyclic group of prime power.
We also have

1+ 328 /2kpk+l 4 ok 1 b1 1 1 2k —1
1+ 2.4k 4 2k 2k+1 _ 1 2(2k+1 _ 1) 9k+1 2k+1 _ 1
b1 2k + 3.4% 1 L], 2k —1 14 3.2k
= N — — —
(2k+L — 1) (1 + 2.4k + 2k)  2(2k+1 — 1) 2k+1| © 2k+l — 1\ 1 4 2.4k 4 2k

nk+l <2k.2k+1 + 3.4R2FFL — k(1 4 2.4F 4 2k) — (21 —1)(1 4 2.4% + 2k))

(2F+1 — 1)2k+1(1 + 2F 4 2.4F)
(2F — 1)(2.2% — 2.4%)
(241 — 1)(1 + 4.2 4 2F)

nFL(1 — 2k +L 4 4k) (2% — 1)(2.2% — 2.4%)
(21 — 1) (1 + 4F.2 4 2k)2F+1 — (2k+1 — 1)(1 + 4F.2 4 2F)
nk—l—l(l _ 2k+1 + 4k) _ (2.4/& _ 2k+1)2

(251 — 1)(1 + 4k.2 + 2Fk)2k+1
4k+1(1 _ 2k+1 + 4k) _ (2.4/& _ 2k+1)2

(2541 — 1)(1 + 4.2 4 2k)2k+1

= 0.

(Since, n > 4,nFtt > 4+

Thus, we have

Yr(G) < Vr(Zn),

— 1424k 4 2k

which is a contradiction to (19).

1+328 /oMty ok 1\ 14329
ok+1 _ 1 1424k 42k

Case 2: p=3

We next assume p = 3. As p = 3, we must have ¢ = 3 or ¢ = 2. If ¢ = 3, we have that
G is a 3-group and hence by Lemma 4.1, we have

1+ 3.2k

1
Ve(G) < ﬁ’@bk(zn) < TiodF ok

@Dk(Zn)a

which is again a contradiction. Thus, we may assume ¢ = 2, in which case we have n = 223°
for some positive integers a,b. Here we have

41+ 248 420\ 4R\ E
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Subcase 2a: |G : (x)] =2

If [G: (z)] = 2, then (x) contains a cyclic Sylow 3-subgroup P of G and since (x) <
Cs(P), and hence, P < G.

If there exist y € G\ (z) with [G : (y)] = 2 then y € C(P) and hence P < Z(G). So,
G = P x @, where @ is non-cyclic Sylow 2-subgroup of G. Now from the case p = 2 it
follows that,

14 3.2k 1+ 3.2F

mW(ZIQI) = —————U(Zy),

wk(G) = %(P)%(Q) < W(P) o 1 _‘_2‘4k_|_2k

which is a contradiction. So, now assume that o(y) < % for all y € G\ (x). Therefore, we

wior< iz (2) (2)'

By Lemma 4.3, we now have

W(G) < 1+3.2%

> m¢k(z2“)¢k(z3b)a

which again contradicts (19).
Subcase 2b: |G : (x)] =3

Next we consider the case when p = 3 and [G : (z)] = 3. Also as per the previous
arguments we assume that there is no element of G of order § and hence, o(y) < % for all
y € G. Thus, we obtain

s+ (5))

1+ 3.2
S Traa par (@ (L),

Vr(G)

IN

The second line follows by using Lemma 4.4. This again contradicts (19).

Hence, the theorem holds for p < 3 and now we assume that p > 3.
Case 3: p > 3.

By Lemma 2.4, we have

G ()] < 14248 £ 2N\NYE Q4 pg oo ph)VE
AT .
1+ 3.2k q

As p > 3, we have [G : (z)] < p by Lemma 4.5. Thus (x) contains a cyclic Sylow p-subgroup
P of G. Since, (x) < Ng(P), it follows that P is cyclic and also P < G. So using Lemma
2.6, we have

1+ 3.2k

Uk(P)Ur(G/P) > ¢ (G) > 11 2.4k 1 ok

k(L )0k (Zin )
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where, |P| = p". Now, P ~ Z, and by cancellation we obtain that,

1+ 3.2k

UG/ P) > T o

wk(Zn/p")'

Since p is the largest prime dividing n, the maximal prime dividing ﬁT is smaller than

p
p. Using Remark 2.1, by our induction hypothesis G/P is cyclic and G = P x F, with
F = G/P and F # 1. Now n = |P||F|, with P and F are cyclic and (|P|,|F|) = 1. So,
Uk(Zy) = u(P)r(F).
If Cp(P) = F, then G = P x F' and G is cyclic, which is a contradiction. So assume
that Cp(P) =2 < F.

) < P (22 4 JPLY (802, 1P

Now since, P is cyclic p-group and p > 3, we have

1P|
Ur(P)
[Pl(p* - 1)
| PIF1pk(p — 1) + (pF — 1)
Pl(p" +p" "+ + 1)

|P|k+lpk
o Wt
— p2k
1 1 1
< 1 1 1
5k+1_1 5k+1_1 5k+1_1 1

152 " L(5% —5b1) | 45EI(5b 1) 45T (21)
Note that Z is a proper subgroup of the cyclic group F' and ¢ (F') is a product of (),
with S running over the Sylow subgroups of F'. Moreover, ¥ (%) is a similar product, and
at least one Sylow subgroup of Z, say Sylow d-subgroup Rz, is properly contained in the
Sylow d-subgroup Rp of F' of order d® for some prime d. By an argument, similar to the
proof of (4), we have

Vr(2)
Vi (F)

This is true since d > 2.

<

($4VH&M—1yu#u4)< d—1 _ 1 - 1+ 3.2
(d*)e+1dk(d — 1) + (dF — 1) = db+l— gk = 26+ — 1\ = 1424k 4 2%
(22)
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Now combining these, we obtain,

k(. |P|
Ur(G) < Ol )>

) (G
f (w o)
)

44k1 2k+1_1)

< () 1+2F N 2.9k
RS\ T ¥ 24k £ 2 7 14+ 2.4k 4 2K
1+ 3.2¢

1+ 2.4k 4 2k’

< @bk(Zn)

where the second line follows from (21) and (22). The fourth line follows from some easy
inequality computations and hence we omit that. Thus we obtain contradiction for all
primes.

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

We finally give an example to show that the bound in Theorem 1.6 is the best possible
upper bound.

Example 5.1. Let t be an odd positive integer and n = 4t. Then, by Lemma 2.6, we have
Ve(Zn) = (1 + 28 4 2.45) . (Zy).
Moreover, by Lemma 2.6, we also have
Uk(Zi X Ly x L) = (1 + 3.2°)(Zy).

Therefore, we have
1+ 3.2%

A e T

U (Zn).
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