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Abstract

For a finite group G, let ψ(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, ψ(G) is maximum if and only if G ≃ Zn where Zn denotes the cyclic group
of order n. Furthermore, Herzog, Longobardi, and Maj in 2018 proved that if G is non-
cyclic, ψ(G) ≤ 7

11
ψ(Zn). Amiri and Amiri in 2014 introduced the function ψk(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, ψk(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
ψk(G) ≤ 1+3.2k

1+2.4k+2k
ψk(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 ψk(G) is also obtained
for finite abelian p-groups G, using which one can explicitly find out the exact value of
ψk(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:

ψ(G) =
∑

g∈G

o(g).
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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, ψ(G) ≤ ψ(Zn) and equality holds if and

only if G ≃ Zn, where Zn denotes the cyclic group of order n.

That is, Zn is the unique group of order n with the largest value of ψ(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 ψ 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 ψ(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:

ψk(G) =
∑

g∈G

o(g)k

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 G1 and G2 of same order such that
ψ(G1) > ψ(G2) but ψk(G1) < ψk(G2). For example, one can take G1 = D18 (the dihedral
group consisting of 36 elements) and G2 = Z4×Z3×Z3 and k = 6 and a simple calculation
shows that ψ(G1) = 219 < 275 = ψ(G2) but ψ6(G1) > ψ6(G2). Therefore, the comparison
of the ψ-value of two groups can not directly tell about the comparison of ψk-value of two
groups. Thus, for a fixed positive integer n, finding out the groups of order n with the
largest ψk value is a valid question. Amiri et al. in [4, Theorem 2.6] answered this question.

Theorem 1.2. Let Zn be the cyclic group of order n and k be any positive integer. Then

ψk(G) < ψk(Zn) 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 fixed positive integer.

Then ψk(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
ψk(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 ψk(G) for any finite abelian group G.

Theorem 1.4. For positive integers r1 ≤ r2 ≤ · · · ≤ rt, we have

ψk(Zpr1 × Zpr2 × · · · × Zprt )

= ψk(Zpr1 × Zpr1 × · · · × Zpr1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t times

) + pr1
(

ψk(Zpr2 × · · · × Zprt )− ψk(Zpr1 × Zpr1 × · · · × Zpr1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t-1 times

)

)

(1)
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where,

ψk(Zpr1 × Zpr1 × · · · × Zpr1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

s times

) =
psr+s+rk+k − psr+kr+k + pk − 1

ps+k − 1
.

From Theorem 1.1, it is natural to ask whether there exists some constant C < 1 such
that ψ(G) ≤ Cψ(Zn) 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

ψ(G) ≤
7

11
ψ(Zn).

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,

ψk(G) ≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2k + 2.4k
ψk(Zn). (2)

Throughout this article, φ 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 gx = eG where
eG 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 fixed positive integer k and any two finite groups A and B, we have

ψk(A× B) ≤ ψk(A)× ψk(B). Moreover, equality holds if and only if gcd(|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 ⋊ F , where P is a cyclic p-group
for some prime p, |F | > 1 and (p, |F |) = 1. Then the following statements hold:

1. Each element of F acts on P either trivially or fixed-point-freely.

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

(ux)m ∈ P .

3. If u ∈ P and x ∈ CF (P ), then o(ux) = o(u)o(x).

3



4. If u ∈ P and x ∈ F \ CF (P ), then o(ux) = o(x).

5. Let Z = CF (P ). Then

ψ(G) = ψ(P )ψ(Z) + |P |ψ(F \ Z) < ψ(P )ψ(Z) + |P |ψ(F ).

In an identical way we can prove the following:

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

ψk(G) = ψk(P )ψk(Z) + |P |ψk(F \ Z) < ψk(P )ψk(Z) + |P |ψk(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 pr for some prime p. Then,

ψk(G) =
pkr+k+r+1 − pkr+k+r + pk − 1

pk+1 − 1
=
pk.pr(k+1) + (1 + p+ · · ·+ pk−1)

1 + p+ · · ·+ pk
.

Let G = Zpr × Zpr × · · · × Zpr
︸ ︷︷ ︸

s times

. We then have

ψk(G) =
psr+s+rk+k − psr+kr+k + pk − 1

ps+k − 1
.

Proof. We first consider the case when G is cyclic and of order pr. The main thing is to
note that the number of elements of order pi in G is φ(pi). Thus, we have

ψk(G) = 1 + pkφ(p) + · · ·+ prkφ(pr).

The remaining follows from computation and hence is omitted.
For the second part, we observe that the number of elements of order pi is pis − p(i−1)s.

Here we do the calculation for the sake of completeness. We have

ψk(G) = 1 + (ps − 1)pk + (p2s − ps)p2k + · · ·+ (prs − p(r−1)s)prk

= 1 + ps+k + p2(s+k) + · · ·+ pr(s+k) − [pk + ps+2k + · · ·+ p(r−1)s+rk]

=
p(s+k)(r+1) − 1

ps+k − 1
− pk

p(s+k)r − 1

ps+k − 1

=
psr+s+rk+k − psr+kr+k + pk − 1

ps+k − 1

This completes the proof.
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One can note that using Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3, one can explicitly compute ψk(G)
for any cyclic group G.

We next provide a lower bound of the ψk-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 q = p1 < p2 < · · · < pt = p be the prime divisors of n and the corre-

sponding Sylow subgroups of Zn are P1, P2, . . . , Pt. Then

ψk(Zn) >
qk

1 + p+ · · ·+ pk
nk+1 >

(
q

p+ 1

)k

nk+1.

Proof. As Zn = P1 × P2 × · · ·Pt, by applying Lemma 2.1, we have

ψk(Zn) =

t∏

i=1

ψk(Zp
ri
i
)

≥

t∏

i=1

pki
1 + pi + · · ·+ pki

|Pi|
k+1.

≥
qk

1 + p+ · · ·+ pk

t∏

i=1

|Pi|
k+1 =

qk

1 + p+ · · ·+ pk
nk+1.

The second line follows by using Lemma 2.3. The third line uses the fact that pi+1 ≥ pi+1
and hence pki+1 > pki + pk−1

i + · · ·+ 1. Thus, the first inequality of this Lemma is proved.
The second is immediate.

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 E G and P is cyclic in G. Let m be the

order of the element Px. Every 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 E G and P is cyclic in G. Then,

ψk(G) ≤ ψk(P )ψk(G/P ).

Moreover, equality happens if and only if P ⊆ Z(G).

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

Claim: We have ψk(Px) ≤ o(Px)kψk(P ) and equality holds if and only if x centralizes
P .
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Proof of claim: We have

ψk(Px) =
∑

u∈P

o(ux)k ≤
∑

u∈P

o(Px)ko(u)k

= o(Px)k
∑

u∈P

o(u)k = o(Px)kψk(P ).

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

ψk(G) =
∑

Px∈G/P

ψk(Px)

≤
∑

Px∈G/P

o(Px)kψk(P ) = ψk(P )
∑

Px∈G/P

o(Px)k = ψk(P )ψk(G/P ).

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

3. Nilpotent and abelian groups

We note that if G is a p-group of order, say pr, then we of course have ψk(G) ≥
(pr − 1)pk + 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 × P2 × . . . Pt,

where Pi is the Sylow pi-subgroup of G and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ t we have |Pi| = prii with ri ∈ N

and gcd(pi, pj) = 1 for i 6= j. By Lemma 2.1 we have ψk(G) = ψk(P1) × ψk(P2) . . . ψk(Pt)
and by the above observation ψk(Pi) is minimum if and only if every non-identity element
of Pi is of prime order. Thus, ψk(G) will be minimum if and only if each Sylow subgroup
of G has prime order. This completes the proof.

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 ψk value explicitly for any
abelian p-group is sufficient in order to determine the ψk value of any abelian group. In
this context, we have the following.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Define

A = {(a1, a2, . . . , at) ∈ Zpr1 × Zpr2 × · · · × Zprt : ai ≡ 0 mod pri−r1 for each i}

Clearly, A is a subgroup of Zpr1 × Zpr2 × · · · × Zprt . Define

f : Zpr1 × Zpr1 × · · · × Zpr1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t times

7→ A
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by
f(x1, x2, . . . , xt) = (x1, x2p

r2−r1 , x3p
r3−r1, . . . , xtp

rt−r1).

It is easy to check that this map f is reversible and it is also clearly a group homomorphism.
Thus, Zpr1 × Zpr1 × · · · × Zpr1 ≃ A. Thus,

ψk(Zpr1 ×Zpr2 ×· · ·×Zprt ) = ψk(Zpr1 × Zpr1 × · · · × Zpr1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t times

)+ψk(Zpr1 ×Zpr2 ×· · ·×Zprt −A)

Now, we have

ψk(Zpr1 × Zpr2 × · · · × Zprt − A)

=
∑

(a1,a2,...,at)∈Zpr1×Zpr2×···×Zprt

o(a1, a2, . . . , at)
k −

∑

(a1,a2,...,at)∈A

o(a1, a2, . . . , at)
k

= pr1
[

∑

(a2,...,at)∈Zpr2×···×Zprt

o(a2, . . . , at)
k −

∑

(a2,...,at)∈A

o(a2, . . . , at)
k

]

= pr1
(

ψk(Zpr2 × · · · × Zprt )− ψk(Zpr1 × Zpr1 × · · · × Zpr1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

t-1 times

)

)

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

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

Theorem 3.1. Let G = Zpr ×H where r ≥ 1 and H is a p-group with exp(H) ≥ pr. Let
Nj be the number of elements in H that have order pj. Then,

ψk(G) =







prψk(H) +
r∑

i=2

[

(pi − pi−1)
[
(pki − 1) +

i−1∑

j=1

(pki − pkj)Nj

]
]

+(p− 1)(pk − 1), if r > 1

pψk(H) + (p− 1)(pk − 1), if r = 1

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

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

ψk(G) <
1

(q − 1)k
ψk(Zn).

Proof. It is easy to show that φ(n) ≥
q − 1

p
n, where p and q are respectively the largest

prime and the smallest prime dividing n. So we have

φ(n) ≥
q − 1

p
n ≥

(
q − 1

p

)k

n

Now we need to prove that if ψk(G) ≥
1

(q − 1)k
ψk(Zn) then G is a cyclic group of order n.

As there are φ(n) many elements of order n, we clearly have, ψk(Zn) > nkφ(n). Hence,
by our assumption,

ψk(G) ≥
1

(q − 1)k
ψk(Zn) >

nk

(q − 1)k
φ(n) ≥

(
q − 1

p

)k
nk+1

(q − 1)k
=
nk+1

pk
.

This implies that there exists an element x ∈ G such that o(x) >
n

p
. Thus [G : 〈x〉] < p

and 〈x〉 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,

ψk(P )ψk(G/P ) ≥ ψk(G) ≥
1

(q − 1)k
ψk(Zpr)ψk(Zn/pr),

where pr = |P |. Since P ≃ Zpr , by cancellation we get

ψk(G/P ) ≥
1

(q − 1)k
ψk(Zn/pr).

If n = pr, p a is prime, then the existence of x ∈ G satisfying o(x) > n/p implies that
o(x) = n and G is cyclic, as required. So we may assume that n is divisible by exactly t
different primes with t > 1. Applying induction with respect to t, we may assume that
the theorem holds for groups of order which has less than t 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 ⋊F , with F ≃ G/P and F 6= 1. Notice that n = |P ||F |, where
P and F are both cyclic and gcd(|P |, |F |) = 1. So ψk(Zn) = ψk(P )ψk(F ).

8



If CF (P ) = F , then G = P × F and G is cyclic, as required.

So it suffices to prove that if CF (P ) = Z < F , then ψk(G) <
1

(q − 1)k
ψk(Zn), which is

contrary to assumptions. Using Lemma 2.2 we have

ψk(G) = ψk(P )ψk(Z) + |P |ψk(F \ Z) < ψk(P )ψk(Z) + |P |ψk(F ).

Hence

ψk(G) < ψk(P )ψk(F )

(
ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
+

|P |

ψk(P )

)

= ψk(Zn)

(
ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
+

|P |

ψk(P )

)

.

Now as P is a cyclic p-group, we have,

|P |

ψk(P )
=

|P |(pk+1 − 1)

|P |k+1pk(p− 1) + (pk − 1)

=
|P |(pk + pk−1 + · · ·+ 1)

|P |k+1pk + (pk−1 + · · ·+ 1)

<
|P |(pk + pk−1 + · · ·+ 1)

|P |k+1pk

<
(pk + · · ·+ 1)

p2k − pk−1

=
(p− 1)(pk + · · ·+ 1)

(p− 1)pk−1(pk+1 − 1)
=

1

(p− 1)(pk−1)
<

1

q
·

1

qk−1
=

1

qk

Next note that Z is a proper subgroup of the cyclic group F and ψk(F ) is a product
of ψk(S), with S running over all the Sylow subgroups of F . Moreover, ψk(Z) is a similar
product, and at least one Sylow subgroup of Z, say Sylow p1-subgroup RZ , is properly
contained in the Sylow p1-subgroup RF of F and let RF is of order ps1 for some prime p1.
Here F is a cyclic group of order, say, ps1|Q|, where Q is the maximal cyclic subgroup of
F with gcd(p1, |Q|) = 1. Since, the Sylow p1-subgroup of Z, RZ , is properly contained in
the cyclic group of RF , the order of RZ is less than equal to ps−1

1 . Moreover, Z is a cyclic
subgroup properly contained in F . Hence order of Z is less equal to |RZ||Q|, which is equal
to ps−1

1 |Q|. So, applying Lemma 2.1, we obtain the following:

ψk(Z) ≤ ψk(RZ)ψk(Q) ≤ ψk(RF )ψk(Q) = ψk(F )

⇒ [ψk(Z)][ψk(RF )ψk(Q)] ≤ [ψk(RZ)ψk(Q)][ψk(F )]

⇒ ψk(Z)ψk(RF ) ≤ ψk(F )ψk(RZ)

⇒
ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
≤
ψk(RZ)

ψk(RF )
≤

(ps−1
1 )k+1pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)

(ps1)
k+1pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)

, (3)

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

pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)

(p1)k+1pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)
≤

1

pk+1
1 − pk1

≤
1

qk+1 − qk
.

9



If s > 1, we have

(ps−1
1 )k+1pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)

(ps1)
k+1pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)

≤
1

pk+1
1 − pk1

[
(ps−1

1 )k+1pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)
]
(pk+1

1 − pk1)

(ps1)
k+1pk1(p1 − 1) + (pk1 − 1)

≤
(ps1)

k+1pk1(p1 − 1)− p
(s−1)(k+1)+2k
1 (p1 − 1) + p2k+1

1

(pk+1
1 − pk1)(p

s
1)

k+1pk1(p1 − 1))

≤
1

pk+1
1 − pk1

≤
1

qk+1 − qk
. (4)

The last line is obtained by using the fact that p1 ≥ q. Finally, we obtain that,

ψk(G) < ψk(Zn)

(
ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
+

|P |

ψk(P )

)

< ψk(Zn)

(
1

qk
+

1

qk+1 − qk

)

= ψk(Zn)
1

(q − 1)qk−1
< ψk(Zn)

1

(q − 1)k
,

which is a contradiction. This completes the proof.

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

ψk(G) <
1

2k
ψk(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 = 2a3b for some a, b ∈ N. Then, the
following inequality holds:

ψk(Zn/2) +

(
n

2

)(
n

3

)k

≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn).

Proof. Setting n = 2a3b, we see that is equivalent to showing

ψk(Z2a−1)ψk(Z3b) + 2a+ak−13b+bk−k ≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b). (5)

This boils down to showing

2a+ak−13b+bk−k ≤
ψk(Z3b)

(1 + 2.4k + 2k)

[

(1 + 3.2k)ψk(Z2a)− (1 + 2.4k + 2k)ψk(Z2a−1)

]

. (6)

We see that there are 2a−1 elements of order 2a in the group Z2a and the remaining
2a−1 elements form the group Z2a−1 . Therefore, we have ψk(Z2a) = ψk(Z2a−1) + 2ak+a−1.
We use this to obtain that showing (6) is equivalent to show

2a+ak−13b+bk−k(1+2.4k+2k)+ψk(Z2a−1)ψk(Z3b)(2.4
k−2.2k) ≤ ψk(Z3b)(1+3.2k)2ak+a−1. (7)
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For this, we will show the following two inequalities

2a+ak−13b+bk−k(1 + 2.4k + 2k) ≤ ψk(Z3b)(1 + 2k)2ak+a−1 (8)

and
ψk(Z2a−1)ψk(Z3b)2

k+1(2k − 1) ≤ ψk(Z3b)(2.2
k)2ak+a−1. (9)

For all positive integers k, we of course have (i) 2k+1(1 + 2k) ≥ (1 + 2.4k + 2k) and for
k ≥ 3, (ii) we have 2k ≤ 3k−1. We also note that there are 2.3b−1 elements of order 3b in
the group Z3b and hence (iii) ψk(Z3b) ≥ 2.3b−1.3bk. Multiplying (i), (ii) and (iii), we have
that for k ≥ 3, (8) is true.

We also see that,
2a+ak−1

2k − 1
≥

2a+ak−1

2k
= 2(a−1)(k+1)

and
ψk(Z2a−1) ≤ 2(a−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

37.23a−133b−2 + 24ψ2(Z2a−1)ψ2(Z3b) ≤ 13.23a−1ψ2(Z3b). (10)

We have

ψ2(Z3b)

[

13.23a−1 − 24.ψ2(Z2a−1)

]

=

[
18.33b + 8

26

]

.

[

13.23a−1 − 24.
(23a−1 + 3)

7

]

=

[
18.33b + 8

26

]

.

[
91.23a−1 − 24.23a−1 − 72

7

]

=

[
18.33b + 8

26

]

.

[
67.23a−1 − 72

7

]

≥
18.9

26
.33b−2.7.23a−1 = 42.23a−133b−2.

The second line follows from Lemma 2.3 and the last line uses the fact that for a ≥ 1,
3a − 1 ≥ 2 and 18.23a−1 ≥ 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.

Lemma 4.4. Let k be any positive integer and n = 2a3b for some a, b ∈ N. Then, we have

ψk(Zn/3) +
2n

3

(
n

3

)k

≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn).

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 = 2a3b and, it is now equivalent to showing

ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b−1) + 2a+ak+13b+bk−k−1 ≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b). (11)

This boils down to showing

2a+ak+13b+bk−k−1 ≤
ψk(Z2a)

(1 + 2.4k + 2k)

[

(1 + 3.2k)ψk(Z3b)− (1 + 2.4k + 2k)ψk(Z3b−1)

]

. (12)

Here we see that there are 2.3b−1 elements of order 3b in the group Z3b and the remaining
3b−1 elements form the group Z3b−1 . Therefore, we have ψk(Z3b) = ψk(Z3b−1) + 2.3bk+b−1.
We use this to obtain that showing (12) is equivalent to show

2a+ak+13b+bk−k−1(1+2.4k+2k)+ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b−1)(2.4k−2.2k) ≤ ψk(Z2a)(1+3.2k)2.3bk+b−1.
(13)

For this, we will show the following two inequalities

2a+ak+13b+bk−k−1(1 + 2.4k + 2k) ≤ ψk(Z2a)(1 + 2k)2.3bk+b−1 (14)

and
ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b−1)2k+1(2k − 1) ≤ ψk(Z2a)(2.2

k)2.3bk+b−1. (15)

For all positive integers k, we of course have (i) 2k+1(1 + 2k) ≥ (1 + 2.4k + 2k) and for
k ≥ 4, (ii) we have 2k+2 ≤ 3k. We also note that there are 2a−1 elements of order 2a in the
group Z2a and hence (iii) ψk(Z2a) ≥ 2a−1. Multiplying (i), (ii) and (iii), we have that for
k ≥ 4, (14) is true.

Moreover, we ofcourse have ψk(Z3b−1) ≤ 3b−1.3(b−1)k and this directly proves (15).
Thus, we are able to prove that claim 2 holds for k ≥ 4. We now prove for k = 3 and

k = 2 separately.
Inserting k = 3 in equation (13), we need to show that

137.24a+134b−4 + 120ψ3(Z2a)ψ3(Z3b−1) ≤ 25.2.34b−1ψ3(Z2a). (16)

We now have

ψ3(Z2a)

[

50.34b−1 − 120.ψ3(Z3b−1)

]

≥ 24a+1

[

50.34b−1 − 120.
2.34b−1 + 26

80

]

= 24a+1

[
4000.34b−1 − 240.34b−1 − 3120

80

]

≥ 24a+134b−4.27.10

> 137.24a+1.34b−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 150.34b−1 ≥ 150.27 > 3120. Hence, for k = 3 we are done.

Inserting k = 2 in equation (13), we need to show that

37.23a+133b−3 + 24ψ2(Z2a)ψ2(Z3b−1) ≤ 13.2.33b−1ψ2(Z2a). (17)

We now have

ψ2(Z2a)

[

26.33b−1 − 24.ψ2(Z3b−1)

]

≥ 23a−1

[

26.33b−1 − 24.
18.33b−3 + 8

26

]

= 23a−1

[
676.33b−1 − 48.33b−1 − 192

26

]

≥ 23a−124.9.33b−3

> 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 22.33b−1 ≥ 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.

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

(
1 + 2.4k + 2k

1 + 3.2k

)1/k
(1 + p+ · · ·+ pk)1/k

q
< p.

Proof. We need to show

(
1 + 2.4k + 2k

1 + 3.2k

)1/k
(pk+1 − 1)1/k

q(p− 1)1/k
< p

As q ≥ 2, it is enough to show the following

(
1 + 2.4k + 2k

1 + 3.2k

)1/k
p1/k

(p− 1)1/k
< 2.

Taking k-th power on both sides and cross multiplying, this is equivalent to show the
following:

p(1 + 2.4k + 2k) < 2k(1 + 3.2k)(p− 1).

After some calculations, this boils down to show

22k+1 + 1 + 2k

22k − 1
< p− 1. (18)

13



As k ≥ 1, we have 2k+3 ≤ 22k − 1 and thus
22k+1 + 1 + 2k

22k − 1
< 3. The proof of (18) is now

complete as p ≥ 5.
This completes the proof.

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

ψk(G) >
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn). (19)

Let q = p1 < p2 < · · · < pt = p be the prime divisors of n. Moreover, we denote the
corresponding Sylow subgroups of Zn by P1, P2, . . . , Pt. We proceed by induction on the
size of p.

By Lemma 2.4, we have

ψk(G) >
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn) ≥

1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
qk

(p+ 1)k
nk+1.

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

o(x) >

(
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k

)1/k
q

p + 1
n.

Case 1: p = 2

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

[G : 〈x〉] <
3

2

(
1 + 2.4k + 2k

1 + 3.2k

)1/k

<
3

2

(
3.4k

3.2k

)1/k

=
3

2
.2 = 3

and therefore [G : 〈x〉] = 2; Thus, n ≥ 4. So,

ψk(G) ≤ ψk(Zn/2) +

(
n

2

)(
n

2

)k

=

(
n

2

)k+1

.2k + 2k − 1

2k+1 − 1
+

(
n

2

)k+1

= nk+1

[
1

2(2k+1 − 1)
+

1

2k+1

]

+
2k − 1

2k+1 − 1
.
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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 Zn/2 is a cyclic group of prime power.

We also have

1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k

(
2knk+1 + 2k − 1

2k+1 − 1

)

− nk+1

[
1

2(2k+1 − 1)
+

1

2k+1

]

−
2k − 1

2k+1 − 1

= nk+1

[
2k + 3.4k

(2k+1 − 1)(1 + 2.4k + 2k)
−

1

2(2k+1 − 1)
−

1

2k+1

]

+
2k − 1

2k+1 − 1

(
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
− 1

)

=

nk+1

(

2k.2k+1 + 3.4k2k+1 − 2k(1 + 2.4k + 2k)− (2k+1 − 1)(1 + 2.4k + 2k)

)

(2k+1 − 1)2k+1(1 + 2k + 2.4k)

+
(2k − 1)(2.2k − 2.4k)

(2k+1 − 1)(1 + 4k.2 + 2k)

=
nk+1(1− 2k+1 + 4k)

(2k+1 − 1)(1 + 4k.2 + 2k)2k+1
+

(2k − 1)(2.2k − 2.4k)

(2k+1 − 1)(1 + 4k.2 + 2k)

=
nk+1(1− 2k+1 + 4k)− (2.4k − 2k+1)2

(2k+1 − 1)(1 + 4k.2 + 2k)2k+1

≥
4k+1(1− 2k+1 + 4k)− (2.4k − 2k+1)2

(2k+1 − 1)(1 + 4k.2 + 2k)2k+1
(Since, n ≥ 4, nk+1 ≥ 4k+1)

= 0.

Thus, we have

ψk(G) ≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k

(
2knk+1 + 2k − 1

2k+1 − 1

)

=
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn),

which is a contradiction to (19).

Case 2: p = 3

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

ψk(G) <
1

2k
ψk(Zn) <

1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn),

which is again a contradiction. Thus, we may assume q = 2, in which case we have n = 2a3b

for some positive integers a, b. Here we have

[G : 〈x〉] <
4

2

(
1 + 2.4k + 2k

1 + 3.2k

)1/k

< 2 ·

(
4k

2k

)1/k

= 4. (20)

Hence, [G : 〈x〉] = 2 or 3.
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Subcase 2a: [G : 〈x〉] = 2

If [G : 〈x〉] = 2, then 〈x〉 contains a cyclic Sylow 3-subgroup P of G and since 〈x〉 ≤
CG(P ), and hence, P ⊳ G.

If there exist y ∈ G \ 〈x〉 with [G : 〈y〉] = 2 then y ∈ CG(P ) and hence P ≤ Z(G). So,
G = P × Q, where Q is non-cyclic Sylow 2-subgroup of G. Now from the case p = 2 it
follows that,

ψk(G) = ψk(P )ψk(Q) ≤ ψk(P )
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Z|Q|) =

1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn),

which is a contradiction. So, now assume that o(y) ≤ n
3
for all y ∈ G \ 〈x〉. Therefore, we

have

ψk(G) ≤ ψk(Zn/2) +

(
n

2

)(
n

3

)k

.

By Lemma 4.3, we now have

ψk(G) ≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b),

which again contradicts (19).

Subcase 2b: [G : 〈x〉] = 3

Next we consider the case when p = 3 and [G : 〈x〉] = 3. Also as per the previous
arguments we assume that there is no element of G of order n

2
and hence, o(y) ≤ n

3
for all

y ∈ G. Thus, we obtain

ψk(G) ≤ ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b−1) +

(
2n

3

)(
n

3

)k

≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Z2a)ψk(Z3b).

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 : 〈x〉] <

(
1 + 2.4k + 2k

1 + 3.2k

)1/k
(1 + p+ · · ·+ pk)1/k

q
.

As p > 3, we have [G : 〈x〉] < 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

ψk(P )ψk(G/P ) ≥ ψk(G) >
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zpr)ψk(Zn/pr),
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where, |P | = pr. Now, P ≃ Zpr and by cancellation we obtain that,

ψk(G/P ) >
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
ψk(Zn/pr).

Since p is the largest prime dividing n, the maximal prime dividing
n

pr
is smaller than

p. Using Remark 2.1, by our induction hypothesis G/P is cyclic and G = P ⋊ F , with
F ∼= G/P and F 6= 1. Now n = |P ||F |, with P and F are cyclic and (|P |, |F |) = 1. So,
ψk(Zn) = ψk(P )ψk(F ).

If CF (P ) = F , then G = P × F and G is cyclic, which is a contradiction. So assume
that CF (P ) = Z < F .

ψk(G) < ψk(P )ψk(F )

(
ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
+

|P |

ψk(P )

)

= ψk(Zn)

(
ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
+

|P |

ψk(P )

)

.

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

|P |

ψk(P )

=
|P |(pk+1 − 1)

|P |k+1pk(p− 1) + (pk − 1)

<
|P |(pk + pk−1 + · · ·+ 1)

|P |k+1pk

≤
(pk + · · ·+ 1)

p2k

=
1

pk
+

1

pk+1
+ · · ·+

1

p2k

≤
1

5k
+

1

5k+1
+ · · ·+

1

52k

=
5k+1 − 1

4.52k
<

5k+1 − 1

4.(52k − 5k−1)
=

5k+1 − 1

4.5k−1(5k+1 − 1)
=

1

4.5k−1
. (21)

Note that Z is a proper subgroup of the cyclic group F and ψk(F ) is a product of ψk(S),
with S running over the Sylow subgroups of F . Moreover, ψk(Z) 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 RF of F of order ds for some prime d. By an argument, similar to the
proof of (4), we have

ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
≤

(ds−1)k+1dk(d− 1) + (dk − 1)

(ds)k+1dk(d− 1) + (dk − 1)
≤

d− 1

dk+1 − dk
≤

1

2k+1 − 1

(

≤
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k

)

(22)
This is true since d ≥ 2.
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Now combining these, we obtain,

ψk(G) ≤ ψk(Zn)

(
ψk(Z)

ψk(F )
+

|P |

ψk(P )

)

≤ ψk(Zn)

(
1

4.5k−1
+

1

2k+1 − 1

)

≤ ψk(Zn)

(
1

4.4k−1
+

1

2k+1 − 1

)

< ψk(Zn)

(
1 + 2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
+

2.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k

)

< ψk(Zn)
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2.4k + 2k
,

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.

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

ψk(Zn) = (1 + 2k + 2.4k)ψk(Zt).

Moreover, by Lemma 2.6, we also have

ψk(Zt × Z2 × Z2) = (1 + 3.2k)ψk(Zt).

Therefore, we have

ψk(Zt × Z2 × Z2) =
1 + 3.2k

1 + 2k + 2.4k
ψk(Zn).
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