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Abstract

A mized dihedral group is a group H with two disjoint subgroups X and Y, each
elementary abelian of order 2", such that H is generated by XUY, and H/H' = X xY.
In this paper, for each n > 2, we construct a mixed dihedral 2-group H of nilpotency
class 3 and order 2% where a = (n® 4+ n? 4 4n)/2, and a corresponding graph ¥, which
is the clique graph of a Cayley graph of H. We prove that X is semisymmetric, that is,
Aut(X) acts transitively on the edges, but intransitively on the vertices, of 3. These
graphs are the first known semisymmetric graphs constructed from groups that are
not 2-generated (indeed H requires 2n generators). Additionally, we prove that >
is locally 2-arc-transitive, and is a normal cover of the ‘basic’ locally 2-arc-transitive
graph Kan on. As such, the construction of this family of graphs contributes to the
investigation of normal covers of prime-power order of basic locally 2-arc-transitive
graphs — the ‘local’ analogue of a question posed by C. H. Li.
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1 Introduction

Many graphs with a lot of symmetry arise from constructions based on groups. These
include Cayley graphs, and more generally arc-transitive coset graphs, all of which are vertex-
transitive. More recently the Cayley graph construction was extended to a theory of bi-
Cayley graphs in [25] which led to the construction of the first (to our knowledge) infinite
family of semisymmetric graphs based on finite 2-groups.

Semisymmetric graphs. — These are regular graphs (that is, each vertex has the same va-
lency) which are edge-transitive but not vertex-transitive. They have been studied for more
than 50 years. In 1967, in what is perhaps the first paper published on the subject, Folkman
gave a method for constructing examples of semisymmetric graphs from abelian groups [5,
Theorem 4] and posed a number of questions, notably he asked for all values of v,k such
there exists a semisymmetric graph on v wvertices (that is, of order v) with valency k. By
2006, all cubic (valency 3) semisymmetric graphs on up to 768 vertices had been enumer-
ated, (by Ivanov [13] for orders up to 28 in 1987, and the rest by Conder et. al. [2]). Ming
Yao Xu alerted the third author that the list contained no examples with 2-power order,
and it turned out that the theory of bi-Cayley graphs developed in [25] could be applied to
construct, for each n > 2, a cubic semisymmetric graph of order 22"*7 which is a bi-Cayley
graph for a 2-group H of order 22"*6. The group H was 2-generated with derived quotient
H/H' = Oy x Cyn and |H'| = 2°. An additional family of semisymmetric bi-Cayley graphs
was given by Conder et. al. [3| Example 5.2 and Proposition 5.4] in 2020. This time the
graphs had order 4n and valency 2k, with k odd, and were constructed as bi-Cayley graphs
for a dihedral group Dy, of order 2n, with the requirement that some element of Z; has
multiplicative order 2k. Thus although the valencies in this new family were unbounded,
the groups used in the construction were still 2-generated.

Our aim in this paper is to present a new infinite family of semisymmetric graphs based
on very different kinds of 2-groups. For each n > 2 we construct (see Definitions [[T], [[.2]
and Theorem [[3) a semisymmetric graph of order 27%°("+1/2+n+1 and valency 2", based on
a 2-group H with H/H' = C3" (which implies that H requires 2n generators). The idea for
our construction came from our recent paper [10] where we studied a natural Cayley graph
['(H) for a group H (not necessarily a 2-group) with disjoint subgroups X,Y such that
X2y 2Oy H=(X,Y), and H/H = C?" (Definition [LT]). It turns out that, in the case
where I'(H) is edge-transitive, its clique graph has many desirable properties [10, Theorem
1.6]. Here we apply this theory to an explicit family of such groups H with nilpotency class
3 and show that the associated clique graphs of the Cayley graphs I'(H) are semisymmetric
(Theorem [L.3]).

Locally 2-arc-transitive graphs. In making this construction we had an additional objective
in mind. Our construction produces semisymmetric graphs which are locally 2-arc-transitive
(Theorem [[.3]). The 2-arcs in a graph ¥ are vertex-triples (u,v,w) such that {u,v} and
{v,w} are edges and u # w, and X is said to be locally (G,2)-arc-transitive if G < Aut(I")
and for each vertex u, the stabiliser G, is transitive on the 2-arcs (u,v,w) starting at u.
For a finite connected locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive graph ¥, the group G is edge-transitive,
and either GG is vertex-transitive or ¥ is bipartite and the two parts of the vertex-bipartition
are the GG vertex-orbits. Such graphs had been extensively studied since the seminal work
of Tutte [24] in the 1940s, and more recently the second author (in 1993 [20, Theorem 4.1]
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for G-vertex-transitive graphs, and in 2004 with Giudici and Li 7, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3]
for G-vertex-intransitive graphs) identified a sub-family of ‘basic’ locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive
graphs such that each finite connected locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive graph is a normal cover of
a basic example (see Section 2.1l for a discussion of these concepts). This new approach allows
effective use of modern permutation group theory and the finite simple group classification
to study these graphs. We note that, if a locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive, G-vertex-intransitive
graph is a normal cover of a basic graph Xy, then ¥y may have additional symmetry not
inherited from G in particular it may be vertex-transitive.

The family of ‘basic’ graphs that are covered by the graphs in our construction are the
complete bipartite graphs Kon on, which of course are vertex-transitive. They form one of a
small number of families of basic locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive, G-vertex-transitive graphs of
prime power order classified in [I4], sharpening the classification arising from [12], 20] 2] for
prime power orders (see Subsection [2.1]). They also arise, as we prove in Theorem [[L3] as
basic graphs covered by G-vertex-intransitive, locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive graphs of 2-power
order. It would be good to have an extension of Li’s classification (of the vertex-transitive
examples) to all basic regular locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive graphs of prime power order. We
note that there are some examples of vertex-intransitive, basic locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive
graphs of prime power order that are not regular graphs, for example the stars K pa_; with
G = Spe_1, but any regular graphs with these properties will have order a 2-power.

Problem 1 Classify the basic, regular, locally (G,2)-arc-transitive graphs of prime power
order. In particular, are there any additional bipartite examples which are not already in
Li’s classification [14, Theorem 1.1]7

Li [14, pp.130-131] was “inclined to think that non-basic 2-arc-transitive graphs of prime
power order would be rare and hard to construct”, and posed the problem [14] Problem] of
constructing and characterising the normal covers of prime power order of the basic graphs
in his classification. We would like to expand this problem to include covers of all basic
graphs arising from Problem [Il Here, as in [10], we focus on covers of the graphs Kan on.

1.1 The main result

The general family of groups and graph constructions we will study are specified in Defini-
tion [LIl One of the graphs is a Cayley graph Cay(G, S) for a group G with respect to an
inverse-closed subset S C G'\ {1} (that is, s™' € S for all s € S): it is the graph with vertex
set G and edge set {{g,sg9} : g€ G,s € S}.

Definition 1.1 Let n be an integer, n > 2.

(a) If H is a finite group with subgroups X,Y such that X =Y = C}, H = (X,Y) and
H/H' = C2", where H' is the derived subgroup of H, then we say that H is an n-dimensional
maxed dihedral group relative to X and Y .

(b) For H, X, Y as in part (a), the graphs C(H, X,Y) and X(H, X,Y) are defined as follows:
C(H,X,Y) = Cay(H, S(X,Y)), with S(X,Y) = (X UY)\ {1} (1)
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and ¥ = 3(H, X,Y) is the graph with vertex-set and edge-set given by:

V() = {Xh,Yh:he H}, ,
E(X) = {{Xh,Yq}: h,g € H and XhnYg +0}. (2)

While this construction was used in [10, Theorem 1.8] to obtain an infinite family of
(vertex-transitive) 2-arc-transitive normal covers of Kon on of order a 2-power, our interest
here is semisymmetric examples. This is a much more delicate problem, and requires us to
analyse a new infinite family of mixed-dihedral 2-groups H(n), which we now define.

Definition 1.2 Let n > 2 be an integer and let Xg = {z1,..., 2.}, Yo = {v1,...,yn}, and
consider the group
H(n) = (XoUYy | R)

where R is the following set of relations: for z, 2’ € Xo, y,y’ € Yy, and 2,2/, 2", 2" € X UY,,
2 =1[r,2] =y, y] =1 [z,y]* = 1Ly, 2], y] = 1, [[z, 9], 2]* = 1, [[[2, 2], 2], 2""] = 1.

It turns out that, for these groups, the graph X(H(n), X,Y) is semisymmetric and is a
locally 2-arc-transitive normal cover of Kan on.

Theorem 1.3 For n > 2, the group H(n) in Definition 1s an n-dimensional mized
dihedral group of order 2"+ H9/2 yelative to X = (Xo) and Y = (Yy), and the graph
YX(H(n),X,Y) as in @) is semisymmetric and locally 2-arc-transitive, of valency 2" and
order 2n2(n+1)/2+n+1.

Remark 1.4 The smallest case in Theorem [[.3 is that of n = 2. Here |H(2)| = 2%, and
¥ = 3(H(2), X,Y) has order |V ()| = 2% and valency 4. A computation in GAP [6] shows
that | Aut(X)] = 2% - 3%, considerably larger than the subgroup A := H(2)- A(H(2),X,Y) =
H(2)- (GLy(2) x GLy(2)) of order 2!%-3% used in the proof of Theorem [[.3] (see also Lemma 2.3]
and Theorem [4.5] (5)). To give some insight into the structure of ¥ we computed, again using
GAP, the distance diagrams for ¥ from the vertices X and Y. These are shown in Figure[I]
and demonstrate that X is locally 3-distance-transitive. The two diagrams exhibit strikingly
different structure from distance 4 onwards. In fact, the stabilisers Aut(X)x and Aut(X)y of
the vertices X and Y are non-isomorphic subgroups of order 27 - 3°. Further computations,
performed in GAP and Magma [I], show that

1. Ox(Aut(X)) = H(2).Y = C8, lies in H(2), is faithful and regular on the Aut(X)-
orbit containing the vertex X, and has four orbits of length 64 on the Aut(X)-orbit
containing Y. The normal quotient of ¥ modulo Oy(Aut(X)) is the ‘star’ K 4.

2. Also A is self-normalising in Aut(X), and there are exactly 896 subgroups of Aut(X) of
order 256 that act semiregularly on V' (X) with orbits the two parts of the bipartition.
Hence, at least in the case n = 2, the graph ¥ is a bi-Cayley graph of some 2-group.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section [2, we outline the notation used in the
paper and give several preliminary results, including Lemma which summarises several
properties of the graphs C(H,X,Y) and ¥X(H, X,Y) which we will need, and which were
proved in [I0]. In Section 3, we investigate the structure of the group #(n), and in Section 4
we prove Theorem [1.3]
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Figure 1: Distance diagrams at the vertices X (upper) and Y (lower) for the smallest graph
Y = X(H(2),X,Y) in Theorem [[L3 It has 512 vertices and valency 4. Here each node
represents an orbit of the stabiliser of the relevant vertex (X or Y') in the full automorphism
group of 3. Computations performed in GAP [6].

2 Notation and preliminary results for graphs

All graphs we consider are finite, connected, simple and undirected. Let I' be a graph.
Denote by V(I'), E(I') and Aut(I") the vertex set, edge set, and full automorphism group of
', respectively. For v € V(I'), let ['(v) denote the set of vertices adjacent to v. A graph I is
said to be regular if there exists an integer k such that |['(v)| = k for all vertices v € V(). A
graph T is bipartite if E(I") # () and V/(T') is of the form AUA’ such that each edge consists
of one vertex from A and one vertex from A’. If " is connected then this vertex partition is
uniquely determined and the two parts A, A" are often called the biparts of T'.

For a graph I, let G < Aut(I"). For v € V(I'), let G, = {g € G : v? = v}, the stabiliser
of v in G. We say that I' is G-vertex-transitive or G-edge-transitive if GG is transitive on
V(I') or E(I'), respectively, and that I' is G-semisymmetric if ' is regular and G-edge-
transitive but not G-vertex-transitive. When G = Aut(I'), a G-vertex-transitive, G-edge-
transitive or G-semisymmetric graph I' is simply called vertex-transitive, edge-transitive or
semisymmetric, respectively. The 2-arcs in a graph I' are vertex-triples (u, v, w) such that
{u,v},{v,w} € E(I') and u # w. A graph I" is said to be locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive if
G < Aut(I") and, for each u € V(I'), G, is transitive on the 2-arcs (u,v,w) starting at
u, or equivalently, see [7, Lemma 3.2], G, is 2-transitive on the set I'(u). Similarly, when
G = Aut(I'), a locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive graph I' is simply called locally 2-arc-transitive.
There is a considerable body of literature on locally 2-arc-transitive graphs, see for example
[, 7, 15, (17, 20].

2.1 Normal quotients and normal covers of graphs

The normal quotient method for investigating vertex- or edge-transitive graphs proceeds as
follows. Assume that G < Aut(I') is such that I' is G-vertex-transitive or G-edge-transitive.
Let N be a normal subgroup of G such that N is intransitive on V(I'). The N-normal
quotient graph of I is defined as the graph I'y with vertices the N-orbits in V(I') and with



two distinct N-orbits adjacent if there exists an edge in I' consisting of one vertex from each
of these orbits. If I" is regular, and if I'yy and I' have the same valency, then we say that I'
is an N-normal cover of I'y.

If I' is connected and is a regular, locally (G, 2)-arc-transitive graph, and if NV is intran-
sitive on each G-vertex-orbit, then (by [20, Theorem 4.1] and [7, Lemma 5.1]) also I'y is a
connected, regular locally (G/N, 2)-arc-transitive graph, I" is an N-normal cover of I'y, and
N is semiregular on V(I'), that is, each N-orbit has size |N|. Such a graph I' is said to be
basic (or sometimes G-basic, to emphasise dependence on () if there is no suitable normal
subgroup N to make such a reduction; that is, if each nontrivial normal subgroup N of G is
transitive on at least one G-orbit, forcing the quotient I'y to be degenerate, namely either
K, or a star K for some £ > 1. In some cases the G-basic graphs can be determined:
Li’s classification in [I4] shows that the G-basic graphs of prime power order, in the case
where G is vertex-transitive are one of: Kon gn (the complete bipartite graph), K,m (the
complete graph), Kon on — 2"K, (the graph obtained by deleting a 1-factor from Kon on) or
a primitive or biprimitive ‘affine graph’ (by which, see [14, p.130], Li meant the graphs in
the classification by Ivanov and the second author in [I2], Table 1]).

2.2 Cliques, clique graphs and line graphs

A clique of a graph I' is a subset U C V/(I') such that every pair of vertices in U forms an
edge of I'. A clique U is mazimal if no subset of V(I') properly containing U is a clique.
The clique graph of T is defined as the graph 3(I") with vertices the maximal cliques of '
such that two distinct maximal cliques are adjacent in 3(I") if and only if their intersection
is non-empty. Similarly the line graph of I is defined as the graph £(I") with vertex set E(I")
such that two distinct edges e, e’ € F(T') are adjacent in £(T") if and only if e N e’ # 0.

2.3 Cayley graphs and bi-Cayley graphs

A group G of permutations of a set V(I') is called regular if it is transitive, and some (and
hence all) stabilisers G, are trivial. (It is unfortunate that this conflicts with the usage of
‘regular’ as defined above for graphs.) More generally G is called semireqular if the stabiliser
G, =1for all v € V(I'). So G is regular if and only if it is semiregular and transitive.

Let I' = Cay(G, S) be a Cayley graph on G with respect to S. For any g € G define
R(g) : © — xg for x € G and set R(G) ={R(g) : g € G}.

Then R(G) is a regular permutation group on V(I') (see, for example [22], Lemma 3.7]) and
is a subgroup of Aut(Cay(G, S)) (as R(g) maps each edge {x, sz} to an edge {zg, sxg}). For
briefness, we shall identify R(G) with G in the following. Let

Aut(G, S) = {a € Aut(G) : S* = S}.

It was proved by Godsil [§] that the normaliser of G in Aut(Cay(G, S)) is G : Aut(G, S).

Cayley graphs are precisely those graphs I' for which Aut(I') has a subgroup that is
regular on V(I'). For this reason we say that a graph I' is a bi-Cayley graph if Aut(I") has
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a subgroup H which is semiregular on V(I') with two orbits. The following result from [10]
will be useful.

Lemma 2.1 [10, Lemma 2.6] Let I' be a connected (G, 2)-arc-transitive graph, and let u €
V(I'). Suppose that I' is an N-normal cover of Kon on, for some normal 2-subgroup N of G.
Then T is bipartite, and one of the following holds:

(1) T is a normal Cayley graph of a 2-group;
(2) T is a bi-Cayley graph of a 2-group H such that G < Nawyr)(H);
(3) N < Aut(I).
Moreover if the stabiliser G, acts unfaithfully on I'(u), then part (3) holds.

The next result is developed from [16] Theorem 1.1] for the case of locally primitive
bipartite graphs I'. For G < Aut(I"), we denote by G, the subgroup of G (of index at
most 2) that fixes both biparts of V(I") setwise. The proof uses the following concept: a
permutation group G < Sym(V) is biquasiprimitive if each nontrivial normal subgroup has
at most two orbits in V', and there exists such a subgroup having two orbits.

Lemma 2.2 Let I' be a connected bipartite graph of order 2™ and valency 2" with m > n.
Assume that T is vertex-transitive and locally primitive, and that Aut(I"), is not faithful on
[(u), for somew € V(I'). Thenn > 2, and there exists N <Aut(I") such that N is a 2-group,
N < Aut(T')" and is semireqular on V(T'), T is an N-normal cover of T, and I'y = Kan gn.

Proof Let X = Aut(I'), and note that n > 2, since if n = 1 then I" is a cycle and X, = Cy
is faithful on I'(u). Let N < X be maximal subject to the condition that N has at least
three orbits on V(T') (possibly N = 1), let X = X/N, and let X* be the normal subgroup of
index 2 in X which fixes both parts of the bipartition of I". By [I8, Lemma 1.6], or see [19]
Theorem 1.3], N is semiregular on V(I'), and hence N is a 2-group since |V (I')| = 2. Also,
by [19, Lemma 3.1], the quotient I'y is bipartite and N < X* so X /N is an index 2 normal
subgroup of X with orbits in V(Gy) the two biparts of I'y. Moreover, by the maximality
of N, each nontrivial normal subgroup of X has at most two orbits in V(I'y), and hence X
is bi-quasiprimitive on V(I'y). By [19, Theorem 1.3], I'y is X-locally primitive and T is an
N-normal cover of I'y. Thus I'y also has valency 2", and I'y has order 2F = |V/(T)|/|N| for
some k >n > 2. If I'y = Kyn 9n then the result holds, so we may assume that 'y 2 Kan on.

Then by the third paragraph in the proof of [16, Theorem 1.1} (and using [16, Lemmas 3.3
and 4.2]), X has a subgroup G satisfying N < G < X such that G is faithful and regular on
each of the biparts of V(I"), and moreover I is a bi-Cayley graph of G of the form I' = T x K,
(the direct product of T and Ky), where T = Cay(G, S) is a Cayley graph of G with respect
to some subset S of G. Further, I'y and X satisfy [16, Lemma 3.3(ii) or (iii)]. If [16],
Lemma 3.3(ii)] holds then by the second last paragraph in the proof of [16, Theorem 1.1}, I'
is a normal Cayley graph of G x Cy. However in this case X, is faithful on I'(u), which is a
contradiction. Thus [16, Lemma 3.3(iii)] holds, and then the last paragraph in the proof of
[16, Theorem 1.1] shows (since |V/(I')| = 2™) that the quotient Yy = K3 (a direct product
of ¢ copies of Ky-) of valency (2" — 1)*. However in this case, the three graphs I', T and Ty
have the same valency 2" > 4, which is a contradiction. O



2.4 Mixed dihedrants and their clique graphs

We record the properties we will need of the graphs from Definition [LIL

Lemma 2.3 [10, Lemmas 4.1-4.2] Let H be an n-dimensional mized dihedral group relative
to X and Y with |X| = Y| = 2" > 4, and let C(H,X,Y) and X(H,X,Y) be the graphs
defined in Definition [I 1. let ¥ = X(H, X,Y), and G = H : A(H,X,Y’), where A(H, X,Y')
is the setwise stabiliser in Aut(H) of X UY. Then the following hold.

(1) 3(H, X,Y) is the clique graph of C(H,X,Y).

(2) The map ¢ : z — {Xz, Yz}, for = € H, is a bijection ¢ : H — E(X(H,X,Y)),
and induces a graph isomorphism from C(H, X,Y) to the line graph L(3(H, X,Y)) of
S(H, X,Y).

(3) Aut(C(H,X,Y)) = Awt(S(H, X,Y)) = Aut(L(S(H, X, Y))).

(4) The group G acts as a subgroup of automorphisms on % as follows, for h,z € H,o €
A(H, X)Y), and ¢ : H — E(X) as in part (2):

Vertex action: h:Xz—Xzh,Yz—Yzh o0:Xz— X2 Yz—Y%2°
Edge action:  h:¢(z) — ¢(zh) o:p(z) = p(z7)

The subgroup H acts reqularly on E(X) and has two orbits on V(). In particular,
this G-action is edge-transitive.

(5) The H'-normal quotient graph Xy of ¥ is isomorphic to Kon on and admits G/H' as
an edge-transitive group of automorphisms. Moreover, ¥ is an H'-normal cover of
K2n’2n

(6) A(H,X,Y)) = A(H, X, Y )XY < (Aut(X)xAut(Y)) : Cy = (GL(n,2) x GL(n,2)) : Cy
where the Cy interchanges X and Y .

3 Notation and preliminary results for groups

For a positive integer n, C,, denotes a cyclic group of order n, and D,, denotes a dihedral
group of order 2n. For a group G, we denote by 1, Z(G), ®(G), G', soc(G) and Aut(G), the
identity element, the centre, the Frattini subgroup, the derived subgroup, the socle and the
automorphism group of G, respectively. For a subgroup H of a group G, denote by Cq(H)
the centraliser of H in G and by Ng(H) the normaliser of H in G. For elements a,b of G,
the commutator of a,b is defined as [a,b] = a™'b~tab. If X, Y C G, then [X,Y] denotes the
subgroup generated by all the commutators [z, y] with x € X and y € Y. We will need the
following result concerning p-groups.

Lemma 3.1 [23] 5.3.2] Let G be a finite p-group, for some prime p, and let p" = |G : ®(G)].
Then, ®(G) = G'GP, where GP = (gP | g € G). Moreover, every generating set for G has an
r-element subset which also generates G, and in particular, G/®(G) = C}.
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3.1 Some results on commutators in arbitrary groups

We first cite the so-called Witt-Hall formula.

Lemma 3.2 [9, 10.2.1.4] or [23, 5.1.5(iv)] Let z,y, z be elements of a group G. Then

[[‘T’ y_1]> Z]y : [[y> Z_l]a z]z ’ [[Z’ x_l]’ y]x =L
Using the Witt-Hall formula above, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3 Let a, b, ¢ be elements of a group G such that G’ is abelian. Then
[la, 0], c] - [[b, ¢, a] - [[c, a], b] = 1.

Proof Let a,b,c € G. By a direct computation or [23, 5.1.5(iii)], we have [b,a"']* =
]

23,
[b,a]™t = [a, b]. Hence [[b,a71], c]* = [[b, a™1], ¢] = [[a, ], c[c, a]].
Again (by direct computation or [23, 5.1.5(ii)]), [[a, ], c[c, a]] = [[a, ], [c, a]] - [[a, b], c]l*.
Since G’ is abelian, this becomes [[a,b], c[c,a]] = [[a,b],c]. Consequently, [b,a™ ], c]* =
[[a, b], c]. Similarly, [[a,c‘l],b]c = [[e,a],b] and [[e,b71],a]’ =[[b,c],a

Now applying the Witt—Hall formula from Lemma B.2] with y = a,z = b,z = ¢, yields
the asserted formula: [[a,b],c| - [[b,c],a] - [[¢,a],b] =1 O

3.2 Basic commutators in free groups

In this section, we recall some theory for commutators of a free group, following Marshall
Hall’s [9, Charpter 11].

3.2.1 Formal commutators in free groups

Let F be the free group on the ordered alphabet A = {ay,as,...,a,}, where r > 1. For
J > 1, the formal commutator c; of F, and its weight w(c;), are defined by the rules:

(1) For j =1,2,...,r, ¢; = a;, and these are the commutators of weight 1; i.e., w(a;) = 1.
(2) If ¢; and ¢; are (formal) commutators, then [¢;, ¢;] is a (formal) commutator, say ¢y,

and w(cy) = w(e;) + w(c).

3.2.2 Basic commutators of weight ¢ in free groups

Let F' be the free group on the ordered alphabet A = {ay,as,...,a,.}, where r > 1. For each
positive integer ¢, we define as follows the set BC, of basic commutators of F' of weight /£,
together with a total ordering on U,>;BC,:



(1) BCy ={ay,...,a,}, and we choose the ordering a; < as < -+ < a,.
Let ¢ > 1, and assume inductively that U;<,<,BC, has been defined and ordered.

(2) Then the set BC, consists of all the commutators [c;, ¢;] that satisfy the following three
conditions:

(a) Ci, Cj € UlSu<gBCu with ¢ = w(cl) + U)(Cj);
(b) ¢; < ¢

(c) If ¢; = [cs, ¢], where ¢g, ¢; € U<y BC,, then ¢, < ¢;.

(3) The ordering on U;<,«/BC, is extended to U;<,</BC, as follows: we choose an arbi-
trary order on the set BCy, and if ¢; € BCy and ¢; € Uj<,«(BC,, we define ¢; < ¢;.

We next record the nature and sizes of the two sets BC, and BCjs, using the following
arithmetic facts.

Lemma 3.4 Letn € N withn > 2. Then

(@) {(i,f) : 1< j<i<n}|="l=h

3 2

) . 1 ; : _ n(n—=1)2n-1) _ n n n.
(b) [{(i.j.k):1<j<i<nm, andj <k <n}|="0DE0t —n_ngn,

(€) (i, 4, k):1<j<i<n, andj <k <nk#i}| ="2000D —ndp2y 20,

Proof (a) For each j such that 1 < j < n, there are precisely n — j choices for i, and hence

the number of these pair (i, 7) is Z;L:_ll (n—7) =30 t= "("2_1).

(b) For a fixed j such that 1 < j < n, the number of choices of i, k such that j < i < n and
j <k <nis(n—7j)? yielding a total of (n—1)*+(n—2)%>+---+1 = % = %3—%2—1—%
triples (7, j, k) with the required constraints.

(¢) The number of these triples is equal to the number of triples in part (b) minus the

number of triples (7, j,7) with 1 < j < i < n, which is @ by part (a).

(d) The number of these triples is equal to the number of triples in part (b) plus the
number of triples (i, j,j) with 1 < j <i < n, which is @ by part (a). O

Lemma 3.5 Let F' be the free group on the ordered alphabet A = {ay,as,...,a,}, where
r>1. Then

—1
BC, ={lava]:1sj<isr) of size |BCs)| :%7
3 —r

3

BC; = {[[a;,a],ai] 1 <j<i<rand j<k<r} of size |BC3| =
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Proof The set BCs is as claimed (by conditions (2)(a) and (2)(b) in the definition of BC,
with ¢ = 2), and |[BC,| = w as it is in bijection with the 2-subsets of {1,...,r}. Next,
each element of BCj; has the form [¢, ¢,| with w(¢) = 2,w(c,) = 1 (since ¢, < ¢), and so
¢, = ay, for some k € [1,7] (by condition 1) and ¢; = [a;,a;] with 1 < j < i <1 (as we have
just seen) and j < k (by condition 2(c)). Thus BCj is as claimed. By Lemma [34l(c), the
number of elements [[a;, a;],a;] € BCs with 1 < j <i<r,and j <k <7 is TST_” = |BC;.
U

The following result is known as the Basis Theorem where, following [9], for each k we
denote the k-th term of the lower central series of a free group F' by Fj. Note in particular
that Fy = F’, the derived subgroup of F.

Theorem 3.6 [9, Theorem 11.2.4] Let F' be the free group on the ordered alphabet A =
{ai,a9,...,a.}, where v > 1, let £ > 1, and suppose that Uj<,</BC, = {c1,...,c} with
1 <cy<---<c¢. Then each f € F has a unique representation

f=c'es? . .l mod Fyyq,

for some integers s; and, modulo Fyy1, BC, forms a basis for the free Abelian group Fy/Fpi1.
We complete this section with three results about the quotient F'/F).

Lemma 3.7 Let F, the F, and BC, be as in Theorem 3.6l Then

(1) F, = F2 = <BCQ,F3>,'
(2) F3 = <B03,F4> and F3/F4 S Z(F/F4),
(3) (F/Fy) = F'/F} is abelian.

Proof Recall that F; is the derived subgroup F’. By Theorem B.6l BCyF3 = {cF3 | ¢ €
BC,} is a basis for the free abelian group F’/F3, and BC3Fy = {cF; | ¢ € BC3} is a basis
for the free abelian group F3/F;. Thus F3 = (BCjs, Fy), F' = (BCy, F3) = (BCy, BC3, F})
and F'/F; = (BCyFy, BC3Fy). In particular, part (1) is proved.

Let ¢ = [[a;, a;], ax] € BCs. Then, for each a € F, the commutator [c,a] € Fy, and hence
clFy € Z(F/Fy). Since F3 = (BCg, Fy) this implies that F3/Fy < Z(F/Fy), proving part (2).
Since Fy < F’, we have (F/F,) = F'/F,. We have shown that F'/F, = (BCyF,;, BC3F}),
and by part (2) each element of BC3F; commutes with each element of BCyFy and BC3F).

Thus to prove part (3) it remains to prove that each pair of elements of BCyF) commute.
So let [a;, a;],c € BCy. Then

(las, a;]Fy)"™ = [af, a§]Fy = [ aie, ¢ tayc Fy = [ easlaz, ], ¢ Feajlag, c]] Fy

= lailai, ], a;[ay, ]| Fy.

For all k <, [c,ax] € F3 by the definition of F3, and hence [ax, c] € F3. Therefore, by part
(2), [ai, c|Fy and [a;, c] Fy are contained in Z(F/Fy). It follows that ([a;, a;] Fy)™ = [a;, a;] Fy.
Thus [a;, a;]Fy and cFy commute, and part (3) is proved. O
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Lemma 3.8 Let F, A, and the Fy be as in TheoremB.6l Then, for any a;,a;,ar € A,

1 (a?F4)ajF4 = a? ’ H@i, aj]’ CL,’] ’ [ai> aj]2F47

(1)

(2) ([ai, a;PFy) ™™ = [az, a;]* - [[as, a;], ax]* Fu,

(3) lai, aj] = [aj, a7,

(4) [aj, ai), ar] Fy = [[ai, a;] 7", ax] Fy = ([[ai, a5], ax] Fa) 7,
(5)

b Hahaj]’ak]FA: = (Haj’ak]>ai]F4)_l ’ Hai>ak]’aj]F4'

Proof (1), (2) By Lemma 3.1 (2), [[a;, a ], a;]Fy € Z(F/F,). We use this fact for the last
equalities of the following two computations in F'/Fy, which prove parts (1) and (2).

(a? Fy) i = aj_la?ajﬂ = a;laiajai la;, a;|Fy = aj_lajai la;, ajla;[a;, aj|Fy

2

= CL? [ah aj][[ai> aj]’ ai][ai’ aj]F4 = a; [[ai> aj]? ai][ai’ aj]2F4'

(lai, a;PF)™™ = ai M ai, a5 a Fy = a5 [ai, ajlag[as, ajl[ai, ag), ar) Fy
= a; arlas, aj)llai, aj], axllas, aj)l[as, aj), ar] Fi = [ai, a5 [laz, a5], ax]* F.
(3) This follows directly from: [a;,a;] = (a; 'a; 'aja;) ™" = a; 'a; a0 = [a;, ay)].

(4) By part (3), we have [[a;, a;], ar] = [[ai, a;]7', ax]. Then, by a direct computation or
23], 5.1.5(iii)], we have [[a;, a;] %, ax] = ([Jas, a;], ax]@))~1. Lemma[3.7 (3) then implies that

llai, a;]™", an) Fy = ([[as, aj], ax] Fy) ™",

proving part (4).
(5) By Lemma 31 (3), F'/F} is abelian and hence, by Lemma [3.3], we have

Haiv aj]v ak] : [[ajv ak]v ai] : [[ak7 ai]a aj]F4 = F}.

Since, by part (4), ([[ak, ai], a;]F1)™" = [[ai, ax], aj]Fy, it follows, again using the fact F’/F),
is abelian, that
[[as, aj), ar] Fy = ([[ay, ar], @il F) ™" - [[as, ax], aj] F.

This proves part (5), completing the proof. O
We end this section by considering a certain subgroup K of F' containing F}.
Lemma 3.9 Let I, A, and the F, be as in Theorem [B.0l, and let
K = (Fy,aZ, |a;, a;)%, [[a;, a;], ax)?, [[as, a5], ai] 24,5,k € [1,7]).
Then the following hold.
(1) K<QF, and K 1is also generated by Fy U By, where By is the set
{af,lai, a1, [[ais a5), an)? [[assaj) a1 <G <i <y j<k<w k#i, L€ {i,j}};
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2) FFK/K = ¢§"D=0/5 4und {¢cK : ¢ € BCyU Dy} is a basis for F'K/K, where
D ={[lai,aj],ax] : 1 <j<i<r, j<k<r k#i}, and BCy is as in Lemma B3}

(3) F/F'K = C5.

Proof (1) Since F' = (A), to prove that K < F' it is enough to show that b* € K (or
equivalently that (bFy)*™* € K/Fy), for any a € A and any element b in the given generating
set for K. Let a € A. By Lemma B8 (1) and (2) we have (a?Fy)*™, ([a;, a;]*Fy)*™ € K/F,
for all 4,j. The remaining generators, of the form [[a;, a;], ax)?, [[a:, a;], a;], all lie in F, and
by Lemma B.7 (2), F3/Fy, < Z(F/Fy). Tt follows that (bFy)** = bF, € K/F, for each of
these generators also. Thus K < F'.

To prove the second assertion of (1) let Ky := (F}y, Bx). We show that each of the given
generators for K lies in Ky. Each of the generators a? lies in By C Ky. By Lemma 3.
(3), [ai,a;] = [aj,a;] 7!, and hence each of the generators [a;, a;]* lies in K. For a generator
x = [[a;,a;],a;] with 4,5 € [1,r],if j =i then 2 = 1 € Ky, if j < i then © € Bx C K,
while if j > ¢ then x € [[a;,a], ;] 'Fy C Ky (by Lemma B.8(4)). It remains to consider
the generators of the form x = [[a;,a;],a;)*. If i = j then x = 1 € K so we may assume
that i # j. If k =i then we have just shown that [[a;, a;], ax] € Ky so x € Kj and we may
assume also that k # i. If k = j then, by Lemma B8 (4), [[a;, a;],q;] € [[a;,a],a;] ' Fy
which we have shown lies in Ky so again x € K. Thus we may assume that 7, j, k are
pairwise distinct. Let m = min{i, j,k}. If m = j then © € Bx C Ky; if m = i then by
LemmaB.8 (4), z € [[a;, a;], ax] 2Fy C Kp; and if m = k then by Lemma 3.8 (4), modulo F},
x = [[aj, ax],a;]"? - [[ai, ax], a;]?, and each factor lies on Ky so # € Kj. Thus all generators
lie in Ky and hence Ky = K. This completes the proof of part (1).

(2) Now F'K/K = F'/(F'NK) = (F'/F,)/((F'NK)/Fy) (note that Fy < KNF’). By
Lemma[3.1 (3), F'/Fy is abelian, and hence F'/(F'NK) is abelian. Moreover, by [11], Hilfsatz
1.11], F" is generated by [a;, a;]? for i, € [1,7] and g € F. Then since each [a;,a;]* € K, it
follows that ["K/K = C¥', for some m, and we need to find m.

Note that, by Lemma and the definition of Dy, BCjy is the disjoint union BC3 =
D U S where S = {[[a;,aj],ar] : 1 < j<i<r (e {ij}} (and note that S C Bx C K).
By Lemma 37, F' = (BCy, BC;3, Fy) = (BCy, Dk, S, Fy), and since K contains F; U S, it
follows that {zK : x € BCyU Dk} is a generating set for F'K/K = C3'. We will show that
it is in fact a basis using Theorem [3.6. 1t is helpful to consider the following subgroup H
such that Fy < H < K,

H = (Fy, [a;,a;)?, [[ai, a;], ax)?, [[ai, i), a0 1 < j<i<r, j<k<r k#i, (€{ij}).
By part (1) we have K = (H,a? : i € [1,7]), and it follows from Lemma 3.8 (1) that each
a?H belongs to Z(F/H), so K/H is abelian. Also H/F, < F'/F,, and F'/F, is abelian
by Lemma B7 (3), so also H/F} is abelian. For convenience, we let BCy = {cy,...,¢s}
and Dy = {dy,...,d;}. Suppose that ¢{* - ~c§5d{1 o dl'K = K with ey, ... e, f1,....fi €
{0,1}. Set g = f*-- -ciSdfl .o-dl*. Then g € K, so gH lies in the abelian group K/H =
(a?H : 1 <i <), and hence g = (a2)*(a3)?---(a?)"h for some integers (1, (s, ..., ¢, and
some h € H. Also hF} lies in the abelian group H/Fy, and hence h = ¢2* - . . ¢2is dfjl cdPn
where all the i, and jj, are integers and h' € (Fy,[[a;, aj],a0 1 1 < j <i < €€ {ij}).
Thus

Gl A By = gFy = (@) (@) (@) ) B PR,

T
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However, by Theorem [B.0] gF} has a unique representation of the form
oF = dd i,

where di,dy,...,d, € U_BC, = {a;, [ai,a;],[[ai,a;],ar] : 1 < j<i<wr j<k<r}
and the s, are integers. It follows that ¢; = 0 (1 < i < r), ex = 2ip, (1 < k < 3),
fi =2k (1 <k <t)and i € F,. Since eg, fr € {0,1}, this implies that e; = €5 = -+ =
es=fi=fo=-=fi=0 Thus o K,...,c;K,d1 K ...,d;K is a basis for F'K/K = C}",
as asserted, and m = |BCy U Dg|.

Finally we determine this cardinality. By Lemma Bl |BCsy| = r(r — 1)/2, and |Dg| =

r3 2 2r
3 e+ 3, 80

r(r—1) o, 2y o2 e r(r=1)(2r—1)
+< ~3 276 6

This completes the proof of part (2).

(3) Since F' < F'K < F, it follows that F/F'K is a quotient of the abelian group
F/F’" and hence F/F'K is abelian, generated by {a;F'K : i € [1,r]}. Moreover since each
a? € K < F'K, the group F/F'K = CI" for some m < r. Suppose that

attay? - -a" F'K = F'K,

where ey,...,e. € {0,1}. Then af'as?---aS" F' = kF’ for some k € K, and it follows from
part (1) that kF' = a3 ... a2 F’ for some integers fi1, ..., fr. Thus af'a---a& F' =
afflagfz ---a?"F'. By Theorem B.6, a1 F’,asF", ... a,F" form a basis for the free abelian
group F/F', and this implies that e; = 2f; for each i. Since each e; = 0 or 1, we have
ep = ey =+ =e. =0. Therefore, e F'K,a, F'K, . .., a,F'K form a basis for F//F'K, and
F/F'K = (3. O

4 Structure of H(n)

The goal of this section is to investigate the order, the subgroups and the automorphisms of
the group H(n) in Definition First we obtain a lower bound for the order of H(n).

Proposition 4.1 Let F, A, and the F, be as in Theorem 3.0, with r = 2n > 4, and write

A = AgU By, where Ag = {a; : 1 <i<n} and By = {an; : 1 <1 <n}. Also let K be the

subgroup defined in Lemma 3.9, and let H(n) be the group defined in Definition 2. Define
I =(K,[a,d],[bV],][a,d],c],[[bV],c],[[bal,t] : a,a € Ay, b,b" € By,c€ A),

Then the following hold.

(1) K<I<FI=FK,I<QF, and (F/I))(F/I) = F/F'T = C2".

14



(2) I is also generated by K U Dy, where Dy is the set

{[aiu aj]v [anﬂ-, an—i—j]v [[aiu @jL ak], [[% ajL an+z], Han+i7 an—l—j]a an—l—k]a Han—i-ia an+j]7 az],
[antirs ae)yansy) 1 <j<i<n, j<k<n, 1<j <i<n 1<0<n, k#i}.

3) I/K = CY with v = (13n — 15n% + 2n)/6, and F'I/I = C¥ with v = (n® + n?)/2;
2 2
moreover F/I is nilpotent of class 3 and order |F/I| = 20" +n*+4n)/2,

(4) The map ¢(z;) = a; 1 and ¢(y;) = ansil, for eachi =1,... n, defines an epimorphism
¢ H(n) — F/I. In particular, |H(n)| > 20 +n*+4n)/2

Proof (1) By definition, K < I, and F’K contains each of the given generators for I, so
I < F'K. This implies that F'] < F'K, and on the other hand F'K < F'I, so F'I] = I'K.
Next we prove that [ <F. Since Fy < K < I and F3/F, < Z(F/F;) (by Lemma[3.7(2)) and
K < F (Lemma [39), it follows that, for each x € FsN I, y € K, and z € F, the conjugates
¥ € xFy C I and y* € K < I. Thus to prove that I < F', it is sufficient to prove that,
for each a,a’ € Ay, b,b' € By and ¢ € A, the conjugates [a,ad']% [b,0']° both lie in /. Now
la,d']® = [a,d'][[a,d],c] and both factors lie in I, so [a,a’]° € I. Similarly [b,0]° € I, and
hence I < F. Finally (F/I) = F'I/I, and hence (F/I)/(F/I) = F/F'I = F/F'K which,
by Lemma B9(3), is isomorphic to C3". Thus part (1) is proved.

(2) Let Iy = (K, Dy), with Dy as in (2). Then Iy < I and we show that equality holds
by proving that each of the given generators for I lies in Iy. First K lies in the subset so
F, < K < Iy, and it follows from Lemma [B.8(3) that each [a,a’] and [b, b'] lies in I;. Next
we consider x := [[a,d'],c]. If @ = a then x = 1 € I, while if ¢ € {a,d'}, then z € K
(using Lemma and Lemma [3:8(4)), and again = € [y. Otherwise a,d’, ¢ are pairwise
distinct; if ¢ € By then, by Lemma B:8(4), *!F; contains an element of D; of the form
[[ai, a;], anye] and hence z € Iy, while if ¢ € Ay then z is of the form = = [[a;, a;], ax] with
i,j,k < n and pairwise distinct. In this case, if min{i, j, k} # k then either x € D; or 7' F}
contains [[a;, a;], ax] € Dy, by Lemma B.8(4), and if min{s, j, k} = k then by Lemma B.§(5),
xF) contains a product of two elements of D;. In all cases © € I;. An analogous argument
shows that each [[b, V], c] € Iy. Finally consider z := [[b,a],V]. If b’ = b then = € K so take
bV = apyjy # b = apsy and a = a,. If i’ > j' then z € D; C I, so we may assume that
i" < j'. By Lemma[3.8(4) and (5), modulo Fy, x = [[an+ir, @], antj] satisties

& = [[anjr, adls o] - [ansirs Gnrgr]s ag) = [antyr, agl, angir] - [anrgrs anga], ag =,

and each of these factors lies in Iy, so x € Iy. We conclude that Iy = 1.

(3) Note that F'I/1 = F'/(F'N1I), and F' NI contains F' N K since F; < K < I. Hence
F'/(F'N 1) is a quotient of F'/(F' N K), and by Lemma B.9(2), F'/(F' N K) = F'K/K =
cyr-her=b/6 _ 058"3_6"2%)/3 (as |A| = r = 2n), with basis {¢(F'NK) : c € BCy U Dg}
where Dy = {[lai,a;],ax] : 1 < j <i<2n, j <k<2n, k#i}, and BC, is as in
Lemma B35l Since F'K = F'I, we deduce that F'I/I = C¥ and I/K = C§, for some u,v
such that u + v = (8n® — 6n% +n)/3.

Let By = {[b,a] : a € Ay,b € By}. Then |Bs| = n?, |BCs| = n(2n — 1) (Lemma 3.5,
and BCj is the disjoint union BCy = (BCyN D;) U By with |BCyN Dy| = n? —n. We obtain
a similar partition of Df. Suppose that z € Dk and z ¢ I. Then z = [[c, ¢/], ¢"] for certain
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c,d,d" € A. First we show that ¢, € Ay and ¢ € By. If ¢ € By, then by the definition
of Dy also ¢,¢” € By and z is an element of D; of the form [[a,44, Gn+;], ntx], which is a
contradiction, so ¢ € Ay. Next, if also ¢, ¢’ € Ay then z would be an element of D; of the
form [[a;, a;], ax], which is a contradiction, so at least one of ¢, ¢’ lies in By. If ¢ € Aj then
we must have ¢ € By and then z is an element of D; of the form [[a;, a;], @y+¢], Which is
a contradiction. Thus ¢ € By. If also ¢’ € By, then z is one of the given generators for [
of the form [[b, a], V'], which is again a contradiction. Hence ¢ € A, and our assertions are
proved. Thus such elements z have the form z = [[a+i, a;], ax], for some 4, j, k € [1,n]; and
as z € Dg we have j < k. Let

Bs = {{lan+i, 5], a5) : 1 <j<k<n,1<i<n}

Then by Lemma B4, |Bs| = n-n(n —1)/2 = (n® — n?)/2, and Dy is the disjoint union
Dy = ByUBy with By C I. Now | Dge| = 3% —4n?+ 4 (Lemma[33), so |BY| = |Dx| —|Bs| =
(13n® — 21n? 4 8n) /6.

An analogous argument to that in the proof of Lemma B9(2) shows that {c¢/ : ¢ €
By U B3} forms a basis for F'I/I = C% and hence u = |Bsy| + |Bs| = n? + (n® — n?)/2 =
(n®+n?)/2. Thus by part (1), |F/I| = 22" and 2n+u = (n®+n?+4n)/2. Also I/K = CY
with v = |BCy N I| + |BS| = (n? — n) + (13n® — 21n% + 8n)/6 = (13n — 15n? + 2n) /6.

To see that F'/I is nilpotent of class 3, we note first that its derived subgroup is (F'/I)" =
F'IJT = C3*. The second term in the lower central series is F3I/I. Tt follows from
Lemma B7(1) that F'I = (BC,, F5,I), and hence F'I/F3I is generated by {cF3I : ¢ €
BCy,c & I'}. We showed above that BCy \ I = By has size n?, and hence F'I/F3I = C3?
with uy < n? < u. The third term in the lower central series is /I, which is trivial since
Fy, < I. Thus F/I is nilpotent of class 3, as asserted. This completes the proof of part (3).

(4) Setting ¢(x;) = a;I and ¢(y;) = an1i1, for each i = 1,... n, we have a map from the
generating set for H(n) in Definition to the set {al : a € A} of generators for F/I.
Moreover, extending ¢ to a map on words in these generators of H(n), for each relator w € R
in Definition [[2] ¢(w) = w'I such that either w’ € K or w’ is one of the given generators
for I. Thus the images ¢(x;), ¢(y;) (1 < i < n) satisfy all the given relations of H(n), and
hence, by von Dyck’s Theorem (see [23] Theorem 2.2.1], the extension of ¢ to H(n) — F/I
is an epimorphism. This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Our next task is to prove that the epimorphism ¢ in Proposition I(4) is in fact an
isomorphism. We need the following information about certain commutators in H(n).

Lemma 4.2 Let H(n) = (XoUYy | R) be the group defined in Definition .2, where n > 2.
Then,

(1) for all 2,2 € XgU Yo, ([, 2,2 = [I, 2], 7] = 1;

(2) for z,2/,2" € XoUYy, we have [[z,2'],2"] € Z(H(n)), [2,2]] = [¢,2], and [z,2']* =
[2,2],2"]* = 1.

(3) the third term H(n)4 of the lower central series for H(n) is trivial, so H(n) is nilpotent
of class at most 3.
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Proof (1) We use the first few relations in R. Firstly, 2> = (2/)? = 1, so (22/)% = [z, #/].
If both 2,2 lie in Xy or both lie in Yj, then we have the relation [z, 2] = 1, and hence
[z, 2], 2] = [[z, 7], 2] = 1. So we may assume that z € X, say, and 2’ € Y. Then we have
(22/)* = [2,2']* = 1, and hence (z, 2’) = Dg or C3. In either case [z, 2'] = (22')? is centralised
by z and 2/, and this implies that [[z, 2], z] = [[2, ], 2/] = 1. This proves part (1).

(2) Let u = [[2,2'],2"]. Then for all 2" € X, UYy, [u,2"”] € R and hence [u, 2"] = 1.
Since [u, 2] = u~'u?", this implies that u = v*", and hence u € Z(H(n)). If both z, 2’ lie
in Xy or both lie in Y;, then [z, 2] = [¢/, 2] = 1 and the other assertions follow. If z € X
and 2/ € Yy, then [z,2]*> € R and hence [z,2/]*> = 1, and this implies that [z, 2/]7! = [z, 2/].
However [z, 2']7! = [#, 2], and hence [z, 2] = [¢/,2]. Also u? € R in this case and so u? = 1.
Finally, if z € Y, and 2’ € Xy, then [/, 2]> € R, and the argument just given shows that
[2,2'] = [¢/, 2] and [z, 2/]?> = 1. This implies that u? = [[2, 2'], 2"]* = [[¢/, 2], 2”], which lies in
‘R and hence is trivial.

(3) By part (2), for all z, 2/, 2", 2" € X, UY,, we have [[z, 7], "] € Z(H(n)) and hence
[z, 2'], 2"], 2] = 1. On the other hand, by [11, Hilfsatz 1.11(a)], H(n)4 is generated by the
set of all conjugates [[[z, '], 2”], 2”"]" of such commutators by elements h € H(n), and hence
H(n)4 is trivial. Thus H(n) is nilpotent of class at most 3. O

Proposition 4.3 Let H(n) = (XoU Yy | R) be the group defined in Definition [L.2], where
n > 2, and let F; A = Ay U By, I, K be as in Proposition [A1]. Then the map ¢ : AI/I —
Xo UYy such that v(a;I) = z; and Y(ansil) = y;, for i =1,...,n, defines an epimorphism
v F/I — H(n), such that v is the inverse of the map ¢ in Proposition[dIN4). In particular
H(n) = F/I and |H(n)| = 207 +n*+4n)/2.

Remark 4.4 It follows from Proposition B.I(1) that F/I is isomorphic to the group with
presentation ' = (Ao U By | Fy U Bi U Dy), where By, Dy are as in Lemma and
Proposition[£1)(2). In the proof we will work with the group F'.

Proof Interpreting F/I as the group F := (Ay U By | Fy U Bg U Dy), the map 1 becomes
a bijection ¢ : AgN By — XoUY, given by ¥ : a; = x;, an; — y;, for i =1,... n. Consider
the extension of 1 to a map on words in these generators of F, so that for each element
(relator) w € FyN Bk U Dy, (w) is the same word in Xy U Yy. We check that ¢ (w) is equal
to the identity of H(n) for each w and then apply von Dyck’s Theorem [23, Theorem 2.2.1].
If w € Fy then ¥(w) = 1 since H(n) has nilpotency class at most 3 by Lemma [2)(2).

Next we consider the elements w of By as in Lemma [3.9(1). If w = a? for a € Ay U By,
then ¢(w) € R and so ¢(w) = 1. If w = [a,d']* or w = [[a, d],a"]?, for a,a’,a” € Ay U By,
then ¢(w) = 1 by Lemma [A.2(3). Finally suppose that w = |[[a, d'], d"], for a,a’ € Ay U By
with a” € {a,a’}. Then it follows from Lemma [A.2(1), that ¢ (w) = 1.

Finally we consider the elements w of D; as in Proposition A1[2). If w = [a,d'] for
a,a’ € Ag or a,a’ € By, then ¢(w) € R and so ¢(w) = 1. If w = [[a,d'],d"], for a,d’,a" €
Ap U By such that either a,a’ € Ay or a,a’ € By, then again ¢)(w) = 1 since in these cases
¥([a,a']) € R. Finally we consider elements w = [[a, d'], a"], for a,a” € By and @’ € Ay. For
these elements, 1¥)(w) € R and so ¢ (w) = 1.
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It now follows from von Dyck’s Theorem [23] Theorem 2.2.1] that this map 1 defines
an epimorphism F — #(n). By the definitions, ¢ is the inverse of the map ¢ in Propo-
sition [.1(4), and hence H(n) = F/I. The order |H(n)| = |F/I| follows from Proposi-
tion .1)(3). O

4.1 Subgroups and automorphisms of H(n)

The main purpose of this subsection is to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5 Let H(n) be as in Definition L2 and let H(n)s be the third term in the lower
centre series of H(n). Then the following hold.

(1) For arbitrary z,2' € Xy, y € Yo, we have [[z,y], 2] = [[2/,y], z].

(2) H(n)/(H(n)) = C2", and H(n) is an n-dimensional mized dihedral group relative to
X = (Xo) and Y := (Yy).

(3) H(n) =W x H(n)s = CY "2 yhere

(a) W = ([z;,y;] : 1 <i,j <n)=Cy¥, and
(b) H(n)s = ([[xisyl,a] 1 <i,j <mn, i <k <n)= C’2"2("_1)/2; and moreover
H(n)s < Z(H(n)).

(4) For any a € H(n) and b,V € Y we have [[b,a],b'] =1 and [[a,b],b] = 1.
(5) For any g € Aut(X) x Aut(Y'), g induces an automorphism of H(n).

(6) Let c € X and let d € Y so that ¢ = x4y ...z, and d = y,,y,, ...y, for some
Tiyy Tigy - -, Tip, € Xo and Yj,, Yjss - -+, Y5, € Yo, with these expressions chosen so that
k, 0 are minimal. Then

cdHn)s= []  [w.y]H®0)s

1<u<k,1<v<l

Proof (1) Let xz,2/ € Xy and y € Yy. By Lemma (2), any weight 3 commutator
involving z, ', y is in the center of H(n). Thus, by Lemma [3.2] we have

2,y 2] [y, (") '] 2] - [l 271y = L.

Since 22 = (2/)? = y* = 1 and [z, 2] = 1 the above equation becomes [[z, y], 2']-[[y, = ] r] =1,
and hence [[z,y],2'] = [[y, 2], z] 7. Using the relations [[2,y],z]* = 1 and [z, y]* = (Wthh
implics that 3] = [y.2']) we have [[y, 2’2 = [[wg],4]"" = [y}, ], and part (1)
holds.

(2) It follows from Proposition 4.3] that H(n) = F/I, and from Proposition [£.1] (1) that
H(n)/H(n) = F/F'I = C3. Also, H(n) = (X|Y), X = (X)) X C» and Y = (Y}) = C¥,
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by Definition [[.2, and hence, by Definition [[.1(a), #(n) is an n-dimensional mixed dihedral
group relative to X and Y.

(3) By Propositions 3] and 1] (3), H(n)' = F'I/I = CY with u = (n® + n?)/2, and by
[11l, Hilfsatz 1.11(a) and (b)],

H(n) = {[z, 2], ][z, 7], z”]h | 2,2, 2" € XoUYy, heH(n)).

Also, by Lemma (2), H(n)s < Z(H(n)) and hence [[z, 2], 2"]" = [[z, 2], 2"] for each
h € H(n). Let z,2" € Xy and y,y’ € Y. Since [z, 2'] = [y,y'] = 1 are relations in R, the
only weight two generators required are [z;,y;], for 1 < 4,5 < n, and for the weight three
generators [[z, 2'], 2], we may assume that one of z, 2’ lies in X and the other lies in Yj. Since
H(n); = 1 by Lemma [£.2(3), it follows from Lemma B.8(4) that [[z,y],v']”" = [ly,z], ],
and since [[y,z],y'] = 1 is a relation in R, also [[z,y],v'] = 1, and so the only weight
three generators required are those of the form [[y, z],2'] or [[z,y],2']. Further by part (1),
[z, y], 2] = [[2',y],z], and by Lemma 2 (1), [[x,y],z] = 1. Thus we have

Since there are precisely u = (n® 4+ n?)/2 generators in the generating set above, and since
H(n)' = CY¥, we conclude that H(n)' = W x H(n)s, where W = ([z5,y,] : 1 < i, <n) = C°
and H(n)s = ([[ze,y;), 2] 1 1 <d,j <m, i<k <n)=Cy D2

(4) By part (3), we have [b, a] = gh where g € W and h € H(n)s. Moreover, by part (3)
we also have H(n); < Z(#H(n)). This implies that

[[b, a], b'] = [gh, '] = (gh) " (V)" (gh)b = g~ (V') "gb/ = [g,V].

Again by part (3), we have g = wyw, . .. w, for some wy, wo, ..., ws € {[z;,y;] 1 1 <i,j <n}.
We will use induction on s to prove that [g,yx] = 1, for any yx € Y. In the proof of part
(3) we showed that [[x;,y;],yx] = 1, for all ¢, j, k. Thus, if s = 1, then [g, yx] = [w1, yx] = 1.
Now assume that s > 1, and assume inductively that [g,y;] = 1 if ¢ € W can be expressed
as a word of length less than s in the generators. Then, by [11, Hilfssatz I11.1.2(c)],

(9, Y] = [wrws . .. ws_1ws, Y] = [wrws . .. ws—1, Ye|“*[ws, Y&,

and also [wg, yx] = 1 from the case s = 1. Since by part (3) the commutator subgroup H(n)’
is abelian, we have

(9, yk] = [wiws . .. ws—1, yp]™* = [wrws . . . Ws—_1, Yk|.

By induction [wyws ... ws—1,yx] = 1, and hence [g,yx] = 1. This implies that g commutes
with every y; € Yy. Since Y is generated by Yj, it follows that g centralises Y, and hence we
have [g, 0] = 1. Thus, [[b,al,b'] = 1. By part (3), H(n)" is an elementary abelian 2-group,
so [b,a] = [b,a]™! = [a,b], and hence also [[a,b],b] = 1.

(5) Let (g1, 92) € Aut(X) x Aut(Y), and let 2 = 2" and y, = yJ*, for each i € {1,...,n}.
Set Xy ={z,:i=1,2,...,n}and Yy ={y/ : i =1,2,...,n}. We will apply von Dyck’s
Theorem (see [23, Theorem 2.2.1]) to show that the map ¢ : XoNYy, — H(n) given by
x; = xh, y; = yl, for i = 1,... n, extends uniquely to an automorphism ¢ of H(n). To do
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this, it is sufficient to show that H(n) is generated by X{ U Y, and that for every relation
w(T1, ..oy Tpy Y1, ., Yn) = 1 in R, we have w(a), ..., 20, y,,...,y,) = 1. First, X = (Xy) =
Y = (Yy) = CF and H(n) = (X,Y), by the definition of H(n). Also (X{) = X and (Y;) =Y,
by the definition of ¢g; and go. Hence H(n) = (X{UYy). Next we consider the relations. Let
a,a’ € X},b,b € Y{ and ¢,d € X, UY{. Then ¢* =1 and [a,d’] = [b,V] = 1. By part (3),
we have [a, b], [[a,b], c] € H(n) = C;LQ(HHW, and thus, [a,b]? = 1 and [[a, b], c]*> = 1. By part
(4), [[b,al, V'] = 1. Finally, [[[a,b], c], ¢] lies in H(n), and hence is trivial, by Lemma [£.2(3).
This proves part (5).

(6) In the following we write, for convenience, w = w' (mod H(n)s) if and only if
wH(n)s = wH(n)s. First we apply [11, Hilfssatz I11.1.2(c)] several times: [gh, f] =
lg, f1" - [h, f] = 19, f] - [lg, f], B] - [h, f], for any g, h, f € H(n). Writing ¢ = z;,, this
implies that [c,d] = [¢/,d]-[[¢,d], x;,] - [x:,, d], and since [[¢, d], z;,] € Z(H(n)3) (by part (3)),
it follows that [c,d] = [¢,d] - [z;,,d] (mod H(n)3). Repeating this k times we obtain

[e,d] = [xi,,d] ... [xs,d] (mod H(n)s).

Now we apply [11], Hilfssatz I11.1.2(b)] several times: [g, hf] = [g, f] - (g, R} = [g, f] - g, h] -
llg, hl, f], for any g, h, f € H(n). Writing d = d'y;,, this implies, for all u, that [z;,,d] =
[Ty Yi,) - @i, ] - [0, '], y5,], and since [[z;,,d'],y;,] = 1 (by part (4)), it follows that

[z, d] = [z;,,9;,] - [%i,,d']. Repeating this ¢ times for each u, and using the fact that
H(n)' /H(n)s is abelian (by part (3)), we obtain
e,d= JI  [w9) (mod H(n)s).

1<u<k,1<v<l

This completes the proof. O

5 Proof of Theorem

Let H(n), X = (Xo), Y = (Yp) and R be as in Definition L2l By Theorem L1l (2), H(n) is
an n-dimensional mixed dihedral group relative to X and Y. By Proposition4.3] the order of
H(n) is 20°H7° /2 Lot T = C(H(n), X,Y) and ¥ = S(#(n), X,Y), as in Definition [
It follows from Lemma [2.3(5) that ¥ has valency 2", and from Definition [[.T(b) that |V (2| =
2-|H(n): X| =2 where a =1+ (n® +n?+4n)/2 —n =1+ (n®> + n® + 2n)/2. It remains
for us to prove that ¥ is semisymmetric and locally 2-arc-transitive.

First we prove that X is locally 2-arc-transitive. By Lemma 23|(1), (3) and (4), ¥ is
the clique graph of I'; Aut(I') = Aut(X) contains G := H(n) x A(H(n), X,Y), the group
H(n) has two obits on V(X), namely {Xh : h € H(n)} and {Yh : h € H(n)}, and H(n)
acts regularly on E(X). Further the stabiliser in G of the 1-arc (X,Y) of X is the subgroup
A(H(n),X,Y). By Theorem AH(5), A(H(n),X,Y) contains Aut(X) x Aut(Y). By (@),
(X,Y, Z) is a 2-arc of ¥ if and only if Z = Xz for some z € H(n) such that XzNY # (.
Thus Z = Xy for some y € Y and since Z # X, we have y # 1. Since Aut(Y) = GL,(2) is
transitive on Y\ {1} it follows that Aut(X) x Aut(Y) is transitive on all the 2-arcs of the
form (X,Y, Z), and hence the stabiliser in G' of X is transitive on all the 2-arcs of ¥ with
first vertex X. An analogous argument with X and Y interchanged shows that the stabiliser
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in G of Y is transitive on all the 2-arcs of ¥ with first vertex Y, and it follows that X is
locally 2-arc-transitive.

Showing that ¥ is semisymmetric is the most delicate part of the proof. In the smallest
case, where n = 2, a computation using Magma [I] shows that ¥ is semisymmetric (see
Remark [B.] for a description of these computations). Thus we assume that n > 3. By
Lemma (4), ¥ is edge-transitive. Thus, to show that ¥ is semisymmetric it is sufficient
to prove that Aut(X) is not transitive on V(3). We suppose to the contrary that Aut(X) is
transitive on V(X), and seek a contradiction. Under this assumption X is a 2-arc-transitive
graph of order a 2-power and valency 2™ > 8. We shall process the proof by the following
four steps.

Step 1. H(n)' < Aut(X).

Let w = X € V(X), and let A := H(n) x (Aut(X) x Aut(Y)). Then by ), X(u) =
{Yz:2z € X}, and hence by Lemma 2.3[4) and Theorem [L5](5), the kernel of the action of
Aut(o), on X(u) contains Aut(Y). Thus Lemma 2.2 applies, and so there exists a 2-group
M < Aut(X) such that M < Aut(X)*, M is semiregular on V(X), and ¥ is an M-normal
cover of ¥y = Kon gn. As noted above H(n)<JA < Aut(X)* and H(n) acts regularly on E()
and A is locally 2-arc-transitive on ¥ (by Lemma 2:3(4)). Hence MH(n) IMA < Aut(X)T,
MH(n) is a 2-group (since both M and H(n) are 2-groups), and M#H(n) is edge-transitive
on ¥ (since H(n) is transitive on E(3)), and its vertex-orbits are the two biparts of ¥. Let ®
be the Frattini subgroup of MH(n), so ® is a characteristic subgroup of M#H(n) and hence
& I MA. If & were transitive on one of the biparts, say O, of ¥, and if v € O, then
MH(n) = (MH(n)),P, and by the properties of a Frattini subgroup ([I1], Satz I11.3.2(a)]),
MH(n) = (MH(n)),, contradicting the fact that M7H(n) is transitive on each bipart of
Y. Thus @ is intransitive on each bipart of ¥, and ® < M A. On the other hand X
is locally (M A,2)-arc transitive (since it is locally (A, 2)-arc transitive), and hence ¥, is
locally (M A/M,2)-arc transitive (by [7, Lemma 5.1]).

Since Y = Kon on, this means that M A acts 2-transitively on each bipart O of ¥, and
since @ is an intransitive normal subgroup of M A it follows that ® acts trivially on O, for
each bipart O of ¥,,. Hence ® is contained in the kernel of the action of M A on X, that
is, ® < M. Thus MH(n)/M is a quotient of MH(n)/® and hence MH(n)/M = C§ for
some s (by Lemma [B.1]). Since MH(n) is edge-transitive on ¥, it follows that MH(n)/M is
an abelian group acting transitively on E(X,), and hence MH(n)/M is regular on E(X))
(see [22, Lemma 2.4]), so s = 2n and H(n)/(M NH(n)) = C3". The group induced by A on
Y is AJ(AN M) = MA/M, and is isomorphic to C3" x (Aut(X) x Aut(Y)). Thus both
A and M A are edge-transitive on ¥ with edge-stabilisers isomorphic to Aut(X) x Aut(Y),
and hence M A = A, that is, M < A. Then since H(n) is the largest normal 2-subgroup of
A, we have M < H(n). Tt follows that H(n)/M = C3" and hence M < H(n)'; and since
H(n)/H(n) = C3" by Theorem F(2), we conclude that M = H(n)’, and the assertion of
Step 1 is proved.

For the next part of the argument we exploit the fact that Aut(X) = Aut(T"), recalling
that I' = C(H(n), X,Y) is the Cayley graph Cay(H(n), S), where S = (XUY)\{1}. We will
frequently use the basic fact [10l Lemma 2.1] about mixed dihedral groups that the natural
projection map ¢ : h — h’H(n)" determines an isomorphism H(n)/H(n) = ¢(X) x ¢(Y) =
X x Y. In Step 2 we study the subset I'y(1) of the vertex set H(n) of I' consising of all
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elements h which can be reached by a path of length at most four from the vertex 1, so I'y(1)
consists of all elements h € H(n) such that h = hyhs...hy with each h; € S and 0 < k < 4.

Step 2. I'y(1)NH(n) = {1} US’, where S :={[z,y] :x € X \ {1},y e Y\ {1}}.

Let T'y(1) := I'4(1) N H(n)'. Clearly 1 € T'y(1) and I'y(1) € #H(n)’. Suppose that
h € T'y(1) \ {1}, so b = hyhy...h with each h; € S and 1 < k < 4. Choose such an
expression for h with & minimal. Note in particular that h € H(n)" and hence ¢(h) = 1,
with ¢ as above. If all the h; € X \ {1} then h € X, and since h # 1 it follows from [10,
Lemma 2.1] that ¢(h) # 1 which is a contradiction. We obtain a similar contradiction if all
the h; liein Y\ {1}. Hence 2 < k < 4 and not all the h; lie in the same set, X'\ {1} or Y\ {1}.
Next if there exists a unique ¢ such that h; € X\ {1}, then ¢(h) = ¢(h;)-a for some a € ¢(Y'),
and again we find that ¢(h) # 1, and obtain a contradiction. Thus at least two of the h; lie
in X \ {1} and, similarly, at least two of the h; lie in Y\ {1}. This means that k = 4, and
exactly two of the h; lie in X \ {1}, say « and ', and exactly two of the h; lie in Y\ {1}, say
y and y'. Then ¢(h) = ¢(xx’) - ¢(yy'). If at least one of xz’ or yy' is nontrivial then ¢(h) # 1
by [10, Lemma 2.1], and we have a contradiction. Thus 2/ = x™! =z and y = y~! = y.
Further, if h; = h;yy for some ¢ we would have h;h; 7 = 1 and obtain a shorter expression
for h. Thus the minimality of & implies that h = zyzy = [x,y], or h = yzyz = [y, 2] = [z, 1]
(where the last equality uses the facts that each of x,y and [z,y] is equal to its inverse).
Thus Step 2 is proved.

Step 3. Aut(X); fixes setwise the subset S’ of V(I') in Step 2, and acts transitively on S’.

By Step 1, we have H(n)’ <Aut(X). Thus a tha € H(n)' for all a in the vertex stabiliser
Aut(X), and h € H(n)'. Since H(n) acts on V(I') = H(n) by right multiplication, the image
of the vertex h € H(n) under a € Aut(X); is

he — (1h)a — 1ha — 1oflha — Oé_lhOé.

This implies that Aut(X); fixes setwise the subset H(n)" of V(I'). Since Aut(X); also fixes
I4(1) setwise, and fixes the vertex 1, it follows that Aut(X); fixes (I'4(1) N H(n)) \ {1}
setwise. By Step 2, we have (I'y(1) N H(n))\ {1} ={[z,y] :z € X\ {1}, y e Y\ {1}} = 5".
Recall that Aut(X) x Aut(Y') < Aut(2); and, since Aut(X) x Aut(Y') normalises H(n), that
Aut(X) x Aut(Y) acts on V(I') = H(n) via its natural action. Since Aut(X) is transitive
on X \ {1} and Aut(Y) is transitive on Y \ {1}, it follows that Aut(X) x Aut(Y’), and hence
also Aut(X);, is transitive on S’. Thus Step 3 is proved.

Step 4. A final contradiction.

For the final part of the proof we analyse a Cayley graph related to I', namely the graph
A = Cay(H(n),S US’). Note that the right multiplication action of H(n) yields H(n)
as a subgroup of automorphisms of the graphs I' := Cay(#H(n), S) and Cay(H(n),S’), and
hence also H(n) < Aut(A). Moreover, since Aut(X) = Aut(I'), the group Aut(X),, in its
natural action on V(A) = H(n), leaves S invariant, and by Step 3, Aut(X); also leaves S’
invariant (and is transitive on it), and hence Aut(X); leaves S U S’ invariant. Therefore also
Aut(X); < Aut(A) and hence, since Aut(X) = H(n) Aut(X);, we have Aut(X) < Aut(A).
Now A(1) = SUS and S’ NS =0, and Aut(X); is transitive on S’
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We claim that also S is an orbit of Aut(X);. The set SU {1} = X UY is invariant
under Aut(X);, and in the proof of Step 3 we noted that the subgroup Aut(X) x Aut(Y') of
Aut(X); is transitive on each of X \ {1} and Y\ {1}. Moreover we are assuming that Aut(X)
is transitive on V(X) and hence, since ¥ is locally 2-arc-transitive, Aut(X) is transitive on
the arcs of ¥. Thus Aut(X) contains an element o which maps the arc (X,Y) of ¥ to the
arc (Y, X). Since X is the clique graph of I' (Lemma 23(1)), X,Y (as subsets of H(n)) are
maximal cliques of I and are interchanged by . In particular, o induces an automorphism
of the subgraph of I'" induced on X UY. The identity 1 is adjacent in I' to every vertex of
S, while each other vertex z € S is adjacent to only |X| — 1 elements of SU {1}. Thus o
must fix 1 and interchange X \ {1} and Y \ {1}. It follows that Aut(X); is transitive on S,
proving the claim. Thus Aut(X) has exactly two orbits on the arcs of A, namely the arcs
(w, z) with wz™! € S and those with wz=t € S’

Next we identify certain small subgraphs of A. For any [z,y] € S" and ¢/ € Y \ {1}, by
Theorem [4.5] (4) we have [[y, z],y] = 1 and [[z,y],y'] =1, so [z,y]y’ = ¢[z,y], and

(LY, [z, 9]y, [x,9],1)

is a 4-arc of A. Moreover, since [z,yly’ ¢ S U.S’, it follows that the subgraph of A induced
on C(z,y,vy) == {1, ¢/, [z, 9]y, [x,y]} is a 4-cycle.

Now we choose 2’ = 25 € Xy and a = 21 € X, b = y; € Y} so that [a,b] € S’. These
elements arise as images under o as follows: there exists [z,y| € S’ such that [z, y]” = [a, ],
and there exists ' € Y such that (y')? = a’. Thus the subgraph of A induced on C’ :=
C(z,y,y")7 = {1,2,([z,y]y')?, [a,b]} is a 4-cycle including the 2-arc ([a,b],1,2"). Thus,
setting z := ([x,y]y’)?, this 4-cycle is (1,2, z,[a, ], 1) and hence z = sz’ = t[a, b] for some
s,t € SUS’. As these four vertices are pairwise distinct, sz’ # 1 and tsz’ = [a, b] # 1.

Each of ¢, s lies in either S or S’, giving four possible combinations. We obtain a con-
tradiction from each possibility as follows. First, if both ¢,s € S’, then 2’ = st[a,b] and
stla,b] € H(n) while 2/ € X \ {1}, and we have a contradiction since by [10, Lemma
2.1], ¢(2') # 1 while ¢(stla,b]) = 1. Next suppose that t € S" and s € S. Then
sz’ = tla,b] € H(n) and hence ¢(sz’) = ¢(t[a,b]) = 1, which implies that sz’ = 1 (by
[10, Lemma 2.1}), a contradiction. Thirdly, suppose that s,t € S. Then tsz’ = [a,b] € H(n)’
and hence ¢(tsz’) = ¢([a,b]) = 1. Again we conclude that tsz’ = 1 by [10, Lemma 2.1],
which is a contradiction.

This leaves the case t € S, s € S’, and hence ¢(2') = ¢(sz') = ¢(t[a,b]) = ¢(t). Then
by [10, Lemma 2.1, we must have t € X \ {1} and ¢(2') = ¢(¢) implies that t = 2’. Thus
2'sx’ = [a,b] and so s = 2'[a, b]2’ = [a,b]* € ', which implies that [a, b][[a, b], 2] = [a, b]* =
s = [c,d] for some ¢ € X \ {1} and d € Y \ {1}. Now ¢ = z;, %4, ... 7, and d = y;,y;, - - - Yj,
for some w;,,z;,, ...,z € Xo and vy;,,Yj,,-..,¥;, € Yy, and we choose these expressions
with &, ¢ minimal. We now apply Theorem (6) to [c,d], observing that [a,b|H(n); =
[c, d|H(n)s, recalling that a = z; € X and b = y; € Y)), and using the fact that the cosets
[, y;,]H(n)s, for 1 < u,v < n, form a basis for #(n)'/H(n)s = C} (see Theorem B35 (3)).
We deduce that k = ¢ =1, so that a = ¢ = z;;, = 21 and b = d = y;, = y1. The equality
la, b][[a, b], '] = [c,d] then implies that [[a,b], '] = 1, that is to say, [[z1,y1], 2] = 1, which
contradicts Theorem (3). Thus AutI' acts intransitively on the vertices of I', and I is
semisymmetric, completing the proof of Theorem [I.3] 0
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Remark 5.1 To prove ¥ is semisymmertic in case n = 2, we make use of a Magma [I]
computation, which we now describe. First, the group #(2) is input in the category GrpFP
via the presentation given in Definition [[L2l Next, the pQuotient command is used to
construct the largest 2-quotient H2 of H(2) having lower exponent-2 class at most 100 as
group in the category GrpPC. Comparing the orders of these groups, we find |H(2)| = |H2|,
so that H(2) = H2. Next we construct the graph ¥. Computation shows that X is edge-
transitive but not vertex-transitive, and has valency 4. We have made available the Magma
programs in the following Appendix.

Appendix: Magma programs used in the proof of The-
orem in the case n = 2.

Input the group H(2):

G<x1,x2,y1l,y2>:=Group<x1,x2,yl,y2| x1°2, x272, y1°2, y272,
(x1,x2)=(y1,y2)=1,

(x1,y1)"2=(x1,y2) "2=(x2,y1) "2=(x2,y2) "2=1,

((x1,y1),x2)"2=((x1,y1),y2)=1,

((x1,y2),x2)"2=((x1,y2) ,y1)=1,

((x2,y1),x1)"2=((x2,y1) ,y2)=1,

((x2,y2) ,x1)"2=((x2,y2) ,y1)=1,

(x1, ((x1,y1),x2))=(x2, ((x1,y1),x2))=(y1, ((x1,y1),x2))=(y2, ((x1,y1) ,x2))=1,
(x1, ((x1,y1),y2))=(x2, ((x1,y1),y2))=(y1, ((x1,y1),y2))=(y2, ((x1,y1),y2))=1,
(x1, ((x1,y2),x2))=(x2, ((x1,y2) ,x2))=(y1, ((x1,y2),x2))=(y2, ((x1,y2) ,x2))=1,
(x1, ((x1,y2) ,y1))=(x2, ((x1,y2) ,y1))=(y1, ((x1,y2) ,y1))=(y2, ((x1,y2) ,y1))=1,
(x1, ((x2,y1) ,x1))=(x2, ((x2,y1) ,x1))=(y1, ((x2,y1) ,x1))=(y2, ((x2,y1) ,x1))=1,
(x1, ((x2,y1),y2))=(x2, ((x2,y1) ,y2))=(y1, ((x2,y1) ,y2))=(y2, ((x2,y1) ,y2))=1,
(x1, ((x2,y2) ,x1))=(x2, ((x2,y2) ,x1))=(y1, ((x2,y2) ,x1))=(y2, ((x2,y2) ,x1))=1,
(x1, ((x2,y2) ,y1))=(x2, ((x2,y2) ,y1))=(y1, ((x2,y2) ,y1))=(y2, ((x2,y2) ,y1))=1>;

Construct the largest 2-quotient group of H(2) having lower exponent-2 class at most 100
as group in the category GrpPC:

H2,q:=pQuotient(G,2,100);

Order of H2 (The result shows that |H2| = |H(2)|, and so H2 = H(2)):
FactoredOrder (H2) ;

Construct the graph >:
X:=sub<H2|x1,x2>; Y:=sub<H2|yl,y2>;
Vsigmal:={};

for g in H2 do

Xg:={};

for a in X do

Include(“Xg, ax*g);

end for;

Include(~Vsigmal,Xg) ;
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end for;

Vsigma2:={};

for g in H2 do

Yg:={};

for b in Y do

Include(~Yg, bx*g);

end for;
Include(~Vsigma2,Yg) ;

end for;

Vsigma:=Vsigmal join Vsigma2;
Esigma:={{x,y}: x in Vsigmal, y in Vsigma2 | #(x meet y) ne 0};
Sigma:=Graph<Vsigma|Esigma>;

Test if 3 is a tetravalent semisymmetric graph:

IsVertexTransitive(Sigma) ;
IsEdgeTransitive(Sigma) ;
Valence(Sigma);
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