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QUASIRANDOM AND QUASISIMPLE GROUPS

MARCO BARBIERI AND LUCA SABATINI

ABSTRACT. Fix € > 0. We say that a finite group G is e-quasirandom if every
nontrivial irreducible complex representation of G has degree at least |G|°. In
this paper, we give a structure theorem for large e-quasirandom groups, and
we completely classify the %—quasirandom groups.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Preliminaries 3
3. Quasirandom groups of affine type 9
4. Proof of the main theorems 11
Appendix: Quasirandom degree of finite simple groups 18
References 19

1. INTRODUCTION

Informally, a finite group is called quasirandom if its nontrivial complex irre-
ducible representations have “large” degree, where the precise meaning of “large”
depends on context. The terminology was introduced explicitly in [11], where
the name arises because dense Cayley graphs in quasirandom groups are quasir-
andom graphs in the sense of Chung, Graham, and Wilson [6]. This property
had already been used implicitly to construct expander graphs in [22, 9]. After
Gowers’ groundbreaking paper, quasirandom groups have been at the center of
spectacular development. Bourgain and Gamburd [3] used the quasirandomness
of SLa(p) to show that random Cayley graphs on these groups are expanders
with high probability. Their work has inspired an impressive series of articles,
culminating in [4]. In a more subtle way, quasirandomness played a key role in
Helfgott’s work [13] and generalizations, most notably [5, 20, 8]. Tao dedicated
an entire chapter of his book [25] to quasirandom groups.

As said, being quasirandom is a quantitative property. For applications to expan-
sion in Cayley graphs, one needs that every nontrivial irreducible representation
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has degree at least |G|°, for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of the size of G.
This motivates the following definition:

Definition. Let ¢ > 0. A finite group G is e-quasirandom if every nontrivial
irreducible complex representation of G has degree at least |G|°.

It is well known that the finite simple groups of Lie type are e-quasirandom for

some £ > 0 which depends only on the rank [15], a fact that is exploited in all
the papers we mentioned above. A more general discussion on quasirandomness
is taken by Babai, Nikolov and Pyber [2], and Nikolov and Pyber [19]. The
celebrated Gowers’ trick [19] says that, if G is e-quasirandom and S C G is a large
subset, namely |S| > |G|'~3, then S = G. This fact, as well as other natural
invariants of GG, can be used to characterize quasirandomness. Such equivalences
look particularly nice when expressed in the exponential regime (see Theorem 2.6
below).
The algebraic structure of quasirandom groups remains unexplored. The present
article was born from our need to answer the question: what, concretely, is a
quasirandom group? In the first main result we describe the large e-quasirandom
groups, for any fixed ¢ > 0. They are precisely the groups whose quotient by
the solvable radical is a relatively large direct product of boundedly many finite
simple groups of Lie type of bounded rank.

Theorem A. Fize > 0. If G is an e-quasirandom group, then |G/Sol(G)| > |G|.
If |G| is sufficiently large depending on €, then G/Sol(G) is a direct product of
boundedly many finite simple groups of Lie type of bounded rank.

Conversely, suppose that G is perfect, |G/Sol(G)| > |G|¢, and that G/Sol(G) is e-

quasirandom. If |G| is sufficiently large depending on e, then G is %—quasz’mndom.

For the second main result, we study the groups that are e-quasirandom with
a relatively large . It is a widespread belief that (PSL2(q))4>4 is the “most
quasirandom” family of groups [23, 28], but not much is known. Not only this
is actually the case, but we prove that the vast majority of highly quasirandom
groups are quasisimple, shedding a good light on the issue.

Theorem B. Let G be a %—quasz’mndom group. Then one of the following holds:
(a) G = (F3)® x SL3(3);
(b) G is a perfect central extension of (Fyr)* x Spy(2f), f > 6;
(¢) G is quasisimple.

The low dimensional representations of the quasisimple groups are known [26],
thus it is an easy (although laborious) task to recover the full list of the %—
quasirandom groups from Theorem B. An interesting consequence is the following:

Corollary C. FEvery %-quasz’mndom group 1s quasisimple.

The constant % is best possible, precisely because of the family in Theorem
B(b). On the other hand, the value % is the result of a compromise, as with
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our machinery and more work one can obtain a deeper classification. There are
some reasons to prefer %: first, it is small enough to provide Corollary C. Second,
it makes the theorem sharp in some sense, because there exist infinitely many
nonquasisimple groups which are (% — ¢)-quasirandom, for any £ > 0 (see Section
3). It also makes the proof a little cleaner, because every %-quasirandom group
has a unique maximal normal subgroup (Lemma 4.8). We point out that similar
methods are useful to study quasirandomnes at other regimes different from the
exponential, which could be of interest as well (see also Remark 4.6). The shallow

version of Theorem B is the following:

Corollary D. The only %—quasz’mndom groups are the sporadic simple groups Ji
and O'N.

We will actually prove Corollary D as a “baby” Theorem B. The philosophy be-

hind the proofs is that quasirandom groups are pretty rigid, and lend themselves
very little to nontrivial extensions, especially the noncentral ones. To make this
idea really say something, we use various properties of the finite simple groups
and their representations. Particularly for Theorem B, we need a detailed (i.e.
quantitative) analysis of quasirandom degrees, modular and projective represen-
tations.
The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the (exponential)
quasirandom degree €(G) of a finite group, and give basic results about quasisim-
ple groups, modular and projective representations. In Section 3, we provide some
highly quasirandom nonquasisimple groups: they are of affine type as in Theorem
B(b). We prove the main theorems in Section 4. Fundamental to our discussion
is the knowledge of the quasirandom degrees of the finite simple groups, so we
collect these data in the Appendix.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Minimal degree of a nontrivial representation. In this paper, every
group is finite. For a nontrivial finite group G, we denote by Dy(G) the minimal
degree of a nontrivial irreducible complex representation of GG, that is,

Do(G) := min{dim(7) | 7 € Irr(G) \ {1}}.
We start with the following, which appears as [25, Ex. 1.3.2].
Lemma 2.1. Let N << G be a nontrivial proper normal subgroup. Then
Dyo(G/N) > Dy(G).
If the previous inequality is strict, then
Dy(G) > Do(N).

Proof. Each nontrivial irreducible representation of G/N provides a nontrivial
representation of G. The first inequality follows. For the second one, suppose
there exists m € Irr(G) such that dim(7) = Do(G) < Do(G/N). Observe that the
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restriction 7|, of  to N is nontrivial: otherwise N C Ker(7), and 7 would induce
a nontrivial irreducible representation of G/N whose degree is dim(7), against
the minimality of Do(G/N). Therefore, 7 x contains a nontrivial irreducible
representation of N, and so dim(w) = dim(m, ) > Do(N). O

Lemma 2.2. If G acts nontrivially on a finite set Q, then Do(G) < |Q] — 1.

Proof. Recall that Sym(n) has a natural embedding into GL,,, and that any per-
mutation representation contains the trivial representation, because the diagonal
subspace is fixed by every element of G. (]

We can obtain some useful bounds by considering the natural actions of G.

Corollary 2.3. The following inequalities hold:
(i) if H < G is a proper subgroup, then
|G : H| > Do(G/Coreq(H)) + 1;
(1) if N < G is a noncentral normal subgroup, then
IN| > Dy(G/Ca(N)) +2;
(131) if C C G is a nontrivial conjugacy class, then
|IC| > Do(G)+1.

Proof. Use Lemma 2.2 on: the action of G/Coreg(H) on the right cosets of H by

multiplication; the action of G/Cg(IN) on N \ {1} by conjugation; the action of
G on C by conjugation. O

We would like to mention some connections between Dg(G) and other impor-
tant parameters associated to a finite group: the number of conjugacy classes
k(G), the representation growth r,(G), and the minimal index of a proper sub-
group, i.e. ¢(G) :=ming.q |G : H|.

Remark 2.4. By standard results in representation theory, we can write
IGl= > dim(m)® > 1+ (k(G) — 1)Dg(G)*.
melrr(G)

Let G be an e-quasirandom group. It follows that e < 1, and k(G) < |G| 7%.
Moreover, the number r,(G) of the inequivalent irreducible representations of

degree n is polynomially bounded, namely r,(G) < nf 2 for all n (see [21,
Lemma 25]).

Remark 2.5. Using the Classification of the Finite Simple Groups, Nikolov and
Pyber [19] have proved that there is an absolute constant ¢ such that

((G) < ¢Dy(G)?

for every finite perfect group G. A converse inequality, Do(G) < ¢(G), follows
from the previous lemmas. Lev [16] proved that ¢(G) < |G|*® for every finite
group G whose order is not a prime (equality is achieved by groups of order
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p?). From Corollaries C and D, we obtain Do(G) < |G|%2'3 whenever G is not
quasisimple, and Do (G) < |G|%3464 for every finite group.

2.2. Quasirandom degree. Let G be a nontrivial finite group. We introduce
the (exponential) quasirandom degree of G by

E(G) = log‘G| DO(G)

By definition, Do(G) = |G|5(“), and (@) is the maximum ¢ € [0, 1) such that G
is an e-quasirandom group. Observe that e(G) > 0 if and only if G is perfect. We

now report the theorem of Nikolov and Pyber mentioned in the Introduction:

Theorem 2.6 (Theorem 3.1 in [19]). Let G be a finite perfect group. The following
statements are roughly equivalent, in the sense that if one statement holds for a
small constant € > 0, then all others hold with constants that are a positive fraction
of e:

G is e-quasirandom;

every proper subgroup of G has index at least |G|¢;

for every subset S of size at least |G|'~¢ we have S® = G;

every product-free subset of G has size at most |G|'~¢.

Let N <G be a proper normal subgroup. From an easy computation, we write

e(G) = (G )’1010%D0(G) 'log\G/N]'
gDo(G/N)  log|G]|
(We remark here that, when we consider a ratio of logarithms, the base can be
chosen arbitrarily.) It is immediate from the equality above and Lemma 2.1 that
e(G/N) > €(G), with equality if and only if N is trivial. We will use this fact
throughout the article without mentioning it.

We now give a simple but very useful inequality. Let N << G be a proper normal
subgroup. By the definition of quasirandom degree, and Lemma 2.1,

|G| = Do(G)"/5(Y) < Do(G/N)V(.
Hence, substituting |G| = |G/N||N|, we obtain
Dy (G/N)'/&(@)
|G/N]

What makes (2.1) so useful is that in many occasions we barely know that £(G)
is large, but we have a good knowledge of G/N. The next lemma provides a
gap between €(G) and €(G/N) when N is abelian but noncentral, and it greatly
simplifies the proof of Theorem B.

(2.1) IN| <

Lemma 2.7. Let N <G be a noncentral abelian normal subgroup. Then
(G)

e(G/N) > T—e@)
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Proof. Since N is abelian, we have N C Cg(N) # G. Combining Lemma 2.1,
Corollary 2.3(ii), and (2.1), we write
Do(G/N) < Do(G/Ca(N))
<|N]|
Dy(G/N)'/<()
a |G/N]|

Writing Do(G/N) = |G/N|[$(/N) | we obtain

e(G/N)
|G/NIEEN) < |G /N| =
and the result is proven by comparing the exponents. O

Lemma 2.7 may fail if N is central: for instance, we have
€(SLa(7)) =~ 0.1889, &(PSLy(7)) =~ 0.2144,
and
(SLa(7))
1 —e(SLa(7))
Such a phenomenon suggests that quasisimple groups are strong candidates look-

ing for highly quasirandom groups, because €(G) can be very close to e(G/Z(G)).
We now estimate the quasirandom degree of a direct product.

e(PSLy(7)) <

Lemma 2.8. Let A and B be two finite groups, and suppose that e(A) < e(B).
Then
e(A) e(B)
2 2

Proof. We have Dy(A x B) = min{D(A),Dy(B)}, so that we can write

log (min{Dy(A),Dy(B)})
log(|A[|BI)
log (min{ 454, |BE()})
log |A| + log | B|
min{log | A|,log | B|}
" log|A| + log |B|

< eg(AxB) <

e(Ax B) =

e(B)

e(B)
5
The proof of the other inequality is similar. O

<

Corollary 2.9. Let (G;)I, be finite groups and suppose €(G1) < ... < e(Gy).
Then e(Ay)/n <e([]i, Ai) < e(A4n)/n.
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2.3. Quasisimple groups. We recall that a central extension of a group @ is a
short exact sequence

1> N<—>G—Q —1

where N C Z(G). If G is perfect, then G is a perfect central extension. A finite
group is quasisimple if it is a perfect central extension of a nonabelian finite simple
group, that is, G is perfect and G/Z(G) is simple.

It is a key property of perfect groups that, if G is perfect, then there is a unique
universal perfect central extension of G, which we denote by G. This extension
is obtained by choosing N isomorphic to the Schur multiplier of G, that is, the
second homology group H?(G,Z). For more details on this, we refer to [1, Sec.
33].

The next two lemmas are essentially well known. We write down Lemma 2.11
below, which is a little more general, and will be useful later.

Lemma 2.10. Let G be a quasisimple group, and let N < G be a proper normal
subgroup. Then N C Z(G), and G/N is again quasisimple. Moreover, a perfect
central extension of a quasisimple group is quasisimple.

Proof. See [1, (31.2) and (33.5)]. O

Lemma 2.11. Let G be a finite perfect group. Let N C Z(G), and N < No < G
such that No/N C Z(G/N). Then Ny C Z(G).

Proof. Let Z = Z(G). We first show that Z(G/N) = Z/N. It is clear that Z/N C
Z(G/N). On the other hand, Z(G/N) is certainly contained in the projection of
Z(G/Z)in G/N. By Griin’s Lemma [12] we have Z(G/Z) = 1,80 Z(G/N) C Z/N.
Now from the hypotheses we have Ng/N C Z/N, ie. Ny C Z. O

We conclude this subsection with the following observation, which is useful for
an inductive argument.

Lemma 2.12. Let G be a nonquasisimple group in which all the proper quotients
are quasisimple. Then either G has a unique minimal normal subgroup, or G is
the direct product of two nonabelian finite simple groups.

Proof. We first notice that either G is a group of prime order, or it is perfect. In
the first case the statement is trivial, thus we can suppose that G is perfect.

Let us suppose that Ny and N» are two distinct minimal normal subgroups of
G, so that Ny N Ny = 1. Let H = N3N, and note that G/N; is quasisimple for
i € {1,2}. If G = H, then G is the direct product of finite simple factors. In par-
ticular, it is easy to see that these factors must be precisely two and nonabelian.
Aiming for a contradiction, suppose H # G. Since all the proper normal sub-
groups of a quasisimple group are central, H/N; C Z(G/N;) for both ¢ € {1,2}.
Let h € H and g € G. For each i € {1,2}, we have

[h, g]N; = [hN;, gN;] C N;.
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It follows that [h,g] € N3 N Ny = 1, and since h € H is arbitrary, we conclude
H C Z(G). Finally, by Lemma 2.10, G itself is quasisimple, against our initial
assumption. U

2.4. Linear and projective representations. So far, we have only dealt with
complex linear representations, but modular and projective representations will
be a key tool in the proof of Theorem B. For a prime r > 2, we use D,.(G) to
denote the minimal degree of a nontrivial irreducible modular representation of
G over a field of characteristic . We recall that a projective representation of G
is a representation of a perfect central extension of G. Equivalently, it is a group
homomorphism

p: G— PGL(V).
The degree of the representation is the dimension of V. As for linear representa-
tions, we denote by Ro(G) the minimal degree of a nontrivial complex projective
representation, and by R, (G) the minimal degree of a nontrivial projective rep-
resentation over a field of characteristic r. We remark that, if G is finite and
perfect, and G is its universal perfect central extension, then

RO(G) = DO(G) < DO(G)7 and RT(G) = DT(G) < DT’(G)

In the remainder of this subsection, we focus on the projective representations
of finite simple groups of Lie type. We recall that, if G is a group of Lie type
over a field of characteristic p, then a modular representation of G over a vector
space V' is in natural characteristic when the characteristic of V' is p, while it is
in cross-characteristic otherwise.

Lemma 2.13. Let L be a finite simple group of Lie type over Fq, q = pl. IfV is
a vector space in natural characteristic p on which L acts nontrivially, then

V| > ¢Reb),
Proof. 1t follows immediately from the definition. O

For the proof of Theorem B, we need detailed informations about the %—

quasirandom finite simple groups. The infinite families of %—quasirandom simple
groups are

PSL4(q) with d € {2,3}, Sp4(q) with g even,
Go(q) with ¢ = 3(mod 6), 2Bs(¢?), 2Ga(¢?).

The relevant informations can be recovered from [15, 24] for classical groups, and
from [17, Sec. 4] for exceptional groups (see also the Appendix). We collect these
data in Table 1.

We denote by ¢;(q) the ¢-th cyclotomic polynomial in the variable g. The value
of §1is 1ifr=2,¢g=37, f > 2, or r =3, 3 divides ¢ — 1, and it is 0 otherwise.
The value of d5 is 1 if r = 2, and 0 otherwise.
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L Comments Dy (L) Ry (L) R.(L),r#p Ry(L)

PSLs(q) q even g—1 g—1 g—1 2
¢ =1(mod4) % &21 % 5

¢ = 3 (mod 4) % q;21 % 2

PSLs(q)  q#2.4 alg+1) (g +1) ¢ +q—1 3
Sp4(q) g even %Q(q -1)? %Q(q -1)? %q(q -1)? 4
G2(q) ¢ =3(mod6) |  d3(q)¢6(q) ¢3(@)ds(a)  ds(@)dsla) —d1 7
2Bso(q?) g = V22mHT gq% (q)p2(q) qun(q)sbz(q) ?wmqm(q) 4
2Ga(q®) g =V32mHT $12(q) $12(q) $12(q) — &2 7

TABLE 1. The %—quasirandom simple groups of Lie type.

Remark 2.14. We observe that, if L is a %—quasirandom simple group of Lie type,
in cross-characteristic we have

R, (L) > Do(L) — 1.

Moreover, we point out that the comparison between Ro(L) and R,(L) (r # p)
can be explicitly found, for all simple groups of Lie type, in [26, Sec. 3.

3. QUASIRANDOM GROUPS OF AFFINE TYPE

In this short section, we provide some highly quasirandom nonquasisimple
groups. The key tool is Lemma 3.2 below. Before giving the results, we revise
some notions from the representation theory of finite groups. Let V be a finite
vector space, and let V* be its dual space. We remark that V* = Hom(V,C*). If
¢ : V — V is a homomorphism of vector spaces, then ¢* : V* — V* is defined by

¢°(f) == ¢of.

Let K be a finite group. If p : K — GL(V) is a representation of K, then the
dual representation p* : K — GL(V*) is defined by

pr(9) = plg™")

for every g € K. It is well known that the representations p and p* are not
isomorphic in general.
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Lemma 3.1. Let V be a finite vector space, and K < GL(V). Then the number
of orbits of K on V equals the number of orbits of K on V*.

Proof. Let V = (F,;)" and g € K. The number of g-fixed points in V' is gdim(Ker(g=1))
while the number of g-fixed points in V* is qdim(K”((gil)T_I ), where g7 is the
transpose of g. Now dim(Ker(g — I)) is the multiplicity of 1 as an eigenvalue of
g. We remark that the eigenvalues of (¢~1)7 are the eigenvalues of g~—!, which
are the inverses of the eigenvalues of g. In particular, the two quantities above
are equal. Since g is arbitrary, the proof follows from Burnside’s lemma, i.e. the

number of orbits is equal to the average number of fixed points. O

Lemma 3.2. Let G =V x K be a 2-transitive affine group. Then
Dy(G) = Dy(K).

Proof. Since K is a quotient of G, it is sufficient to show that Do(G) > Do (K). We
first notice that K acts nontrivially on V'\ {0}, so Do(K) < |V|—2 from Lemma
2.2. Moreover, we can identify V* with Irr(V'). Let 7 € Irr(G) \ {1}. If m)y is
the trivial representation of V', then 7 € Irr(G/V') is an irreducible representation
of K. In particular, dim(7) > Dg(K). On the other hand, if 7y is a nontrivial
representation of V', then, by Clifford theory, there is an irreducible character
6 € Irr(V) \ {1} such that dim(7) is a multiple of |K : I ()|, where I (#) is the
inertia subgroup of §. From Lemma 3.1, K acts transitively on Irr(V') \ {1}. By
the orbit-stabilizer theorem, we have

K : Ik (0)] = 05| = V] - 1.
From the discussion above, we obtain
dim(7) > |[V| — 1 > Dy(K).

Since 7 € Irr(G) \ {1} is arbitrary, we conclude that Do(G) > Dy(K) as desired.
U

Example 3.3. Let ¢ > 4 range among the powers of 2, and let G, = (F,)* x
Sp4(q). Since Sp,(q) is transitive on (F,)* \ {0}, from Lemma 3.2 we have

e(Gy) = 8 i))(; (|Sc?q4| (@)

g(q —1)°
. log < 5 )
log(¢*(¢* = 1)(¢* — 1))’

A direct computation shows that this value is more than % for ¢ > 64, and it

lies between % — @ and 1—34, for all ¢. In particular, lim, ;. e(Gy) = (%)_
Similarly, if ¢ is a prime power and H, = (F,)? x SLa(g), then from Lemma 3.2

we have
e(H,) = log Do(SL2(q))
4 log |H,|
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A direct computation shows that e(H,) lies between 571 — ¢~ and 57! for all ¢,
so in particular limg, 4o €(Hy) = ().

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREMS

4.1. Proof of Theorem A. We immediately prove the second part of the theo-
rem. We restate it as follows.

Lemma 4.1. Fize,0 > 0, and let G be a perfect group. Suppose that G/Sol(Q)
is e-quasirandom, and that |G/Sol(G)| > |GI°. If |G| is sufficiently large with
respect to € and §, then G is ?—quasz’mndom.

Proof. By [8, Lemma 4.10], we have
Dy(G) > c¢Do(G/Sol(G))"/?,

where c is an absolute constant. Looking back at [19], we check that ¢ = 10719
works. It follows that

’G’e(G) > 10—10‘G/SOZ(G)‘e(G/Sol(G))/27
and passing to the logarithms,
£(G) > e(G/Sol(G)) log|G/Sol(G)|  10log10
- 2 log |G| log |G|
The proof follows. O

The main idea behind the other direction of Theorem A is the following. Under
the hypothesis that Sol(G) = 1, we prove that G = F*(G), the generalized Fitting
subgroup of G. If this is not the case, then G/F*(G) has a nontrivial simple
quotient L. We use the quasirandomness of L to obtain an upper bound on
|G|, while Bender’s theorem and other considerations provide a lower bound on
|F*(G)|. These inequalities fight each other, giving the desired contradiction. A
similar argument will be used in a portion of the proof of Theorem B. Going into
details, we start reporting the Schreier conjecture, which is now a theorem as a
consequence of the Classification of the Finite Simple Groups.

Theorem 4.2 (Schreier conjecture). If L is a finite simple group, then the group
of the outer automorphisms Out(L) is solvable.

The following two observations concern sections of finite groups.

Remark 4.3. Let N < G, and suppose that a section Hy/Ny = L of G is simple.
Then N C Ny, or NNy = Hy. In the first case L appears as a section of G/N,
while in the second case L appears as a section of V.

Lemma 4.4. Let Q be a finite set, and let N < H < Sym(Q2). If H/N = L is
simple, then Sym(Q)) has a subgroup isomorphic to L.
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Proof. Let |Q)] = n, z € Q, and work by induction on n. Let H, be stabilizer of x.
We claim that NH, /N is a corefree subgroup of H/N of index at most n. First,

|(H/N):(NH,/N)|=|H:NH,| <|H: H,| <n.
Now, if NH, is neither N nor H, then the proof is finished by the fact that
H/N is simple. In the first case |H/N| < n, and the proof follows by the Cayley
embedding theorem. If NH, = H, then H,/H, " N = H/N = L, hence by

induction Sym(Q\{z}) and so Sym(£2) has a subgroup isomorphic to L, as desired.
U

In the following remark, we discuss the asymptotic behaviour of Dy(L) and
e(L), when L is a finite simple group, and |L| — 4o00. Of course, we do not care
about the sporadic simple groups in this context.

Remark 4.5. For n > 6,

log(n — 1)
Dy (Al =n—1 Al =——.
W(AlR(n) =n 1, and s(Ale(n)) = T
In particular, for L = Alt(n), we have
log |L| log log | L|
Do(L) ~ ——— d L)~ ———
(L) loglog|L|’ and  e(L) log | L|

when |L| — +o00. These are the less quasirandom among the nonabelian finite
simple groups. If L = L4(q) is a finite simple group of Lie type, then it is easy to
check from the Appendix that

-1
¢ * < Do(Lalq) < ¢,

and
10717 < e(Lglq)) < 1047

In particular, if L = Ly(q) and ¢ is fixed, then Dgy(L) is comparable with ¢V log|L]
while (L) is comparable with Tl

Proof of Theorem A. After Lemma 4.1, we have only to prove the first part of the
theorem. Fix ¢ > 0. From Corollary 2.3(i), it is clear that |G/Sol(G)| > |G|°.
Moreover, G/Sol(G) is again e-quasirandom. Up to replacing G with G/Sol(G),
we can assume that G has a trivial solvable radical. Now it is well known that the
generalized Fitting subgroup F' = F*(G) coincides with the socle of G, and it is the
direct product of nonabelian simple groups T;’s. Let F' = [[,(7;)™, where n; > 1
for each i. Moreover, as Cq(F') C F [1, (31.13)], we have Cq(F) =Z(F) = 1. It
follows that G can be embedded as a subgroup of

Aut(F) = HAut(TZ-)"i X Sym(n;).

In particular, all the composition factors of G/F lie as sections of one among
Out(T;) or Sym(n;), for some i. We claim that G = F. Otherwise, it is easy to
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see that G/F has a simple quotient L which is e-quasirandom. By the definition
of quasirandom degree, we have

(4.1) |G| < Do(L)Ye.

So, if Dg(L) is bounded, then |G| is bounded. Let n = max; n;, so that |F'| > 60".
From Remark 4.3 and Theorem 4.2, L has to appear as a section of Alt(n). From
Lemma 4.4, Sym(n) has a subgroup isomorphic to L. From Lemma 2.2 we obtain
Dy(L) < n, and so

|F| > 60D,

When Dg(L) is sufficiently large, this gives a contradiction to (4.1). We have
proven that G/Sol(G) = F*(G/Sol(G)), so G/Sol(G) is an e-quasirandom direct
product of finite simple groups, say G/Sol(G) = [[,(T;)™. From Remark 4.5, the
T;’s are all simple groups of Lie type. Let N = > . n;. From Corollary 2.9, we
have ¢ < Do(G/Sol(G)) < N1, so that N < e~!. Moreover, each block (T;)™
has to be e-quasirandom as a quotient of G. From Corollary 2.9 and Remark 4.5,
we have

g (TZ) 10

<

n; — nirank(T;)’

e < e((Ty)™) =

so that n; rank(T;) < 10e for each i. 0

Remark 4.6. An attentive reader will have noticed that a bound of the type
Dy(G) > clog |G] is strong enough to give that G/Sol(G) is the direct product of
nonabelian finite simple groups.

It is natural to ask whether the condition |G/Sol(G)| > |G|° is actually su-
perflous in the second part of Theorem A, as it may be implied by the quasir-
andomness of the sole G/Sol(G). The answer is no, as it can even happen that
|G/Sol(G)] is bounded: it is enough to consider the perfect deleted permutation
module (Cy,)* x Alt(5) when n is large. The following example, where |G/Sol(G)|
is unbounded but too small, is due to S. Eberhard.

Example 4.7. Let p > 5 be a prime, and d > 2. We define G4 as the group of the
2d x 2d upper triangular matrices whose diagonal entries are identical matrices in
SLa(p), and the upper entries are arbitrary 2 x 2 matrices over F,. For instance,

g ko Xk
G3: 0 g * )
0 0 g

where g € SLa(p), and * is arbitrary. We have

1 _ 2
Gal = 5(0* = )" = p*
It can be proven that G is perfect, and its solvable radical is the subgroup where
g € Z(SLa(p)) is a scalar matrix. In particular, G4/Sol(G4) is isomorphic to
PSLy(p), which is 0.34-quasirandom for large p, but its cardinality is less than p3.
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4.2. Proof of Theorem B. We first prove the shallow version of Theorem B.
This is a nice application of (2.1).

Proof of Corollary D. From the data collected in the Appendix, we note that,
among the finite simple groups, J; and O’ N are the only ones whose quasirandom
degree is at least % Suppose that G is of minimal cardinality among the finite
groups satisfying e(G) > % that are not isomorphic to either J; or O’ N. Of course,
there exists a nontrivial proper normal subgroup N of G. We have e(G/N) > %,
and G/N is isomorphic to either J; or O’N. In the former case, from (2.1), we
have
DO(Jl)l/e(G) _ 563
|J1] — 175560
So N =1, a contradiction. Now suppose G/N =2 O’N. From (2.1),

Dy (O'N)/e(&) - 109443
|O'N'| ~ 460815 505920
so that N is the cyclic group of order 2. Since the only nonidentity element of NV
has to be fixed by conjugation, N is central in G. In particular, G is a perfect
central extension of O'N by N. On the other hand, the Schur multiplier of O’ N
has cardinality 3, and such an extension does not exist. O

~ 1.00031.

IN| <

IN| < ~ 2.84446,

The following observation is not really needed in the proof of Theorem B, but
it makes the structure of G more transparent.
Lemma 4.8. Suppose that €(G) > 1, or that €(G) > % and |G| > 2-10%*. Then
G has a unique maximal normal subgroup.

Proof. From Corollary D, for every finite group G we have

e(G) <max{e(J1),e(O'N)} =e(O'N) < %,
while e(G) < % if G is not isomorphic to J; or O'N. Suppose that M; and M,
are two distinct maximal normal subgroups of the group G. Since M;Msy/M; is
a normal subgroup of the simple group G/M;, we obtain that G = M;M,. So
M, /(M; N M) and My/(M; N Ms) are normal subgroups of G/(M; N Mz) with
trivial intersection. It follows that

G/(Ml ﬂMg) = Ml/(Ml N Mg) X Mg/(Ml ﬂMg) = G/M2 X G/Ml

Lemma 2.8 yields

£(6) < £((G/M2) X (G/My)) <

and g(G) < % if neither J; or O’N appears as a quotient of G. If one among .J;
or O'N appears as a quotient, then

|G| < Do(G)® < Do(O'N)® = 109445 < 2-10*,
because Dg(J1) < Do(O'N). O
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We are ready to prove Theorem B. This proof has a number of cases, the most
difficult, which we treat in the end, being the following. We have an abelian mini-
mal normal subgroup N of G such that G/N is quasisimple, and the action of G/N
on N by conjugation provides a projective modular representation of the simple
quotient of G/N, say L. The key point is that the (complex, linear) quasiran-
domness of L controls also the degrees of the modular projective representations.
This gives a lower bound on |N|, which we put against the upper bound given by
(2.1). We start with the details.

Remark 4.9. The veracity of Theorem B has been checked with a computer for
all the finite groups of order up to 2-10%, using the library PerfectGroups in the
GAP System [10].

Let G be a counterexample to Theorem B whose order is minimal. In particular,
e(G) > % and G is not quasisimple. By Lemma 4.8, G has a unique maximal
normal subgroup and cannot be written as a direct product of nontrivial groups.

Therefore, using also Lemma 2.12, we find a chain
1 N MG

where N is the unique minimal normal subgroup of G, and M is the unique
maximal normal subgroup of G. It follows that G/M is isomorphic to a simple
group L satisfying (L) > %, and that N 2 T™" is the direct product of isomorphic
simple groups. We distinguish two cases: either G/N is quasisimple or not. Let
us start from the latter.

G/N 1S NOT QUASISIMPLE. We have €(G/N) > £, and, by the minimality of G,
we are in one of the two cases:

(a) G/N = (F3)* x SL3(3);
(b) G/N is a perfect central extension of (F,)* x Sp,(q), ¢ =2/, f > 6.

If we are in case (a), using (2.1) we obtain

Do((F3)? » SLs(3))° _ 12°
|(F3)3 % SL3(3)] 151632

IN| <

Hence N is trivial, a contradiction.

If we are in case (b), we remark that G/M = Sp,(q) and e(G/N) < 2. Let
N <1 Ny <t M such that G/Ng = (F,)* x Spy(q), No/N C Z(G/N). First suppose
that N is abelian. If N C Z(G), then Ny C Z(G) by Lemma 2.11. Thus G is a
perfect central extension of (F;)? xSp,(q), against the assumptions. If N ¢ Z(G),
then by Lemma 2.7,

3 e(Q) 1

— G/N)> ——— > —.

11> SCN) > = 2 g

This is impossible. It remains the case where N is nonabelian, say N = T"™ where
T is a nonabelian finite simple group. We argue in a similar way as in Theorem
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A: since N is the unique minimal normal subgroup of G, we have C(NN) = 1 and
the same argument works. We have

(4.2) |G| < Dy(Spa(q))®.

Considering the embedding of G into Aut(7T™), and arguing as before, we obtain
Do(Sp,(q)) < n. Since |N| > 60", and 60% > x° for every x > 1, this contradicts
(4.2).

G/N 18 QUASISIMPLE. Let C' = Cg(N). We distinguish three cases.

SUPPOSE THAT C' = (G. Here N is central and G is quasisimple by Lemma 2.10,
a contradiction.

SUPPOSE THAT C = 1. Here N = T™ is the product of nonabelian finite simple
groups, and G is embedded into Aut(7T™). Let G/M = L. Arguing again as in
the proof of Theorem A, we obtain

|G| < Dy(L)°, and |N| > 60D

This is impossible for any value of Do(L).

SUPPOSE THAT N C C' C M. This case will take up the rest of the proof. First,
N is an elementary abelian noncentral subgroup, and Lemma 2.7 provides

e(L) > £(G/N) > i

Moreover, the action of G/N on N by conjugation provides a projective modular
representation of L (recall that G/N is quasisimple). As already explained, the
key idea is that the quasirandomness of G/N gives a lower bound on |N|, which
we put against the upper bound given by (2.1). We observe that Alt(5) and Alt(6)
are %—quasirandom, but if one among them appears as L, then

|G| <Dy(L)” <5° = 3125,
and we can easily work wit a computer (see Remark 4.9). One last time, we divide

the discussion into three cases:

(7) L is a simple group of Lie type over a field of characteristic p, and G/N
induces a projective modular representation of L in cross-characteristic;
(13) L is a simple group of Lie type over a field of characteristic p, and G/N
induces a projective modular representation of L in natural characteristic;
(7i7) L is a sporadic simple group.

LET L BE AS DESCRIBED IN (7). We remark that |L| > Dg(L)3 by Corollary D.
Hence, by (2.1),

Dy(L)°
v < r) < 29 < Do(n)®

From Remark 2.14, and the definition of R, (L) with r # p a prime, we obtain
2D0(L)—1 < 2RT(L) < ’N’ < DO(L)2



QUASIRANDOM AND QUASISIMPLE GROUPS 17

The above inequality is possible only if Dg(L) < 6, which gives
|G| < Do(L)® < 65 = 7776.
This case can be handled computationally.

LET L BE AS DESCRIBED IN (ii). We first deal with L = Sp,(¢q) with ¢ even,
g > 4. Since the Schur multiplier is trivial, we have N = M. By (2.1), we find

N| < Dy (Sp4(9))°
Sp4(q)]
(@ =D@—q) 1
25(q +1)° *(¢' = 1)(¢* - 1)
< q.
On the other hand, by Lemma 2.13 and Table 1,
IN| > ¢".

So |[N| = ¢*, and we are in the situation of Theorem B(b).
The argument to deal with the other cases is the same, using (2.1), Lemma 2.13
and Table 1. When L = PSLs(q),

Do(PSLa(9))® _ (a=1)° _ ,

N| < < <q".
ol [PSL2(q)| q(q*> — 1)
On the other hand,
IN| > ¢?,
which provides a contradiction. If L = PSL3(q), ¢ > 4, we obtain
5 5
q3<|N|< Q(Q+1) <(]3-

T T A@ D@ -De-1)
When L = G2(q), ¢ = 3(mod 6), we have

15 2 15
q7§|N|§(Q+ )(q q+ ) <(]7-

¢°(¢° = 1)(¢*> = 1)

For 2Bs(¢?),

5(¢2 — 1)
8 <IN < ¢°(q <.
¢ <IN< Plq g — (P2 1) ¢
Finally, for 2G5 (q?),
4 2 1 5
q14S\N\S 6(q q-+ ) <q7_

¢°(¢° —1)(¢* - 1)
In all these four cases, the chain of inequalities is impossible.
LET L BE AS DESCRIBED IN (). Since e(L) > 1, the possibilities for L are

My, L, J3, Z*Fy(4), O'N.

Observe that Myq, J; and 2F2(4)’ admit no central perfect extensions, while the
perfect central extensions of J3 and O'N are not %—quasirandom. Therefore N =
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M is the unique normal subgroup of G, and N can be thought as the vector space
of a nontrivial modular representation of L. For each sporadic group, we use
[14] to obtain a lower bound on |N|, and we compare the result with (2.1). For
L = My, we have

10°
35§‘N‘§m§13§
For L = Jy,
20 56°
27 <IN| < A < 3138;
1
For L = Js,
18 85°
3 <|IN|I< A < 89;
3
For L = 2Fy(4),
1045
26
2 IN< gy < 678
Finally, for L = O'N,
10944°
3 <IN| < ONT < 100,

These contradictions conclude the proof of Theorem B.

APPENDIX: QUASIRANDOM DEGREE OF FINITE SIMPLE GROUPS

We already discussed the alternating groups in Remark 4.5. In particular, we

observed that they are the less quasirandom among the nonabelian finite simple
groups.
In the following tables, we collect the values Dy(L) and (L) when L is a finite
simple group of Lie type or a sporadic simple group. For a group of Lie type
L4(q), we fix d and make ¢ go to infinity. The case where L is of exceptional type
is discussed in detail by Liibeck [17]. So let L be a classical group of Lie type. In
[27], Tiep and Zalesskii computed the minimal dimension of a projective complex
irreducible representation of L, which we denote by Rg(L). See also [18]. In Table
2, we use these informations to record Dg(L) for the simple classical groups. We
remark that Rg(L) < Dg(L) holds in some cases, for example for some symplectic
groups in odd characteristic.

In Tables 3, 4, and 5, we collect the asymptotic quasirandom degrees of the
finite simple groups of Lie type, and the quasirandom degrees of the sporadic
simple groups [7]. We remark that, after (PSL2(¢))q>4, which is asymptoti-
cally %—quasirandom, the most quasirandom families of finite simple groups are
(SP4(q))geven and the Suzuki groups (*Baz(g?))g>s, whose quasirandom degrees
are asymptotically 1%.

Acknowledgments: We thank S. Eberhard for enlightening conversations on
the paper, and P. Tiep for useful informations about his articles.
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L Comments Dy (L)
1
d=2,q=1(mod4) q-;
-1
d=2,q=3(mod4) q2
d_
d >3, (d,q) # (3,2),(4,2),(4,3) a 1‘1
q_
d=4,¢=3 2
d
q“ —q
d(Q) Z 90 d o d
¢ —1 ¢’ +4q
d>4 d 4.9 I) <
= o (a7 (2 gr1 Dol =T
(¢" = 1)(¢" —q)
PSpyy(q) d>2, qeven W
1
d>2,q"=1(mod4) q;—
d
-1
d>2,q%=3(mod4) 4
2
2 2d ?i—-1
Qoat1(q) d>3,q#3and 2(¢* —1)1¢* -1 L
41— 1)(¢* —q)
d>3.g=30r2(¢®>—1) | ¢ — 1 (-1 —q)
>3, q=30r2(¢2—1)]| ¢ d 2(q+d1)1
2 (¢ +1)(¢*" ' =g
PQy4(q) d> 4 (o
d d—1
"= 1) +g¢q
PQ;,(q) d>4,q423 ( qZ(_ : )
d=4,9=2 28
d_l d—l_l
d>5,g=2o0ord>4,q=3 (q i(ql )
q —

TABLE 2. Dg(L) for simple classical groups.
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