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Abstract

In this paper, we establish the decomposition of morphisms from lattice of subgroup sets to gen-
eralized solvable extension formations. To achieve this, we develop a unified framework involving
maximal subgroup functors, generating formation morphism and contraction-extension functors.
In particular, solvability-induced sets of maximal subgroups are determined and generating for-
mation morphism gives rise to generalized solvable extension formations.
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1 Introduction

In the book Finite Group Theory[l], Isaacs states the local-global principle: global information
can be deduced from appropriate data about local subgroups. Focusing on Sylow p-subgroups, nu-
merous results have been established(see[2],[3]). In addition, maximal subgroups are guaranteed to
exist in any finite group and serve as key local structures. Craven [4] lists all maximal subgroups to
study the finite simple groups of type Fy, Eg and twisted Eg over all finite fields.

Building on Craven’s work, we extend the framework to the level of maximal subgroup sets and
formations shown in Diagram (1.1). The motivation also stems from the fundamental theorem of
group homomorphism shown in Diagram (|1.2)).
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We postpone our notation and terminology to Section 4 and will introduce, at this point, only
notation and terminology needed for Diagram and Diagram . Unless otherwise stated, all
groups considered in this paper are finite. Let Max(G) be the set of all maximal subgroups of G
and Mazo(G) the set of all second maximal subgroups of G. We denote the power set of Maz(Q)
by MAX(G) and the power set of Maxy(G) by MAX,(G). MAX,(G) is defined as the collection of
suitable sets of second maximal subgroups of G and F(G) is the set of all formations.

As noted by Huppert[5] in his book, if a group G belongs to the formation of all solvable groups
S and N < G, then N € S and G/N € S. Its contrapositive statement is a classic result of the local-
global principle: non-solvability behaves in a “local-to-global” manner. Motivated by the transitivity
of non-solvability, we consider the following sets of maximal subgroups to explore non-solvable finite
groups:
X ={M <G| M is non — solvable}.

Ballester-Bolinches and Ezquerro, in their book Classes of Finite Groups [6], states: Helmut Wielandt
proposed giving priority after the classification to the extension of these brilliant results of the theory
of finite soluble groups to the more ambitious universe of all finite groups. In fact, set X’ enlarges the
methods of the solvable cases to finite non-nessarily solvable, according to Wielandt’s proposal. Table

1 shows some examples about solvability of M in non-solvable groups.

G M Solvability of M

Ss: 2 T

Sy Sy T
As F

Ay T

As  Dio T
S3 T

Table 1: Solvability of M.

In this context, we focus on Diagram (1.3) to illustrate the decomposition of morphisms between
lattice of maximal subgroup sets and generalized solvable extension formations. Here, solid arrows
indicate explicitly defined morphisms, whereas dashed arrows refer to morphisms whose existence

follows from the corresponding morphism construction.

MAX(G) ------ Loy F(G)

sl g
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MAX5(G) — MAX5(G)

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is about generalized solvable extension formations
and examples. In section 3, we define various decomposition and state their main properties. Section
4 covers the existing results and lemmas, which will be used in the sequel. Section 5 is devoted to
set X and its localization associated with functor £; and L£5. The interplay between these sets and
formation J, § & F” are shown. It is worth mentioning that the proofs in this section highlights the



subtle differences in the behavior of functor £; and L5. Section 6 covers relative applications in this

topic.

2 Generalized Solvable Extension Formations

In The Theory of Classes of Groups, Guo[7] mentioned the method of constructing local formation by

the concept of formation functions. A formation function [§] is a function
f: P — {formations},

where P denotes the set of all primes. In particular, one takes a group function defined on the set of
all simple groups:

f : {simple groups} — {formations},

assigning to each simple group a formation. In the composition satellite approach, Shemetkov[I6] first
assigns a formation to each composition factor. In this section, we extend this approach by assigning
a formation to set of simple groups, rather than just singletons. Let S be the collection of all finite

simple groups and P(S) be the power set of S. Now we consider
f1: P(S8) — {formations},

s—F

s.t. § consists of all groups whose non-abelian chief factors are isomorphic to a direct product of copies
of some A. Here, A runs through all elements of s. In particular, if s = @), then fi(s) = & the for-
mation of all finite solvable groups. It is trivial that formation f;(s) is extension-closed for every set s.

Next, we introduce certain group classes so that we could define special subsets s C S, which will
be applied to fi. In recent years, several theories have been proposed to study various generalized
p-local group classes with respect to chief factors (see, e.g., [9],[I0]). In parallel with these develop-
ments, we now introduce generalized solvable group classes with respect to maximal subgroups. There
have been numerous studies to investigate finite groups in this perspective: Thompson[I] classified
minimal simple groups(non-solvable group all of whose proper subgroups are solvable); Guralnick[12]

studied the structure of groups in which every maximal subgroup has prime power index.

In 2015, Demina and Maslova[I3] introduced the following group class with respect to solvability

and index of maximal subgroups:
Jpr ={G | VM € Max(G), either M is solvable or |G : M| is a prime power}.

And the possible structure of the non-abelian composition factors of a group in J,, was provided[I4].
We denote the set of these simple groups as s; and define fi(s1) as the extension formation J;W
associated with J,,.

And a more general group class was defined in [I5]:

J={G|VYM € Max(G), either M is p — solvable or |G : M| is a prime power}.



We define s, as the collection of the corresponding non-abelian composition factors of a group in J
and he extension formation J,, as f(sz).

Let § be a formation. A group G is called a minimal non-§ group if G ¢ § but all proper subgroups
of G belongs to F. Recall that a group G is minimal non-nilpotent[5] if G is non-nilpotent and every
proper subgroup M of G is nilpotent. Similarly, we define a group G is minimal non-solvable if G is
non-solvable and every maximal subgroup M of G is solvable. Specifically, A5 is an example. In fact,

we are motivated to consider the following group classes:

M is p — solvable, or
§F =< G| VM € Maz(G), minimal non — solvable, or ; ;

|G : M| is a ¢ — prime power
By localization, we get the definition of minimal non-p-solvable groups and define:

M is p — solvable, or
§F'=1 G| VM € Max(G), minimal non — p — solvable, or

|G : M| is a g — prime power

Remark: ¢ is not necessarily inequal to p. So there are at least, not exactly, one case happens for
every group lying in the given group class.

These group classes extend the group class J,, and the inclusion relation
Jpr CICF P’
is illustrated by the following examples.

Example 2.1. [I5, Example 1.1] Consider G = PSL(2,2*) of order 4080 and suppose p = 17.
Notably, mazimal subgroup As is non-solvable but p-solvable, illustrating that G ¢ Jpr but G € J.

Example 2.2. Consider G = A7 of order 2520 and suppose p = 7. Since mazimal subgroups of
PSL(2,7) are solvable (Z7 : Z3 and Sy), PSL(2,7) is minimal non—solvable. So G € F'\J.

structure order prime power indexr  solvability  p-solvability

Ag 360 T(7) F T
PSL(2,7) 168 F(15) F F
S5 120 F(21) F T
(A4 x3):2 72 F(35) T T

Table 2: Maximal subgroups of Az.

Example 2.3. Consider Sporadic Mathieu group G = M1 of order 7920 and suppose p = 11. Table
4 shows that PSL(2,11) is not minimal non-solvable but minimal non-11-solvable. Hence, G € §"\F .

structure  order  Solvability p-solvability prime power index

Mo 720 F T T(11)
PSLy(11) 660 F F F(12)
My:Ss 144 F T F(55)
Ss 120 F T F(66)

Qs : S; 48 T T F(165)




Table 3: Mazimal subgroups of Mii.

structure  solvability  p-solvability

As F T
11:5 T T
D12 T T

Table 4: Mazimal subgroups of PSLy(11).

Applying f1 in a similar way, we define the extension formations § and F” with respect to non-abelian
composition factor. For later use, we also define:

$1={G|VM < G, M is p— solvable};

F2={G | VM < G, M is either p — solvable or minimal non — p — solvable}

and get extension formations §; and §2. Such extension formations are referred to as generalized

solvable extension formations and Diagram ({2.1]) shows the relationship among them.
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|
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3 Decomposition of formation morphism

In this section, we focus on the decomposition of formation morphisms. They are the maximal
subgroup functors, local formation morphism and generating formation morphism, along with various

contraction and extension functors(Eg. S, Ly, Lo, Pe, Pei).

Definition 3.1. We use the following terminology for the morphisms that arise in Diagram (|1.3)).

MAX(G) - Loy F(G)

® £l g (L.3)

L

MAX(G) ———— MAX,(G)

(1). A morphism u : MAX(G) — {formations}, is called a local formation morphism.
(2). A morphism g from MAX5(G) to F(G): g : MAX3(G) — F(G) with operation g() = {§ €



F(G)| if Y =0, then G € §} is called a generating morphism.

(3). A morphism f is a mazimal subgroup functor if it assigns to a suitable maximal subgroup set X
a possibly empty set f(X) of second mazimal subgroups of G with g(f(X)) € F(G).

(4). A morphism ® : MAX(G) - MAX5(G) with operation ®(Y) ={H<<G|IM €Y sit. H<M}

is called a natural morphism.

Remark:

(1). Comparing with the concept of formation function in Section 2, the morphism u offers an
alternative way of assigning formations..

(2). The maximal subgroup functor is motivated by subgroup functor defined in [I7]. It assigns to
each group G a possibly empty set f(G) of subgroups of G satisfying 0(f(G)) = f(6(G)) for any
isomorphism 0: G — G'.

(3). Various contraction and extension functors arise as refinements of the maximal subgroup functor,

particularly in constructions related to localization.

Definition 3.2. Let M AX5(G) be the power set of Maxo(G) and Z is a subset of Maxo(G). Suppose
YV is a set of maximal subgroups and then ®(Y) is the set of corresponding second mazimal subgroups.

(1). A contraction functor T, is a map with operation

V)= eV)NZED(V)z

and satisfies that H(®())) = f is a mazimal subgroup functor. In other words, Diagram (1.3|) holds.
Here, H is a composition of contraction functor T, including T. and we write H = [[}_, Te,.

(2). An extension functor is a map T, with operation:
T.: MAX2(G) - MAX>(G)

®(Y) = (V) UZ £ ()7
and satisfies that H(®(Y)) = f is a mazximal subgroup functor. In other words, Diagram (1.3) holds

in the case of H = [["_, T.,T.,. Here, H is a composition of contraction & extension functor Tr, & T,

including T,.

Now we introduce various contraction functors. For instance, strictly second maximal subgroups
play an essential role in exploring the group structures. In 1995, Flavell[l8] established an upper
bound for the number of maximal subgroups containing a strictly second maximal subgroup. Build-
ing on this, Meng and Guo [19] proved that if H is a second maximal subgroup of G with G/Hg
is solvable, then |G : M| is divisible by m(G, H) — 1. Further extending this work, they[20] stud-
ied WSM-groups(every second maximal subgroup is in Max3(G)), focusing on the relation between
Maxo(G) and Mazi(G). In fact, there exists the morphism g between strictly second maximal sub-
groups and generalized p-local group classes. The behavior of Max}(G) on Y; helps us to define group
class 7 [21]:

g: Y1+ formation of all p — solvable groups

g: Mazy(G)N)Y — Sf



Here, we define £1 = {H<<G| p||H|} and Ty = {H<<G|IM <G s.t Hg = Mg}. Then Yy = L1NT;.

For later use, we introduce strict functor S and localized functor £1 & Ls.

Definition 3.3. Let M AX5(G) be the power set of Maxo(G) and Max3(G) is a subset of Maxs(G).
Suppose Y is a set of mazimal subgroup and then ®()) is the set of corresponding second maximal

subgroup. A strict functor S associated with Y is a map with operation
S: MAX5(G) - MAX-(G)

(V) = (V) N Mazy(G) £ @(V)s
and satisfies that H(®(Y)) = f is a mazimal subgroup functor. In other words, Diagram (L.3)) holds.

Here, H is a composition of contraction & extension functor T., & T, including S.

Apart from that, Sylow theorem is a classic localization, providing detailed information about
subgroups with respect to one fixed prime divisor p. Recent work by Wang etal.[21] has expanded
this area of research by defining the set of second maximal subgroups whose orders are divisible by p.
More recently, Miao et al.[22] focused on the set of maximal subgroups whose orders are divisible by
p and consider the corresponding second maximal subgroups. The correspondence between these sets

and various formations are demonstrated:
g: LiNMaxi(G) — G €§, §is a formation of all p— solvable groups.

g: Lon Mazh(G) — G € §, §is a formation of all solvable groups
Here, L1 = {H < <G| P| |H|} and Ly = {H < <G | 3IM € Max(G, H) s.t. p| |M|}.

Now we could define localized functors with repsect to a fixed prime p.

Definition 3.4. Let M AX5(G) be the power set of Maxs(G) and Ly = {H < <G| p| |H|} is a subset
of Maxs(G). Suppose ) is a set of mazimal subgroup and then ®(Y) is the set of corresponding second
maximal subgroup. A contraction functor L1 associated with Y is a map with operation

DY) = dYV)NLL 2 D).,

and satisfies that H(®(Y)) = f is a mazimal subgroup functor. In other words, Diagram (1.3|) holds.
Here, H is a composition of contraction & extension functor T., & T., including L,.

Analogously, we could get localized functor Lo associated with
Ly ={H < <G |3M € Max(G, H) s.t. p| |M|}.

3. Property Functors

Now we define property functors with respect to core relation and |M : H].



Definition 3.5. Let M AX5(G) be the power set of Max2(G) and P, = {H < <G| VM <G s.t Hg =
Mg} is a subset of Maxo(G). Suppose Y is a set of mazimal subgroup and then ®()) is the set of
corresponding second maximal subgroup. A contraction functor P. associated with Y is a map with
operation

Pe: MAXo(G) - MAXS(G)

(V) = (V)N P = 2(V)p,

and satisfies that H(®(Y)) = f is a mazimal subgroup functor. In other words, Diagram (1.3)) holds.
Here, H is a composition of contraction & extension functor T, & T., including P,.

Similarly, we define set
P.i={H < <G| VM <G st Hg = Mg or |M : H| is not a prime power}

and get property functor P,;.

To standardize the localization, we define the following functors in quotient form.
T. - Y(G/L)) = Y(G/L) N Z(G/L);

T.-Y(G/L) = Y(G/L) U Z(G/L);
S-V(G/L) = Max3(G/L) N Y(G/L);

V(G/L) = Li(G/L) N Y(G/L);
V(G/L) = Lo(G/L) N Y(G/L);
Pe- Y(G/L) = Pe(G/L) N Y(G/L);
Pei - V(G/L) = Pui(G/L) N Y(G/L).

Here, Y(G/L), Z(G/L) € MAX5(G/L).

4 Notations and Preliminaries

Our notation are standard and all groups considered in this paper are finite. In this section, we review
the results that we need for the proofs that follow.

Definition 4.1. [23] 1.8] An order (L; <) is a lattice if sup{a,b} and inf{a,b} exist for all a,b € L.
Lemma 4.1. Let A be a nonempty set and P(A) the power set of A. Then (P(A), <) is a lattice.

Lemma 4.2. [24] Theorem 3.1] Let G be a group. Then G is solvable if and only if every second
maximal subgroup of G satisfies the condition that there exists a mazimal subgroup M € Max(G, H)
such that Ho < Mgq.

Lemma 4.3. 24, COROLLARY 3.2] Let G be a group. Then G is solvable if and only if every
strictly second mazximal subgroup of G satisfies the condition that there exists a mazimal subgroup
M € Max(G, H) such that Hg < M¢.



Lemma 4.4. 21, Lemma 2.13] Let H be a second mazimal subgroup of a group G and X €
Max(G,H). Assume that N is a normal subgroup of G such that N < X. If N £ H, then X = HN.

Lemma 4.5. Let L be a minimal normal subgroup of G, M, N be mazimal subgroups of G that do
not contain L. If the indices of M, N in G are different prime powers, then L € §. Here,

§={G| H/K is abelian or H/K is a direct product of PSL(2,7)}.

Proof. Tt is obvious that G = ML = NL. Assume |G : M| = p® and |G : N| = ¢*. As |G : M| =
|ML:M|=|L:LNM)|, wehave |L: LNM| = p®. Similarly, |L : LNM| = ¢°. Since LNM < L, there
exists a maximal subgroup L; of L such that LN M < L;. Similarly, there exists a maximal subgroup
Ly of L such that LN N < Ly. Then |L: Ly| | [L: LNM|=p*and |L: Ly | |[L:LNN|=¢"
We set |L : Li| = p™ and |L : Ls| = ¢”. Since L is a minimal normal subgroup of G, we set
L =A; x Ay x ...A,, here A; are isomorphic simple groups. There exist A; with A; ﬁ L, and A,
with A; € L. Then L = A;Ly = A;L,. It follows that |Ly : Ly N A;] = p® and |Ly : Ly N Aj| = q.
Then there exist maximal subgroups By and By of A; such that L1 N A; < By and Ly N A; < Bs.
Then we set |4; : Bi| = p* and |A; : Ba| = ¢*. As A; and A; are isomorphic simple groups,
there exists a € Aut(G) such that A; = A, Then |A; : B§| = [A} : BS| = |A; : Ba|. Hence,
|A; : BS| = ¢** and |A; : By| = p®. By the result in [12], A; is isomorphic to PSL(2,7) and L is
a direct product of PSL(2,7). O

5 Set ®(X) and its localization

In this section, we primarily focus on the localization of set ®(X) and consider the core relation
and the index |M : H|. Specifically, the set ®(X)., serves as the primary focus of this section and
®(X),, is an extension of ®(X),,. Moreover, various extension and property functors are employed

and specific formations are involved in Diagram ({5.1)).

Pei - (), 7 o / j— P a(),
®(X) e, Fiom - ' §1 B(X)p,
Pei- ®(X) 2, 7 e R 5 P (D))
B(X) ()5~ Fp Py s B(X) (2
(5.1)

Lemma 5.1. Given objects ®(X), € Maz2(G) and 31 ={G|VM <G, M is p— solvable} € F(G),



Diagram (1.3)) induces the following morphism of objects.

(5.2)

Proof. 1t suffices to show that: If ®(X)z, = (), then
GeF = {G|VM < G, M is p— solvable}.

Suppose, for a contradiction, that there exists a maximal subgroup M of G s.t. M is non-p-solvable.
We show that it is impossible. As p||M|, there must exist a maximal subgroup H of M s.t. M, <
H < M, here M, € Syl,(M). Then H € £, and ®(X),, = 0 implies that H ¢ ®(X). It is equivalent
that every maximal subgroup containing H is solvable. Then M is solvable, a contradiction. O

Corollary 5.1. We set H = L5 and T = {G | VM < G, M is p— solvable}. Then Diagram (5.2))
induces the following morphism of objects.

The following proof leads us to introduce an extension functor F;:
Ey={H<<G|3MeMax(G,H) st. |G : M| #p*}.

Theorem 5.1. Given objects ®(X), € Mazs(G) and 51 € F(G), Diagram (5.2) admits a completion
into the following diagram.

A wemeeme B e "
/f / / (5.4)
B(X) ——F—— (X)), —— 5 P DY)

Proof. Obviously, G is not simple and suppose L is a minimal normal subgroup of G. Working by
induction on |G|, we consider the quotient group G/L.

Now we will show that G/L € §". Pick any H/L € ®(X(G/L));' =0. As3 My /L € Max(G/L, H/L)

10



st. |G/L : (My)/L| # p*, then M; € Max(G,H) and |G : M;| # p*. As H/L € ®(X(G/L)).,,
we have 3 My /L € Max(G/L,H/L) s.t. My/L is non-solvable and p||H/L|. Then we have My €
Maz(G, H) and Mj is non-solvable. It leads that H € ®(X )fi It is obvious that H ¢ P,; given that
H ¢ P.;. Applying induction, G/L € §".

We will show that G/L is solvable and L is unique. Assume that L is non-p-solvable, which gives
that p||L|. Pick any maximal subgroup M/L of G/L and H/L of M/L, then we have H € ®(X)
and p[|H|. So H € ®(X), . It is equivalent to say that IM € Max(G, H) s.t. He < Mg for every
second maximal subgroup H/L of G/L. By Lemma G/L is solvable. We claim that L is unique.
Suppose, for a contradiction, L and Lo are two distinct minimal normal subgroups of G, then both
G/L, and G/ Ly are solvable and so is G/L1 N Ly. Consequently, G is solvable. This is a contradiction.

To show G € §”, it remains us to consider any maximal subgroup M of G. We first consider
the case L < M. Then we have |G : M| = |G/L : M/L| and |G : M| is a prime power. Now we
consider the case L f M. In this case, G = LM and Mg = 1. There is nothing to prove if M is
p-solvable. So we assume that M is non-p-solvable. Pick any maximal subgroup H of M, we claim
that p { |[H| and H is p-solvable. Otherwise, we have p||H|, then H € ®(X),,. It concludes that
IM3 € Max(G,H) sit. Ho < (M3)g and |Ms : H| = ¢? is a prime power. By Lemma we get
|Ms : H| = |HL : H| = |L: LN H| = ¢°. Using Frattini argument, we have G = LNg(L,) = LM,
here Q < Ng(L,) < My and Q € Syl (G). If |G : My| = ¢, then |L : LN My| = |LMy : L| =
|G : My| = ¢,?*. Here we get |L : LN H| = ¢® and |L : L N My| = ¢;”. This is a contradiction
by Lemma Now we consider the case |G : My| # ¢:”*. In this case, H; € @(X)?i for every
maximal subgroup H; of My. Then 3M5 € Max(G, H) s.t.(Hy)g < (Ms)g and |Ms : Hy| = (o) is
a prime power. By Lemma we get |Ms : Hy| = |H\L: Hi| = |L: LN H| = (g2)*. Now we get
IL:LNH|=¢" and |L: LN H;| = (g2)%. This is also a contradiction by Lemma [4.5]

Now for any arbitrary maximal subgroup M of G, we have either M is p-solvable/minimal non-p-

solvable or |G : M| is a prime power. Hence, G € 3" and such a completion exists.. O

Theorem 5.2. We set H = Ly and J = {G | YM < G, either M is p — solvable or |G :
M| is a prime power}. Substituting P.; to P., Diagram admits a completion into the follow-

‘ J
/f / / (55)
v P, .

Proof. Work by induction on |G|. Obviously, G is not simple and suppose L is a minimal nor-

ing diagram.

=
IS

—_
Q>

mal subgroup of G. We consider the quotient group G/L and show that G/L € 3. Pick any
H/L € ®(X(G/L))r,. Similar to the second paragraph in the proof of Theorem we see that
H € ®(X),,. Applying induction, G/L € J.

11



A similar argument works for that G/L is solvable and L is unique.

To show G € J, it remains us to consider any maximal subgroup M of G. We first consider the
case L < M. Then we have |G : M| =|G/L : M/L| and |G : M| is a prime power. Now we consider
the case L £ M. In this case, G = LM and Mg = 1. There is nothing to prove if M is p-solvable.
So we assume that M is non-p-solvable. Pick any maximal subgroup H of M, then H € ®(X),,.
It concludes that IMg € Max(G, H) s.t. Hg < (Mg)g and Mg = HL by Lemma Then we get
LNM < ®M)and LN M is solvable. As G/L = ML/L =2 L/L N M, M is solvable. This is a
contradiction.

Now for any arbitrary maximal subgroup M of G, we have M is p-solvable or |G : M| is a prime
power. Hence, G € 3. O

Lemma 5.2. Set H = (L1)g and Fo = {G | VM <G, M is either p — solvable or minimal non — p — solvable}.
Diagram (1.3) induces the following morphism of objects.

(X)) —z5 @) cys

Proof. Tt is trivial if M is p-solvable for any maximal subgroup M of G. Assume that M is non-p-
solvable and p | |M|. Then we have either p{ |H| or p | |H| for any maximal subgroup H of M. In the
former case, H is p-solvable. In the latter case, we claim that H ¢ Max3(G). Otherwise, H ¢ ®(X).
It gives M is solvable, which is a contradiction. As H ¢ Maxz5(G), then there exists a strictly second
maximal subgroup HM7 st. H < ... < HM" < M; < G. Tt leads to HM7 ¢ ®(X) and M7 is solvable.
So H is solvable in the latter case. Hence, For any maximal subgroup M of G, M is p-solvable or

minimal non-p-solvable.

O
Corollary 5.2. Set H = (L3)s and Diagram induces the following morphism of objects.
)‘( ******** e > §o
® f g (5.7)
H
X) — B e,

12



Theorem 5.3. Diagram (5.6) admits a completion into the following diagram.

X -] Yy Ied "
/f / / (55)
N E, E
(ﬁl)s X (51)5 Pei Pei - q)(X)(ﬁll)s

Proof. Now we turn to prove the statement of the theorem. Obviously, G is not simple. Now we
proceed to prove by induction on |G|. Suppose L is a minimal normal subgroup of G and we consider

the quotient group G/L.

Now we will show that G/L € §'. Pick any H/L € @(X(G/L))El , then H ¢ P, (G/L). By
proof of Theorem and H/L € Max3(G/L), then H € Max3(G) and H e <I>(X)(£ )s- 1t is clear
that H ¢ P.; Hence, we get G/L € 3 by induction.

A similar argument works for that G/L is solvable and L is unique.

To show G € §”, it remains us to consider any maximal subgroup M of G. We first consider the case
L < M. Then we have |G : M| = |G/L : M/L| and |G : M| is a prime power. Now we consider the
case L £ M. In this case, G = LM and Mg = 1. There is nothing to prove if M is p-solvable. So we
assume that M is non-p-solvable. Pick any maximal subgroup H of M, we claim that p{ |H| and H

is p-solvable. Otherwise, we have p||H|, then we consider the following subcases.

Subcase 1: H € Max3(G)

It concludes that IMg € Max(G, H) s.t. Hg < (Mg)g and |Mg : H| = ¢3% is a prime power. By
Lemma we get |[Mg : H| = |HL : H| = |L : LN H| = ¢3”. Using Frattini argument, we have
G = LNg(Ly,) = LMy, here Ng(Ly,) < My. If |G : Mg| = q4P4, then |L : LN M| = |LMy : L| =
|G : Mg| = q4*. Here we get |L : LN H| = g3 and |L : L N My| = g4”*. This is a contradiction
by Lemma Now we consider the case |G : Mg| # g4%*. Pick (My)y, < Ha < My. It follows that
IMyy € Max(G, Hy) s.t.(Hz)g < (Myo)g and [Myg : Ha| = (g5)? is a prime power. By Lemma
we get |Myg : Ho| = |HoL : Hy| = |L : LN Hy| = (g5)%. Now we get |L : LN Hy| = (¢3)% and
|L: LN Hy| = (g5)%. This is also a contradiction by Lemma

Subcase 2: H ¢ Max3(Q)
There exists a strictly second maximal subgroup HM st. H < .. < HMu < Mj,. It is obvious
that p||[HMu1|. If My is solvable. then H is solvable. If Mj; is not solvable. It concludes that
IMys € Max(G, HM1) st. (HM)g < (Mys)g and |Mye : HMi1| = g% is a prime power. By
Lemma we get |Myp : HMu| = |[HMuf . HMu| = |L . LN HMu1| = g¢f. Using Frattini ar-
gument, we have G = LNg(Lq,) = LMi3, here Ng(Lg,) < Mis. The contradiction follows with a
similar argument.

Now for any arbitrary maximal subgroup M of G, we have M is p-solvable/minimal non-p-solvable

or |G : M| is a prime power. Hence, G € 3. O

13



By modifying the set P.; - (I)(X)(lll)s to Pe; - (@(X)E;)S, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. Diagram (5.7) admits a completion into the following diagram.

‘ 5
/ ; / / (5.9)

(X)) (£a)s —5— Pei - (2(X),)s

Proof. The proof is similar. But for the case |G : M12| # ¢,* in the first subcase, we need to consider
Hy € Maxs(G) or Hy ¢ Maz3(G). In the fisrt case, Hy € (@(X)f;)s and the proof is similar. In the
second case, there exists a strictly second maximal subgroup HM4 s.t. Hy < ... < (Hy)Mi4 < Myy.
Now we have either (M14)g = 1 or (M14)g # 1. In the former case, we get |L : L N Myy| = q$7 if
|G : My4| = q?’, a contradiction. Otherwise, |G : Mi4| # ¢7". Then Hy € (@(X)g)s and the proof is
similar. In the latter case, if M7, is p-solvable, then L is p-solvable. This is a contradiction. If M7, is
non-p-solvable, then p||My4| and HM14 € (@(X)gl) The contradiction is similar. The similar proof
works for the subcase 2. O

6 Applications

The order-reversing map is common in Algebra. Notable instances include the Galois correspondence
in galois theory and the antitone relationship between an affine variety and its coordinate ring in

commutative algebra. In this paper, the morphism g is order-reversing: For X1, Xo € MAX5(G),
X Cx = g(X) 2g(X).

Especially, we equip both dom(g) and cod(g) with two operations A & V. On dom(g), the operations
A and V are defined as set-theoretic intersection and union, respectively. On cod(g), we define §; A

$2 as the intersection of the formation §; and Fo; §F1 V F2 as the the formation product §1§2

{G|G is a group and G2 € F;}. Then the morphism g behaves like an anti-homomorphism on certain

elements.
Example 6.1. Set a = ®(X),, and b= ®(X)z,)s. Then g(a) = 31 and g(b) = Fo. As
gland) = g(b) = F2 = 5152 = g(a) V g(b)

and
glaVb)=g(a) = F1=51N% = g(a) A g(b),
we get

glanb) = gla) Vv g(b);
glaVb) = gl(a)Ag(b).
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Example 6.2. Set a = ®(X);, and b= Pu; - ®(X)E . Then g(a) = F1 and g(b) = F". As

(L1)°

gland) =g(b) =F" = 515" = g(a) v g(b)

and
g9(aVvb) =g(a) =1 =F1NF" = g(a) A g(b),
we get
g(aNb) = g(a) Vv g(b);
g(aVb) = g(a) A g(b).
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