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Abstract

The classification of the 2-designs with A = 2 admitting a flag-transitive automor-
phism groups with socle PSL(2,q) is completed by settling the two open cases in [2].
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1 Introduction

A 2-(v,k, \) design D is a pair (P, B) with a set P of v points and a set B of b blocks such

that each block is a k-subset of P and each two distinct points are contained in A blocks. We
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say D is non-trivial if 2 < k < v — 1, and symmetric if v = b. All 2-(v, k, \) designs in this
paper are assumed to be non-trivial. An automorphism of D is a permutation of the point
set which preserves the block set. The set of all automorphisms of D with the composition
of permutations forms a group, denoted by Aut(D). For a subgroup G of Aut(D), G is said
to be point-primitive if G acts primitively on P, and said to be point-imprimitive otherwise.
In this setting, we also say that D is either point-primitive or point-imprimitive, respectively.
A flag of D is a pair (z, B) where z is a point and B is a block containing z. If G < Aut(D)
acts transitively on the set of flags of D, then we say that G is flag-transitive and that D is
a flag-transitive design.

The 2-(v, k, \) designs D admitting a flag-transitive automorphism group G have been
widely studied by several authors. If A = 1, that is when D is a linear space, then G
acts point-primitively on D by an important results due to Higman and McLaughlin [9]
dating back to 1961. In 1990, Buekenhout, Delandtsheer, Doyen, Kleidman, Liebeck and
Saxl [6] obtained a classification of 2-designs with A = 1 except when v is a power of a
prime and G < AT'Ly(v). If A > 1, it is no longer true that G acts point-primitively on D
as shown by Davies in [7]. In this contest, a special attention is given to the case A = 2.
In a series a paper, Regueiro [16] 17, (18, [19] proved that, if D is symmetric, then either
(v, k) = (7,4),(11,5),(16,6), or v is a power of an odd prime and G < AI'Li(v). In 2016,
Liang and the fourth author [12] proved that, if D is non-symmetric and G is point-primitive,
then G is an affine or an almost simple group. In each of these cases, G has a unique minimal
normal subgroup 7', its socle Soc(G), which is an elementary abelian group or a non-abelian
simple group, respectively. Further, in the same paper Liang and Zhou and in [I3], under
the assumption of the point-primitivity of G on D, they classify D when T is either sporadic
or an altenating group, respectively. In 2020, Devillers, Liang, Praeger and Xia [§] showed
that, if D is non-symmetric, then G is point-primitively on D, and hence G is affine or almost
simple. Moreover, they classified D when 7'~ PSL,(q) for n > 3. Very recently, Liang and
the first author [14] have completed the classification of the flag-transitive 2-(v, k,2) when
T is an elementary abelian except when v is a power of a prime and G < AI'L;(v), whereas
Alavi et al. [I] 2] have classified D when T is almost simple except when 7' = PSL(2, ¢) and

D is as follows:

(I) D has parameters (v,b,7,k) = (50, 2(q2 — 1),2(q + 1),4), ¢ = 2/ > 8, f > 1,
T, = Dy(g41) with z a point of D, and T = Zg_l or Z2f with B a block of D;



(IT) D has parameters (v,b,r, k) = (q(q—;), %,q —1,q+1),¢=p" >5,podd, f>1,
Tw = Dq+1 and TB = Dq—l-

A reason why the two cases are left open is that the typical group theoretical tools used
to handle this type of problems become ineffective when D is ‘close’ to a classical example
of 2-design with a different \. For instance, in (I), the point set of D, the block size and
the group actions are those of the Witt Bose-Shrikhande linear space. As pointed out in [5],
a model for Witt Bose-Shrikhande linear space W(q), ¢ > 8, ¢ even, can obtained by using
the complementary set and the external lines of a hyperoval of PG(2,q). All the previous
argument motivated us to tackle the problem from a completely different perspective, namely
a more geometric one involving the Desarguesian projective plane PG(2,q). More precisely,
we show that the open cases cannot occur by using the action of PSL(2,¢) in PG(2,q) and
the fact it preserves remarkable geometric structures such as a conic and, when ¢ is even, a
hyperoval.

There is a small gap in [2, Proposition 3.1] that leads to case (I), and for this reason the
admissible case Tp =2 Zg is missed, hence we inserted it in our paper as an additional case

to be analysed. Our result is the following:

Theorem 1.1 Let D be a nontrivial 2-(v, k, 2) design admitting a flag-transitive group G of
automorphisms with Soc(G) = PSL(2,q), ¢ = p’ > 4, then (D, G) is as in one of the lines
in Table [

Table 1: 2-designs with A\ = 2 admitting a flag-transitive automorphims group with socle
PSL(2,q).

Line v b r k G Gy Gp Aut(D) References

1 6 10 5 3 PSL(25) Dy Ss PSL(2,5) [13, Theorem 1.1]
2 T 7T 4 4 PSL(2,7) Sy Sy PSL(2,7) [16, Theorem 1]

3 10 15 6 4 PGL25 Ds Dy Se [13, Theorem 1.1]
4 PSL(2,9) 3%:4 S, [13, Theorem 1.1]
5 11 11 5 5 PSL(2,11)  As As  PSL(2,11)  [I6, Theorem 1]

6 28 252 27 7 PSL(2,8) Dy Dy PI'L(2,8) [2, Proposition 3.1]
7 PT'L(2,8) Dig:3 7:6 [2, Proposition 3.1]
8 36 84 14 6 PSL(28) Dy S5  PLL(2,8) [I5, Theorem 3.10]
9 PTL(2,8) 7:6 3x0S3 [15, Theorem 3.10]




Some references in Table [I] are rectified with respect to those provided in [2, Table 1].
For instance, the 2-(36, 6, 2) design as in Lines 8-9 was actually constructed in [15, Example

3.9(1) and Theorem 3.10] and the proof is computer free.

2 Proof of Theorem

Let D be a nontrivial 2-(v, k,2) design admitting a flag-transitive automorphism group G
with Soc(G) = PSL(2,q), ¢ = p/ > 4. Denote Soc(G) by T, then T < G < Aut(T),
where Aut(T) = PT'L(2,q). Moreover, we denote by = and B any point and block of D,
respectively.

Our starting point is the following proposition, which is essentially proven in [2| Propo-
sition 3.1].

Proposition 2.1 Let D be a nontrivial 2-(v, k,2) design admitting a flag-transitive group
G of automorphisms with Soc(G) = PSL(2,q), ¢ = p/ > 4, then (D,G) is as in one of the
lines in Table[d, or one of the following holds:

(I) D has parameters (v,b,r k) = (@,2((]2 —1),2(¢+1),%), ¢ =2">8, f>1,
Ty = Dygr1y and Tp = Z3 " or Z;

(II) D has parameters (v,b,r, k) = (q(q—gl),q(q—;”,q —1,q+1),q=p' >5,podd f>1,
Tx = Dq+1 and TB = Dq—l-

Proof. The proof is that [2, Proposition 3.1] except for case (I) when it is derived Tz = ZJ
using the fact that T" acts blocks-transitively on D (see [2, Proposition 3.1(8.1)]). However,
their argument based on the analysis of the maximal subgroups of G containing Tp still
works without the assumption of on the block-transitivity of 7" on D but this leads to an
extra case: the block set of D, which has size b = 2(¢*> — 1), is partitioned into two T-orbits

of equal length ¢*> — 1, and hence T = Z{ . 0

In the sequel, we refer to the 2-designs recorded in (I) and (II) of Proposition 2.1] as
2-designs of type I and II, respectively.



2.1

Exclusion of the 2-designs of type I

In this section, we prove the following result.

Theorem 2.2 There are no 2-designs of type I.

In order to prove Theorem 2.2] we need to recall the following useful facts:

(1)

An irreducible conic C of PG(2,q), ¢ = 2/, is a (¢ + 1)-arc, namely a set of ¢ + 1
points no three of them collinear, by [10, Lemma 7.7]. Any line of PG(2,q) is either
secant, tangent or external according as it has 2, 1 or 0 points in common with C,
respectively. The tangent lines to C are all concurrent to a point N called nucleus of C
by [10, Corollary 7.11], and J = CU{N} is a (¢ + 2)-arc called regular hyperoval (see
[10, Section 8.4]).

The lines of PG(2,q) are either secants or external to J, that is they have either 2
or 0 points in common with 7. The set £ of the external lines to J has size q(q—2—1)
(see [10, Section 8.1.]). The number of points of PG(2,q) \ J is ¢* — 1 and through
each point there are exactly 4 + 1 secant lines to J and £ external lines to J by [10,

Corollary 8.8].

PGL(3,q) has a unique conjugacy class of subgroups isomorphic to PSL(2,q) by [4,
Table 8.3] (note that PSL(2,q) = Q(3,¢) by [10, Corollary 7.14] is reducible and not
maximal in PGL(3,q) when ¢ is even. Further, the irreducible conics do not arise
from polarities in this case), and each of these groups is the stabilizer in PGL(3, q) of
a suitable regular hyperoval of PG(2,q). The converse is also true as a consequence
of [10, Theorem 7.4]. In particular, each PSL(2,q) fixes the nucleus of its invariant
hyperoval and acts 2-transitively on the remaining ¢ + 1 points of this one by [10,
Corollary 7.15].

PGL(3, q) has a unique conjugacy class of elements of order 2, and if ¢ is any of these
then o is a (P,,t,)-elation of PG(2,q). That is, o fixes each of the ¢ + 1 points of t,
including P, and fixes setwise each of the ¢ + 1 lines of PG(2, ¢) containing P, by [11]
Exercise IV.4.6]. No other points or lines of PG(2, q) are fixed by o.

PSL(2,q) has a unique conjugacy class of subgroups of order ¢/2. Indeed, each of
these lie in a unique Frobenius subgroup of PSL(2,q) of order q(q — 1).
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By (3), in the sequel, we may assume that 7" is the copy of PSL(2,q) inside PGL(3,q)
preserving a fixed J and, as pointed out in [5, Section 2.6], we may identify the point set of
D with &, the set of lines PG(2, q) external to J.

Let S be any Sylow 2-subgroup of 7. Then S is an elementary abelian 2-group and
Np(S) = S : K, where K is cyclic of order ¢ — 1. Then S\ {1} = {o1,...,04-1}, where
o(o;) =2, and K acts regularly on S\ {1}.

Lemma 2.3 The following hold:

(i) S fizes the nucleus N, a unique point Q) of C and acts regularly on C\ {Q};
(ii) S fizes t pointwise, where t = NQ, and acts semireqularly on PG(2,q) \ t;
(i1i) o; is a (P,,,t)-elation of PG(2,q);

(iv) C acts reqularly on t \ {N,Q} = {Py,, ..., Py, };

(v) If E; is the set of q/2 lines through P,, which are external to J (see (2)), then S acts

transitively on E; with action kernel (o;).

Proof. The group G fixes N by (3), so does S. Moreover, S fixes a unique point @ of C
and acts regularly on C \ {Q} since T acts 2-transitively on the ¢ + 1 points of C, which is
(i). Thus S preserves t, where t = N@Q. The actions of S on C and on the set of ¢+ 1 lines
through N are equivalent, as these are tangents to C by (1), hence S and acts semiregularly
on PG(2,q)\ t.

Each o, is a (P,,,t,,)-elation of PG(2,q) for each i = 1,...,¢ — 1 by (4). Then t,, =t
since S, and hence o, fixes N and ). Thus o; fixes ¢ pointwise for each ¢+ = 1,...,¢ — 1, and
hence S fixes ¢ pointwise. This proves (ii) and (iii).

If P,, = N, then o; preserves each of the ¢+ 1 lines through N by (4), and hence o; fixes
C pointwise since o; preserve C and each line through N is tangent to C. This contradicts
(i), hence P,, # N.

If P,, = @, then o; preserves each of the ¢ secants to C through @ by (4), and hence o;
fixes C pointwise, and we again reach a contradiction. Thus, P, # Q. It follows from (ii)
that, ¢ is the set of points of PG(2, q) fixed by S. Then K preserves ¢ since K normalizes S.
Further K fixes N since T does it, and K fixes @ since {Q} = tNC and K preserves both ¢
and C.



If there is a non-trivial element v of K fixing a point P on ¢\ { N, Q}, then 1) fixes one of
the  external lines to J containing P by (ii), say z. So ¢ € T, whereas T, = Da(g41y. Thus
K acts regularly on ¢ \ {N,Q}. Then t\ {N,Q} = {F,,, ..., P,,_,} since we have seen that
{P,,.... P, .} is a subset of t \ {N,Q} and K acts regularly on S\ {1} = {01, ..., 041}
This proves (iv).

Since S preserves C, fixes IV, and fixes each P,, by (ii), it follows that S permutes the set
E; of q/2 lines through P,, which are external to J. Now, o; preserves each line containing
P,, by (4), hence (o;) lies in the action kernel A of S on E;. On the other hand, if y € E;,
then A < S, = (0;) since S, < T, = Dy(y11) with ¢ even. Thus A = S, = (0;) and S acts
transitively on E;. This proves (v). O

Proof. [of Theorem [Z2] Let B be any block of D. Then the order of Tp is either ¢/2
or ¢, and in both cases we may assume that T is a fixed subgroup of S by (5).

Suppose that |Tz| = ¢/2. Then T acts flag-transitively on B. Hence B = (& where /
is a suitable external line to J. Without loss of generality, we may assume that T \ {1} =
(01s o002 ).

Let R be the intersection point of ¢ with ¢. Then R # @, N since @) € C, N is the
nucleus of J and ¢ is external to J (see [10, Corollary 8.8]). Then R = P,, for a unique
i€{l,...,q—1} since t \J = {P,,, ..., Py, }, and hence ¢ € E;, where E; is the set of ¢/2
lines through P,, which are external to J (see Lemma 23|(v)). Then B C E; since Tp fixes
P, being T a subgroup of S. Actually, B = E; since k = ¢/2. Then T} p = (0;) by Lemma
23(v), and hence k = |B| = [(T2| = ¢/4, a contradiction.

Suppose that |Tg| = q. Then |T: Tg| = ¢* — 1, and hence |G : Gg| = 2|T : Tg|. Then
B = BY = BT U CT with B and C blocks of D both preserved by Tg. Then B = ("2 and
C' = m™® with ¢ and m suitable external lines to 7. Now, arguing as above, one has B = E
and C = E;, where E; and E; are the set of ¢/2 external lines to J through P,, and Py,
respectively. Moreover, F,, # P, since E; = B # C = E; by (2).

Let ¢ be the unique element of K such that P? = P, by Lemma 23(iv), then EY = E;
since ¢ preserves J, and E; and E; are the set of all (namely q/2 each) external lines to J
through P,, and P, , respectively. That is B¥ = C and hence B = B¢ = BT UC” = BT
whereas |G : Gg| = 2|T : Tg|, a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.4 [t is not difficult to see that (P, BY), where P is the set of external lines to
J, and B = (° with { € P is an isomorphic copy of the Witt Bose-Shrikhande linear space
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W(q), g > 8 even.

2.2 Exclusion of the 2-designs of type 11

In this section, we prove the following theorem, thus completing the proof of Theorem [LII

Theorem 2.5 D is not a 2-design of type II.

Throughout the remainder of the paper, we denote by X the copy of PGL(2, q) contained
in Aut(T).

Lemma 2.6 [fq= —1 (mod 4), then one of the following holds:
(i) T acts flag-transitively on D;

(ii) D admits X as a flag-transitive automorphism group, and each block B of D is a union

of two Tg-orbits of length q;—l.

Proof. Let (z, B) any flag of D. Then }(x, B)G‘ = @ by the flag-transitivity of G
on D. We know that "< G and T, 5 < Zy. If T, p = 1 then |G : G, g| = |T : T, g|. Thus
T acts flag-transitively on D, and we obtain (1).

If T, g = Zy, then |G : G, 5| = 2|T : T, p| and B is a union of two Tg-orbits of length
=L Then |G : T| = 2|Gyp : Tt,p|, and hence the order of G/T is even.

If X £ G, then GNX = T and hence G/T = GX/X < Out(T)/X = Z;, where
f = log,(q). Then f is even since /T has even order, and hence ¢ = 1 (mod 4), a
contradiction. Thus X < @G.

Now, Zy =T, p < Xyop < Zyx Zy. It Xy p =2 Zy x Zy and so G # X and |G : X| =
2|1G, g X, p| since X < G. Thus f is even since G/X < Z;, and again ¢ = 1 (mod 4),
which is not the case. Thus X, p = Z3, and hence X acts flag-transitively on D, which is
(2). O

2.2.1 Identification of the blocks of D

Since PG L(3, ¢q) has one conjugacy class of subgroups isomorphic to PSL(2,q) and each of
these preserves a unique irreducible conic of PG(2,q), we may assume that 7' = PSL(2, q)
is the stabilizer of the conic

C: XoXo— X =0.
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by [10, Corollary 7.14]. More details on conics can be found in [I0, Section 7.2]. A point P
of PG(2,q) is internal or external to C according as it lies on 0 or 2 tangents to C by [10,
Section 8.2]. Let I and E be the set of internal and external points to C. Then |I| = q(q2—1)
and |F| = % by [10}, Section 8.2]. In the sequel, P will be called I-point of C, or E-point
of C according as it lies in I or E, respectively.

Note that, a point P of PG(2,q) is a I-point (resp. E-point) of C if and only if P™ is a

external (resp. secant) to C by [10, Theorem 8.16], where

0 0 12\ / X
7-‘-:(}/0) }/1a }/2)'—>(}/0a }/1a }/2) 0 —1 0 Xl =0
12 0 0 X

is the polarity defined by C.

Le x be the quadratic character of GF(q), then x(z) is 0, 1 or —1 according as z is either
0 or is a square, or a non-square of GF'(q), respectively. Let Q11 and Q_; be the set of
q—1

squares and non-squares of GF'(q)*, respectively, then [Q41] = [Q_1| = &5~

It is well known that, T" acts transitively on I and on F, and the stabilizer of a point
is isomorphic to D,4q or D,_1, respectively. On the other hand, 7" has a unique conjugacy
class of subgroups isomorphic to D,,;. Hence, we may identify the point set P of D with I.

Hence, any block of D is a suitable subset of size ¢ — 1 of I.

Note that, T is the group consisting of the elements represented by

a? ab b?
2ac ad -+ be 2bd
c? cd d?

where ab — bd € @, by [10, Corollary 7.14 and its proof]. As note above, T' has a unique
conjugacy class of subgroups isomorphic to D,_;. Therefore, we may assume that Tp =

(a2, 8) for some block B of D, where a and /3 are respectively represented by

w 0 0 0 0 1
a=1 01 0 and 3= 0 —1 0
0 0 wt 1 0 0

where w is a primitive element of GF(q)*.
Note that, Tz preserves a pencil of bitangent conics in O = (0,0,1) and P, = (1,0,0).

The conics in the pencil are:



(i) The irreducible conics Cj, : Xo Xy — hX? =0 for h € GF(q)* (here C; = C);
(ii) The simply degenerate conic Cy : XoXs = 0;

(iii) The doubly degenerate conic Co, : X2 = 0.

In the sequel, for h € GF(q) U {oco} we denote the set Cp, \ {O, P} by C;. Hence, C;
is a (¢ — 1)-arc of PG(2,q). Further, the set {C; : h € GF(q) U {oo}} is a partition of
PG(2,9)\ {0, P}

Proposition 2.7 One of the following holds:
(i) ¢ = —1 (mod 4) and one of the following holds:

(a) The Tg-orbits of I-points of C of length ¢ — 1 are the (¢ — 1)-arcs C;; with h €
(1+Q41) N Q1.

(b) The Xpg-orbits of I-points of C of length q— 1, which are a union of two Tg-orbits
each of length 5, are the (¢ — 1)-arcs C; with h € (1+ Q41) N Q_1.

(i) ¢ =1 (mod 4) and the following hold:

(a) The Tg-orbits of I-points of C of length ¢ — 1 are the (¢ — 1)-arcs C;; with h €
(1+Q1)NQ-1.

(b) The Tg-orbits of I-points of C of length q;—l are the following:

OOO = {(,u>0a 1) HYIAS Q—1}>
Oner = {(he®,p,1) i€ Qua},
Op-1 = {(h:u27 I, 1) VRS Q—l}

where h € (14+Q_1) N Q4.
Proof. Let A= (u,0,1) be a point of C,. Then A™ : Xy 4+ uX, = 0. Hence
A€l |A"NC|=0<+= pZ*+1=0 has 0 solutions,

where Z = X,/X,. This occurs if and only if —p~! € Q_;, and hence p lies in Q_; or Q1
according as ¢ =1 (mod 4) or ¢ = —1 (mod 4), respectively. Thus,

Oso = {(1,0,1) - € Qc}
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is a Tp-orbit of length ! consisting of I of C for ¢ = ¢ (mod 4), where £ = 1.
For h € GF(q)* \ {1}, one has C;; = Op 11 U O, _1, where

Oh,—i—l = {(hu27u’ ]-) pE Q-l—l} ’
Oh,—l = {(hlu’zv/J’7 1) Y S Q—l}

are two orbits, each of length %, under the cyclic subgroup of Tz of order %.

Let P, = (hu?, p1,1) be any point of Cj with h € GF(g)* \ {1}, then P, is a I-point of C

if and only if PJ is an external line to C, where
P;f . XO — QIMXl + hM2X2 =0.

Hence,
P, el <+ }PZ ﬂC} =0 < hu?Z? —2uZ +1 =0 has 0 solutions

where Z = X,/X;. This happens if and only if 4u? — 4u?h € Q_, that is, if and only if
h—1 € Q_.. Further, since P} = (h(=1/hp)?, —=1/hy, 1), it follows that Ofvj = Oy,
j = =1, if and only if x(—hu)=x(u), that is, only for x(h) = x(—1) since u # 0.

Assume that ¢ = 1 (mod 4). The Tp-orbits of I-points of C of length “* are O and
Op,; with h € (1 4+ Q-1) N Q41 and j = £1. Hence, the Ts-orbits of I-points of C of length
q — 1 are the (¢ — 1)-arcs C; with h € (1 4+ Q_1) N Q_1.

Assume that ¢ = —1 (mod 4). Arguing as above, it is easy to see that the Tg-orbits of
I-points of C of length ¢ — 1 are the (¢ — 1)-arcs C;; with h € (1 + Q41) N Q 41, whereas the
Xp-orbits of I-points of C of length ¢ — 1, which are a union of two Tz-orbits each of length
=1 are the (g — 1)-arcs Cj; with h € (1 + Q41) N Q—; since Xp = (o, ) O.

Corollary 2.8 The following hold:
(i) If g=—1 (mod 4), then |(1+ Q1) N Q1| = 2 and |(1+ Q1) N Q| = “H;
(i) If =1 (mod 4), then |(1+Q_1) N Q_1| = |(1 + Q_1) N Q1| = L.

Proof. If ¢ = —1 (mod 4), then |(1 4+ Q41) N Q41| = &2 since (1 + Q41) N Q41 is the
number of common points of 1+ @, and () regarded as blocks of the development of the
Paley-Hadamard (q, qg—l, ‘Z—s)-difference set by [3, Theorem VI.1.12]. Consequently, one has

-1 ¢=3 q+1

(14 Q) N Q| = T5= =T = T
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If ¢ =1 (mod4), then |(1+Q4+1) N Q41| = L2 since it is the number of common
neighbours of 0 and 1 in the Paley graph by [3, Example I11.10.15]. Then

|(1‘|’Q—1)HQ+1|:|Q+1\{1}|—|(1+Q+1)r‘|@+1|:q;?’_q;E’:q§1’

and hence

—1 —1 —1 —1
(1+Q1)NQal ==~ l0+Q)nQ == -1 = =1 —

Lemma 2.9 Let B be any block of D. Then one of the following holds:
(1) ¢g=—1 (mod 4) and B = C; for some h € 1 + Q1;
(2) g =1 (mod 4) and one of the following holds:

(a) B=Cj for some hel+Q_q;

(b) B = Oni U Oppm ; for some h € (1 4+ Q1) N Qy1, ¥ # h and W = h,
1 <m <log,(q)/2 and i,j € {—1,+1}. In particular, log,(q) is even.

Proof. Let B be any block of D. Assume that ¢ = —1 (mod 4). By Lemma 2.6
either 1" acts flag-transitively on D, B is a Tz-orbit of length ¢ — 1, and hence B = C; for
some h € (1 4+ @Q+1) N Q41 by Proposition 2.7(i.a), or 7" does not act flag-transitively on
D, X acts flag-transitively on D, B is a Xp-orbit of length ¢ — 1, and hence B = C; with
h € (1+ Q+1) NQ_1 by Proposition 2.7(i.b). This proves (1).

Assume that ¢ = 1 (mod 4). If T acts flag-transitively on D, then B is a Tg-orbit of
length ¢ — 1, and hence B = C; for some h € (1 + Q_1) N Q_; by Proposition 2.7(ii.a), and
we obtain (2.a) in this case.

If T" does acts flag-transitively on D, then B is a union of two B-orbits of length ‘12;1.
If O, € B. Then B = Oy U Oy, ; for some hy € (1 4+ Q-1) N Q41 and j € {—1,+1}
by Lemma 2.7(ii.b). Note that, % > 2 since ¢ > 5. Now, Gp acts transitively on B
and Gp < PI'L(2,q). On the other hand G < PI'L(3,q), hence the elements of Gy are
collineations of PG(2,¢) and these do not map subsets of lines of size % > 2 onto subsets

of conics, being these ones arcs. Thus, O, ¢ B. Therefore B = Oy, ; U O, ; for some
hi,hy € (1+Q-1)NQy1 and 4,5 € {—1,+1}.
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Assume that hy = hy. Then ¢ # j since k = ¢ — 1, and hence B = C;; with hy €
(14 Q-1) NQ41, and we again obtain (2.a).

Assume that hy # hs. The group T has one conjugacy class of subgroups isomorphic
to Tp, hence Gp = Ng(TB) < Npripg(Ts) = (B,a,0), where o : (Xo, X1, X5) +—
(X8, X7, X%). Now, Of , = O,; with j # i if t is odd, and Of ; = Oy, ; with j = i
if ¢t is even. Further, O;‘L:i = Ohg’m,i' Hence, Ofi?t "= Op, ; if and only if ¢ is even and
hi € GF(p%), where d = ged(f, m) and q = p’. Furthermore, we have

o . T P
AL i A
Suppose that i # j. Then there is *a'o™ € G such that Ogif‘t = Oh,,; and Of;uj‘t“m =
Oh,i- Hence, t is odd, hy = h?" and hy = hY". Therefore, f = log,(q) is even, W™ = h, for
s=1,2.

Suppose that ¢ = j. Then there is f¥a'c™ € G such that Oﬁif‘t”m = O, and (’)f::;‘t"m =

m

2m

Op, i Hence, t is even, hy = h¥" and hy = h5" . Therefore, f = log,(q) is even, h?™" = h,

for s = 1,2 also in this case. Thus, we obtain (2.b). O

Let ¢, £ € GF(q) with € fixed, € # 0, and €% # —1 when ¢ =1 (mod 4), and let 7¢, 7. be

the elements of T represented, up to a non-zero element of GF'(q), by the matrices

2

1 £ £2 1 ¢ c
26 —1+4+& =26 | and | 0 1 2¢ (1)
& ¢ 1 00 1

respectively. Then W = {~,.:¢c € GF(q)} is the Sylow p-subgroup of T fixing O = (0,0, 1).

Then 7¢ has order 2, and 7¢y.o*" is represented by the matrix

w2 c+¢& = (c+€)°
20w P42 -1 F(c€—1)(c+¢) |- (2)
Cw (e —1) (e —1)°

Lemma 2.10 The following hold:

(i) If TgYe, = TpYey, then c; = co;

(“) TB’YC1 7& TB7_£’702O‘2U;'
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(iii) If TpTeVe, @™ = TpTeye,®? and (ca,us) # (c1,u1), then ¢ =1 (mod 4) and (co, ug) =
(5_1 - g — C1, Uy + %)

(iv) If ¢ =1 (mod 4), TpTe, Ve, @ = TpTey Ve, 022 with & # &, then x(£1&2) =1

Proof. If T%., = TgYe,, then 7., _., € T and hence 7., _., = 8™a?® for some integers
m and s. Thus 7., a2 = ™. Since 7., _,a > fixes O, whereas 8™ does not, unless
™ =1, it follows that ™ =1, a=*,, _., = 1, and hence a® =1 and ¢; = ¢,. This proves
(i)

Assume that Tgv., = TpTeYe, 0 a®

Then 7e,a* ;' = 7™, Then 7q,a®"y," fixes
O, whereas O7F"™ i (2w —€w? 1) or (€ 2w, ¢ w2 1) according as m = 0 or 1,
respectively, and we obtain T7., # TpTeVe,0*". This proves (ii).

Assume that Tp7eye,a® = TpTeye,a®?. Then %1(12(u1—u2)%—21 = 7¢fma*7:. Then

Ve, 017120y 71 ig represented by

2u1 —2u2 2ug—2u1 (Cl _ w2u1—2uzc2)2

w 0 — w22,
M = 0 1 Quua=2ul (o) — y2ur—2uzc,)
0 0 w2u2—2u1

If m = 0, then 7za**7¢ is represented by

LT )’ S5 (@7 1) (6 +u™) A
No ( _ 1) (52 +w2$) % (252 +w25 _ 2§2w2.s + 2§2w4.s + 54 2.5) 2% (w23 _ 1) (52w23 + 1)
wa ( 2s _ 1)2 % ( 2s _ ) (52w25 + 1) ﬁ (§2w25 + 1)2

Then %1@2(7”_“2)%_21 = 7¢0™ma**1¢ implies Ny = M for some § € GF(q)*, and hence w* = 1.
Thus, %1042(“1_“2)70_21 = 1 and hence u; = us and ¢; = ¢s.
If m = 1, then 7¢8a7¢ is represented by

( 2s _ 1) % (wQS _ 1) (€2w2$ + 1) ﬁ (€2w25 4 1)2
]\[1 — 2s _ 1) (52 _,’_UJZS) _ﬁ (262 + w2s _ 2620.125 + 2§2w4s + £4w2s) _2“)5 ( _ ) (€2w2s + 1)
( 2 +w25) % (MQS _ 1) (52 +w2$) sz (w% _ 1)2

Then 701(12(“1_“2)'70_21 — 7-56@237_£ implies N, = OM for some 0 € GF(q)*, and hence w2 —
—£2, from which we derive

—(€@+1)" —HE+) (e -1) —F(E@+ 1) (-1

Ny = 0 (€2 +1)° §(§2+1) (& -1
0 0 — (&2 +1)
Then 0 = (£ + 1)2 and w?172u2 = 1 since w?~2“2 = 1 implies ¢; = ¢y, hence ¢ = 1

(mod 4) and C2 &1 — & — 1. Thus, TpTeye, 0"t = TpTeVe,0*"2 with ¢ = 71— £ — ¢ and
ug = uy + L=, which is (iii).
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Finally, assume that ¢ = 1 (mod 4), TpTe, Ve, @** = TpTe, Ve, @2 with & # &. Then
Yoy 02tu2)y 1 = 7 3ma257 and hence O™ 7" = 0. On the other hand, easy compu-
tations show that

s 1 1 1
07T = <w25 (& — w2851)2 o (& — w¥& + w68 — WP ), o5 (w*&1& + 1)2> ,
s 1 1 1
07100 ey = (ﬁ (G162 + w2s)2 T (WP — W& + & — w*683), T (& — w23§2)2> :

Hence, either & — w?¢; = 0 or & + w?* = 0. The former implies ;& = w?€?, and

hence x(£,&) = 1, the latter & = —w? and again x(£,&) = 1 since ¢ =1 (mod 4). O

If ¢ =1 (mod 4), let &, & € GF(q)*, & # &, such that £7,63 # —1 and x(&6) = —1.
Such &, & do exist for ¢ > 5. For instance, £&; = 1 and & = w fulfill the previous properties.

The group T acts block-transitively on D and it is clearly that the action of T on B is
equivalent to the action 7" on the set of cosets of T in T. Now, if ¢ = —1 (mod 4), then
Fe = WUTWH, where and H is the cyclic subgroup of order % of Tg, is a system of
distinct representatives of the cosets of Tz in T by Lemma 2.10.

If ¢ =1 (mod4), then F¢, e, = W U1, WH U 7, WH contains a system of distinct
representatives of the cosets of Tz in T' again by Lemma 2.10l Hence, we have the following

proposition.
Proposition 2.11 Either ¢ = —1 (mod 4) and B = B¢, or ¢ = 1 (mod 4) and B =

BF§17§2 .

Let 4,5 € {—1,+1} and £ be 1 for ¢ = —1 (mod 4) or an element in {{;,&} for ¢ = 1
(mod 4). By using (Il) and (2)), one obtains

O, = { (b3 (chyos +1) o, ey + 20 +1) - € Qs ®)

O = { (0" 13, (ch?" 1o + 1) o, WP Ppi + 215 + 1) = i € Q) (4)
N Xo = w (hu? + 2&u; + £2)

Op ™ 4 Xi=h(E+ ) pi + (6 426 = 1) + € (c§ = 1) ©)

Xo = g (h(e+ &) pud +2(c€ = 1) (e + &) + (c§ = 1)%)
with S Qi7 and
v [ Xo= W (W7 p3 + 260, + €2)
O;f}ca Xy =" () i+ (42— g+ E(c€—1) (6)
Xy = g (W77 (c+€)° 13 +2(c6 = 1) (e + ) p + (c€ — 1)°)

with Mo € Qj.
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Remark 2.12 [t worth nothing that, the first and the third coordinate of the points in
OZCZ’ O'Yc

TE’)/COCQU Tg’ycoﬁu . .
o i Onia or Oy are never equal to zero since the lines Xo = 0 and Xy = 0

are tangent to C and these do not contain I-points of C by [10, Table 8.1].

2.2.2 Reduction to the case ¢ =1 (mod 4)

Lemma 2.13 If ¢ = —1 (mod 4), for each h € 1+ Q41 the number of elements t €
{1,...,q — 2} such that w?*(h—1) +w'(2h+2) +h —1 € Q_1, and W' # j:fﬂ,j:?*i

when h € Q41, is at least qT
Proof. Let h € 1+ @, the number of w® with ¢ € {1, ...,q — 2} such that
W (h—1)+w (2h+2)+h—1=y}

for some y; € GF(q) is equal to the number of lines of PG(2, q) of the form m; : Xo—w'X, =0
with ¢t € {1,...,q — 2} having either 1 or 2 points in common with the following irreducible

conic:
K:Xg(h—1)+Xo Xy (2h+2)+ X3 (h—1) — X7 =0.

Now, each line m; contains the point P,, = (0, 1,0), and P,, ¢ K. The polar line of P,, with
respect to K is £ : X7 = 0.

If h € @Q_1, then £ is external to I, and hence P, is internal to K. The secant lines to
through P, are % by [10, Table 8.2]. The lines mg : Xo = 0 and my, : Xy = 0 intersect K
in (0,4vh —1,1) in (1, vk — 1,0), respectively. Moreover, the line m,_; : Xo — Xy = 0 is
external to K since h € Q_;. Thus, the number of lines to K of the form m; : Xy —w!X, =0
with ¢ € {1,...,q — 2} intersecting K is 4+ — 2 = 222 and hence the number of the external

3

onesisq—2—q7—

If h € Qyq, then (N K ={Q1, Q2 }, where

Q= (—@,0,1> and Qy = (—\/ﬁ_l,m) ,

qT. Thus, the assertlon follows in this case.

Vh -1 Vh+1

hence P, is external to I, and a; : Xy + §+1X2 =0 and ay : Xy + g;ng = 0 are

the tangents lines to K through P,. The secant lines to K through P, are % by [10,
Table 8.2]. The lines mg : Xo = 0 and my : Xo = 0 intersect K in (0, £vh —1,1)
n (1,++vh —1,0), respectively. Moreover, the line m,_; : Xy — Xy = 0 intersects K in

(1,£2v/h,1). Thus, the number of lines to K of the form m; : Xy — w!X, = 0 with t €
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{1,...,q— 2} intersecting I is u —2—1= %, and hence the number of the external ones

isqg—2— T = q;?’, which is equlvalent to the number of elements t € {2, ...,q — 1} such that
w?(h—1)4+ w9 (2h+2) + h—1 € Q_;. Finally, excluding the remaining possible values
ﬁﬁ §+1 the assertion follows. O

Proposition 2.14 If D is a 2-design of type II, then ¢ =1 (mod 4).

Proof. Assume that ¢ = —1 (mod 4). Let A; = (w*" O 1) and Ay = (w?2,0,1) such
that w?° (b — 1)+ w' (2h + 2)+h to \/_+1’ \/— o, where to = t; —t,.
Such ¢ty does exist by Lemma since ¢ > 7. Then there is ¢ € F} by Proposition 211
such that {A;, Ao} C BY, where B = C; with h € 1 + Q. by Lemma Z9(1). Hence, there
are two distinct points Py = (hu2, 1, 1) and Py = (hp2, iz, 1) in B such that P/ = A; and
P2¢ = AQ.

2 Cchins .

Ify € W, then Pl.w = (hczugj:g%“, h;ﬁgi@lil, 1) since hc?p?+2cu;+1 # 0 (see Remark

212), and hence PY = A, for i = 1,2 if and only if ¢ = 1/huy = 1/hps. So puy = ,ug, and

we reach a contradiction. Then ) = 77" for some ¢y € GF(q) and 1 < uy < =, This

is equivalent to say that (1, co,ug,t1) and (us, co, g, t2) are two distinct solutlons of the
following system obtained by using (Bl) and ([6]) (see also Remark 2.12)):

w2u hp? +2u+1 — w2t (7)
h(e+1)? 2 +2(2 =) +(c—1)? :

{ (b + 2+ 1) ¢ — (hp® — 1) = 0,
If 2hp? + p; + 1 = 0 with ¢ either 1 or 2, then hu? —1 = 0. Thus p; = —1, and hence h = 1,
a contradiction since h € 1+ Q. Therefore, 2u; + hu? + 1 # 0 for each i = 1,2. Then
substituting (u1, co, ug) and (e, co, ug) in the first equation of () one obtains

hpi—=1 huz—1
hu? 4 2u; + 1 hu3 4 2ug + 17

Co = —

from which we derive h(pq 4+ 1)p2 = — (hptn + 1). The previous argument leads to a contra-
diction if g3 = —1, hence p; # —1. This implies

hy? — 1 hp + 1
_ AT andpy = T 8
hu1+2u1+1 Kz h(p1 +1) (®)

since h # 0. Note that py # 0, hence huy + 1 # 0. Now, substituting (1, co, ug,t1) and

Co = —

(2, co, ug, t2), with ¢g and po as in ({), in the second equation of (@), we get

42 (h—1 4 1)? 1)?
w2 = 2:“1 (h' ) 2w2t1 and w2t = (/"Ll + )2 (h:ul + ) 2w2t2.
(hpt + 2p0 + 1) (h—1) (i + 2p1 + 1)
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If won = 29V 0D

w and w" = —

2 AD)(uatl) 2 then

T hpd A2+l V/(h=1) (A3 421 +1)
2py/(h=1) o 2(m+1) (i +1) 2
hud +2pn +1 (h—1) (hp? + 2p1 + 1)
from which we deduce
:ul (h' - 1) — _wto

(1 +1) (hpy + 1)
This leads

hwp; 4+ (W (h+1) +h—1) gy +w'™ =0,
which has solutions if and only if
(W (h+1)+h— 1)2 — 4 (hw') w' € Q41 U{0}.
Easy computations yield
(h—1) (W™ (h—1)+w"2(h+1)+h—1) € Q41 U{0},

and hence
wHo (h—1)+w"2(h+1)+h—1€ Q. U{0}

since h € 1 + @Q,, which is not the case by our assumption on w?. The same conclusion

holds for w* = _i‘“zi V2(h_1)wt1 and wt = 2t Duntl) b
pF 2 +1 V(h=1) (hp3+2p1+1)
wup _ 2u14/(h—1) 4 ul 2(p1+1) (hp1+1) t uz __ u ;
Thus w" = [ Esmes) 1w = \/(h—;)(hu§+12m+1)w 2 and w"? = —w". Now, arguing as
above, one obtains
hoopi + (W (h+1)+h—1)p —w® =0 9)

with
W (h—1) —w"2(h+1)+h—-1€ Q.1 U{0}.

If w? (h—1) — w2 (h+1)+h—1=0, then w = %;i or %ﬂ which is still contrary to

our assumption. Therefore
W’ (h—1) —w"2(h+1)+h—1€ Q44,

and hence there are two distinct solutions py, p) of (@). It results that

ha? — 1 hx +1 2z4/(h —1)
= —-—— = - d u1 = — a1
(=) et o1 2@ = Ty e et ) = e e
qg—1
Uy = u1+T
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with « = uy, p) are solutions of (7). Hence, {P;(z), PQ(:E)}T%(I)O‘MM = {A;, Ay} fori = 1,2,
where Pj(z) = (hz? hz,1) and Py(z) = (hus(z)?, hpo(x),1) and x = py, py. Moreover,
the set {Pi(u1), (1)} # {Pi(ph), Po(pt})} since py # pf. Note that 7i7e)a® @ with
@ = puy, 1, and i = 1,2 are four distinct elements of F; by Lemma 2I0(iii). Then B™ et
with * = py, ) and ¢ = 1,2 are four distinct blocks of D by Proposition 211} and all of
them are such that {A4;, Ay} € B™@™“) This violates A = 2. Thus ¢ = —1 (mod 4) is

ruled out, and hence the assertion follows since ¢ is odd.

2.2.3 Reduction to the case ¢ =5

In this final section, we complete the proof of Theorem by handling the remaining case
¢g=1 (mod 4).

Lemma 2.15 The number of unordered pairs of distinct points of Oy contained in a block
of D of the form B with ¢ € GF(q)* is % for B = O; UOppm ;, i € {—1,+1}, and 0

otherwise.

Proof. Let B be any block of D, then either B = C; for some h € 1+ Q_4, or
B = 0},;UOm ; for some h € (1+Q_1)NQ 1, B*" # hand """ = h, and 4,5 € {—1,+1} by
Lemmal[29(2). In the former case, for each ¢ € GF(q)*, it is easy to see that B*NOy, = {P.}
where P, = (h (1/ch)?,1/ch, 1) and P = (1/c*(h—1),0,1). Thus, the number of unordered
pairs of distinct points of O, contained in a block of D of the form B with ¢ € GF(q)* is
0 in this case.

Assume that B = O, ;U Oy, ; for some h € (h € 1+Q_1)NQ41, h?™ # h and " = h,
and i,j € {—1,+1}. Let ¢ € GF(q)*, then P, as above and R, = (hpm (l/chpm)2 ,1/ch?™, 1)
are the unique I-points of C which are mapped by <. onto points of ¢ : X; = 0 (here,
Rl = (1/A(h*™ —1),0,1)). Further, P. # R, since h?" # h, hence PJe # R)e.

Since h € Q4 and B = Oy, ; U Oppm , it follows that both P, and R, lie in B if and only
if i = jand ¢ € Q;. Thus, |[B*NOy| = 2 if and only if i = j and ¢ € @;. When this
occurs, B N Oy = BN Oy since P’,° = PJe and R’,° = R*. Therefore, the number
of unordered pairs of distinct points of O, contained in a block of D of the form B with
c € Q;is % since |Q;| = %1 and for each ¢ € Q); one has B* N Oy = BN O. O

Proof of Theorem [2.5. The aim of this proof is to demonstrate that there are no
2- (q(q—;),q— 1,2) designs D admitting PSL(2,q) < G < PI'L(2,q) as a flag-transitive
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automorphims group when ¢ > 5. We will prove this by showing that there are pairs of
points such that if there is block containing them, then the number distinct blocks containing
them is at least four.

The I-points of C contained in ¢ are exactly those of O, which are q;—l points. Hence,
the number of unordered pairs of distinct points of O is %. Let {A;, Ay} be any
such pair, then there is an element of B containing it since D is a 2-design, and hence there
is ¢ € Fg, ¢, such that A;, Ay € BY by Proposition ELT1], where either B = Oy, ; U Oy ; with
W =handije {—1,+1},i+# j, and hence B = C}, or h' = h?" # h, """ = h for some
1<m < f/2 and i,j € {—1,+1} by Lemma Z9(2).

Note that, ¢ # 1 since BN{ = () and O C ¢, where £ : X; = 0. Now, ¢ € W if and
only if B = Oy; U Oppm ; by Lemma 2.I5l Further, the set Y consisting of the unordered

pairs of distinct points of O, not contained in a block of the form B with ¢ € GF(q)*, is

(¢—=1)(¢=3) g¢—1 (g—1)(g—3)
8 1 8

Y| > 1 since ¢ =1 (mod 4) and ¢ > 5, and hence each pair {A;, A2} € X is contained in
BY for some ¢ = Tey,a® with & € {&1,6}, co € GF(g) and 1 < ug < £ by Proposition
211

Now, A; = (w?'*1,0,1) and Ay = (w*2+1,0,1) for some fixed t;,t, € {1,..., 551} with
t1 # ty by Lemma[2.7|(ii.b) since A; and A, are distinct I-points of C lying in O4,. Then there
are Py, P, € B such that PY = A; and PY = A,. Hence, there are i, fa € GF(q)* such that
either P, = (hu?, puy, 1) and Py = (W 3, po, 1), or Py = (hu?, pi, 1) and Py = (hu3, pig, 1), or
Py = (Wp2, p1,1) and Py = (W 3, po, 1) by Lemma 2.0

Assume that P, = (hp2,pn,1) and Py = (h'p2, g, 1). Then PY = Ay and PY = A,
is equivalent to say that for the fixed ¢;,t5 € {1, e %} with t; # t, there is a solution

or according as B is equal or not to Oy ; UOym ;, respectively. Thus

(o, wo, 11, f12) of the following system of equations determined by using (Bl) and (@) (see also

Remark 2.12)):
h(§+c) i+ (& +2c€ — 1) i +&(c§ —1) =0,

du hpi+2€p +€2 _ 2ti1
h(c4€)? p3+2(c€—1)(c+&)p +(c€—1)? ’ (10)
W(E+c)ps+ (€ +2e€ — 1) pa+ (€ — 1) =0,
Wl W p3+2€p2+€ -

h! (c+€)* 3 +2(cE 1) (c+E)ua+(cE—1)

Since ¢ = 1 (mod 4), it follows that there are exactly four distinct solutions of the
equations w? = w0, say w' with e = 0,1,2,3. In particular, ug, ui, us, uz are pairwise
distinct. Hence, for the fixed t1,ty € {1, . ‘1;—1} with #; # ty the quadruples (cq, u;, i1, pi2)
with ¢ = 1,2,3 are also solutions of ([I0). Therefore, lee = A; and P2we = A, with ¢, =
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TeVeo @ and 1y = 1, and hence Ay, Ay € B¥* for e = 0, 1,2, 3. Further, ¢, withe =0,1,2,3
are four distinct elements of Fp ¢,.

If ¢y # %(5‘1 —£), then BYe with e = 0,1, 2,3 are four distinct blocks of D by Lemma
2.10(3), and each of these contains {A;, Ao}. This violates A = 2. Therefore, each element
in Y in contained in exactly 2 blocks of the form BTe702™ with ¢y = %(5_1 — &) since D is
a 2-design with \ = 2.

The number of elements in Fy, ¢, with ¢g = (£ —¢) and € € {£;,&} is ¢— 1 by Lemma
210(3)(4) since x(£1&;) = —1, and these are such that B7%0®™° = BTE%O‘I%ON_;. Hence,
the number of distinct blocks of D of the form BT€70%™ with ¢y = Lt =¢ and € € {&, &}
is % by Lemma 2.10(3). Then Y] < % since each element in Y is contained in exactly 2
blocks of the form B0 with ¢y = (=€) and € € {£,&}. Then ¢ < 7 since |Y] is
either (q_l)éq_g) or (q_1)8(q_3) — %, but this contradicts ¢ > 5 and ¢ =1 (mod 4). The cases
Py = (hp?, 1, 1) and Py = (hu3, o, 1), or PL = (W p2, py,1) and Py = (W u2, ps, 1) are ruled
out similarly. This completes the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Theorem [I.1l It follows immediately from Proposition 2.1] and Theorems
and O
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