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Abstract. Let A denote the (2,3,7)-group. We establish an upper bound for the
number of congruence subgroups of index # and a lower bound for the total number of
subgroups of index n. Since the latter grows more quickly, there exist non-congruence
subgroups of index # for all n greater than some ny.
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1. Introduction. Let A denote the (2,3,7)-group, i.e.
A= (x,y,z:x2=y3=z7=xyz= 1).

Let u =2cos(2n/7), and K = Q(u). We see in Section 2 that K and A are closely
related.

In [1] Cohen obtained families of subgroups of A by studying finite quotients of
Z[u]. This generalised work of Macbeath [5]. We shall see that Cohen’s subgroups are
congruence subgroups in an appropriate sense. In Section 3, we obtain them naturally
from a quaternion algebra over K.

In [2] Conder showed that, for all but finitely many values of n, the alternating
group A, is a quotient of A. This uses unpublished ideas of Higman. We shall see that
these are non-congruence subgroups.

To help us distinguish the classes of subgroups, we prove in Section 4 a result
which relates the index of a congruence subgroup to its level (an ideal of Z[u]). This is
analogous to the central result in [12], and the proof uses essentially the same idea.

We will establish an upper bound for the number of congruence subgroups of index
n, and a lower bound for the total number of subgroups of index n. Since the latter
grows more quickly, there exist non-congruence subgroups of index # for all n greater
than some ny.

We use Condor’s results [2] to show that we may take ny = 167. In fact, Condor’s
results also give non-congruence subgroups of smaller index. The smallest is 15. As
we shall see, Sinkov’s subgroups [9] are non-congruence of index 14. This is the lowest
possible index for a non-congruence subgroup.

In [8], Shimura considered congruence subgroups. We will follow his approach
in Section 3. For our counting arguments and work on non-congruence subgroups,
we need more detail than that given in [8]. We therefore begin with a discussion of a
certain quadratic form. This overlaps with some of Shimura’s work. See, in particular,
[8, Example 3.19, pp. 83-84].
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REMARK. It is easy to see that A is a quotient of the classical modular group T,
which can be defined as

F=(p:Ff=p=1).

It follows that each subgroup of A lifts to a subgroup of I, but it is important to note
that congruence subgroups do not, in general, lift to congruence subgroups of " (see
Section 3).

2. Algebraic preliminaries. Let w = exp(27i/7). Then it = w + ™', so that p is
a root of the (irreducible) cubic

fx)=x>+x*—2x—1. (1)

In fact, p is the only positive root, and u > 1. We sum up the results we require
about K in the following theorem. We merely sketch the proof since most of it is a
straight-forward exercise in algebraic number theory.

DEFINITION. For any non-zero ideal 4 of Z[u], we write N(A) for the cardinality
of the ring Z[u]/A.

THEOREM 2.1. (i) Z[u] is the ring of integers of K.

(1) 1 — w is a unit of Z[11], and its conjugates in K are positive.

(ii1) Let p be a rational prime. The ideal (p) in Z[u]
(a) splits as P\ P, P3, with Z[u]/ P = GF(p), N(Py) = p, if p = 1 (mod 7),
(b) ramifies as (2 — )*, with Z[u]/(2 — n) = GF(7), N(Q — ) =17, ifp =1,
(c) remains prime, with Z[u]/(p) = GF(p®), N((p)) = p>, otherwise.

(iv) Each totally positive unit in Z[u] is a square.

Sketch of proof. (i) It is well-known (e.g. [14]) that an integer o in ()(w) can be
written as Z,i:l aro®, with ap € Z. If « € K, then ay = a7, (k =1,2,3), and the
result follows.

(i1) follows from formula (1) and the remark after it.

(iii) is an application of a theorem of Kummer (see [14, p. 317]).

For (iv), we observe that K has 3 archimedean places, all real, so the unit group
of Z[u] has 3 generators. Hence the square units have index 8. The result follows by
considering signs of u and its conjugates u> — 2, 1 — o — pu>.

Let Q be the quaternion algebra associated with the form
F(ay, az, by, by) = ai + b + (1 — p)(a3 + b3),

with ay, ay, b, by € K. We write a typical element as [aj, a2, by, b2]. The identity is
[1,0,0,0] and

[0,0, 1,08 = (1 — 1[I, 0,0, 0]

Since (u — 1) > 0, we can put j = (u — 1)!/? (so j > 0). Then we view Q as a K(j)-
algebra (with [0, 0, 1, 0] corresponding to j). We have the matrix description:

_ a) +jay by +jby\ .
Q_{<—b1+jb2 a _jbz).al,az,bl,bzeK}

For brevity, we shall usually use the quadruple notation.
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THEOREM 2.2. The Z[u]-module B generated by

up =[1,0,0,0], uy =[0,0, -1, 0],
ws =31 =1 2 +pu—1,0] ug = 5[+ — 1,0, —1,1]

is a maximal order of Q.

Proof. To show that B is an order, we need only verify that for m,n €
{1,...,4}, u,u, € B. This is routine.

To show that B is maximal, we compute the discriminant (i.e. det || tr u,,u,]||). This
turns out to be (1 — 1)?, a unit of Z[u] (by Theorem 2.1(ii)). Since any order strictly
containing B would have as discriminant a proper divisor, B is maximal.

Let A = {X € B : det(x) = 1}. Observe that each u; belongs to A, so the group
generated by the uy lies in A.

THEOREM 2.3. With uy, us, us as in Theorem 2.2,
(i) A = (uz, u3, us).
(i) A = A/{£]).

Proof. This result is stated in [7, p. 46]. We shall sketch a proof here.
We begin by observing that (from calculations)

u% = ug =uy =1, us=uwus.

Indeed, by considering the Mobius transformations corresponding to uy, up, u3 and
their fixed points, < u,, u3, uy > /{£I} is isomorphic to A.

From [7, p. 40], A/{£I} is discontinuous. Since the (2,3,7)-triangle group is
maximal among discontinuous groups, the results follow.

REMARKS. (i) To follow Shimura’s line of proof, we need Theorem 2.1(iv) to see
that the totally positive units of B have the form au, with o a unit of Z[u], and u € A.

(i1) This representation of A appeared in [4], though Fricke used the order 2B,
with a corresponding operation X * ¥ = %X Y. By putting restrictions modulo 2
Fricke obtained subgroups of index 9 and 63. In the language of Section 3, these
are congruence subgroups.

3. Congruence Subgroups.
DEFINITION. For a prime P of Z[u], we write Kp (resp. Z[i1]p) for the P-completion
of K (resp. Z[u]).

LEMMA 3.1. For each finite non-zero prime P of Z[u], there is a Kp-algebra
isomorphism ¢p : Q Qx Kp — M>(Kp) such that A is mapped into SLy(Z[i]p).

Proof. From [3, p. 54], we see that Q ® Kp is isomorphic to M;(Kp) if and only if
F(ay, ax,b1,b2) =0 (2)

has a non-trivial zero over Kp.
If P £ 27[u], then Hensel’s Lemma can be applied to (2), starting with a zero
modulo P. Since (1 — w) is a unit, this is easy to find.
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If P =27[u], we must start with a zero modulo 87. We may take a; = a, = 1,
by = p? + pu—1,by = 2t, where 2(1 — ) = 1(mod 2). (The element ¢ exists since each
element of Z[u]/2Z[u] is a square.)

Since M,(Kp) has one conjugacy class of maximal order; and this includes
M>(Z[11]p), we may assume that ¢pp(B) = My(Z[u]p).

We observe that, for any 2 x 2 matrix X,

(tr(X)I — X)X = det(X)I.

Applying (the Kp-algebra isomorphism) ¢p to each side, we see that ¢p preserves
determinants. The final part of the lemma follows.

Although we do not require an explicit ¢p, it is worth noting that we can obtain
one, at least when P contains to an odd rational prime.

Case 1: (u — 1) is a quadratic residue modulo P.
By Hensel’s Lemma, we can find jp € kp with j%, = — 1. Then a suitable ¢p is
obtained by mapping j to jp.

Case 2: (u — 1) is a quadratic non-residue modulo P.
Then (c,d) — ¢ — (u — 1)d*> is a norm map from the quadratic extension
of Z[u]/P to Z[uu]/P. Thus, by Hensel’s Lemma, we can find ¢, d € kp with ¢* —

(1 — Dd® = —1. Put
4 (1 c )
Jj —cj)

For ay, a;, by, by € Z[uu]p, we have

4 (al + jar by +jb2) 4 — (cll — b a — bz)
—by +jb2 a —jaz (612 + bz)(/L — 1) ai+b1 /)’
The required ¢p is now obvious.

We now return to the view of Q as a quadratic space over K with form given
by (1). We write Qp for the corresponding quadratic space over Kp.

THEOREM 3.2. Suppose that T is a finite set of finite primes of Z[u] and that, for
each P € T, we have an Xp € Qp with det(Xp) = 1. For any positive integer r, there is
an X € A with

X = Xp(modP) (PeT).

Proof. This is a special case of a theorem in [6, p. 314]. To see that this applies, we
observe that
(i) O has dimension 4 over K.
(i1) Since (1 — p) has a positive conjugate, det(X) = 0 = X = 0, so Q is “regular”.
(iii) The set of finite primes of Z[u] is a “Dedekind set”, and Qp is “isotropic” where
P is the infinite prime corresponding to the identity embedding of K in R.

DEFINITIONS. For any non-zero ideal 4 of Z[u], the principal congruence subgroup
of level A in A is defined by

AA)={XeA:X—-1c AB},
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and in A by
A(A) = A(A) - (£1}/{£]).

In some respects, the A(A) are easier to handle. For example,

A=T]P[" = &) = a(PY).
k

Clearly, A(4) <t A and A(A4) < A. Using ¢p, we have maps
Y(P") 1 AJAP") — SLy(Z[u]/P").

By the Chinese Remainder Theorem in Z[u],

A=T]P/" = SLy@iu)/4) =[] SLa(2011] / P ©) )
k k

(The product on the right of (3) is direct.) Then we have a map
Va: AJAA) — SLy(Z[u]/A).
Finally, we define maps
Va: AJA(A) > PSLy(Z[p]/A)
by
Ya({EX)) = {(£Y4(X)).

THEOREM 3.3. For each non-zero ideal A of Z[u), the maps Y4 and V4 are
isomorphisms.

Proof. We need only show that the maps are surjective.

The result for A = P" follows easily from Theorem 3.2 (with 7 = {P}) once
we observe that, if det(X)= 1(mod P*), then we can find Y = X(mod P*) with
det(Y) = 1(mod P**'). Hence each element of SLy(Z[1]/P") corresponds to an element
of SLy(Z[u]p)

For 4 =[];_, P,:(k), we apply Theorem 3.2 with T ={Py,...,P,} and r=
max{r(k)}.

We now determine the indices of the A(4), and hence of the A(A). After The-
orem 3.3, this amounts to finding the order of SL,(Z[u]/A). For P prime, we know
that

|A A(A)| = |SLAZ[p)/P)l = N(PYN(P)* — 1). “
THEOREM 3.4. If P is a prime ideal of Z[u], and r is a positive integer, then

[A(P) : AP = N(P)?
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Proof. Let i generate P over P>. If X € A(P"), then, as X = I(mod P"),

l+n"a #n'b

¢17(X) = <7TI'C 1 + 7Trd> (mOd Pr+l)'

As det(X) = 1, d = —a(mod P). The result now follows from Theorem 3.2.

COROLLARY 3.5. If A = [[, P, ™, then
Q) A A = T[NP O-2(N(P)? — 1), and
(i) |A : A(A)| = e(A)|A : A(A)|, where
1 4 =27[u],
£(A) = {1 i (]

5 otherwise.

Proof. (i) follows from (3), (4) and Theorem 3.4.
(i1) follows from (i) and the observation that

—IeA(A)&2eA.
THEOREM 3.6. If A and B are non-zero ideals of Z[i], then
A(A) - A(B) = A(ged(4, B)).

Proof. Let C = ged(A4, B) and D = Icm(4, B).
As C 2 A, B2 D, we have A(C) 2 A(A), A(B) 2 A(D) so that

A(C) 2 A(4)- A(B) 2 A(D). )

Suppose that Pis a prime ideal dividing 4 or B, and that P’ (resp. P°) is the greatest
power dividing 4 (resp. B).

Suppose first that r>s. Then D= P'Dy,c= P*Cy, with P{Cy,D;. By
Theorem 3.3 A(B) has coset representatives of P*D; over P"D;, so we can replace
A(D) by A(P"Dy) in (5).

A similar result holds if r < s, while, if » = 5, C and D have the same power of P.

Considering all primes dividing A4 or B, we get the result.

Suppose that G < A and that there are non-zero ideals 4 and B of Z[u] such that

A(A) <G, AB) <G.
Then, by Theorem 3.6,
A(ged(4, B)) < G.

It follows that the set of ideals C with A(C) < G has a greatest element (with respect
to set inclusion).

DEFINITIONS. A subgroup G of A is a congruence subgroup if, for some non-zero
ideal 4 of Z[u],

A(4) < G.
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The level of the congruence subgroup G is the largest ideal A4 for which the inclusion is
satisfied.

REMARK. By Theorem 3.3, we see that the description “principal congruence
subgroup of level A” is consistent with the above definitions.
Since the level is maximal, we have the following result.

LEMMA 3.7. If G < A is a congruence subgroup of level A and A’ strictly contains
A, then G does not contain coset representatives of A(A’) over A(A).

An alternative definition would be that G < A is congruence if, for some non-zero
ideal A of Z[u], and for some subgroup H of PSL,[Z[u]/AD),

G =y, (H). (6)

The equivalence to the above definition is obvious. However from this point of view,
the definition of level is rather obscure.

We shall see in Section 5 that not all subgroups of A are congruence subgroups.
For the moment, we justify the remark in Section 1 that congruence subgroups of A
do not in general lift to congruence subgroups of T.

EXAMPLE. Let P = 2Z[u]. By Theorem 2.1(iii), P is prime and N(P) = 2°. By
Corollary 3.5(i1),

A : A(P)| = 504.
Now,
AZET/G

where G denotes the normal closure of ()’ in ', so that each lifted subgroup has level
7 (in the sense of I'). From Wohlfahrt’s Theorem, [13], this will be congruence only if
it contains I'(7). Since |T" : T'(7)| = 168, A(P) does not lift to a congruence subgroup.

4. The level-index inequality. In this section, we obtain an analogue for A of
results in [12].

NOTATION. (i) For @ € Z[u], define Ey, Vi(k = 1,2, 3) by

1
El(a)=<_+aa 1fa)=1+avl,
1
Ez(a)=(0 ‘1‘) =I+aVs,
Ea(oé)=<i ?) =I1+al;.

(i) Let P be a prime ideal of Z[1]. Suppose that 7 generates P over P2, and that
{a; =1, ..., ay} is a basis for Z[u]/ P over its prime subfield. For r > 0, we put

UP, )= {Ex(n"a))  k=1,2,31=1,...,s)
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REMARK. The matrices Ex(«) (o # 0) are parabolic. They play a role in the present
theory much as in that of ", though, of course, A has no parabolic elements.

LEMMA 4.1. Let A be a non-zero ideal of Z[u], and «, B,y € t. Then, for k,l,m €
{1,2,3},neN,

(1) Ex(a)" = Ex(na),

(il) Ex(@)E(B)En(y) =1+ aVi+ BV +yVy(mod 4%)

These are trivial exercises.

_ LEMMA 4.2. Let P be a prime ideal of Z[j) and r > 1. Then A(P") is generated over
A(P"*) by cosets corresponding to matrices of U(P, r).

__ Proof: This follows from the proof of Theorem 3.4 (giving the structure of
A(P")/A(P'*1)), and Lemma 3.1, once we note that (P")? is a multiple of P'*!.

LEMMA 4.3. Let P be a prime ideal in Z[i]. Then A is generated over A(P) by cosets
corresponding to matrices of U(P, 0).

Proof. After Theorem 3.3, it is enough to show that the elements of U(P, 0)
generate SLy(Z[u]/P).

Suppose that X = (¢ Z) € SL,(Z[u]/P). By considering E>(1)X if necessary, we
can assume that @ + ¢ # O(mod P).

Now Y = Ej(@)X has (1, 1)-entry a + a(a + ¢). By chosing « appropriately Y has
(1, 1)-entry congruent to 1 modulo P. Then Z = E3(8)Y has (2, 1)-entry congruent to
0 modulo P, where B = —Y; ;. As det(Z) = 1(mod P), Z has the form

ie. Z = Exy).

THEOREM 4.4. If G < A is a congruence subgroup of level A and index n, then
n® > N(A).

Proof. Suppose that 4 has the prime decomposition

R
’ k
A=2-w O []R"Y,
k=1

where r(0)>0,r(k) >0k=1,...,R). Let po=7,Py=2—pu), and, for k=
1,..., R, let p; be the rational prime contained in P;. Note that, because of the
possibility of a rational prime splitting in Z[u], the p; need not be distinct. We choose
a subset S of { Py} as follows:

Case 1: Py = pyZ[u]. Then Py € S. Here N(Py) = p;.

Case2:piZ[u] = T' T T3. Forl = 1, 2, 3,1et s(/) be the greatest power of 7} dividing
A. Take [ with s(/) maximal. Then 7; € S. The other conjugates of Py do not belong to
S. Here N(T)) = pi, and N(T1 T»T3) = p;.
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We have

R
N(A) = 77(©) l_[N(Pk)r(k) < 77(0) l—[ P]i"(k) = L(A), say,
k=1 PrES

with equality only when conjugate P all occur to equal powers. We now show that
n® > L(A).

For P;. € S, we observe that G is not of level 4/ Py, so that 3.7, 4.2 and 4.3 show
that we can find X} € A with

(i) Xe € A(4/PY),

(i1) X, corresponds modulo P,: ® to an element of the set U (Py, r(k) — 1),

(iii) {+X;} € G.

As P # (2 — ), Py is unramified and we may take p as the element “7” in

the definition of U(Py). Then X} corresponds to E,(P,Z(k)_la), with / € {1,2,3},a #

O(mod Py). Let Y € K(A/P,:(k)) correspond to Ej(«) in U(Py, 0). Then {£Y;}" € G if
and only if P, divides m.

If n(0) = 0, we put Yy =7 and s = 0.

If »(0) > 0, then we can choose an X, as above. Here however, P, generates Pé
over Py, so pg is not a suitable “z”. Choose u such that u = r(0) — 1(mod 3) and
u € {0,1,2}, and let s = (r(0) + 2 — u)/3. Then we can choose Y, € K(A/P(;(O)) such
that {£Yy}"” € G & p; divides m. Note that s > r/0, corresponding to an element of
U(Po, u)

Finally, let Y = Y, [] pes Yk Since Py and the Py (for Py € S) are co-prime, we

see that {Y}" € G if and only if p§ and each p; ® (Px € S) divides m. Thus G has
r(k)

index at least p§ [Tp,csp = L(A)'>.

DEFINITIONS. For n € N, let M (n) (resp. M.(n)) be the number of subgroups (resp.
congruence subgroups) of index n in A.

As in [1], the level-index inequality allows us to obtain an upper bound for M (n).

THEOREM 4.5. Forn € N,
MC(I’l) < n3 . 3310g2n X nSllogzn'

Proof. Suppose that n is a positive integer, and that G is a congruence subgroup
of level 4 and index n.

From (b), we see that G corresponds in a unique way to a subgroup H of A /A(A).
From 3.5(ii), the latter has order at most N(A)>. Then, by 4.4, the order is at most n°.
From [12, Lemma 3.2] there are at most n°1°%” possible H (though many of these have
the wrong index).

Now we must consider the number of possible ideals 4. Again by 4.4, we have
N(A) < n®. Let m be any integer in the range 2, ..., n’ (the case n = 1 is trivial). The
integer m has at most log, m prime factors. At worst, each corresponds to a split ideal
of Z[ 1], so there are three possible primes in Z[u] with each factor as norm. Hence the
number of ideals 4 with norm m is at most 319" < 331987 There are fewer than »°
possible m, so the total number is at most

n33310g2 n

The result now follows.
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THEOREM 4.6. For n > 335,
M(I’Z) > 2(n—335)/42'

Proof. This proof relies heavily on the ideas of [11]. In particular, we need
the notions of coset diagram, (I)-polygon (I =1, 2, 3), (1)-composition, (half-)open
diagram and specification. We also require the genus formula, i.c. for a subgroup of
index n in A, there are non-negative integers p, e, f and g such that

n=_84(p— 1)+ 2le+ 28f + 36g. (7

Suppose thatn > 294. Let f (resp. go) be the least non-negative residue of » modulo
3 (resp. 7). Then fy < 2, go < 6. Let pg = 0. Then we have

n=n—84(py—1)— 28fy — 36g0 > n+ 84 — 56 — 216
> 64.

Also, ' = 0(mod 3) and #' = 0(mod 7), so 21|#’. It follows that there is an integer
eo > 4 such that (u, py, eo, fo, go) satisfies (7).

It follows that there is a half-open diagram E for A with n points. Recall (from
[10]) that a half-open diagram either

(a) has at least one (1)-polygon, or

(b) is the result of (1)-composition.

There is a 42-point diagram E with three (1)-polygons. In case (a), we can (1)-
compose E and X to get a diagram X’ with at least two (1)-polygons. In case (b), we
can “undo” the (1)-composition in X, then compose each of the resultant (1)-polygons
with a (1)-polygon of E to get a diagram X’ with at least one (1)-polygon (from E).

Hence, if n > 294, we can find an n-point diagram for A which has at least one
(1)-polygon.

Forn =294, ..., 335, we choose a diagram H (n) of the above type having # points.
In each diagram, we designate a vertex and one (1)-polygon. In E, we choose two of
the (1)-polygons.

We also have (from [11]) a 42-point diagram U which has two (1)-polygons and
one (3)-polygon.

Suppose that n > 335. We can find an integer m such that m = n(mod 42) and
294 < n—42m < 335.

We take the diagram H(n — 42m) and choose a sequence of m diagrams from
{E, U}. Using (1)-composition we join the sequence to the designated (1)-polygon of
H(n — 42m). Taking the designated vertex of H(n — 42m) as that of the new diagram,
we get an n-point diagram. It is clear that different sequences will lead to different
subgroups of index n in A. Since m > (n — 335)/42, the result follows.

COROLLARY 4.7. Asn — o0,

M. (n)
M(n)

— 0.

This is clear from the estimates of 4.5, 4.6.

COROLLARY 4.8. There exists an integer ny such that, for n > ny, A has a non-
congruence subgroup of index n.
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A (large) estimate for ny could be obtained from 4.5 and 4.6.
In the next section, we obtain explicit non-congruence subgroups.

5. Non-congruence subgroups.

THEOREM 5.1. Suppose that A = ]_[,f=1 P,:(k) is a non-zero ideal of Z[). Then the

composition factors of A | A(A) consist of
(a) the groups PSLy(Z[u)/Pr) (k=1,..., R),
(b) cyclic groups of order py, where py. is the rational prime contained in Py,
(c) cyclic groups of order 2.

Proof. We observe that we have a normal series

A G() G 1 GR

[ 1
N RNV RNV RNV A
where G =nL_ A(P,*™) (I=1,...,R)
Now, for/=1,..., R,
Gi_; ~ G ~ G - A(Plr(l)) . A
G T Gna®®) T A" ar®)

The final equality occurs for / > 1 by Theorem 3.6 since G;_| D A(]_[f;ll P,: (k)). It
is obvious for / = 1. Using the ideas of 3.4, we can refine the factor A/ A(P,"(l)) into
PSL,(Z[u]/P;) and a number of p;-cycles (if (/) > 1).

There remains the factor Gg/A(A4). Any element of G has the form {+X}, where,
fork=1,...,R,

d(X) = £1(mod P} ).

Then (£X?) € A(A), so each element of Gr/A(A) has order 1 or 2. Hence Gr/A(A) is
a product of 2-cycles.

DEFINITION. If G < A, then C(G), the core of G, is the greatest A-normal subgroup
contained in G.

REMARK. If G < A is a congruence subgroup of level 4, then C(G) 2 A(A) since
the former is maximal.

COROLLARY 5.2. For n > 168, there is a non-congruence subgroup of index n in A.

Proof. Let n > 168. From [2], there is a subgroup G of index » in A such that
A/ C(G) = A4, (the alternating group).

Suppose that G is congruence of level A. By the above remark, A(4) € C(G), and
we have the normal series

A . c(G)
A(4)  A(4)

Since A/ C(G) is simple it is a composition factor, contradicting 5.1.
Conder gives also the list of smaller n for which such a G exists (and, by the

above proof, each G is non-congruence). The smallest index is 15. In fact, there are
non-congruence groups of lower index already in the literature [9], as we now see.

> (1).
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EXAMPLE. (Sinkov’s subgroups).

Here it is convenient to use a permutation representation of subgroups. Suppose
that G < A has index n and cosets G = GXj, ..., GX,. For X € A, we write X for the
permutation of coset suffices induced by post-multiplication by {X} we recall that

() {£X} € G & X fixes 1,

(i) (02, U3) = A/ C(G).

(i) (£X) € C(G) & X fixes (1), (2), ..., (n).
We note that, as {+U,}{3=U;} generate A, it is sufficient to give U, and Us.
One of the subgroups in [9] corresponds to the permutations

Uy = (1,2)(3, 14)(4, 5)(6)(7, 8)(9, 11)(10)(12, 13),
Us = (1)(2, 3,4)(5, 6, 7)(8, 9, 10)(11, 12, 14)(13).

Call this subgroup G. It is easy to check that (U,, Us) is imprimitive, with blocks
{1,13}, {2, 12}, {3, 14}, {4, 11}, {5, 9}, {6, 10}, {7, 8}.

Thus G has an overgroup H obtained from the action of i, and 3 on the blocks.
Clearly, H hasindex 7 in A. Using the method of [11], we can show that A has exactly 2
conjugacy classes of subgroups of index 7, and both consists of congruence subgroups
of level (2 — ). (They correspond to subgroups of PSL,(GF(7)) isomorphic to Sy.)
Since A/AQ2 — w)) is simple, C(H) = A((2 — w)).

An easy calculation, using (iii) above, shows that, if Z = U2U,U;U then Z has
order 8 in A/C(G), but 4 in A/C(H). Thus C(G) 2 C(H). In fact, C(G) has index
1344 (see [9]).

Suppose that G is congruence of level A. From the argument of 4.4, since (2 — )| 4,
we must have 4]14Z[u]. Now we observe that A((2 — w)) is generated over A(A) by
elements of odd order. Let {£ X} be such an element. Then {£X} € A(2—u)) € H
and |H : G| = 2, so {£X?} € G. Since {£X?} has the same order over A(4). Thus we
would have A((2 — n)) C G, and hence in C(G). Since A((2 — 1)) has index 168 while
C(G) has index 1344, this gives a contradiction.

Thus Sinkov’s subgroups are non-congruence.

6. Postscript. Other (2, 3, n)-groups can be obtained from quaternion algebras
as in §2. The key to our results is O’Meara’s result (Theorem 3.2) which need the
triangle group to be the entire set of unimodular matrices in the maximal order. As
stated in [7], this occurs only for n = 7,9, 11, so only for these can we expect to apply
the methods of this paper.

We hope to show elsewhere that it is possible to prove Theorem 3.3 for a wider range
of triangle groups (viz. those with n prime to 30), but this requires a new approach.
Once an analogue of 3.3 is available, much of the present theory will go through.
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