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ON n-PARTITE DIGRAPHICAL REPRESENTATIONS OF FINITE GROUPS

JIA-LI DU, YAN-QUAN FENG*, AND PABLO SPIGA*

ABSTRACT. A group G admits an n-partite digraphical representation if there exists a regular
n-partite digraph I" such that the automorphism group Aut(I") of I satisfies the following properties:

(1) Aut(T") is isomorphic to G,

(2) Aut(T") acts semiregularly on the vertices of I and

(3) the orbits of Aut(I") on the vertex set of I' form a partition into n parts giving a structure of

n-partite digraph to I'.
In this paper, for every positive integer n, we classify the finite groups admitting an n-partite

digraphical representation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We start by summarising some basic definitions. A digraph T is an ordered pair (VT, AT"), where
VT is a non-empty set and Al is a subset of VI' x VT'. It is customary to refer to VI and to Al
as the vertex set and the arc set of I', respectively, and to refer to their elements as vertices
and arcs. Given an arc (u,v) € AT, v is an out-neighbour of u and u is an in-neighbour of v.
The out-valency and the in-valency of v € VI is the number of out-neighbours and the number
of in-neighbours of v. Moreover, I' is regular if there exists a non-negative integer d such that
every vertex v € VI' has out-valency and in-valency d. Given a subset X of VI', we denote by
IX]:=(VINX,AI' N (X x X)) the sub-digraph induced by I' on X.

The digraph I is a graph if AT is symmetric, that is, AT' = {(u,v) | (v,u) € AT'}.

An automorphism of I' is a permutation o of VI such that, for every (u,v) € VI' x VT,
(u?,v7) € AT if and only if (u,v) € AT. The automorphism group Aut(T') of T is the set of all
automorphisms of I' and it is indeed a group under composition of permutations.

Let G be a permutation group on a set 2 and let w € 2. We let GG, denote the stabiliser of
w in G, that is, the subgroup of G fixing w. We say that G is semiregular if G, = 1 for every
w € (), and regular if it is semiregular and transitive. We denote by Zj the cyclic group of order
k € N\ {0} and by Qg the quaternion group of order 8.

We are now ready to give the definition of the main player in this paper. Let G be a group and
let n be a positive integer. An n-partite digraphical representation (n-PDR for short) of G is
a digraph I' = (VT, AT") such that

I is regular,

Aut(T") is isomorphic to G,

Aut(I") acts semiregularly on VT,

Aut(T) has n orbits on VT and, for every orbit X, the sub-digraph I'[X] induced by T" on
X is the empty graph.

Observe that the last condition implies that I' is n-partite. The scope of this paper is to classify
finite groups admitting n-PDRs.
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Theorem 1.1. Let G be a finite group and let n be a positive integer. Then G admits no n-partite
digraphical representation if and only if one of the following occurs:

(1) n=1 and |G| > 3,

(2) n =2 and G%'Zl, ZQ, Zg, Zg X ZQ O’I”ZQ X Zg X ZQ;

(3) 3<n<5and G=Z.

We now discuss the roots of our interest on Theorem [Tl The study of group representations on
digraphs starts with the classical work on DRRs. A digraphical regular representation of G is
a digraph I" = (VT', AT") such that Aut(I') = G and Aut(T") is regular on VI'. Babai [I] has proved
that, except for

Qg,ZQXZQ,ZQXZQXZQ,ZQXZQXZQXZQ andZ3><Z3,

every finite group admits a DRR. This classification plays a crucial role in our work. Observe that
the case n = 1 in Theorem [[.1] is trivial. Indeed, the last condition in the definition of n-PDR
implies and a 1-PDR is an empty graph. Therefore, a group having order at least 3 does not admit
a 1-PDR, whereas Z; and Zs do admit a 1-PDR.

After the classification of finite groups admitting a DRR was completed, researchers proposed
and investigated various natural generalisations. For instance, Babai and Imrich [2] classified finite
groups admitting a tournament regular representation. Morris and Spiga [13] [14] [15], answering a
question of Babai [1], classified the finite groups admitting an oriented regular representation. For
more results, generalising DRRs in various directions, we refer to [7, [8 [9] 12, [16] 18]. To give some
more context to Theorem [LT], we give details to two more particular generalisations.

Given a positive integer n, a digraphical n-semiregular representation (DnSR for short) of
G is a regular digraph I' = (VT', AT') such that Aut(I') & G is semiregular on VI with n orbits.
Observe that every n-PDR is also a DnSR, but not every DnSR is necessarily a n-PDR because it
may not be n-partite. Therefore, Theorem [[LT] can be seen as an extension of the classification in [§]
of the finite groups admitting a DnSR. The second generalisation we discuss is concerned with Haar
digraphs. Given a group G, a Haar digraph I over GG is a bipartite digraph having a bipartition
{X,Y} such that G is a group of automorphisms of I" acting regularly on X and on Y. We say that
I' is a Haar digraphical representation (HDR for short) of G, if there exists a regular Haar
digraph over G such that its automorphism group is isomorphic to G. We have proved in [I1] that,
except for

Zl, ZQ, Zg, Zg X Z2 and Z2 X Zg X Zg,

every finite group admits a HDR. Observe that a digraph ' is a HDR of G if and only if T is
a 2-PDR of G. Therefore, n-PDRs offer also a natural generalisation of HDRs. Furthermore,
the classification in [11] of finite groups not admitting HDRs gives a classification of finite groups
not admitting 2-PDRs. In particular, Theorem [[1] (2]) follows from [II]. Thus, in the proof of
Theorem [I.1], we may suppose that

(1.1) n>3.

Despite the natural argument used by Babai for the classification of finite groups admitting a
DRR, the classification of finite groups admitting a GRR has required considerable more work.
Indeed, as a rule-of-thumb, representation results dealing with undirected graphs are difficult. For
instance, we classify the finite groups G having an abelian subgroup A of index 2 admitting a
bipartite DRR having bipartition {A,G \ A}. The analogous classification for Cayley graphs is
much harder, see [9, [10]. In fact, we do not have a classification of finite groups admitting a Haar
graphical representation and hence we have no classification of finite groups admitting an n-partite
graphical representation, when n > 2. Incidentally, the case n = 2 is in our opinion the most
important. In this context, we believe that the classification of finite groups admitting a bipartite
regular representation can be of some relevance, see the introductory section in [9] for more details.
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We conclude this section observing that the work of Grech and Kisielewicz [4, 5] [6], which in spirit
is trying to give an explicit description of some classes of permutation groups that are 2-closed, does
fit within the subject of group representations on digraphs. In particular, some of the results of
Grech and Kisielewicz are interesting in the context of DRRs and their generalisations.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

Let n be a positive integer and let G be a finite group. Consistently throughout the whole paper,
for not making our notation too cumbersome to use, we denote the element (g,%) of the cartesian
product G x {0,...,n — 1} simply by g;. We often identify {0,...,n — 1} with Z,, that is, with the
integers modulo n.

For every ¢,j € Zp, let T;; be a subset of G. The n-Cayley digraph of G with respect to
(Tij :i,j € Zy) is the digraph with vertex set

GxZn=|]J Gi

1E€7n

where G; = {g; | g € G}, and with arc set
Ul(gi: (t9);) | t € Tijg € GY.
4,3

We denote this digraph by
Cay(G, T :4,j € ZLy).
Observe that, when n := 1, 1-Cayley digraphs are nothing more and nothing less than Cayley
digraphs. Similarly, when n := 2, 2-Cayley digraphs are also known as BiCayley digraphs in the
literature. When dealing with Cayley digraphs, we omit the subscript, that is, we denote the Cayley
digraph of G with connection set S with Cay(G, S).
Set I := Cay(G,T; j : i,j € Zy). For every g € G, the mapping

R,(g9): VI - VT
x; = (xg);

is an automorphism of I'. Thus {R,,(g) | g € G} is a subgroup of Aut(I") isomorphic to G. Since we
are not interested in GG as an abstract group, but rather as a group of automorphisms of digraphs,
for convenience, we identify {R,,(¢g) | ¢ € G} with G. Observe that

e (G acts semiregularly on VI' = G X Z,,
e (G has n orbits on VI' and these are G;, with i € Z,,.

It is easy to see that a digraph A is an n-Cayley digraph of G if and only if Aut(A) contains a
semiregular subgroup isomorphic to G and with n orbits on VA. (When n := 1, this is a classic
observation of Sabidussi [I7, Lemma 4]; for the proof of the general case, it suffices to follow the
argument of Sabidussi as a crib.)

In our work we need the following two results concerning DRRs: Proposition 2.1] is the classi-
fication of Babai [1, Theorem 2.1] of finite groups admitting a DRR which we mentioned in the
introduction, Proposition is a technical result proved in [I1, Lemma 3.5].

Proposition 2.1. A finite group G admits a DRR if and only if G is not isomorphic to one of the
following five groups: Qs, 73, 73, Z3 and Z%.

Proposition 2.2. Let G be a finite group of order at least 4 admitting a DRR. Then G has a
subset R such that Cay(G, R) is a DRR, where 1 ¢ R and |R| < (|G| —1)/2.

Let I' := Cay(G,T;; : i,j € Zy) be an n-Cayley digraph of G with
Ty =0, Vi € Zy.
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Then, for every i € Z,, I'|G;] is the empty graph. Thus I' is an n-partite digraph where every
part is an orbit of G. We call these digraphs n-partite Cayley digraphs. Summing up, a group
G admits an n-PDR if and only if G admits a regular n-partite Cayley digraph having G as its
automorphism group.

As we mentioned in the introduction, a regular 2-partite Cayley digraph of G is also called Haar
digraph of G (see [I11]). Moreover, since Tpo = 11,1 = 0, it can be written as Cay(G,Tp1,71,0)-

In our work we need the following two results concerning 2-PDRs (a.k.a. HDRs, for Haar di-
graphical representations): Proposition[2Z3]is the classification of finite groups admitting a HDR [11,
Theorem 1.1], Proposition 2.4l is a technical result whose proof follows from the proof of Lemma 3.4
and Theorem 1.1 in [11].

Proposition 2.3. A finite group G admits a 2-PDR if and only if G is not isomorphic to one of
the following five groups: Z1, Lo, 73, Z3 and Z3.

Proposition 2.4. Let G be a finite group and let Cay(G,R) be a DRR of G, where 1 ¢ R C G
and |R| < |G|/2. Then G has a subset L such that Cay(G,R U {1}, L U{1}) is a 2-PDR, where
LCG\ (R 'u{1}) and |L| = |R|.

We conclude this section with some results concerning small troublesome groups.

Lemma 2.5. The following hold:
(1) Zy admits an n-PDR if and only if n =1 or n > 6,
(2) Z1 admits an n-PDR if and only if n =1 orn >3,
(3) Zs admit an n-PDR if and only if n > 3.

Proof. We start by dealing with Z;. Observe that over Z;, n-PDRs and DnSRs define the same
family of digraphs. Now, by [8, Theorem 1.2(4)], Z; admits a DnSR if and only if n =1 or n > 6.
Thus part (1) immediately follows.

From (L), n > 3. Let G be either Zy or Zs, let a be a generator of G and let

Tiiv1 = Tipr, = {1}, wheni€ Z, \ {1},
Toy = To:={a},
Tir = 0, otherwise.

Let I' := Cay(G,T;; : i,j € Zy) and let A := Aut(I'). See Figure [l for a rough drawing of T".
Clearly, I is a regular n-partite Cayley digraph for G. Therefore, to finish the proof, we only need
to show that A = GG. To do that, we use the fact that,

(1) there is a unique undirected path from 1; to 19 of length n — 1 (namely, the path
11,10, 1p—1,1n—2,..., 13, 12), whereas, there is no such path from 15 to a;.

Observe now that

e I'[G1 UGy is a directed cycle of length four when G = Zs and of length six when G = Zs
(every arc on the cycle is a directed edge),
o for i € Zy \ {1}, I'[G; U G;41] is a perfect matching,
e in all other cases, I'|G; U G}] is the empty graph.
See again Figure[ll Thus, A fixes G1UG, setwise. In particular, A induces a group of automorphisms
of the directed cycle I'[G; U Gs]|. Therefore, {G1,G2} is a system of imprimitivity for the (not
necessarily transitive) action of A on G U Gj.

Suppose A does not fix setwise G1. As G < A and as G acts transitively on G; and on Gs, there
exists aw € A with 1§ = 15. Since (13, 12) is an arc of I'|G; U Ga], (11,12)* = (1¢,19) = (12,19) is
also an arc of I'|[G1 U G2] and hence 1§ = a;. However, this contradicts (f). Thus A fixes G; and
G2 setwise. Since G acts transitively on Gg, from the Frattini argument, we have A = GA;,. Now,
as I'[G1 U G9] is a directed cycle, it follows easily that A;, fixes G; and Go pointwise.
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FIGURE 1. n-PDRs for Zy and Zg with n > 3
Since I'|[G2 U G3] is a perfect matching, Aj, fixes G5 pointwise, and arguing inductively, Ay, fixes
G; pointwise for every ¢ € Z,,. It follows A;, =1 and A = GA;, = G. O
Lemma 2.6. The groups Z3 and Z3 admit an n-PDR if and only n > 3.
Proof. From (L)), n > 3. Suppose first G 2 Z3. Let a,b € G with G = (a) x (b) and let

T’i,i+1 = Ti—i—l,i = {1}, when i € Z, \ {0, 1},
Toy = {1}, T1o:={a}, T12:={b}, To; := {a},
Tjr = 0, otherwise.

Let I' := Cay(G,T;; : i,j € Zy) and let A := Aut(I'). See Figure [ for a rough drawing of T".

Clearly, I' is a regular n-partite Cayley digraph of G. To finish the proof, we only need to show
that A = G.

FIGURE 2. n-PDRs for Z% with n > 3

By Figure[2 for every g1 € Gy, g1 is incident to no undirected edge of I'; however, for i € Z,,\ {1},

for every g; € Gy, ¢g; is incident to at least one undirected edge of I'. Thus, A fixes G setwise.
Furthermore,

e I'|[G; UGit1] is a perfect matching, for every i € Zj, \ {0,1},
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e I'[Gy U Gq] and T'[G1 U G3] are both union of two directed cycles of length 4, and
e in all other cases, I'|G; U G}] is the empty graph.
Thus, A fixes G1 and Gy U G4 setwise.

Suppose A does not fix setwise Gg. Then, there exists € A with 1§ = 12. Observe that
19,1,-1,1,_9,..., 15 is the unique undirected path of length n — 2 passing through 1y, and also the
unique undirected path of length n — 2 passing through 1. Then 1§ = 15 implies 1§ = 1p, that is,
« interchanges 1g and 15. Using Figure ] it is readily seen that « interchanges the two directed
cycles (1o, 11,ap,a1) and (12,aq, (ab)2,by), that is,

(127 ai, (ab)27 bl) = (107 117 ap, al)a = ( 87 ?7 CLS, CL?) = (127 1?7 CLS, CL?),
(107 1y, ao, al) = (127 ai, (ab)27 bl)a = ( g? a(lx7 (ab)g7 btlx) = (107 a’(lxv (ab)gv b(f)
Thus 1; = af = by, which is a contradiction. Thus, A fixes Gy and G2 setwise. Since G is transitive
on Gy, from the Frattini argument, we have A = GA;,. Moreover, now that we know that A,
fixes setwise Gy, G1 and Ga, it is easy to see that A;, fixes Gy, G; and Go pointwise, because A,
fixes all directed cycles in I'|Go U G1] UT'[G1 U Gs]. Since I'|G2 U G3] is a perfect matching, A,

fixes G'3 pointwise, and arguing inductively, A;, fixes G; pointwise for every i € Z,,. It follows that
A= GAy, =G, that is, I' is an n-PDR.

We now consider the case G =2 Z%’. Let a,b,c € G with G = (a) x (b) x (c) and let
1—;'72'_;’_1 = ﬂ+17i = {1}7 when i € Zn \ {07 1}7
To {a}, Tho = {b}, Th2:={a}, To1 :={c},
Tk (0, otherwise.

Let I' = Cay(G,T;; : i,j € Zy,) and let A = Aut(I'). As usual, we have drawn I' in Figure Bl Then
I' is a regular n-partite Cayley digraph of G.
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FIGURE 3. n-PDRs for Z;’ with n >3

It is readily seen that
e I'[Gop U Gq] and I'[G1 U G2] are both a union of four directed cycles of length 4,
e I'[G; UGit1] is a perfect matching for every i € Z,, \ {0, 1}, and
e in all other cases, I'|G; U G}] is the empty graph.

From this, it follows that A fixes G; and Gy U G2 setwise. Note that, if o € A interchanges 1g
and 1o, then it interchanges the directed cycles (1¢, a1, (ab)o, (ab)1) and (12, c1, (ac)2,a1), which is
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impossible. Then, arguing as in the case G = Z3, we obtain that Aj, fixes each of Go, G1 and Gy
setwise. Using Figure Bl we see that the only automorphism of I'|GoUG1]UT'[G1 U G2] fixing setwise
Go, G1 and G3 and fixing 1¢ is the identity. Therefore Ay, fixes Go U G1 U G2 pointwise. From this
it follows that A;, fixes G; pointwise, for every i € Z,,. Thus A = GA;, = G and I is an n-PDR of
G. O

3. PROOF oF THEOREM [I.]]

In this section, we prove Theorem [[.1] and, to do that, we need one more auxiliary result.
Lemma 3.1. If the finite group G admits a 2-PDR, then G admits an n-PDR for every n > 2.
Proof. Let G be a finite group admitting a 2-PDR. By Proposition 23]

(3.1) G % 71,%9,73,75 and Zs.

In particular, |G| > 4. We consider two cases in turn: first G admits a DRR, then G admits no
DRR.

Case 1: G admits a DRR.

By Propositions2.21land 2.4] G has subsets R and L such that Cay(G, R) is a DRR and Cay(G, RU
{1},L U {1}) is a 2-PDR, where 1 ¢ R, |R| < (|G| —1)/2, L € G\ (R"'U{1}) and |L| = |R|.
We now divide the proof in two further cases, depending on whether G is an elementary abelian
2-group or not.

Case 1.1: G is an elementary abelian 2-group.

Since Cay(G, R) is a DRR and |G| > 2, Cay(G, R) is connected and hence G = (R). In particular,
|R| > 2. From (3], we have G = Z§ with k > 4 and, since |R| < (|G| —1)/2, G has a non-identity
element b € G\ R. Let I" be the n-Cayley digraph Cay(G,T; ; : i,j € Zy,), where

(3.2) Tjiy1 = RU{l}forie€ Zy; Tip:=LU{l}, Tiy1,;:= RU{b} foriec Z, \ {0};
(3.3) Tix = 0 for j keZ,withj#k=+1.

It is readily seen that I' is a regular n-partite Cayley digraph. To prove that I' is an n-PDR,
it suffices to show that A := Aut(I') = G. Note that R = R™! and L = L', because G is an
elementary abelian 2-group.

Let 4,5 € Z,. Observe that,

e when i # j + 1, I'[G; U Gj] is the empty graph (this follows from (33])),
e every vertex in I'[Go U G1] is adjacent to only one undirected edge (this follows from (3.2)),
because Tofll NTo={1}),
e when ¢ # 0, every vertex in I'[G; U G;41] is adjacent to |R| undirected edges (this follows
from (B.2]), because Z_ﬁ_l NTiy1: = R).
It follows that every vertex in Gy and G is incident to |R|+ 1 undirected edges and, when i € Z,, \
{0, 1}, every vertex in G is incident to 2|R| undirected edges. Since |R| > 2, we have |R|+1 # 2|R|
and hence A fixes Gy U G setwise. Therefore A induces a group of automorphisms on I'[Gy U G1].
Note that
Gy U G;1] = Cay(G, T0,17T1,0) = Cay(G,RU{1}, LU{1}).
Since Cay(G, RU {1}, LU {1}) is a 2-PDR, the automorphism group of I'[Gy U G1] is G and hence
A fixes Gy and G, setwise and A;, fixes Gy and G pointwise.

From (3.2)), T1_21 NT5; = R and T12 = RU{1}. It follows that, for every g € Gi, there
exists a unique he € Gy such that (g1, he) is an arc of I'[G; U Gg] and (hq,g2) is not an arc of T
From this observation and from the fact that A;, fixes G; pointwise, we have that A;, fixes G
pointwise. Now, when 3 < ¢ <n—1, as T; ;41 = RU {1} and Tj41, = RU {b}, with an entirely
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similar argument and with an elementary induction, we get that A;, fixes GG; pointwise. Therefore,
Alo =1and A= GAIO =G.
Case 1.2: G is not an elementary abelian 2-group.
Let a be an arbitrary element of G having order o at least 2. Recall that 1 ¢ R, |R| < (|G| —1)/2,
L CG\(R'u{l}) and |L| = |R|. Thus, |R| + |L| < |G| — 1. From this we deduce that G has
three subsets S, W and K such that
e |S|=|R|+ 1 with 1,a € S,
e W CG\S!with |W|=|R| -1,
e K:=WuU{l,a '}
Observe that |R|+1=|L|+1=|S| =|K|and ST' N K = {1,a7'}. Set
T071 = RU{l},TLO = LU{l}; Ti,i-i-l =05, TH—Li =K, Tij = (Z), i,k € Z, with i #0, j # k+1.
Let T’ := Cay(G,T;; : i,j € Zy) and let A := Aut(I'). Then I' is a regular n-partite Cayley
digraph of GG. Furthermore,
e when i # j + 1, I'|[G; U Gj] is the empty graph,
e when i # 0, every vertex in I'|G; U Gj41] has two undirected edge (because Tj ;11 N szrllz =
SNK-1 = {1,a}),
e every vertex in I'[Go U G1] has only one undirected edge (because Tp 1 N TfOI ={1}).
It follows that every vertex in Gp and G is incident to 3 undirected edges and, when i € Z, \ {0, 1},
every vertex in G, is incident to 4 undirected edges. Thus, A fixes GoUG setwise. Since I'|GoUG1] =
Cay(G,RU{1},LU{1}) is a 2-PDR, A fixes Gy and G setwise and A, fixes Gy and G pointwise.
Since T1 2N T 2_11 = {1,a}, every vertex in GG; has two undirected edges with the other ends in G,
and, similarly, every vertex in (G has two undirected edges with the other ends in (7. Therefore,
all edges in I'[G1 U G3] consist of cycles of length 20. Since o > 3 and A, fixes G; pointwise, A4y,

fixes Gy pointwise. Similarly, since Tj ;41 N lerlll = {1,a} for every i € Z,, \ {0}, we have that A,

fixes G; pointwise for every i € Zj,. It follows that A;; = 1 and A = GA;, = G, that is, I' is an
n-PDR.

Case 2: G admits no DRR.

Recall that G % Zi,Z,73,73 and Zz. By Proposition 2 G = Z3, Qs, or Z3. First we claim
that G has three subsets R, L and K such that

e Cay(G,R, L) is a 2-PDR,
e |[RNL7Y=1and|R|=|L| >3,
e |[K|=|R|=|L| and |[RN K~ =|R| — 1.
Indeed, when G = (a) x (b) x (c) x (d) = Z3, take
R:={1,a,b,c,d,ad}, L := {1,ac,bc,abc, abd,bcd} and K := {ab} U (R~ \ {1}),
when G = (a,b | a* =b* = 1,0? = a2,a® = a7 1) = Qg, take
R:={1,a,b}, L := {a®,b~%,ab} and K := {ab} U (R~ \ {1}),
when G = (a) x (b) = Z2, take
R:={1,a,b}, L :={a,b"*,ab} and K := {ab} U (R~ \ {1}).

Now, an elementary computation with the computer algebra system MAGMA [3] reveals that with
these choices of R, L and K all three conditions above are satisfied.
To finish the proof, it suffices to show that G admits an n-PDR for every n > 3. Set

Ton:=R, Tvo:=L; Tjjy1 =R, Tip1; =K, Tj:=0, i,j,k € Zy, with i #0, j #k*1.



Let I' = Cay(G,T;; : i,j € Zyp). Then every vertex in I'[Go U G1] is incident to exactly one
undirected edge and, for ¢ # 0, every vertex in I'|G; U G;41] is incident to exactly |R| undirected
edges and one directed edge. This yields that the automorphism group of I" fixes setwise Gy U G.
Now, to conclude the proof we argue as in Case 1.1 and we obtain that ' is an n-PDR. O

Proof of Theorem [T From (LT), we have n > 3. To finish the proof, it suffices to show that G
admits no n-PDR if and only if 3 <n <5 and G = Z;.

The sufficiency follows from Lemma To prove the necessity, by Lemma B.I, we may assume
that G admits no 2-PDR. Now, by Proposition B3, G = Z,Zs, 73,73 or Z3. By Lemmas and
206 G=7Zyand 3<n<5. O
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