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ON INTEGRAL MIXED CAYLEY GRAPHS OVER NON-ABELIAN FINITE
GROUPS ADMITTING AN ABELIAN SUBGROUP OF INDEX 2

ANGELOT BEHAJAINA AND FRANCOIS LEGRAND

ABSTRACT. Recently, several works by a number of authors have provided characterizations of inte-
gral undirected Cayley graphs over generalized dihedral groups and generalized dicyclic groups. We
generalize and unify these results in two different ways. Firstly, we work over arbitrary non-abelian
finite groups admitting an abelian subgroup of index 2. Secondly, our main result actually charac-
terizes integral mixed Cayley graphs over such finite groups, in the spirit of a very recent result of
Kadyan—Bhattarcharjya in the abelian case.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note, we consider mized graphs with no loop and no multiple edge, i.e., couples (V, E), where V
is a non-empty finite set and F is a subset of (V x V) \ {(v,v) : v € V} (see §lfor the basic terminology
used in the sequel). A mixed graph is integral if the eigenvalues of its Hermitian adjacency matrix, a
matrix introduced independently by Liu-Li and Guo—Mohar in [LL15] and [GMI17], respectively, are all
in Z. The aim of the present note is to contribute to the study of the integrality of a special class of
mixed graphs, namely mixed Cayley graphs. For a subset S of a finite group G with 1 € S, by the mized
Cayley graph over G with respect to S, we mean the mixed graph (G, {(g,h) € G® : g~'h € S}), denoted
by Cay(G, S).

Motivated by works of Harary—Schwenk [HST4] and Ahmady-Alon-Blake-Shparlinski [AABS09],
many authors studied the integrality of undirected Cayley graphs, i.e., of mixed Cayley graphs Cay(G, S)
which assume S~! = S (for results on the integrality of other kinds of mixed graphs, see, e.g., [BCT6]
[Wat79, WST9] and, for a survey of some of the known results on eigenvalues of mixed Cayley graphs, see
). For G abelian, several characterizations of integrality were obtained by Bridges—Mena [BM82],
Klotz—Sander [KS10], and Alperin—Peterson [AP12]. Moreover, Lu-Huang—Huang focused on the case
where G is dihedral in [LHHIS], and their results were extended to generalized dihedral groups by Huang—
Li in [HL21]. Furthermore, Cheng—Feng—Huang considered in [CEHI9] the case where G is a dicyclic
group, and their results were extended to generalized dicyclic groups in our previous work [BL22].

However, the integrality of mixed Cayley graphs which are not necessarily undirected seems to be a
very recent topic, and we are aware of only one result of Kadyan-Bhattarcharjya [KB21], who charac-
terized integral mixed Cayley graphs over abelian groups. Let us say that their characterization was
extended by Huang-Lu-Monius in [HLM22], who determined the splitting field of the characteristic
polynomial of the Hermitian adjacency matrix of any mixed Cayley graph in the abelian case.

Such characterizations of integrality usually involve the classification of the (complex) irreducible
representations of the underlying finite group G and, via a result of Babai [Bab79], are derived from
computing the eigenvalues of some endomorphisms of some vector spaces whose dimensions are those of
the irreducible representations of G. After abelian groups, it is then natural to study the case where
G is non-abelian and where every irreducible representation of G has dimension at most 2. By a result
of Amitsur Theorem 3], the latter can happen only in the next two situations: (1) G has an
abelian subgroup of index 2, and (2) G/Z(G) = (Z/27)3.

Here we work over arbitrary non-abelian finite groups G as in (1), and our main result (Theorem
[BI) characterizes integral mixed Cayley graphs over such finite groups G, in terms of the irreducible
representations of the underlying finite group. In particular, Theorem [B.I] generalizes and unifies various
results from the works quoted above in two different ways. As a first step,
we classify all irreducible representations (up to equivalence) of any of our finite groups G (see §3.2.1)).

Theorem [B.1] has several consequences. In the undirected case, our main result takes a simple form
(see Corollary B.H) and we derive a convenient sufficient condition, involving the Boolean algebra of the
underlying abelian subgroups, for an undirected Cayley graph over any of our groups G to be integral
(see Corollary B6l). But Theorem B.1] also applies to non-necessarily undirected Cayley graphs. For
example, in the case of generalized dihedral/dicyclic groups, our main result also takes a simple form
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(see Corollary B.8) and, in particular, it yields the first integrality results for non-necessarily undirected
Cayley graphs in the non-abelian case (see also Corollaries[B.9]and 31T for results devoted to the directed
case). Our results are illustrated by several explicit examples (see Examples B.7, BI0 and B.12]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

We collect the basic material on representations of finite groups and graphs that will be used in the
sequel. For a subset S of a finite group G and a non-zero integer n, we set S™ = {s" : s € S}.

2.1. Representations of finite groups. A (complex) representation of a given finite group G is a
group homomorphism p : G — GL(V), where V is a finite dimensional complex vector space. The
dimension dim(p) of p is the dimension of V' and the character of p is the map x, : G — C defined by
Xp(9) = Tr(p(g)) for g € G.

A subspace W of V is invariant under p if p(g)(W) = W for g € G, and p is irreducible if V # {0}
and if {0}, V are the only invariant subspaces of V. Letting L?(G) be the vector space of all functions
f: G — C, together with the Hermitian inner product (+|") given by

(filf2) = |G| Zfl (2.1)

geG

for fi1, f2 € L*(G), the representation p is irreducible if and only if (x,|x,) = 1.

Two representations p1 : G — GL(V4) and p3 : G — GL(V:2) of G are equivalent if there is an
isomorphism T : V4 — V5 such that, for every g € G, we have T o p1(g) = p2(g) o T. Classically, p; and
p2 are equivalent if and only if x,, = X,,. The group G has only finitely many inequivalent irreducible

representations, and their number equals the number of conjugacy classes of G. Moreover, if p1, ..., pn
are the inequivalent irreducible representations of GG, then
|G| = (dim(p1))* + -+ - + (dim(pn))*. (2.2)

In particular, if G is abelian, then every irreducible representation of G has dimension 1.
For a finite set S and a function f : S — C, we set

S)y=>_f(s)
ses
A subset S of G is integral if x,(S) € Z for every irreducible representation p of G. For G abelian, we
shall also need the characterization of integral subsets of G in terms of the Boolean algebra of G. To that
end, we let Fg be the set of all subgroups of G. The Boolean algebra B(G) is the set whose elements are
obtained by arbitrary finite intersections, unions, and complements of elements of F. The next lemma
has been established by Alperin—Peterson in [AP12]:

Lemma 2.1. A subset S of a finite abelian group G is integral if and only if S € B(G).

Let us also recall that, for G abelian, the minimal elements of B(G) are called atoms. As proved by
Alperin—Peterson [AP12], every element of B(G) is the union of some atoms of G, and every atom is of
the form {z € G : (z) = (9)} (¢ € G). In particular, we have:

Lemma 2.2. Let G be a finite abelian group and S € B(G). Then S = S7 for every non-zero integer j
which is coprime to every element order in G.

2.2. Graphs. A mized graph (with no loop and no multiple edge) is a couple I' = (V, E), where V and
E are a non-empty finite set and a subset of (V' x V) \ {(v,v) : v € V}, respectively. If T' fulfills:
(v1,v2) € E if and only if (ve,v1) € E for v1 # vy (resp., if (v1,v2) € E, then (v, v1) € E for v1 # v9),
then T' is an undirected graph (resp., a directed graph). Writing V' = {v1,..., vy |}, we consider the
Hermitian adjacency matriz A(T') of T', which is the |V| x |V|-matrix whose (k, j)-entry ay; is defined by

1 if (vg,v;) € E and (vj,v;) € E,

)i if (vg,v;) € E and (vj,vr) € E,

L TR (vg,vj) ¢ E and (vj,vg) € E,
0  otherwise

for 1 < k,j < |V|, where i = /—1. If T is undirected, then A(I") is the “usual” adjacency matrix of T
The mixed graph I is integral if the eigenvalues of A(T"), which are always real numbers, are in Z.
Given a finite group G and a subset S of G \ {1}, the mized Cayley graph Cay(G,S) over G with
respect to S is the mixed graph (G,{(g,h) € G* : g~ *h € S}). Setting T = {s € S : s~! ¢ S}, the
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mixed Cayley graph Cay(G,S) is undirected (resp., directed) if and only if T = (§ (resp., T = S), in
which case we say that Cay(G, S) is an undirected Cayley graph (resp., a directed Cayley graph).

In the next section, we shall be interested in the integrality of mixed Cayley graphs, and hence, shall
make use of the following result, which follows from Babai’s work [Bab79]:

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a finite group, let S C G\ {1}, and let T ={s € S : s~ & S}. Let p1,...,pn
be the inequivalent irreducible representations of G. Then the eigenvalues of the Hermitian adjacency
matriz of the mized Cayley graph Cay(G,S) are those of

Z pj(s)+i2pj(s)712pj(s_1) for j€{1,...,n}.

seS\T seT seT

Proof. Denote the regular representation of G by p™8. By the proof of [Bab79, Theorem 3.1], letting
« : G — C denote the map defined by

1 if ge S\T,
)i ifgeT,
) =90 i i gleT,
0  otherwise,

the Hermitian adjacency matrix of Cay(G, S) is

D alg)pEg) = D pE(s)+iY_ pE(s) =i prE(sT).

geqG seS\T seT seT

Recall that p'®® is equivalent to mip1 @ - -+ ® mypn, where m; is the dimension of p; for every j €
{1,...,n}. Therefore, we deduce that the eigenvalues of the Hermitian adjacency matrix of Cay(G,S)

are those of
Z pj(s)—l—inj(s) —inj(s_l) for j €{1,...,n},

seS\T seT seT

as needed for the lemma. O

3. CHARACTERIZATION OF INTEGRALITY

3.1. Main result. The main aim of this section is Theorem B which characterizes integral mixed
Cayley graphs over any given non-abelian finite group admitting an abelian subgroup of index 2. First,
we observe that non-abelian finite groups G admitting an abelian subgroup A of index 2 (and order at
least 3 without loss of generality) are exactly those admitting a presentation

G=(Azx|2* =y, zaz™" = f(a) (a € A)), (3.1)

where y is any given element of A and where f is any given automorphism of A of order 2 and fixing
y. Therefore, for this section, let A be a finite abelian group of order at least 3, let f € Aut(A) be
of order 2, and let y € A be such that f(y) = y. We define the finite group G by the presentation
given in ([BJ). Note that G is the disjoint union of A and xA. From now on, we consider the subgroup
B={f(a)a™! : a € A} of A.

Theorem 3.1. Let SC G\ {1}, and let T ={s € S : 57+ & S}. Set S\T = S1UxSy and T =Ty UxTs
with Sy, S2,T1,To C A. Then Cay(G,S) is integral if and only if the next two conditions hold:

(1) p(S1) + p(x)p(S2) — 2Im(p(T1)) — 2Im(p(x)p(T2)) € Z for every one-dimensional representation
p:G—C* of G,

(2) for every one-dimensional representation m : A — C* of A with B € ker(n), we have §(7) € Z and
there exists ¢ € Z such that §(m)? — 4e(m) = (2, where

a(m) = n(Ty) — =(T7 ),

6(7‘(‘) = ﬂ-(yf(TQ)) - W(T{l)’ (32)
Y(m) = 7(f(Th)) = =(f(T7 ),

6(m) = m(f(S1)) +7(S1) +i(a(r) + (7)),

and €(7) equals
w(S1)m(f(S1)=m(S2)m(Sy )+ (S1)y(m)+7(f(S1))a(m) =B (m)n(S2)+B(m)m(Sy H))—a(m)y(n)—B(m)B(x).
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3.2. Proof of Theorem [3.1l To prove our main result, we shall make use of Lemma 23] and so prove

that the eigenvalues of
> opls)+id pls) =iy p(s™!

seS\T seT seT

for p ranging over the irreducible representations of G, are in Z if and only if (1) and (2) in the statement of
the theorem hold. To that end, we first determine all irreducible representations of G, up to equivalence.

3.2.1. Irreducible representations of G. The next classification, for which we could not find an explicit
reference in the literature, generalizes and unifies those for generalized dihedral groups and generalized
dicyclic groups from [HL21] [BL22].

(1) One-dimensional representations. Let p : G — C* be a one-dimensional representation of G. Then
p(a) = p(z)pla)p(x)~t = p(rax™!) = p(f(a)) and so p(f(a)a=t) = 1 for a € A, i.e., p is trivial on B.
Hence, every one-dimensional representation of G gives rise to a one-dimensional representation of A/B.
Conversely, let 7 : A/B — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A/B. Then there are exactly two
inequivalent one-dimensional representations p; and p2 of G giving rise to 7 and, denoting the reduction
modulo B of a € A by @ and fixing a squareroot /7 (7) of 7(y) in C, they are actually given by

e p1(z) = /7(y) and p1(a) = w(a) for a € A,
o po(z) = —+/m(¥) and p2(a) = w(a) for a € A.

In particular, G has exactly 2(A : B) inequivalent one-dimensional representations. Note that (A : B)
is the index of B in A.

(2) Two-dimensional representations. Let m : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with
B ¢ ker(w). Let Ry : G — GL2(C) be the map defined by

Ro(a) = (”g“) " f(za))) and Ry (za) — (W(Oa) ”(Wg(“))) (ac A). (3.4)

As f has order 2 and fixes y, the map R, is a representation of G. In fact, R, is the representation
Ind§ () of G induced by .

Lemma 3.2. The representation R, is irreducible.
Proof. As recalled in §2.7] it suffices to show

(XR.IXR.) =1, (3.5)
where (-|-) is defined in ). By [B.4), we have

(s xm.) = g S r(@) + 7 @) rla™) + 7@ ™) = 1+ o S (s (36)

acA a€A
Now, since B Z ker(r), there exists b € A with 7(f(b)b~!) # 1. Since

S w(fla)a™t) =D w(f(ab)(ab) ™) = w(f(B)b~1) Y w(f(a)a?),

a€A a€A a€A
we get
Z 7(f(a)a™t) = 0. (3.7)
acA
It then remains to combine [B.6) and 31 to get (BH), as needed for the lemma. O

Lemma 3.3. Fori € {1,2}, let m; : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with B € ker(m;).
Then Ry, and R., are equivalent if and only if mo = m or me =m0 f.

Proof. First, assume my = m or m3 = w1 o f. Then xr, = Xr,,, and hence, the representations R,
and R, are equivalent.
Conversely, assume Ry, and Ry, are equivalent. Then xr,, = Xr,,, and so

mi(a) +mi(f(a)) = m2(a) + m2(f(a)) (a € A). (3-8)
Fix a € A. As m1(a) and ma(a) are roots of unity, (B8] gives
1+ m(f(a)a™ ) = 1+ m(fa)a),

and so

mi(f(a)a™) = ma(f(a)a=?) or mi(f(a)a™") = m(f(a)a™). (3.9)
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First, assume 71 (f(a)a™t) # —1. If m1(f(a)a™') = ma(f(a)a—1), then, using [B.8), we get

mi(a) + m(f(a)) = m2(a) + m2(f(a)) = m2(a) + m2(a)mi(f(a)a™").
We then have
1+ m(f(a)a™t) — mo(a) 1
1+ m(f(a)a™?) m(f(a)a=t)’

) = m(f(a). If m(f(a)a™!) # ma(f(a)a=?), then, by B.I), we have mi(f(a)a™") =

a
) and, using ([B.8)) once more, we get

mi(a) +m(f(a)) = m(a) + m2(f(a)) = m2(a) + ma(a)m (f(a)a™").

In particular, ma(a) = m1(a).

Now, assume 71 (f(a)a™!) = —1. Then 71(f(a?)a=2) = 1 and, from the previous paragraph (applied
with a? instead of a), we get either m2(a?) = m1(a?) or ma(a?) = 71(f(a?)). In particular, at least one of
the following four conditions holds:

o my(a) = m(a),

o m3(a) = —m(a),
o m(a) = m(f(a)),
e m(a) = —mi(f(a)).
First, assume m2(a) = —m1(f(a)). Then m(a) = —m1(a)mi(f(a)a™t) = mi(a), since we have assumed
7r1(f( Ja~!) = —1 at the beginning of the paragraph. Now, assume m2(a) = —i(a). Then 71 (f(a)) =
mi(f(a)a)mi(a) = —mi(a) = m2(a).

Hence, from the previous two paragraphs, for a € A, either m3(a) = m(a) or ma(a) = m1(f(a)). We
now consider a case distinction. If m3(a) = 71 (a) for all a € A, then mo = 7. Else, there is a € A with
m1(a) # m(f(a)) and ma(a) = m1(f(a)). In this case we claim that o = m1 o f. Indeed, assume there is
b € A with ma(b) # m1(f(b)), so ma(b) = m1(b). If m2(ab) = 71 (ab), then

m1(a)m1(b) = m1(ab) = m2(ab) = ma(a)m2(b) = m1(f(a))m1(b),

so m1(a) = m1(f(a)), a contradiction. If wo(ab) = w1 (f(ab)), a similar computation leads to m(a)ma(b) =
ma(a)m (f (b)) and so m2(b) = w1 (f (b)), which cannot happen either. O

m1(a) = ma(a)

and so o
)

m2(f(a)a

As there are exactly |A| — (A : B) inequivalent one-dimensional representations 7 : A — C* of A with
B & ker(w), we then deduce from Lemmas B2l and B3] that G has at least (|A| — (A : B))/2 inequivalent
two-dimensional irreducible representations.

(3) Conclusion. Since

12(2(A: B)) + 22 (7“1' - (2A : B)) =2|4| =G|,

we get from (Z2) that G has exactly (|A] — (A : B))/2 inequivalent two-dimensional irreducible repre-
sentations, and that G has no further irreducible representation, up to equivalence. Therefore, we have
proved the following result:

Theorem 3.4. The group G has exactly 2(A : B) + (|A| — (A : B))/2 inequivalent irreducible represen-
tations

P1y- -y P(A:B)y P(A:B)+15- -+ P2(A:B)s P2(A:B)+15 - - -y P2(A:B)+(|A|—(A:B)) /25
which are as follows.

(1) Let w1, ..., ma:p) be the inequivalent irreducible representations of A/B. Then, given j € {1,...,(A:
B)}, we have

e pj(z) = +/mj([y) and p;(a) = 7;(a) for a € A,
® pj+(ap)(x) = —/7;(¥) and pji(a.p)(a) = m;(a) for a € A,
where @ and \/7(Y) are the reductions modulo B of a € A and a given squareroot of () in C, respectively.

(2) Let 4, ... ,’L/J‘A‘ (A:B) be the inequivalent irreducible representations of A whose kernels do not contain

B. Assume ;i aj—(a:By 2 = ¢jof forj € {1,....(JA|—=(A: B))/2}. Then, givenj € {1,...,(JA|—(A
B))/2}, we have

p2(A:B)+j(a) = (wjéa) 7/’;‘(?(“))) and pz(A:B)+j(9Ua) = (wj(ga) wj(yg(a))) (a € A).
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3.2.2. Proof of Theorem[31l. We now proceed to the proof of our main result.

(a) One-dimensional representations. Given a one-dimensional representation p : G — C* of G, we have

p(S\T) = p(S1) + p(x)p(S2),

ip(Th) — ip(T7™") = ip(T1) + Tp(T1) = 2Re(ip(T1)) = —2Im(p(T))),

ip(xTs) — ip((2T2) ") = ip(2T3) +ip(2T2) = —2Im(p(z)p(T2)).

Hence, p(S\ T) + ip(T) — ip(T~1) € Z for every one-dimensional representation p : G — C* of G if and
only if (1) holds.

(b) Two-dimensional representations. Let m : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with
B & ker(w), and let R, : G — GL2(C) be as in [B.4)). First, we have

S Re) = Y Re(@)+ Y Relwa) = Z(”%‘” W(fom))%z (ﬂ&) ﬂy{)‘(a)))

a€S\T a€Sy acSs acSy

I
3

—

SR
i

N~—

3
N
S >

Ao

n
o
S~—
S~—

+
N
A
wn ©
[\v]

A

NS
o=

wn
)

N~—

N~—
~~_

and, similarly,

) 7(yf(T2))
Z R,(a) = (W( .
= m(T2)  w(f(T1))
Moreover, given a € A, we have (za)™! = a lz7t =27 f(a™!) = 2y~ ' f(a™!) € 2A. Combined with
(S\T)~' = S\ T, this yields S, = (52)~' = xy~1f(S51), i.e., f(S;') = ySy. Since f has order 2
and fixes y, we eventually get S5 L = 4 £(S). In particular, we have

oo (78 (s
2 (i) wrsh)

Furthermore, using once more (za)™! = =1 f(a™!) for a € A, we have

Y Re(a)=> Rela™')+ Y Rala"'f(a ")

== (" gen) * Z Gy o) (Y6 aitae)
<M&1> w(f(gl-w))*a; <w<y0-1> é) <W(f(3_l>> w(c?-1>)

Hence,
> Re(a)+i) Ra(a) =iy Re(a™) (3.10)
a€S\T a€eT a€eT
equals
< m(S1) +i(n(Ty) — (T 1)) (S5 1) +i(m(yf(T2)) — n(T5 1)) >
©(S2) +i(n(Te) —n(y~ (I3 1)) w(f(S1) +i(x(f(T1)) — =(f(TT)))

Using (3.2) and B3), we get that (B.I0) equals
(W(51)+i04(7f) W(Szl)Jriﬂ(W))

m(S2) —if(m)  w(f(S1)) +iv(m)
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whose characteristic polynomial equals X2 — §(7)X + ¢(m). Hence, the eigenvalues of ([B.I0) are
o(m) — /()2 — de(m) and Ny — o(m) 4+ +/d(m)2 — 46(7T).

2 2
If A\, A2 are in Z, then §(w) = A\ + Ag is in Z and /§(7)2 — 4e(m) = A2 — A1 € Z. Conversely, assume
§(m) € Z and /§(m)2 — 4e(mr) € Z. Then 4e(nr) = 6(7)? — (\/(7)2 — 4e(n))? € Z. In particular, we have
e(m) € Q. Since €() is also integral over Z, we actually have e(m) € Z. Hence, §(m) and /d(7)? — 4e(m)

have the same parity, and we get A1, Ao € Z.
In view of the classification from Theorem B.4] we then get that the eigenvalues of

S op(s)+id pls)—i> p(s7h)

seS\T seT seT

A=

are in Z for every irreducible two-dimensional representation p of G if and only if (2) holds.

3.3. Corollaries. The statement of Theorem [3.1]is technical because we consider mixed Cayley graphs
over arbitrary non-abelian finite groups admitting an abelian subgroup of index 2. As illustrations of
our main result, we now consider two special cases of interest.

We first restrict to the undirected situation, in which case Theorem Bl takes the next simpler form:

Corollary 3.5. Let S be a subset of G with 1 € S and S~ = S. Set S = S UxSy with S1,55 € A.
Then the undirected Cayley graph Cay(G,S) is integral if and only if the next two conditions hold:

(1) p(S1) + p(x)p(S2) € Z for every one-dimensional representation p: G — C* of G,

(2) for every one-dimensional representation w: A — C* with B € ker(n), we have w(f(S1))+7(S1) € Z
and there exists ( € Z such that

(7(f(81)) = 7($1))? + 4 (S2)m(Sy 1) = ¢*.
The following corollary allows to generate integral undirected Cayley graphs over G:

Corollary 3.6. Let S1,S2 € B(A) be such that 1 & S1, f(S1) = S1 and f(S2) = y~'Ss. Then the
undirected Cayley graph Cay(G, S1 U xS3) is integral.

Proof. First, the undirected Cayley graph Cay(G, S1 U xS3) is well-defined. Indeed, since S; € B(A),
Lemma Z2 yields that S;! and S; coincide. Similarly, we have Sy ' = Sy and, as f(S2) = y~ 1S, we get

(x52)71 = 8’2_19071 = xilf(Sgl) = xyilf(Sgl) = xy71y8’2_1 = 1138’2_1 = x59, (3.11)

thus yielding (S U :I:Sg)_l =51 UxSs, as needed.

Now, to get Corollary 0] it suffices to show that (1) and (2) in Corollary hold. First, let
p : G — C* be a one-dimensional representation of G. To get (1), we have to show p(S1)+ p(x)p(S2) € Z.
To that end, note that, as S; € B(A) for j € {1,2}, we have p(S;) € Z by Lemma 211 In particular,
if p(S2) = 0, then p(S1) + p(x)p(S2) € Z. Therefore, assume p(Sz) # 0. Then, by BII), we have
p(x)p(S2) = p((xS2)™) = p(z)p(S2), ie., p(x)p(S2) € R. Since p(S2) € Z \ {0}, we get p(z) € R. But
p(x) is also a root of unity, and hence, p(z) € {—1,1}, and so p(x)p(S2) € Z. In particular, (1) holds.

Now, let 7 : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with B ¢ ker(r). Since f(S1) = 51,
we have 7(f(S1)) + m(S1) = 27(S1) and, as S; € B(A), we have 7(S1) € Z by Lemma 21l Therefore,
7(f(S1)) + 7(S1) € Z. Moreover, since Sy ' = Sy, we have

(m(f(S1)) = 7(81))* + 4m(S2)m(S3 1) = 4m(S2)?
and, as Sy € B(A), we have 7(S2) € Z by Lemma 211 Hence, (2) holds. O

Ezxample 3.7. Assume that A has exponent e, where e > 3, and that there is an integer s of order 2
modulo e such that, for every a € A, we have f(a) = a®. Then, in the statement of Corollary 3.6 the
assumption “f(S;) = S1” is redundant and the one “f(S2) = y~1S5” reduces to “ySs = Sy”. Indeed,
from our extra assumption on f, we have f(S;) = S; for j € {1,2} and, since s is coprimeﬁ to every
element order in A, we may then apply Lemma 22/to get f(S;) = S = S; for j € {1,2}.

In particular, if A has exponent e, where e > 3, if there is an integer s of order 2 modulo e such that,
for every a € A, we have f(a) = a®, and if y = 1, then every undirected Cayley graph Cay(G, S; U xSs),
with 1 ¢ Sy and S1, S2 € B(A), is integral. In addition to generalized dihedral groups (for which s = —1),
the latter applies to, e.g., quasi-dihedral groups, which assume A = Z/2""'Z (n > 4) and s = 2"72 — 1,
and modular groups, which assume A = Z/2""'Z (n > 4) and s = 2"~2 + 1.

Hn fact, since s2 = 1 (mod e), we have ged(s, e) = 1.



We now consider the case where f(a) = a™! for a € A, in which case B = A? and y? = 1 (and A has
exponent at least 3). If y = 1, then G is the generalized dihedral group Dih(A), which is given by the
following presentation:

Dih(A) = (A,z|2? = 1,zax™' = a™' (a € A)).

If y # 1 (and so |A| is even), then G is the generalized dicyclic group Dic(A,y), which is given by the
following presentation:

Dic(A,y) = (A,z |2 = y,zaz™! = a™ ! (a € A)).
The next corollary applies to both Dih(A) and Dic(A4, y):

Corollary 3.8. Assume f(a) = a=! for every a € A. Let S be a subset of G with 1 ¢ S, and let
T={seS:51¢S}. Set S\T =8,UxSy and T =Ty UzTo with S1,S2,T1,To C A. Then the mized
Cayley graph Cay(G, S) is integral if and only if the next three conditions hold:

(1) 51 € B(A),

(2) for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A with A2 € ker(w) and y € ker(n), there
exists o € 7 such that 7(S2)mw(Sy ") — (w(Ty) — m(T71))? = o2,

(3) for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A with A2 € ker(w) and y ¢ ker(r), there
exists o € 7 such that 4n(To)w(Ty ') — (n(Ty) — w(T71))? = o?.

Proof. By Theorem B.1] it suffices to prove the following four statements, in which we use the notation
from our main result:

(A) We have p(S1) + p(z)p(S2) — 2Im(p(T1)) — 2Im(p(z)p(T2)) € Z for every one-dimensional represen-
tation p: G — C* of G.

(B) The next two conditions are equivalent:
(i) 51 € B(A),
(ii) 6() € Z for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A with A% Z ker(r).
)
(i

(C) The next two conditions are equivalent:
) for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A with A% Z ker(n) and y € ker(n), there

exists ¢ € Z such that 6(m)? — 4e(w) = (2,
(ii) for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A such that A% ¢ ker(r) and y € ker(r),
there exists a € Z satisfying 7(So)m (S5 ") — (n(T1) — 7(T71))? = o?.

(D) The next two conditions are equivalent:
(i) for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A with A% Z ker(r) and y & ker(n), there
exists ¢ € Z such that §(m)? — 4e(w) = (2,
(ii) for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A such that A% ¢ ker(r) and y & ker(r),
there exists a € Z satistying 47(To)n(Ty ) — (n(T1) — n(T71))? = o2,

For later use, we observe that, since (S\7T)~! =S\ T, we must have
Syt =8, and yS) =5) (j e {-1,1}). (3.12)

In particular, for every one-dimensional representation @ : A — C* of A with y ¢ ker(r) (and so
7(y) = —1), and for j € {—1,1}, we must have 7(S3) = 7(yS3) = n(y)m(S2) = —m(S2), i.e.,

7(S3) =0. (3.13)

Proof of (A): Let p : G — C* be a one-dimensional representation of G. Since f(a) = a™! for a € A, we
have A? C ker(p), and hence, p(a) € {—1,1} for a € A. Moreover, since 2> = y and y?> = 1, we have
p(x) € {—1,1,—1,i}. If p(x) € {—1,1}, then

p(S1) + p(z)p(S2) — 2Im(p(T1)) — 2Im(p(2)p(T2)) € Z.
Therefore, assume p(x) € {—i,i}. Then p(S2) = 0 by BI3)). Since we also have p(x)p(T2) € Z[i], we get
p(51) + p(x)p(S2) — 2Im(p(T1)) — 2Im(p(2)p(T2)) € Z,

thus ending the proof of (A).



Proof of (B): Let 7 : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with A? ¢ ker(r). Using (3.12)
and our assumption on f, we can rewrite [B.2]) and ([B.3) as follows:

a(m) = m(T) — m(T{),
B(m) = n(Ty ) (n(y) — 1),

g(ﬂ) = W(Tfl) —7(Ty) = —a(m), (3.14)

If 6(m) € Z, then, by BI4), we have m(S1) € Q. Since w(S;) is integral over Z, we get that w(S1)
is actually in Z. On the other hand, we have 7(S;) € Z for every one-dimensional representation
m: A — C* of A with A% C ker(7). Hence, if (ii) in (B) holds, then 7(S1) € Z for every one-dimensional
representation 7 : A — C* of A, that is, S; is integral. By Lemma 2] we conclude that S; € B(A).
Conversely, if S; € B(A), then 7(S1) € Z for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A, by
Lemma 211 In particular, for such 7 also fulfilling A? ¢ ker(r), we get that §(m), which equals 27(S7)
by BI4), is in Z, thus ending the proof of (B).

Proof of (C): Let 7 : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with A? ¢ ker(w) and y € ker(r).
Then from (BI4), we have

3(m)? — de(m) = dm(S2)m(S3 ") — A(m(Ty) — (T )%,

If there is a € Z with 7(S2)7(Sy 1) — (7(T1) — 7(T; 1))? = a2, then it is clear that there is ¢ € Z with
§(m)? — 4e(m) = ¢%. Conversely, assume there is ¢ € Z with 6(w)? — 4e(n) = (2. Then

Vr(S2)m(s5") — (x(Ty) - w(I7H))? € Q.
But this number is also integral over Z, and hence, it is in Z. This completes the proof of (C).

Proof of (D): Let 7 : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with A? ¢ ker(w) and y & ker(r).

Then, by BI3) and BI4), we have
§(m)? — de(m) = —A(m(Ty) — n(T7 1))* + 167(To)w(T5 1),
and it then remains to proceed as in the proof of (C) to get (D). O

If G = Dih(A), then (3) is vacuous and the condition “y € ker(w)” in (2) is automatic. Moreover, if
T = ), one retrieves the characterization of integral undirected Cayley graphs over Dih(A) obtained in
[HL21l Theorem 3.1]@. On the other hand, the directed case is covered by the next statement:

Corollary 3.9. Let A be a finite abelian group of exponent at least 3 and let S C A\ {1} be such
that s1 € S for no s € S. B Then the directed Cayley graph Cay(Dih(A), S) is integral if and only if
7(S) — w(S™Y) €iZ for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A with A? € ker(r).

Ezxample 3.10. As an illustration of our result, we now determine all integral directed Cayley graphs over
the dihedral group with 2p elements, where p is any given odd prime number. The following may be
compared with [LHHI8, Theorem 4.2], which classifies all integral undirected Cayley graphs over such
finite groups.

First, assume the exponent e of A is not divisible by 4. Then Cay(Dih(A), S) is integral if and only
if 7(9) € R for every one-dimensional representation 7 : A — C* of A with A% ¢ ker().

Indeed, fix such a representation 7 of A. If 7(S) € R, then 7(S)—m(S~™1) = 0 € iZ. Conversely, assume
7(S) — m(S™!) € iZ. Then there exists a € Z such that ia = 7(S) — 7(S~!). Note that m(S) — m(S~1)
is an element of the cyclotomic field Q(¢.). Assume a # 0, in which case we have i € Q({.). If e is
odd, we get a contradiction (as e and 4 are coprime) and, if e is divisible by 2 (but not by 4), we get
i € Q(¢) = Q(le/2), which cannot hold either. Hence, a = 0, i.e., 7(S) = n(S71) e R.

Now, assume that A is cyclic of prime order p with p odd. Fix a non-empty subset S of A with 1 & S
and s~ € S for no s € S, and assume Cay(Dih(A), S) is integral. Choosing a root of unity ¢ of order p
and a generator a of A, and counsidering the one-dimensional representation 7 of A defined by m(a) = (,

20f course, via the statements of the proof of Corollary [3.8] we may also derive [HL21, Theorem 3.1] from Corollary
and the same applies to the case of generalized dicyclic groups.
3For a subset § = T} UxTh of Dih(A) \ {1} with T1,T» C A and s~ € S for no s € S, we necessarily have T = @ (and
hence, S = T1 C A). Indeed, if there is a € Tz, we have (za)™! =a~lz~! = z7'a = za € 2T» C S, which cannot hold.
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we must have 7(5) € R. Setting S = {a™,...,a’} withn > 1andi; € {1,...,p—1} for j € {1,...,n},
we then have
C“ +...+<1n :C*“ +...+C*1n :Cpﬂl +,,,+Cpﬂn_

But ¢,...,¢P! are linearly independent over Q and, since 1 <p—i; <p—1for j € {1,...,n}, we get
{it,...,in} = {p—i1,...,p — in}, which contradicts the assumption that s=! € S for no s € S. Hence,
the directed Cayley graph Cay(Dih(A), S) is not integral if S # (), and it is easily seen that the converse
holds.

On the other hand, if the exponent of A is divisible by 4, Corollary yields examples of integral
directed Cayley graphs over Dih(A). For instance, one easily obtains that every directed Cayley graph
over the dihedral group with 8 elements is integral.

On the other hand, if G = Dic(4,y) and T = ) in Corollary 3.8 one retrieves the characterization
of integral undirected Cayley graphs over generalized dicyclic groups obtained in [BL22, Theorem 3.1].
The counterpart for directed Cayley graphs is given by the following statement:

Corollary 3.11. Let A be a finite abelian group with even order and exponent at least 3, and let y € A
be of order 2. Let S C Dic(A,y) \ {1} be such that s=' € S for no s € S. Set S = Ty U aTy with
T1,T> C A. Then the directed Cayley graph Cay(Dic(A4,y),S) is integral if and only if the following two
conditions hold:

(a) m(Th) — (T 1) € iZ for every one-dimensional representation m : A — C* of A with A> < ker(r)
and y € ker(m),

(b) for every one-dimensional representation w: A — C* of A with A> € ker(n) and y ¢ ker(r), there
exists o € 7 such that 4n(To)w(Ty ') — (n(Ty) — w(T71))? = o?.

Example 3.12. As an illustration of our result, we determine all integral directed Cayley graphs over the
dicyclic group with 8 elements.

To that end, set A = Z/4Z and let a be a generator of A, in which case we necessarily have a? = y.
Let S C Dic(4,y) \ {1} be such that s1 € S for no s € S. Set S = Ty U 2Ty with 71,7, C A. Given
be A, we have (zb)~! = 271b = zyb. Hence, as s~! € S for no s € S, we have

Ty € {0.{a},{a’}} and Tz € {0,{1},{a} {a®},{a’}, {1, a},{1,0%},{a,a®},{a® a’}}.
Now, let 7 : A — C* be a one-dimensional representation of A with A% Z ker(r). Since A% = (y), we

have y ¢ ker(r), and hence, Condition (a) in Corollary B.I1] is empty. We then have 7(y) = —1, which
yields 7(a) = £i. In particular, we have

e [0 i T =0 I il
(n(Ty) — (T} )" = 4 i Ty =1 and An(To)n(Ty ") =4 4 if |Ta| =1
! 8 if |Tn|=2

In view of Condition (b) of Corollary B.I1] we get that the directed Cayley graph Cay(Dic(4,y),S) is
integral if and only if either T1 € {{a},{a®}} and To = 0, or Ty = @ and T € {0, {1}, {a}, {a®}, {a®}}.
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