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STABILITY OF ROSE WINDOW GRAPHS

MILAD AHANJIDEH 1, ISTVÁN KOVÁCS 2∗, KLAVDIJA KUTNAR 3

Abstract. A graph Γ is said to be stable if for the direct product Γ×K2, Aut(Γ×K2)
is isomorphic to Aut(Γ) × Z2; otherwise, it is called unstable. An unstable graph is
called non-trivially unstable when it is not bipartite and no two vertices have the same
neighborhood. Wilson described nine families of unstable Rose Window graphs and
conjectured that these contain all non-trivially unstable Rose Window graphs (2008).
In this paper we show that the conjecture is true.

1. Introduction

Let Γ be a finite and simple graph. The direct product Γ×K2 of Γ with the complete
graph K2, also known as the canonical double cover of Γ, has vertex set V(Γ) × {0, 1}
and edges {(u, 0), (v, 1)}, where {u, v} ∈ E(Γ). Following [22], here we shall rather use
the notation B(Γ) for Γ × K2. The graph B(Γ) admits some natural automorphisms,
namely the permutation

(v, i) 7→ (v, 1− i), v ∈ V(Γ), i = 0, 1; (1)

and for every α ∈ Aut(Γ), the permutation

(v, i) 7→ (α(v), i), v ∈ V(Γ), i = 0, 1. (2)

The above permutations can be easily seen to form a group, which is isomorphic to
Aut(Γ)×Z2. The graph Γ is said to be stable if Aut(B(Γ)) ∼= Aut(Γ)×Z2, and unstable
otherwise. This concept of stability was introduced by Marušič et al. [16]. It plays a
key role in the investigation of the automorphisms of the direct products of arbitrary
graphs (see [23]) and also in the study of regular embeddings of canonical double covers
on orientable surfaces (see [17]). Arc-transitive graphs in terms of their stability were
investigated by Surowski [20]. Recently, this topic has been studied by several authors [5,
8, 9, 10, 18, 19].

It is well known that Γ is unstable whenever it is disconnected, or bipartite having a
non-trivial automorphism group, or it has two vertices with the same neighborhood (see,
e.g., [22]), and in each of these cases Γ is also called trivially unstable. Necessary and
sufficient conditions for a graph to be non-trivially unstable were given by Wilson [22],
and in the same paper these conditions were also applied to four infinite classes of graphs:

• the circulant graphs,
• the generalized Petersen graphs,
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family (n, a, r) conditions

W1 (4m, 2m, r) –

W2 (2m,m+ 2,m+ 1) –

W3 (m, 2d, 1) m is odd, m ≥ 5, d2 ≡ ±1(mod m), d 6≡ ±1(mod m).

W4 (2m,a,m − 1) a 6= m

W5 (8m,a, 2m) a is even

W6 (4m,m, r), m, r are odd, m ≥ 3

W7 (2m,m,m− 1) m is odd

W8 (2m,m, r) m is odd, r is even, r2 ≡ ±1(mod m), r 6≡ ±1(mod m)

W9 (2m,a,m − s) s2 ≡ 1(mod n), sa ≡ −a(mod n), a < m.

Table 1. The nine families of unstable Rose Window graphs Rn(a, r).

• the Rose Window graphs,
• the toroidal graphs.

Various families of unstable graphs were constructed for each class and Wilson con-
jectured that these families cover all non-trivially unstable graphs in the given class.
The conjecture has been confirmed for the generalized Petersen graphs [19] and for the
toroidal graphs [24], whereas it has been disproved for the class of circulant graphs [18].
To the best of our knowledge, a characterization of the unstable circulant graphs of order
n and valency k is known only in special cases: n is odd [5, 18], n = 2p for a prime p [9]
and k ≤ 7 [10]. Up to now, no progress has been made on the Rose Window graphs.
The aim of this paper is to fill in this gap and show that the conjecture for the Rose
Window graphs is also true.

Definition 1.1 ([21]). Let n be an integer such that n ≥ 3 and let a, r ∈ Zn, a, r 6= 0.
The Rose Window graph Rn(a, r) is defined to have the vertex set {ui, vi : i ∈ Zn}, and
edges

{ui, ui+1}, {vi, vi+r}, {ui, vi}, {ui+a, vi}, i ∈ Zn,

where the additions in the subscripts are done in Zn.

Here and in what follows, Zn denotes the ring of residue classes of integers modulo n.
Throughout the paper we regard elements of Zn simultaneously as integers. The Rose
Window graphs can be regarded as tetravalent analogues of the well-studied generalized
Petersen graphs. Definition 1.1 is due to Wilson [21], who was interested primarily
in constructing edge-transitive Rose Window graphs and rotary maps with underlying
Rose Window graphs. It was shown later that all edge-transitive Rose Window graphs
are covered by Wilson’s constructions [12]. For various interesting properties of Rose
Window graphs, we refer to [4, 7, 11, 12].

Regarding stability, Wilson found nine families of unstable RoseWindow graphs, which
are listed in Table 1 (see [22, Theorems R.1–R.9]). He checked by computer that these
families contain all non-trivially unstable Rose Window graphs on up to 200 vertices and
posed the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2 ([22]). Every non-trivially unstable Rose Window graph is isomorphic
to a graph in one of the families W1–W9 given in Table 1.

In this paper we show that the conjecture is true by proving the following theorem.
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Theorem 1.3. Let Γ = Rn(a, r) be a non-trivially unstable Rose Window graph.

(i) If n is odd, then Γ is isomorphic to a graph in the family W3.
(ii) If n is even and B(Γ) is not edge-transitive, then Γ is isomorphic to a graph in one

of the families W1 and W4–W9.
(iii) If n is even and B(Γ) is edge-transitive, then Γ is isomorphic to a graph in one of

the families W2 and W4.

2. Preliminaries

All groups in this paper will be finite and all graphs will be finite and simple. If Γ is
a graph, then V(Γ), E(Γ) and Aut(Γ) denote its vertex set, edge set and automorphism
group, respectively. Given two vertices u, v ∈ V(Γ), we write u ∼ v when u and v are
adjacent. For v ∈ V(Γ), the set of vertices adjacent with v is denoted by Γ(v), and
for a non-empty subset S ⊆ V(Γ), the subgraph of Γ induced by S is denoted by Γ[S].
Suppose that Γ is bipartite, i.e., V(Γ) can be partitioned into two sets V1 and V2 such
that no edge of Γ lies entirely in either V1 or V2. Throughout the paper we will refer to
the sets V1 and V2 as biparts of Γ. By Kn and Cn we denote the complete graph and
the cycle on n vertices, respectively, and the symbol nΓ will be used for n disjoint copies
of Γ.

If G ≤ Aut(Γ), then the stabilizer of v in G is denoted by Gv, the orbit of v under G
by OrbG(v), and the set of all orbits under G by Orb(G,V(Γ)). If S ⊆ V(Γ), then the
setwise and the pointwise stabilizers of S in G are denoted by G{S} and G(S), respectively.

Let s ≥ 1 be an integer. An s-arc of Γ is an (s+ 1)-tuple (v1, . . . , vs+1) of its vertices
such that vi is adjacent with vi+1 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and vi 6= vi+2 for each 1 ≤ i ≤ s−1.
The graph Γ is said to be (G, s)-arc-transitive if G ≤ Aut(Γ) and G is transitive on the
set of all s-arcs of Γ. A (G, s)-arc-transitive graph is called (G, s)-transitive if it is not
(G, s + 1)-arc-transitive. An (Aut(Γ), s)-transitive graph is also called s-transitive, and
an (Aut(Γ), 1)-arc-transitive graph is simply called arc-transitive.

We shall need the following result about (G, s)-transitive tetravalent graphs.

Proposition 2.1 ([1, Chapter 17]). Let Γ be a connected (G, s)-transitive tetravalent
graph with s ≤ 2 and let v ∈ V(Γ). Then exactly one of following statements is true.

(i) s = 1 and Gv is a 2-group.
(ii) s = 2 and Gv

∼= A4 or S4.

Let G ≤ Aut(B(Γ)) be the group generated by the automorphisms defined in (1) and
(2). The elements in G are referred to as the expected automorphisms of B(Γ).

Proposition 2.2 ([8]). Let Γ be a connected and non-bipartite graph. An automorphism
σ of B(Γ) is expected if and only if for every v ∈ V(Γ), there exists some w ∈ V(Γ) such
that

σ({(v, 0), (v, 1)}) = {(w, 0), (w, 1)}.

We review next four results about Rose Window graphs obtained in [4, 12, 21]. The
first one establishes some obvious isomorphisms.

Proposition 2.3 ([21]). A Rose Window graph Rn(a, r) is isomorphic to each of the
graphs: Rn(−a, r), Rn(a,−r) and Rn(−a,−r).

As a corollary of Proposition 2.3, up to graph isomorphism, one may always assume
that 1 ≤ a, r ≤ n/2 for every graph Rn(a, r).
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It was pointed out in [21] that any Rose Window graph Γ admits at most 3 edge-orbits
under Aut(Γ). The next two results provide information about the order of Aut(Γ) when
the number of edge-orbits is 3 or 2.

Proposition 2.4 ([4, Corollary 3.5(a)]). Suppose that Γ = Rn(a, r) admits three edge-
orbits under Aut(Γ). If 2a 6≡ 0(mod n), then |Aut(Γ)| = 2n.

Proposition 2.5 ([4, Corollary 3.9]). Suppose that Γ = Rn(a, r) admits two edge-orbits
under Aut(Γ). If 2a 6≡ 0(mod n), then |Aut(Γ)| = 4n.

Proposition 2.6 ([4, Lemma 2.1 & Theorem 2.3]). Suppose that Γ = Rn(a, r) is not
edge-transitive. Then there are two edge-orbits under Aut(Γ) if and only if

r2 ≡ 1 (mod n) and ra ≡ ±a (mod n).

The following four families of edge-transitive graphs were introduced by Wilson [21].

Proposition 2.7 ([12, Theorem 1.2]). Let Γ = Rn(a, r) be an edge-transitive graph and
suppose that 1 ≤ a, r ≤ n/2. Then one of the following holds.

(a) Γ = Rn(2, 1),
(b) Γ = R2m(m− 2, m− 1),
(c) Γ = R12m(3m+ 2, 3m− 1) or R12m(3m− 2, 3m+ 1),
(d) Γ = R2m(2b, r), b

2 ≡ ±1(mod m), r ∈ {1, m− 1} and r is odd.

Moreover, in family (d), H ⊳Aut(Γ), where H is generated by the permutation

(u0, u2, . . . , u2m−2)(u1, u3, . . . , u2m−1)(v0, v2, . . . , v2m−2)(v1, v3, . . . , v2m−1).

A subgroup H of a group G is core-free if it contains no non-trivial normal subgroup
of G. The following result of Lucchini [15], independently discovered by Herzog and
Kaplan [6], about cyclic core-free subgroups in finite groups will be needed in the proof
of the main result of this paper.

Proposition 2.8 ([6, 15]). If C is a core-free cyclic proper subgroup of a group G, then
|C|2 < |G|.

3. On the canonical double covers of Rose Window graphs

In this section we collect a couple of elementary properties of the graphs in the title.
Throughout the section we let Γ = Rn(a, r).

The canonical double cover B(Γ) has vertex set

{ui,j, vi,j : i ∈ Zn, j ∈ Z2},

and edges

{ui,j, ui+1,j+1}, {vi,j, vi+r,j+1}, {ui,j, vi,j+1}, {ui+a,j, vi,j+1},

where i ∈ Zn, j ∈ Z2 and the additions in the subscripts are done in Zn and Z2, respec-
tively.
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3.1. The rim, the hub and the spoke cycles. The subgraph of B(Γ) induced by the
edges {ui,j, ui+1,j+1} (i ∈ Zn, j ∈ Z2) is a cycle of length 2n if n is odd, and two cycles
of the same length n if n is even. These cycles will be referred to as the rim cycles of
B(Γ).

If 2r 6≡ 0(mod n), then the subgraph induced by the edges {vi,j, vi+r,j+1} (i ∈ Zn, j ∈
Z2) is a union of disjoint cycles of the same length and these will be referred to as the
hub cycles.

Finally, the subgraph induced by the remaining edges {ui,j, vi,j+1}, {ui+a,j, vi,j+1} (i ∈
Zn, j ∈ Z2) is a union of cycles of the same length and these will be referred to as the
spoke cycles. The next lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 3.1. Let Γ = Rn(a, r) such that 2r 6≡ 0(mod n), and let ℓh and ℓs be the length
of the hub and the spoke cycles of B(Γ), respectively. Then

ℓh =
2εn

gcd(r, n)
and ℓs =

2n

gcd(a, n)
, (3)

where ε = 0 if n/ gcd(r, n) is even and ε = 1 otherwise.

3.2. The partition {Si : 1 ≤ i ≤ 4}. Suppose that n is even. The following sets of
vertices are well-defined:

S1 = {ui,j : i ≡ j (mod 2)}, S2 = {ui,j : i 6≡ j (mod 2)}, (4)

S3 = {vi,j : i ≡ j (mod 2)}, S4 = {vi,j : i 6≡ j (mod 2)}. (5)

The above sets form a partition of V(B(Γ)). Note that the vertices visited by the two
rim cycles of B(Γ) form exactly the sets S1 and S2, respectively

3.3. Connectivity.

Lemma 3.2. The following conditions are equivalent for any Rose Window graph Γ =
Rn(a, r).

(i) Γ is bipartite.
(ii) B(Γ) is disconnected.
(iii) n, a are even and r is odd.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): This follows from the known fact that the canonical double cover of
any bipartite graph is disconnected (see, e.g. [22]).

(ii) ⇒ (iii): The number n must be even, for otherwise there is only one rim cycle and
B(Γ) is clearly connected. If a were odd, then one can easily check that every spoke cycle
would contain vertices from both rim cycles, so B(Γ) would be connected. This shows
that a is even. Note that, if X is a spoke cycle, then V(X) ⊆ S1∪S4 or V(X) ⊆ S2∪S3.

Finally, if r were even, then every hub cycle would contain vertices from both sets S3

and S4, and so B(Γ) would be connected. This shows that r is odd.
(iii) ⇒ (i): It is straightforward to check that Γ is bipartite with biparts V1 and V2

defined as V1 = {ui, vi+1 : i ≡ 0(mod 2)} and V2 = {ui, vi+1 : i ≡ 1(mod 2)}. �
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3.4. Some expected automorphisms. Define the permutations ρ, µ and β of V(B(Γ))
as follows:

ρ =
∏

j∈Z2

(u0,j, u1,j, . . . , un−1,j)(v0,j, v1,j, . . . , vn−1,j). (6)

µ =
∏

i∈Zn,j∈Z2

(ui,j, u−i,j)(vi,j , v−i−a,j) (7)

β =
∏

i∈Zn

(ui,0, ui,1)(vi,0, vi,1). (8)

It is easy to verify that all these permutations are expected automorphism of B(Γ). Also,
〈ρ, µ〉 ∼= D2n and β commutes with both ρ and µ. Here D2n denotes the dihedral group
of order 2n.

The next result can be obtained directly from Proposition 2.2.

Lemma 3.3. Let Γ = Rn(a, r) be a connected and non-bipartite graph and let β be the
automorphism of B(Γ) defined in (8). An automorphism σ of B(Γ) is expected if and
only if σβ = βσ.

Lemma 3.4. Let Γ = Rn(a, r) be a graph such that n is even and one of the following
conditions hold.

(i) a, r are even, 2a 6≡ 0(mod n) and 4r 6≡ 0(mod n).
(ii) a is odd and 4a 6≡ 0(mod n).
(iii) a is odd, 4a ≡ 0(mod n), 2a 6≡ 0(mod n) and r is even.

Then the only automorphism of B(Γ) fixing S1 pointwise and S2 setwise is the identity
permutation, where S1 and S2 are the sets defined in (4).

Proof. Let σ be an automorphism of B(Γ) fixing S1 pointwise and S2 setwise. Note that
σ maps any rim/hub/spoke cycle to a rim/hub/spoke cycle.

(i): Let X be any spoke cycle having a vertex from S1. Since a is even, it follows
that |V(X) ∩ S1| = |V(X) ∩ S4| = ℓs/2, where S4 is the set defined in (5). As 2a 6≡ 0
(mod n), ℓs > 4 due to (3), we see that σ fixes every vertex in S4 too. Now, as r is even,
for every hub cycle X , it holds that |V(X) ∩ S3| = |V(X) ∩ S4| = ℓh/2, where S3 is the
set defined in (5). As 4r 6≡ 0(mod n), ℓh > 4 due to (3), and this yields that σ fixes
every vertex in S3 too. It is easy to see that σ is the identity permutation.

(ii): In this case, |X ∩ S1| = ℓs/4 for every spoke cycle X . Since a is odd and 4a 6≡ 0
(mod n), it follows from (3) that ℓs > 8, which shows that σ is the identity permutation.

(iii): Fix an arbitrary vertex ui,j ∈ S2 and let X be the spoke cycle through ui,j. Then

X =
(

ui,j, vi,j+1, ui+a,j, vi+a,j+1, ui+2a,j, vi+2a,j+1, ui+3a,j, vi+3a,j+1

)

.

Then ui+a,j, ui+3a,j ∈ S1, hence σ maps X to itself, and either it fixes both ui,j and ui+2a,j

or it swaps them. Using also that ui,j and ui+2a,j form an antipodal pair in the rim cycle
consisting of the vertices in S2, we conclude that σ is either the identity permutation, or
it acts on X as the unique reflection fixing ui+a,j and ui+3a,j and this does not depend
on the choice of the vertex ui,j from S2. We finish the proof by showing that the latter
possibility leads to a contradiction.

Indeed, then for every i ∈ Zn and j ∈ Z2,

σ(vi,j) =

{

vi+a,j if i ≡ j (mod 2)

vi−a,j if i 6≡ j (mod 2).
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As r is even and v0,0 ∼ vr,1, we get va,0 = σ(v0,0) ∼ σ(vr,1) = vr−a,1. This shows that
r− 2a ≡ ±r (mod n). Since 2a 6≡ 0(mod n), it follows that 2r ≡ 2a(mod n). Using also
that a is odd and 4a ≡ 0(mod n), we find that 4 divides n, and hence 2r ≡ 2a(mod 4).
This contradicts the assumption that a is odd and r is even. �

3.5. Edge-transitive graphs. The lemma below can be retrieved from the proof of
[12, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 3.5. Let Γ = Rn(a, r) be a non-bipartite graph such that n > 4 and B(Γ) is
edge-transitive. Then B(Γ) is s-transitive for s ≤ 2.

3.6. Quotient graphs. Let Σ be an arbitrary graph and π = {C1, . . . , Ck} be a partition
of V(Σ). The quotient graph Σ/π is defined to have the vertex set π and edges {Ci, Cj},
where Ci 6= Cj and there is an edge {u, v} ∈ E(Σ) with u ∈ Ci and v ∈ Cj . In the case
when π is formed by the orbits under a subgroup H ≤ Aut(Σ), we also write Σ/H for
Σ/π.

For a divisor k of n, let φn,k : Zn → Zk be the group homorphism for which φn,k(1) = 1
(here the integer 1 represents an element in Zn in the left side, whereas it represents an
element in Zk in the right side). Furthermore, let φ∗

n,k be the mapping from {ui,j, vi,j :
i ∈ Zn, j ∈ Z2} to {ui,j, vi,j : i ∈ Zk, j ∈ Z2} defined as follows:

φ∗
n,k(ui,j) = uφn,k(i),j and φ∗

n,k(vi,j) = vφn,k(i),j , i ∈ Zn, j ∈ Z2. (9)

The following lemma can be easily derived after one applies well-known classical results
about quotients of arc-transitive graphs (see, e.g., [15]).

Lemma 3.6. Let Γ = Rn(a, r), G = Aut(B(Γ)), and let ρ ∈ G be the automorphism
defined in (6). Suppose that B(Γ) is connected, edge-transitive, and that Orb(H,V(B(Γ)))
is a block system for G for some subgroup H < 〈ρ〉, H 6= 1.

(i) If |H| = n/2, then Gu0,0
is a 2-group and B(Γ)/H ∼= C8.

(ii) If |H| < n/2, then H ⊳G and

B(Γ)/H ∼= B(Rk(a
′, r′)),

where k = n/|H|, a′ = φn,k(a) and r′ = φn,k(r).
(iii) With the notation in (ii), the mapping φ∗

n,k defined in (9) is a homomorphism from
B(Γ) onto B(Rk(a

′, r′)).
(iv) Letting Σ = B(Rk(a

′, r′)) in (ii), there is an epimorphism

ϕ : G/H → Aut(Σ)

such that ϕ(ρ) is the automorphism of Σ defined in (6). Furthermore, Σ is edge-
transitive.

4. Proof of case (i) of Theorem 1.3

Let Γ = Rn(a, r) be a non-trivially unstable Rose Window graph and assume that n
is odd. We show below that Γ is isomorphic to a graph in W3.

The key idea is to represent B(Γ) as a Rose Window graph. Let θ : Zn ×Z2 → Z2n be
the unique isomorphism mapping (1, 1) to 1. Define the mapping f : V(B(Γ)) → {ui, vi :
i ∈ Z2n} as follows:

f(ui,j) = uθ((i,j)) and f(vi,j) = vθ((i,j))+n, i ∈ Zn, j ∈ Z2.
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A straightforward check shows that f is an isomorphism from B(Γ) to R2n(a
′, r′),

where a′ = θ((a, 0)) and r′ = θ((r, 1)). Equivalently,

a′ =

{

a if a is even,

a+ n if a is odd,
r′ =

{

r + n if r is even,

r if r is odd.
(10)

Note that a′ is always even and r′ is always odd.
Let G = Aut((R2n(a

′, r′))) and denote by ℓ the number of edge-orbits under G. Then
ℓ ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Assume first that ℓ = 3. Since a′ is even, a′ 6= n. Thus |G| = 4n due to Proposition 2.4.
This contradicts the assumption that Rn(a, r) is unstable.

Now assume that ℓ = 2. As a′ 6= n, |G| = 8n due to Proposition 2.5. Furthermore, by
Proposition 2.6, (r′)2 ≡ 1(mod 2n) and r′a′ ≡ ±a′ (mod 2n). Since r′ ≡ r (mod n) and
a′ ≡ a(mod n), it follows that r2 ≡ 1(mod n) and ra ≡ ±a(mod n). If Rn(a, r) were
edge-transitive, then R2n(a

′, r′) would be edge-transitive as well, which is not the case.
After applying Propositions 2.5 and 2.6 to Rn(a, r), we obtain that |Aut(Rn(a, r))| = 4n.
This contradicts the assumption that Rn(a, r) is unstable.

Thus ℓ = 1, i.e., R2n(a
′, r′) is edge-transitive. Let

a′′ = min(a′, 2n− a′) and r′′ = min(r′, 2n− r′),

and put Σ = R2n(a
′′, r′′). By Proposition 2.3, Σ ∼= R2n(a

′, r′), in particular, Σ is edge-
transitive. We obtain that Σ belongs to one of the families (a)–(d) in Proposition 2.7.

The graph Σ is not in the family (a). For otherwise, (a′′, r′′) = (2, 1). If a is even,
then a′ = a < n, hence a′′ = a′ = a, so a = 2; if a is odd, then a′ = a + n, hence
a′′ = 2n−a′ = n−a, and so a = n−2. A similar argument yields that r = 1 or n−1. If
a = 2, then the vertices u0 and v−1 have the same neighborhood; and if a = n− 2, then
u0 and v1 share the same neighborhood. In either case, Γ = Rn(a, r) has two vertices
having the same neighborhood, which is impossible.

The graph Σ is not in the family (b). For otherwise, r′′ = n − 1, which is impossible
as r′′ is odd. Also, Σ is neither in the family (c) because n is odd.

Thus Σ = R2n(a
′′, r′′) is in the family (d), i.e., a′′ = 2d such that d2 ≡ ±1(mod n),

2 ≤ a′′ ≤ n and r′′ ∈ {1, n−1} is odd. It follows that r′′ = 1. We obtain a = 2d or n−2d
and r = 1 or n − 1. Finally, d 6≡ ±1(mod n), for otherwise, Rn(a, r) has two vertices
with the same neighborhood, and Rn(a, r) is indeed isomorphic to a graph in W3.

5. Proof of case (ii) of Theorem 1.3

For this section we set the following assumptions.

Hypothesis 5.1. Γ = Rn(a, r) is a non-trivially unstable graph such that n = 2m,
1 ≤ a, r ≤ m and B(Γ) is not edge-transitive. Furthermore,

G = Aut(B(Γ)),

C = 〈ρ〉, where ρ is defined in (6),

σ is an unexpected automorphism of B(Γ).

To settle case (ii) of Theorem 1.3, we have to show that under the above assumptions
Γ is isomorphic to a graph in one of W1 and W4–W9. This will be done in three lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Assuming Hypothesis 5.1, suppose that σ maps S1 ∪ S2 to itself. Then Γ
is isomorphic to a graph in one of W1, W5 and W6.
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Proof. Since 〈ρ, β〉 is transitive on S1 ∪ S2, σ(u0,0) = α(u0,0) for some α ∈ 〈ρ, β〉, where
β is the automorphism of B(Γ) defined in (8). As α−1σ is unexpected, we may assume
that σ(u0,0) = u0,0.

For α ∈ G such that α(S1) = S1, let α
∗ denote the permutation of S1 induced by the

restriction of α to S1. Clearly, α∗ is an automorphism of the rim cycle containing u0,0.
Thus σ∗ ∈ 〈µ∗〉, hence we may assume that σ ∈ G(S1). Here µ is the automorphism of
B(Γ) defined in (7), in particular, µ(S1) = S1 and µ∗ is well-defined.

Assume first that a is even. Then r is even due to Lemma 3.2. If a = m, then Γ is in
W1. Let a 6= m. Suppose that 4r 6≡ 0(mod n). Then Lemma 3.4(i) yields that σ is the
identity, which is impossible, hence 4r ≡ 0(mod n).

Assume for the moment that r = m. Denote by ℓs the length of the spoke cycles of
B(Γ). Since a 6= m, it follows that ℓs ≥ 6 according to (3). Let X be a spoke cycle.
Then |V(X) ∩ (S3 ∪ S4)| =

1
2
ℓs and

|V(X) ∩ S1| =
1

2
ℓs or |V(X) ∩ S2| =

1

2
ℓs.

Let us call X of type 1 in the former case and of type 2 in the latter case. It is
clear that σ fixes all vertices of a spoke cycle of type 1. Furthermore, the hub edges
{vi,j, vi+m,j+1}, where i ∈ Zn, j ∈ Z2, form a matching, and the vertices vi,j and vi+m,j+1

belong to spoke cycles of distinct types. This shows that σ must fix every vertex in
S3 ∪ S4, and consequently, also in S2. This contradicts the assumption σ is not the
identity permutation, and thus r 6= m. Using also that r is even and 4r ≡ 0(mod n), we
conclude that r = n

4
and n is divisible by 8, hence that Γ is in W5.

Assume second that a is odd. Then 4a ≡ 0(mod n) follows from Lemma 3.4(ii) and
the condition that σ ∈ G(S1). We show below that a 6= m. On the contrary, assume that
a = m. Fix an arbitrary vertex vi,j and let X be the spoke cycle containing vi,j . Then

X =
(

vi,j, ui,j+1, vi+m,j, ui+m,j+1

)

.

This shows that σ fixes both ui,j+1 and ui+m,j+1, and σ(vi,j) = vi,j or vi+m,j. In view of
Proposition 2.2, we may assume that

σ(vi,j) = vi,j, σ(vi+m,j) = vi+m,j , σ(vi,j+1) = vi+m,j+1 and σ(vi+m,j+1) = vi,j+1. (11)

Let Y be the hub cycle containing vi,j. Then σ(Y ) = Y , and thus σ(vi′,j′) = vi′,j′,
where vi′,j′ is the vertex antipodal to vi,j in Y . Then vi′,j′ = vi,j+1 if r has odd order
in Zn, and vi′,j′ = vi+m,j+1 otherwise. In either case we obtain a contradiction with the
assumptions in (11), and by this we have shown that a 6= m. Finally, Lemma 3.4(iii)
shows that r is odd, and so Γ is in W6. �

For the rest of the section it will be assumed that σ(S1∪S2) 6= S1∪S2. Consequently, G
is transitive on V(B(Γ)) and divides E(B(Γ)) into two orbits (recall that B(Γ) is assumed
to be non-edge-transitive). There are two hub cycles of the same length n, so by (3),

gcd(r, n) ∈ {1, 2}, and if gcd(n, r) = 2, then m is odd. (12)

Denote by X1 and X2 the two rim cycles and by X3 and X4 the two hub cycles so
that V(Xi) = Si for i = 1, 2 and v0,0 ∈ V(X3), where S1 and S2 are defined in (4). If r
is even, then

V(X3) = {vi,j : i ≡ 0 (mod 2)} and V(X4) = {vi,j : i ≡ 1 (mod 2)}; (13)

and if r is odd, then
V(X3) = S3 and V(X4) = S4. (14)



10 M. AHANJIDEH, I. KOVÁCS, K. KUTNAR

Clearly, the subsets

S1 = V(X1), S2 = V(X2), V(X3), V(X4) (15)

form a block system for G.

Lemma 5.3. Assuming Hypothesis 5.1, suppose that σ(S1 ∪ S2) 6= S1 ∪ S2 and let K be
the kernel of the action of G on the block system defined in (15). If K(S1) 6= 1, then Γ is
isomorphic to a graph in one of W1, W5 and W6.

Proof. Fix τ ∈ K(S1) such that τ is not the identity permutation. Clearly, τ fixes S1

pointwise and S2 setwise.
Thus if a is even, then the proof of Lemma 5.2 can be repeated with τ playing the

role of σ.
Let a be odd. If a = m, then every spoke cycle contains exactly one vertex from S1,

S2, V (X3) and V (X4), respectively, implying that τ is the identity permutation, which
is impossible. Hence a 6= m, and the argument used in the proof of Lemma 5.2 can be
applied again. �

Lemma 5.4. Assuming Hypothesis 5.1, suppose that σ(S1 ∪ S2) 6= S1 ∪ S2 and let K be
the kernel of the action of G on the block system defined in (15). If K(S1) = 1, then Γ is
isomorphic to a graph in one of W7, W8 and W9.

Proof. Since 〈ρ, β〉 is transitive on S3 ∪ S4, σ(u0,0) = α(v0,1) for some α ∈ 〈ρ, β〉, where
β is the automorphism of B(Γ) defined in (8). As α−1σ is unexpected, we may assume
that σ(u0,0) = v0,1. Then the hub cycle containing v0,1 is not preserved by σ, hence we
have that σ(v0,1) = u0,0 or ua,0. Replacing σ with ρaµσ in the latter case, we may also
assume that σ interchanges u0,0 and v0,1.

Furthermore, replacing Γ with Rn(a,−r) if necessary (see Proposition 2.3), we may
also assume that σ(u1,1) = vr,0 holds. Using that σ is an isomorphism from X1 to the
hub cycle containing v0,1, which maps the arc (u0,0, u1,1) to the arc (v0,1, vr,0), we deduce
that

σ(ui,j) = vri,j+1 for every ui,j ∈ S1. (16)

Since K(S1) = 1, it follows that K is isomorphic to a subgroup of D2n. It follows from
(13) and (14) that ρ2 ∈ K.

Suppose that n = 4, so 1 ≤ a, r ≤ 2. Then r = 1 by (12). Since Γ has no two vertices
with the same neighborhood, it follows that a = 1, and so Γ is isomorphic to the graph
in W9 with m = 2, a = 1 and s = 3 due to Proposition 2.3.

For the rest of the proof we assume that n > 4. Then 〈ρ2〉 is characteristic in K.
Using also that K ⊳ G, we obtain that 〈ρ2〉⊳G. This implies that there is an integer k
such that gcd(k,m) = 1 and σρ2 = ρ2kσ. Thus

σ(u2,0) = σρ2(u0,0) = ρ2kσ(u0,0) = v2k,1.

On the other hand, σ(u2,0) = v2r,1 due to (16), hence 2k ≡ 2r (mod n), k ≡ r (mod m),
and therefore, we may assume that k = r. Note that, if i is even, then σρiσ−1 =
(σρ2σ−1)

i
2 = ρri. The following identity holds.

σρi = ρriσ for every i ∈ Zn, i ≡ 0 (mod 2). (17)

Case 1. r is even.

By (12), m is odd, so um,1 is the vertex antipodal to u0,0 in X1. Then σ2(um,1) = um,1.
Using also (16), we obtain that σ(v0,0) = σ2(um,1) = um,1. Thus by (17), σ(vr,0) =
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ux1,1 vx2,0 ux3,1 vx4,0 ux5,1

v−a,0 u0,1 v0,0 ua,1 va,0

σ

Figure 1. The path P and its image under σ.

σρr(v0,0) = ρr
2

σ(v0,0) = ur2+m,1. On the other hand, σ(vr,0) ∼ σ(v0,1) = u0,0, implying
that r2 ≡ ±1 (mod m).

Assume first that a is odd. If a = m, then Γ belongs to W8 if r 6≡ ±1 (mod m),
and it belongs to W7 if r ≡ ±1 (mod m). Assume that a < m. Observe that {ua,1} =
B(Γ)(v0,0) ∩ S1. Since r is even, v0,1 ∈ V (X3), see (13), hence σ(S1) = V (X3). Using
also (16) and (17), we have that

{vra,0} = {σ(ua,1)} = B(Γ)(σ(v0,0)) ∩V(X3) = B(Γ)(um,1) ∩ V(X3) = {vm−a,0}.

This shows that ra ≡ m − a(mod n). Then r2a ≡ −ra ≡ m + a(mod n), and using
also that r2 ≡ ±1(mod m) and a < m, we deduce that r2 ≡ 1(mod m). Set s = m+ r.
Then Γ = R2m(a,m+ s) = R2m(a,m− s), s2 ≡ 1(mod n) and sa ≡ −a(mod n), hence
Γ belongs to W9.

Now let a be even. Then u0,0 = σ(v0,1) ∼ σ(ua,0) = vra,1, implying that ra ≡ −a
(mod n). It follows that r2 ≡ 1(mod m), and taking s = m+ r, we find that Γ belongs
to W9.

Case 2. r is odd.

Then V(X3) = S3 and V(X4) = S4, where S3 and S4 are the sets defined in (5), see
(14). By Lemma 3.2, a is odd. Consider the path

P = (v−a,0, u0,1, v0,0, ua,1, va,0)

and its image σ(P), see Figure 1. The vertices of P (from the left to the right) belong
to the sets S4, S2, S3, S1 and S4, respectively. Therefore, the their images are from
S1, S3, S2, S4 and S1, respectively. Furthermore, by (16), σ(ua,1) = vra,0, so x4 = ra. All
these imply in turn that, x5 = ra, x3 = ra + a, x2 = ra + a and x1 = ra + 2a. Using
(17), we find that

ura+2a,1 = σ(v−a,0) = σρ−a−1(v1,0) = ρ−ra−rσ(v1,0)

ura,1 = σ(va,0) = σρa−1(v1,0) = ρra−rσ(v1,0).

Thus 2(ra+ a) ≡ 0(mod n), whence ra+ a = 0 or m in Zn.
Assume first that ra + a ≡ 0(mod n). We show below that this possibility cannot

occur. Notice that, then

σ(u0,1) = v0,0, σ(v0,0) = u0,1 and σ(v1,0) = ur,1. (18)

By the initial assumptions on σ we also have

σ(u0,0) = v0,1, σ(u1,1) = vr,0 and σ(v0,1) = u0,0. (19)

Now B(Γ)(v0,1) ∩ S2 = {ua,0} yields

{σ(ua,0)} = B(Γ)(σ(v0,1)) ∩ S3 = B(Γ)(u0,0) ∩ S3 = v−a,1,
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from which it follows that v−a,1 = σ(ua,0) = σρa−1(u1,0) = ρra−rσ(u1,0), so σ(u1,0) =
vr,1. It can be shown in the same way that σ(v−a,1) = ua,0, and deduce from this that
σ(v1,1) = ur,0. To sum up,

σ(u1,0) = vr,1 and σ(v1,1) = ur,0. (20)

The conditions in (18)–(20) together with (17) yield that σ commutes with β. This,
however, contradicts the assumption that σ is unexpected due to Lemma 3.3. We verify
that σβ(ui,j) = βσ(ui,j) and σβ(vi,j) = βσ(vi,j) for the case when i is even and j = 0
only, the remaining cases can be handled in the same way.

σβ(ui,0) = σ(ui,1) = σρi(u0,1) = ρriσ(u0,1) = ρri(v0,0) = βρri(v0,1)

= βρriσ(u0,0) = βσρi(u0,0) = βσ(ui,0).

and

σβ(vi,0) = σ(vi,1) = σρi(v0,1) = ρriσ(v0,1) = ρri(u0,0) = βρri(u0,1)

= βρriσ(v0,0) = βσρi(v0,0) = βσ(vi,0).

We have shown that ar+a 6≡ 0(mod n), and therefore, ar ≡ m−a(mod n). It follows

that m is even, in particular, a 6= m. Then u0,0 = σ(v0,1) ∼ σ(vr,1) = ρr
2−rσ(v1,1) =

ur2+m,1, implying that r2 ≡ ±1(mod m). Using also that ra ≡ −a(mod m) and a 6= m,
we have that r2 ≡ 1(mod m). Finally, taking s = m + r, we find that Γ belongs to
W9. �

6. Proof of case (iii) of Theorem 1.3

For this section we set the following assumptions.

Hypothesis 6.1. Γ = Rn(a, r) is a non-trivially unstable graph, n = 2m, 1 ≤ a, r ≤ m
and B(Γ) is edge-transitive. Furthermore,

G = Aut(B(Γ)),

G+ is the subgroup of G preserving the biparts of B(Γ),

C = 〈ρ〉, where ρ is defined in (6),

L = 〈ρm〉.

Note that, if n > 4, then by Lemma 3.5, B(Γ) is s-transitive for s ≤ 2, in particular,
it is vertex-transitive. These properties will be used a couple of times in the section.

In order to settle case (iii) of Theorem 1.3, we have to show that under the above
assumptions Γ is isomorphic to a graph in one of W2 and W4. We deal first with the
case when C ⊳G.

Lemma 6.2. Assuming Hypothesis 6.1, suppose that C ⊳ G. Then m is odd and Γ is
isomorphic to a graph in the family W4.

Proof. Fix σ ∈ Gu0,0
such that σ(u1,1) = v0,1. There is an integer k such that gcd(k, n) =

1 and σρi = ρkiσ for every i ∈ Zn. Then

σ(u−1,1) = σρ−2(u1,1) = ρ−2kσ(u1,1) = v−2k,1.

This implies that v−2k,1 = v−a,1, hence a ≡ 2k (mod n). Note that a is even. Then
σ(v0,1) = u1,1 or u−1,1. Here we consider only the first case as the other case can be
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handled in the same way. For every i ∈ Zn,

σ(ui,0) = σρi(u0,0) = ρkiσ(u0,0) = uki,0,

σ(ui,1) = σρi−1(u1,1) = ρki−kσ(u1,1) = vki−k,1,

σ(vi,1) = σρi(v0,1) = ρkiσ(v0,1) = uki+1,1.

Note that OrbC(v0,0) is mapped to itself by σ. Thus u−kr+1,1 = σ(v−r,1) and ukr+1,1 =
σ(vr,1) share a common neighbor in OrbC(v0,0). This implies that 2kr ≡ ±a ≡ ±2k
(mod n), whence r ≡ ±1 (mod m). Since a is even, r must be even as well because Γ is
not bipartite. Thus m is odd and r = m− 1 or m+1. We conclude that Γ is isomorphic
to a graph in the family W4. �

The case when C is not normal in G requires three preparatory lemmas. We denote
the center of G by Z(G), and for a subgroup H ≤ G and an element g ∈ G, by CG(H)
and CG(g) the centralizers of H and g, respectively, in G.

Lemma 6.3. Assuming Hypothesis 6.1, L ⊳ G, consequently, ρm ∈ Z(G).

Proof. For the sake of simplicity, let V = V(B(Γ)). We proceed by induction on n. With
the help of the computer algebra package Magma [2] we checked that the lemma holds
if n ≤ 48. From now on it is assumed that n > 48.

Case 1. Gu0,0
is not a 2-group.

As the graph B(Γ) is s-arc-transitive for s ≤ 2, see the remark after Hypothesis 6.1, it
follows from Proposition 2.1 that Gu0,0

∼= A4 or S4. Thus |G
+| ≤ 48n < |C|2 because of

n > 48. By Proposition 2.8, G+ contains a normal subgroup N such that 1 < N ≤ C.
If |N | is even, then L is a characteristic subgroup of N , and we find that L ⊳ G.

Assume now that |N | is odd. Let B be a minimal non-trivial block system for G, which
is a refinement of the block system Orb(N, V ). It is easy to show that B = Orb(H, V )
for some subgroup 1 < H ≤ N .

If |H| = n/2, then Gu0,0
is a 2-group due to Lemma 3.6(i), which is impossible. Thus

|H| < n/2, and by part (ii) of the same lemma,

B(Γ)/H ∼= B
(

Rk(φn,k(a), φn,k(r))
)

,

where k = n/|H|. As |H| is odd, k is even and the induction hypothesis can be applied
to B

(

Rk(φn,k(a), φn,k(r))
)

. Lemma 3.6(iii) shows that HL/H ⊳ G/H , whence HL ⊳ G.
This implies that L ⊳ G, as claimed.

Case 2. Gu0,0
is a 2-group.

Let T be a Sylow 2-subgroup of G+ such that Gu0,0
≤ T . Then OrbT (u0,0) is a block

for G (see [3, Theorem 1.5A]). Let ∆ be a minimal block contained in the latter orbit
such that u0,0 ∈ ∆ and ∆ 6= {u0,0}, and let B be the block system generated by ∆. As
|∆| divides |OrbT (u0,0)|, |∆| is a power of 2. Since Gu0,0

is a 2-group, we obtain that ∆
contains a vertex v such that v 6= u0,0 and Gu0,0

= Gv. It is known that the subset ∆′ of
V , defined as

∆′ =
{

w : w ∈ V and Gw = Gu0,0

}

is a block for G (see, e.g., [3, Excercise 1.6.5]). Since ∆ ∩ ∆′ is also a block and ∆ is
minimal, we obtain ∆ ⊆ ∆′. Using also that µ ∈ Gu0,0

, see (7), we obtain that ∆ is one
of the following sets:

{u0,0, um,0}, {u0,0, vb,0}, and {u0,0, um,0, vb,0, vb+m,0}, (21)
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where a ≡ −2b(mod n). If ∆ = {u0,0, um,0}, then B = Orb(L, V ). By Lemma 3.6(ii),
L ⊳ G. Therefore, to finish the proof it sufficient to exclude the last two sets in (21).

Assume first that

∆ = {u0,0, um,0, vb,0, vb+m,0}.

Since ∆ is a minimal block for G, it follows that the setwise stabilizer G{∆} acts prim-
itively on ∆. Denote by K and (G{∆})

∗ the kernel and the image, respectively, of the
action of G{∆} on ∆. We have that (G{∆})

∗ ∼= G{∆}/K. As Gu0,0
is a 2-group, G{∆} is also

a 2-group. Therefore, there exists a subgroup M ≤ G{∆} such that K < M , |M/K| = 2
and M/K < Z(G{∆}/K). We obtain that M ⊳G{∆} and there are two M-orbits on ∆,
each of size 2. This implies that G{∆} is imprimitive on ∆, a contradiction.

Assume second that ∆ = {u0,0, vb,0}. Consider the induced subgraph B(Γ)[∆1 ∪∆2],
where ∆1,∆2 ∈ B and ∆1 and ∆2 are adjacent in Γ/B. Denote the latter subgraph by
Σ. As B(Γ) is arc-transitive, see the remark after Hypothesis 6.1, Σ does not depend on
the choice of ∆1 and ∆2. There are three options for Σ, namely, Σ ∼= K2 or 2K2 or C4.
Choosing ∆1 = ∆ = {u0,0, vb,0} and ∆2 = (βρ−b)(∆) = {u−b,1, v0,1}, one can observe
that Σ ∼= 2K2 or C4. Now choosing ∆2 to be (βρ)(∆), we conclude that {vb,0, vb+1,1} is
an edge, whence r ≡ ±1(mod n), in particular, r is odd. On the other hand, a ≡ −2b
(mod n), so a is even. By Lemma 3.2, Γ is bipartite, which is a contradiction. �

We describe next a situation, which we will encounter a couple of times in the rest of
the paper. Suppose that d is an odd divisor of m such that

d > 3, 〈ρd〉 ⊳ G, φn,d(a) = ±2 and φn,d(r) = ±1.

Let Σ = B
(

Rd

(

φn,d(a), φn,d(r)
))

and let

ε =

{

1 if φn,d(a) = −2,

−1 if φn,d(a) = 2.

By Lemma 3.6(iii), φ∗
n,d is a homomorphism from B(Γ) onto Σ, where φ∗

n,d is defined in
(9). Observe that, for every i ∈ Zd and j ∈ Z2, vi+ε,j is the unique vertex of Σ for which

Σ(ui,j) = Σ(vi+ε,j).

This shows that sets {ui,j, vi+ε,j}, i ∈ Zd, j ∈ Z2, form a block system for Aut(Σ).
Consequently, the sets

∆i,j :=
{

(φ∗
n,d)

−1(ui,j), (φ
∗
n,d)

−1(vi+ε,j)
}

(22)

=
{

ui+xd,j, vi+xd+ε,j : 0 ≤ x ≤ n/d− 1
}

, 0 ≤ i ≤ d− 1 and j = 0, 1,

form a block system B for G. Note that the quotient graph B(Γ)/B is a cycle of length
2d.

In the next lemma we exclude certain possibilities for (a, r).

Lemma 6.4. Assuming Hypothesis 6.1, suppose that m = 2l for some odd number l.
Then

(a, r) /∈
{

(l + 2, l + 1), (l + 2, l − 1), (l − 2, l + 1), (l − 2, l − 1)
}

.

Proof. On the contrary, assume that (a, r) is one of the pairs given in the lemma. By
Lemma 6.3, L ⊳ G. As 0 < a, r ≤ m, φn,m(a) = a and φn,m(r) = r, and hence
B(Γ)/L ∼= B(Rm(a, r)) due to Lemma 3.6(ii). Applying Lemma 6.3 to B(Rm(a, r)), we
obtain 〈ρl〉/L⊳G/L, and hence 〈ρl〉⊳G.
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u−1,1

v3l−2,1

v3l−1,0

u0,0

v−1,0

ul+1,1

v0,1

u1,1

v3l,1

ul+2,0

vl+1,0

u2,0

v1,0

X1

X2

X3

X4

∆−1,1 ∆0,0 ∆1,1 ∆2,0

Figure 2. The 4-cycles X1, X2, X3 and X4 in the graph B(R4l(l + 2, l + 1)).

If l = 3, then using the computer algebra package Magma [2], we find that if (a, r) =
(l + 2, l + 1) = (5, 4) or (a, r) = (l − 2, l − 1) = (1, 2), then B(Γ) is not edge-transitive;
and if (a, r) = (l + 2, l − 1) = (5, 2) or (a, r) = (l − 2, l + 1) = (1, 4), then B(Γ) is
edge-transitive, but Γ is stable. Both cases are impossible, hence in the rest of the proof
we assume that l > 3. Then G admits the block system B with blocks ∆i,j defined in
(22) with d = l. Let K be the kernel of the action of G on B.

Case 1. (a, r) = (l + 2, l + 1) or (l − 2, l − 1).

We discuss only the case when (a, r) = (l + 2, l + 1) because the other case can be
handled by copying the same argument. For i ∈ Zl and j ∈ Z2,

B(Γ)[∆i,j ∪∆i+1,j+1] ∼= 4C4.

Clearly, the automorphisms inK permute these 4-cycles. Consider the 4-cyclesX1, X2, X3

andX4 shown in Figure 2. Choose σ ∈ Gu0,0
such that σ swaps u1,1 and v0,1. Then σ ∈ K,

it maps each of X1 and X2 to itself, and it swaps X3 and X4. Figure 2 shows us that
σ(ul+1,1) = v3l,1. On the other hand, as X1 is preserved by σ, σ(v−1,0) = v−1,0. These
give rise to a contradiction because ul+1,1 ∼ v−1,0 but v3l,1 6∼ v−1,0.

Case 2. (a, r) = (l + 2, l − 1) or (l − 2, l + 1).

We discuss only the case when (a, r) = (l + 2, l − 1) because the other case can be
handled in the same way. For i ∈ Zl and j ∈ Z2,

B(Γ)[∆i,j ∪∆i+1,j+1] ∼= 2C8.

The subgraph of B(Γ) induced by the set ∆0,0∪· · ·∪∆12,0 is shown in Figure 3. Label
the vertices in the blocks ∆i,j with numbers from 1 to 8 as shown in the figure. For
σ ∈ K and for an integer k ≥ 0, let σk be the permutation of {1, . . . , 8} induced by
the restriction of σ to ∆i,j, where k ≡ i(mod l) and k ≡ j (mod 2). Note that σi = σj

holds if i ≡ j (mod 2l). The 8-cycles intersect at either no vertex or a pair of antipodal
vertices. Moreover, each 8-cycle between ∆i,j and ∆i+1,j+1 has every other vertex in ∆i,j.
These imply that σi+1 is determined by σi.

Choose σ ∈ Gu0,0
∩Gu1,1

. Clearly, σ ∈ K and

σ0(i) = σ1(i) = i if 1 ≤ i ≤ 4.
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Figure 3. The subgraph of the canonical double cover B(R4l(l+2, l−1))
induced by the set ∆0,0 ∪ · · · ∪∆12,0.

Denote by X1 and X2 the two 8-cycles between ∆1,1 and ∆2,0 such that u1,1 ∈ V(X1).
Then σ maps each of X1 and X2 to itself, and it is easy to see that it acts on these
cycles either as the identity or a specific reflection. Denote by X3 the 8-cycle between
∆0,0 and ∆1,1 not through u0,0. It follows that a vertex of X3 is either fixed by σ or it
is switched with the vertex antipodal to it in X3. This implies that σ acts on X3 either
as the identity or the reflection with respect to the center of X3. Therefore, σ0 is the
identity permutation or σ0 = (5, 7)(6, 8).

Assume for the moment that σ0 = (5, 7)(6, 8). Then

σ0 = σ1 and σ2 = (1, 6)(2, 5)(3, 8)(4, 7).

A tedious, although straightforward computation, yields that

σ3 = (1, 5)(2, 8)(3, 7)(4, 6), σ4 = (1, 5)(2, 8)(3, 7)(4, 6), σ5 = (1, 8)(2, 7)(3, 6)(4, 5),

σ6 = σ7 = (1, 3)(2, 4), σ8 = (1, 8)(2, 7)(3, 6)(4, 5), σ9 = (1, 7)(2, 6)(3, 5)(4, 8),

σ10 = (1, 7)(2, 6)(3, 5)(4, 8), σ11 = σ2, σ12 = σ0.

This shows that σi = σj if and only if i ≡ j (mod 12). On the other hand, σ0 = σ2l,
contradicting our assumption that l is odd. We conclude that σ0 must be the identity,
implying that Gu0,0

∩Gu1,1
= 1, whence |Gu0,0

| = 4.
It can be shown in the same way as above that the existence of a non-identity au-

tomorphism in Ku0,0
forces that 3 divides l. But then Γ = R12s(3s + 2, 3s − 1), where

l = 3s, and therefore, it is edge-transitive due to Proposition 2.7. This and the fact that
|Gu0,0

| = 4 show that Γ is stable, a contradiction. �

Lemma 6.5. Assuming Hypothesis 6.1, suppose that m is even. Then Γ/L is unstable.

Proof. Let M = 〈ρm, β〉, where β is the automorphism of B(Γ) defined in (8). On the
contrary, assume that Γ/L is stable. It follows from this and Lemma 3.3 that M ⊳ G.
By Lemma 6.3, ρm ∈ Z(G), implying that CG(M) = CG(β). Consider the action of G
on itself by conjugaction. By the orbit-stabilizer lemma, |G| = |CG(β)| · |β

G|, where βG
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denotes the conjugacy class of G containing β. Using also that β 6∈ Z(G) and M⊳G, we
find that βG = {β, βρm}, and therefore, CG(M) = CG(β) has index 2 in G. Note that
the group CG(β) is the group of expected automorphisms of B(Γ) due to Lemma 3.3, in
particular,

CG(M) ∼= Aut(Γ)× Z2. (23)

Since B(Rm(a, r)) is edge-transitive and Rm(a, r) is stable, it follows that Rm(a, r) is
edge-transitive. Let Σ = Rm(a

′, r′), where a′ = min(a,m − a) and r′ = min(r,m − r).
Then Σ is one of the graphs in the families (a)–(d) in Proposition 2.7. If Rm(a, r) is
bipartite, then so is Γ = Rn(a, r), see Lemma 3.2, which is not the case. Thus Rm(a, r)
is not bipartite, which yields that it is neither in the family (a) nor in (d). Lemma 6.4
implies that it cannot be in the family (b). Thus Σ is in the family (c), i.e., m = 12l
and (a′, r′) = (3l + 2, 3l − 1) or (3l − 2, 3l + 1). Then

(a, r) ∈
{

(3l + 2, 3l − 1), (3l − 2, 3l + 1), (9l − 2, 9l + 1), (9l + 2, 9l − 1)
}

. (24)

Note that l must be odd because Γ = Rn(a, r) is not bipartite. One can check that r2 6≡ 1
(mod n). Combining this with Propositions 2.4–2.7 yields |Aut(Γ)| = 2n. Using also
(23), we find CG(M) = 〈ρ, µ, β〉, where µ is the automorphism of B(Γ) defined in (7).

Choose σ ∈ Gu0,0
such that σ(u1,1) = v0,1. Then σ /∈ CG(M). Recall that G+ is the

subgroup of G that preserves the biparts of B(Γ). Then G+ ∩ CG(M) = 〈ρ, µ〉. Since
σ ∈ G+, it follows that σ normalizes 〈ρ, µ〉, and therefore, it normalizes also C = 〈ρ〉.
The proof of Lemma 6.2 shows that a is even. This is in contradiction with (24) and the
fact that l is odd. �

We are ready to handle the case when C is not normal in G.

Lemma 6.6. Assuming Hypothesis 6.1, suppose that C ⋪ G. Then m is odd and
(a, r) = (m− 2, m− 1) or (2, m− 1).

Note that if (a, r) = (m−2, m−1), then Γ is in the family W2, and if (a, r) = (2, m−1),
then it is in the family W4.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. With the help of the computer algebra package
Magma [2] we checked that the lemma holds if n ≤ 12. From now on it is assumed that
n > 12.

Claim. m is odd

Proof of the claim. On the contrary, assume that m is even, say m = 2l. By Lemma 6.5,
Rm(a, r) is unstable. The graph Rm(a, r) is not bipartite, for otherwise, so is Γ = Rn(a, r)
due to Lemma 3.2, which is contrary to Hypothesis 6.1.

Assume for the moment that Rm(a, r) has two vertices with the same neighbor-
hood. Consequently, B(Rm(a, r)) has two vertices having identical neighborhood too.
As B(Rm(a, r)) is vertex-transitive, see the remark after Hypothesis 6.1, there exists a
vertex of B(Γ), which is different from u0,0 and has the same neighborhood as u0,0. On
the other hand, a direct check shows that ui,j and u0,0 have different neighborhood if
(i, j) 6= (0, 0); whereas vi,j and u0,0 share the same neighborhood if and only if i ≡ ±1
(mod m), j = 0, a ≡ ±2(mod m) and r ≡ ±1(mod m). But then a is even and r is odd,
contradicting the fact that Rm(a, r) is not bipartite. To sum up, Rm(a, r) is non-trivially
unstable.
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u0,0

v0,1

u1,1 v1,0

u2,0

v3l+1,0

u3,1

v2,1

X1

X2 X3

∆0,0 ∆1,1 ∆2,0 ∆3,1

Figure 4. Part of the 16-cycles X1, X2 and X3 in the graph B(R4l(2, l − 1)).

Note that C/L is not normal in G/L, and therefore, the induction hypothesis can be
applied to Rm(a, r). As a result, l is odd and

(min(a,m− a),min(r,m− r)) = (l − 2, l − 1) or (2, l − 1).

Combining this with Lemma 6.3 yields

(a, r) ∈
{

(2, l − 1), (2, l + 1), (m− 2, l − 1), (m− 2, l + 1)
}

.

We consider only the case when (a, r) = (2, l − 1), the other pairs can be handled in
the same way. The first lines in the proof of Lemma 6.4 can be applied again and this
results in the block system B for G with blocks ∆i,j defined in (22) with d = l (now
l > 3 because n > 12). The quotient graph B(Γ)/B is a cycle of length 2l. Let K be the
kernel of the action of G on B. For i ∈ Zl, j ∈ Z2,

B(Γ)[∆i,j ∪∆i+1,j+1] ∼= C16.

Consider part of the 16-cycles X1, X2 andX3 shown in Figure 4. Choose σ ∈ Gu0,0
such

that σ swaps u1,1 and v0,1. Then σ maps each of X1, X2 and X3 to itself. Considering
the action of σ on X1, we find σ(u2,0) = u2,0. Then considering its action on X2 yields
σ(v1,0) = v3l+1,0. Finally, considering its action on X3 yields σ(u3,1) = v2,1. This gives
rise to a contradiction because v1,0 ∼ u3,1 and v3l+1,0 6∼ v2,1.

�

Since m is odd, it follows that

B(Γ/L) ∼= B(Rm(a, r)) ∼= R2m(a
′, r′),

where a′ and r′ are defined in (10). Let Σ = R2m(a
′′, r′′) where a′′ = min(a′, 2m − a′)

and r′′ = min(r′, 2m − r′). By Proposition 2.3, Σ is edge-transitive, hence it is one of
the graphs in the families (a)–(d) of Theorem 2.7.

The fact that Σ is bipartite shows that Σ cannot be in the family (b). As m is odd,
it is clear that it cannot be in the family (c) neither. If Σ is in the family (d), then it
follows that C ⊳ G; this is impossible. We conclude that Σ is in the family (a), i.e.,
a′ ≡ ±2(mod n) and r′ ≡ ±1(mod n). If a is even, then a′ = a ≤ m, hence a = 2; and
if a is odd, then a′ = a + m > m, hence a = m − 2. Similarly, we find that r = 1 or
m− 1. As (a, r) 6= (2, 1), because Rn(a, r) is not bipartite, we have that

(a, r) ∈
{

(2, m− 1), (m− 2, 1), (m− 2, m− 1)
}

.
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Figure 5. The subgraph of B(R2m(m− 2, 1)) induced by the set ∆0,0 ∪ · · · ∪∆4,0.

We finish the proof by excluding the possibility (a, r) = (m− 2, 1). On the contrary,
assume that (a, r) = (m − 2, 1). Then G admits the block system B with blocks ∆i,j

defined in (22) with l = m. Let K be the kernel of the action of G on B. Label the
vertices in ∆i,j with numbers from 1 to 4 as shown in Figure 5. For σ ∈ K and for
an integer k ≥ 0, let σk be the permutation of {1, 2, 3, 4} induced by the restriction of
σ to ∆i,j , where k ≡ i(mod m) and k ≡ j (mod 2). Note that σi = σj holds if i ≡ j
(mod 2m). Choose σ ∈ Gu0,0

such that σ swaps u1,1 and vm+2,1. Then we compute

σ0 = (2, 4), σ1 = (1, 2)(3, 4), σ2 = (1, 3), σ3 = (1, 4)(2, 3), σ4 = σ0.

This shows that σi = σj if and only if i ≡ j (mod 4). On the other hand, σ0 = σ2m,
contradicting the fact that m is odd.

�
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UP IAM, University of Primorska, Muzejski trg 2, SI-6000 Koper, Slovenia
UP FAMNIT, University of Primorska, Glagolǰaska ulica 8, SI-6000 Koper, Slovenia
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