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STABILITY OF GRAPH PAIRS INVOLVING CYCLES
XIAOMENG WANG, SHOU-JUN XU, AND SANMING ZHOU

ABSTRACT. A graph pair (I', X) is called stable if Aut(I') X Aut(Z) is isomorphic to Aut(I" X ¥) and
unstable otherwise, where I' X X is the direct product of I and X. A graph is called R-thin if distinct
vertices have different neighbourhoods. I" and X are said to be coprime if there is no nontrivial
graph A such that I' = T’y X A and £ = Z; X A for some graphs I'; and ;. An unstable graph
pair (I', ¥) is called nontrivially unstable if I" and X are R-thin connected coprime graphs and at
least one of them is non-bipartite. This paper contributes to the study of the stability of graph pairs
with a focus on the case when X = C,, is a cycle. We give two sufficient conditions for (I', C,) to
be nontrivially unstable, where n # 4 and I is an R-thin connected graph. In the case when I is
an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph, we obtain the following results: (i) if (I, K») is unstable,
then (I', C,,) is unstable for every even integer n > 4; (ii) if an even integer n > 6 is compatible with
I" in some sense, then (I, C,,) is nontrivially unstable if and only if (I', K3) is unstable; (iii) if there
is an even integer n > 6 compatible with I" such that (I', C,,) is nontrivially unstable, then (I', C,,)
is unstable for all even integers m > 6. We also prove that if I" is an R-thin connected graph and
n > 3 is an odd integer compatible with I, then (T, C,) is stable.

1. INTRODUCTION

All graphs considered in this paper are finite and undirected with no loops or parallel edges. As
usual, for a graph I', we use V(I') and E(I') to denote its vertex set and edge set respectively, and
call |V(T')| the order of I'. The edge between two adjacent vertices u, v of I" is denoted by {u, v},
the neighbourhood of a vertex « in I is denoted by Nr(u), and the degree of u in I is defined as
deg(u) = |Nr(u)|. Denote by d(u, v) the distance in I" between two vertices u, v of I' and by I'[S]
the subgraph of I" induced by a subset S of V(I'). An automorphism of T is a permutation o of
V(I') such that for any u,v € V(I'), {u, v} is an edge of I' if and only if {u”,v"} is an edge of I,
where for each w € V(I'), w” is the image of w under o. The automorphism group of I', denoted
by Aut (I'), is the group of automorphisms of I under the composition of permutations. A graph
I" is called vertex-transitive if for any u,v € V(I') there exists an element oo € Aut(I') such that
= v. We use K, to denote the complete graph with order n > 1 and C, the cycle with order
n > 3. A graph is trivial if it has only one vertex and nontrivial otherwise.

The direct product [1] of two graphs I' and X, denoted by I' X X, is the graph with vertex set
V(') x V(¥) in which (&, v) and (x,y) are adjacent if and only if u is adjacent to x in I" and v
is adjacent to y in X. In particular, I X K; is the canonical double cover D(I') of I'. A graph is
prime with respect to the direct product if it is nontrivial and cannot be represented as the direct
product of two nontrivial graphs. Two graphs I" and X are said to be coprime with respect to the
direct product if there is no nontrivial graph A such thatI' = [" X A and £ = ¥’ X A for some
graphs I” and ¥’. It is readily seen that for any graphs I and Z, Aut (I') X Aut (X) (direct product
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of groups) is isomorphic to a subgroup of Aut(I" X X). As defined by Qin et al. in [10]], a graph
pair (I', ) is called stable if Aut (I') X Aut (X) is isomorphic to Aut (I'x X) and unstable otherwise.
This definition generalizes the notion of the stability of a graph [} [14]] in the sense that (I, K5) is
stable or unstable if and only if I' is stable or unstable, respectively. The stability of graphs has
been studied considerably in the past more than three decades [4. 15,16, 7, 12,13,/14]. For example,
in [14, Theorems C.1-C.4], Wilson gave four sufficient conditions (see [8] for an amendment to
one of them) for a circulant graph to be unstable. In [8, Conjecture 1.3], Qin et al. conjectured
that there is no nontrivially unstable circulant of odd order, and in [8, Theorem 1.4] they proved
that this is true for circulants of prime order. The stability of the generalized Petersen graphs has
been completely determined owing to [14, Theorems P.1-P.2] and [9, Corollary 1.3]. In contrast,
the study of the stability of general graph pairs started only recently [10} [11].

A graph I is called R-thin (or vertex-determining) if Nr(u) # Nr(v) for any two distinct vertices
u,v of I'. Graphs which are not R-thin are called R-thick. An unstable graph is called nontrivially
unstable [10, [14] if it is connected, non-bipartite and R-thin, and trivially unstable otherwise.
In [10, Theorem 1.3], Qin et al. proved that if (', X) is stable, then I" and £ are coprime R-thin
graphs, and if in addition both Aut(I') and Aut(X) are nontrivial groups, then both I and X are
connected and at least one of them is non-bipartite. Due to this result an unstable graph pair (I, )
is called nontrivially unstable [10] if I" and X are R-thin connected coprime graphs and at least one
of them is non-bipartite. This definition agrees with the concept of a nontrivially unstable graph
introduced in [14] in the sense that (I', K5) is nontrivially unstable if and only if T" is nontrivially
unstable.

Let I' and ¥ be graphs with V() = {1,...,n}. As in [10, Definition 2.3], we use P(I, X)
to denote the set of elements of Aut(I" X X) that leave the partition {V(I') X {i} : i € V(X)}
invariant. Note that P(I', ¥) is a subgroup of Aut(I" X X). An n-tuple of permutations (ay, ..., @,)
of V(I') is called [10] a X-automorphism of T if for all u,v € V(I'), {u,v} € E() if and only
if {u®,v*} € E(I) for all i, j € V(Z) with {i, j} € E(X). A Z-automorphism (ay,...,a,) of T’
is said to be nondiagonal if «; # «; for at least one pair of vertices i, j of . The set of all
Y-automorphisms of I' with operation defined by (ay,...,@,)(B1,...,B,) = (1B1,...,@,B,) is
a group, written Auty (I'), which is called [10] the X-automorphism group of T'. In particular,
Autg, (T) is exactly the two-fold automorphism group of T' (see [2| 3 4]]) and its elements are
called the two-fold automorphisms of T'.

In [10, Theorem 1.8], Qin et al. proved that, for a connected regular graph I" and a connected
vertex-transitive graph X with coprime degrees, if both I" and X are R-thin and at least one of them
is non-bipartite, then (I', X) is nontrivially unstable if and only if at least one Z-automorphism
of I is nondiagonal. In the same paper they proposed to study the stability of graph pairs (I', )
for various special families of graphs I' and/or various special families of graphs X, including
the case when X is K,, or C,,. In [11, Theorem 6], Qin et al. proved that, if I' and X are regular
of coprime degrees and X is vertex-transitive, then (I', ) is nontrivially unstable if and only if
(T', K3) is nontrivially unstable. In the same paper they also studied the stability of (I',C,) in
the case when I is regular ([11, Proposition 17]), and they asked under what conditions the pair
(T, C,) is nontrivially unstable given that I is stable and m > 6 is even ([11, Question 18]).
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Motivated by the works above, in this paper we study the stability of (I', C,,)), where n > 3 and
I' needs not be regular. In Section 2l we prove a few preliminary results on X-automorphisms
of I' for a general pair (I',X), enriching the theories of X-automorphisms developed in [10].
In particular, we give three necessary conditions for I" to be R-thin in terms of nondiagonal Z-
automorphisms of I' (Lemma 2.3). In Section [3] we study the stability of (I', C,), where n # 4
and I" is an R-thin connected graph which is non-bipartite when n is even. We prove that if n
is “compatible” with I" in some sense (Definition 2.3)) or n is odd and Np(x) N Nr(v) is not an
independent set of T for any edge {u, v} of an auxiliary graph I'* (Definition 2.3)) associated with
I', then (I', C,) is nontrivially unstable if and only if at least one C,-automorphism of I" is non-
diagonal (Theorem [3.1). In Section ] we first prove that if " is R-thin, connected, non-bipartite
and unstable, then (T, C,) is unstable for every even integer n > 4 (Theorem [4.3)). We then prove
that, for an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph I, if an even integer n > 6 is compatible I, then
(T', C,) is nontrivially unstable if and only if I" is unstable, and if there is an even integer n > 6
compatible with I" such that (I', C,) is nontrivially unstable, then (I', C,,) is unstable for all even
integers m > 6 (Theorem[4.5)). Finally, we prove that if T" is an R-thin connected graph and n > 3
is an odd integer compatible with I, then (I, C,) is stable (Theorem 4.6)).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let I" and X be graphs with V() = {1,...,n}, and let ¢ € Aut(X). Then
(@1,...,0)" = (@, ...,aw), for(a,...,a,) € Autg ()

defines a bijection from Auty (I) to Autg (I).

Lemma 2.1. Let I" and X be connected graphs with V(X) = {1,...,n}. Then for any (ay,...,a,) €
Auts (I') and ¢ € Aut(X) we have (ay,...,a,)? € Auty (I'). Moreover, Aut(X) is a subgroup of
the automorphism group of Autg (I).

Proof. Since ¢ € Aut(X), for all i/, j/ € V(I), there exist i,j € V(I') such that / = i’ and
J = j°. Moreover, (i, j) and (i’, j/) determine each other uniquely, and {i’, j'} € E(X) if and only
if {i, j} € E(X). Since (ay,...,a,) € Autg (I'), for any u,v € V(I'), {u,v} € E() if and only if
{u® v} € E(I) for any i/, j/ € V() with {7/, j’} € E(X). That is, {u,v} € E(I') if and only if
{u®# ,v**} € E(I) for any %, j* € V() with {i?, j*} € E(X). Therefore, (ay,...,a,)? € Auts (I).

Now for any ¢ € Aut(Z) and (ay,...,a,),(Bi,...,B,) € Auty (I'), set y; = a;6; and i’ = i for
i € V(). Since ¢ € Aut(X), when i ranges over all vertices of £ so does i’. Hence

(al,...,an)¢(,81,...,,8n)¢ = (a’lab,...,a’nab)(ﬁld:,...,ﬁnd’)
= (al’ﬁl”---,an’ﬁn’)

= (71’3---’7n’)
= (V1oy v Vo)
= (’)/1""’7/71)(]5

= (allﬁl’ LR anﬁn)¢
= (@1 @) Brs .. B
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This means that Aut (X) is a subgroup of the automorphism group of Auty (I'). m|

In [3] Proposition 3.2], Lauri et al. proved that for any two-fold automorphism (a, a;) of a
graph I, either both @ and @, are automorphisms of I', or neither of them is. The following is a
generalization of this result.

Lemma 2.2. Let I" and X be connected graphs with V(X) = {1,...,n}. Then for any (ay,...,a,) €
Auty (T), either a; € Aut(I') forall 1 <i<nora; ¢ Aut(I) forall 1 <i < n.

Proof. Suppose that ¢; € Aut(T') for some i. Then (a;',..., ;") € Auts (I). Since (ay,...,@,) €
Autg (I') and Auty (I') is a group, we have (a1, ..., i ', ..., @, ") € Autg (D). Since @' =
id, this shows that we may assume without loss of generality that @; = id in (ay,...,@,) €
Autg (T'). Then for any u,v € V(I') and j € Nx(i), {u, v} € E(') if and only if {u®, v*/} = {u, v} €
ET). Moreover, if {u,v%} € E(I'), then {v%,u} € E(I') and hence {(v¥)%, u%} = {(v%,u%} € EI).
So we have proved that {u, v} € E(I') implies {u®/,v*} € E(I'). In other words, a; maps edges of
I' to edges of I'. Since «/ is a permutation of V(I'), we obtain further that «; maps different edges
of I' to different edges of I'. So {u, v} ¢ E(I') implies {u®/, v/} ¢ E(I'). Therefore, a; € Aut(I') for
all j € Nx(i).

If Nx(j) € Nx(i) for any vertex j € Nx(i), then Nx(i) U {i} = V(I') and so a; € Aut(I') for all
J € Nx(i). We now consider the case V(X) \ Nx(i) # 0. Define (84, ...,5,) such that 8; = «; for
j € Ns(i) and B, = id for j € V(Z) \ N=(i). Then for any u,v € V(I) and {k, I} € E(Z), {u*, 1"}
is equal to {u, v}, {u™, v}, {u,v*} or {u**, v*}, depending on whether k € Nx(i) and/or [ € Ns(i).
This together with what we proved in the previous paragraph implies that {u,v} € E(I') if and
only if {s##,V*1} € E(). Hence (B1,...,B8,) € Auty (I'). Since Auty (I') is a group, we then have
Bi's---B,") € Auty () and consequently (a87",...,@,8,") € Auts (). Note that a;8;' = id
for j € Nx(i) and ozj[jj‘.l = a; for j € V(X) \ Nx(i). Thus, for any {u,v} € E(I') and any j € Nx(i)
and [ € Ns(j), {u,v} € E() if and only if {u"fﬁf_'l,v‘”ﬁfl} = {u,v*} € E). On the other hand,
by {u,v*} € E(I') we have {v*,u} € E() and so {(v‘”)"fﬂfl,u‘”ﬂfl} = (v, u"} € E(I'). Thus
{u,v} € E(T') implies {u®,v*} € E(I') for all [ € Nx(j) with j € Nx(i). That is, a; maps edges of
I' to edges of I'. Since ¢, is a permutation of V(I'), it must map different edges of I' to different
edges of I'. Thus {u, v} ¢ E(I') implies {u®,v*} ¢ E(I'). Therefore, a; € Aut(I') for all [ € Nx(j)
with j € Ng(i). Since X is a finite connected graph, by repeating the precess a finite number of

times we obtain that &; € Aut(I') forall 1 < j <n. O
Lemma 2.3. Let I and ¥ be connected graphs with V(£) = {1,...,n}. If " is R-thin, then the
following statements hold for every nondiagonal (a,...,a,) € Autsg (I'):

(@) a; ¢ Aut(I) for 1 <i<n;
(b) a; for 1 <i < nall have the same order;
(©) a; # aj for every {i, j} € E(X).

Proof. Suppose that I' is R-thin. Let (ay,...,@,) € Autg(I') be an arbitrary nondiagonal X-
automorphism of I".

(a) Suppose for a contradiction that a; € Aut (') for at least one 1 < i < n. Then by Lemma[2.2]
we have @; € Aut(I') for all 1 < i < n. Since X is connected and («y,...,a,) is nondiagonal,
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there exists an edge {i, j} € E(X) such that a; # @; and hence y := a;;" is a non-identity el-

ement of Aut(I'). So vy moves at least one vertex of I', say, u, so that v := u” # u. Assume
without loss of generality that i < j. Then (', ..., ]!, ... a0, ..., ¢,a;") € Auty ()
by Lemma 2.1l For each w € Nr(u), we have {w,u”} = {w,v}. Hence each neighbour w
of u in T is also a neighbour of v in I. So Nr(u) € Nr(v). By Lemma 2.1l again, we have
(@Y™ @ahy™ o aa )™ (apar) ™) € Autg (D). Since ¥ = (@)™, we ob-
tain that {w, vy_l} = {w,u} € E(') for any w € Nr(v). In other words, Nr(v) C Nr(u). Therefore,
Nr(u) = Nr(v) and thus I' is not R-thin, but this is a contradiction.

(b) Suppose to the contrary that there exist 1 < i, j < n such that a; and «; have different orders.
Since X is connected, this assumption implies that there exist 1 < i, j < n with {i, j} € E(X) such
that «; and «; have different orders. Without loss of generality we may assume {1,n} € E(X)
and a1, @, have orders p, g, respectively, for some p < ¢. Since (ay,...,a,) € Autg(I'), we
have (af,ab,...,ay) = (id,a}, ..., @;) € Auty (I'). Moreover, (id, a4, ..., a;) is nondiagonal as
al # id. Since id € Aut (I'), this contradicts what we have proved in part (a).

(c) Suppose that there exists some {i, j} € E(X) such that a; = ;. Since (a1, ..., a,) € Auty (I
and {i, j} € E(X), for any {u, v} € E(I'), we have {u*,v*} = {u®,v*} € E(I'). Hence a; € Aut(I).
But this contradicts what we have proved in part (a). O

Proposition 2.4. Let I' be an R-thin connected graph and £ a connected graph with V() =
{1,...,n}. Let A be a subgraph of X. Then any (ay,...,a,) € Autg (') gives rise to a A-
automorphism of I', namely (@;)iev(a) € Aut o(I).

Proof. Since A is a subgraph of Z, without loss of generality we may assume V(A) = {1,...,m}.
Then for i, j € V(A), {i, j} € E(X) whenever {i, j} € E(A). Since (ay,...,qa,) € Autg (I'), for all
u,v € V(I') and any {i, j} € E(X), {u, v} € E(') if and only if {u*,v*} € E(I'). Since E(A) C E(X),
the same statement holds for {7, j} € E(A) and hence (@;)icyva) € Aut (). O

The following definition is essential for establishing our results in the next two sections.

Definition 2.5. Given a graph I', define I'* to be the graph with vertex set V(I') in which u,v €
V(I') are adjacent if and only if deg(u) = deg(v) = 2|Nr(u) N Nr(v)|.

For any u € V(I), if u is an isolated vertex of I'*, define L(u) = {0}; if u has degree 1 in I'*,
define L(u) = {0, 1}; if u has degree at least 2 in I'*, define L(u) to be the set of lengths of the
cycles containing u in ™.

We say that an integer n > 3 is compatible with I if either n is odd and n ¢ N,cy)L(u) or n is
even and n/2 ¢ NyeyL(u). An integer n > 3 is incompatible with T if it is not compatible with
I.

Note that if n is compatible with I', then I" and C,, must be coprime. Note also that if " has a
vertex of odd degree, then any integer n > 3 is compatible with I
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3. SUFFICIENT cONDITIONS FOR (I, C,,) TO BE NONTRIVIALLY UNSTABLE

The purpose of this section is to prove the following result. It is in the same spirit as [10,
Theorem 1.8] where I' is regular and X is vertex-transitive. Here I" needs not be regular, but we
assume X is a cycle among other things.

Theorem 3.1. Let I" be an R-thin connected graph and n > 3 an integer with n # 4. Suppose that
at least one of I and C,, is non-bipartite. Then the following statements hold:

(a) if n is compatible with T, then (I', C,) is nontrivially unstable if and only if at least one
C,-automorphism of T is nondiagonal;

(b) if n is odd and for any two distinct vertices u,v € V(I') with {u,v} € EI'*), Nr(u) N Nr(v)
is not an independent set of T, then (I', C,) is nontrivially unstable if and only if at least
one C,-automorphism of T is nondiagonal.

We will use the following known results in our proof of Theorem 3.1l Recall that P(T, X)
denotes the set of elements of Aut(I' X X) which leave the partition {V(I') X {i} : i € V(X)}
invariant ([[10, Definition 2.3]).

Lemma 3.2. Let I" and X be graphs.

(a) If Aut(I' X ) = P(I', ), then (I', X) is unstable if and only if at least one X-automorphism
of I is nondiagonal ([10, Lemma 2.6]).

(b) If both T" and X are connected, R-thin and non-bipartite, then (I', X) is stable if and only if
I" and X are coprime ([10, Lemma 3.7]).

Denote by m; and m, the projections from V(I X X) to V(I') and V(Z), respectively. That is,
(u, i)™ = u and (u, i)™ = i for any (u,i) € V(I' X X). The Boolean square of I, denoted by B(I'),
is the graph with vertex set V(I') and edge set {{u,v} : u,v € V(I'),u # v, Nr(u) N Np(v) # 0}.
In particular, if T" is the cycle C, with vertices labelled 1,...,n consecutively, then B(C,) is
the graph with vertex set {1,...,n} such that each i is adjacent to i + 2 and i — 2 modulo .
Note that B(C,) is a cycle of length n when 7 is odd, and B(C,) is the union of two cycles of
length n/2 when n is even. Recall that the automorphism group of C, is the dihedral group
D>, = {a,b|a" = b*> = e,bab = a™') of order 2n. For a graph I" and a partition B of V(I'), the
quotient graph T'g of I" with respect to B is defined to have vertex set B such that two blocks B, C
of B are adjacent if and only if there exists at least one edge of I' with one end-vertex in B and
the other end-vertex in C.

The next technical lemma will be used to prove another lemma (Lemma[3.4)) which in turn will
be vital to the proof of Theorem 3.1l

Lemma 3.3. Let I be an R-thin connected graph and n > 3 an integer with n # 4. Set V(C,) =
{0,1,...,n— 1}. Then the following statements hold:
(a) for any u € V'), {i, j} € EB(C,)) and o € Aut(I’ X C)), if (u, )™ # (u, j)°™, then
(u, )7 = (u, )75
(b) for any u € V(I'), {i, j} € E(B(C,)) and o € Aut(I' X C,), if (u,i)’™ = (u, j)°™, then
(u, 1)°™ = (u, k)™ where k = i + 2r (mod n) forany 1 <r < (n/2) - 1.
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Moreover, if at least one of I and C,, is non-bipartite, then the following statements hold:

(c) forany u € V(I), {i, j} € EB(C,)) and o € Aut(I' X C)), if (u, )™ # (u, j)°™, then
(u, k)™ # (u, )™ for any distinct k,l € {1,...,n};

(d) for any o € Aut(I' X C,), if there exist u € V(I') and {i, j} € E(B(C,)) such that (u,i)"™ +
(u, )™, then (v, )™ # (v, j)°™ for every v € V(I');

(e) if forany u € V(I') and o € Aut (I' X C,,) there exists {i, j} € E(B(C,)) such that (u, i)™ #
(u, j)°™, then for any v,w € V(I') joined by an even-length walk in I, any k € V(C,), and
any ¢ € Aut (' X C,), we have (v, k)™ = (w, k)°*;

(f) if there exist u € V(I') and {i, j} € EB(C,)) such that (u,i)™ + (u, j)*™ for any o €
Aut(I' X C),), then Aut(I' x C,) = P(I', C),).

Proof. In this proof operations on V(C,) = {0, 1,...,n — 1} are performed modulo n. Note that
for any {i, j} € E(B(C,)), we have j =i+ 2 (mod n) or j =i —2 (mod n), and without loss of
generality we may assume j =i + 2 (mod n).

@) Assume that u € V(I), {i, j} € E(B(C,)) and o € Aut(I' X C,). Set (v, k) = (u,i)”. Taking a
vertex (w, i+ 1) € Nrxc,((u,0)), we have (w,i+ 1) =k—1ork+1. Since {(w,i+ 1), (u,i+2)}is
an edge of I' X C,,, (u,i+2)" is adjacent to (w,i+ 1)”. Hence (u, i +2)"™ = k-2, k+2 or k. Thus,
either (u,i+2)7™ € {k+2,k—2} or (u, j)°™ = k. Note that (u, i)™ # (u, j)*™ by our assumption.
Consider first the case where (u, j)”™ = k + 2 (mod n). We aim to prove (u, )™ = (u, j)°™.
Suppose otherwise. Then (u, j)” = (w, k + 2) for some w € V(I'). We have

INrxe, ((w, )7) N Nrxe, ((, DN = INrxe, (v, k) 0 Nrxe, (W, k + 2))
= |INr(v) N Nr(w)| - IN¢, (k) N N, (k + 2)|
= |Nr(v) N Nr(w)l.

On the other hand,

|Nrxc, (w, )7) N Nrxe, ((, )7 = |Nrxc, (@, 1)) N Nrxc, (u, j + 2))|
= |Nr(u) N Nr(u)| - |Nc,(i) N Ne,(j + 2)|
= |Nr(u) N Nr(u)|
= |Nr(u)l.

Thus, |Nr(u)| = |Nr(v) N Nr(w)|, but this contradicts the assumption that I" is R-thin. This contra-
diction shows that we have (u, ))’™" = (u, j)°™ when (u, j)°™ = k +2 (mod n). Similarly, we can
prove (u,1)°™ = (u, j)°™ when (u,i + 2)°™ = k-2 (mod n).

(b) Assume that u € V(I), {i, j} € E(B(C,)) and o € Aut(I" X C,). We proceed by induction on
r.If r =1, then k = i+2. Thus k = j and we obtain the result by the assumption. Suppose that, for
some m > 1, the result is true for every r between 1 and m — 1. That is, if (u, i)™ = (u, j)°™, then
(u, )™ = (u,i+2r)™ for 1 <r <m-1. We aim to prove that the result is also true when r = m.
By our hypothesis, it suffices to prove (u, i+2m—2)""* = (u, i+2m)°™*. Suppose for a contradiction
that (u, i +2m —2)7™ # (u, i +2m)°™>. Then by part @) we have (u, i +2m —2)7™" = (u, i + 2m)°™".
Since (u, i+2m—2)7" # (u,i+2m)°™2, either (u, i+2m)°™ = (u, i+2m—2)""2+2 or (u, i+2m)°™ =
(u,i+2m—2)""2 -2, Consider the former case first. In this case we have (u, i +2m —2)°" = [ and
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(u,i+2m)°™ = [+ 2 (mod n) for some ! € V(C,). So (u,i +2m —4)™ = (u,i +2m — 2)°™ = |.
Thus there exists a vertex (v, i + 2m — 3) € Nryc, (4, i +2m —4)) N Nrxc, (4, i + 2m — 2)) such that
(v,i+2m—=3)"" = [+1 (mod n) and (v, i+2m—3)" € Nruc,((u, i+2m—4)")NNrxc, (4, i+2m=2)").
So (v,i +2m — 3)7 € Nryc,((u,i + 2m)”), but this contradicts the fact that (v, i + 2m — 3) is not
adjacent to (u, i + 2m). Similarly, one can derive a contradiction in the case when (i, i + 2m)7™ =
(u,i+2m — 2)7™ — 2. Therefore, we must have (u,i + 2m — 2)7™ = (u,i + 2m)?™ and hence the
result is true when r = m. This completes the proof by mathematical induction.

In the rest of the proof we assume that at least one of I and C, is non-bipartite. Equivalently, n
is odd when I" is bipartite.

(c) Suppose that u € V(I'), {i, j} € E(B(C,)) and o € Aut(I" X C,)) such that (u, i)™ # (u, j)°™,
where j = i+2 (mod n). Set (u, ))”™ = i; and assume without loss of generality that (u,i+2)7™ =
i1+2 (mod n). Since both I" and C,, are connected and at least one of them is non-bipartite, ' X C,
is connected. So for any (u,7) € V(I' X C,), there exists a walk from (u, i) to (u, i + 1) with vertices
in V(I') x {i,i + 1}, say, (u,i) = (uo, i), (uy,i + 1), (ua,0),..., U, 1), (Uari1,i + 1) = (u,i + 1),
for some r between 0 and |V(I')| — 1. Since (u, i)™ = iy and (u,i + 2)°™ = i; + 2 (mod n),
for each v € Nr(u) we have (v,i + 1) = i; + 1 (mod n) and (v,i — 1) = i; — 1 (mod n).
Combining this with u; € Np(u), we obtain that (u;,i + 1)°™ = i; + 1 (mod n). By part (b)), we
have (uy,i+ 1) # (uy,i + 1 + 2r) for any integer r between 0 and n/2. Thus for each w € Nr(u;)
we have (w,1)™ = i; and (w,i + 2)°™ = i; + 2 (mod n). Hence (u,i)”™ = i;. Applying
successively the same argument to pairs of every other vertices in the walk above, we obtain
that (uyp1, i1+ 1) = i1 +1 (mod n) for 0 < ¢ < rand (uy,1)°™ = i; for 1 < ¢t < r. Thus
(u,i+ 1) =i; + 1 (mod n). Similarly, we can prove that forany 0 < ¢t <n, (u,i + )" =i, +1t
(mod n) when (u, 7)™ = iy and (u, i+ 2)7™ = i; + 2 (mod n). Hence (u, k)™ # (u,1)”™ for any
distinct k,/ € {1,...,n}.

(d) Let 0 € Aut(I' X C,). Assume that there exist u € V(I') and {i, j} € E(B(C,)) such that
(u, )™ # (u, j)°™. We aim to prove (v,i)7™ # (v, j)?™ for all v € V(I'). Since this inequality
holds when v = u, we assume v # u in the sequel. Since (u, 1)°™ # (u, j)°™, by part (c), we have
(u, k)™ # (u,1)’™ for any distinct k,/ € {1,2,...,n}. Thus, if u and v are adjacent in I', then
(u,i — D)™, (u,i + 1)°™ and (u, i + 3)7™ are pairwise distinct, and hence (v, 7)™ # (v,i + 2)7™.
By part (c) again, we have (v, k)7 # (v, )™ for any distinct k,[ € {1,2,...,n}, and so (v, )7 #
(v, j)7™. If u and v are not adjacent in I', then there is a path in I" from u to v with length at least
2, say, u = ug, Ui, ..., u, = v. As shown above, we have (u;,7)7™ # (u;,i + 2)°™. Similarly to
the proof in the case when u and v are adjacent, we can prove (uy, i)™ # (uy, i + 2)°™. Applying
successively what we have proved to other vertices in the path u = ug, u,,...,u, = v, we obtain
(ug, D™ # (g, i + 2)°™ for 0 < k < p. In particular, we have (v, i)™ # (v,i + 2)’™. By part (c),
we then obtain (v, )7 # (v, j)7™ as desired.

(e) Assume that for any u € V(I') and o € Aut(I' X C,) there exists {i, j} € E(B(C,)) such that
(u, )™ # (u, j)7™. Letv,w € V(I') be such that d(v, w) = 2r is even. Consider the case r = 1 first.
In this case we have Nr(v) N Nr(w) # () and so we may take x € Nr(v) N Np(w). For any k € V(C,),
set W = {(x,k=1),(x,k+1)}. Then W C Nryc,((v, k)) N Nrxc, (W, k)). Since o € Aut(I'x C,), we
have W7 = {(x,k = 1)7, (x,k + 1)7} C Nrxc,((v, k)7) N Nrxe, (W, k)7). Since (u, i)7™ # (u, j)™,
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by part (d), we have (x,7)™ # (x,j)?™ for any x € V(I'). Moreover, by part (c), we have
(x,k — 1) # (x,k + 1), Combining this with part (a), we obtain (x,k — 1)7™ = (x, k + 1)7™.
Note that (v, k)” and (w, k)” are in Npxc,((x,k — 1)7) N Nrxe,((x,k + 1)7) and (x,k — 1) =
(x,k + 1)°™. Hence either (v, k)’™ = (w, k)™ or C,, = C4. Since n # 4 by our assumption, we
have (v, k)™ = (w, k)°™ as required. Now assume r > 2. Since d(v,w) = 2r, there is a path in "
from v to w with length 2r. Applying what we have proved to pairs of every other vertices in this
path, we can obtain the desired result.

(f) Suppose that there exist u € V(I') and {i, j} € E(B(C,)) such that (u, /)"™ # (u, j)"™ for any
o € Aut(I' x C,). We may assume j = i + 2 (mod n) without loss of generality. By part (d), we
have (v, )7 # (v, j)°™ for any v € V(I'). Moreover, by part (c), we have (v, k)™ # (v,[)7™ for
any distinct k,/ € {1,2--- ,n—1}.

Consider first the case where n is odd. We aim to prove (v, k)™ = (w, k)”™ for any distinct
v,w € V(I), any k € V(C,), and any o0 € Aut(I' X C,). If there is a walk from v tow in "
with even length, then we obtain the result by part (e). Assume there is no such a walk in the
sequel. Consider the case where v and w are adjacent first. In this case, for any i € V(C,), we can
construct a cycle C,,, of length 2n in I' X C,, containing (v, i), namely

Coy: WD, wi+1),v,i+2),w,i+3)--,(v,i—1),(w,0),(v,i+1),---,(w,i—=1),(v,i).

Since (v, 7)™ # (v,i + 2)7™ for any o € Aut(I" X C,), by part (a) we have (v, )™ = (v,i + 2)7™.
Since C,,, is acycle in I' X C,, and (v, r) and (w, r) are antipodal in C,,, for0 < r <n-1,Cy,
isacycleinT" x C, and (v, ))”™ and (w, {)”™ are antipodal in C7 . Therefore, (v, )7 = (w, {)7™.
Now consider the case where v and w are not adjacent. Since I' is connected, there exists a walk
from v to w of odd length in T, say, v = vy, vy,...,v241 = w, for some r > 1. Then for any
o € Aut(I' X C,), as shown above, we have (v, k)™ = (v, k)”™ for any k € V(C,). Since there
is a walk from v; to v,,,; with even length, we have (v{, k)™ = (vy,41, k)7 for any k € V(C,).
Thus, (v, k)™ = (vor+1, k)77, that is, (v, k)™ = (w, k)™, for any k € V(C,), which implies that
o € P, C,) for any o € Aut(I' X C,,). Hence Aut(I' X C,,) = P(I', C,,) when n is odd.

Now consider the case where n > 4 is even. Since by our assumption at least one of I and C, is
non-bipartite, in this case I must be non-bipartite. Set A = I'xC,, and B = {V(I)x{j} : j € V(C,)}.
Then the quotient graph Az of A with respect to the partition B of V(A) is isomorphic to C,.
Since n is even, C,, is bipartite and hence I X C, is bipartite. Moreover, since I' X C, is connected,
any two vertices (v, 1), (w,i) € V(I' x C,) are joined by a path of even length in I X C,, which
implies that there is a walk of even length from v to w in I'. Thus, by part (e), we obtain that
any o € Aut(I' X C,) satisfies (v, k)7™ = (w, k)™ for any v,w € V(I') and k € V(C,), and hence
any o € Aut(I' x C,) belongs to P(I', C,,). Therefore, Aut(I" x C,) € P(I', C,)) and consequently
Aut(I' x C,) = P(I', C,) when n is even. O

The following lemma plays a key role in our proof of Theorem[3.11 It will also be used to prove
two results (Theorems 4.5 and [4.6)) in the next section.

Lemma 3.4. Let I be an R-thin connected graph and n > 3 an integer with n # 4. Suppose that
at least one of T and C,, is non-bipartite. Then the following statements hold:

(a) if n is compatible with T, then Aut(I' X C,)) = P(I', C,,));
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(b) if nis odd and for any u,v € V(I') with {u,v} € EI'), Nr(u) N Nr(v) is not an independent
set of T', then Aut(I' x C,) = P(T', C,).

Proof. Set V(C,) = {0,1,...,n — 1}, in which operations are taken modulo n. Recall that for
any {i, j} € E(B(C,)), j=i+2 (modn)or j=i-2 (modn). Without loss of generality we
may assume j = i + 2 (mod n) whenever {i, j} € E(B(C,)). By Lemma [3.3(f), we only need
to prove the existence of u € V(I') and {i, j} € E(B(C,)) such that (u, i)™ # (u, j)°™ for any
o€ Aut(I' x C,).

(@) We only prove the result when 7 is even as the proof for odd » is similar. Since n is even
and n is compatible with I', we may take a vertex u € V(I') such that n/2 ¢ L(u). Suppose for a
contradiction that there exist (v, i) € V(I'xC,) and o € Aut (I'xC,,)) such that (v, ))7™ = (v, i+2)7™.
Then by Lemma [3.3[(d) we have (w, )7 = (w,i + 2)°™ for each w € V(I'). Set u = (w, )™ and
m = (n/2) — 1. By Lemma 3.3I[b), for any r between 0 and m, we have (w, )™ = (w, k)"™,
where k = i + 2r (mod n). Thus there are n/2 distinct vertices u = ug, uy,...,u, € V(') and
one vertex [ € V(C,) such that (w, k)" = (u,,l) where k = i + 2r (mod n) for 0 < r < m. Since
o € Aut(I' x C,), it follows that deg((w, k)) = deg((u,, [)). Moreover, since C, is a regular graph
with degree 2, we obtain further that deg(w) = deg(u,) for 0 < r < m. Note that for 0 < r < m we
have

INtxc, (W, i+ 2r)7) 0 Nrxe, (W, i + 2r + 2)7)| = |Nrxe, (7, D) N Nrse, (11, D)
INr(u,) N Nr(u,41)| - INc, (DI
2|Nr(u,) N Nr(upi1)|.

On the other hand,

INrxc, (W, i+ 2r)7) 0 Nrxe, (W, 1+ 2r + 2)7)| = [Nrxc, (W, i + 2r)) 0 Nrxe, (W, i+ 2r + 2))|
= |Nr(Ww) N Nr(W)| - [N¢,(i + 2r) N N, (i + 2r + 2))
= [Nr(w) N Nr(w)|
= [Nr(w)l.

Thus Nr(w) = 2|Nr(u,) N Nr(u,.1)| for 0 < r < m. So there is a cycle in I'* with length n/2
which contains u, but this is a contradiction. Therefore, we have (w, )’ # (w, j)?™ for any
{i, j} € E(B(C,)). Since this holds for any o € Aut(I" x C,), by Lemma [3.3[e) we obtain that
v, )™ # (v,i +2)™ for any (v,i) € V(I' X C,) and o € Aut(I" X C,,). This together with Lemma
B.3(f) yields Aut(T' x C,) = P(I', C,).

(b) Suppose, for a contradiction, that there exist (u,i) € V(I' X C,) and o € Aut(I" x C,,) such
that (u, )™ = (u,i + 2)”™. Since n is odd, by Lemma B3.3I[b)), we have (u, i)™ = (u, k)"™ for
any k € V(C,). So there are vertices (v, k), (v,k +2) € V(I x C,) such that (u,i)” = (v,k) and
(u,i +2)7 = (w, k). Note that deg(u) = deg(v) = deg(w) and deg(u) = 2|Nr(v) N Nr(w)|. By
our assumption, Nr(v) N Nr(w) contains two adjacent vertices, say, x and y. By parts (b) and
(d) of Lemma we obtain that (v, )™ = (v, + 2)7™ and (w,)7™ = (w,l + 2)°™ for any
[ € V(C,). Moreover, since n is odd, we have (v, )™ = (v, [ + 2r)?™ and (w, )7™ = (w, [ + 2r)7™
forO<r<(m/2)—1.Letk; = (v,)?™ and k, = (w, [)°™. Since Nr(v) N Nr(w) # 0, either k; = k,
ork, € {kr +2,k, — 2}.
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By parts (b) and (d) of Lemma again, we also obtain that (x,[)?™ = (x,[ + 2r)’™ and
v, D)™ = (y,[+2r)™ forany [ € V(C,) and 0 < r < (n/2)—1. Let k3 = (x, )™ and k4 = (y, )7™.

Since x is adjacent to y, (x, /) is adjacent to (y, [+1) and (y, [—1). Hence (x, )™ = (y, [+1)7™+1
(mod n) or (x,0)’™ = (y,l — 1) — 1 (mod n), that is, k3 = ks — 1 (mod n) or k3 = kg4 + 1
(mod n). Since v is adjacent to x and y, (v, [) is adjacent to (x,/ — 1) and (y, [ — 1), which implies
that (v, [)7™ is adjacent to (x, [—1)°"* and (y,[—1)?". Hence (v, )™ = (x,[-1)°">+1 (mod n) or
v, D)™ = (x,[-1)" -1 (mod n), thatis, k; = k3+1 (mod n)ork, = k3—1 (mod n). Similarly,
we have ky = ks +1 (mod n) orky = k4 — 1 (mod n).

Since w is adjacent to x and y, (w, ) is adjacent to (x,/ — 1) and (y,[ — 1), which implies that
(w, 1)7™ is adjacent to (x,/ — 1) and (y,/ — 1)°™. Thus (w,)7™ = (x,/ - 1)°"> + 1 (mod n) or
w, D)™ = (x,l-1)"" -1 (mod n), thatis, k, = k3+1 (mod n) ork, = k3—1 (mod n). Similarly,
we have k, = k4 + 1 (mod n) or k, = k4 — 1 (mod n).

The two paragraphs above show that we have k; = k, (mod n), ky = k, — 2 (mod n), or
ki = ky +2 (mod n). If k; = k, (mod n), then we may assume k; = k, = k3 — 1 (mod n) and
ki = k, = ks — 1 (mod n), which contradicts the fact that k3 = k4 + 1 (mod n) or k3 = ky — 1
(mod n). Hence k; # k, (mod n). Suppose that k; = k,—2 (mod n). Then by k; = k3 +1 (mod n)
ork;—1 (mod n)and k; = k4 +1 (mod n) or k4, —1 (mod n), we obtain that k, = k3 +1 (mod n)
or k3 —3 (mod n) and k, = k4 + 1 (mod n) or k4 — 3 (mod n). However, we have k, = k3 — 1
(mod n)ork;+1 (mod n)and k, = k4, —1 (mod n) ork,+1 (mod n). Hence k, = k3 +1 (mod n)
and k, = ks +1 (mod n). Thus, k3 = k4 (mod n), which is a contradiction. Therefore, k; # k, — 2.
Similarly, we can prove that k; # k, + 2 (mod n). This final contradiction shows that for any
(u,i) € V(II' x Cp) and o € Aut(I" x C,,) we have (u, )™ # (u, i+ 2)°™. Using this and Lemma
we obtain Aut(I' X C,,) = P(I', C,,) immediately. a

Finally, Theorem [3.1] follows from Lemmas [3.2] and 3.4l immediately.

4. MORE RESULTS ON THE STABILITY OF R-THIN CONNECTED GRAPHS VERSUS CYCLES

In this section we prove more results on the stability of R-thin connected graphs against cycles.
The main results will be given in Theorems [4.3] and

In [14], Wilson introduced the concept of expected automorphisms of I' X K,. We now gen-
eralize this concept from I' X K, toI' X C,,. Set V(C,) = {0,1,...,n — 1}. Recall that Aut(C,)
is isomorphic to the dihedral group D»,. For any § € D,,, let 6 be the permutation of V(' x C,)
defined by

(u, i)g = (u, %), for (u,i) € V(I' x C,).

It is readily seen that §is an automorphism of 'XC,,. Set Aut(C,) = {6 : 6§ € D,,}. Then Aut (o)
is a subgroup of Aut (I' X C,,) isomorphic to Aut (C,). Similarly, for any o € Aut ('), let & be the
automorphism of I' X C,, defined by

(u,i)” = (u°, i), for (u,i) € V(I x C,).

Set Aut(I) = {o : o € Aut(I')}. Then Aut(I') is a subgroup of Aut(I' X C,) isomorphic to
Aut(I). Note that 76 = 6 7.
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It is known that Aut (I') X Aut(C,) is isomorphic to a subgroup of Aut(I' X C,). In fact, it is
isomorphic to the subgroup

R, C,) := (Aut(I'), Aut (Cy))

of Aut(I' X C,,) generalized by Aut (I') and Aut(C,). Note that R(I", C,)) is a subgroup of P(I', C,)
and is the normalizer of Aut (C,) in Aut(I' X C,)). The elements of R(I', C,) are called the expected
automorphisms of I' X C,, and the elements of P(I', C,) \ R(I', C,) are called the unexpected
automorphisms of I' X C,. It is readily seen that for any y € R, C,), u € V(I'), and i, j € V(C,),
we have (u, i)™ = (u, j)"™. Of course, if Aut('xC,) = R(I’, C,), then (I', C,) is stable; otherwise,
(I', C,) is unstable.

For a vertex u of I and a subgroup H of Aut (I'), let u = {u" : h € H} be the H-orbit on V(I')
containing u. Let I'/H be the quotient graph of I" with respect to the partition {u? : u € V(I')} of
V() ([14]). That is, I'/H is the graph with vertex set {u#” : u € V(I')} in which {u?, v} is an edge
if and only if u” # v and there exist #’ € u” and V' € v such that {«’,v'} € E(I). In particular,
for y € Aut(I'), we write I'/y in place of I'/{y). An arc of T is an ordered pair of adjacent vertices
(u,v) of I'. Denote by A(I') the set of arcs of I'. The following concepts are all extracted from
[14]].

Definition 4.1. ([14]) Let I" be a connected graph.

(a) Let v € Aut(I') be an involution and I'y = T'/y. Let @; € Aut(I'y) and let 7 be the
natural projection from I' to I'/y (that is, 7 sends u € V(I') to u? € V(I'/y)). A covering
permutation of @, is a permutation « of V(I') such that (u®*)" = («™)** for every u € V(I).
An anti-automorphism of T" is a permutation a of V(I') which commutes with y such that
{u®,v’*} € E(I') whenever {u, v} € E(I').

(b) Let ¢ be an automorphism of I" with order at least 3. If {u?, v‘fl} € E(I') whenever {u, v} €
E(), then I' is called a (generalized) cross-cover of I'/¢.

(c) LetI'; be a graph and @ € Aut(I'y). Let H = ZJ and y € Aut(H). Let L be a map from
V(') to the set of subgroups of H such that L(v*) = L(v)* for all v € V(I'y). Let w be
a map from A(T')) to the set of subsets of H such that w(v,u) = {x™' : x € w(u,v)} for
any (u,v) € A(I'y) and there is a fixed element iy € H \ (N,eyL(v)) satisfying w((u, v)*) =
w(u,v)” + hy for all (u,v) € A(I'y). Define I' = GV(I'y, H, L, w) to be the graph with vertex
set VII) = {(v, L(v) + h) : ve V(I';),h € H} and arc set

AD) ={((u, L(u) + h), (v, Lv) + h + x)) : (u,v) € A(l'y),h € H, x € w(u,v)}.
Wecalll' = GV(I'|,H, L, w) atwist of I';.
The following lemma is extracted from [4] and [14]].

Lemma 4.2. The following hold:
(a) If a graph has an anti-automorphism, or is a cross-cover or twist of some graph, then it
must be unstable (|14, Theorems 2—4]).

(b) If a graph is nontrivially unstable, then it has an anti-automorphism, or is a cross-cover
of a twist of a graph ([14, Theorem 5]).
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(c) If T is an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph, then the following conditions are equiva-
lent:
(1) T is unstable;
(i1) I is nontrivially unstable;
(ii1) T has a nondiagonal two-fold automorphism;
(iv) T has an anti-automorphism, or is a cross-cover or twist of some graph.

Proof. A nontrivially unstable graph is precisely an R-thin connected non-bipartite unstable graph.
Thus an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph is nontrivially unstable if and only if it is unstable.
By [4, Theorem 3.2], a graph is unstable if and only if it has a nondiagonal two-fold automor-
phism. Combining all these with the statements in (a) and (b), we conclude that conditions (i)—(iv)
in (c) are equivalent for R-thin connected non-bipartite graphs. O

Theorem 4.3. Let I" be an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph. If (I', K>) is unstable, then
(', Cy) is unstable for every k > 2.

Proof. Set V(Cy) = {0, 1,...,2k — 1}. Suppose that (I', K;) is unstable. Since Cj is not R-thin,
(', C4) is unstable, and hence the result is true when k = 2. It remains to prove that (I', Cy) is
unstable for all k > 3. Since (I', K,) is unstable, there is a nondiagonal two-fold automorphism
(a1, ;) of I'. Define a permutation o of V(I' X Cy) as follows: For any (u,i) € V(I' X Cy), if
i between 0 and 2k — 1 is odd, then set (i, )" = (u®,i); if i between 0 and 2k — 1 is even, then
set (u,1)” = (u™,i). Since a; and @, are permutations of V(I'), o is indeed a permutation of
V(I X Cy).

In order to prove o € P(I', Cy), we first prove o € Aut(I' X Cy). For any {(u,i), (v,i +
D} € E(T X Cy), {(u, i), (v,i + 1)7} is equal to {(u, )™, (v,i + 1)®2} = {(@u™,i), v*2,i + 1)} or
{(u, D)®, (v, i+ 1)} = {(u®, 1), v, i+ 1)}. Thus {(u, i), (v,i+1)}” € E(I'xCy) by the definition of
(a1, a;). Hence o maps edges of I'x Cy; to edges of I'x C,,. Moreover, since o is a permutation of
V(I'X Cy), it maps different edges of I'x Cy; to different edges of I'X Cyi.. Thus, oo € Aut (I'X Cy).
By the definition of o, for any (u, i) € V(I' X Cy), we have (u, i)™ = i and hence o € P(I', Cy;).
Moreover, since (a1, @) is nondiagonal, we have a; # @, and so there exists v € V(I') such
that v*' # v*2. This together with the definition of o implies that (v, 2i))°™ # (v,2i + 1)°™ for
0 < i < k. Let ¢ be the unique automorphism of Cy; satisfying i = i + 1 (mod 2k) for any
i € V(Cy). Then 6 € Aut (Cy) 1s an automorphism of I' X Cy; satisfying (u, i)S = (u,i+ 1) for
any (u,i) € V(I' x Cy). We have 06 # éo-. Thus o is an unexpected automorphism of I' X Cy.
Hence (a1, a3, a1, @2, ..., a1, @) is a nondiagonal Cy-automorphism of I'. Therefore, by [10,
Lemma 2.6], I" X Cy; is unstable. O

Note that P(I', £) = Autg (I') < Aut () for any graph pair (I, £) (see [10, Lemma 2.4]). So, for
any o € P(I, ), there exist (ay,...,a,) € Auts(I') and 6 € Aut(X) such that o corresponds to
((ay,...,a,),0) € Autg (IN><Aut (2). In the case when X = C,, (a4, . . ., @,) is uniquely determined
by o and (u, i)™ = u® holds for any (u, i) € V(I' X C,).
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Lemma 4.4. Let I" be an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph and k > 3 an integer. If 2k is
compatible with I and (I', Cy) is nontrivially unstable, then I" has an anti-automorphism, or is a
cross-cover or twist of some graph.

Proof. Set V(Cy) = {1,...,2k}. Since I' is an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph and 2k is
compatible with T", by Lemma[3.4] we have Aut(I'x Cy;) = P(I', C»;). Since (', C»;) is nontrivially
unstable, there are unexpected automorphisms of I' X Cy.. Consider an arbitrary unexpected
automorphism o € Aut(I' X Cy;). For each i € V(Cy), define u® = (u,i)’™ for u € V(I'). Note
that for any {u, v} € E(I') and {i,i + 1} € E(Cy) we have {u®,v*} = {(u, )™, (v,i + 1)7™}. Since
{(u, i), (v,i+ 1)} € ECXCy)and o € Aut (I' X Cy), we see that {(u, )7, (v,i+1)7} € Aut (I' X Cy)
and so {u*,v**'} € E(I'). Hence {u,v} € E(I) if and only if {u*,v*} € E(I'). So (a,...,ax) is
a Cy-automorphism of I'. Since o is an unexpected automorphism, there exist distinct vertices
(u, 1), (u, j) € V(I' X Cy) such that (u, )™ # (u, j)°™, that is, u* # u® and therefore o; # «;.
Let & be the unique automorphism of Cy; satisfying i = 2k — i (mod 2k) for i € V(Cy). By
Lemma 2.1] (a,...,a@5)° = (@1, @, Qo—1s -+ - » Apsds Qg1 Ay - - ., @2) i @ Cor-automorphism of
I'. Since Autc, (I') is an group, (o', a5}, a5 ..., ), ol ..., ;") is a Cy-automorphism
of I'. Hence (id, 2@y}, . . ., id, @0}, . . ., @@} ") is also a Cy-automorphism of T'. Since T is
R-thin, by Lemma 2.3] this C,;-automorphism of I' must be diagonal. This implies that @, =
Mopy X3 = @21y - -+ > g2 = Q. Thus (aq, ..., axn) = (@1, @, 3, ..., Ak, Cpg1, Apy Wp—1s -+« +, X3, A2).
Let 7 be the unique automorphism of Cy; satisfying i = i + 2 (mod 2k) for i € V(Cy). Then
(1, @2, @3y ooy Uy A1y Ay Ap—15 -+« X3, X2)° = (A3, Q4+« o s Upy Vg1, X2, - - -, A1, @2), Which, by
Lemma 2.1} is a Cy-automorphism of I'. Hence (e3', ;... .0 o), o)y, .. a7 a5 ) is a
Cyr-automorphism of I' and so (@103, apa ', . . ., id, axi !, ap),, . . . a3, id) is also a Cy-
automorphism of I'. Since I' is R-thin, @) = a3 = --- = @ and @y = @4 = - -+ = @y. S0 we have
proved that for any unexpected automorphism of I'xXCy; there corresponds a C,i-automorphism of
I" with the form (ay, s, ..., @1, @;). Note that @; # a, and {u®',v**} € E(I) for any {u, v} € E(I).
Thus (a1, @) is a two-fold automorphism of I'. Since a; # «;, this two-fold automorphism is
nondiagonal and hence I is unstable. Thus, by Lemma[.2[b), " has an anti-automorphism, or is
a cross-cover or twist of some graph. O

Theorem 4.5. Let I" be an R-thin connected non-bipartite graph.

(a) If k > 3 is an integer such that 2k is compatible with I, then (I', Cy) is nontrivially unstable
if and only if (I', K;) is unstable.

(b) If there exists an integer k > 3 such that 2k is compatible with I" and (I', Cyy) is nontrivially
unstable, then (I', Cy)) is unstable for every [ > 3.

Proof. (a) Suppose 2k > 6 is compatible with I'. If (I', Cy) is nontrivially unstable, then by
Lemma .4l T satisfies condition (iv) in Lemma[4.2[c). Hence, by Lemma[4.2|c), I is unstable,
that is, (I', K>) is unstable. Conversely, if (I', K;) is unstable, then by Theorem (4.3 (T, Cy) is
unstable. Since 2k is compatible with I', I' and C,; must be coprime. Note that Cy; is R-thin as
2k > 6 and I is non-bipartite by our assumption. Hence (I', C5;) is nontrivially unstable.
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(b) Suppose k > 3 is an integer such that 2k is compatible with I" and (I', C5;) is nontrivially
unstable. Then, by (a), (I, K;) is unstable. Hence, by Theorem (T, Cy) is unstable for every
[>3. O

Theorem 4.6. Let I" be an R-thin connected graph and k > 1 an integer. If 2k + 1 is compatible
with I, then (I', Cyry1) is stable.

Proof. Set V(Cyy1) = {0,1,...,2k}. Since I' is an R-thin connected graph and Cy,; is an odd
cycle, both I and Cy;,1 are R-thin and at least one of them is non-bipartite. Since 2k + 1 is compat-
ible with I, we have Aut(I" X Cyi11) = P(I', Ciy1) by Lemma[3.4(a). Suppose for a contradiction
that (I, Cy41) 1s unstable. Then (I', C5i41) is nontrivially unstable. So there exists an unexpected
automorphism o of I' X Cyyy. Define u® = (u, i)™, u € V(I'), for each i € V(Cyy1). Note
that for any {u,v} € E(I') and {i,i + 1} € E(Cy41), we have {u®,v**'} = {(u, )™, (v,i + 1)7"}.
Since o € Aut(I" X Cy.1) and {(u, i), (v,i + 1)} € E(I' X Cy41), we obtain that {u,v} € E)
if and only if {(u, )™, (v,i + 1)’} € E[). So (aj,as,...,a%+1) 18 @ Cyyq-automorphism
of I Since o is an unexpected automorphism of I' X Cy,;, there exists an automorphism
6 € Aut(Cyy) such that 6 # 60 and hence 6~'06 # o. Suppose that (u,i)° = (u, j) for
some (u, 1), (u, j) € V(I' X Cyy1). Then (u, )7 = ((u, )™, i) = ((u, NG # () = (u, ).
Thus there exist distinct vertices (u, i), (u, j) € V(I' X Cyy1) such that (u, i)™ # (u, j)°™ and
hence a; # @;. Hence (ay, ..., @) is nondiagonal. Let 7 be the permutation of V(Ca,1) such
that i" = 2k + 1 —i (mod 2k + 1) for any i € V(Cyy1). Then {i*, j7} = {2k + 1 - i,2k + 1 — j}
for any {i, j} € E(Cyy1). Since {i, j} € E(Cyy1), we have j =i+ 1 (mod2k+1)orj=i—-1
(mod 2k + 1). Without loss of generality, we may assume j = i + 1 (mod 2k + 1). We can
easily verify that {2k + 1 —i,2k+ 1 — j} = {2k + 1 — i,2k — i} is also an edge of Cy,;. Since
7 is a permutation of V(Cy1) and maps edges of Cyyq to edges of Cyiyq, we see that 7 is an
automorphism of Cyyq. Since 7 maps i to 2k + 1 — i (mod 2k + 1) for each i € V(Cyy1), We
have (ai,...,@0%+1)" = (@1, Qks1s - -+ U2, Aps15 - - ., @2). Since (@, ..., ax4+1) € Aute, (D),
it follows from Lemma [2.1] that (a1, @415 .-+ » Q2 Qps1s .- ., @) 1S @ Copyq-automorphism of
I'. Moreover, since Autc,,, () is a group, (7', @3}, ... @, @), ..., ;") is also a Coyy-
automorphism of I'. So (id, @23}, |, - - ., @1 Qs A2 @) (s - - - Qo125 ') 18 @ Copyg -automorphism
of I'. Since I is R-thin, by Lemma [2.3] this C,;,;-automorphism of I' must be diagonal. That is,
@i = Qg3 for2 < i <2k + 1. So (ay,...,a0+1) = (@1,Q2, . .« s Qps1 Aps1s - - -, @2). Obviously,
the permutation ¢ of V(Cyiyy) which maps i to i — 1 (mod 2k + 1) for each i € V(Cyyp) is an
automorphism of Cy,;. By Lemma 2.1] again, it follows that (@, @, ..., Qi1 Qpsts .- ., @2)° =
(a2, @3, ..oy Qps1, Apsts - - -, @2, 1) 18 @ Cypyp-automorphism of I'. Since Autg,,,, (I') is a group,

-1 -1 -1 -1 -1y : :
(@), a5 ,...,0.,,,,...,a] ) is also a Cy,-automorphism of I'. Hence

-1 -1 . -1 -1
(alaz , 3 ..., lda 1@y, a2a2 )

is a Cyiyq-automorphism of I'. Again, by Lemma 23] this Cy;,;-automorphism of I' must be
diagonal. That is, @; = @, = -+ = @y and so (ay,...,ay41) is diagonal, a contradiction.
Combining this with Lemma[3.2(a), we conclude that (I, Cy,1) is stable. O
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