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Classification of generalized Alexander quandles

Akihiro Higashitani, Seiichi Kamada, Jin Kosaka and Hirotake Kurihara

Abstract

The aim of this paper is to provide a new characterization of isomorphism
classes of generalized Alexander quandles in terms of the underlying groups and
their automorphisms. This extends the previous result [4, Theorem 1.4]. Addi-
tionally, we compute the number of generalized Alexander quandles up to quandle
isomorphism arising from groups up to order 127 and their group automorphisms.

1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation

Quandles [6, [7] are algebraic systems equipped with three axioms that correspond

to Reidemeister moves in knot theory. According to Joyce, any quandle can be ex-
pressed by a disjoint union of homogeneous quandles ([l6, Theorem 7.2]). Here, we say
that a quandle Q is homogeneous if the automorphism group of Q acts transitively on
Q. Furthermore, it has been shown that any homogeneous quandle can be constructed
by a so-called quandle triplet (G, H, ) ([6, Theorem 7.1]).

The primary focus of this paper is a special kind of homogeneous quandles called

generalized Alexander quandles, which are quandles arising from groups. Alexander
quandles, which are generalized Alexander quandles arising from abelian groups, have
been extensively studied in the context of knot theory. Finite Alexander quandles have
been classified up to quandle isomorphism by Nelson [8].

Recently, the first named and fourth named authors established a kind of character-

ization theorem of finite generalized Alexander quandles of finite groups under certain
assumptions (P1) and (P2) (detailed in Section[3]) The main objective of this paper is
to extend the result of [4].

1.2 Main results

The following is the main theorem of this paper:

Theorem 1.1 ( Main Result ). Let G and G’ be groups with their identity elements e
and €', respectively. Let y € Aut(G), ¥’ € Aut(G’) and let

0=(QG,¥), ), Q' =(QG",¢'), %), P=P(Q)and P' = P(Q").
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Then the following conditions (1) and (2) are equivalent:
(1) Q and Q' are isomorphic as quandles.

(2) There exists a group isomorphism h : P — P’ such that the following two condi-
tions (A) and (B) are satisfied:
(A) hoylp =y'lp oh;
(B) there exist representatives A C G and A’ € G’ of G/P and G’ | P’, respec-

tively, and a bijection k : A — A’ between A and A’ such that h(e * a) =
e’ «' k(a) holds for any a € A.

The notation used in this paper will be explained in SectionsPland[3] The proof of
Theorem [L.1] will be given in Section 4
Remark 1.1. The statement of Theorem[I.T]does not assume the finiteness of groups.

By [4], generalized Alexander quandles of finite groups up to order 15 are com-
pletely classified. An observation of those of order 16 is also made, but the main result
of [4] is not applicable for two cases. By Theorem [[LIl we can completely classify
not only all generalized Alexander quandles of finite groups of order 16, but also those
with orders at most 127 (with some additional exceptional treatments). See Section[3l

Acknowledgements

The authors are grateful to S. Nelson and H. Tamaru for useful comments on an ear-
lier draft of the paper. The first named author is partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI
Grant Number JP20K03513. The second named author is supported by JP19H01788
and JP23H05437. The fourth named author is supported by JP20K03623.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we prepare notation and recall notions on quandles and groups used
throughout the paper.
2.1 Definition of quandles

First, let us recall a definition of quandle. A non-empty set Q equipped with a
binary operation = satisfying the following three axioms is called a quandle:

(Q1) x*x = xforany x € Q;
(Q2) for any x € Q, the map defined by s, : O 3y — y* x € Q is bijective;
(Q3) forany x,y,z € Q,we have (x xy) * 7 = (x * 2) * (y * 7).

The map appearing in (Q2) is called a point symmetry.



2.2 Homogeneous quandles and generalized Alexander quandles

Let G be a group and let ¢ be an automorphism of G. Moreover, we take a subgroup
H of G satisfying y(h) = h for any h € H. We define a binary operation * on the set of
left cosets G/H defined by xH +yH := yy(y~'x)H. Then this binary operation becomes
well-defined and (G/H, %) gives us a quandle. The triplet (G, H, ) providing a new
quandle (G/H, =) is called a quandle triplet, and we denote this quandle by Q(G, H, ).
We notice that for any group G with its identity element e and any automorphism ¢ of
G, the triplet (G, {e}, ¥) always becomes a quandle triplet.

Definition 2.1. Let G be a group and let ¢ be its automorphism. Considering a binary
operation * on G defined by x * y := yy(y~'x), we obtain a quandle (G, *), denoted by
O(G, y¥) or (Q(G, y), *). We call this quandle Q(G, ¥) a generalized Alexander quandle
(or a principal quandle, see [2]).

In the case where G is abelian, we call Q(G, ¥) an Alexander quandle, which has
been studied especially in the context of knot theory. Generalized Alexander quandles
can be regarded as a generalization of it.

2.3 Notation and terminologies on quandles and groups

In what follows, we use the notation (Q, ) for quandles if we would like to empha-
size the equipped binary operation; otherwise, we simply write Q.

Let (Q, *) and (Q’, *") be quandles. A map f : Q — (' is said to be a quandle
homomorphismif f(x*y) = f(x)*' f(y) holds for any x,y € Q. In addition to this, if f is
bijective, then we call f a quandle isomorphism. If there exists a quandle isomorphism
between quandles Q and Q’, then we say that Q and Q’ are isomorphic as quandles,
which we denote by Q = Q’.

o Let Aut(Q) be the group consisting of all quandle automorphisms on Q, which
we call the automorphism group of Q. Note that the point symmetry s, for each
x € Q belongs to Aut(Q).

o Let Inn(Q) be the subgroup of Aut(Q) generated by {s, : x € Q}, which we
call the inner automorphism group of Q. More explicitly, we have Inn(Q) =

{s)i(n1 o s)i(n{] 0.0 s)f]l 11 € Zsg, X1, .., %, € Q). In the case where Q is finite, we
have Inn(Q) = {idg, 5y, 0 Sy, , 0 -0 Sy, 1 0 € Zs, X1,..., X, € O}

We say that a quandle Q is homogeneous if the automorphism group Aut(Q) of O
acts on Q transitively. According to [6, Section 7], the following one-to-one correspon-
dence is known:

{homogeneous quandles}/ = LN {O(G, H,¥) : (G, H,y) is a quandle triplet}/ =,

where / = stands for that we consider this correspondence up to quandle isomorphism.

Remark 2.1. Let Q and Q' be homogeneous quandles which are isomorphic. Then, for
any x € Q and X’ € Q’, we can always find a quandle isomorphism f : Q — Q' with
f(x) = x’. In fact, even if f(x) = x” # x’, since Aut(Q’) acts on Q' transitively, we can



find g € Aut(Q’) with g(x”) = x’, so we may take an isomorphism g o f between Q and
Q' instead of f.

Therefore, for any generalized Alexander quandles Q(G, ) and Q(G’,y’) which
are isomorphic, we may assume the existence of a quandle isomorphism f : Q(G, y¥) —
O(G’,y") with f(e) = ¢’, where G and G’ are groups with their identity elements e and
e’, respectively.

We also collect some terminologies and notation concerning with groups. Let G be
a group.

e We denote the automorphism group of G by Aut(G). Remark that this notation
is the same as that for quandles.

e Given ¥ € Aut(G), let Fix(¥,G) = {g € G : Y(g) = g}.

e Let N, Hbe groupsandleto : H — Aut(N), h — o, be a group homomorphism.
The (outer) semidirect product N =, H of N and H with respect to o is a group
which is the direct product N X H as a set equipped with the operation defined
by (n1, h1)(n2, hy) = (n10o, (n2), hih).

2.4 Problem

Given a group G, let Q(G) denote the set of all generalized Alexander quandles
0(G, ) with € Aut(G) up to quandle isomorphism. Namely,

QG) ={0(G.¥) : ¢y € Aut(G)}/ =.
Problem 2.1 ( [5 Problem 3.5]). Determine Q(G) for a given group G.

This problem has some certain partial answers in terms of the automorphism group
of groups. For example, [8, Corollary 2.2] claims that Q(G) can be characterized in
terms of just numerical information in the case where G is finite and abelian. Moreover,
it is proved in [4} Theorem 1.2] that if G is a finite simple group, then Q(G) one-to-one
corresponds to the conjugacy classes of Aut(G). Using this, we can also get this one-
to-one correspondence in the case of symmetric groups ([4, Corollary 1.3]), though it
is not simple. Theorem [T ] asserts a new kind of complete solution of Problem 2.11

3 Previous results on generalized Alexander quandles

In this section, we recall some results on generalized Alexander quandles, espe-
cially from [4].

Let G be a group, ¢ an automorphism of G, and Q = Q(G,y) the generalized
Alexander quandle. We define P = P(Q) as the orbit of the identity element e in Q
under the action of Inn(Q), i.e.,

P=P0Q) = {s;f"1 ost! o...0 sfll(e) ‘N € Zsg, X1,..., %, € O}

Xn-1

Then P enjoys a special property. In particular, the following statements hold:



Proposition 3.1 ( [4} Propositions 3.2 and 3.3] ). The subset P of G is a subquandle of
QO and a normal subgroup of G.

Theorem 3.1 ( [4, Theorem 3.10], [9) Lemma 2.4] ). Let G and G’ be groups with their
identity elements e and €', respectively. Let y € Aut(G), ' € Aut(G") and let
0=0G,y), Q' =0G".y), P=PQ)and P' = P(Q").

Assume that there is a quandle isomorphism f : Q — Q' with f(e) = €. Then the
following hold:

(i) foy =y of;

(ii) flp : P — P’ is a group isomorphism;
(iii) flp : O(P,ylp) — Q(P', ¥ |p) is a quandle isomorphism;
(iv) f(xP) = f(x)P’ holds for any x € G.

Remark 3.1. In [4, Theorem 3.10], the finiteness of groups is assumed, but Proposi-
tion 3.1l and Theorem [3.1] do not need this assumption. In fact, even in the case of
infinite groups, we see that Proposition 3.1 and the statements of (i), (iii) and (iv) of
Theorem [3.1] hold by almost the same proofs with those given in [4]. Moreover, the
statement (ii) for (non-necessarily finite) groups is nothing but [9, Lemma 2.4].

The following proposition is useful for study of generalized Alexander quandles up
to isomorphism. It asserts that a conjugacy class of Aut(G) determines an element of
Q(G).

Proposition 3.2 ( [4, Proposition 3.5] ). Let ¢,y € Aut(G) and let Q = Q(G, ¢) and
Q' = QG ¥). If y and ' are conjugate in Aut(G), then Q = Q" holds.

Now, we recall the main result of [4]]. For this, we have to introduce more no-
tions. Given a group G and its automorphism ¢, let 0 = Q(G,¢) and P = P(Q). We
can consider a generalized Alexander quandle Q(P,¥|p). Let P?> be P(Q(P,y|p)). By
Proposition[3.1] P? is a normal subgroup of P.

We consider the following two properties (P1) and (P2).

(P1) P? is a normal subgroup of G.
(P2) P? ={sy(e): p € P} holds.

These two properties are independent each other and become invariants on gener-
alized Alexander quandles (see [4, Proposition 3.16]).

Theorem 3.2 ( [4, Theorem 1.4] ). Let G and G’ be finite groups, € Aut(G), ¥’ €
Aut(G’) and let

0 =(Q(G,¥),*), @ =(Q(G",y¥),*"), P=P(Q)and P' = P(Q").
Assume that Q and Q' satisfy (P1) and (P2). Then the following conditions (1) and (2)

are equivalent:



(H o=0.
(2) The following three conditions are satisfied:

(i) Gl =1G"|;
(ii) [Fix(¢, G)| = [Fix(y’, G")I;

(iii) there exists a group isomorphism h : P — P’ such that the following (A)
and (B) are satisfied:

(A) hoylp = W/lp o h;
(B) for any a € G, there exists @’ € G’ such that h(e x a) = ¢’ +" a'.

Note that the finiteness of the groups G and G’ is necessary in this theorem since
we have to take the orders of the groups into account, while Theorem [I. 1] does require
neither the finiteness condition on G and G’ nor the conditions (P1) and (P2) on Q and

Q.

4 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

This section is devoted to proving Theorem [LL1]

(D= (2):

Let f be a quandle isomorphism f : Q — Q' with f(e) = ¢’. (See Remark 2.11)
Let & be the restriction of f into P, i.e., h = f|p : P — P’. Then, by Theorem [3.1] (i)
and (ii), we see that the condition (A) is satisfied.

Take an arbitrary representative A € G of G/P, let A” = f(A) and let k be the
restriction of f into A, i.e., k = f]y : A — A’. Then it follows from the bijectivity of f
(i.e., k) together with Theorem[3.1] (iv) that A’ also becomes a representative of G’/ P’.
Since e * a is an element of P, we see that h(e xa) = f(e*a) = f(e) *' f(a) = ¢ +" k(a)
holds for any a € A. Hence, (B) is also satisfied.

2)=(1):

Leth: P — P andk: A — A’ be a group isomorphism and a bijection between
representatives A and A’, respectively, satisfying the conditions (A) and (B). Given any
x € G, we can uniquely choose a, € A and p, € P such that x = a,p,. Since P is a
normal subgroup of G (see Proposition[3.1)), we know that a,p,a;' € P holds.

Now, we define a map f : G — G’ by setting

f(x) = ha,p.a;Hk(a,) € G

for any x = a,py € G. The bijectivity of f follows from that of 4 and k. In what
follows, we prove that f is a quandle homomorphism.

Since h(a,p.a;') € P’ and P’ is a normal subgroup of G’, k(a,)~'h(a,p.a;k(a,)
belongs to P’. Hence the coset decomposition of f(x) = a}(x)p}(x) becomes a}(x) =
k(a,) and p}(x) = k(ax)’lh(axpxa;l)k(ax).

For any x = a,p, and y = a,p, in G, we have

X*y= aypylﬁ((aypy)ilaxpx) =dy - a;laypyw((a;laypy)il)W(Px)-



Since we have a;'a,py((a;la,p,)™) = e = (a;'ayp,) € P and y(py) € P, the coset
decomposition of x * ¥ = d .,y becomes

Qxsy = Ay
and
Py = a5 aypyr((a; aypy) " W(py).
Thus, we have the following:
FO#Y) = M@y Py @y V(s
= h(ay - a;'aypy((a;' aypy) " W(ps) - a; k(ay)
= h(aypy ¥(py'a;") Ylapr)a;’) kay)
= hayp,a; - ay w(p}'a;") (ax w(pi'a;)™) k(ay)
= h(aypya,") h(ay ¥(p}'a; ")) hlax v(p,'a;") ™" kay)
= h(aypya;") h(ay y(a;") - wlaypy'a;h)) hlap.al') - ylay) a;') kay)
= h(aypyay') h(ay y(a; ")) ho ylayp)'a; awp.al') h(laa;') kay).

On the other hand, for the coset decomposition of f(x) =" f(y) = a’f(x)*,‘ ) P}(x)*( £y
we also have a’f(x)*,f(y) = a’f(x) = k(a,) and
Ploow o) = a‘,f(x)i1af()’)’pf()’)’w,((a’f(x)71a’f(y)p}(y))_l)lp’(p’f(x)

= klax)™"k(ay) - k(ay)™ h(aypyay Hk(ayy/ (Ka) ™ k(ay) - kay) ™ hlaypyay Hi(ay)™)
' (k(ax) " h(apra; Hk(az))
= k(a,)™ h(aypya; Yk(a)y' (k(ay) ™ h(ayp} a; Yh(asp a; Hk(ay)).
Therefore, we obtain
FQ)H fO) = g s P o s
= h(aypyay Hk(ay)y' (k(ay) ™ hiaypy ' ay Hhlap.a; Hk(ay))
= h(aypya;") k(ay) W' (k(ay)™) &' (h(ayp; ' a; axpea;)) v (k(ay))
= h(aypyay') k(ay) @' (k(ay)™") ho yayp'a; ap.al’) @' (k(ay) (by (A)).
We consider k(ay) w’(k(ay)’l) and ¢’ (k(a,)) in the above equation. By (B), we have
k(ay) ¢/ (kay)™") = &' ' k(ay) = h(e = a,) = ha(a;")
and
W' (k(ay)) = (k(a)y' (k(ax) ™)™ k(ay) = (€' ' k(ax)™" k(ay) = h(e  a,)™" k(ay)
= h(aw(a;")™" k(ay) = h(¥(a)a;") kay).
Thus, we have
FO¥ f(3) = haypya, ') hay yia; ") hoyaypy ' ay axpray’) hlaa;) k(ay) = fxxy).

Therefore, we conclude that f is a quandle isomorphism, as required.



5 Classification of generalized Alexander quandles aris-
ing from finite groups with small order

In this section, we apply Theorem[I_1] to obtain the complete classification of gen-
eralized Alexander quandles arising from finite groups with small orders.
Given a positive integer 7, let

Qcao(n) 1 ={Q(G,y) : G is a group of order n, ¥ € Aut(G)}/ = .

What we will work in this section is precisely to determine |Qgaq(n)| for n < 127.

5.1 Thecasen <15

In [4, Section 6], classification of generalized Alexander quandles arising from
finite groups G is discussed. For example, the cases where |G| = p, 2p or p? are inves-
tigated theoretically, where p is a prime. Moreover, it follows from [4, Corollary 1.7]
that any generalized Alexander quandles arising from cyclic groups of order 2n can be
realized as those arising from dihedral groups. By additional case-by-case discussions,
we can eventually get the complete classification of Qgag(n) for n < 15.

5.2 Thecasen =16

Most parts of Qgag(16) are also discussed in [4, Section 6], although two cases
{01, Q}} and {Q», O3} are remained to be open. In this subsection, we figure these
cases out by using Theorem [

Let Qg be the quaternion group (e, 1, j, k : 2 = e,i? = =K =ijk =¢). We
denote the elements e, i, j, k, ¢, ei, ej, ek by 1,1, j, k, — 1, —i, —j, —k, respectively, so that
0Os = {1,1,j,k, -1, -, —j, -k}

Let Z/2Z = {0, 1} be the group of order 2. Let o : Z/2Z — Aut(Qg) be defined by
i — o, where oy = idg, and o7 : (i,j, k) — (i, —j, —k). Then o can be written as the
inner automorphism o;(a) = i'ai™* for a € Qg. Note that i'ai~" is well-defined on Z/2Z.
We define the groups G and G’ as follows:

G=03XZ/2Z and G’ = Qg >, Z/2Z.

Let ¢ be the group automorphism of Qg defined by (i) = j and ¥(j) = k, i.e., ¢

cyclically permutes i, j, k. Moreover, we take the following maps ¢ on G and ¥} on
G’, respectively:

Yi(a,i) = W(a),i) and yi(a,i) = Wai)i™, i).

Note that we have B

o ifi =0,

R M

vk ifi=1.

Obviously, ¢ becomes a group automorphism of G of order 3. Now, we check that
Y| becomes a group automorphism of G’ of order 3. Note that the injectivity of ¢| is



straightforward. So ¢/ is bijective. For checking that ¢} is a group homomorphism,
we see that

Vi((ar,iy) - (a2, 12)) = W(ar0, (@), iy + iz) = Wlayor, (@i )i ) iy + i),
On the other hand, we have

Wi(ar, i) - ¥y (az, ix) = WaiHi™", i) - (W(aai®i™?, ip)
= Wai™i " o, (@i ™)i™), iy + id)
= W(ad"i" i (a2, iy + i)
= W(aiMY(ai®i "™ i + i)
= W(ai" ai®)i™ ", i) + i)
= (@i api i) G dy)

= (Y(ar0, (@) ™)iT O i)+ ).

These imply ¢ (a1, i) - (a2, i2) = | ((a1,i1) - (a2,12)). We can also check that the
order of ¢ is 3. In fact,

Wi (a,i) = ¥ o W ((ai)i™, i) = Wi (P aii™, i) = (W (ai)i™, i) = (aii™, i) = (a,i).

Let Q1 = (Q(G,¥1),*) and Q] = (Q(G',¢)),*’) be the generalized Alexander
quandles.

For Qy, since (1,0) * (a,i) = (a, Dy1(a™', i) = (a, D)W@), i) = (ap(a),0), we
have P(Q;) C Qg x {0}. Moreover, since we know jy(j~') = —i and ky(k™!) = —j and
Qs is generated by —i and —j, we have P(Q;) = Qg X {0}. In a similar way, we can also
obtain P(Q}) = Qg X {0}. Note that P(Q}) is not only Qg x {0} as a set, but has the
group structure Qg X {0} as a direct product. Thus both of the coset decompositions of
G/P(Q1) and G’/ P(Q}) are Qs x {0} I Qs x {1}. Since neither of these two quandles
Q) and Q] satisfy (P2), we cannot use Theorem [3.2]to determine whether Q; and Q]
are isomorphic. In the following, we use Theorem [L.Il to show that O, and Q] are
isomorphic.

Now we construct the two maps % and k in Theorem [L.1] for Q; and Q}. Since
P(Q1) = P(Q}) = Qg x {0} as sets, we can define the map h: P(Q1) — P(Q)) to be the
identity map. Obviously, the condition (A) of Theorem [[.1] can be verified. We take
A ={(1,0),(1,D}and A’ = {(1,0), (—i, 1)} as the coset representatives of G/P(Q;) and
G'/P(Q)), respectively. Then we define the map k: A — A’ by k(1,0) = (1,0) and
k(1,1) = (i, I). Now we check the condition (B) of Theorem[I.1l For (1,0) € A, we
have

h((1,0) = (1,0)) = h(1,0) = (1,0) = (1,0) " k((1,0)).

For (1,1) € A, we have
R((1,0) = (1,1)) = A((1,0)) = (1,0)
and

(1,0) % k(1,T) = (1,0) ' (=i, T) = (—i, Dy (-1, 1)) = (-1, D, T) = (=i2,0) = (1,0).



Hence the condition (B) of Theorem[I.1lis also verified. Therefore, by Theorem [[.1}
we have O = Q7.

Let 7: Qs X Z/2Z — Qg X Z/2Z be the map defined by 7(a,i) = ((—1)'a,i). We
can check that 7 is both of group automorphisms of G and G’. Let ¢» = 7oy and
¥, = T o y/|. Then both of the orders ¢, and ¢} are 6.

Let Q> and Q] be the generalized Alexander quandles (Q(G, ), *) and (Q(G’, ¥}), ¥'),
respectively.

We construct /2 and & in Theorem[LTlto show 0, = Q.

We can check P(Q;) = P(Q)) = Qs X {0}. Let h : P(Q2) — P(Q}) be the
identity map on Qg X {0}). The condition (A) of Theorem is satisfied. We take
A ={(1,0),(1,T)} and A’ = {(1,0), (i, 1)} as the coset representatives of G/P(Q,) and
G’ /P(Q)), respectively. Then we define the map k: A — A’ by k(1,0) = (1,0) and
k(1,1) = (i, 1). Now we verify the condition (B) of Theorem[I.1l For (1,0) € A, we
have

h((1,0) * (1,0)) = (1,0) = (1,0) = (1,0) + k((1,0)).

For (1,1) € A, we have
R((1,0) = (1, 1)) = A((1, D2 (1, DY) = A((1, Do (1, 1)) = A(-1,T+ 1)) = (-1,0)

and
(1,0)* k(1,1) = (1,0) ¥ (3, D) = (i, I)z,b'z((i, DY =3@G0D341) =(-1,0).

Hence the condition (B) of Theorem [[.1]is satisfied. Therefore, by Theorem we
have Qp = Q).

Remark 5.1. For a quandle Q = (Q, *) and a positive integer n, we can construct a
quandle Q™ = (Q, *™) by x +™ y = §(x) where s, is the point symmetry at y for
the quandle (Q, *). If two qundles Q and Q’ are isomorphic, then Q"™ and Q'™ are
isomorphic (see [3, Section 4]). For a generalized Alexander quandle QO = Q(G,¥),
we have 0™ = Q(G,y"). For the quandles Q;, Q}, Q> and Q) above, we see that
Q(zz) =~ (O, and Q;(z) = (]. Thus, there is no need to verify Q1 = Q] once O = Q) is
verified. However, for the sake of clarity of argument, we verified Q1 = Q] at first.

5.3 Complete list of |Qcaq(n)| with n < 127

Similar to the case of order 16, there are some pairs of groups G, G’ and their au-
tomorphisms i,y such that we cannot use Theorem[3.2]to determine whether Q(G, )
and Q(G’,y’) are isomorphic. (For example, we encounter such cases in order 24 and
32.) By using Theorem[L.I] we can classify |Qgaq(n)| for small n’s. Table[Tlis the list
of |Qcaq(n)| with n < 127. These computations have been performed by using GAP
[3] and the packages SmallGrp [1] and Rig [10]. We have made code available at the
following URL:

https://github.com/Kuriharal90/Classification_of_Generalized_Alexander_Quandles
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Remark 5.2. The reason why the case n = 128 is not mentioned is that the number
of nonisomorphic groups of order 128 is significantly larger compared to orders up
to 127. Consequently, given the computational capacity of our current computer, the
search would require an impractical amount of time to complete the calculations. How-
ever, Theorem[I.1]is valid for any order, so it may be possible to classify generalized
Alexander quandles with orders higher than 128 in the future, provided that computa-
tional capacity and efficiency are improved.

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
|Qcaq(n)] 1 1 2 3 4 3 6 9 11 5 10
n 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
Qcaqm)] | 11 12 7 8 29 16 17 18 15 13 11
n 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33
Qoagm)l | 22 32 39 13 51 20 28 15 30 87 20
n 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44
Qoagm)l | 17 24 64 36 19 25 45 40 23 42 32
n 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55
Qoagn)l | 44 23 46 114 83 49 32 39 52 87 41
n 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63 64 65 66
Qcaqm)l | 66 37 29 58 60 60 31 69 363 48 33
n 67 68 69 70 71 72 73 74 75 76 77
Qoagn)l | 66 51 44 35 70 205 72 37 84 56 60
n 78 79 80 81 82 83 84 85 8 87 88
Qoag(n)l | 41 78 158 299 41 82 79 64 43 56 97
n 89 90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99
Qoagn)l | 8 8 72 68 61 47 72 378 96 97 110
n 100 101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108 109 110
|Qcag(n)l | 154 100 51 102 117 52 53 106 342 108 57
n 111 112 113 114 115 116 117 118 119 120 121
Qeagm)l | 73 204 112 59 88 87 135 59 96 177 219
n 122 123 124 125 126 127
Qcagm)l | 61 80 92 297 127 126
Table 1: List of |Qgaq(n)| with n < 127
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