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Abstract

Let G be a finite group. The nilpotent/commuting/solvable conjugacy class graph
(I'ncc(GQ), Tcec(G), I'scc(G)) is a simple graph with non-central conjugacy classes of G
as its vertex set and two vertices are adjacent if and only if a member of one conjugacy class
with a member of another conjugacy class generates a nilpotent/abelian/solvable (sub)group.
In this paper have discussed about the forbidden subgraphs of I'ccc(G), I'ncc(G), I'sco(G).
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1 Introduction

Various graphs have been defined on finite groups, using various properties to understand the in-
terplay between groups and graphs. Among them one way of defining graphs on G is given by
considering the non-central conjugacy classes as vertex set and adjacency is defined using various
properties of conjugacy classes. Firstly in [3] the authors defined the commuting conjugacy class
graph of a group G. They determined the connectivity of I'ccc(G) and upper bounds for diameter
of the corresponding connected components.

In [8] the authors defined the nilpotent conjugacy class graph (I'vcc(G)). They obtained ana-
logues results to [3] for I'voo(G) by describing the connected components as well as the diameter
of connected components. In [I] the authors defined the solvable conjugacy class graph of groups
and discussed the connectivity, girth, clique number and several other properties. Forbidden graph
characterization is used to define several important classes of graphs. In [I0] the authors have

classified all finite groups whose commuting graphs are split and threshold. Forbidden subgraph
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of enhanced power graphs are studied in [6] and authors classified all finite groups for which it is
split and threshold. They also classified all finite nilpotent groups whose enhanced power graph
are chordal and cograph. In [5] the authors classified all finite groups whose generating graphs are
cographs. They also proved that for a finite group G showing I'(G) is split, chordal and Cy-free
are equivalent. The authors in [4] proved that the reduced power graph of G is perfect and charac-
terized all finite groups whose reduced power graphs are split, cograph, split and threshold. They
also gave complete characterization in case of abelian, dihedral and generalized quaternion groups.
In [7] and [2] the authors defined perfect graphs, cographs, chordal, split and threshold graphs on
different type of finite groups.

In this paper we have discussed about the forbidden subgraphs of Nilpotent, Solvable and Com-

muting conjugacy class graph for various groups.

2 Dihedral group, generalized dihedral group, dicyclic group, semi-
dihedral group

Theorem 2.1. Let G be a finite group. Then the forbidden subgraphs F of I'ccc(G) satisfy the
following conditions.

(a) If G is the dihedral group Da, then F is always a cograph and a chordal but it is neither a
threshold nor a split when n is even but n/2 is odd.

(b) If G is the dicyclic group Ty, then F is always a cograph and a chordal, but it is neither a
threshold nor a split when n is odd.

(c¢) If G is the group Vg, then F is always a cograph and a chordal, but it is neither a threshold nor
a split when n is even.

(d) If G is the semi-dihedral group SDs,, then F' is always a cograph and a chordal, but it is neither
a threshold nor a split when n is odd.

(e) If G is the group Uln,m) then F' is always a cograph and a chordal, but it is neither a threshold
nor a split for any values of m.

(f) If G is the group G(p,m,n) then F is always a cograph and a chordal, but it is neither a

threshold nor a split for any values of m and n with simultaneously not equal to 1.

Proof. (a) We know, Do, = ( z,y | 2" =y? = 1, yry = 2~ ! ). From [9], we know that I'ccc(Day)

can be computed by the following formula;

Kn1 UK if nis odd,
2
I'coc(Dan) = K%_l U2K; if n and n/2 both are even,
Kn_y UKy if nis even but n/2 is odd.

In all the three cases if we take four vertices from the first complete graphs respectively then the
four vertices will again make a complete graph. Again if we take four vertices from both of the

first and second complete graphs respectively then it will form a disconnected graph. So in all the



cases forbidden subgraph of I'ccc(Day) is Py-free. So I'coc(Day) is always a cograph.

In a similar way we can show that forbidden subgraph of I'ccc(Day,) is always Cj- free. That

is, it is always a chordal.

From the first two cases it is clear that the I'ccc(Day) is always 2K5- free, but in the last case
if we take two vertices from the First complete graph and two vertices from Ko, then we will get
2K5. That is, in this case the forbidden subgraph is neither a threshold nor a split.

(b) We know, Ty, = ( z,y | 2?" = 1,2" = %,y toy = 271 ). From [9], we know that I'ccc(Tun)

of Ty, can be computed by the following formula,;

K, 1U2K;, if n is even,

I'cec(Tun) =
coc(Tan) { K, 1 UK, if nis odd.

It is now clear that in both of the cases if we take ¢ number of vertices from the first complete
graph respectively then it will again form the complete graph K;. So F' is always Py and Cj-free,
where i > 4. Again if we take few vertices from the first complete graphs and few vertices from
others complete graphs respectively then both of the cases we will get disconnected graphs. So F

is always a cograph and a chordal.

Again it is clear that when n is even F' is 2Ks- free but when n is odd then if we take two
vertices from the first complete graph together with the second complete graph Ks, we will get
2K5. Hence F' is neither a threshold nor a split when n is odd.

1 ,—1
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(c) We know, Vg, = ( z,y | 2" =y* =1, yx = o~ 'y~ r =21y ). From [9], we know that

I'ccc(Vsy) can be computed by the following formula;

Ko, 9 U2K,, if n is even,

Tooe(Van) =
coc(Van) { Kop_1 U2K,, if n is odd.

The proof is similar to the proof of part (b).
(d) We know, SDg,, = (z,y | 21" = y? =1, yzy~! = 22"71 ). From [9], we know that I'ccc(SDsy)

can be computed by the following formula;

Ko, 1 U2K, if n is even,

ccc(SDgn) { Kon_o UKy, if n is odd.

The proof is similar to the proof of part (b).
(e) We know, Uy, 1y = (7, ¥ | =92 =1, yry~! = 2?*1). From [9], we know that I'cce(Ugmm))

can be computed by the following formula;

2K, U Kn(%_l), if m is even,

K,U Kn(m;), if m is odd.

I'ccc(Ugmm)) = {

The proof is similar to the proof of part (b).

(f) We know, G(pmny = ( @,y | a?" =y?" =[x,y =1, [, [2,y]] = [y, [z,y]] = 1 ). From [9], we



know that I'cco(G(pm,n)) s isomorphic to the following

KP(mfl)(p”l—p(nfl)) U KP(”*l)(p””—p(mfl)) U (pn - p(n_l))KP(mfn) (pn_p(nfl))-

So I CCC(G(p7m7n)) is the union of three complete graph Using the similar arguments like above we
can say F' is always a cograph and a chordal. Now if we take two vertices from one complete graph
and two vertices from any other complete graph then we will get 2K5. So F' is neither a threshold

nor a split. O
Corollary 2.2. For all the groups G mentioned in Theorem 21, I'ccc(G) is claw-free.

Proof. Tt is clear from the above discussion that the forbidden subgraphs in Theorem 211 is either

a complete graph or the union of complete graphs. So it is always claw-free. O

Theorem 2.3. I'ncc(Dan) graph of Dihedral group is computed as follows:

Kuny UK, n is odd
2
I'noc(D2n) = K% U 2K, n and 5 are even,
Kg—1 U Ky n is even and 3 s odd.

Here n is not a power of 2. Hence I'noc(Day) is always a cograph and a chordal but neither a split

nor a threshold when n is even but % s odd.

Proof. The non-central conjugacy classes of Dy, = ( z,y | 2" = y> = 1, yxy = 2~ ) are as follows:
1) when n is odd

[ﬂP%JSisﬁgi

n—1
WP = {y,yz, ...,y 7 }

(x%, 27} is always a nilpotent group so x* and x7 form a complete graph. The subgroup (x!,yz7) is
isomorphic to Dg%, hence z* and ya? are not connected unless 7= 28 for some k in I'vcc(Day).

2) when n is even
2P 1 <i< 5 -1
[ya] P> = {ya,ya®, ....yz> "}
[y = {y. ya?, o yz 272}

If § is even then yzr2 € [y]P>". yx and y are not connected in I'vce(Day) since (yz,y) are . Also
z* and y is connected only when order of x' is 2¥ for some k since (z’,y) is isomorphic to Don.
Similarly z* and yz is connected only when order of 2 is 2¢ for some k. Hence I'voc(Da,) in this
case is K% U2K;.



If 5 is odd then yr2 € [yx]P. So (ya',yx?) is of order 2 for some k. Hence yx and y are
connected in I'voco(D2y,). Hence in this case I'voc(Day) = is K n_qU Ks.

Hence if we use the same arguments which we have used in the proof of Theorem 2.1l then we
can easily say that I'voco(Day) is always a cograph and a chordal but neither a split nor a threshold

when n is even but % is odd. ]

Theorem 2.4. The Nilpotent conjugacy class graph of Generalised Dihedral group i.e. A x Co

where A is abelian is computed as follows:
FNCC(A X 02) = K‘A| UK,

where A1 is subgroup of all 2 order elements in A. Hence it is always a cograph. a chordal, a
threshold and a split.

Proof. Let Cy := (b|b®> = 1) and A; is subgroup of all 2 order elements in A. Let G:=A x Cy

The conjugacy classes of A x Cs is as follows:
D] = {aibx; Ay € AJAL}
[a]“ = {a,a""a € A}
All elements of A will form a complete graph since A is abelian. For the subgroup H := (a, xibxi_1> ,
as order of z;ba; ! is 2, so if order of a is m (say), then z;bx; !, a satisfy the condition (2;bx; 1)~ (a)(z;ibx; ) =

(a)~!. Hence the subgroup is isomorphic to (a) x (z;bx;'). So H is nilpotent only when m is a

power of 2.

Hence it is clear from the structure that the forbidden subgraphs is always a cograph, a chordal,
a threshold and a split. O

Theorem 2.5. The Nilpotent Conjugacy Class graph of Ty, is computed as follows:

2K, 1 UKj, n is even but not a power of 2

K, 1 UKo, n is odd

I'nce(Tun) =

Proof. The non-central conjugacy classes of Ty, are [a¥]Tn, 1 < k < (n — 1), [b]™ and [ab]T*".
All the elements in the conjugacy class of [a*] commute with each other hence are connected in
I'vco(Tyn). From [9] we have that subgroup (a*,b) and (a*, ab) are isomorphic to T% hence is not

nilpotent unless 3 = 2! for some 1. O

Theorem 2.6. The Nilpotent Conjugacy Class graph of Uy, ) is computed as follows:



2K, U Kn(%_l), m 1S even
KTL U Kn(mfl

5 )

I'nce(Umnmy) = m is odd

when order of a®*bt for all k,t is not a power of 2. Hence FNCC(U(n,m)) 18 a chordal and a cograph

but neither a threshold nor a split for any values of m.

Proof. (1) m is even: The non-central conjugacy classes of Un,m) 1s as follows:

(29U = {3, a0 Sk <n-1 1< Do,

(@) — {0 < j < T -1} 0 <k <n-1,
(a2k+lb)U(”’m) — {a2k+lb2j+1]0 S ] S % . 1}70 S k S n—1.
All conjugacy classes of the form [a?#b!] are adjacent in I CCC(U(n7m))7 so they are adjacent in
I'ncc(Ug,my)- Similar arguments hold for the conjugacy classes of the form [a®*F1] and [a%F118].

Connectivity of [a?*b'] and [a?**1p%]

Let Hy := (a®**10% a%p'). Consider H| = [a?*T10% a%1'] = a® b2 +2F . Again HY := [Hy, H]] is
generated by ([a®* 6% a?p2H2F] [a?Rbt, a?*b%+2F]) and their conjugates. [a?F+1p%7, o2kp?t+2k) =
b=40HR) and [a?kb? bR = 1. So [Hy, H|] = (0~ * R, Now HY := [HY, Hy] = (b35(+R),
Continuing in this way we have for Hy to be nilpotent if b2 (%) =1 ie. m | — 2!(t + k) which
gives O(a?kbt) = 2! for each k,t. Hence a®**16% and a?*bt are not connected in I’ NCC(Un,m)) unless
O(a?Fbt) = 2.

Connectivity of [a?*b'] and [a?*+1p%+!]

Now consider Hy = (a?**t1p27+1 ¢2kpt) and following similar procedure we get Ho is nilpotent only
when O(a?#bt) = 2!,

Connectivity of [a?**1b%] and [a?*+1p% 1]

Now consider Hz = (a?*T1027+1 ¢%#b%7) and following similar procedure we get Hj is nilpotent only
when O(b) = 2'. Therefore, I'vco(U(n,m)) = 2K, U K, (m=1) when order of a?kb! is not a power
of 2.

2
(2) m is odd: The non central conjugacy classes are:

(a®p)Vom = {a?*b a® b7}, 0<k<n-1,1<t< m; 1’

(@) Vom) = {0 <j<m—1}0<k<n-—1

All conjugacy classes of the form [a?!b!] are adjacent in I ccc(Um,my), so they are adjacent in
I'noc(Ug,my)- Similar arguments hold for the conjugacy classes of the form [a?**1]. Now following
the similar process as above we have (a?**16% a?*b) is nilpotent only when order of a?*bt for all
k,j is a power of 2. Hence I'vncc(Upm,m)) = Kn U Kn(%) when order of a?*b* for all k,t is not a

power of 2. O



Theorem 2.7. The Nilpotent conjugacy class graph of the semi-dihedral group SDs, is computed
as follows:

Kop_1 U Ko, n s even

Koo U Ky, n is odd

I'ncc(SDsy,) =

Here n is not a power of 2. Hence I'vcc(SDsgy) is always a cograph and a chordal graph but neither

a split mor a threshold for any values of n greater than equal to 2.

Proof. Case I, n is even: The non-central conjugacy classes of SDg,, are

@D — (a0 [ 1< k< 1)

[a2k+1]5’D8n _ {a2k+1 a2n—(2k+1) ’ __n <k< 2 _ 1}
I 2 — - 2

[B]5Psn = {a®b | 1 < k < 2n}

[ab]® s = {a®*71p | 1 < k < 2n}

Connectivity of [a?*] and [a?/+]]

.
.

2k+1 commute to itself and each other so are

The elements in conjugacy class of the form a?* and a
connected in I'voc(SDsgy,) graph of SDg,, as I'ccco(G) C I'noco(G) for any group G.
Connectivity of [b] and [ab]: Now consider the subgroup (b,ab) which is a 2-group (as order of

b =2 and order of ab = 4) and hence nilpotent so [b] and [ab] are connected in I'ncc(SDsp)-

Connectivity of [a?*] and [b]: For the subgroup G = (a%*,a?b), as order of b = order of a?b = 2
, so if order of a®* is m (say), then a?*, a®b satisfy the condition (a?b)~'(a?*)(a?b) = (a?¥)~1.
Hence G is isomorphic to the Ds,,. So G is nilpotent only when m is a power of 2.
Connectivity of [a?*] and [ab]: For the subgroup G = (a®*,a?~1b), as order of a®~b is 4, so
if order of a?* is m (say), then a?*, a®~1b satisfy the condition (a®~1b)71(a?*)(a®~1b) = (a?*)~1.
Hence G is isomorphic to the diheadral group U(y ,,). So G is nilpotent only when m is a power of
2.

Connectivity of [a?**1] with [b] and [ab]: Then G} = ([a®b,a®**1]) = (a®*~*#+2)) and
its conjugates. Again G/ = ([a2b,a®"~(#+2)]) = (2°@k+1))  Continuing in this way we get
G = (a=D"2" R+ S0 Gy is nilpotent only when n | 2722k 4+ 1). If n = 2°p % po©2...p, ¢
then 2k + 1 = p®'po®...p,° . This gives O(a?*T1) = 22, Hence G is nilpotent only when order
of a®**1 is 2-power. Now Consider G := (a*~1b, a?**1), this is nilpotent only when order of a?*+!

is 2-power by similar process.



Case II, n is odd: The non-central conjugacy classes of SDg,, are

[a?F]9Psn = {o?* 7)1 <k <n-—1}

(2175 Dsn {a2k+1,a2n—(2k+1)|_(n2_ 1) <k<” ; I 1

[0]°Psn = {a**b]1 < k < n}

[ b]SDgn _ {a4k+lb|1 < k < ’I’L}

[a2b]SD8" — {a4k+2b\1 <k< n}
[

CL3b]SD8" — {a4k+3b\1 < k < Tl}

Q

In a similar way like Case I, we can check that [a?*] and [a?!*!] are always connected. Also
[b], [ab], [a®b] and [ab] are always connected.

We will also have following cases:

a®® a*b) = D,,,, where m is order of a?*.

a2k’ a4l+1b> ~ U(Q, m)

2k+1 i 2-power.

2k+1

,a4lb> is nilpotent only when order of a
2h+1 qAi+1p)

= W N

a
a

-
-
-
A is nilpotent only when order of a is 2-power.

Hence using Theorem 211 we can easily say I'voc(SDsy,) is always a cograph and a chordal

graph but neither a split nor a threshold for any values of n greater than equal to 2.

Theorem 2.8. The Nilpotent conjugacy class graph of the group Vg, is computed as follows:

Kon_o UKy, if n is even,

Iveo(Van) =
oo (Ven) { Kop_1 UKoy, ifn is odd.

Here n is not a power of 2. Hence I'ycc(Vsyn) is always a cograph and a chordal graph but neither

a split mor a threshold for any values of n greater than equal to 3.

Proof. Case I, n is even: Then Z(Vg,) = {1,b% a",a"b?*} and the non-central conjugacy classes



of Vg, are
[a?F]Ven = {a?* a7 |1 <k < g -1},
(@21 = o261 (=2KH2 | | < | < ),
@] = {007 1< k< D),
1] = {a™*b, ™21 [1 < k < 3}7
[ab]vgn _ {a4k+1b7 a4k+3b—1‘1 <k< 3}7
2

[ab3]Vgn — {a4k+3b, a4k+1b—1|1 < k <

[b3]Vgn — {a4k+2b, a4kb—1|1 < k <

o3
o3

}.

Connectivity of [a?*], [a®**7!] and [a%*b?]:
2k 2k

The elements in the conjugacy class of the form a?*, a®*~1 and a%#b?

commute to each other and
itself so are connected in I'ncc(Van), as Loco(G) C I'veo(G), for any group G.

Connectivity of [b], [ab], [b?] and [ab®]: Again b and b® commute, so the conjugacy classes b and
b? are connected in I'voc(Vk,). Also ab and ab® commute, so they are connected in I'voc(Vin).
Now consider the subgroup (b, ab) which is a 2-group (as order of b = 4 and order of ab = 2) and
hence nilpotent so [b] and [ab] are connected in I'voc(Va,). Similarly [b] and [ab3] are connected.
Also [ab] and [b®] are connected. Hence [b], [ab], [b?] and [ab®] form the complete graph K, in
I'vcc(Van)-

Connectivity of [a?*] and [b]: For the subgroup G = (a?*b, a*'b), as order of a*'b is 4=2.2, so if
order of a** is m (say), then a?*, a*b satisfy the condition (a*b)~!(a%*)(a¥b) = (a®*)~!. Hence G
is isomorphic to the U ,). So G is nilpotent only when m is a power of 2.

Connectivity of [a?*] and [ab]: For the subgroup G = (a?*b,a**1b), as order of a**1b is 2, so
if order of a** is m; (say), then a®*, a*'b satisfy the condition (a**1b)~!(a?*)(a**1b) = (o)1
Hence G is isomorphic to the diheadral group D(s,,). So G is nilpotent only when m is a power of
2.

Similarly, we will get

()G = (a®*,a**2b) = U(2,m), where m is the order of a?*.
(i)G = (%, a?*3b) = D(2m), where m is the order of a?*.

(iil)G = (a®*b?, a*'b) = U(2,m), where m is the order of a?*b%.

(iv)G = (a?*b%, a¥*+1b) = D(2m), where m is the order of a?*b?.

(v)G = (a®*b?, a¥*2b) = U(2,m), where m is the order of a?*b?.

(vi)G = (%, a*+3b) = D(2m), where m is the order of a?*b2.

Connectivity of [a**~!] with [b], [ab], [b°] and [ab®]: Take G; := (a®*~! a*b). Then G} =
[a?*=1 a¥b] = (a®F—Dp2 > Again G = <a22(2k_1)b2 >. Continuing in this way we get GJ* =

a?" k=12 Now if we use the similar arguments which we have used for SDsg,, we can say

2k—1

G7 is nilpotent only when order of a is 2-power. We can use the similar arguments for



G2 . <a2k—1,a4l+lb>, Gg = (a2k—17a4l+2b> and G4 = (azk_l,a4l+3b>.

Case II, n is odd: The non-central conjugacy classes of SDg, are

[a2k]V8n _ {a%’a—?’f |1<k< nT—l}’
[a?F=1Ven = {271 72K+ 12 | 1 <k < n},
[a2kb2]‘/8n — {a2kb2’a_2kb2 | 1<k< nT_l}v

b5 = {a®b,a®*b L1 < k < n},

[ab]Vgn — {(1216—1-11)7 a2k+lb_1\1 <k< Tl},

In a similar way like Case I, we can show that [a?*], [a®*~!] and [a%*}?] are connected to each other.
Again [b] and [ab] are connected. Also we will get the following following cases:
(ak, a?'b) =~ U(2,m) is nilpotent only when order of a® = m is 2-power.

a®k a2l+1b> 2 Dy, is nilpotent only when order of a?* = m is 2-power.

a®®, a?'b) is nilpotent only when order of a?*~!
)

(

( is 2-power.
<a2k q2l+1 b>

(

(

is nilpotent only when order of a?*~! is 2-power.

2kb2

a®kb?, a?'b) = U(2,m) is nilpotent only when order of a = m is 2-power.

S Ot s WD

a2, a2l+lb> 2 Dy, is nilpotent only when order of a?*b? = m is 2-power.

Hence using Theorem [2.1] we can say I'noo(Vsy) is always a cograph and a chordal graph but

neither a split nor a threshold for any values of n greater than equal to 3. O

Corollary 2.9. The forbidden subgraph of dihedral group Ds,, generalised dihedral group, Ty,

Utn,m)s SDsn and Vs, in nilpotent conjugacy class graph is always claw-free.

Proof. 1t is clear from the above discussion that the forbidden subgraphs of these groups is either
a complete graph or the union of complete graphs. So it is always claw-free. ]
3 Nilpotent group, eppo group, group of order pqg, Suzuki group

Lemma 3.1. [8§] Let G be a locally finite group and p be a prime number. Then the following
statements hold: (i) If x,y € G \ 1 are p-elements, then d(z,y) < 1. (ii) If x,y € G\ 1 are of
non-coprime orders, then d(x,y) < 3. Moreover, d(x,y) < 2, whenever either x or y is of prime

power order.
The above stated lemma holds for I'voc(G) and I'sco(G).

Theorem 3.2. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'ncco(G) and I'sco(G) is a cograph.

10



G ~ wY is the path. Clearly, each element of G are power of some

Proof. Suppose, ¢ ~ ¢y ~ z
prime order. If such a path exists then all vertices must have order power of the same prime.
Elsewhere, G contains an element whose order is a product of two primes that contradicts the fact
that G is an EPPO group. Since by the Lemma [B.1] the distance between any two elements, whose
orders are a power of the same prime, is at most 1 so such path does not exist in I'vcc(G). Now
from Lemma[3.1] we know that d(z,y) < 2, whenever either z or y is of prime power order. Since G

is an EPPO group so it is not possible to exists the path Py in I'scc(G). Thus we concluded. O

Theorem 3.3. Let G be a group of order pq, where p, q are distinct primes. Then I'coco(G), Incco(G),
and I'scc(G) is a cograph.

Proof. Let G be a group of order pg and we assume p > ¢q. Clearly, G is a solvable group,
and therefore I'scc(G) is a complete graph and so it is a cograph. If G is cyclic then clearly
I'cco(G), I'voc(G) are complete graphs and hence they are cograph.

Let G be a non-cyclic group of order pg. Since GG is non-cyclic, the orders of the elements of G can
be 1 or p or q. So G is an EPPO group. Hence by Theorem B.2] I'vcc(G) is a cograph. Similarly
we can observe that I'ccc(G) is a cograph. O

Proposition 3.4. Let G = P, X Py X P3 x --- X P, be a nilpotent group with P, non abelian p
group. Then we can find p + 1 number of elements ay,--- ,a,+1 in P, which are non commuting

and non conjugate with each other.

Proof. Let Z(P1) ={a € P; | ap1 = p1a ¥p1 € P1} and Cp,(a1) = {a € P; | aa; = aja}. Consider
the subgroup H := (a1, Z(P1)). As Z(P;) C Cp,(a1), so H C Cp/(a1). As P is a p -group, so
we will get a maximal subgroup M; in P; containing Cp, (a1). Choose ag outside of M, so ag is
not an element of Cp, (a1). Hence ag does not commute with a;. Also ag is outside of the normal
subgroup M;. Hence a9 is not conjugate to a;. Now consider Cp, (a2) and a maximal subgroup My
containing Cp, (a2). Choose a3 outside of M; and My, so a3z does not commute with ag as well as
a1 neither it is conjugate to a1 and as. In the similar manner we can carry out this process to find
the required elements. Consider M7 and Ms since they are normal so is their intersection My N Mo.
Consider the quotient group ﬁ. This will be either isomorphic to Z,2 or Z, x Z,. Since there

are two subgroups of order p in M1ﬁ1M2 so it is isomorphic to Z, x Z,. In Z, x Z, we have p + 1

elements of order p whose corresponding subgroups in P; will be maximal subgroups containing

centralizers of a; € P, V1 <i < p+ 1 so we have p + 1 such a;. O

Theorem 3.5. Let G be a finite nilpotent group which is not a p-group. Then I'ccc(G) is cograph
if G is either an abelian group or a non-abelian group whose exactly one Sylow subgroup of G is
non-abelian whose commuting conjugacy class graph is cograph and all other Sylow subgroups are

abelian.
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Proof. Let G be a finite nilpotent group such that I'ccc(G) is cograpg. If G is abelian then there is
nothing to prove. So, let us take GG as a non-abelian group such that G &£ P; x Py X --- X P., where
P; are the Sylow p;-subgroup for 1 < ¢ < k. We claim that exactly one Sylow subgroup of G can
be non-abelian. Suppose, P;, P, are non-abelian. There exist elements a1,a2 € P; and by,by € P
such that ajas # asay and biby # boby. Also using Proposition [B4] we can find a1 and as which are
non commuting and non conjugate. Similar arguments for b; and by. Since order of a;b; (i # j), a1
and by are different so they are not in the same conjugacy class. Again a; and as are not conjugate
S0 agb and apby are not conjugate. Then I'coc(G) contains the induced path (agb§, 0§, af, a1b5).
Thus, exactly one Sylow subgroup of G is non-abelian and all other Sylow subgroups are abelian.
Let P; be non-abelian. Clearly as I'ccc(G) is cograph so is T'oco(Pr).

O

Theorem 3.6. Let G = 2By(q), where ¢ = 22", r = 2", Then I'ccc(G) and I'yce(G) is a
cograph.

Proof. The non-trivial conjugacy classes of G are: single class of order 2, two classes of order 4,
(¢—2) (¢ —2r) (q+2r)
2 4

4
q+2r+1.
Now the subgroups of G are only Co, Cy, Cy—1, Dy—1, Cyt2r+1 : 4 and the smaller suzuki group.

classes of order

classes of order q — 1, classes of order ¢ — 2r + 1 and

Among these, the only nilpotent subgroups are Cy, Cs and Cy_. Clearly, any two different classes
of order C;_; are non-adjacent. So, I'ccc(G) as well as I'vcc(G) contains an induced path of
length at most 2 (this path formed by the class of order 2 and order 4). Thus, I'ccc(G) and
I'nec(G) is a cograph. O

Theorem 3.7. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'ncc(G) and I'scc(G) is chordal.
Proof. The proof is similar to the Theorem O

Theorem 3.8. Let G be a finite nilpotent group which is not a p-group. Then I'ccco(G) is chordal
if G is either an abelian group or a non-abelian group whose exactly one Sylow subgroup of G is
non-abelian whose commuting conjugacy class graph is chordal and all other Sylow subgroups are

abelian.

Proof. Let G be a finite nilpotent group such that I'coc(G) is chordal. If G is abelian then there
is nothing to prove. So, let us take G as a non-abelian group such that G &2 P; X P, X -+ X Py,
where P; are the Sylow p;-subgroup for 1 < i < k. We claim that exactly one Sylow subgroup of G
can be non-abelian. Suppose, P;, P, are non-abelian. Then using Proposition 3.4] we can say there
exist elements aq,as € P; which are non commuting and non conjugate. Similar arguments for the

elements b, and by in P». Then I'ccc(G) contains the induced cycle (af,bG,ag,bG,af). Thus,

12



exactly one Sylow subgroup of GG is non-abelian and all other Sylow subgroups are abelian. Let P;
be non-abelian. Clearly as I'ccc(G) is chordal so is I'coo(Pr).
O

Theorem 3.9. Let G = 2p,(q), where ¢ = 22" r = 2", Then I'coc(G) and I'ncco(G) is a
chordal graph.

Proof. Arguments are the same as done in Theorem O

Proposition 3.10. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'ccoc(G) is 2Ka-free if and only G is either
an abelian p-group (for some prime p) or a generalized quaternion group or an EPO group or a non-
abelian group whose one Sylow subgroup is either abelian group of prime power order or generalized

quaternion group and all other Sylow subgroups are EPO group.

Proof. Let G be an EPPO group such that I'coco(G) is 2Ka-free.

a) First assume that G is a p-group. If G is an abelian p-group then there is nothing to prove.
Let us consider G to be a non-abelian p-group. Let G have a unique minimal subgroup that is
contained in all subgroups of order power of p. Then G is the generalized quaternion group and
one can check that I'occ(G) is 2Ks-free.

Now consider that G is a group that has more than one subgroup of order p. In that case, if G has
two elements, say a,b, whose orders are power of p with (a) N (b) = {e}, then I'ccc(G) contains
2Ky by the pair {a%, (a?)F} and {b%, (b*)F}. This leads to a contradiction to our assumption that
I'cco(G) is 2Ks-free. Hence G can have a unique cyclic subgroup of order power of p. This implies
that G must be cyclic, which is a contradiction as we assume G to be a non-abelian group. So,
in this case, G must be an EPO group (a group whose every non-identity elements are of prime
order).

Therefore, if G is a p-group such that I'ccc(G) is 2Ks-free then G is either an abelian p-group or
a generalized quaternion group or an EPO group.

b) Next consider G is not a p-group. If G is abelian then it is clear. So let us assume that G is
non-abelian. Consider the Sylow subgroups of G. If G has two Sylow subgroups that contain an
element of prime power order then clearly I'ccc(G) has 2K,. Thus G can have only one Sylow
subgroup that contains an element of prime power order and all others must be an EPO group.
Again, let P be the Sylow p-subgroup of G that has an element of prime power order. Since P
is a p-group and I'ccoco(G) is 2Ka-free so P must be either an abelian p-group or a generalized
quaternion group (see a)). On the other hand, if P has no element of order power of p then G is
an EPO group.

Converse is immediate. O

Lemma 3.11. Let G be a finite nilpotent group. Then Iccoc(G) is 2Ka-free if and only if G is
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abelian.

Proof. Let G = Py X Py x -+ x P, such that I'ccco(G) is 2Ka-free. If possible let G be non-abelian.
Then at least one of P; (for 1 < ¢ < r), say P, is non-abelian. So, using Proposition 3.4] there exist
elements a1, as € P; which are non-commuting and non conjugates. Let b € P». As b lies in different
Sylow subgroup, so ai, as and b; are non conjugatesa. Also order of a; and a;b are different, so
they are also non conjugates. Then I'coo(G) contains the pair {af’,a16%} and {a$', a2b%} that
form 2K5. Hence all P; (for 1 <14 < r) must be abelian and so is G.

Conversely, if G is abelian then I'coco(G) is a complete graph. So it is 2Ks-free. O

From the above lemma, the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 3.12. Let G be a finite nilpotent group. Then I'ccc(G) is a split graph, threshold graph
if and only if G is abelian.

Theorem 3.13. Let G be a finite nilpotent group which is not a p-group. Then I'ccoc(G) is

claw-free if and only if G an abelian.

Proof. Let G be an alelian group. So definitely I'coco(G) is claw-free. Conversely, suppose I'coco(G)
is claw-free. We want to prove GG is abelian. Suppose, G is not an abelian group and G =
Py x Pyx---P.. Since G is non-abelian so altest one of P; is not abelian. Let P, be non-abelian. So
using Proposition B4l there exists aj, as and az in P; such that they are non commuting and non
conjugates. Let us consider the elements b € P,. Then, I'ccc(G) has a claw with three pendant
vertices as: (a1b)7, (a2b)%, (ash)® and the central vertices as b%. As I'coo(G) is claw-free, so G

must be abelian. O

Using the similar argument as done in Theorem [3.3] we can conclude the following.
Theorem 3.14. Let G be a group of order pq, where p,q are distinct primes. Then I'coco(G), I'ncc(G),
I'scc(G) is a chordal graph, split graph, threshold graph, and claw-free.
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