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Abstract

The isomorphism problem for digraphs is a fundamental problem in graph theory. This
problem for Cayley digraphs has been extensively investigated over the last half a century. In
this paper, we consider this problem for m-Cayley digraphs which are generalization of Cayley
digraphs. Let m be a positive integer. A digraph admitting a group G of automorphisms
acting semiregularly on the vertices with exactly m orbits is called an m-Cayley digraph of
G. In particular, 1-Cayley digraph is just the Cayley digraph. We first characterize the
normalizer of G in the full automorphism group of an m-Cayley digraph of a finite group
G. This generalizes a similar result for Cayley digraph achieved by Godsil in 1981. Then
we use this to study the isomorphisms of m-Cayley digraphs. The Cl-property of a Cayley
digraph (CI stands for ‘Cayley isomorphism’) and the DCI-groups (whose Cayley digraphs
are all Cl-digraphs) are two key topics in the study of isomorphisms of Cayley digraphs.
We generalize these concepts into m-Cayley digraphs by defining mCI- and mPCI-digraphs,
and correspondingly, mDCI- and mPDCI-groups. Analogues to Babai’s criterion for CI-
digraphs are given for mCI- and mPClI-digraphs, respectively. With these we then classify
finite mDCI-groups for each m > 2, and finite mPDCI-groups for each m > 4. Similar results
are also obtained for m-Cayley graphs. Note that 1DCI-groups are just DCI-groups, and the
classification of finite DCI-groups is a long-standing open problem that has been worked on
a lot.
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1 Introduction

A digraph I' is an ordered pair (V(I'), Arc(I')), where V(I') is a non-empty set and Arc(I'), called
the arc set of I', is a subset of V(I') x V(I'). The digraph I' is called a graph if Arc(I') is
symmetric, that is, (u,v) € Arc(I') implies (v,u) € Arc(I'), where I' has the edge set E(I') =
{{u,v} : (u,v) € Arc(I')}. On the other way, a graph ¥ is identified as a digraph by defining
Arc(X) = {(u,v) : {u,v} € E(X)}. The complement I'® of a digraph I is the digraph with vertex
set V(I') and arc set Arc(I'®) = {(u,v) : (u,v) &€ Arc(I')}. Denote by Aut(I') the automorphism
group of I'. Then (I'*)¢ = I" and Aut(I') = Aut(I'°). Clearly, one of I' and I'* must be connected.
Let U and V be subsets of V(I'). Denote by [U]r the induced subdigraph of I" with vertex set U
and arc set Arc([U]r) = {(u1,u2) € Arc(I') : wuy,us € U}. Denote by [U, V]r the subdigraph of T
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with vertex set U UV and arc set Arc([U, V]r) = {(u,v) € Arc(I') : u € U,v € V}. If there is no
confusion, we omit the subscript I" for [U]r and [U, V]r. Throughout this paper, all digraphs are
finite and simple (no self-loop or multi-arc), and all groups are finite.

Let I" be a digraph and let G < Aut(I') be semiregular on V(I') with m orbits (semiregular
means that the stabilizer G, = 1 for every u € V(I')). Then I' can be presented as an m-Cayley
digraph T = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <i,5 < m) of G (see [16]) with respect to m? subsets S;; of G such
that

V(D)= |J Gi, where G; ={z;: z € G},
1<i<m
AI‘C(P) = U {(ZIZ’Z, (Sl’)j) 18 € SZ'J,ZE c G}

1<i,j<m

In particular, we may identify the semiregular automorphism group G with the right multiplication
of G, namely R,,,(G) = {Rn(g) : g € G}, where R,,(g) is the permutation on V(I') defined by:

Rin(g) : xi— (zg);, forallz € Gand 1 <i<m.

If S;; = 0 for all ¢, then T" is called an m-PCayley digraph. Note that ' is an m-Cayley graph
if and only if S;; = Sj_i1 for each pair (i,7), and the identity 1 of G is not in each S;; because T’
has no self-loop. The m-Cayley digraphs contain several well-known families of digraphs, such as
Cayley digraphs (1-Cayley digraphs), bi-Cayley graphs (2-Cayley digraphs), and Haar digraphs
(2-PCayley digraphs) in the literature.

A Cayley (di)graph Cay(G,S) is said to be CI (CI stands for Cayley isomorphism) if, for
any Cayley (di)graph Cay(G,T), whenever Cay(G,S) = Cay(G,T) we have S = T for some
a € Aut(G). A group G is called a DCI-group or Cl-group if any Cayley digraph or graph of G is
CI, respectively. There are two long open questions for CI-problems:

o Which Cayley (di)graphs for a group G are CI?
o Which groups are DCI-groups or Cl-groups?

Numerous papers have been published on these two questions, for which the reader may refer
to the survey papers [30, [49]. Omne of the remarkable achievements on these questions is the
classifications of cyclic DCI-groups and cyclic CI-groups, the study of which dates back to 1967
when Adém conjectured in [I] that every cyclic group is a CI-group. In 1970, Elspas and Turner [20]
disproved Addm conjecture. Since then, a lot of work have been devoted to the classification
of cyclic Cl-groups. Based on contributions of many researchers like Elspas and Turner [20],
Djokovi¢ [14], Turner [44], Babai [5], Alspach and Parsons [3], Godsil [22] and Palfy [37], the cyclic
DClI-groups and Cl-groups were finally classified by Muzychuk [33], 35] in 1997. After this, many
people have worked on seeking general DCI-groups and CI-groups, and a lot of work have been
done over last fifty years (see for instance [2] [7, 15, [I8] 21, 29 B4, 43, 136, (40} 4T, 42} [47, 32]).
In 2007, Li et al. in [31] gave an explicit list of candidates for finite CI-groups. However, it is
very hard to determine whether a particular group in the list is a DCI-group or a Cl-group. For
example, the dihedral group is a group in the list, and the problem of classifying dihedral CI-groups
is still widely open (see [5] (111, [I8], 19} 46, 48| [26] for some progress on this problem).

In 2015, Arezoomand and Taeri [4] initiated the study of isomorphism problem for 2-Cayley
graphs, and they introduced the following concept: a 2-Cayley graph I' = Cay(G, {S11, S12, So1, S22})
is called a SCI-graph (SCI stands for semi-Cayley isomorphism) if, for any 2-Cayley graph ¥ of G
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isomorphic to I, there exists some a € Ns,, ., (R(G)) such that I'* = 3 (see [4, Lemma 1.1] and
Proposition 24 for the definition of such an «). In particular, I" is called a 0-type-SCI-graph if T’
is a 2-PCayley graph that satisfies the above conditions.

In this paper, we shall study the isomorphism problem for the general m-Cayley digraphs.
Similar to the concepts of CI-(di)graphs and SCI-graphs, we introduce the mCI-(di)graphs.

o An m-Cayley (di)graph I" of G is said to be mCI (mCI stands for m-Cayley isomorphism)
if, for any m-Cayley (di)graph X of G isomorphic to I, there exists some o € Ny, ., (R(G))
such that ['* = 3.

Similarly, for m-PCayley (di)graphs, we define mPCI-(di)graphs.

o An m-PCayley (di)graph I' of G is said to be mPCI if, for any m-PCayley (di)graph ¥ of G
such that there is an isomorphism from I' to 3 keeping {G1, G, - - , G,,} invariant, there is
some n € Ns, ., (R(G)) such that I'" = 3.

Note that 1CI-(di)graph is exactly the same as CI-(di)graph, 2PCI-graph is the same as 0-type-
SCl-graph in [4], and by Corollary 24 and Proposition 2], we shall see that 2CI-graph is exactly
the same as SCI-graph.

In the study of isomorphism problem for (di)graphs, it is quite helpful to gain as much informa-
tion as possible for the group of automorphisms of the (di)graph. This is particular true for Cayley
(di)graphs. Let I' be a Cayley (di)graph of a group G. In 1981, Godsil [23] determined the normal-
izer of R(G) in Aut(I"). This result has been successfully used in the study of automorphisms and
isomorphisms of Cayley digraphs (see for example [23, 24} [30, [49]). Another important tool in the
study of isomorphisms of Cayley (di)graphs is Babai’s criterion for Cl-digraph: A Cayley (di)graph
[' = Cay(G, S) of a group G is CI if and only if all regular subgroups of Aut(I') isomorphic to G
are conjugate. This was proved by Babai in [9], and plays a key role in the study of Cl-digraphs.
Considering the importance of the above two results, it is natural to generalize them to the general
m-Cayley (di)graphs.

Let m be a positive integer and let I' be an m-Cayley (di)graph of a group G. When m = 1,
it is well-known that the normalizer Ng,, ., (R(G)) of R(G) in Sy(r) equals R(G) x Aut(G), which
is called the holomorph of G (see [38, pp.36-37]). In this paper, we first generalize this result
to all R,,(G) by determining the normalizer of R,,(G) in the symmetric group Sy(r) for all m
(see Theorem [23]). Applying this, we determine the normalizer of R,,(G) in Aut(I') and some
subgroups of the normalizer (see Theorem B.]), which generalizes the above mentioned result of
Godesil for Cayley (di)graphs in [23]. Then we generalize the Babai’s criterion for CI-(di)graphs to
all mCI-(di)graphs and mPCI-(di)graphs by using the characterization of the normalizer of R,,(G)
in Aut(I') (see Theorems and [L0). The criterions for mCI-(di)graphs and mPCI-(di)graphs
are then used to classify the mDCI-groups, mCI-groups, mPDCI-groups and mPCI-groups which
are defined below.

A group G is called an mDCI-group or an mCI-group if every m-Cayley digraph or graph of
G is mClI, respectively. Similarly, we can define mPDCI-groups and mPClI-groups. For m > 2, we
shall prove that every mDCI-group (mCI-group, mPDCI-group and mPCI-groups, respectively)
is (m — 1)DCI-group ((m — 1)ClI-group, (m — 1)PDCI-group and (m — 1)PCl-groups, respectively)
(see Theorem [.3]). This together with [4, Theorem B] enable us to obtain a classification of
mDCI-groups and mClI-groups for every m > 2 (see Theorem [5.4)):

o A group G is mCI if and only if either m =2 and G =1 or Z3, or m > 3 and G = 1;

3



o A group G is mDCI if and only if G = 1.

Furthermore, we also give a classification of mPCI-groups and mPDCI-groups for every m > 4
(see Theorem [B.10):

e A group G is mPCI if and only if G = 1, Zs, or G = Z3 or Dg with m = 4 or 5.
o A group G is mPDCI if and only if G = 1 or Z,.

It is worthy to note that a subgroup of an mPClI-group with m > 3 is also mPCI, see Theorem
However, we do not know whether it is true for m = 2. It is well known that a subgroup of a
Cl-group is CI (see [5, Lemma 3.2]).

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we determine the normalizer Ng,(G) of a
semiregular permutation group G on a set {2 in the symmetric Sq, the centralizer Cs,(G) of G
in Sq, and the kernel of Ng,(G) acting on the orbit set of G. In Section B based on the results
in Section 2] we characterize the normalizer of R(G) in the automorphism group of an m-Cayley
digraph of a group G and some subgroups of the normalizer. In Section ], we prove the criterions
for mCI-(di)graphs and mPCI-(di)graphs, and in Section B we investigate the classifications of
mDCI-groups, mCIl-groups, mPCl-groups and mPDCI-groups.

To end this section we fix some notation used in this paper. The notation for groups in this
paper is standard; see [I3] for example. In particular, denote by Z,, and Z the additive group
of integer numbers modulo m, and the multiplicative group of numbers coprime to m in Z,,, by
D,, the dihedral group of order m, and by S,, the symmetric group of degree m, respectively.
Also, we denote by Sq the symmetric group on the set 0. For a prime p, we use Z' to denote
the elementary abelian group of order p™. For two groups A and B, A x B stands for the direct
product of A and B, and A x B for a split extension or a semi-direct product of A by B.

2 Normalizer of a semiregular group

In this section we give an explicit construction of the normalizer of a semiregular permutation
group on a set {2 in the symmetric group Sq, and study some subgroups of the normalizer. Recall
that two permutation groups X < Sx and X’ < Sas are called permutation isomorphic if there
exists a bijection A : A — A’ and a group isomorphism ¢ : X +— X’ such that a® = o**” for all
ac€Aandzx e X.

Let G be a semiregular permutation group on a set €2 with m orbits for some positive integer
m. Set

V =U",G; with G; ={g; : g€ G}, and R(G) ={R(g9) : g€ G},

where R(g) is the right multiplication of g on V/, that is, R(g) : x; — (zg);, forallz € G and 1 <
i <m. Then R(G) is a semiregular permutation group on V' with m orbits: Gy, Gy, -+, G,,. For
simplicity of notation, from now on and beyond, we write R(G) instead of R,,(G), as given in
Section [Il The following lemma is standard, and for the integrity, we give a simple proof.

Lemma 2.1. The permutation groups G (on Q) and R(G) (on V') are permutation isomorphic.

Proof. Let Qq, Qq, -+, €, be all orbits of G on 2 and assume that «; € €); for each 1 < i < m.
Since G is semiregular, the map

Aol g, Vge G, 1<i<m. (2.1)

4



is a bijection from €2 to V', which indeed induces a bijection from every £2; to G;. Let ¢ be the
isomorphism from G to R(G), defined by

v:g— R(g),Vg € G. (2.2)

Note that every element in €2 has the form a? for some 1 <7 <m and h € G. Then for all g € G
and o € Q, we have

(i) = (@) = (hg)i = (h)™? = (] M = (af ).

This proves that G (on 2) and R(G) (on V') are permutation isomorphic. O

Note that A and ¢, given in Eqs (2I)) and (2.2)), induce the permutation isomorphic between
G and R(G), that is, a9 = " for all « € Q and g € G. It follows that g = AR(g)\~! for all
g € GG, and then it is easy to check that

Nsgo(G) = ANs, (R(G)A™,

where Ng,(G) and Ng, (R(G)) are the normalizers of G and R(G) in S and Sy, respectively.
Thus, to determine Ng,(G), it suffices to determine the normalizer Ny, (R(G)) of R(G) in Sy.
Denote by Cs,, (R(G)) the centralizer of R(G) in Sy.
From now on, we consider Ng, (R(G)) and its subgroups. For simplicity, set

N = N, (R(G)), C = Cs,(R(G)), and G :={G1,G,...,Gm}.

Then G is the orbit set of R(G) on V. Since R(G) is semiregular, N is transitive on V', and since
R(G) <4 N, G is a complete imprimitive block system of N. Let K be the kernel of N on G. Then

K={neN : G} =G, for every 1 <i <m}.
For g € G and 1 <1i < m, define L;(g) by
Li(g): zi~ (¢7'2);, and x; — x; for all 2 € G and 1 < j < m with j # 1.
Then L;(g) is a permutation on V. Set

Li={Li(g) : g€ G} and L =L1Ly--- Ly,

Then L; is a permutation group on V', which is regular on G; and fixes J G; pointwise. It is easy
J#i
to see that for all 1 <4,7 <m with ¢ # j, L, N L; =1 and L; and L; commutes pointwise. Thus,

L=Li xLyx--+-XL,,.

Clearly, |L;| = |R(G)| = |G| and |L| = |G|™.

Recall that S,, is the symmetric group on {1,2,--- ,m}, and Aut(G) is the automorphism
group of G. We view them as permutation groups on V' as follows: for every o € S,,, a € Aut(G),
i€{1,2,...,m} and x € G:

0T > T, a: x> (%),



Theorem 2.2. C =L x S,,.

Proof. For g,h € G and 1 < i < m, we have 29 — (p=1zg), = 9L anq xfi(h)R(g) =

(xg); = :Ef(g)Li(h) for all 1 < j < m with j # ¢. It follows that L;(h)R(g) = R(g)L;(h), and hence
L=LixLyx---xL,, <C.

For g € G and o € S,,, we have x?R(g) = (29)i = :CZR(Q)U forall 1 < i <m and x € G. This
implies that S,, < C.

Note that S,, acts faithfully on G = {G1,Gs,- -+ , G}, and since L fixes G; for all 1 <i < m,
we have LNS,, = 1.

Take g € G and 0 € S,,. For each 1 < i < m, we have x?ilL"(g)a = (¢g7tx); = xf“’(g) when

“1Li(g)o _ Lio (g

j =17, and x} =1; = ) when j # i°. Then we have:

o0 'Li(g)o = Li-(g), forall g € G,0 € S,,, and 1 < i < m. (2.3)

Thus, (L;)? = L, and hence S,,, normalizes L. It follows L x S,, < C.

Let H = K N C, that is, the kernel of C on G = {G4, -+ ,G,,}. Then C/H < S,,. Clearly,
L < H. To prove C' = L x S,,, it suffices to prove H = L.

For every 1 < i < m, consider the constituent H% of H on G, that is, the permutation group
restricted by H on G;. Let H; be the kernel of H acting on G;. Then H/H; = H @i (Clearly,
HyNHyN---NH,, =1. Since R(G) is semiregular on V with orbit set G, the constituent R(G)%
of R(G) on G, is a regular permutation group on G;. Note that G; is an orbit of L; and the
constituent LZGZ' is also a regular permutation group on G;, which centralizes R(G)%. By [I7,
Lemma 4.2A], Cs,, (R(G)%) = L, and so |Cs,, (R(G)%)| = |L{"| = |G|

Since H < C, we have H% < C’SGi(R(G)Gi) — LY and hence |H/H;| = |H%| < |G|. Note
that H = H/(H, N Hy N ---N H,,) is isomorphic to a subgroup of H/Hy x H/Hy x -+ x H/H,,.
Thus, |H| < |G|™. Then it follows from L < H and |L| = |G| that H = L, as required. O

By Theorem [2.2] the centralizer of a semiregular permutation group on € in Sg is transitive
(also see [17, Exercise 4.2.5]). In particular, Theorem implies C' = L(G) for m = 1, which is
well-known (see [I7, Lemma 4.2A]).

Theorem 2.3. N = (L; X -+ X Ly,) % (S,, X Aut(Q)).
Proof. Let R(g) € R(G) and o € Aut(G). Then we have

a~1R(g)a

Ly

= (2% "9)% = (zg®); = 2 forallz € Gand 1 <i < m.

It follows
R(g)* = R(g), for all g € G and a € Aut(G). (2.4)

This implies that Aut(G) normalizes R(G), that is, Aut(G) < N.

By Theorem 22, C = L x S,, < N. Let 0 € S,, and o € Aut(G). For every z € G and
1 < i < m, we have (2;)* = (2%); = (2;)7%, and so S,, commutes with Aut(G) pointwise.
Assume 0 = a € S, N Aut(G). Then z; = (2;)7 = (x;)* = (%);, forcing i =i and 2 = z. It
follows 0 = a = 1, and hence S,,Aut(G) = S,, x Aut(G) < N.

Take o € Aut(G) and Li(g) € L; with g € G. For z € G, we have (z;)* Ll = (g=oz); =

xfi(ga) for j =i, and (z;)* L9 = g; = xfi(ga) for all 1 < j < m with j # 4. It follows

a 'Li(g)a = Li(g%), for all g € G,a € Aut(G) and 1 < i < m. (2.5)
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This means (L;)* = L;, and hence Aut(G) normalizes every L;. In particular, Aut(G) normalizes
L, and so by Theorem 2.2] S,, x Aut(G) normalizes L.

Assume that Lq(g1)L2(92) - Lin(gm) = oa for some ¢1,g9,- - ,gm € G, 0 € S, and o €
Aut(@). Forall z € G and 1 < i < m, we have (g, 'z); = a9 Emlom) — poa — (4o,
This implies i = i and g; 'z = 2 Since 1 < i < m, we have ¢ = 1, and by taking z = 1 we
have g; = 1. It follows L1(g1)La(g2) -+ - Lin(gm) = 1, and hence L N (S,, x Aut(G)) = 1. Thus,
L(S;, x Aut(GQ)) = L x (S,, x Aut(G)) < N.

By the N/C Theorem (see [I7]), |N|/|C| < |[Aut(R(G))| = |Aut(G)|. Since C' = L x S,
we have |N| < |C||Aut(G)| = |L| - |Si| - |Aut(G)|, and since L x (S,, x Aut(G)) < N, we have
N =L x (S, x Aut(G)) = (Ly X La X - -+ X Ly,) % (Sp, X Aut(Q)). O

By Theorems and 23], the group structures of C' = (L X Ly X -+- X L) xS, and N =
(Ly X -+ X Ly) x (Sp, x Aut(G)) are completely determined by Eq (Z3) and Eq (2.3).

By Egs (Z4) and (2.3]), Aut(G) normalizes R(G) and L; for every 1 <i < m. Let 1 <r < m.
It is easy to see that R(G) N (Ly X +++ X L,y X L,y1 X --- X L;,) = 1 by considering its action on
G,, and by Theorem 2.2]

L1 . 'Lr_lR(G)LT+1 . LmAU.t<G) = (Ll X X Lr—l X R(G) X Lr+1 X X Lm) X Aut(G)
For g € G, let Inn(g) be the inner automorphism of G induced by g, that is, N0 — 49 for
all z € G. It is easy to check that Li(g)L2(g)- - Ln(9)R(g9) = Inn(g) € Aut(G), and hence
(L1 X Lo X+« X L) X Aut(G) = (L1 X -+ - X L1 X R(G) X Lypyq1 X - -+ X Lp,) x Aut(QG) for every
1 <r <m. Then Theorem implies the following.

Corollary 2.4. N = ((Ly X --- x L,y X R(G) x Ly41 X -+ x Ly,) x Aut(G)) x S, for every
1< r<m.

By Corollary 24, if m = 1, then N = R(G) x Aut(G), which is the well-known holomorph of
G (see [17, Corollary 4.2B]). Recall that K is the kernel of N acting on G = {G1, Gy, -+, G}

Corollary 2.5. The group K = LxAut(G) = (Ly X+ X L1 X R(G) X Ly41 X - - - X Ly, ) x Aut(G)
for every 1 <r < m.

For every 1 < r < m, Let N;, and K;, be the stabilizers of 1, in N and K respectively,
and Ng, the block stabilizer of G, in N. The group S,, induces the symmetric group on G =
{G1,Ga,...,Gn}. Let (Sp)q, be the setwise stabilizer of G, in the group S,,. By the definition
of Sy, (Sm)a, = Spm1 fixes each point in G,.

Corollary 2.6. For every 1 < r < m, we have Ny, = (L1 X -+ X Lyp_1 X L1 X -+ X Ly) X
((Sm)a, X Aut(G)), Ng, = (L1 X -+ X L) X ((Spm)a, X Aut(G)), and Ky, = (Ly X -+ x L1 X
Lyiq X -+ X Ly) ¥ Aut(G).

Proof. By Eq (23) and Eq (Z3)), (Sm)¢, and Aut(G) normalize (Ly X -+ X Ly—1 X Lyjq X+ -+ X Lyy,),
and by definitions of L; and Aut(G), both (Ly X -+ X L,_1 X L,y 1 X -+ X L,) and Aut(G) fix 1,.
Since (S,,)q, fixes r, it also fixes 1,., and by Theorem 23] (L1 X -+ X L1 X Lyyq X -++ X Ly,) X
((Sm)a, x Aut(G)) < Ni,. On the other hand, the transitivity of N on V implies | Ny, | = |N|/|V] =
|G| (m — 1)!|Aut(G)|, and hence Ny, = (L1 X+ X Ly_1 X Lpy1 X -+ X L) ¥ ((Sp) g, X Aut(G)).

Since G, is an imprimitive block of N, we have N;, < Ng,. Clearly, L, < Ng, is transitive on
G,, and hence N, = L, N;,. Since |L,| = |G|, we have Ng, = (L1 X+ X Ly,) X ((Si)q, X Aut(G)).
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Since L, < K, K is transitive on G, and hence K = L, Kj-. By Corollary 25, K = LxAut(G),
and since L, N K- = 1, we have |Ky-| = |K|/|G| = |G|™'|Aut(G)|. Note that (Ly X -+ X L,_; X
Lyyq X oo X Ly) x Aut(G) < Ki,. Since |[(Ly X -+ X Loy X Lyyq X -+ X L) x Aut(G)| =
|G| HAw(G)| = | Kyr|, we have Ky, = (L1 X +++ X L,y X Lyyq X -+ X Ly,) x Aut(G). O]

Let m > 2. For convenience, we write V,, =V = Gy UGyU---UG,, and V,,_1 = G; U
GoU---UGp,_1. Recall that R(G) < Sy, is semiregular on V,, with orbits set {G1,Ga, -+, G},
and the constituent R(G)""1 of R(G) on V,,_; is a semiregular group on V,,_; with orbits set
{G1,Ga, -+ ,Gp1}. We still use R(G) to denote this constituent, that is R(G)""—! = R(G), and
this makes no confusion in the context. By Theorem 2.3, Ng, ~ (R(G)) = (L1 X -+ X Ly1) %
(Sm—1 X Aut(@)). By Corollary 2.6, Ng,, = (L1 X -+ - X Ly,) % ((Sp)a,, X Aut(G)), and hence the
kernel of Ng,, on V,,,_1 is L,. It follows that |Ng:§’1\ = |GI™ S| |Aut(G)| = [Ns,  (R(G))]-
Noting that Ng,, = Ny,,_,, we have the following result.

Corollary 2.7. Ng,  (R(G)) = Ng»™ = Ny}
To end this section, we prove the following result for later use.

Theorem 2.8. Let G and H are two isomorphic semireqular permutation groups on a finite set
Q. Then H and G are conjugate in Sq.

Proof. Since G is semiregular, it has |Q|/|G| orbits on Q, and similarly, H has |2|/|H| orbits.
Since G = H, we may write m = |Q|/|G| = |Q|/|H|. Let Q = {Qy,Qs,---,Q,} and A =
{A},Ay,---, A} be the orbit sets of G and H on €, respectively. Then 2 and A are partitions
of Q, that is, Q = QU ---UQ,, = Ay U---UA, with ;N Q; =0 and A; NA; = 0 for all
i # j. For every 1 <i < m, take a; € ; and 3; € A;. Then ; = af and A; = 8. Let a be an
isomorphism from G to H. Then G* = H. Define a map ¢ on €2 as follows:

o a§|—>6§a, forallge Gand 1<i<m.
Let of' = af? € Q with g1,9o € G. Then i = j because = af forall 1 <k <m and Qis a
partition of €, and hence g; = g, because G is semiregular. It follows that j3; - ngg, and so o is
well defined. On the other hand, let 3/ (- ngg“ Since H is semiregular, a similar argument above
gives rise to ¢ = j and ¢y = ¢, and since « is an isomorphism from G to H, we have ¢; = ¢o. It

follows that o' = o, that is, o is injective. Since (2 is finite, o is a bijection and hence o € Sq.
Recall that G and H are semiregular subgroups of Sq. Let g € G. Take an arbitrary 8 € Q

with 7 € H. Since (84)7" = al* ", we have (82)9" = (8)7 9 = (ol )oo = g 9" = (ghyo",

and by the arbitrariness of 8 in Q, we gave ¢° = ¢g®. By the arbitrariness of g in G, we have
G? = G*“ = H, and hence G is conjugate to H in Sq,. O

3 m-Cayley digraph and its automorphisms

Let m be a positive integer. For every 1 <1i,j < m, let S;; be subsets of G with 1 ¢ S;,;. Let V'
be the vertex set of the m-Cayley digraph I' = Cay (G, S;; : 1 <4,j <m) of G. Then

V=V({I)= |J Gi where G; ={z;:z € G},
1<i<m

Arc(T) = |J {(z (s2);): s € Sij,z € G}

1<i,j<m



It is easy to see that a digraph I' is an m-Cayley digraph of G if and only if Aut(I") has a subgroup
isomorphic to G acting semiregularly on the vertex set V(I') with m orbits (see [16]).

The notations in Section2] like G = {G1, Ga, - -+ , G}, R(G), N = Ng,,. (R(G)), C = Cs,, (R(G)),
Li, Sy, Aut(G), K (the kernel of N on G), and vertex stabilizer and block stabilizer of N and K,
will be used throughout the paper.

Now we describe the normalizer of R(G) in Aut(I") and its subgroups. Write Ry = {g1, 92, , gm €
G,o€S,,} and Ry = {91,992, , gm € G, € Aut(G)}. In this section we set

N = {L1(g1) - - - Lin(gm)ao | Re,0 € Sy, Sio jo = (g] lSng) 1 <i,5 <m};

C = {Li(91) - Li(gm)o | R, Siejo = g5 'S 9,1 < i, j <m};

K {Li(g1) - Lin(gm)a | Ra, Sij = (g] 1S”gl) 1<i,j<m);
N, = {Li(g1) - Li(gm)ao | Ry, gr = 1,0 € (Sm)a,, Sie jo = (97" Si59:)" 1 <i,j < m};
No. = {Li(g1) - Ln(gm)ao | Ra,0 € (Sp)a,, Sie jo = = (955591 < i,j <m};
Ky, = {Li(g1) - Ln(gm)a | Ro,gr = 1,5, = (g;'Si9:)" 1 < i,j < m};

S, = {0€8Sm| R, Li(g1) Lin(gm)ao € N}, ]
Aut(G) = {a € Aut(G) | Ry, Li(g1) -+ Li(gm)ao € N}.

Theorem 3.1. Let I' = Cay(G,S;; : 1 <4,j < m) and A Aut(T). Then Na(R(G)) = N,
Ca(R(G)) = C, and the kernel of N acting on {G1,Gay -, G} is K. As given above, K, and
Ny, for every 1 <r < m, are stabilizers of 1, in K and N, respectwely, and NGT is the set-stabilizer

of G, in N. Furthermore, K = R(G) x Ky, Ng, = R(G) x Ny, and N = K .S,, = C.Aut(Q).

Proof. By Theorem 23] N = Ns,, ., (R(G)) = (L1 X Ly X+ - - X L) ¥ (Aut(G) X Syy,), the normalizer
of R(G) in Sy(ry. Clearly, Ny(R(G)) = NN A.

Let n € N. Then n=Li(g1) - Ln(gm)ao for some g1, ,gn € G, € Aut(G) and o € S,,.
For any (z;, (s;;);) € Arc(l'), where z € G, 1 < 4,5 <m and s;; € S; ;, we have

(i, (si52);)" = ((g "), (g5 si57)50) = (g5 " 2)5e, (95 8i59) (g7 ) ™) o). (3.1)

If n € A, by Eq 1)) we have (g;'s;;9:)* € Sijo, and then (g;'S;;9:)* C Sijo. Since n
maps G to G and G; to G0, the number of out-neighbours of 1; in G is equal to the number of
out-neighbours of 1;» in Gjo, implying that [S; ;| = |[Sw jo|. Thus, |(g; " Si;9:)% = |Si;| = [Sie jel,
and therefore, (9;'S;;9:)* = Sivjo. On the other hand, if (g;'5;;9;)* = Si-jo then Eq B1)
implies that n maps an arc of I' to an arc, forcing n € A. It follows that n € N N A if and only if
(95'55,9)* = Sio j», and by the definition of N, we have N4y(R(G)) =NNA=N.

By Theorems [2Z21 and Corollary 25, C' = (L1 X Ly X -+« X L) xS, and K = (Ly X Ly X+ -+ X
L,,) x Aut(G) are the centralizer of R(G) in Sy(r) and the kernel of N acting on the orbit set
G ={G1,Gq, -+ ,Gp} of R(G), respectively. It follows that C' N A and K N A are the centralizer
of R(G) in A and the kernel of AN N acting on G, respectively. By taking &« = 1 or ¢ = 1 in
Eq (31), an argument similar to the above paragraph gives rise to C4(R(G)) = C N A = C, and
KNA=Kas ANN = N.

Let 1 <r <m. By Corollary 2.6, Ny, = (L1 X+ X L,_1 X Lypy1 X+ X L) X ((Sp) g, X Aut(Q)),
Ng, = (L1 X -+ X L) X ((Sp)a, x Aut(G)), and Ky, = (L1 X -+ Ly X Lpyg X -+ X Ly,) X
Aut(G). Then N;, N A and K;. N A are the stabilizers of 1, in N N A and K N A respectively,
and Ng, N A is the set stabilizer of G, in N N A. Recall that NN A = Nand KNA =K.
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Using Eq (31)), an argument similar to the proof of Ny(R(G)) = N gives rise to N;, = N;, N A
{La(0)+ Lnlgm)ac | g1+ 1 gm € Grgr = Lo € AWt(G), 0 € (Sm)a Sie o = (055159 1
i,j <m}, Ki, = Kir VA = {Li(g1) - Lun(gm)a | g1, 9m € G.g, = 1,a € Aut(G), Sy
(97'85591) 1 < i,j < m}, and Ne, = Ng, N A = {Li(g1) - Luu(gm)ao | g1, gm € G0
Aut(G) (Sm)Gru SZ‘UJ'U = (gj_lsid'gi)a,l S Z,j S m}

Since R(G) < A fixes G pointwise, we have R(G) < K and R(G) < Ng,. Note that R(G) is
regular on G,. By Frattini argument, K = R(G) x K, and Ng, = R(G) x Ny, .

Recall that N = (L; x Ly X -+ X Ly) ¥ (Aut(G) x S,,). Take any two elements in N,
say L1(g1) -+ Lim(gm)ao and Ly(gy) - Lim(g,,)&/c’, where g1, -+, gm, 9}, , 9., € G,a,a’ €
Aut(G) and 0,0’ € S,,. By Eqgs (2Z3) and (Z3), L1(91) - - - Lin(gm)aoLi(g}) - - - L (g, )0’ =
Li(gi(do)* ) -+ Lin(gm(g.,0)* )ac/oe’. This implies that fa : L1(g1) - Lm(gm)ao — o and
fs + Li(g1) -+ Lin(gm)ao — o are epimorphisms from N to Aut(G) and from N to S,,, re-
spectively. Clearly, f4 and fs have kernels Ker(f4) = C = (L; X Ly X -+ X L) X S,, and
Ker(fs) = K = (L1 X Ly X - -+ X Ly,) x Aut(G).

The restriction of f4 on AN N is an epimorphism from AN N = N to Aut(G) with kernel
C' N A = C because Ker(fA) C. Tt follows that N = C.Aut(G). Similarly, since Ker(fs) = K
we have N = K.S,, O

M || I/\ I

Let m = 1. Then N = K. By Theorem Bl K, = {a | a € Aut(G), Sy, = 11} Aut(G S11)
and N = R(G) x Aut(G, Sy 1), which was given in [23]. Let m = 2. Then N = K or N = K.Z,.
By Theorem Bj], Kll = {L2(g)a | g S G,a S AU.t(G),Sll = 511,522 = ( 5229) 512 ==
(g71812)% S0 = (8219)°} = {La(9)a™" | g € G,a € Awt(G), Sy = 511,55, = g~ 297512 =
g 'S12, 55, = S219} and K = R(G) x Ky,. Then [50, Theorem 1.1] follows from the fact N = K
or N = K.Zy. Let m > 2. Then [25, Theorem 2. 3] follows from N4(R(G)) = N. Further-
more, [25, Lemma 2.4] follows from K = R(G) x Ki,, [25, Lemma 2.5] follows from N;, =
{Li(g1) - Ln(gm)ao | g1, s gm € Gog1 = Lo € Aut(G),0 € S}, 1, i jo = (g79:;0:)%, 1 <
i,j < m}, and [25, Theorem 2.6] follows from N = K.S,, and Ng, = R(G) x Ny,.

Note that N = K xS,, is a semiproduct, but N = K.S,, may not. For example, let p be a prime
and r > 2 an integer, and let m = p" and G = (a) = Z,. Take S; 41y = {1} for 1 <i <m — 1,
Sm1 = {a}, and S;; = 0 otherwise. Then I' = Cay(G, Si,j 01 <4,j < m) is a directed cycle of
length p"*'. Thus, A = Aut(T') = Z,-+1 and N = A. Clearly, the kernel K of N is R(G) = Z,.
However, N cannot be a semiproduct of K = R(G) by a group because N is cyclic.

4 Cl-properties related to m-Cayley digraphs

Recall that a Cayley (di)graph Cay(G, S) is said to be CI if, for any Cayley (di)graph Cay(G,T) =
Cay(G, S), there exists some o € Aut(G) such that 7= 5S¢, and that a group G is said to be DCI
or CI if all Cayley digraphs or Cayley graphs of G are CI, respectively. The following problems
concerning Cl-properties of Cayley digraphs have received considerable attention in the literature:

Problem (I): Which Cayley (di)graphs for a group G are CI?
Problem (IT): Which groups are DCI-groups or CI-groups?

In this section, we study Problem (I) for m-Cayley (di)graphs, and in the next section, we study
Problem (II) for m-Cayley (di)graphs.
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We use the notations in Section 2] and in this section, the normalizer N of R(G) in the
symmetric group on V = U", G, is important. By Theorem and Corollary 2.5, we have

N = (Ly X -+ X L) % (S, x Aut(G)),

where L;, S,,, and Aut(G) are given in Section To study problem (I), Babai’s criterion is a
useful tool, and in this section, we introduce some Cl-properties of m-Cayley digraphs and give
analogues to Babai’s criterion for each kind of Cl-property of m-Cayley digraphs.

4.1 mCI-(di)graphs

Definition 4.1. An m-Cayley (di)graph T is called mCI , if for every m-Cayley (di)graph ¥ of G
isomorphic to I', there isn € N such that I'™ = .

Recall that V(I') = V = U™ ,G;. For n € N < Sy, the (di)graph I'" has vertex set V(I'") =
{v":veV([)} ={v":veV}=V(I')=V and arc set Arc(I") = {(u",v") : (u,v) € Arc(I')}.

Let n € N and 1 < r < m. By Corollary [2.4], there exist g, 91,92, -+ ,9m € G with g, = 1,
a € Aut(G), and o € S,,,, such that

n = Li(g1) - Lr—1(gr—1)R(9) Lr41(gr41) - - - Lin(gm) o

Note that R(g)L;i(g:) = Li(g;)R(g) and T'f9) =T as R(g) € R(G) < Aut(I'). From Eq 31, it is
easy to see that

I' = Cay(G, Ljo jo : 1 <1i,j <m), where Lo jo = (gj_lSi,jg,-)o‘. (4.1)

From the above Equation we immediately have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let 1 < r < m. Then an m-Cayley (di)graph Cay(G,S;; : 1 < i,j < m) is
mCI if and only if whenever Cay(G,S;; : 1 < 1,5 < m) is isomorphic to an m-Cayley (di)graph
Cay(G,T;; : 1 <i,j <m), there exist « € Aut(G),0 € Sy, 91, .., 9m € G with g, = 1, such that
T jo = 955797 -

7

By Proposition[€.2] a 1-Cayley (di)graph Cay(G, Sy ) is 1CLif and only if, for any Cay (G, T7,) =
Cay(G, S1,1), there exists some a € Aut(G) such that T3y = S§y. Thus, the 1CI is exactly the CI
for Cayley (di)graph.

Again by Proposition B2, a 2-Cayley (di)graph Cay(G,S;; : 1 < 4,5 < 2) is 2CI if and
only if, for any Cay(G,T;; : 1 < 4,5 < 2) isomorphic to Cay(G,S;; : 1 < i,j < 2), there
exists some o € Aut(G), 0 € S, and g € G such that either T1; = Sy, Top = g‘lS§2g,
Tio = g_lsﬁz, To1 = 5519, or Tap = STy, Thy = 9_153,29, Ty, = g‘lSﬁz and T o = S5g. It
Cay(G,S;; : 1 <i,j <2)is a graph, then Ty 5 = g~ 'S¢, if and only if To; = S5 9. Thus, the 2CI
is exactly the SCI for 2-Cayley graph, as defined in Arezoomand and Taeri [4].

The following is a generalization of the well-know Babai criterion of Cayley (di)graph to m-
Cayley (di)graph.

Theorem 4.3. Let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <1i,j <m) be an m-Cayley (di)graph. Then I' is mCI if
and only if every semireqular group of Aut(I") isomorphic to G is conjugate to R(G) in Aut(T).
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Proof. Recall that V(I') = U2, G; and N = Ns,, . (R(G)) = (L1 X Lo X+ - - X L, ) X (Aut (G) X S,,).
Set A = Aut(T).

To prove the necessity, assume that I' is mCI and that H = R(G) is an m-semiregular subgroup
of automorphisms of I'. By Lemma X8, R(G) = H? for some o € Syr). Note that ¢ is an
isomorphism from I' to I'?. Since H is a semiregular subgroup of Aut(I'), H? is a semiregular
subgroup of Aut(I'?), and since R(G) = H?, we have R(G) < Aut(I'?). This implies that I'
is an m-Cayley (di)graph of G. Since I' is mCI, there is n € N such that [ = I'?. Thus,
no~' € Aut(I') = A and R(G)" ' = R(G)° = H, that is, H and R(G) are conjugate in A.

To prove the sufficiency, assume that every semiregular group of automorphisms of I" isomorphic
to G is conjugate to R(G) in Aut(I'). Let ¥ = Cay(G,T;; : 1 < i,j < m) be an m-Cayley (di)graph
of G, and let ¢ be an isomorphism from I' to ¥. Then I'” = X, and since R(G) < Aut(X) is
semiregular on V(X), R(G)? ' is a semiregular subgroup of A, which is isomorphic R(G). By
assumption, there is a € Aut(I') such that R(G)* = R(G)° . It follows that o € N and
['* =17 =%, that is, I' is mCI. O

For m = 1, Theorem implies the well-known Babai criterion for Cayley (di)graph (see [8|,
Lemma 3.1]), and for 2-Cayley graph, Theorems and 2.8 imply [4, Theorem A].

4.2 mPCI-(di)graphs

Let I and ¥ be two m-PCayley (di)graphs of a group G. An isomorphism o from I' to ¥ is called
a p-isomorphism if {G1,Gs, -+, Gy} is o-invariant, that is, ¢ maps every G; for 1 < i < m to
some G, and I and X are called p-isomorphic if there is a p-isomorphic from I" and X, denoted by
I' =, ¥. Now we state the definition of mPCI for m-PCayley (di)graph, which is also motivated
from [4, 28, 27].

Definition 4.4. An m-PCayley (di)graph T of a group G is called mPCI, if for any m-PCayley
(di)graph ¥ p-isomorphic to T, there is n € N such that '™ = X.

It is worth mentioning that Arezoomand [4, Lemma 4.4] proved that if I" and 3 are isomorphic
2-PCayley graphs on a group, then I' =, ¥. Since an m-PCayley (di)graph is an m-Cayley
(di)graph, Proposition 2] implies that 2PCl-graph is exactly 0-type SCI-graph, as defined in [4]
Definition 4.1(i)].

For m-PCayley (di)graphs, similar to Theorem [1.3] we have the following generalization of Babai
criterion of Cayley (di)graph to m-PCayley (di)graph. Recall that G = {G1,Ga,- -+ , G}

Theorem 4.5. Let I' = Cay(G,S;; : 1 <i,5 <m) be an m-PCayley (di)graph. ThenI' is mPCI
if and only if every semiregular group of Aut(I') isomorphic to G, with the same orbit set G as
R(G), is conjugate to R(G) in Aut(L).

Proof. Write N = N, . (R(G)) and A = Aut(T).

To prove the necessity, assume that I' is mPCI and H is an m-semiregular subgroup of auto-
morphisms of I with orbit set G. By Lemma 28, R(G) = H? for some o € Sy(ry, and since H has
orbit set G, H? has orbit set {G{,GY,---,G% }, forcing that G = {GJ,GS,--- , G }, that is, o is a
p-isomorphism from I' to I'?. This also implies that I'? is an m-PCayley (di)graph of G, and since
I is mPCI, there is n € N such that I = 7. Tt follows no~' € A and R(G)" ' = R(G)” ' = H.

To prove the sufficiency, assume that every semiregular group of automorphisms of I" isomorphic
to G, with orbit set G, is conjugate to R(G) in A. Let ¥ = Cay(G,T;; : 1 < 4,5 < m) be an
m-PCayley (di)graph of G such that I' =, 3. Then there is a p-isomorphism from I' to ¥, say
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o, and so I = ¥ and G is o-invariant. It follows that R(G) and R(G)° " are two isomorphic
semiregular subgroups of A with the same orbit set G, and by assumption, there is « € A such
that R(G)* = R(G)° . Then ag € N and I'*? =T7 = ¥, O

To end this section, we prove that mPCI properties of an m-PCayley (di)graph and its multipar-
tite complement are equivalent, which is important for classifying m(P)(D)CI-groups in Section
Let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <i,j <m) be an m-PCayley (di)graph. Then S;; =0 for 1 <i < m. Set
Ti;=0and T;; = G\S;; forall 1 <i,j < m with i # j. Then Cay(G,T;; : 1 <1i,j < m) is called
the multipartite complement of T', denoted by T'"™¢. It is easy to see that (I'¢)™¢ = I' and "¢
is an m-PCayley (di)graph. Recall that one of I" and the component I'“ of I' must be connected.
However, it is possible that both I' and ¢ are disconnected.

Lemma 4.6. Let m > 2 be an integer and letI' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 < i,5 <m) and ¥ = Cay(G, T} ; :
1 <1,57 <m) be m-PCayley digraphs.

(1) Forn € N = Ny, (R(G)), we have I'™ = X if and only if (I')" = ¥™°.
(2) If both I' and I'™¢ are not connected, then m = 2, |G| is even and I' = 2K\q|/2,c|/2-

Proof. Let n € N = Ng,,(R(G)) and I'™ = %. Since (I'"™¢)™ = T, to prove (1), it suffices
to prove that (I'"¢)" = ¥™¢. By Theorem 23, n = Ly(hy) -+ Ly (hy)ao for some hy, -+  hy, €
G,a € Aut(G) and 0 € S,,. Let 1 < i,57 < m with ¢ # j. By Proposition 4.2, I™ = ¥ implies
that Tie jo = (h;'S;;h;)*, and since G* = G, we have G\Tj» jo = (h;'(G\S;;)h:)*. Again by
Proposition 2] (T'"™€)" = ¥™¢  as required.

Now we prove (2). Assume that I" has ¢ components, say I'1,T's, -+ , Iy, where ¢ > 2. Then all
V(T;), 1 < j <t, are blocks of Aut(I'). Set GZ =G, NV({Iy) forl <i<mand1l<j <t Then
foreach 1 <i<m, G; = Ug»:ng is a disjoint union.

Claim: Gf # ) for every 1 < ¢ < m and 1 < j < ¢, and each G; cannot be contained in a
component of I or I'*,

Suppose to the contrary that GZ = () for some given 7 and j with 1 <7 <mand 1 < j <t
Then we may let GF # ) for every 1 < k < ¢, and G¥ = () for every /+1 < k < t, where 1 </ < t.
It follows that G; = U?Zng C U, V(). Since R(G) < Aut(T') is transitive on every G; and
V/(T';) is a block of Aut(T') for every 1 < j < ¢, R(G) fixes U{_, V(T';) setwise, and hence U{_, V(I';)
is a union of some G with 1 < k < m. Since ¢ < t, [ is connected because every vertex in
U_,V(T;) is adjacent to every vertex in V/(I')\ US_, V/(I';) in I", a contradiction. Thus, Gl #0
forevery 1 <i<mand1<j <t and G; = u;zng' is a disjoint union.

Since R(G) < Aut(l'), we have |G}| = |G7| = --- = |G}] for every 1 < i < m, and since
|G| = |G/, all |G} are equal one another. Suppose that G; C V/(I';) for a given j with 1 < j <.
Then G; = G}, and since |G}| = |G}| = --- = |G}] and G; = U/_,G] is a disjoint union, we

have t = 1, contradicting t > 2. Thus, G; cannot be contained in a component of I'. Since
(Ime)yme = T" and R(G) < Aut(I'¢), a similar argument above implies that G; cannot be contained
in a component of I'"“. This establishes the claim.

Suppose t > 3. For any 3 < j <t, G} and G4 are in the same component of [ because every
vertex in (71 is adjacent to every vertex in G35 and every vertex in G is adjacent to every vertex
in G, and G} and G7 are in the same component of "¢ because every vertex in G| is adjacent to
every vertex in G and every vertex in G5 is adjacent to every vertex in G2. Tt follows that G| is
contained in one component of I'¢, contradicting Claim. Thus, t =2 and I' =T'; U T',.
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Suppose m > 3. Then G and G? are contained in the same component of I'¢ because every
vertex in G} is adjacent to every vertex in (3, every vertex in G3 is adjacent to G} , and every
vertex in G is adjacent to every vertex in G%. This implies that Gy is contained in one component
of '€ as t = 2, contradicting Claim. Thus, m = 2 and both I'y and I'y are bipartite. Furthermore,
it is easy to see that if I'; is not a complete bipartite graph, then I'™¢ is connected, a contradiction.
This yields that both I'y and I'y are complete bipartite graphs, of which each is isomorphic to
K|q/2,/|/2- This completes the proof. O

From Lemma [0 (1), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.7. Let m > 2 be integer and let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 < 4,5 < m) be an m-PCayley
digraph. Then T is mPCI if and only if ' is mPCI.

5 CI- and DCI-groups related to m-Cayley digraphs

Similar to DCI-groups and Cl-groups for Cayley (di)graphs, we have the following definitions.

Definition 5.1. A finite group G is called mDCI (resp. mCI), if every m-Cayley digraph (resp.
m-Cayley graph) of G is mCI. Furthermore, G is called mPDCI (resp. mPCI), if every m-PCayley
digraph (resp. m-PCayley graph) of G is mPCI.

In this section, our main purpose is to classify mDCI- and mCI-groups for each m > 2, and
mPDCI- and mPCI-groups for each m > 4. Recall that a graph is viewed as a digraph, and an
m-PCayley (di)graph is an m-Cayley (di)graph, which imply the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let G be a finite group. Then
(1) If G is mDCI or mPDCI then G is mCI or mPCI, respectively;
(2) If G is mDCI or mCI then G is mPDCI or mPCI, respectively.
The following theorem is a reduction theorem, a key result to classify m(P)(D)CI-groups.

Theorem 5.3. Let m > 2 be an integer and let G be a finite group. If G is mDCI, mCI, mPDCI
or mPCI, then G is (m — 1)DCI, (m — 1)CI, (m — 1)PDCI or (m — 1) PCI, respectively.

Proof. Write V,,, =G UGyU---UG,, and V,,_1 =G UG U---UG,,_1.

Assume that G is mDCI. Let I' = Cay(G,S;; : 1 <i,j <m—1) and ¥ = Cay(G,T;, : 1 <
i,j < m — 1) be two isomorphic (m — 1)-Cayley digraphs of G. To prove that G is (m — 1)DCI,
we only need to prove that there exists some n € Ny, | (R(G)) such that I'" = ¥. By Eq. (1),
' = ¥ if and only if (I'*)"” = £, and hence we may assume that I' and ¥ are connected.

Note that S; ; and T; ; are given for every 1 <14,7 < m — 1. We extend them to 1 <17,5 <m
by setting Sem = Sme = Smm = Lom = Ty = Tym = 0 for each 1 < ¢ < m —1. Let I'} =
Cay(G,S;;:1<i,j <m)and ¥; = Cay(G,T;;: 1 <i,j <m). ThenI'y =T'UG,,, ¥1 = XUG,,,
and so I'; and ¥ are isomorphic m-Cayley digraphs. Set N = Ny, (R(G)). Since G is an mDCI-
group, there is n; € N such that I'f* = ¥;. Since ¥ and I" are connected, n; fixes GG,,, setwise, that
is, ny € Ng,, = Ny,,_,, and hence I'" = X. By Corollary 27, Ny, ,(R(G)) = N(‘;/;Z’1 = N“,fy’:ll.
Let n be the restriction of ny on V,,,_;. We have n € Ny, (R(G)) and I'™ = X, as required.

Assume that G is mCIL. Then a similar argument to mDCI implies that G is (m — 1)CIL
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Now assume that G is mPDCI. To prove that G is (m—1)PDCI, let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <1i,5 <
m —1) and ¥ = Cay(G,T;; : 1 <i,j <m — 1) be two p-isomorphic (m — 1)-PCayley digraphs of
G. It suffices to show that there is n € Ny, | (R(G)) such that I = ¥. By Lemma (2), we
may assume that I'is either connected, or I' = 2K|g|/2,/g|/2 where m = 2 and |G| is even. Then the
similar argument to the above mDCI implies that G is (m — 1)PDCI. Furthermore, if G is mPCI,
then a similar argument to mPDCI implies that G is (m — 1)PCL O

5.1 mCI- and mDCI-groups

In this subsection, we classify mCI-, mDCI-groups for every m > 2. By definition, 1DCI-groups
and 1CI-groups, which are the well-known DCI-groups and Cl-groups for Cayley (di)graphs. The
classifications of DCI-groups and Cl-groups are long-standing open problems. Therefore, we as-
sume that m > 2.

Theorem 5.4. Let m > 2 be an integer and let G be a finite group. Then
(1) G is mCI if and only if either m =2 and G =1 or Zs, or m >3 and G = 1;
(2) G is mDCI if and only if G = 1.

Proof. We first prove part (1). For m = 2, it follows from [4, Theorem B] that G is 2CI if and
only if G =1 or Z3. Let m > 3. If G is mCI, then, by Theorem (5.3, G is 2CI, implying that either
G =1 or G =Z3. On the other hand, Theorem implies that G = 1 is an mCl-group.

Suppose G = Zs = (z). Forall 1 < i,j < 3 with i # j, take S;; = 0 and S;; = {1}, and
Tii ={x,2*} and T} ; = 0. Then I = Cay(G, S;;: 1 <i,j <3)and ¥ = Cay(G,T;; : 1 <i,j < 3)
are union of three cycles of length 3, and hence I' = ¥. Since |S;;| # |T};| for all 1 <14, j < 3,
Proposition implies that Zs cannot be 3CI, and this, together with Theorem [5.3], implies that
Z3 cannot be mClI for any m > 3. This completes the proof of part (1).

Assume that G is mDCI. By Proposition[5.2] G is mCI, and by part (1), either m = 2and G = 1
or Zs, orm > 3 and G = 1. On the other hand, Theorem [4.3 implies that G = 1 is an mDCI-group
for every integer m > 1. Thus, we may let m = 2 and G = Z3 = (z). Then V(I') = G; U Ga.
Take 5171 = 5272 = {I‘}, SLQ = {1,(17,25‘2} and 52,1 = @ Let I' = C&y(G, Si,j 01 S ’L,j S 2) Then
every vertex in GG; has in-valency 1 and out-valency 4, and every vertex in G5 has in-valency 4 and
out-valency 1. Each of the induced subgraph [G;] and [G,] is a directed cycle of length 3. Thus,
Aut(T) = (a) x (b) = Z3 x Z3, where a = (11,71, 2?) and b = (1o, 22, 23). Clearly, (ab) and (ab™!)
are two semiregular subgroups of Aut(I'), which are not conjugate in Aut(I"). By Theorem [£3], I"
is not 2CI, and hence Zj is not a 2DCI-group. This completes the proof of part (2). O

5.2 mPCI- and mPDCI-groups

In this subsection, we study mPCI- and mPDCI-groups. Since 1-PCayley digraph of a group G
is the empty graph with |G| vertices, all finite groups are 1PDCI- and 1PCI-groups. Thus, we
assume m > 2. By Proposition 5.2, mPDCI-groups are mPCI-groups, and by Theorem [(.3] the
main work is to classify mPCI-groups with m as small as possible. In this subsection, we classify
mPDCI- and mPCI-groups for each m > 4.

It is well known that every subgroup of a Cl-group is CI (see [5, Lemma 3.2]). We generalize
this result to mPCI-group for m > 3.
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Theorem 5.5. Let m > 3 be an integer. Then every subgroup of a finite m PCI-group is mPCIL.

Proof. Let G be a finite mPCI-group and let H < G. Let I' = Cay(H,S;; : 1 <i,7 < m) be a
m-PCayley graph of H. Then V(I') = U™, H; with H; = {h; | h € H}. To prove that I" is mPCI,
by Lemma and Corollary .7l we may assume that I" is connected.

To avoid confusion of symbols, we write Rr(H) as the right multiplication of H on V(I')
(similarly, Rr(h) is the right multiplication of h € H). Set H = {H;, Hs, -, H,}, the orbit
set of Rp(H), and denote by Aut(I')3) the subgroup of Aut(I') fixing H pointwise. Let L be a
semiregular automorphism group of I" which is isomorphic to Rr(H) and has the same orbit set
H. Then Rr(H), L < Aut(I')3). To finish the proof, by Theorem we only need to show that
L and Rr(H) are conjugate in Aut(I").

Let ¥ = Cay(G,S;; : 1 <i,j <m)andt = |G : H|. Let ¢y = 1,92,---,¢ be a right
transversal of H in G, that is, G = Uj_, Hgy with Hg; # Hg; for all i # j. Then V() = U™, G;
with G; = UL_,(Hgx);, where (Hgy); = {(hgx): | h € H}. Since I is connected, it is a component
of ¥, and ¥ has ¢t components: ¥y =I', ¥, = ['fl1) ... ¥, = 'E0) where

V(Zk) = UL, (Hgr)i and A(Zk) = {((hgr)i, (Wgr);) | b, B € H, (h, b)) € A(T), 1 <4, j < m}.

79 ¥l

Then ¥ is a disjoint union of 3¢, 3, -+, ;. Let
CY ={V (%)), V(Z), -, V(E)}.

Then C3 is a complete imprimitive block system of Aut(3) because I' is connected. Recall that
G ={G1,Gy, -+, Gy} is the orbit set of R(G) on V(X), and Aut(X)g) is the subgroup of Aut(X)
fixing G pointwise.

It is well known that Aut(X)g is the wreath product Aut(I')s) ¢S of Aut(I') by S, as
explained below for details. The symmetric group S, on {1,2,---,t} is viewed as a subgroup of
Aut(X) by, for every o € Sy,

0 (hgg)i = (hgge); forall 1 <i<m,1 <k <tandh € H.

Then S; < Aut(X)(g) and S; induces the symmetric group on {V(X;), V(23s), -+, V(%) }, which
implies that S; acts on CX faithfully. Clearly, R(G) < Aut(X)g).
Now we extend Aut(I")) as a permutation group on V(X) such that Aut(I")) fixes V(3)

pointwise for all 2 < k < t. Then Aut(I')y < Aut(X)(g), and hence Aut(T’ )(%([g‘“ < Aut(X)g),
where Aut(I’ )(H fixes V' (3;) pointwise for every i # k as R(gk) maps >p to 2.
Let 0 € S;. Since R(gy)o and R(gx-) map Zl to Yge, both Aut(T )f(‘)]’“ and Aut(T )(%(gka)

fix V(X;) pointwise for all i # k7. For afr)e ¢ Aut(T )((g" with o € Aut(I')3) and for
(hgre); € V(Zgo) with b € H and 1 < ¢ < m, let h® = h(i); for some h(i) € H Then

(hgie )™ = (hgro)? % O — (i) gpe )i = (hgre) ™7 Tt follows that
(af@y7 = o) for all @ € Aut(T)3y), 1 <k <tand o € S;.
This implies (Aut(T") (%([) )7 = Aut(T )R(g’c for every o € S; and 1 < k < t, and then we have
Aut(T) g 1 Sr = (Aut(I) gy x Aut(D) 557 x -+ x Aut(D)55") % S; = Aut(D)g),

where the last equality follows from the fact that the restriction of Aut(3)gy on 3 is Aut(I")
and Aut(I) ) x Aut(f‘)gg 2) - x Aut(l) 5 (gt is the kernel of Aut(X)g) acting on C%.
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For X < Aut(I')(3) and T' <S¢, we also have the wreath product
X T = (X 5 x B2 5o X By g, (5.1)

where (af9:))7 = of9) for all @ € X and o € T. Furthermore, X x X2 x ... x X i5 the
kernel of X ! T acting on C¥.

Let M be the subgroup of S; induced by R(G) on CX. By the transitivity of R(G), M
is transitive on C3. Note that Rp(H) < Aut(I') fixes V(X;) pointwise for all 2 < k < ¢,
Since ¢, 929, -+, gig is also a right transversal of H in G for any g € G, we conclude that R(G)
normalizes Rp(H) x Rp(H)®92) x ... x Rp(H)R9). Hence, R(G)(Rr(H) x Rp(H)R92) x ... x
Rr(H)®9)) < Aut(X)(g), which induces the subgroup M of S; on CS. Since V(X)) = U™, (Hgy):,
the kernel of R(G) acting on C¥ is as the same as the kernel of R(G) acting on the set of right
cosets of H in G, which is R(K) with K as the largest normal subgroup of G contained in H.
Then R(K) < Rr(H) x RF(H)R@?) X -+ x Rp(H)®™9) and hence we may write R(G)(Rp(H) x

R (HY) s ¢ Re(HYRO) (R () B x -2 Ry()9)) — M. By Eq ()
(Ro(H)x Re(H)RO x5 Ry (H)YB@OV M/ (Rp(H) x Re(H)R2) - Rp(H)R@0) = M. Tt follows
that R(G)(Rp(H) x RF(H)R(QQ) -+ X Rp(H)R9)Y = (Rp(H) x RF(H)R(92) X -+ x Rp(H)R@))M,

forcing R(G) < (Rp(H) x Rp(H)®92) x ... x Rp(H)R9))M = Rp(H) ! M.

Recall that L < Aut(I')(, is semiregular and isomorphic to Rp(H) with the orbit set H. By
Eq (50), we have the wreath product L) M = (L x L7092 x ... x LR@)) x M. Let 8 be an
isomorphism from Rr(H) to L. Then B can be extended to an isomorphism from Rp(H)! M to

LM by defining m” = m and (Rp(h)®9))? = (Rp(h)#)R9) forallh € H,m € M and 1 < k <,
and for convenience, this extended automorphism is still denoted by S.

Set I = R(G)”. Then I < (Rr(H)1M)? = L1 M as R(G) < Rr(H) 1 M. Since L < Aut(T) )
and Aut(I) 1Sy = Aut(E)g) < Aut(X), we see that L < Aut(¥). Now we claim that I is
semiregular and has the same orbit set G as R(G).

For any given ¥; and ¥; with 1 <4, j <, there is R(g) € R(G) such that V(E )R(g =V(%,).
Since R(G) < Rp(H)! M, we have R(g) = xm for some x € Rp(H) x Rp(H)™92) x ... x Rp(H)R90)
and m € M. Then V(X,)™ = V(%;)*™ = V (%), and since R(g)? = 2°m with xﬁ € L x LF92) x

- x L9 we have V(5,)R0)” = V(£,)*™ = V(2,)™ = V(). Thus, I is transitive on C'¥.

Since R(G)V?l Rr(H) and Rp(H)? = L, we have Iy/(") = L, which implies that Iys,) has
m orbits on V' (X,), that is, H = {Hy, Hy,--- , H,,}. Since [ is transitive on C'Y, every orbit of [
has length |G| as |I| = |G| = |R(G)?|. Thus, [ is semiregular, and since L M has orbit set G, I
has the orbit set G, as claimed.

Since G is mPCI, there is a € Aut(X) such that R(G) = I*. Since C'¥ is a complete imprimitive
block system of Aut(X), V(2,)* = V(%;) for some 1 < i < ¢. Since R(G) is transitive on C'X,
there is g € G such that V(3;)%9 = V(%,;), and since ¥, = T', we have V(I')*R6™) = V(I), that
is, «R(g™") € Aut(X) fixes the component I'. Write v = aR(g™")|v(r), the restriction of aR(g™")
on V(I'). Then v € Aut(T").

Since aR(g™") fixes the component T', we get (19760 )y = (Iv(p )*R6@™)  Since R(G) = I°,
we have I°R6™) = R(@G). Tt follows that R(G)vary = (Iva)” R@™") and hence Ry (H) = R(G)“;(p =

(I‘%%F()gfl))wr) = (I“//((g)))’y = L7, that is, Rp(H) and L are conjugate in Aut(T"), as required. O

The proof in Theorem does not work for m = 2, because one cannot assume that I' is
always connected by Lemma

The following result shows that the elements of an mPCI-group for m > 4 are very restrictive.
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Lemma 5.6. Let m > 4 be a positive integer and G a finite group. If G is mPCI, then every
element of G has order 1,2,3,4 or 6.

Proof. Let G be a finite mPCI-group with m > 4. Suppose on the contradiction that there is an
element x € G with o(z) = 5 or > 7, where o(x) is the order of z in G. Let ¢(k) be the number
of elements coprime to k in Zj. Then ¢(o(z)) > 3, and hence (x) = Z;, has ¢(k) generators, that
is 2¢ for all £ € Z;, where Z; is the multiplicative group of numbers coprime to k in Z.

Set H = <ZL’> Take 5172 = 54,3 = {1,2[‘}, 52,1 = 5374 = {1,5(7_1}, 5273 = H = 5372, and
S;; = 0 for all other 1 < 4,5 < 4. Let I' = Cay(H,S;; : 1 < i,j <4). Then V(I') = U H;
with Hz = {ZL’Z ‘ xr € H} Clearly, I' = [Hl U HQ] U [Hg U H4] U [HQ U Hg], where [Hl U Hg] =
(11, 29, x1, 23,22, -+ o™t b1 1y) and [Hs U Hy] = (14, 23, 24, 23, 27, - -+ 2b ™1 2571 13) are 2k-
cycles, and [HoUH3] = K is the complete bipartite graph of order 2k with partite sets Hy and Hs,
see below Figure [l Recall that Aut(I")() is the subgroup of Aut(I') fixing H = {H., Hy, Hs, Hs}

pointwise.

Figure 1: 4-PCayley graph of Z; = (z)

Then Aut(I') ) = (a1, B1) X (ag, B2) = Do X Doy, and A := Aut(I') = Aut(I")5) x (), where

{ a = (11’$1> te axlf_l)(IQa Loy~ ’:L,sz—l)’ Qg = (13? T3, - >$§_1)(14>$4a T >$Z_1)>

v = (1o, 13) (22, 23) - -+ (257" 257 (L, La) (1, @a) - - (2} 271,

and for every i € Zj, 3 interchanges % and 27" and also x} and x3°, and (3, interchanges z
and :Bf‘l and also r% and xgi. Note that ; fixes 15 and 3 fixes 13.

Clearly, (ajab) for all ¢ € Zj are distinct semiregular subgroups of A isomorphic to Zy, of
which all have the orbit set H. Let L = (ajas). Then «q,as, 5162,7 € Na(L), the normalizer
of L in A. Thus, |N4(L)| > 4k?* and since |A| = 8k? we have |A : Ns(L)| < 2, which implies
that the conjugate class of L in A contains at most 2 subgroups. Since ¢(k) > 3, all semiregular
subgroups of A isomorphic to Z;, with orbit set H, cannot be conjugate in A. By Theorem (4.5, I’
is not 4PCI, and hence H is not 4PCI. By Theorem [5.3] H cannot be mPCI for all m > 4, and by
Theorem 5.5, G is not mPCI, contrary to assumption. It follows that ¢(k) < 2 for all z € G with
o(z) = k, and hence x has order 1,2,3,4 or 6. O

Now we deal with some small non-mPCI-groups.
Lemma 5.7. Each of Z3, Z, Z¢ and Z3 is not 4PCI, and each of Z3 and Dy is not 6 PCL.

PTOOf. Assume G = <SL’> X <y> = Z2 X ZQ. Take 5172 = 5271 = 53,4 = 54,3 = {1,1’}, 5173 = 5371 =
Soq = S12={1,y}, So3=S532=G, and S;; = 0 for all other 1 <i,57 < 4. Let I' = Cay(G, S; :
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<1,57 <4). Then V(') = UL,G; with G; = {x; | * € G}, and G = {Gy, Gy, G3,G,4}. Clearly,
= [G1 U Gy UGy UG3] U [GeUGs] U [Ge UGy U[Gs U Gy, where the induced subgraphs
[G1UG,], [G1UG3], [G2UG,] and [G3UG4] are union of two 4-cycles and [GoUG3] is the complete
bipartite graph of order 8. It is easy to see that |[Aut(I") : Aut(I')g)| = 4, Aut(T')g) = Z3 and
a = (1, 2y1) (1, y1) (L2, 2y2) (T2, y2) (13, 2y3) (23, y3) (L4, 2Ya) (24, ya) lies in the center of Aut(I')g),
that is, a € Z(Aut(I')g)). Let

= (1, 1) (@1, 2y1) (Lo, y2) (02, 2Y2), Ba = (11, 2y1) (w1, y1) (12, 1Y) (T2, Y2)
= (13, y3) (3, 2y3) (14, Ya) (T4, 2Ya), Y2 = (13, 2y3) (73, y3) (14, 2Ya) (24, Ya),
= (13, z3)(2ys3, y3) (1, T4) (TYs, Ya)-

Let 1 < 4,57 < 4. Since a € Z(Aut(I')(g)), R(G) = (a,Bim1) = (Bava, i) = Zo X Ly is a
semiregular normal subgroup of Aut(I') with orbit set G, and (f171, f47) = Zo X Zy is another
semiregular subgroups of Aut(I')g) with orbit set G, which cannot be conjugate with R(G) in
Aut(I") because R(G) < A. Also, this can be easily checked by MAGMA [6]. By Theorem 5] T is
not 4PCI, and hence Zy X Zs is not 4PCI.

In what follows we construct a 4-PCayley graph I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <14,j < 4) on each of the
groups Zy, Z¢ and Zs x Zs. By MAGMA [6], we may have R(G) < Aut(I'), and there is another
semiregular subgroup of Aut(I") isomorphic to R(G) with orbit set G, which cannot be conjugate to
R(G) in Aut(I"). By Theorem 5] I' is not 4PCI, and hence Z,, Zg and Z3 x Zs, are not 4PCI. These
constructions are as follows: for G = Zs = (z), take S = Sa1 = S34 = Sy3 = {z,2%}, Si13 =
5274 = {1,1’}, 5371 = 5472 = {1,1’3}, 5273 = 5372 = G, and SZ'J = @ for all other 1 S Z,j S 4; for
G =7 = (), take Sy 3 = {2?, 2%, 2°}, So3 = S32 = {1,2%, 2}, Soy = {1, z, 2}, S51 = {z, 22, 2},
Sio ={1,2% 2°}, and S;; = 0 for all other 1 < m < 4; for G = Z3 x Z3 = (z) X (y), take Sy 3 =
{1z, y, 9% 2y, 2%y}, Sia = {z, 9%, 2y%}, Sas = {y, 2% 9% a2y, 2%y*}, Sou = {x,y,29% 2%y, 2%y},
Ss1=A{1,y,y* 2% xy®, 2°y*}, Sso = {,y,v* 2y, 2°y°}, Ssa = {z,y,9% 2%y*}, Su1 = {y, 2%, 2%y},
Sio = {y* 2* xy?, xy, y2?}, Sis = {y, v 2 xy} and S; ; = 0 for others 1 <i,j < 4.

Assume G = Zg = <£L’> Take 5172 = 5173 = 5271 = 5371 = 5475 = 54,6 = 5574 = 56,4 = {1},
S14 = Saq = Sa5 = Si1 = Si2 = Ss2 = {1,x,2%}, Sa3 = Ss6 = {x},532 = Ss5 = {2*}, and
Sij =0 for all other 1 <i < j <6. Let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <i,j <6). By MAGMA [6], Aut(T") =
(Zg x Z3) X Zo, R(G) < Aut(I"), and there is another semiregular subgroup of Aut(I") isomorphic
to R(G) with orbit set G, which cannot be conjugate to R(G) in Aut(I'). By Theorem L5, I' is
not a 6PCI-graph, and hence Zs is not 6PCI.

Assume G = Dg. By Theorem [5.5, Dg is not 6PCI because Zs is not 6PCI. O

By Lemma (.7l Z3 and Dg are not 6PCI. However, it is much more difficult to prove that Zs
and Dg are mPCI for every m < 5. This can be done for m < 3 by computation in MAGMA [6], but
not for m = 4 and 5 because it is beyond the computing power of our computer. Our computation
in MAGMA proceeds as follows: Let G = Zs or Dg and let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <1,5 < m) be an
m-PCayley graph of G. Each S;; can be any subset of G, offering 261 choices. Note that S;; = S;;'

ij
as I"is a graph. Then the set {S;; | 1 <i,7 <m} has Q‘G‘m( > choices. For each possible S; ;, we
construct the m-PCayley graph I' in MAGMA and compute its full automorphism groups Aut(I').
If Aut(I') has a semiregular subgroup which has the same orbit set as R(G) and is isomorphic but
not conjugate to R(G), then I' is not mPCI by Theorem 5]

Notably, for G = Dg and m = 4, there are 2% ~ 6.8 x 10 choices for {S;; : 1 < 4,5 < m},
making it challenging to verify that Dg is 4PCI using the above approach. Therefore, for m = 4

and m = 5, we seek a theoretical proof.
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Let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <i,7 < m) be an m-PCayley graph of a finite group G. Recall that
G ={G1,Gs, - ,G,}. For convenience of statement, we need more notations for I'.

« Denote by I'(S; ;) the m-PCayley graph deduced from I' by replacing S, ; by G\S; ;.

e An element in G is called a block of T', and I' is said to be block connected if for any two
different blocks G; and G; in G, there is a series of blocks G; = Gy, Gy, -+, G, = G
such that [G,, , G, ]r has at least one edge for every 1 <k <t —1.

o A subgraph ¥ of I' is called a block subgraph if V(X)) is a union of some blocks of I' such that
for any two distinct blocks G; and G; in V(X), either [G; U G,]x = [G; U G,]r or [G; U Gjls
has no edge. Write G(X) = {G; | G; C V(X)}. Then |G(X)| is called the length of 3.

e A block subgraph X of I" is called induced, if ¥ is an induced subgraph of I', and a maximal
induced block connected subgraph is called a block component of I'. For a bock component
¥ of I', Aut(X)(g) can be viewed as a subgroup of Aut(I')g) by fixing V(I')/V(X) pointwise.

From the above notation, it is easy to see the following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. Let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 < 4,5 < m) be an m-PCayley graph of a finite group G.
Let Aut(I")g) be the subgroup of Aut(I) fizing G pointwise. Then

(1) Aut(I') gy = Aut(I'(S;5))(g), for any 1 <i,j < m withi # j.

(2) Let 31,3, -+, %, be all block components of I'. Then Aut(I') gy = Aut(E1)(g) x Aut(2)(g) ¥
cee X Aut(Et)(g).

Transitive permutation groups M of degree 6 containing a regular dihedral subgroup will be
repeatedly used later. If M is primitive then it is 2-transitive (see [45, Theorem 25.6]), and then
M = Sg or Sy (see [39]). If M is imprimitive, then all non-trivial imprimitive blocks of M have
length 2 or 3, and hence M < (S3 X S3) X Zg or (Zy X Zy X Zs) x S3. For the later, a Sylow
3-subgroup of M has order 3, and so all subgroups of order 3 are conjugate in M. Note that a
semiregular subgroup of order 3 of Sg uniquely determines a regular dihedral subgroup containing
this subgroup of order 3, and hence two regular dihedral subgroups of M are conjugate if and only
if their semiregular Sylow 3-subgroups are conjugate in M. This implies that if a Sylow 3-subgroup
of M has order 3 then all regular dihedral subgroups of M are conjugate. Assume that 3% | |M].
Then M can be listed in the following Table [I, and this can be checked by MAGMA [6].

M Primitive | Dg Conjugate | Dg Normal | Dg Unique
Se Yes Yes No No
(S3 X S3) X Zs No Yes No No
(Zs x Z3) X Zsy No Yes Yes Yes
(Z3 X Z3) x (Zy X Zs) No No Yes No

Table 1: Permutation groups M of degree 6 containing regular Dg with 32 | | M|

Lemma 5.9. Z3 and Dg are mPCI for every m < 5.
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Proof. Write G = Zg or Ds. Let I' = Cay(G, S;; : 1 <4, j < m) be an m-PCayley graph of G with
m < 5,and L = G a semiregular subgroup of Aut(I") with the same orbit set G = {G1,Ga, -+ , G}
as R(G). Then R(G),L < Aut(I')(g), and by Theorem A5, it suffices to show that R(G) and L
are conjugate in Aut(I')(g).

Since we only consider the group Aut(I")(g), by Proposition[5.8 (1), we may assume |.S; ;| < |G|/2
for all 1 < 4,5 < m with @ # j. Let 3 be a block component of I" with length . Then ¥ is a
r-PCayley graph of G with 1 <r <m <5.

Case 1: G = Z3.

Since |S; ;| < |G|/2 = 3/2, the induced subgraph [G;, G;]r is either a matching or an empty
graph, and since ¥ is a block component of I', Aut(3)g) is faithful on each G; € G(X), forcing
that Aut(X)g) = Zs or Ss as |G;| = 3. Note that R(G) = L = Zs. Then R(G)V®) = LV®) the
unique normal Sylow 3-subgroup of Aut(X)g), where R(G)V® and LV® are the constltuents of
R(G) and L on V(X), respectively, that is, the restricted permutation groups of R(G) and L on
V(X). In particular, if I" is block connected, then R(G) = L and we are done. Thus, we assume
that I' is not block connected, implying that r» < 4 for X.

Claim 1: Let A be a union of some block components of I' except . Assume that R(G)"(®) and
LV(&) are conjugate in Aut(A)g) and that Aut(X)g) = S;. Then R(G)V(AYE) and LYAYY) are
conjugate in Aut(A U X)qg).

Since R(G) & L = Z3, we may assume that R(G)VA") = (aja,), where a; € Aut(A)
and ay € Aut(X)g) have order 3. By Proposition B8 (2), we have Aut(A)g) < Aut(A U X))
and Aut(2)g) < Aut(A U X)(g), where Aut(A)g fixes V(X) pointwise and Aut(E)(g fixes V(A)
pointwise. Since R(G)V® and LY®) are conjugate in Aut(A)g), there is v € Aut(A)g) <
Aut(AUX) g such that (R(G)V®)) = LV and then (ajas)” = ajas and LV = (a]). Since
Aut(X)g) has the unique Sylow 3-subgroup (as), we have LV®) = (ay). It follows LV(AUE) =

{aaz) or (afa3).

%)

If LVAYR) = (a]ay) then (R(G)VAY)Y = (a]ay) = LY(AY®) and we are done. If LV(AY%) =

(o] a3), then Aut(X)g) = S; implies that there is § € Aut(Z )g < Aut(A U X)g) such that

ay = a3 and (a])? = of. Thus, (R(G)"®9)7 = (ajas)” = <041’04§> = (aja3) = LV, as
claimed.

It is easy to see that if » = 1 or 2 then Aut(X)) = Ss. If every block component of I' has
length 1 or 2, applying Claim 1 repeatedly we have that R(G) and L are conjugate in Aut(I")(g), as
required. Thus, we may assume that I" has a block component of length at least 3, say . Recall
that R(G)V®) = LV®). Since m < 5, every component of I' except ¥ has length 1 or 2, and
Claim 1 implies that R(G) and L are conjugate in Aut(I')g). This completes the proof of Case 1.

Case 2: G = Dg.
Compared with Claim 1, the following is more general for Dg.

Claim 2: Let A be a union of some block components of I' except X. Assume R(G)"®*) and LV®)
are conjugate in Aut(X)g), and R(G)Y®) and LY(®) are conjugate in Aut(A)g). Then R(G)Y U4
and LYY are conjugate in Aut(ZUA)(g).
Note that R(G) = L = Dg. We may assume R(G)VEYA) = (ajaq, B162), where ay, 8 €
Aut(X)g) < Aut(X U A)gy and ag, B, € Aut(A)g) < Aut(X U A)g). Furthermore, o(ay) =
o(az) = 3 and o(f1) = o(f) = 2 with a}" = a;! and a5* = a5, Clearly, R(G)"™ = (ay, 5
and R(G)V® = (g, B2). By Proposition B8 (2), [Aut(X)(g), Aut(A)g)] = 1, that is, Aut(Z)g)
commutes with Aut(A)g) pointwise.
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By assumption, there are o € Aut(3)(g) < Aut(X U A) ) and 5 € Aut(A)g) < Aut(X U A)g)
such that (R(G)"®)e = LV®) and (R(G)V®)? = LV&). Note that a, a1, 81 € Aut(Z)g) and
B, az, Ba € Aut(A)(g). Since [Aut(X)(g), Aut(A) @] = 1, we have (R(G)VEYA) = (ayas, B152)* =
(a%a, BYBs) and (R(G)V VAN = (aya, B15)? = (anad, 185). Tt follows

LV®) — (af, By) and LV = (Oézﬁa 55%

where (a2)% = (2)* and (a5)% = (a2)?. Furthermore, (R(G)Y(EVA))o8 — (a1a2, @B,

Note that LV®Y2) =~ Dy Let x € LY®GYY) be an involution. Then x = ab with a €
(B2, poas, B¥(a2)*} and b e {85, 8505, 35 (02)P}, and LV has a unique Sylow 3-subgroup
Ls with Ly = (a%ab) or <a1 (ag)ﬁ). It follows that there is y € Lj such that z¥ = S €
LYY syhere W € {62,52 az,ﬁz( )8}, and LVEYUA) = (L a¥). For Ly = (a%ab), we have
LVEOA) = <0410427 52> <O‘1042751 625042’8) <0‘1042751 52 (03)?), and by taking v = 1,(a3)” or
of respectively, we have (R(G)YVZUA))efr — <a1a§,ﬁflﬁz>V = LVEYAY . For Ly = (a(a2)?),
we have LV(02) = <0‘(1x(0‘§)675?5§> (af (a3)”, Bflﬁz a2) or {(af(a3)”, Af 52 (042) ), and by taking
v = B5,85(a2)? or Byab respectively, we have (R(G)VEYA)eBY — (q2af BopIYT = LVEUA) 49
claimed.

An edge in an induced subgraph [G; U G;]r is called a K33-edge if [G; U Gj|r = 2K353, and a
Ksa-edge if [G; U Glr = 3K, Write G = (a,b | a® = b* = 1,bab = a*) and H = (a). Then
G; = H; U (bH); for 1 <i < m, where H; = {1;,a;,a?} and (bH); = {b;, (ba);, (ba®);}.

Recall that |S; ;| < |G|/2 = 3. It is easy to see that if |S; ;| = 1 then [G; U Gj]r = 6Ky; if
|S;.j| = 2 then [G,UG;]r = 3K, 5 or 2(K33—3K3) (two 6-cycles); if |.S; ;| = 3 then [G;UG||r = 2K 3
or Aut([G;UGj])g) is faithful on each of G; and G;. These facts can be obtained from MAGMA [6]
or the fact that there is no connected symmetric or semisymmetric cubic graphs of order 12 (see
[10, 12]). Noting that R(H) induces a group of automorphisms of [G; U G;| fixing H; and H;, we
have the following simple observation.

Observation: Assume that [G; U G;| 2 3K, 12K;. If o € Aut([G; U G)))g) fixes H; setwise

then o fixes H; setwise. If further [G; U G;] 2 2K 33, then the restriction of Aut([G; U Gjl)g) on
each of G; and G is faithful.

Let A be a block subgraph of I'. Then R(G)V™, V™ < Aut(A)g). Write
L(H)={H;| G, € G(A),{H;, (bH);} is an imprimitive block system of L on G;}.

Denote by Aut(A)zrg) the subgroup of Aut(A)g fixing H; setwsie for every H; € L(H) and denote
by R3 and Ls the unique Sylow 3-subgroups of R(G)V®™ and LY®) | respectively. Clearly, Aut(A) g
are dependent on the choice of L and L3 < Aut(A)zrg). Since R(G) has the block system {H;, (bH);}
for every G; € G(A), we have R3 < Aut(A)(g)

Denote by A® the block subgraph of A by deleting all Kj33-edges from A. Then A? is also a
block subgraph of I'. If [G;, G;|r = 2K3 5 with G;, G; € G(A), then S, ; = H or bH, and then H;
and H; are blocks of L on G; and G}, respectively. Thus,

Aut(A)f, = Aut(A%)). (5.2)
Claim 3: Assume that A® is block connected. Then R(G)"@ and LY@ are conjugate in
Aut(A)(g), and further in Aut(A)f () unless Aut(A)(g) is isomorphic to Sg and is faithful on every
G; € g( )
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First assume that A® contains no Kjs-edges. Since A? is block connected, Observation implies
that Aut(A)(g is faithful on every G; € G(A), and hence Aut(A)g) S S¢. Let S be a Sylow
3-subgroup of Aut(A) (. Since R, Lz < Aut(A) g, we have |S| =3 or 9.

Let |S| = 3. By Sylow theorem, there is « € Aut(A)(g such that R = L3. Note that |G;| =6
and hence for a given semiregular subgroup of order 3 in the symmetric group Sg;,, there is a unique
regular dihedral subgroup of Sg, containing the semiregular subgroup. Thus, (R(G)%)* = L% as
R§ = L, and hence (R(G)VM)* = LV because Aut(A)g) has a faithful restriction on G;.

Let [S| = 9. Since Aut(A)g) is falthful on G;, by Table[llwe have Aut(A)g) = (Aut(A)g))% =
S6, (S3 X S3) X Zg, (Zs X Z3) X Lo or (Zz X Z3) X (Zy X Ls).

Suppose Aut(A)(g) = Sg. By Theorem 2.8, R(G)% and L% are conjugate in (Aut(A)g))%,
and hence R(G)V™ and LV™ are conjugate in Aut(A)g), but may not in Aut(A){G) . In this
case, Aut(A) is faithful on every G; € G(A). Suppose Aut(A)g) = (S3 x S3) % Zy. Then
Aut(A) > S3 x S3 and so all semiregular subgroups of order 3 of Aut(A)(g) are conjugate because
all sennregular subgroups of order 3 of (Aut(A)(g))Gl are conjugate. It follows that R(G)V™ and
LV are conjugate in Aut(A){,. Suppose Aut(A)g) = (Zs x Z3) % Zy. Then Aut(A) ) = Zs x Zy
and (Aut(A)g))“ has a unique regular dihedrant on GZ. Thus, Aut(A)g) has a unique sennregular
dihedrant, and hence R(G)V™ = LV At last suppose Aut(A)g) = (Zs X Z3) X (Zy X Zs). Then
Aut(A)?Fg) > (Zs x Z3) x Zy and (Aut(A)g))% has exactly two distinct norrnal regular subgroups
isomorphic to Dg on G;. Suppose R(G)V™ £ LV®) . Then R(G)V™ and LV® are the two distinct
normal semiregular subgroups isomorphic to Dg in Aut(A)g). Thus, Aut(A)g) = R(G)V™ x LV,
Let (a) and (/) be the unique Sylow 3-subgroups of R(G)V(A and LYW respectively. Then
{a) x (B) is the unique Sylow 3-subgroup of Aut(A)g). Clearly, (a) < R(G)V™ has orbit set
{H;,(bH);} on G;, which is also the orbit set of (3). Since Aut(A)g is faithful on G;, (af) is
transitive on one of H; and (bH);, say H;, and hence fixes (bH); pointwise. This forces that (a3?)
is transitive on (bH );, and fixes H; pointwise. By the arbitrary of G; € G(A), we have S; ; = 0, H or
bH for any G;, G; € G(A) with i # j. It is easy to check that v : z; — (z71); for all z; € G; € G(A)
is an automorphism of A, and hence v € Aut(A)(g). Moreover, v maps « to 3 or 42, contradicting
that Aut(A)g) = R(G)VWM x LV Tt follows that R(G)V™ = LY®. This yields that Claim 3 is
true when A® contains no K 9.0-edges.

Now assume that A® contains Ky »-edges. Let G;, G; € G(A) such that [G;, G;|as = T1UTRUTy =
3Ky, with T; & Ky, Then [G;, G;]x = Ty UT, UT;. Considering the kernel K of Aut(A)g) on
{11, T5,T5}, we have Aut(A)g)/K < S3. Every orbit of K on G; UG, has length 1 or 2, and hence
K/K is a 2-group, where K is the kernel of K on G; UG}, that is, the subgroup of K fixing every
vertex in G; U G;. Further let G, € G(A) with k # ¢, j such that [G;, Gi]as has at least one edge.
If [Gi, G]as % 3K29, then Observation implies that K fixes Gy pointwise. If [Gy, Gas = 3Ka,
then the above argument implies that K;/K, is a 2-group, where K is the kernel of K; on Gy.
This implies that K/Kj3 is a 2-group, where Kj fixes G4 pointwise for all Gy € G(A) such that
|G, G]as has at leat one edge. Since A? is block connected, an induction on the distance between
G; and Gy in A® with G, € G(A) implies that K is a 2-group. It follows that a Sylow 3-subgroup
of Aut(A)(g) has order 3. Since Rz, Lz € Aut(A) (g, by the Sylow theorem there is o € Aut(A) g,
such that RS = Ls.

Recall that [G;, Gj|a = Th UT, UT; = 3K,,5. For not making the notation too cumbersome,
we write G; = {1,2,3,4,5,6} and G, = {1',2/,3,4",5,6'} with V(T1) = {1,4,1",4'}, V(1) =
{2,5,2',5'} and V(T3) = {3,6,3,6'}. Then [G;, G;]x can be drawn as the following Figure 2

Let R = L3 = (0). Then § permutes the three Kj-copies of [G;, G;]a cyclicly, and without
loss of any generality, we may assume that §¢%% = (1 2 3)(4 5 6)(1' 2 3')(4' 5 6'). There is
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Figure 2: [G;, G,]a of A® contains K5 »-edges

a unique dihedral subgroup of Aut([G;, Gj|r)(g) that is regular on G; and G, which in fact is
(6,(1 4)(2 6)(3 5)(1” 4)(2" 6)(3" 5)). This implies that (R(G)“Y%)> = LYYC Write R =
UiGy.G1]a23K22 With Giijeg(A)Gi. Then (R(G)%®)® = L*. Sinee A3 is block connected, Aut(A)g) is
faithful on by Observation, and then (R(G)""))® = LY. This completes the proof of Claim 3.

Recall that ¥ is a block component of I' and has length r with 1 < r < m < 5. Assume that
32 is block connected. By Claim 3, R(G)"®) and LV®) are conjugate in Aut(X)g).

Now assume that 32 is not block connected. Let ¥, 3s, - - Zt be all block components of 3.
Then t > 2. By EqB.2, Aut(X) g, = Aut(X%) ) = Aut(X, U--- UL, Clearly, Aut(X;) () can
be extended to a subgroup of Aut( ) by ﬁxmg V(X,) pointwise for every j # ¢, and then we
have Aut(%;)g) < Aut(X) . Similar to Proposition 6.8 (2), we have

Aut(E)f5, = Aut(S1)f5 x Aut(Ea)fg) x -+ x Aut(Z,))- (5.3)

(@) @ *

Let X be a block component of ¥*. Then X is the subgraph of [V(X)]r by deleting all K3 3-
edges, and hence Aut([V(X)]r)j = Aut(X)g, by Eq (52). Since t > 2, there are G; € G(X)
and G; € G(X) with G; € G(X) such that [G;, G|r = 2K33. Then {H;, (bH);} is an imprimitive
block system of L on G; and hence Aut(X)) cannot be primitive on G;. In particular, Aut(X)g)
cannot be faithful on G; and isomorphic to Sg. By Claim 3, R(G)V¥) and LY are conjugate in
Aut(X )zrg) Similar to Claim 2, we have the following result.

Claim 4: Let Y be a union of some block components of ¥? except X. Assume that R(G)VY)
and L) are conjugate in Aut(Y){,, and Aut(X){, has an involution § normalizing LX) and

inversing its elements of order 3. Then R(G)VEWY) and LVEXYY) are conjugate in Aut(X U Y)zrg)

Since R(G) = L = Dg, we may assume R(G)VYY) = (ajay, B12), where a; € Aut(X )(g
B € Aut(X)g), a2 € Aut(Y)j), B2 € Aut(Y)g). Then R(G)VX) = (ay, ;) and R(G)V(Y =
(o, B2). Furthermore, o(a) = o(ay) = 3 and o(31) = 0(B2) = 2 with of* = a7’ and ah® =
ay*. Since R(G)V™) and LY™) are conjugate in Aut(X){,, there is @ € Aut(X){, such that
(R(G)VEN)e = LV Since R(G)VY) and LYY) are conjugate in Aut(Y )(g by assumption, there
is # € Aut(Y)(g such that (R(G)VONE = LVY) | Thus,

LV = (af, A7) and LV = <042752>

where 3¢ € Aut(X)g), B € Aut(Y)g), af € Aut(X) g and of € Aut(Y) ). Since LYY 2= D,
LV&XY) has a unique Sylow 3-subgroup, say Ls. Then Lz = (alag) or (ag(a3)?).
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Since « fixes V(Y') pointwise and 3 fixes V(X) pointwise, we have

(R(G)V XN = (a0, B182)™ = (afan, B Ba)" = (a0l BYBY).

Let z € LYXYY) be an involution. Then x = ab with a € {87, 5%, B (a?)*} and b €
{85, Biah, B3 (a2)P}. Since LYXYY) has the unique Sylow 3-subgroup Ls with L3 = (a%ab) or
(ag(a?)P), there is y € Lz such that ¥ = B € LVEYY) with b € {62, B5ab, By (a2)P}, and
LYXY) = (Ly,a%). For Ly = (afay), we have LYXOY) = (afay, 57 6)), (afay, BBy ay) o
(a%ah, 235 (a2)P), and by taking v = 1,(a2)? or of respectively, we have (R(G)VXW))ebr —
(a%ah, epEY = LVIXWY) By Eq B3 a57 € Aut(X UY)y. For Ly = (af(a3)?), we have
LYY = (af(ad)’, B7By), (af(ad)”, BiByas) or (af(a3)”, By (a3)”). Recall that LY
(g, B%). By assumption, (o)’ = ()™ and (LV™))? = LV where § € Aut(X)(g) is an
involution. Since LV has three involutions, § fixes one of them, and we may let (3¢)° = B¢,
Since § fixes V(Y) p01ntW1se we have (3965)° = 5285 and (ah)® = aj. Then (R(G)V(XW))asd —
(aga3, BB5)° = ((af)?ah, B3B5) = (af(a3)?, B7By). By taking v = 1, (a3)? or aj respectively,
we have (R(G)V(XUY))O‘BM = LVEXWY) where afdy € Aut(X U Y) o) ThlS completes the proof of
Claim 4.

Now we are ready to finish the proof. If R(G)V™ and LY are conjugate in Aut(A)g) for all
components A of I', then Claim 2 implies that R(G) and L are conjugate in Aut(I') and we are
done. Recall that X is an arbitrary block component of I' with length 1 < r < m < 5. To finish
the proof, by Claim 2 we only need to show that R(G)V®) and LY®*) are conjugate in Aut(2)(g).-

If ¥% is block connected, then Claim 3 implies that R(G)V®*) and LV®*) are conjugate in
Aut(X)g), and we are done. Thus, we may assume that % is not block connected. Let X be a
block component of ¥3. Then there exist G; € G(X) and G; € G(X) with G; € G(X) such that
|Gy, Gjlr = 2K35. Thus, {H;, (bH);} is an imprimitive block system of L on G;. By Claim 3,
R(GYY™) and LY are conjugate in Aut(X) G-

Suppose X has length 1. Then G(X) = {Gi}, V(X) = G; and Aut(X) (5, = Sz x S3. It is
easy to see that Aut(X )y, has an involution fixing LVX) and inversing its elements of order 3.
Suppose X has length 2. We may write G(X) = {G;, Gi}. If X 2% 3K, 5, by Observation we have
that Aut(X )(g is faithful on G Then it is easy to see that Aut(X )(g = S35 X Sz, and Aut(X )( o)
has an involution ﬁXlng LV and inversing its elements of order 3. If X = 3K, ,, by MAGMA [6]
we have Aut(X)§ = S;, and then it is easy to see that Aut(X){;, has an involution fixing LY
and inversing its elements of order 3 (note that Hy may not be a block of L on Gy,).

If all block components of 33 has length 1 or 2, then Claim 4, together with Claim 3 and the
above paragraph, implies that R(G)V® and LV®) are conjugate in Aut(X)), and we are done.
Thus, we may assume that X has length at least 3. Recall that R(G)VX) and LV are conjugate
in Aut(X )zrg) Since 7 < 5, all other block components of 3 except X have length 1 or 2. Again

by Claim 4, R(G)V®) and LY are conjugate in Aut(X)g), as required. O
Now we are ready to classify mPCI- and mPDCI-groups for m > 4.
Theorem 5.10. Let m > 4 be a positive integer and let G be a finite group. Then
(1) G is mPCI if and only if G = Zy, Zs, or G = Z3 or Dg with m = 4 or 5;
(2) G is mPDCI if and only if G =7y or Zs.
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Proof. Let I' be an m-PCayley (di)graph of G, If G = Z; or Zs, then Aut(I') has a unique
semiregular subgroup with orbit set G = {G1,Gs, -+, G}, and hence G is an mPCl-group and
an mPDCI-group for any positive integer m. To prove parts (1) and (2), we may assume that
|G| > 3.

The sufficiency of part (1) follows from Lemma [B.9] and to prove the necessity, let G be an
mPCl-group. By Lemma 5.6 G is a {2,3}-group and so solvable. Let N be a minimal normal
subgroup of G. Then N = ZI or Z§ for some positive integers r and ¢. By Theorem B85 N is
mPCI, and by Theorem [5.3], any subgroup of G is 4PCI and so N is 4PCI.

Suppose N = Zr. If r > 2, then Z3 is 4PCI, contradicting Lemma 57l Thus, N = Z, and
hence N < Z(G), the center of G. If G is a 2-group, then G has a subgroup isomorphic to Z3 or
Z4 as |G| > 3, and hence Z3 or Z, is 4PCI, contradicting Lemma [5.7. Thus, 3 | |G| and so G has
a subgroup isomorphic to Zg, implying Zg is 4PCI, contradicting Lemma [5.7]

Thus, N = ZL. If t > 2, then Z32 is 4PCI, contradicting Lemma 57 Thus, N = Zs. If the
centralizer Co(N) # N then G has a subgroup isomorphic to Zg, Z2 or Zg, which are impossible
by Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.6l Thus, Cs(N) = N, and by the N/C-Theorem, G/N is isomorphic
to a subgroup of Aut(N) = Z,. It follows that G = Z3 or Dg, and by Lemma 5.7, 4 < m < 5.
This completes the proof of part (1).

To prove part (2), we assume that G is mPDCI with m > 4. By Proposition 5.2, G is mPCI,
and by part (1), either G = Z;,Zsy, or m = 4,5 and G = Zs, Dg. We have proved G = Z; or
Zy is mPDCI-group for any positive integer m. To finish the proof, we only need to show that G
is not 4PDCI for G = Z3 or Dg. First let G = Z3 = (x). Take S5 = S35 = Sy1 = {1, 2,27},
5173 = {ZL’}, 5274 = {1,1’}, 5371 = 5472 = {1}, and S@j = @ for all other 1 S Z,] S 4. With
the help of MacmA [6], I' = Cay(G,S;; : 1 < i,j < 4) is a normal 4-PCayley digraph and
Aut(T") = Z3 x Zs3 has a semiregular subgroup isomorphic to G with orbit set G = {G1, G2, G3, G4},
but different from R(G). By Theorem 5] I' is not 4PDCI, and hence Zj3 is not 4PDCI. Now let
G = Dg = (r,y | 2* = y* = 1,yry = 2°) and take S;; as the same as above for Z. Again by
MAGMA, Cay(Dg, S;; : 1 <1,j <4)is not 4PDCI and hence Dg is not 4PDCIL. O
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