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Abstract

We show that if G is a nontrivial, finite group of odd order, whose commutator subgroup [G, G] is
cyclic of order p*q”, where p and ¢ are prime, then every connected Cayley graph on G has a
hamiltonian cycle.
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1 Introduction

It has been conjectured that there is a hamiltonian cycle in every connected Cayley graph on any
finite group, but all known results on this problem have very restrictive hypotheses (see [2} |13} [15]]
for surveys). One approach is to assume that the group is close to being abelian, in the sense that
its commutator subgroup is small. This is illustrated by the following theorem that was proved in a
series of papers by Marusic [12], Durnberger [3, 4], and Keating-Witte [[10]:

Theorem 1.1 (D. Marusic, E. Durnberger, K. Keating, and D. Witte, 1985). If GG is a nontrivial, finite
group, whose commutator subgroup [G, G] is cyclic of order p*, where p prime and 1 € N, then
every connected Cayley graph on G has a hamiltonian cycle.

Under the additional assumption that G has odd order, we extend this theorem, by allowing the
order of [G, G] to be the product of two prime-powers:

Theorem 1.2. If G is a nontrivial, finite group of odd order, whose commutator subgroup [G, G| is
cyclic of order p*¢”, where p and q are prime, and p, v € N, then every connected Cayley graph
on G has a hamiltonian cycle.

Remark 1.3. Of course, we would like to prove the conclusion of Theorem|[I.2] without the assump-
tion that |G/ is odd, or with a weaker assumption on the order of [G, G|.

If 11, v < 1, then there is no need to assume that [G, G] is cyclic:

Corollary 1.4. If G is a nontrivial, finite group of odd order, whose commutator subgroup [G, G|
has order pg, where p and ¢ are distinct primes, then every connected Cayley graph on G has a
hamiltonian cycle.
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This yields the following contribution to the ongoing search [[11]] for hamiltonian cycles in Cayley
graphs on groups whose order has few prime factors:

Corollary 1.5. If p and ¢ are distinct primes, then every connected Cayley graph of order 9pq has a
hamiltonian cycle.
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2 Preliminaries

2A Assumptions, definitions, and notation

Assumption 2.1.
1. G is always a finite group.

2. S is a generating set for G.

Definition 2.2. The Cayley graph Cay(G; S) is the graph whose vertex set is GG, with an edge from
g to gs and an edge from g to gs !, forevery g € G and s € S.

Notation 2.3.
e Welet G’ = [G,G] and G = G/G’. Also, for g € G, we let § = gG’ be the image of g in G.
e Forg,h € G, welet g" = h~'ghand [g,h] = g~ *h~1gh.
e If H is an abelian subgroup of G and k € Z, we let
HY ={h*" | he H}.

This is a subgroup of H (because H is abelian).
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Notation 2.4. For g € G and s1,...,s, € SUS™!, we use [g](s1,...,5,) to denote the walk in
Cay(G; S) that visits (in order), the vertices

g, 9s1, 95152, 9515253, ..., g5152 " Sn.
We often write (s1,...,S,) for [e](s1,...,8n).

Definition 2.5. Suppose
e N is a normal subgroup of G, and

e C = (s;), is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G/N; S).
The voltage of C'is []"_, s;. This is an element of N, and it may be denoted IIC.
Remark 2.6. If C' = [g](s1,. .., sn), then [}, s, = (IIC)Y.

Proof. There is some £ with Hle s; € g~ 1N. Then

C = (Sg+1,$g+2,...,Sn,Sl,SQ,...,Sg),

SO

(C)Y = g~ (se415012 - S 5152+ 50)g

() (11,4) () (1)

2B Factor Group Lemma and Marusic¢’s Method
Lemma 2.7 (“Factor Group Lemma” [15} §2.2]). Suppose
e N is a cyclic, normal subgroup of G,
e (s;)™, is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G/N; S), and

e the product s;s5 - - - s, generates N.
Then (s1, 52, . . ., 5, )N is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S).

The following simple observation allows us to assume | V| is square-free whenever we apply the
Factor Group Lemma|(2.7)
Lemma 2.8 ([10, Lem. 3.2]). Suppose

e N is a cyclic, normal subgroup of G,

e N = N/® is the maximal quotient of N that has square-free order (so ® is the “Frattini
subgroup” of N),

G=G/?,
(s1,82,--.,8m) is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G/N; S), and

the product 51 53 - - - 5, generates N.
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Then s182 - - - S, generates N, so (s1, $2,- .., sm)“\” is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S).
Remark 2.9 (cf. [7, Thm. 5.1.1]). When applying Lemma [2.§] it is sometimes helpful to know that
if

e N,N = N/®,and G = G/® are as in Lemma[2.8] and

e Sis a minimal generating set of G.
Then S is a minimal generating set of G.

Lemma 2.10 (“Marusic’s Method” [12]], cf. [10, Lem. 3.1]). Suppose
e 5o CS,
e (Sp) contains G,
e there are hamiltonian cycles C1, ..., C, in Cay((So)/G’; Sp) that all have an oriented edge
in common, and
* for every v € G, there is some i, such that (- IIC;) = G'.

Then there is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G/G’; S) whose voltage generates G'. Hence, the Factor
Group Lemma((2.7)| provides a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S).

Corollary 2.11. Assume G’ = Z,, x Z,, where p and q are distinct primes. Then, in the situation of
Marusi¢’s Method |(2.10)} the final condition () can be replaced with either of the following:

1. 7= 3, and ((IIC;) "' (IIC;)) = G’ whenever 1 < i < j < 3.

2. r =4, and

e ((IICy)~'(IICs)) contains Z,, and
. <(H01)_1(HC3)> = <(HCQ)_1(HC4)> = Zq.

Proof. Lety € G'.

Consider the three elements v - IIC, 7y - IIC5, and «y - IIC3 of Z,, x Z,. By assumption, no
two have the same projection to Zj, so only one of them can have trivial projection. Similarly for
the projection to Z,. Therefore, there is some 4, such that v - IIC; projects nontrivially to both Z,
and Z,. Therefore (v - IIC;) = G'.

There is some ¢ € {1,2}, such that v - IIC; projects nontrivially to Z,. We may assume the
projection of y-IIC; to Z,, is trivial (otherwise, we have (y-IIC;) = G’, as desired). Then v-IIC; 1o
has the same (nontrivial) projection to Z,, but has a different (hence, nontrivial) projection to Z,.
So <’Y . HCH2> = GI. O

2C Some known results

We recall a few results that provide hamiltonian cycles in Cay(G;.S) under certain assumptions.

Theorem 2.12 (Witte [14]). If |G| = p*, where p is prime and g > 0, then every connected Cayley
digraph on G has a directed hamiltonian cycle.

Theorem 2.13 (Ghaderpour-Morris [6]). If G is a nontrivial, nilpotent, finite group, and the com-
mutator subgroup of G is cyclic, then every connected Cayley graph on G has a hamiltonian cycle.

Theorem 2.14 (Ghaderpour-Morris [5]]). If |G| = 27p, where p is prime, then every connected
Cayley graph on G has a hamiltonian cycle.
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Corollary 2.15 (of proof). If G is a finite group, such that |G/G’| = 9 and G’ is cyclic of order
pt - 3¥, where p > 5 is prime, then every connected Cayley graph on G has a hamiltonian cycle.

Proof. Let G = G/(G')?P. Then |G| = 27p and |G’| = 3p, so the proof of [5, Props. 3.4 and 3.6]
provides a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (Q /G S) whose voltage generates G’. Then Lemmapro—
vides a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S). O
Theorem 2.16 (Alspach [1, Thm. 3.7]). Suppose

e ses,
(s) <G,
|G/(s)] is odd, and
e there is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (G/(s); S).

Then there is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; .S).

This has the following immediate consequence, since every subgroup of a cyclic, normal sub-
group is normal:
Corollary 2.17. Suppose
e (¢ is cyclic,
e scSNGE,
|G/(s)| is odd, and
there is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G/(s); S).

Then there is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S).

2D Group theoretic preliminaries
We recall a few elementary facts about finite groups.

Lemma 2.18 ([6} 3.11]). Suppose
e (a,b) =G,
e (& is cyclic of square-free order, and
e G CZ(G).
Then |[a, b]| is a divisor of both (a) and |G /(@)|.
Lemma 2.19 ([0l Lem. 3.12]). If G = (a,b), and G’ is cyclic, then G’ = ([a, b]).
Corollary 2.20. Suppose
e (a,G'Yy =G, and
e (@ is cyclic of square-free order.

Then a does not centralize any nontrivial subgroup of G’.

Proof. Let «y be a generator of the cyclic group G’, and let G = G//([a,7]), so a centralizes . Then
G = (y) C Z(GQ), so Lemma tells us that |G'| = |[a,~]| is a divisor of |G/{a)| = 1. This

means G is abelian, so ([a,7]) = G’ = (v). This implies that a does not centralize any nontrivial
power of ~y. In other words, a does not centralize any nontrivial subgroup of G’. L
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Lemma 2.21. Suppose
e (&' = Z3u is cyclic of order 3#, for some p € N, and

e G/(G")? is a nonabelian group of order 27.
Then

1. the elements of order 3 (together with e) form a subgroup of G,
2. p=1(s0 |G| =27),and
3. (ab)? = a®b? forall a,b € G.

Proof. Note that |G| = 3#%2, 5o G is a 3-group. Since G' is cyclic (and 3 is odd), it is not difficult
to show

(ab)® € a®b*(G")3, forall a,b € G. (2.21A)

(This is a special case of [9, Satz I11.10.2(c), p. 322].)

(T) This is immediate from (2.2TA). (This is a special case of [9] Satz III.10.6(a), p. 326].)

Since G/G’ = Z3 x Zg, there is a 2-element generating set {a, b} of G. (In fact, every
minimal generating set has exactly two elements [9} 3.15, p. 273].) Since a3, b® € G’, we see from
that we may assume b € (G’)? (by replacing b with ba or ba~!, if necessary). Furthermore,
by modding out (G”)?, there is no harm in assuming 1 < 2, so (G)? C Z(G). Therefore [a, b%] = e,
so [9] Satz 10.6(b), p. 326] tells us that [a,b]*> = e. Since ([a,b]) = G’ (see Lemma [2.19), this
implies p = 1.

Since ;1 = 1, we have (G')® = {e}, so this is immediate from (2.21A). O

2E Proofs of Corollaries[1.4 and

Proof of Corollary 1.4, Assume, without loss of generality, that p < ¢. Then Sylow’s Theorem
implies that G’ has a unique Sylow g-subgroup @, so Q <G. Therefore G acts on () by conjugation.
Since ) = Z,, we know that the automorphism group of () is abelian (more precisely, it is cyclic of
order g — 1), so this implies that G’ centralizes Q. So Q C Z(G’). Since G’ /Q is cyclic (indeed, it is
of prime order, namely, p), this implies that G’ is abelian. Since p # ¢, we know that every abelian
group of order pq is cyclic, so we conclude that G is cyclic. Therefore Theorem|[1.2]applies. O

Proof of Corollary[I.5] Assume |G| = 9pg. We may assume p and ¢ are odd, for otherwise |G|
is of the form 18p, so [[L1, Prop. 9.1] applies. Therefore |G| is odd, so it suffices to show |G’| is a
divisor of pg, for then Corollary [T.4] (or Theorem [I.1]) applies.

Note that we may assume 3 ¢ {p, ¢}, for otherwise |G| is of the form 27p, so Theorem
applies. Therefore, neither |Aut(Zg)| = 6 nor |Aut(Z; x Z3)| = 48 is divisible by either p or g,
so Burnside’s Transfer Theorem (7, Thm. 7.4.3, p. 252] implies that G has a normal subgroup N of
order pq. Since |G/N| =9, and every group of order 9 is abelian, we know that G’ C N, so |G| is
a divisor of | N| = pg, as desired. O

Let us also record the fact that almost all cases of Theorem|[T.2] will be proved by using Marusic’s

Method

Theorem 2.22. Assume

e S is a minimal generating set for a nontrivial, finite group G of odd order,
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G’ is cyclic of order p*q¥, where p and ¢ are prime, and p, v € N,
forall s € S, wehave s ¢ G’ and G’  (s),

G/(G")? is not the nonabelian group of order 27 and exponent 3, and
either G/G' % Zs X Zs, or #S # 2.

Then, for every v € G’, there exists a hamiltonian cycle C' in Cay(G /G S), such that AIIC'
generates G'.

3 The usual application of Marusi¢’s Method
Applying Marusi¢’s Method |(2.10)| requires the existence of more than one hamiltonian cycle in a

quotient of Cay(G;.S). In practice, one usually starts with a single hamiltonian cycle and modifies
it in various ways to obtain the others that are needed. The following result describes a modification
that will be used repeatedly in the proof of Theorem [I.2]
Lemma 3.1 (cf. Durnberger [3]] and Marusic [[12]). Assume:

e () is an oriented hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S),

e a,bec St ge G, and m € Z7,

e (y contains:

o the oriented path [ga~("*V](a™,b,a~™), and
o either the oriented edge [g](b) or the oriented edge [gb](b~1).

Then there are hamiltonian cycles Cy, C1, ..., Cp, in Cay(G; S), such that

1 9 Jla*F, b~ [a", b= if Cy contains [g](b),
<(HCO) (Hck)) B {[b_l7 a*][a®,b=1]* if Cy contains [gb](b1).

Proof. Note that [ga—(™*+D](a™,b,a=™) contains the subpath [ga~*+D](a*, b,a=*) for 0 < k <
m.
Case 1. Assume that Cy contains [g](b). Construct Cy, by:
e replacing the oriented edge [g](b) with the oriented path [g](a—%, b, a*), and
e replacing the oriented path [ga~(*+1)](a* b, a=*) with the oriented edge [ga~(*+1](b)
(see Figure T)).
—1

To calculate the voltage of C, write Cy = [g](s1, ..., Sn). There is some £ withs7---5g =a~ ',
)

Ck = [g] (a_ka b> ak) (Si)f;§7 b7 (Si)?:€+k+2)‘

For convenience, let
-1

n £
h= H 8 = (1:[131> =a (mod G).

i=0+1
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(m+1)

Figure 1: A portion of the hamiltonian cycles Cy (top) and C}, (bottom).

Then, from Remark [2.6] (and the fact that G’ is commutative), we have

o)1,

i=0+k+2

14 n
_kbakb (H sl> a Fbakp=t ( H si>
i=1 i=0+1

rr () ) e

= [a*, b7 (TICy)? - |
:(HCO) '[aab ][aab }

Case 2. Assume that Cy contains [gb](b='). This is similar. Construct Cy, by:
e replacing the oriented edge [gb](b~!) with the oriented path [gb](a=%,b~, a¥), and
e replacing the oriented path [ga~(**D](a*, b, a=*) with the oriented edge [ga~*tD](b).

(See Figure[T] but reverse the orientation of the paths in the right half of the figure.)

To calculate the voltage of Cy, write Cy = [gb](s1, ..., sn). There is some ¢ with 57---5; =
— 1
ab ,so

Cr = [gb} (aikv b71> akv (31)5;57 b, (Si)?:6+k+2)'

For convenience, let
-1

n £
h = H s = (1:!31) = ab (mod G').

i=0+1
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Then

oo ()

i=0+k+2

J4 n
= (a=*b1a*D) < sl> a *baFpt ( H 51)
i=1 =041
— b} (ba (Hs) ( IT s ) a0
1=0+1

=1 a"P ~(HC’0) -[a®, p71])0
_ (HC())gb . [bfl’alc]b [ak’ bfl}ab' O

Remark 3.2. In the situation of Lemma we have <(HCO) - (HCk)> = ([a®,b~1]) if either

1. Cy contains [g](b) and a does not invert any nontrivial element of ([a*,b~1]), or
2. Cy contains [gb](b~') and a does not centralize any nontrivial element of ([a*, b~1]).
Note that if |G| is odd, then the hypothesis on a in (1)) is automatically satisfied (because no element
of odd order can ever invert a nontrivial element).
Corollary 3.3 (cf. [4] Case iv] and [10}, Case 4.3]). Assume
a € S with (@) # G,
(s;)%_, is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (G/(a); S),
o a”Hf=1 si € G, with0 <r < |a| — 2, and
0<k<|al-3.

Then the walk
Cy = (ak’ sp,a~ D) (szi,alal_27s%+1,a—(| al— 2))(d13)/2
Sa—1,a", 8q,a"F=k=2) o glal=k=3 (si)?;z ,q~([al=r=2) Sd)
is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S) (see Figure , and we have
IICy = (TICy)[a™*, sy [a™F, s; 1]

Proof. Cy contains the oriented edge (s1) and the oriented path [al®=2](a=(71=3) s, al@=3), so
we may apply Lemmawith g =e,b= 5y, and a~! in the role of a. O

4 Other applications of Marusi¢’s Method
Here are some other situations in which we can apply Marusi¢’s Method |(2.10)

Theorem 4.1 ([10, §4 and §5]). Suppose
e |G| is odd,
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=T

__1 a gd—1
a gd_11{—~—~7/4—~—~—x
a 92 et L eat L et———oa—oa t

1
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I
I
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I

Figure 2: A hamiltonian cycle Cj, in Cay (G; S), where g; = [[7_, si.

o G' = Zpn is cyclic of prime-power order,

e S is a generating set of G,

e SNG' =0, and

e (G is not the nonabelian group of order 27 with exponent 3.

Then there exist hamiltonian cycles C; and Cy in Cay(G/G’; S) that have an oriented edge in
common, such that (TIC;)~*(IIC,) generates G'.

Proof. Lemma allows us to assume |G’| = p. Then the desired conclusion is implicit in [10} §4
and §5] unless |G/G'| = Zs x Z3 and p = 3.

Therefore G//(G')? is a nonabelian group of order 27, so Lemma[2.21|2) tells us |G| = 27. By
assumption, the exponent of G is greater than 3, so we conclude from Lemma[2.21|(I)) that S contains
an element b with |b| > 9. We may assume S is minimal, so #S = 2; write S = {a,b}. Then we
have the following two hamiltonian cycles in Cay(G; S):

Cy = (a?,b)® and Cq = (a?,b71)3.

Since Lemma[2.21|(3) tells us (zy)3 = 23y? for all z,y € G, and we have 23 € G’ = Z(G) for all
z € (G, we see that

(ICh) "M (TICy) = ((@*0)%) " (a®71)” = (@) ((0®)°(671)°) = b7° e,
since |b| > 9. O

We will use the following version of this result in Subcase [if] of Case[5.12]
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Corollary 4.2 (of proof). Suppose
|G| is odd,

e G’ =7, has prime order,

Z is a subgroup of Z(G),
SNG'Z =1, and

G is not nilpotent.

Then there exist hamiltonian cycles Cy and Cs in Cay(G/(G’'Z); S) that have an oriented edge in
common, such that ((TIC;) =1 (IICy)) = G'.

Proof. Choose a,b € S with [a,b] # e. Since G is not nilpotent, we may assume a does not cen-
tralize G’. Furthermore, since we are using Marusi¢’s Method[(2.10)] there is no harm in assuming
S ={a,b}.

Ifb ¢ (a,G', Z), then the proof of [10, Case 5.3] provides two hamiltonian cycles C7 = (s;)"
and Co = (t;)7, in Cay(G/(G'Z);a,b), such that IIC; # TIC; (and the two cycles have an
oriented edge in common). From the construction, it is clear that (s;)?_; is a permutation of (¢;)_,,
SO (HOl)il(HCQ) e G

We may now assume b € (a,G’, Z). Then, letting n = |G : {a,G’, Z)|, there is some 4, such
that b € a'G'Z and 0 < i < n. Therefore, we have the following two hamiltonian cycles in
Cay(G/(G'Z); S) that both contain the oriented edge (b):

Cy = (b,a” 7V b, a" ),
Cy = (b,a™ "1 b,a V) = [4] Cy.
The sequence of edges in C5 is a permutation of the sequence of edges in C1, so (IIC;) 1 (IICy) €
G'. Also, since a does not centralize G', it is not difficult to see that (IIC;)~!(IICy) is nontrivial,
and therefore generates G'. O
Lemma 4.3. Assume
o G' = ZLipn X Zgv, where p and g are prime,
e SNG =10,
e there exist a,b € S U S~1, with a # b, such that aG’ = bG’,
o the generating set .S is minimal, and
|G| is odd.

Then there is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; .S).
Proof. Write b = a~y, withy € G'.

Case 1. Assume () = G'. We apply Marusi¢’s Method so Lemma 2.8| allows us to assume
G' = Z, x Z,. Since [a| > 3, it is easy to find an oriented hamiltonian cycle Cy in Cay (@; S)
that has (at least) 2 oriented edges a;; and « that are labeled a. We construct two more hamiltonian
cycles C; and Cs by replacing one or both of oy and oo with a b-edge. (Replace one a-edge to
obtain C; replace both to obtain C5.) Then there are conjugates ; and -5 of -y, such that

(MCo) " (IICy) =5, (IIC1) ' IICs) =72, (ICp)~H(IICs) = 17

(

(

note

note

)

)
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By the assumption of this case, we know that v, and 7, generate G’. Also, since |G| is odd, we know
that no element of G inverts any nontrivial element of G’, so 172 also generates G’. Therefore,

Marusi¢’s Method [2.TT)|(T) applies.

Case 2. Assume (y) # G’. Since S is minimal, we know () contains either Z,. or Z, . By the
assumption of this case, we know it does not contain both. So let us assume () = N x Zqv, where
N is a proper subgroup of Zu.

Assume, for the moment, that G/(G’)? is not the nonabelian group of order 27 and exponent 3.
We use Marusi¢’s Method |(2.10)] so Lemma allows us to assume G’ = Z, x Z,. Applying
Theorem 4.1/ to G/Z, provides us with hamiltonian cycles Cy and Cs in Cay(G/G’; S ~\ {b}),
such that ((IIC})~*(IIC3)) contains Z,. (Furthermore, the two cycles have an oriented edge in
common.) Since S is a minimal generating set, we know that C; contains an edge labelled a**
(In fact, more than one, so we can take one that is not the edge in common with the other cycle.)
Assume, without loss of generality, that it is labelled a. Replacing this edge with b results in a
hamiltonian cycle C/, such that ((IIC;)~*(IIC})) = (y) = Z,. Then Marugi¢’s Method [(2.11)(2)
applies.

We may now assume that G/(G’)? is the nonabelian group of order 27 and exponent 3. Then
G /({~) is a 3-group, so Theoremmwlls us there is a directed hamiltonian cycle Cj in the Cayley
digraph (Ta;/(G/(w; S~ {b}). Since S . {b} is a minimal generating set of G/(7), there must be
at least two edges oy and s that are labeled a in C. Now the proof of Case|l|applies (but with {~y)
in the place of G"). O

5 Proof of Theorem

Assumption 5.1. We always assume:
1. The generating set S is minimal.
2. SN G = 0 (see Corollary 2.17).
3. pand g are distinct (see Theorem[T.T).

4. G is not nilpotent (see Theorem [2.13)). This implies G/(G’)P? is not nilpotent [9} Satz 3.5,
p. 270].

5. There do not exist a,b € S U S~! with a # b and aG’ = bG’ (see Lemma[4.3).
6. There does not exist s € S, such that G’ C (s) (see Theorem [2.16).

Remark 5.2. We consider several cases that are exhaustive up to permutations of the variables a, b,
and ¢, and interchanging p and ¢. Here is an outline of the cases:

e There exist a,b € S, such that ([a, b]) = G’.
be
b < and la] > 5.

= |b| = 3 and (a) # (b).

e There exist a, b, c € S, such that Z,u C ([a,b]) and Z,» C ([a, c]).
b,
(@

63
G4
63 fa

(S
) ¢ C (a,b,e).
ntrahzes G’/(G’)pq.

(5
63
GI) a
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BI0) b.o¢ (a).
(3-10) ¢ € (@) and b ¢ (a@).
e There do not exist a, b, ¢ € S, such that ([a, b], [a,c]) = G'. (5.12)
Case 5.3. Assume there exist a, b € S, such that ([a,b]) = G’ and b € (a@).

Proof. We use Marusi¢’s Method [(2.11)} so there is no harm in assuming S = {a, b}. Then (a) =
(a,b) = G. Furthermore, Lemma [2.8|allows us to assume G’ = Z,,. Let n = |a| = |G/, fix k with

b = @”*, and choose ~ € G', such that b = akfy. Note that

e a" = e (since Corollary implies that a cannot centralize a nontrivial subgroup of G"),
and

e (v) = G (since (a) x {7) = (a,b) = G).

We may assume 1 < k < n/2, by replacing b with its inverse if necessary. We may also assume
n > 5 (otherwise, we must have £ = 1, contrary to Assump@n 5.1{|5)). Therefore n — k — 2 > 0.
We have the following three hamiltonian cycles in Cay (G} a, b):

Cr=(a"), Co= (""" ba " Dby,  Cs=(a""F2ba "V ba).
Their voltages are
I[IC, = a™ =e,
IICy = " FTha=F—Dp = a"_k_l(ak'y)a_(k_l)(ak’y) =a" - a tyay = 4%,
ICs = a™ % 2ba=* Vg = o 1 (a"*Tba~* V) = (TICy)°.

Since |G| is odd, we know that a does not invert Z,, or Z,. Therefore IICo generates G'. Hence,
the conjugate TIC3 must also generate G’. Furthermore, as was mentioned above, we know that a
does not centralize any nontrivial element of G, so (IIC)(IIC3) ! also generates G”. (Also note
that all three hamiltonian cycles contain the oriented edge (a).) Hence, Marusi¢’s Method |(2.11)({1)
applies. O

Case 5.4. Assume there exist a,b € S, such that ([a,b]) = G’ and b ¢ (@). Also assume |a| > 5.

Proof (cf. proof of [10, Case 4.3]). We use Marusic’s Method so there is no harm in assum-
ing S = {a, b}. Furthermore, Lemmaallows us to assume G’ = Z,,. Let d = |G/(a)|, so there
is some 7 with b"@” = € and 0 < r < |al]. We may assume r < [a| — 2, by replacing b with its
inverse if necessary.

Applying Corollaryto the hamiltonian cycle (b~%) yields hamiltonian cycles Cy, C1, and Cs
(since 2 = 5 — 3 < |@| — 3). Note that all of these contain the oriented edge b(b~'). Furthermore,
the voltage of C}, is

C), = w[a ", b] [a~ ", b]* ",
where m = IICj is independent of k.

Since [a~!, b] generates G’, and a does not invert any nontrivial element of G’ (recall that |G| is

odd), it is easy to see that G’ is generated by the difference of any two of

e, [a%,b], and [a=2,b] = [~ %, b][a ", B]" .

Using again the fact that a does not invert any element of G, this implies that G’ is generated by the
difference of any two of the three voltages, so Marusi¢’s Method [2.TT)|([T) applies. O



note
ALS

> 2
K

)

14 Dave Witte Morris

Case 5.5. Assume there exist a,b € S, such that ([a,b]) = G’, [a| = |b| = 3 and (a) # (b).

Proof. This proof is rather lengthy. It can be found in Section|[§] O

Assumption 5.6. Henceforth, we assume there do not exist a, b € S U S™1, such that ([a, b]) = G'.

Case 5.7. Assume Zyu C ([a,b]), Zy» C ([a, c]), and (b,¢) C (a).

Proof. We use Maru§i¢’s Method |(2.11)] so there is no harm in assuming S = {a, b, c}. (Further-
more, Lemmaallows us to assume G’ = Z,q, so ([a,b]) = Z, and ([a, c|) = Z4.) Then, since
b,¢ € (@), we must have (@) = G. Therefore, Corollary tells us that a does not centralize any
nonidentity element of G’. Fix k and ¢ with b = @* and ¢ = @‘. We may write b = a”*v; and
¢ = a’yo, for some y; € Z, and 72 € 7,.

Since 1, k, and ¢ are distinct (see Assumption ), we may assume 1 < k < ¢ < n/2, by
interchanging b and ¢ and/or replacing b and/or ¢ with its inverse if necessary. Therefore ¢ > 3 and

k + ¢ < n — 2, so we have the following three hamiltonian cycles in Cay(G;a, b, c):

C1 = (a™)
02 _ (a—(Z—l),Q b,a_(k_l),b, an—k—f—27 C)

Cs = (a*(zfm,c7 bya” B b, gnh2, c,a™t).

Note that each of these contains the oriented edge (a=1).
Since a does not centralize any nonidentity element of G’, we know IIC; = e. A straightforward

calculation shows
—k—1

IC = (ma? )* (¥ 72),

which generates G'. Therefore, IIC3 = (l'IC’g)‘f1 and (IIC3)~1(IICs) also generate G’. (For
the latter, note that a—! does not centralize any nonidentity element of G’.) Therefore Marusi¢’s

Method|(2.11)(1]) applies. O

Case 5.8. Assume Zy. C ([a,b]), Zg» C ([a,c]), and there exists s € {a,b}, such that (@) C
(@) S (@,b,0).

Proof. We use Marusi¢’s Method [(2.11)} so there is no harm in assuming S = {a, b, c}. Further-
more, Lemma [2.8] allows us to assume G’ = Zyq, so ([a,b]) = Z, and ([a,c]) = Z,. Choose
A, B,C > 3, such that @* = €, and every element of G can be written uniquely in the form

B 0<z <A,
a°b’e with 0 <y < B,
0<z<C.
More precisely, we may let
A=|al, B=|{@b): @) C=I|G: (@b)| ifs=0>,
A=la|,C=|(@e) :{(a), B=|G: (e ifs=c
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Figure 3: A hamiltonian cycle X.

Then we have the following hamiltonian cycle X in Cay(G;a, b, c) (see Figure :

X = <a,(a’42, (b,a= (A1 b gA=1)B-D/2
(@=A=D) =1 g A=l p1)(B=1)/2 (=(A-2) c) (C-1)/2

)

b,ail, be27a’ (ClAiQ, b*l’ a]*(A*Q)7 b*l)(B*B)/Q

3

aA*Q’ b*l7 a*(A*S)7 b*l, (lA72, C(Cl)) )

We obtain a new hamiltonian cycle X? by replacing a subpath of the form [g] (aAfl, b, a*(Afl))
with [g] (a=(A=1 b, a4~ 1). Then (ILX)~!(ILXP) is a conjugate of

(aA—lba—(A—l))—l(a—(A—l)baA—l) = b, aA—1]a[b, aA—l].

Similarly, replacing a subpath of the form [g](a~!, ¢,a=(A=1)) with [g] (a=“A~Y), ¢,a~!) results
in a hamiltonian cycle X,, such that (I1X)~(I1X,) is a conjugate of [c, a*~1]%[c, a*~]. Further-
more, doing both replacements results in a hamiltonian cycle X?, such that (ITX?)~! (ILX?) is also
a conjugate of [c, a*~1]%[c, a*~1]. Note that all four of these hamiltonian cycles contain the oriented
edge c(c™1).

Since G’ Z (a) (see Assumption ), we may assume a”* € Z, (by interchanging p and q if
necessary). Since [c, a] € Z,, this implies that c centralizes a*, so [c, a*~!] = [c, a~!] generates Z,,.
Since a does not invert any nontrivial element of Z (recall that G has odd order), this implies that
[c,a?=1]%[c, a* 1] generates Z,.

Assume, for the moment, that [b, aA_l] generates Z,,. Since a does not invert any nontrivial ele-
ment of Zy,, this implies that [b, a~1][b, a4 ~] generates Z,. Therefore, Marugi¢’s Method|(2.1 )|[2)
applies.

We may now assume [b, a4 ~1] does not generate Z,. This means [b, a*~!] = e. Since [b,a™!] #
e, we conclude that [b, aA} % e, S0

b does not centralize Z,,.

(

note

)
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Figure 4: A hamiltonian cycle Y;.

We have the following hamiltonian cycle Y; in Cay(G;a, b, c) (see Figure E]):

Y = (b, (b3737 (a, b*(B—2)7 a, bB72)(A—1)/27 b, a*(A71)7 c

a1 b7 (b (B2 g pB 2 g ) (ASD/2 = (B3 c) (©-n/2

b

pB-2 a4, (aA—27b—l,a—(A—Q)’b—l)(B—l)/27alA—17c—(C—1)>.

We create a new hamiltonian cycle Y2 by replacing a subpath of the form [g] (a_(A_l)7 c,a
with [g](a*~1, ¢,a=(A=D). This is the same as the construction of X, from X, but with a and a~*

A—l)

interchanged, so the same calculation shows (ITY; )~ (I1Y2) is a conjugate of [¢,a=(A=D]2" ' [¢, a= (A=),
which generates Z,. Furthermore, since Y7 and Y3 both contain the oriented path [bB -3 b,a, b’l),
and either the oriented edge [b®~2](a) or the oriented edge [6®~2a](a~'), Remark [3.2| provides
hamiltonian cycles Y/ and Yy, such that (I1Y;)~!(IIY;) generates Z,. Since all four hamiltonian
cycles contain the oriented edge [c](c™1), Marusi¢’s Method |(2.11)(2) applies. O

Case 5.9. Assume Z,: C ([a,b]), Zy» C ([a, c]), and a centralizes G’ /(G')P1.

Proof. We use Marusic’s Method so there is no harm in assuming S = {a, b, c}. Further-
more, Lemma 2.8 allows us to assume G = Zyq, so ([a, b]) = Z;, and ([a, c]) = Z,.

Note that [a,b™ !, c] € Z,, [c,a™!,b] € Z, and [b, ¢!, a] = e (because a centralizes G'). Since
Z, N Zy = {e}, and the Three-Subgroup Lemma [7, Thm. 2.3, p. 19] tells us

[a, b7, c]b[b, ¢, alle,a™t, b) = e,
we conclude that [a, b~ !, ¢] = [c,a™!,b] = e, so
c centralizes Zj, and b centralizes Z,.

We know G’ ¢ Z(G), because G is not nilpotent (see Assumption ). Since a central-
izes G, this implies we may assume ¢ does not centralize G’ (by interchanging b and c if necessary).
So ¢ does not centralize Z,,. Since a, b, and G’ all centralize Z,, this implies ¢ ¢ (a, b, G’). In other
words, ¢ ¢ (@, b). Furthermore, applying Corollaryto the group (a, b) tells us that (@) # (@, b).
Therefore (@) < (@,b) C (a,b,¢), so Caseapplies. O

Case 5.10. Assume Z,. C {[a,b]), Z, C ([a,c]), and b, T ¢ (a).
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Proof. We use Marusi¢’s Method [(2.11)} so there is no harm in assuming S = {a, b, c}. Further-
more, Lemma [2.8] allows us to assume G’ = Zy,, so ([a,b]) = Z, and ([a,c]) = Z,. We may
assume (@, b) = (a,¢) = G, for otherwise Caseapplies.

Let us begin by showing that a does not centralize any nontrivial element of G’. Suppose not.
Then we may assume that a centralizes Z,. Let G = G/Z, = G/{[a, c]). Since {(a,¢, G’) = G, we
know that (a,¢,Z,) = G , so a is in the center of G. This contradicts the fact that ([a,b]) = Z,, is
nontrivial. o o

Since G is abelian (and because b,¢ ¢ (@)), it is easy to choose a hamiltonian cycle (s;)%; in
Cay(G/(a); S) that contains both an edge labeled b (or b~!) and an edge labeled ¢ (or ¢~ ). Note
that

Co = ((Si)?:_lla a|a|71’ (5;—12“17“7(‘6‘72)’ 5(;—121‘7“‘6‘72)1@;1)/27 a)

is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S).

Subcase i. Assume |a| > 3. We may assume s; = b~! and s, = ¢~1. Then Cj contains the four
subpaths
(b, e (et b,a), b7 (Y, e e ?](a,c,a7h).

Therefore, we may let g be either b= or b='c~! in Lemma[3.1] so Remark [3.2J{2) tells us we have
hamiltonian cycles C® and C¢, such that (IIC) ~!(IIC®) is a generator of Z,, and (I1C) ~1 (IIC) is

a generator of Z,,. Since [@| > 3, we see that C?, like Cy, contains [b~1](c™ ) and [b~1c ra"%](a,c,a™ 1),
so Remark provides a hamiltonian cycle C?, such that (IIC®)~1(IIC?) is a generator of Z,.
Therefore, Marusi¢’s Method [[Z.1T)|[2) applies (since each of these four hamiltonian cycles contains

the oriented edge [a~](a)).

Subcase ii. Assume d > 3. We may assume s; = b~ ! and s3 = ¢~ '. Then Cj contains the four
subpaths
(b7, ba’ (@ bya),  [sisal(e™), [sisec a’] (a7 cva).

Therefore, we may let g be either b~! or s1s5¢™ ! in Lemma so Remark [3.2|(2) tells us we have
hamiltonian cycles C° and C¢, such that (IICy) ~!(IIC®) is a generator of Z,, and (IICp) =1 (I1C*®)
is a generator of Z,. It is clear that C, like Cy, contains [s1s2](c™1) and [sys2¢71a?](a71, ¢, a),
so Remark [3.2){2) provides a hamiltonian cycle C?, such that (IIC*)~1(IIC?) is a generator of Z.
Therefore, Marusi¢’s Method [(2.TT)|2) applies (since each of these four hamiltonian cycles contains
the oriented edge [a~!](a)).

Subcase iii. Assume |[a| = 3 and d = 3. Since d = 3, we may assume b = ¢ (mod(a)) (by
replacing c with its inverse if necessary). Let

CO = (b_la C_lu a2a c, a_la bv a2)7
so C is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (G} S). Then Cj contains the four subpaths
1), b la’)(@ ki), 7T, BT a (g e 0.

Therefore, we may let g be either b or b~'c~" in Lemma[3.1] so Remark [3.2J{2) tells us we have
hamiltonian cycles
ct = (a, b7 a7t et a2, ¢,b,a)

and
c -1 -1 —1 2 2
C = (b 7a' 7C 7a 7C7 b7a )7
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such that (IICy) ~1(IIC?) is a generator of Z,, and (IICy) ~1(IIC®) is a generator of Z,. Further-
more, C¢ contains the oriented paths [ab~!](b) and [a~!](a,b~1,a"1), so, by letting g = a in
Lemmal3.1] (and replacing b with b~1), Remark 3.2/{2) tells us we have a hamiltonian cycle

c __ 2 3—1 —1 2 —1
Cb_(aab € ,0,Ca 7b)7

such that (IIC®) 1 (TIC¥) is a generator of Z,,. Therefore Marusi¢’s Method |(2.11)(2) applies (since
all four of these hamiltonian cycles contain the oriented edge [b~c™1](a)). O

Case 5.11. Assume Z. C {[a,b]), Zs C {[a,c]),© € (@), and b ¢ (a).

Proof. We use Marusic’s Method so there is no harm in assuming S = {a, b, ¢}. Further-
more, Lemma [2.8|allows us to assume G’ = Z,,q, so ([a, ]} = Z,, and ([a, ¢]) = Z,. Also note that,
from Assumpt, we know ¢ ¢ {@*1}, so we must have [a| > 3.

Let d = |G/(@)|. Since ¢ € (@), we have (a,b) = G, so (b%) is a hamiltonian cycle in
Cay(G/(a); S). Choose r such that a"b? € G’ and 0 < r < |a| — 1. Assume r < [a]/2 (so
r < [a| — 3), by replacing b with its inverse if necessary. Then letting k = [a| — 3 in Corollary [3.3]
provides us with a hamiltonian cycle C° = Cla)—3-

Choose ¢ with ¢ = @*, and write ¢ = a’y, where Z, C (7). We may assume 0 < ¢ < [a|/2
(by replacing ¢ with its inverse, if necessary). Then ¢ < |a| — 3, so we see from Figure |2| that
Clg)—3 contains the path [a’b](a~(“+1)). Replacing this with the path [a‘b](c™!, a’~?, ¢ 1) results
in a hamiltonian cycle C1, such that (IICY)~1(IIC?) is a conjugate of

—1a€—1c—1 . aé—i—l _ (aé,y)—laé—l(aé,y)—l . a€+1 _ ’Y_l(’}/_l)a-

Since |G| is odd, we know that a does not invert any nontrivial element of G’, so this is a generator
of (), which contains ([a, ¢]) = Z,.

Furthermore, from Figure we see that Cg|_3 contains both the oriented edge [b~'a~'](b) and
the oriented path [b='a](a~!,b,a). Then, by construction, C'! also contains these paths. Therefore,
we may apply Lemma with g = b=ta~1, so Remark [3.2|]1) tells us we have hamiltonian cycles
C" and C', such that (IIC*)~}(IIC?) is a generator of Z,. Therefore Marusi¢’s Method
applies (since there are many oriented edges, such as [a=1](a™!), that are in all four hamiltonian
cycles). O

C

Case 5.12. Assume there do not exist a, b, ¢ € S, such that ([a, ], [a, c]) = G'.
Proof. Let G = G/(G')P4, so G’ = Z,,. The assumption of this case implies that we may partition
S into two nonempty sets S, and S, such that

note) e S, centralizes S; in G, and

A.10 e forr € {p,q},and a,b € S,, we have [a,b] € Z,.

Let Gp = (Sp), Gg = (Sy), and Z = @ﬂ@ C Z(G).
Since G is not nilpotent (see Assumption[5.1[[4)), we know that G’  Z(G). Therefore, we may

assume Z, ¢ Z(G) (by interchanging p and g if necessary). Since G, N G, C Z(G), this implies
Zy L G, -

Subcase i. Assume there exist a, by, aq, by € S, such that ([ap, by]) = Zp, ([aq, by]) = Zg, and

{bp, by} is a minimal generating set of (@,, by, aq,by)/(ap, @g). We use Marugi¢’s Method |(2.10)
with Sy = {ap, by, aq, by }. Assume, for simplicity, that S = Sj. Lemma [2.8]allows us to assume
G =Zp4,50G=G.

After perhaps replacing some generators with their inverses, it is easy to find:
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e a hamiltonian cycle (s;)™, in Cay ((a,, @q); ap, aq), such that s,,_» = a, and s,,—1 = aq,
and

e a hamiltonian cycle (¢;)’/_, in Cay (G/(ay, @q); by, by), such that t; = by, and t3 = b,.

We have the following hamiltonian cycle Cy in Cay(G; S):

n— — n— (m—1)/2 n— — m—
Co = (((Si)i:127 toj—1, (Snil—i)i—f? t2j)j:1 ) (Si)i=11a (tml—j)j=1lv Sn)
Much as in the proof of Lemma[3.1] we construct a hamiltonian cycle C by
e replacing the oriented edge [s;,'by](b, ') with the path [s,,'b,](a; ', b, !, ag), and
—1,-1

e the oriented path [s'a; ' ar | (ap, by, a; ') with [s; ta as ] (by).

Then there exist g, h € G, such that
(IICo) M (IICy) = [b, ', agl? [a, ', bp)" = €7 - [ay ' bp)" = [a,, ', by)",

which generates Z,,.
Similarly, we may construct hamiltonian cycles C{ and C from Cj and C; by
e replacing the oriented edge [s;,'t1t2b4](b, ') with the path [s,,'t1t2bg](a; ', b, ", ag), and

e the oriented path [s,,'a; *a, t1t2](ay, by, ayt) with [s, ag tay i to] (by).

Then, for k € {0, 1}, essentially the same calculation shows there exist g’, b’ € G, such that

(Hck)il(ncl/c) - [b;17 aq]g’ [a’;lv bq]hl - [b;17 aq]g' : ehl - [b(;lv aq]glv
which generates Z,,.
All four hamiltonian cycles contain the oriented edge (s1), so Marusi¢’s Method |(2.11)|[2) ap-

plies.

Subcase ii. Assume G, is not the nonabelian group of order 27 and exponent 3. We will apply
Marusi¢’s Method|(2.11)} so Lemmaallows us to assume G’ = Z,,, which means G = G.

Claim. We may assume S, N (G'Z) = . Suppose a, € S, N (G'Z). By the minimality of S,
we know a, ¢ G,. Since Z and Z,, are contained in G, this implies G’ C (G, a4). Therefore,
the minimality of S implies that S, \ {a,} is a minimal generating set of G/(G,, @;). So Subcase
applies. This completes the proof of the claim.

Now, applying Corollary
such that C; and C; have an oriented edge in common, and ((IIC,)~'(IIC})) = Z.

Also, Theorem . 1|provides hamiltonian cycles C;, and C}, in Cay (Gp; S, ), such that C, and C),
have an oriented edge in common, and ((TIC},) 1 (IIC})) = Z,,.

For r € {p,q}, write C, = (s,;)=; and C. = (¢,;);,. Since C, and C) have an edge in
common, we may assume Sy, = typ, .

Let

o—1 -1/ - -2 _ 1y (np—1)/2
C= ((Sp,i)?:p1 :(Sq,i)?:q1 ’(Sp,'lllp72i+17(8q,:zq7j)?il 7517,11,;7721'7(3‘17]')?12 )Z':i aSq;qu>-

(5.12A)

[

note

(&

note
A.12]

2|to G, tells us there exist hamiltonian cycles Cy and C}, in Cay (G4/Z; S,),

)

)
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Then C is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S).

For r € {p,q}, a path of the form [g](s,.;)/=] ' appears near the start of C. We obtain a new
hamiltonian cycle C" in Cay (G} S) by replacing this with [g](t,;)7"; ". We can also construct a
hamiltonian cycle C?'¢ by making both replacements. Then

(o) ~H(IICT)) = ((UC,) "1 (IICY)) = Zr,
and
((IICT)~HIIC™)) = ((LIC,) " (IICy)) = Zy,
so Marusi¢’s Method [(Z.1T)|[2) applies (since all four hamiltonian cycles contain the oriented edge
[S(;’Il’tq](sqwnq))'
Subcase iii. Assume G, is the nonabelian group of order 27 and exponent 3. We have p = 3,

and Lemma[2.21[2) tells us y1 = 1; i.e., G’ = Z3 x Z,. Therefore G = G/(G")4.
Let C, = (8p.;)2"; be a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(Gp, Sp). Also, for 7 = g, Theorem 4.1 .

provides hamiltonian cycles C; = (sq,:);4 and C, = (tq,:);-2; in Cay(Gy; Sy), such that s, =

tqn, and (IIC,) "' (IIC;) generates Z,v. Define the hamlltoman cycle C as in m (with n, =

27). We obtain a new hamlltoman cycle C'? in Cay (G S) by replacing an occurrence of (s,.;);-"; !

with the path (¢, ;)2 ' Much as in Subcase | we have
((ILC)~H(IICT)) = ((TIC,) ' (IICY)) = Zq,

so IIC and IIC? cannot both be trivial. Therefore, applying the Factor Group Lemmal[2.7)|with N =
Z, provides a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; S), and then Lemmatells us there is a hamiltonian
cycle in Cay(G; S). O

6 Proof of Case[5.5

In this section, we prove Case[5.5] Therefore, the following assumption is always in effect:

Assumption 6.1. Assume there exist a, b € S, such that ([a, b]) = G’, [a| = |b| = 3, and (@) # (b).
We consider two cases:

Case I. Assume #5S > 2.

Proof. Let c be a third element of S, and let / = |G : (a@,b)|. (Since S is a minimal generating

set, and G' = ([a,b]) C (a,b), we must have £ > 1.) We use Marusi¢’s Method [(2.10)| with

So = {a, b, c}; assume, for simplicity, that S = Sy. Lemma allows us to assume G’ = Z,,,. Let
(S )?@ 1= ((bv c, b_la c)(@—l)/27 b27 C_(Z_l)v b)7

50 (5;)3£, is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (G/(a); b, ¢). Note that

81285:b.

From the definition of (s;)3¢,, it is easy to see that [];_ 1 s; = b = €, so we have the following
hamiltonian cycle Cy in Cay(G;a, b, c) (see Flgure

34—-3 — _1
Co = ((Sj)jzl ) a 783£ 2,83¢-1,4 53¢,

-1 3(t-1)/2 -1
(0,82]‘—1, 52])] 1 y S3¢—2,0 7532—17832)~
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a> 4
\
/
a »e

e S1 52 53 S S53¢0-3 S30—1

Figure 5: A hamiltonian cycle Cj.

Since s = b, we see that Cy contains both the oriented edge (b) and the oriented path [a=2](a, b,a™ 1),
so Lemma [3.T] provides a hamiltonian cycle C, such that

(TIC,) ' (TIC4 ) is a conjugate of [a, b~ *][a, b~ 1]".

Similarly, since s5 = b and s1528354 = ¢, we see that C contains both the oriented edge [¢2](b)
and the oriented path [¢?a~2](a,b,a" "), so Lemma3.1]provides a hamiltonian cycle C, such that

(IIC,)~H(IIC,) is also a conjugate of [a, b~ '][a, b~ ']%.

Since no element of G inverts any nontrivial element of G’ (recall that |G| is odd), this implies that
(IIC;)~M(IIC;) generates G' whenever i # j. So Marugi&’s Method |(2.11)((1) applies (since all
three hamiltonian cycles contain the oriented edge [s1](s2)- O

Case II. Assume #S = 2.

Proof. We have S = {a, b}, so |G| = 9p*q¢”. We may assume p, ¢ > 3, for otherwise Corollary|2.15]
applies (perhaps after interchanging p and q).
One very special case with a lengthy proof will be covered separately:

Assumption 6.2. Assume Proposition[6.4]below does not provide a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (G; S).

Under this assumption, we will always use the Factor Group Lemma with N = G, so
Lemmaallows us to assume G’ = Z,.
Let
C=(2%b1ab"a20b%),

so C' is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; a, b). We have
TC = a2~ ab~a=2b% = [a, b]*[a, b][a, b (a—2)"". (6.2A) <n0t€

Let G = G/Z,, s0 G' = Z,. Since p,q > 3, we know gcd(|§|, |G’|) =1,50G2Gx G
Thm. 6.2.1(i)]. Therefore G' N Z(G) is trivial, so we may

assume that a does not centralize Z,

(perhaps after interchanging a with b). Therefore a acts on Z, via a nontrivial cube root of unity.
Since the nontrivial cube roots of unity are the roots of the polynomial 22 + z + 1, this implies that
[a,b]7 [a, b]*[a, b] = e, so

[a,b)[a, b] = ([a,0)") 7" = (Ja,b]* )~




note

13

22 Dave Witte Morris

(since |a@| = 3). Furthermore, a2 = e (since a has trivial centralizer in Z4). Hence,

Therefore
IIC # ¢ unless y* = y*  forally € Z,. (6.2B)

Hence, we may assume (IIC) contains Z, (by replacing b with its inverse if necessary).

Subcase i. Assume a centralizes Z,. Since G' N Z(G) is trivial, we know that b does not
centralize Z,. Also, we may assume (IIC) # G, for otherwise the Factor Group Lemma |(2.7)
applies. Therefore IIC' must project trivially to Z,. Fixing r, k € Z with

[a,b]" = [a,b]" and a=3 = [a,b]"
(and using the fact that 72 + r + 1 = 0 (mod p)), we see from that this means
O=1+14r+kr’=1—r>4+kr?=r%(r — 1+ k) (mod p),
o
k=1-r (modp).

Therefore k # 0 (mod p) (since r is a primitive cube root of unity). Also, since a centralizes Z,,, we
have

[ b7 = (b)) T = ()T ) T = (b = = (0 (mod Z,).

Therefore, replacing a and b with their inverses replaces k with —kr (modulo p), and it obviously
replaces  with 2. Hence, we may assume that we also have

—kr=1-r*=7—r?=—(1 —7r)r* = —kr? (mod p),
sor =1 (mod p). This contradicts the fact that b does not centralize Z,.

Subcase ii. Assume a does not centralize 7.,. We may assume that the preceding subcase does
not apply when a and b are interchanged (and perhaps p and ¢ are also interchanged). Therefore, we
may assume that either

e b centralizes both Z, and Z,, in which case, interchanging p and ¢ in tells us that IIC
projects nontrivially to both Z,, and Z,, so the Factor Group Lemma ((2.7)|applies, or

e b has trivial centralizer in G’.

Henceforth, we assume a and b both have trivial centralizer in G'.
We may assume y® = y® fory € Zq4, by replacing b with its inverse if necessary. We may also
assume (IIC) # G’ (for otherwise the Factor Group Lemma|(2.7)|applies). Since (IIC') contains Z,

this means that (IIC') does not contain Z,. By interchanging p and ¢ in (6.2B)), we conclude that

2 =29 forz € Z,. We are now in the situation where a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G;a,b) is

provided by Proposition [6.4] below. O
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The remainder of this section proves Proposition[6.4] by applying the Factor Group Lemmal[2.7)|
with N = Zgv. To this end, the following lemma provides a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G [Zg; S )
Lemma 6.3. Assume

o G ="Zye ¥ (Zgx Lz) = (x) x ({a) x (by)), withp > 3,

o b= uxbg,

o 2t =20 = x", where 7 is a primitive cube root of unity in Zu,

k € Z, such that

o k=1 (mod3),
o k =r (modp*), and
o 0 < k< 3pH,

¢ is the multiplicative inverse of k, modulo 3p* (and 0 < ¢ < 3pt),

= (b7 (a1 a2 17, (0,675 a2, (b2, 07"~ ), and

e C is the walk obtained from C' by interchanging a and b, and also interchanging & and /.
Then either C or C is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G;a,b).
Proof. Define

Vaire = (ba)'b fore € {0, 1},
w; = (ba)’b,

and let V = {v;} and W = {w,}. Note that, since 2%* = z, we have |ab| = 3p*, so #V = 6p*
and #W = 3p*, so G is the disjoint union of V' and W. With this in mind, it is easy to see that
Cy = (b2,a)*"" is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G;a,b).

Removing the edges of the subpaths (b=2) and [(ba)*](b~2, a,b2) from C| results in two paths:

e path P; from b2 = b to (ba)*, and

e path P from (ba)**1b to e (since (ba)*(b=2ab™2) = (ba)* (bab) = (ba)*+1b).

The union of P; and P> covers all the vertices of G except the interior vertices of the removed
subpaths, namely,

all vertices except b1, (ba)*b1, (ba)*b, (ba)**!, and (ba)*1b1.
By ignoring y in calculation (6.4A) below, we see that b"'a~! = (a~'b~!)*, which means
ab = (ba)*.

Since b=2 = b, this implies
ab=% = (ba)*.

L — 42, we have

Also, since a~
ba~'b? = ba®b* = (ba)(ab)b = (ba)((ba)")b = (ba)**'b.

Therefore
Q1 = (a,b?) is a path from the end of P, to the end of P,
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and
Q2 = [b](a™, %) is a path from the start of P; to the start of P;.

So, letting — P; be the reverse of the walk P}, we see that

Co=QU—-PLUQUP,

is a closed walk.
Note that the interior vertices of Q1 are

a = (ab)b~t = (ba)*p~!

and
ab™t = (ab)b = (ba)"b,

and the interior vertices of (), are
ba~' = ba® = (ba)(ab)b~! = (ba)(ba) b=t = (ba)kT1p?

and
ba= b = ((ba)* b7 1)b = (ba)F Tt

These are all but one of the vertices that are not in the union of P; and P, so
Cs is a cycle that covers every vertex except b~ 1.
Notice that the only a-edge removed from C is [(ba)*b~2](a) = [(ba)*b](a). Since
K= (r?? =r*=r # 1 (modpH),

and ¢ is the multiplicative inverse of k, modulo 3p*, we know k # ¢, so this removed edge is not
equal to [(ba)’b](a). Therefore [(ba)*b](a) is an edge of Cy. Now, we create a walk C* by removing
this edge from Cy, and replacing it with the path [(ba)‘b](a~2). Since

(ab)! = ((ba)*)" = (ba)** = ba,
we see that the interior vertex of this path is
[(ba)’bla™t = [b(ab)‘]a™! = [b(ba)]a™t = b* = b~ L.

Therefore C* covers every vertex, so it is a hamiltonian cycle.

Since ab = (ba)* and ba = (ab)’, it is obvious that interchanging a and b will also interchange
k and . Therefore, we may assume k < /¢, by interchanging a and b if necessary. Then the edge
[(ba)*b](a) is in Py, rather than being in P;. If we let P} be the path obtained by removing this edge
from Py, and replacing it with [(ba)’b](a~2), then we have

C = ((a, b_2)’ (a—l7 b2)}’€—17a—17 (a—1’ b2), (CL, b—2)€—k—17 a—2’ (b_2, a)3pu_€_1)
:Q1U*P1UQ2UP2/

is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (G} a, b). O
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Proposition 6.4. Assume
L] é = Z3 X Zg,
o G' =Zpnw X Ly, withp # gandp,q > 3,

S = {a, b} has only two elements,
e ¢ and b have trivial centralizer in G’, and

e ab centralizes Z,» and ab™! centralizes Z» .
Then Cay (G} a,b) has a hamiltonian cycle.
Proof. Since ged (|G|, |G']) = 1, we have
G2G %G 2 (Lpu X L) ¥ (Z3 x Z3).

Write Zp» = (z) and Zg» = (y). Since a does not centralize any nontrivial element of G’, we
may assume a € Zg X Zjg (after replacing it by a conjugate). Write b = ~bg, with v € G’ and
by € Zs x Zs. Since (a,b) = G, we must have (y) = G’, so we may assume v = zy; therefore
b = xybg.

Choose r € Z with 2% = z". Since |a| = 3 and a does not centralize any nontrivial element
of Zypr, we know that r is a primitive cube root of unity, modulo p*. Also, since ab centralizes Zyx,
we have 2° = z".

Define k and ¢ as in Lemma Then, letting G = G//Z 4~ (and perhaps interchanging a with b),
Lemmal63tells us that

¢= (CL, biza (aila bz)kila 0727 b2, (a, biz)eikil, aiz, (b72, a)3P’L*Z*1)

is a hamiltonian cycle in Cay (G; a,b).
To calculate the voltage of C, choose s € Z with y* = y°, and let

82— (14sts2 4Py 521
=y =y

(since 1 + s + 52 =0 (mod ¢) and k = 1 (mod 3)), and note that

(@b H* = (™ (aybo) )" (6.4A)

=z (a_lbaly_l)k (z commutes with a~'b, ! and y)

=x " (aflbo_l)kyf(ué*s%r---+Sk71) ( aflkb—? " (n;;)bcjp“) ilild q)
y 0 = y 0 — y( = y(

U S T a and by commute, k = 1 (mod 3),

ey ay ( and definition of g,

2 1

=y )
a” 'y (b= xyby and y; = yszfl).

=by 'z ly ey (@ =a" andy** = y°
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Therefore

Ic = ab—Q(a—le)k—la—QbZ (ab_Z)e_k_la_Q(b_Qa)3p“_£_1

= ab(a='b~ )" Lab(b(ab) " 1a) (ba)*" ~ 1 (la| = |b] = 3)
— ab(a™ b)) (a b Y) Lab(ba) " (ba) (|bal = 3p")
= ab(a" b1 *(ba)ab(ba) " (ba)~?
, , —k _ (q—1p—1\k
_ ab(bflaflys *1)ba2b(b*1a*1ys *1)(a’1b*1) ( (ba) B bgéllaj 321)
= Y
_ ys2—1bays2—1a—1b—1
— ys —1y(s —1)s (yUf [ ya b _ ys _ yS)

= (D)

Since s is a primitive cube root of unity modulo ¢¥, we know s #Z +1 (modq). Therefore, the
exponent of y is not divisible by ¢, which means IIC ¢ (y?), so IIC' generates Z,~. Hence, the
Factor Group Lemma|(2.7)|provides the desired hamiltonian cycle in Cay(G; a, b). O
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28 Appendix: Notes to aid the referee

A Notes to aid the referee

A.1. We may assume (G’)? is trivial (by modding it out), so G’ = Z(G). Therefore [a,b] € G' =
Z(G), so we have [b, a®] = [b, a]®. We also have [a, b]? = e, since (G’)? is trivial. Therefore

(ab)* = (ab)(ab)(ab) = a®b* b*b = a® (b[b, a?]) (blb, a]) (b)
= a®(b[b, a]?) (b[b, a]) (b) = a’b® [b,a)® = a®b’ e = a®b°.

A.2. Since we are only trying to show that something is nontrivial, there is no harm in modding
out Z; thus, we may assume 7 is trivial. Note that:

e Z NG is trivial, since Z is in the center, but a does not centralize G’ = Z,. So G’ is still
nontrivial after we mod out Z.

e Since a™ € G'Z = @, and a obviously centralizes a™, we have a™ = e.
Write b = a'y with y € G'Z = G’. We have

O, = ba~ (= Dpgn—i—1

= (a'y)a" Y (aiy)a" 1 (b=a'yand a" = ¢)

_ al,ya,ya—z—l
i—1

= (y2)*”

This is obviously nontrivial, since a (being of odd order) cannot invert v. From Remark 2.6] we
know IIC; = (TIC%)?, so

(TICy) " H(TIC,) = ((TIC5)*) ™ (TICs) = [a, TIC] # e,

because a does not centralize G'.

A3. Write C7 = [g](s;)7;, with a; being the final edge, so C2 = [g]((s;)!7',b). Then Re-
mark 2.6l tells us

n—1 n—1 n
(IICy)Y = <H si> b= <H si> (av) = (Hsz—) v = (TIIC})? .
i=1 i=1 i=1
A similar calculation applies to (IIC5) =1 (IIC3). Then

(ICy) ™ () = ((1C) ™ (1C) ) (€)™ ([Cy)) = 7.
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A.4. Letus briefly explain why these cases are exhaustive.

Case 1. Assume there exist a,b € S, such that ([a,b]) = G'. We may assume b ¢ (a) anda ¢ (b), for
otherwise Casea plies (perhaps after interchanging a and b). Then we may assume |a| = [b| = 3,
for otherwise Case|5.4|applies (perh after interchanging a and b). Furthermore, since b ¢ (a), we

obviously have (@) # (b). So Case 5.5|applies.

Case 2. Assume there exist a,b, c € S, such that {a,b,c)’ = G’. Since (a,b,c)’ = G’ is cyclic, we
know
([s,t] | s,t € {a,b,c}) = (a,b,¢) = Zpn X Lgv

(see [6l Lem. 3.12]). Therefore, for r € {p, ¢}, there exist z,,y, € {a,b,c}, such that Z,~ C
([zr,yr]). There cannot be four distinct elements of {a, b, c}, so we may assume x,, = x,. Then,
letting a = xp, b = y,,, and ¢ = y,, we have Z,» C ([a,b]) and Zy C ([a, d]).

We may assume b ¢ (@), for otherwise Case dapplies (perhaps after interchanging a and b).
Now, either Case[5.10]or Case[5.11|applies, depending on whether ¢ ¢ (a) or ¢ € (a), respectively.

Case 3. Assume there do not exist a,b,c € S, such that (a,b,c)’ = G'. Then Case applies.

A.5. Since b = a@" and G’ = Z,, x Z,, we may write b = a*~y; A\, for some y; € Z, and \; € Z,.
We have [a,b] = e (mod Z,,) (since ([a, ]} = Z,), so

e =la,b] = [a,a" i) = [a, M) = [a, M) (mod Z,).

Since Corollary tells us that a does not centralize Z,, this implies A\; = e. Therefore b = a*~;,
as claimed.
Similarly, we have ¢ = a‘~s, for some 2 € Z,.

A.6. We have
ICs = (a~“Ye) (ba=*=Yp) (a"F42¢)

¢
c=ans,
= (a72) (a"y1am) (™" ?39) b=aby,
a =e
. L
=75 (@ yp a )y
1 k-1 1 . )
=Mmn )" (e ) (G’ is abelian).

A.7. Since [a,b] is a generator of Z,, it is nontrivial, so b # a*. Therefore ~; is nontrivial, so it
generates Z,. Also, since |G| is odd, we know a does not invert Z,,. Therefore 'yl’yf_l # e, S0 it
also generates Z,,. Hence, the conjugate (’ylfyf_l )"_k_1 is also a generator of Z,,.

Similarly, (74 ' ~2) generates Z,. So the product (1172 )* " (74 72) generates Z,, x Z, =
G.
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A.8. Write X = [g](x;)",, where (z;)?27! = (a*~1,b,a=A~1), and let 7 = [, , s, sO
g i=1 i=1 i=2A

(IIX)9 = (aA_lba_(A_l))ﬂ and (TIXP?)Y = (a_(A_l)baA_l)w.

Then
1
((HX) HXP) ( A-1pg—(A-1)) ) ( —<A—1>baA—1)7r>
— (( A-lp —(A- 1)) ( —(A=1)p, A= 1))777

so (ILX)~}(ILXP) is a conjugate of (a“~ba= (A=)~ (a’(A’l)baA’l).
Also, we have

(aA—lba—(A—l))—l( —(A—l)baA—l)
((IA lb 1 7(A 1))( 7(A71)baA71)

G/A 1(b 1a—(A 1)baA 1) —(A—l)(b—la—(A—l)baA—l)

alA

[b, aA 1] [b, aA—l:I
[b oA 1]a[ A—l} a® € G’ and @ is abelian,
’ so a? centralizes G’ ’
A.9. We have
e=la,b*,d°[b,c7t, a)lc,at, b]” (Three-Subgroup Lemma)

= [aa bilv C]b e [Ca aila b]a

=[a,b™",¢’[e;a™, 0],

[a, 071, )’ = ([e,a™, b]a)_l.

Since the left-hand side is in Z;, and the right-hand side is in Z,, we conclude that they are both in
ZpNZg={e}. So[a,b"!,c] = [c,a™!,b] = e. Exactly the same argument applies with any or all
of a, b, and ¢ replaced by their inverses, so we have [a, b, ¢] = [c, a,b] = e. Since ([a, b]) = Z,, and
([e,aly = ([a, c]) = Z,, this implies that ¢ centralizes Z,,, and b centralizes Z,.

A.10. Assume, for simplicity, that (G")P? = {e}, so G = G. Let
Sp={aeS|IeS, (ab])=2Z,}U(SNZ(G))

and
Sqg={aeS|3bes, ([ab])=2Z,}.
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For any a € S\ Z(G), there is some b € S, such that [a, b] # e. Since, by assumption, we have
([a,b]y # G’, we must have either ([a, b]) = Z,, or ([a,b]) = Z,. Soa € S, or a € S,. Therefore,
SpUS,=S5S.

Suppose a € S, N S,. Then there exist b, ¢ € S, such that ([a,b]) = Z, (because a € S,) and
([a,c]y = Zq (because a € S;). Therefore ([a, b], [a,c]) = Z, x Z, = G’, which contradicts the
assumption of this case.

So S, and S, do form a partition of S. Furthermore, it is clear that both sets are nonempty,
because ( [s,t] | s,t € S) = G’ =Z, X Zg [6l Lem. 3.12].

A.ll.
tite - -tph—1

A12. Let Cp = (u;), so
IICy) = uius - - - Uy -

To calculate IIC, we

e replace some appearance of b, ! with a; 'b, 'ag, and

e replace some appearance of a,bpa, ' with by,
In other words, we multiply by the quantities

(b )™ (a0, ag) = by
and
(apbpagl)fl (bp) = [a;l, by
at certain points, so
IICT = uqug - - - uy, [bljl, Qg) Uy - - - ué[agl, bpltet1 - Umn
= ujug - ~umn[b;1, aq]g[a;I, bp]h,

where g = Ug41Ue42 - Ump and b = Up11Upga - - - Uy
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A13.

[a, b][a, b][a, b]b(a_g)bz =a a0 ab)a- (a7 b ab) - b (o b tab)b - b 2a D2
=(a'a ") (b a)(baa" b ) (abba )b (a (bbb )a?)b?
= (a_Q)(b_la)(e)(e)b_l(CL_Q)b2

=a%b tab o>

=IIC.

A.14. We have

-1

a0 =aba bt = a(ba b ta)a = b 0] =t a] = [a, 071!

and
[, b7 = b, a] = ba'b " a = b(a" b ab)b~! = bla,b]b~! = [a,b]" .
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