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Abstract

Let G be a finite group. The commuting/nilpotent/solvable conjugacy class graph
(T'cce(G), I'nceo(G), T'sce(G)) is a simple graph with the set of non-central conjugacy classes
of GG as its vertex set and two vertices are adjacent if and only if a member of one conjugacy class
with a member of another conjugacy class generates a nilpotent /abelian/solvable (sub)group. In
this paper we have discussed about the forbidden subgraphs of I'ccco(G), I'ncc(G), I'sco(G).
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1 Introduction

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

In [8] the authors defined the nilpotent conjugacy class graph I'ycco(G). They obtained analogues
results to [3] for I'voc(G) by describing the connected components as well as the diameter of
connected components. In [I] the authors defined the I'scc(G)(solvable conjugacy class graph of
G) and discussed the connectivity, girth, clique number and several other properties. Forbidden
graph characterization is used to define several important classes of graphs. The cograph is the
one which is Py-free. The chordal graph is the one which is C,-free V n > 4. A graph is split if
and only if it contains no induced subgraph isomorphic to Cy, C5 and 2K5. The split cographs are
exactly the threshold graph. In [10] the authors have classified all finite groups whose commuting
graphs are split and threshold. Forbidden subgraph of enhanced power graphs are studied in [6]
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and authors classified all finite groups for which it is split and threshold. They also classified all
finite nilpotent groups whose enhanced power graph are chordal and cograph. In [5] the authors
classified all finite groups whose generating graphs are cographs. They also proved that for a finite
group G showing I'(G) is split, chordal and Cy-free are equivalent. The authors in [4] proved that
the reduced power graph of G is perfect and characterized all finite groups whose reduced power
graphs are split, cograph, split and threshold. They also gave complete characterization in case
of abelian, dihedral and generalized quaternion groups. In [7] and [2] the authors defined perfect
graphs, cographs, chordal, split and threshold graphs on different type of finite groups.

In this paper, we have discussed about the forbidden subgraphs of Nilpotent, Solvable and Com-
muting conjugacy class graph for various groups. We will be using following groups throughout our

discussion:

Dop = {(a,b |a" =b* = 1,bab™! = a™1),
T4n—(ab\a2”—1 b =a" bab ! = a1,
U(n,m) = {a,b|a®" =b™ = 1,aba"t = b~ 1),
Van = (a,b |a® =b* =1,ba =a 1071, b7 a = a™1b),
SDg, = (a, b\a4"—b2—1 bab = a1,
=(a,y |2 =" =[z,9)P =1, [z, [z,y]] = [y, [z,9]] = 1).

Pmn

The presentations of this paper is as follows:

In Section 2] we have discussed about the forbidden subgraphs in I'ccc(G), I'noc(G) and I'sco(G)
of EPPO groups (groups in which all non identity elements are prime power order), groups of order
pq, nilpotent groups and suzuki groups. In Section Bl we have discussed about the forbidden
subgraphs in I'coco(G), I'nco(G) and I'scc(G) of Doy, Tan, U(n,m, Vs, and SDg,. In both the
sections, we have discussed when they are cographs, chordal graphs, split graphs, threshold graphs

and claw-free.

2  EPPO groups, groups of order pq, nilpotent groups, suzuki

groups

Lemma 2.1. [§, Lemma 2.1] Let G be a locally finite group and p be a prime number. Then
the following statements hold for I'vcc(G) and I'scc(G): (i) If x,y € G\ 1 are p-elements, then
d(z,y) <1. (i1) If z,y € G\ 1 are of non-coprime orders, then d(x,y) < 3. Moreover, d(z,y) < 2,

whenever either x or y is of prime power order.

Lemma 2.2. [3, Lemma 3] Let G be a locally finite group and p be a prime number. If x and y
are p-elements then d(z,y) < 2 in Icoco(G).

Proposition 2.3. Let G = P, X P, X P3 x --- X P, be a nilpotent group with P, non abelian p

group. Then we can find p + 1 number of elements ayi,--- ,apy1 in P, which are non commuting



and non conjugate to each other.

Proof. Let Z(P1) ={a € P; | ap1 = p1a ¥p1 € P1} and Cp,(a1) = {a € P; | aa; = aja}. Consider
the subgroup H := (a1, Z(P1)). As Z(P1) C Cp,(a1), so H C Cp,(a1). Since P; is a p -group, so
we will get a maximal subgroup M; in P; containing Cp, (a1). Choose ag outside of M, so ag is
not an element of Cp, (a1). Hence ag does not commute with a;. Also ay is outside of the normal
subgroup M;. Hence as is not conjugate to a;. Now consider Cp, (a3) and a maximal subgroup
My containing Cp, (az). Choose a3 outside of M; and Ma, so ag does not commute with ay as well
as aq, neither it is conjugate to a; and as. In the similar manner we can carry out this process
to find the required elements. Consider M; and M> since they are normal so is their intersection
My N Msy. Consider the quotient group m. This will be either isomorphic to Zy2 or Zy X Zy.

Since there are two subgroups of order p in MlﬁMQ so it is isomorphic to Z, x Z,. In Z, x Z, we

have p + 1 elements of order p whose corresponding subgroups in P; will be maximal subgroups

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

2.1 Conditions on G for cograph

Theorem 2.4. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'ncc(G) and I'coco(G) are cographs.

G G

Proof. Suppose, ¢ ~ y& ~ 2¢ ~ w® is a path. Clearly, elements of G are power of some prime
numbers. If such a path exists then all vertices must have order power of the same prime. Otherwise,
G contains an element whose order is a product of two primes, that contradicts the fact that G is
an EPPO group. Since by the Lemma 21 the distance between any two elements, whose orders
are the power of a same prime, is at most 1 so such path does not exist in I'voc(G). Now from
Lemma [2.1] we know that d(x,y) < 2, whenever either x or y is of prime power order. Also from
lemma we have in I'coc(G) distance between any two elements of same prime power order is

at most 2. Therefore, there does not exist the path Py in I'ccc(G). Hence proved. O

Theorem 2.5. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'scc(G) is a cographs.

G G

Proof. Suppose, & ~ y& ~ 2¢ ~ w% is a path. Since G is an EPPO group so elements of G are
power of some prime numbers. Hence by last part of Lemma [2.] distance of any two elements in

G is at most 2. Therefore, there does not exist path Py in I'scco(G). O

Theorem 2.6. Let G be a group of order pq, where p,q are distinct primes. Then all of ['scc(G), I'ncco(G)
and I'coco(G) are cographs.

Proof. Let G be a group of order pg and we assume p > ¢. Clearly, G is a solvable group, and
therefore I'scc(G) is a complete graph and so it is a cograph.



Case 1: If G is cyclic then clearly I'ccco(G), I'nco(G) are complete graphs and hence they are
cograph.

Case 2: Let G be a non-cyclic group of order pq. Since GG is non-cyclic, the orders of the elements
of G can be 1 or p or ¢q. So G is an EPPO group. Hence by Theorem 2.4l I'vcc(G) and I'coc(G)

are cographs. O

Theorem 2.7. Let G be a finite nilpotent group which is not a p-group. Then I'ccc(G) is a cograph
if G is either an abelian group or a non-abelian group with exactly one non-abelian Sylow subgroup

(all other Sylow subgroups are abelian) whose commuting conjugacy class graph is cograph.

Proof. Let G be a finite nilpotent group such that I'ccco(G) is cograph. If G is abelian then there
is nothing to prove. So, let us take G as a non-abelian group such that G &2 P; X P X -+ X Py,
where P; are the Sylow p;-subgroup for 1 < ¢ < k. We claim that exactly one Sylow subgroup
of G can be non-abelian. Suppose, P;, P, are non-abelian. There exist elements aq1,a2 € P; and
b1,by € Py such that ajas # aga; and biby # boby. Also using Proposition 2.3 we can find a; and
az which are non commuting and non conjugate. Similar arguments for b; and bs. Since order of
a;bj (i # j), a1 and by are different so they are not in the same conjugacy class. Again a; and as
are not conjugate so azb; and ajbe are not conjugate. Then I'ccc(G) contains the induced path
(agb?,b?,a?,albg). Thus, exactly one Sylow subgroup of G is non-abelian and all other Sylow
subgroups are abelian.
Let P, be non-abelian. Clearly, as I'ccc(G) is cograph so is T'oco(Pr).

O

Note: For a nilpotent group G, I'vcc(G) and I'scc(G) both are complete graphs. Hence both of
I'noeo(G) and I'sco(G) are cographs.

Theorem 2.8. Let G = 2By(q), where g = 22"*1. Then all of I'ccc(G), I'vec(G) and T'sco(G)

are cographs.

Proof. Let r = 2™, then the non-trivial conjugacy classes of G are:
a single conjugacy class D with order of the representative 2,

2 conjugacy classes Do and D3 with orders of the representatives 4,

-2
% many conjugacy classes Aq,--- ,A( q—2) with orders of the representatives ¢ — 1,
5 2
% many conjugacy classes By,---, B (q —2r) with orders of the representatives ¢ — 2r + 1,
4
(g +2r) : : .
Y many conjugacy classes X1, -, X (g +2r) with orders of the representatives ¢ + 2r + 1.

Now the subgroups of G are only Cs, Cy, Cy—1, Dy(y—1), Cytar+1 ¥ H, where H is a subgroup of



order 4, small order suzuki groups, Cy+2,+1 and non-abelian 2-group of order ¢%. Among these, the
only abelian and nilpotent subgroups are Cy, Cy and Cy—1. So, in I'ccc(G) as well as in I'vec(G)
the only vertices that are connected are D; with Dy and Ds if (Dq, Do) = Cy and (Dq, D3) = Cy
otherwise if (D1, Do) = Cg and (D1, D3) = Cg then I'ccc(G) as well as in I'noo(G) are null graph.
Thus, in both the cases I'ccc(G) and I'voco(G) are cograph. Now suppose Py ~ Py ~ P3 ~ Py is a
path in I'scc(G). Taking P = Ay, and P> = Dy we get the only choices for P; are D, D3, X;, B;.
Now if we take P3 = Dg, D3, then the only choices for P, are X;, B;. But in each of the cases P is
connected to Py. For P3 = X;, B; we have Py = Dy, D3. But in each of the cases P is connected to
Py, which contradicts our assumption. Similarly, all other possibilities also gives us contradictions.

Hence I'scc(G) is a cograph. O
Theorem 2.9. If n > 5, then I'ccc(Sym(n)) is not a cograph.

Proof. Let G = Sym(n), =z = (1,2)(3,4,--- ,n), and y = (1,2,3)(4,--- ,n). Notice that =& —
(1,2)¢ — (1,2,3)¢ — 4% is a path in Tcoc(G), so X and y© belong to the same connected
component of I'coc(G). If I'cco(G), is a cograph, X & and y© would have distance at most 2,
however the only neighbors of 2& are (1,2) and (3,---,n)%, while the only neighbors of y“ are
(1,2,3)% and (4,--- ,n)“. Notice that the previous arguments does not work if n = 5, since in that

case % = y¥, however in this case we may notice that I'ccc(G) contains the following induced
subgraph: (1,2,3,4)% — (1,3)(2,4)% — (1,2)¢ — (1,2,3%). O

Theorem 2.10. I'ccc(Alt(n)) is a cograph if and only if n < 6.

Proof. Let G = Alt(n). If n is even and n > 10, then we may consider z = (1,2,3)(4,--- .n) and
y=1(1,2,3,4,5)(6,--- ,n). If n is even and n > 11, then we may consider z = (1,2,3)(4,--- ,n—1)
and y = (1,2,3,4,5)(6,--- ,n — 1). As in the previous proof it suffices to notice that z& and
y“ belong to the same connected component of I'coc(G), but have no neighbors in common. If
n = 8,9, a similar argument will work with = = (1,2)(3,4)(5,6)(7,8) and y = (1,2,3,4,5)(6,7,8).
If n = 7, then I'coo(G) contains the following induced subgraph: (1,2,3)(4,5,6)¢ — (1,2,3)% —
(4,5)(6,7)¢ — (1,2)(4,5,6,7)¢. Tt is easy to verify that if n < 6, then all the connected induced
subgraphs of I'ccc(G) have diameter at most 2. O

2.2 Conditions on G for chordal graphs

Theorem 2.11. Let G be an EPPO group. Then both of I'ccc(G), I'ncc(G) and I'sco(G) are
chordal graphs.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.4 O



Theorem 2.12. Let G be a group of order pq, where p and q are distinct primes. Then all of
I'cco(G), I'noc(G) and I'scc(G) are chordal graphs.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem O

Theorem 2.13. Let G be a finite nilpotent group which is not a p-group. Then I'ccc(G) is chordal
if G is either an abelian group or a non-abelian group with exactly one non-abelian Sylow subgroup

(all other Sylow subgroups are abelian) whose commuting conjugacy class graph is chordal.

Proof. Let G be a finite nilpotent group such that I'ccc(G) is chordal. If G is abelian then there
is nothing to prove. So, let us take G as a non-abelian group such that G &2 P; X P X -+ X Py,
where P; are the Sylow p;-subgroup for 1 < i < k. We claim that exactly one Sylow subgroup of G
can be non-abelian. Suppose, P;, P, are non-abelian. Then using Proposition 2.3 we can say there
exist elements aq,as € P; which are non commuting and non conjugate. Similar arguments for the
elements b, and by in P». Then I'ccc(G) contains the induced cycle (af,bG,ag,bg,af). Thus,
exactly one Sylow subgroup of GG is non-abelian and all other Sylow subgroups are abelian. Let P;
be non-abelian. Clearly as I'ccc(G) is chordal so is I'coc(Pr).

O

Note: For a nilpotent group G, I'ycc(G) and I'scc(G) both are complete. Hence both of I'yec(G)
and I'sco(G) are chordal graphs.

Theorem 2.14. Let G = 2p,(q), where ¢ = 22"*L. Then I'ccc(G), I'nco(G) are chordal graphs
but I'scc(G) is not.

Proof. Arguments are the same as done in Theorem 2.8 For I'scc(G) we have a cycle By ~ D3 ~
X1 ~ Dy ~ B;. Hence it is not a chordal graph. O

2.3 Conditions on G for theshold and split graphs

Lemma 2.15. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'ccc(G) is 2Ka-free if and only if G is either an
abelian p-group (for some prime p) or a generalized quaternion group or an EPO group or a non-
abelian group whose one Sylow subgroup is either abelian group of prime power order or generalized
quaternion group and all other Sylow subgroups are EPO group(Group in which all non-identity

elements are prime order).

Proof. Let G be an EPPO group such that I'coco(G) is 2Ka-free.
Case 1: First assume that G is a p-group. If G is an abelian p-group then there is nothing to
prove. Let us consider G to be a non-abelian p-group. Let G have a unique minimal subgroup that

is contained in all subgroups of order power of p. Then G is the generalized quaternion group and



one can check that I'ooc(G) is 2Ks-free.

Now consider that G is a group that has more than one subgroup of order p which is contained in all
subgroups of order power of p. In that case, if G has two elements, say a, b, whose orders are power
of p with (a) N (b) = {e}, then I'ccc(G) contains 2Ky by the pair {a®, (a?)%} and {b, (bP)“}.
This leads to a contradiction to our assumption that I'ccco(G) is 2Ka-free. So, in this case, G must
be an EPO group (a group whose every non-identity elements are of prime order).

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

Case 2: Next consider GG is not a p-group. If GG is abelian then it is clear. So let us assume that
G is non-abelian. Consider the Sylow subgroups of G. If G has two Sylow subgroups that contain
an element of prime power order then clearly I'coc(G) has 2K5. Thus G can have only one Sylow
subgroup that contains an element of prime power order and all others must be an EPO group.
Again, let P be the Sylow p-subgroup of G that has an element of prime power order. Since P
is a p-group and I'coc(G) is 2Ks-free so P must be either an abelian p-group or a generalized
quaternion group (see a)). On the other hand, if P has no element of order power of p then G is
an EPO group.

The converse is trivial. O

Lemma 2.16. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'ncc(G) is 2Ks-free if and only if G is either
cyclic or abelian or p-group (for some prime p) or a non-abelian non p-group with only one Sylow

subgroup having elements of prime power order and all other Sylow subgroups are EPO group.

Proof. Suppose G is 2Ko-free.

Case 1: Let G be either cyclic or abelian. Then I'voco(G) is a complete graph which gives it is
2K5-free.

Case 2: Let G be a p-group. Then G is a nilpotent group so the I'ycc(G) is a complete graph
which gives it is 2Ks-free.

Case 3: Let GG be a non-abelian, non p-group. If G has more than one sylow subgroup P; and P,
having elements of prime power order say a € P, and b € P, then I'nco(G) contains 2Ks by the
pair {a®, (a?)¢} and {b, (b?)}. This leads to a contradiction to our assumption that I'ycc(G)
is 2Ks-free. Hence G has only one sylow subgroup containing element of prime power order and
all other sylow subgroups are EPO groups as required.

The converse is trivial. O

Lemma 2.17. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'scc(G) is 2Ka-free if and only if G is either
cyclic or abelian or p-group (for some prime p) or a non-abelian non p-group with only one Sylow

subgroup having elements of prime power orders and all other Sylow subgroups are EPO groups.

Proof. The proof is similar to above theorem .16l O



Note: Let G be a group of order pq, where p,q are distinct primes. So G is solvable. Hence
I'sco(G) is always 2Ks-free as it is a complete graph. Now if G has an element of order pg, then
it is a cyclic group, so both of I'vcc(G) and I'coo(G) are also 2Ko-free as they are complete. But
if G does not have any element of order pq, then the orders of the elements of G are 1, p or ¢, so
G is an EPPO group. Hence from Lemma and Lemma 216l we will get the conditions on G
so that I'coc(G) and I'voo(G) are 2Ko-free.

Lemma 2.18. Let G be a finite nilpotent group. Then I'ccc(G) is 2Ka-free if and only if G is

abelian.

Proof. Let G = Py X Py x -+ x P, such that I'coco(G) is 2Ks-free. If possible let G be non-abelian.
Then at least one of P; (for 1 < i < r), say Py, is non-abelian. So, using Proposition [Z3] there
exist elements a1,as € P; which are non-commuting and non conjugates. Let b € P5. As b lies in
different Sylow subgroup, so a1, as and by are non conjugates. Also order of a; and a;b are different,
so they are also non conjugates. Then I'cco(G) contains the pair {a,a;6%} and {a$, aob®} that
form 2K5. Hence all P; (for 1 <i < r) must be abelian and so is G.

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

Lemma 2.19. Let G be a finite nilpotent group. Then both of I'ncc(G) and I'scc(G) are 2Ko-free.
Proof. The proof is trivial. O

From the above lemma, the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 2.20. In all the above cases I'coc(G), I'ncc(G) and I'scc(G) are split graphs as well
as threshold graphs.

Note: For G = 25,(q), where ¢ = 221 both of I'vcc(G) and I'coc(G) are split and threshold
graphs since it is Cy, C5 and 2K,-free by the same arguments as in Theorem [Z8 Though I'scc(G)
is not a split as well as threshold graph because it has a cycle of length 4.

2.4 Conditions on G for claw-free graphs

Theorem 2.21. Let G be an EPPO group. Then if G is cyclic or abelian, then I'ccco(G) is

claw-free.
Proof. Since I'ccco(G) is complete, so the proof is trivial. O

Theorem 2.22. Let G be an EPPO group. Then I'vcc(G) is claw-free.



Proof. Let I'yce(G) has a claw with three pendant vertices as: (a1)%, (a2)%, (a3)® and the central
vertices as b”. As G is an EPPO group, each element of G are power of some prime order. If such
a claw exists then all vertices must have order power of the same prime. Elsewhere, G contains
an element whose order is a product of two primes that contradicts the fact that G is an EPPO
group. Since by the Lemma 2] the distance between any two elements, whose orders are power of
the same prime, is at most 1 so such claw does not exist in I'ycc(G), as for ¢ # j distance between
(a1)¢ and (ag)% is 2. O

Theorem 2.23. Let G be an EPPO group. Then if G is a p-group, for some prime p or G is
solvable then I'scc(G) is claw-free.

Proof. The proof is trivial. O

Note: Let G be a group of order pq, where p,q are distinct primes. So G is solvable. Hence
I'sco(G) is always claw-free as it is a complete graph. Now if G has an element of order pg, then
it is a cyclic group, so both of I'vcc(G) and I'coc(G) are also claw-free as they are complete. But
if G does not have any element of order pq, then the orders of the elements of G are 1, p or ¢, so
G is an EPPO group. Hence from Lemma 2.2T] and Lemma 2.22] we will get the conditions on G
so that I'occ(G) and I'voco(G) are claw-free.

Theorem 2.24. Let G be a finite nilpotent group which is not a p-group. Then Iccoco(G) is

claw-free if and only if G an abelian.

Proof. Let G be an alelian group. So definitely I'coco(G) is claw-free. Conversely, suppose I'coc(G)
is claw-free. We want to prove G is abelian. Suppose, G is not an abelian group and G =
Py x Py x---P.. Since G is non-abelian so altest one of P; is not abelian. Let P, be non-abelian. So
using Proposition [2.3] there exists a1, as and a3 in P; such that they are non commuting and non
conjugates. Let us consider the elements b € P,. Then, I'ccc(G) has a claw with three pendant
vertices as: (a10)%, (agh)%, (ash)® and the central vertices as b%. As I'coo(G) is claw-free, so G

must be abelian. O
Theorem 2.25. Let G be a finite nilpotent group. Then I'voc(G) and I'sco(G) both are claw-free.

Proof. Since G ia a nilpotent group, so I'ncc(G) and I'scc(G) both are complete graphs with

order number of conjugacy classes of G. Hence they are claw-free. O
Theorem 2.26. Let G = 2p,(q), where ¢ = 2*"*1. Then I'sco(G) is not claw-free.

Proof. I'scc(G) has a claw with pendant vertices By, A1, X7 and central vertex as D;. O



Note: Although, I'ccc(G) and I'voo(G) both are claw free as there do not have sufficient con-

nected vertices to form a claw.

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

dihedral group

Theorem 3.1. Let G be a finite group. Then the forbidden subgraphs F of I'ccc(G) satisfy the
following conditions.

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

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

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

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

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

(f) If G is the group G(p,m,n) then F is always a cograph and a chordal, but it is neither a
threshold nor a split for any values of m and n with simultaneously not equal to 1.

Proof. (a) We know, Do, = ( z,y | 2" = y?> = 1, yzy~! = 271 ). From [I], we know that
I'ccc(Day,) can be computed by the following formula:

Kno1 U Ky if nis odd,
2
I'ccc(Dan) = K%_l U 2K if n and n/2 both are even,
Kn_4 U Ky if n is even but n/2 is odd,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. In all the three cases if we take four vertices from the first
complete graphs respectively then the four vertices will again make a complete graph. Again if we
take four vertices from both of the first and second complete graphs respectively then it will form a
disconnected graph. So in all the cases forbidden subgraph of I'coc(Day,) is Py-free. So I'ccoc(Dan)
is always a cograph. In a similar way we can show that forbidden subgraph of I'ccc(Day,) is always

Cy- free V n > 4. That is, it is always a chordal graph.

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

(b) We know, Ty, = ( z,y | 2?" = 1,2" = %,y tay = 71 ). From [9], we know that I'ccc(Tun)

can be computed by the following formula:
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K,_1 U 2Ky, if n is even,

Toco(Tun) = )
coc(Tin) { K, 1 U Ko, if nis odd,

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

get, disconnected graphs. So F' is always a cograph and a chordal.

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

1 ,—1
)
Yy

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

I'ccc (V) can be computed by the following formula:

Ko,—o U 2K, if n is even,

coc(Van) { Kon_1 U 2K, if nis odd,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. The proof is similar to the proof of part (b).
(d) We know, SDg,, = (z,y | 2" = 4% =1, yry~! = 22"~ 1). From [9], we know that I'cco(SDs,)

can be computed by the following formula:

Ko,—1 U 2Ky, if n is even,

Tooc(SDsy) = )
coc(5Dsn) { Kon_s U Ky, if n is odd,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. The proof is similar to the proof of part (b).
(e) We know, Ugy, py = ( @,y | 2' =y = 1, yay~" = 2?1 ). From [9], we know that I'ccc (Ugn,m))

can be computed by the following formula:

2K, U Kp(m 1y, if m is even,

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

where by U we mean the disjoint union. The proof is similar to the proof of part (b).
(f) We know, G(P,m,n) = < T,y | P
know that I'cco (G (pm,n)) is isomorphic to the following:

I'cceUmm)) = {

T=y =[xyl =1, [z,[z,y] = [y, [z,y]] =1). From [9], we
Kp(mq)(pn_p(nq)) U KP(nfl)(pm_p('mfl)) U (p" _p(n_l))KP(mfn)(pn_p(nfl)y

where by U we mean the disjoint union. So I ccc(Gpmny) is the union of three complete graph
Using the similar arguments like above we can say F' is always a cograph and a chordal. Now if we
take two vertices from one complete graph and two vertices from any other complete graph then

we will get 2K5. So F' is neither a threshold nor a split. O

Corollary 3.2. For all the groups G mentioned in Theorem 31, I'ccc(G) is claw-free.

11



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

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

Theorem 3.3. For any natural number n > 3 and which is not a power of 2, the nilpotent conjugacy

class graph of the dihedral group is computed as follows:

K-y UKy n is odd,
2
I'ncc(D2n) = Kn U 2K, n and § are even,

Kn_4 U Ky n is even and g is odd,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. Hence I'voc(Day) is always a cograph and a chordal but

neither a split nor a threshold when n is even but 5 is odd.

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

(z*,27) is always a nilpotent group so x* and 27 form a complete graph. The subgroup (z¢, ya/) is
isomorphic to Dyn, hence ' and yz? are not connected unless z = 2F for some k in I'vao(Day).

2) when n is even
[P, 1 < < g 1

[ym]D2" = {ym,ym3, ....,ymg_l}
P2 = {y,ya?, ..., yz2 %}

If § is even then yz? € [y|P. yx and y are not connected in I'vco(Day) since (yz,y) is not
nilpotent. Also 2’ and y is connected only when order of z* is 2¥ for some k since (z,y) is
isomorphic to DQ%. Similarly 2 and yz is connected only when order of z? is 2¥ for some k. Hence
I'nco(Day,) in this case is Kn U 2K;.

If § is odd then yr? € [yz]P?n. So (ya',ya’) is of order 2¥ for some k. Hence yx and y are
connected in I'voo(D2y,). Hence in this case I'yvoc(Day,) is K n_q U K.

Hence if we use the same arguments which we have used in the proof of Theorem [B.1] then we
can easily say that I'voco(Day,) is always a cograph and a chordal but neither a split nor a threshold

when n is even but % is odd. O

Note: For n < 2, I'ncc(D2y,) is a complete graph, so it is always a cograph, a chordal, a split and
a threshold.

12



Theorem 3.4. The nilpotent conjugacy class graph of generalised dihedral group i.e. A x Cy where
A is abelian and Cy is cyclic group of order 2 such that Co = (b) is computed as follows:

I'noc(Ax Ca) = Kjq U K,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. Hence it is always a cograph. a chordal, a threshold and a

split unless |A| = 2" for some r € N.

Proof. Let A; is subgroup of all 2 order elements in A. The conjugacy classes of A x Cs is as

follows:

[b]G = {:Ezb$l_1|l’2A1 S A/Al},
[a]¥ = {a,a  a € A}.

All elements of A will form a complete graph since A is abelian. For the subgroup H := (a, xibxi_1> ,
as order of z;bx; ! is 2, so if order of a is m (say), then z;bx; !, a satisfy the condition (;bx; 1)~ (a)(z;ibx; ) =
(a)~!. Hence the subgroup is isomorphic to (a) x (z;bx;'). So H is nilpotent only when m is a

power of 2.

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

Theorem 3.5. The nilpotent conjugacy class graph of Ty, is computed as follows:

2K,_1 U K, n is even but not a power of 2

I'yco(Tun) = _
Kn 1 U Ko, n is odd,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. Hence it is always a cograph. a chordal, a threshold and a
split unless n = 2'k for some 0 <k < (n—1), 1 € N.

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

nilpotent unless 7 = 2! for some [ € N. O

Theorem 3.6. The nilpotent conjugacy class graph of U, my is computed as follows:

2K, U Kym_yy, m is even
FNCC(U(n,m)) = ?

K, U Kym-1y, m is odd

2

where by U we mean the disjoint union and order of a®*bt for all k,t is not a power of 2. Hence

I'ncc(Um,my) is a chordal and a cograph but neither a threshold nor a split for any values of m.
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Proof. (1) m is even: The non-central conjugacy classes of Un,m) 1s as follows:
(b)) = {a® b, a®b }0<h<n-11<t< Do,

(a1 = {120 < j < 2~ 110 <k <m—1,

(a2k+1b)U("v7”) — {a2k2+1b2j+1|0 S ] S % _ 1}’0 S k S n—1.
All conjugacy classes of the form [a?*b!] are adjacent in I (;C(;(U(n,m)), so they are adjacent in
I'nce(Ug,my). Similar arguments hold for the conjugacy classes of the form [a®*T1] and [a%FF18].
Connectivity of [a?*b'] and [a?*1p%]

Let Hy := (a®**10% a2?Fbt). Consider H| = [a®*T10% a?*b'] = a?p?+2k. Again HY := [Hy, H}] is
generated by ([a®* 6% a?p2H2F] [a?Fbt, a?*b%+2F]) and their conjugates. [a?*+1p%, o2kp2t+2k) =
b= k) and [a?kb%, b~ 4HR)) = 1. So [Hy, H|] = (b~*#R)Y Now H!" := [HY, Hy] = (8(+R),
Continuing in this way we have for Hy to be nilpotent if (-2 (%) =1 i.e. m | — 2!(¢ + k) which
gives O(a?*b') = 2! for each kit. Hence a?**10% and a?b' are not connected in I’ Nee (Umn,m))
unless O(a?!bt) = 2!

Connectivity of [a%*V!] and [a?F+10%+!]

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

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

Now consider Hy = (a?*T10%7+1 %#b%7) and following similar procedure we get Hj is nilpotent only
when O(b) = 2!. Therefore, I'nce(Up,my) = 2K, U Kn(mTﬂ) when order of a?*b' is not a power of
2.

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

(a®pYom = {a?*b a7} 0<k<n-1,1<t< m; 1,

(@ HVom = @220 < j <m —1},0<k <n—1.

All conjugacy classes of the form [a%*b!] are adjacent in I ccco(Um,m)), so they are adjacent in

a2k+1]

I'ncc(Ug,my). Similar arguments hold for the conjugacy classes of the form | . Now following

the similar process as above we have (a2k+lb2j, a2kbt> is nilpotent only when order of a?*bt for all
2kpt for all k.t is not a

2

power of 2. O

k,j is a power of 2. Hence I'ncc(Upn,m)) = Kn U Kn(mﬂ) when order of a

Theorem 3.7. For any natural number n, which is not a power of 2, the nilpotent conjugacy class

graph of the semi-dihedral group SDg, is computed as follows:

Kop_1 U Ky if n is even,

I'ncc(SDsy) = _
Ko,—o U Ky if n is odd,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. Hence I'vncc(SDsy,) is always a cograph and a chordal

graph but neither a split nor a threshold for any values of n greater than equal to 2.
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Proof. Case I, n is even: The non-central conjugacy classes of SDg, are:

[a%]SDSn = {a%,a_% |1 <k<n-—1},

—-n n
[a2k+1]SDgn — {a2k+l’a2n—(2k+1) | 7 <k< = 1}’

[B)5Psn = {a®b | 1 < k < 2n},
[ab]¥Psn = {a®*1p | 1 < k < 2n}.

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

.
.

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

the elements in conjugacy class of the form a?* and a
connected in I'voc(SDsgy,) graph of SDg,, as I'ccco(G) C I'noco(G) for any group G.
Connectivity of [b] and [ab]: now consider the subgroup (b,ab) which is a 2-group (as order of
b =2 and order of ab = 4) and hence nilpotent so [b] and [ab] are connected in I'voc(SDsy).
Connectivity of [a%*] and [b]: for the subgroup G = (a?*,a?b), as order of b = order of a?b = 2
, so if order of a®* is m (say), then a?*, a®b satisfy the condition (a?b)~(a?*)(a?b) = (a®*)~1.
Hence G is isomorphic to the Ds,,. So G is nilpotent only when m is a power of 2.
Connectivity of [a?*] and [ab]: for the subgroup G = (a?* a?~1b), as order of a®~1b is 4, so
if order of a?* is m (say), then a?*, a®~1b satisfy the condition (a®~1b)~1(a?*)(a®~1b) = (a?*)~1.
Hence G is isomorphic to the dihedral group Uy ,,,). So G is nilpotent only when m is a power of 2.
Connectivity of [a?*!] with [b] and [ab]: then G| = {([a®b,a?*T]) = (a®*~*#+2)) and its
conjugates. Again G7 = ([a2b, a2~ (#+2)])) = (@2*@k+1)  Continuing in this way we get GT* =
(a(=1"2" k1)) Qo Gy is nilpotent only when n | 2772(2k 4+ 1). If n = 2°p; % py®...p,¢ then
2k + 1 = p1©pe®..p, . This gives O(a?**1) = 2¢72, Hence G is nilpotent only when order of
a®#*1 is 2-power. Now Consider G := (a?~1b, a®**1), this is nilpotent only when order of a?**1 is
2-power by similar process.

Case II, n is odd: The non-central conjugacy classes of SDyg, are:
[a2k]SDgn — {a2k7a—2k’1 <k<n-— 1}7

[a2k+1]SDgn — {a2k+17a2n—(2k+1)’_(n - 1) < k < n—1 . 1}7

2 2
[B]°Psn = {a**b|1 < k < n},
[ab]®Psr = {a**+1p|1 < k < n},
[a20]5Dsn = [a+2p|1 < | < n),
[a3D]°Psn = {a**+3p|1 < k < n}.
In a similar way like Case I, we can check that [a?¥] and [a?!*!] are always connected. Also

[b], [ab], [a®b] and [a>b] are always connected.
We will also have following cases:
a?k, a4lb> >~ Do, where m is order of a?*.

CL2k, a4l+1b> o~ U(2,m)-

2k+17 a4lb> 2k+1 ;5

is 2-power.
2k+1

is nilpotent only when order of a
2h+1 g Al+1p)

- W N =

a
a

-
-
-
A is nilpotent only when order of a is 2-power.
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Hence using Theorem Bl we can easily say I'voc(SDsy,) is always a cograph and a chordal

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

O

Theorem 3.8. For any natural number n > 3, which is not a power of 2, the nilpotent conjugacy

class graph of the group Vg, is computed as follows:

Koo U Ky if n is even,

r Van) = .
woo(Van) { Kon_1 U Ky ifn is odd,

where by U we mean the disjoint union. Hence I'vcc(Vsn) is always a cograph and a chordal graph

but neither a split nor a threshold.

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

[a2k]Vgn — {a2k7a—2k ’ 1 § k § g . 1}7

[a2k—1]Vgn — {a2k_1,a_2K+1b2 | 1 < k < n},

(@262 = [a2*02 a2 |1 < k < g — 1),

% = {a*b, 0%+ 21 <k < ),

[ab]en = {a%H1p, qH3p11 < k < g 7
}

[ab®)Ven = {a%+3p, 1yl < & < g}

[b3]V8n — {a4k+26, a4kb_1]1 < k <

o3

Connectivity of [a%*], [a**~!] and [a?!b?]:

2k 2k

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

commute to each other and
itself so are connected in I'nco(Vsn), as T'oco(G) C I'voco(G), for any group G.

Connectivity of [b], [ab], [b?] and [ab®]: Again b and b® commute, so the conjugacy classes b and
b? are connected in I'voc(Vk,). Also ab and ab® commute, so they are connected in I'voc(Vin).
Now consider the subgroup (b, ab) which is a 2-group (as order of b = 4 and order of ab = 2) and
hence nilpotent so [b] and [ab] are connected in I'vcc(Vsy,). Similarly [b] and [ab?] are connected.
Also [ab] and [b®] are connected. Hence [b], [ab], [b?] and [ab] form the complete graph K, in
I'nceo (V8n)

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

Connectivity of [a**] and [ab]: for the subgroup G = (a%*b, a**1b), as order of a**'b is 2, so if
order of a** is m; (say), then a?*, a**+1b satisfy the condition (a**+1b)~1(a?*)(a**+1b) = (a®*)~1.
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Hence G is isomorphic to the diheadral group Ds,,. So G is nilpotent only when m is a power of 2.
Similarly, we will get

()G = (a®F, a¥+2p) =~ U(2,m), where m is the order of a®*.
(i)G = (%, a*3b) = Dy,,, where m is the order of a?*.

(ii))G = (a®b?, a*'b) = U(y ), where m is the order of a**b?.

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

(V)G = (a®*b?, a¥F20) =~ U(2,m), where m is the order of a®kv?,

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

Connectivity of [a?*71] with [b], [ab], [t?] and [ab?]: take G := (a®**7! a%b). Then G} =
[a?F=1 a¥b] = (a®PF-Dp2). Again GY = (a¥k=1p2)  Continuing in this way we get Gl =
(a2m(2k_1)b2>. Now if we use the similar arguments which we have used for SDg,, we can say

G4 is nilpotent only when order of a?*~! is 2-power. We can use the similar arguments for

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

Case II, n is odd: the non-central conjugacy classes of SDyg, are:
(2] = {a?* o= |1 < k < ”T_1}7
[a26—1Ven = {201 (=2K+12 | | < | < ),
[a26p2]Ven = {202, a2p2 | 1 < k < nT_l}’

[0]V5" = {a®*b, a®*b7 1 < k < n},

[ab]Vgn _ {a2k+1b, a2k+1b—1|1 <k< n}’

In a similar way like Case I, we can show that [a?*], [a®*~!] and [a?¥b?] are connected to each other.

Again [b] and [ab] are connected. Also we will get the following following cases:
(ak, a?b) = U(2,m) is nilpotent only when order of a®* = m is 2-power.

a®®, a?+1p) = Dy, is nilpotent only when order of a?* = m is 2-power.

2k 2k—1

)
a ,a2lb> is nilpotent only when order of a is 2-power.

(

{

(a®k, a?*1b) is nilpotent only when order of a?*~! is 2-power.
(

(

2kb2

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

SRl

a®(b?, a?+1b) = Ds,, is nilpotent only when order of a®*b? = m is 2-power.

Hence using Theorem [B.1] we can say I'noo(Vsn) is always a cograph and a chordal graph but

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

Corollary 3.9. The forbidden subgraph of dihedral group Ds,, generalised dihedral group, Ty,

Utn,m), SDsp and Vsy, in nilpotent conjugacy class graph is always claw-free.

Proof. It is clear from the above discussion that the forbidden subgraphs of these groups is either

a complete graph or the union of complete graphs. So it is always claw-free. O
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Theorem 3.10. The solvable conjugacy class graph of dihedral group Dsy,, generalised dihedral
group, Tun, Ugn m), SDsp and Vs, is always chordal, cograph, split and threshold.

Proof. Since all these groups are solvable so the solvable conjugacy class graph is complete. Hence
the proof. O
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