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Abstract. We answer a question posed in [3]. We prove that every vertex
transitive digraph has a spanning factorization; in fact, this is a necessary and
sufficient condition. We show that 1-factorization of a regular digraph is closely
related to the notion of a Cayley graph of a groupoid and as such, the theorem
we prove on spanning factorizations can be translated to a 2006 theorem of
Mwambene (4; Theorem 9) on groupoids. We also show that groupoids are a
powerful tool for examining network routing on general regular digraphs. We
show there is a 1-1 relation between regular connected digraphs of degree d
and the Cayley graphs of groupoids (not necessarily associative but with left
identity and right cancellation) with d generators. This enables us to provide
compact algebraic definitions for some important graphs that are either given as
explicit edge lists or as the Cayley coset graphs of groups larger than the graph.
One such example is a single expression for the Hoffman-Singleton graph.

Introduction. In this paper, we define a regular digraph D to be a set of
vertices V and directed edges E such that the in-degree and out-degree of
every vertex is a constant d and there is a directed path between any two
vertices. (For technical reasons, we allow multiple edges but no loops.) These
digraphs are often employed as the model for network connections in parallel
computing, and a critical problem in that regard is optimization of the network
with respect to global communication tasks. See for example [3]. In this note, we
associate an algebraic structure with every regular digraph which allows us to
extend notions used in highly symmetric graphs to more general graphs. There
are several definitions of groupoids. Here, we define a groupoid as a set

I equipped with a binary (not necessarily associative) relation * called product
(which we often suppress). A word W in the elements of I' is a finite sequence
of elements. The value of W is the element formed by taking the product in the
order given. A subset S of I'is (non-trivial) generating set for I" (which we

denote by I = <S>) if I"is the set of products of finite words in S . In addition, we
impose some additional conditions on our finitely generated groupoids:



1) the empty word which we call €is a left identity,
2) Xxg XS forall xeT,

3) vs=usfor v,uel and seS onlyif v=u (right cancellation).

Given a finitely generated groupoid I" = <S> we denote each element by a

minimum length word which generates it. The properties 1 and 2 can be simply
stated as right multiplication by an element of S is a fixed point-free permutation
on I'. It should be noted that property 1 is independent of the other two
properties by examining a simple example (see the particular assignment for the
6 vertex Kautz graph in Example 2 below.) In many cases, we want our
groupoids to have an additional property we call left cancellation on S :

4y vs=vt forvel and s,teS onlyif s=t.

Factorizations and spanning factorizations. This section reviews the
definitions from [3].

A factorization F ={F,,F,,...,F4} of a regular digraph of degree d is disjoint
decomposition of the edges such each vertex is the in-vertex for one edge from
each F,. By Petersen’s Theorem, every regular digraph has a factorization.

Fact 1. Every directed graph G where the in-degree and out-degree of every
vertex is d has an edge disjoint decomposition into d 1-factors.

Proof. Form an auxiliary graph B with two new vertices U’ and u'’ for each
vertex U. The edges of B are the pairs (u’,v"") where (u,V) is a directed edge

in G. The undirected graph B is bipartite and regular with degree d and so by
Hall's Marriage Theorem, it can be decomposed into d 1-factors. Each of these
1-factors corresponds to a directed 1-factorin G.

Definition. Let F, F,, """, F, be the factors in a 1-factoring of I". We call a
finite string of symbols from the set {F,} a word. If V is a vertex and @ is a

word, then V@ denotes the directed path (and its endpoint) in I" starting at v
and proceeding along the unique edge corresponding to each consecutive factor
represented in the word @. We say that a 1-factoring is a spanning factorization

of the digraph T" with n vertices if there exists a set W ={J, @, @,,...,®, ;} of
N words such that for every V the vertices Vw, are distinct. We say the
factorization is tree-like if W is a tree.



Definition. A schedule associated with a factorization is an assignment of a time
(a label) to each occurrence of each factor in the words of W such that no time
is assigned more than once to a particular factor and times assigned to the
factors in a single word are increasing. The time of a schedule is the largest time
assigned to any of the factors. If T is the total time, the schedule can be thought
of as a d x T array where each row corresponds to a factor and an entry in that
row indicates which occurrence of that factor has been assigned the
corresponding time. An entry in a row in the array can be empty indicating no
occurrence of that factor has been assigned the given time.

The power of a spanning factorization lies in the fact that a schedule can be used
to describe an algorithm for conflict free global exchange of information between
the vertices of the graph. If the factorization is tree-like, the schedule also
provides an algorithm for other communication primitives like global broadcast or
summation. This is discussed at length in [5].

Fact 2. Suppose we have a schedule for a factorization of the graph G. Then
the collection of directed label-increasing paths Ve, for all v and non-empty @,
have the property that no edge in the graph is assigned the same time twice. A

schedule for a spanning factorization yields a time labeled directed path between
every two vertices so that no edge is labeled with the same time twice.

Proof. Each edge in the graph is assigned to a single one factor. Assume there
is an edge in the one factor F that has been assigned the same time twice.
Since every occurrence of F in the words in W has been assigned a unique
time, this can only mean that there are two different vertices U and VvV and an
initial subword @ of a word in W such that the edges (U®w,u® F) and

(Vvo,v F) are the same edge. Then U@ and Vo must be the same vertex.

Let us assume that this is the shortest @ for which this happens. The word @
cannot be empty since U and V are different. But then the last factor in @ must
also be the same edge, a contradiction. If we start with a spanning factorization,
then all the non-empty paths from Vv are unique, there are N —1 of them and
none of them can return to V so they must reach to every other vertex in the
graph.

Vertex symmetric graphs. A digraphG is vertex transitive if for any two
vertices Uand V there is an automorphism of G which maps U to V. Suppose
G is a vertex transitive. We want to know if it has a spanning factorization.

We will also need to use the Cayley coset representation of a vertex transitive
digraph.

Definition (Cayley coset graph). Let I"be a finite group, Ha subgroup and S a
subset. Suppose



() SNH=C and I is generated by A\UH,
(i) HSH < SH,
(i) S is a set of distinct coset representatives of Hin IT".

Then we can form the Cayley coset digraph G = (I", S, H) with the cosets
{gH : g e'}as vertices and the set of pairs (JH, gsH) with s€ S as edges.
When H is the identity subgroup, the graph is a Cayley digraph.

The classic proof of Sabidussi [13] shows that a digraph is vertex transitive if
and only if it is a Cayley coset digraph. An important aspect of the proof shows
that one can construct a Cayley coset digraph from a vertex transitive digraph by
using the automorphism group as the group I required in the definition and the
subgroup of automorphisms that fix a vertex as the required subgroup H. The
generators S correspond to automorphisms that map a vertex to a neighbor.

Example of what can go wrong. We want to show that every vertex transitive
digraph (Cayley coset digraph) has a spanning factorization. In fact, we want to
create an algorithm that can find a spanning factorization for any vertex transitive
graph. We know from Fact 1 above that a regular digraph has a 1-factorization.
However, that 1-factorization may not be spanning. In [3], it took a great deal of
effort to create a spanning factorization for some particular vertex transitive
digraphs. Alternatively, we can try to use a set of coset representatives to label
the vertices of the Cayley coset diagraph, but there is no obvious way to create a
factorization which is necessary for creating conflict-free network routing. Our
main result will resolve this problem but first we give an example that illustrates it.

We start with a directed version of the Petersen graph. We can use the
Cayley coset definition. The group is a semidirect product group on the two
generators o and @ with

at=1=6°
a 0o = 6°.

The subgroup is H :{l,az}. The edges in the graph are the cycle
(H,0H,6°H,6°H,6"H) , the edges (0'H,0'aH) and (6'aH,68'H) and the

cycle (aH,a0H,a6°H,a6’H,a6'H) . (Note that it takes some calculation to

determine the labels for this last set cosets.) If you form a 1-factor with these
labels, you get something that can be used to obtain a spanning factorization.
However, these are not the only choices for coset representatives; in each case,
there are two choices. It turns out that if you choose the other coset
representative for the 5 vertices in the interior of the pentagon you get trouble. In
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clockwise order, these new labels are 8'a’0™ for i =0,1,2,3,4.The problem

comes when you try to write down the 1-factor using these coset representatives
and the generator @. The outside cycle works as expected. But the two distinct

vertices U=60"H and V=6 'H give ud =vé so these edges can’t both be a
part of a 1-factor.

Our next definition is motivated by the fact that if the subgroup H is normal in
I', then the spanning factorization is unique up to permutation of the generators.
This factorization was the original routing algorithm used in [5].

Definition. A Cayley coset digraph G =(I",S,H) is irreducible, if given sand t
in S, there exists an h € H such that SH =htH . In other words, H acts
transitively on SH .

Fact 3. A digraph is both vertex and edge transitive if and only if it is an
irreducible Cayley coset digraph.

Proof. Let the vertex transitive graph be G =(I",S,H). If this graph is edge

transitive, then foreach s and t in S, there exists an automorphism & which
maps (H,sH) to (H,tH). In particular, since @ fixes the vertex H , it must be

an element of H. But since it also maps SH to tH this says that H acts
transitively on SH . Conversely, suppose H acts transitively on SH and
(uH,usH) and (vH,vtH) are two edges in G. Let SH =htH . Then

(uH,usH) = (uhH,uhtH)
so the automorphism v(uh) ™ maps (UH,usH) to (vH,vtH).
Notation. We let g(H,sH)=(gH,gsH).

Theorem 1. Let G=(I",S,H) is an irreducible Cayley coset digraph. Then

given any 1-factor F and r €S there is a choice of coset representatives R and
suchthat F=F, ={g(H,rH)|g € R}. Furthermore, given s=hr,

F, ={hg(H,rH)| g € R} is also a 1-factor. The set {F, | s € S} formed in this
way is a 1-factorization of G .

Proof. We want to create a set of coset representatives R which satisfy the
theorem. We construct F, first. Start with any 1-factor D in some 1-factorization

and any initial set of coset representatives Q . Now we create R from Q by



replacing f € Q with a suitable g in the same coset. Suppose f(H,sH)eD.
There exists an h € H such that S=hr so

f(H,sH)=f(H,hrH) = fh(H,rH)

and if we replace f by g = fh, we have f(H,sH)=g(H,rH) sothe edges
F. ={9(H,rH)| g € R} are identical to the given 1-factor D .

We want to show that if we have any 1-factor F, ={g(H,sH)| g € R} and
heH suchthat hs=t then F, ={hg(H,sH)|g € R} is also a 1-factor which
is edge-disjoint from F;. It's clearly a 1-factor because h is an automorphism. If
F, and F, are not disjoint, then there exists f,g € R such that
g(H,sH)=hf(H,sH) for some f,geR. Thisis a pair of equations

gH =hfH
and
gsH =hfsH).

Thus there exists kK € H such that g = hfk which gives gs = hfks. But then
hfsH = gsH = gsH = hfksH

which yields

sH =ksH =tH

which is false.

Theorem 2. If (I',S,H) is an irreducible Cayley coset digraph and F is a 1-
factorization constructed in Theorem 1, then given any set of words in F,

W ={w, =G, W, =F,W, =F,,...,Wy = F; Wy ;,..., W4},

comprising a unique path from a given root vertex to each other vertices in G
forms a spanning factorization.



Proof. By theorem 1, the words can also be taken to be words in the group
elements s;. Given gw;H =gw;H then clearly wiH =w;H . Thus W is a

spanning factorization of G.

Theorem 3. Given a Cayley coset digraph G =(I",S,H), there is a

decomposition of S into disjoint subsets S; such that each G; = (I',S;,H) is
irreducible.

Proof. We form an equivalence relation on S, s~ if and only if there exists an
h € H such that hsH =tH .This is clearly an equivalence relation and each
equivalence class S; has the property that given Sand t in S; thereis an h

such that hsH =tH . Now given any he H and s € S; then there is some t € S
such that hsH =tH . This t must be an element of S; because S; is an
equivalence class. In particular, HS;H =S;H .

First, we show the graph G, is independent of coset representatives. Consider
an edge g(H,tH) with geI and t€S;. We must show that
g(hH,hsH)=g(H,tH) for some seS,. But this follows from HS;H =S;H .

Second, we show I" acts transitively on G, . Let g € I". Then if (H,sH) with
se S, is an edge at the vertex H in G;, gmaps itto (gH,gsH) which is still
an edge in G;.

This shows that each G; is an irreducible Cayley coset digraph.

Corollary 4. Given any Cayley coset digraph G=(I",S,H), it has a 1-
factorization with factors labeled by elements of S .

Proof. Since G; is an irreducible Cayley coset graph, any 1-factorization has a

representation by group elements from Theorem 1. The union of these 1-
factorizations is a 1-factorization of G .

Theorem 5. If (I',S,H) is a Cayley coset digraph, it has a spanning tree-like
factorization.

Proof. Suppose F is a factorization given by Corollary 4. Take a tree W of
paths from H to each gH consisting of words in in F . If W is a path, the product

of the edge labels along the path correspond to an element WH in G . Let fH
be any other vertex in G and suppose (fH)u = fHv for words uand v in W .
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Then fhu = fv for some he H so hU =V . This means that HU = HV in the

group and so eu =evin the graph so U =V. This proves F is a spanning
factorization.

Theorem 6. If G is a digraph with a spanning factorization
W={w, =0,wW, =F,W, =F,,...,Wy = F; Wy1,.... W, 4 }
then G is vertex transitive.

Proof. First, we show that for each vertex F; there is an automorphism &, with
Gu)=Fu. If 6(u)=6(v) then Fu=FVv so by the definition of spanning
factorization, U=V; 6 is 1-1. Now suppose (u,qu) is an edge. Then since
0,(u)=Fu and 6 (uF;)=FuF;, (6,(u),6,(uF;)) is also an edge. This shows
that 6, is an automorphism. Second, using induction, we can construct an

automorphism mapping vertices U to V by taking a word W in the F such that
uw=Vv.

Theorem 7. A digraph is vertex transitive if and only if it has a spanning
factorization. In that case, it also has a tree-like spanning factorization.

Proof. This is just a summary of the previous statements.

Partial groupoid tables and their extensions. In a finitely generated groupoid
I'= <S> we can assume that every element has been labeled by a word in a

breadth first spanning tree on S starting with the empty word €. Then the d
columns corresponding to the generators encode the d edges in the graph
emanating from each vertex U . In other words, the edges are exactly (U,u*S).

We call these d columns a partial groupoid and we have assumed that they are
fixed point free permutations of the elements. We call any groupoid with the
same columns an extension of the partial groupoid. One way of extending the
table to the whole groupoid is by defining UW inductively by using associativity on
the words in the set W . We call this the canonical extension from W . We have
to show this is a well-formed definition, that is, it satisfies the property of right
cancellation.

Theorem 8. The canonical extension is a groupoid.

Proof. We have to show that the extension has right cancellation. We can do this
by induction on the tree W . Suppose we start with two distinct elements U and
V and the shortest word W such that uw # vw. Clearly W is not a generator



because that would violate right cancellation on the partial groupoid. Thus there
isaword z in W and generator S such that z is the parent of w, that is,
W=2S. Now we have defined

uw = (uz)s
and
vw = (Vz)s.

Again by right cancellation of the partial groupoid
Uz =Vvz.

Since Z is shorter than W, we have right cancellation and we have reached a
contradiction on the assumption that

u=+V.

Associated digraph of a groupoid. Given a groupoid "= <S> we can create
an associated digraph G(S)with directed edges (u,us) for each u € I"and

S e S. By analogy from group theory, we call this the Cayley graph of the
groupoid.

Definition. Given an ordering on S ={s,,S,,...,S,} we can label the vertices and
edges of G(S)recursively using a spanning tree of words in S . The vertex € is
called level L,. Given vertices in level L;, consider the equivalence relation on
L; xS given by (u,s) ~(v,t) if us=Vvt. Create the vertices in level L, by
taking one vertex WS; from each equivalence class. We call this a tree-like
labeling of the groupoid. We can create a 1-factorization of G(S) by letting

F ={L;s; | ] = 0}. We call this the associated factorization of the labeling.

Lemma 9. A tree-like labeling assigns a label to every elementin I".

Proof. If not, let W be the shortest word not labeled. Then the initial word VvV of
W has been labeled since it is shorter and there is an S such that vS = W. Thus
the algorithm will label W with S.

Note that as far as the Cayley graph of the groupoid is concerned, it is
completely determined by the partial groupoid. All that is needed is to fill the
other columns with fixed point free permutations. There can be no inconsistency
problem because there is no way to calculate VW from the table when W is not a
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generator. As soon as W is the product of two or more generators, say St then
we need to know if V(st) can be deduced from the partial table which would

require associativity. Generally, we choose to use the canonical extension.

Characterization. We show there is a 1-1 relation between a regular connected
digraph with a factorization F and a finitely generated groupoid with associated
digraph G(S) and a tree-like labeling.

Theorem 10. The digraph G(S) is regular and the sets of edges
F, ={(u,us;)[u eI} from a tree-like labeling form a factorization. Conversely,

given a regular digraph D with factorization F ={F} and root &, we can form
a finitely generated groupoid I".

Proof. Clearly the out-degree of G(S) is d. So the average in-degree is also d .

If not all vertices have in-degree d then there is some vertex U with in-degree
greater than d . This in turn means there is some S and distinct vertices X and
Yy such that XS =Ys. But by right cancellation (property 3), this means that

X =Y, a contradiction. This shows G(S) is regular. The argument used to show
that all the elements are labeled shows that the digraph is strongly connected.

We have defined the FSi so that they are a factorization. Conversely, if D is a
regular digraph with factorization F ={F,}, we can label the vertices of D with

the algorithm above so that each vertex is given by a unique word in F . If we
want to form U *V where Uand V are two vertices labeled this way, the result is
the vertex found by starting at J following the path to U and then following the
path given by the word V.

This theorem allows us to represent a regular digraph by an algebraic
structure. We can sum up the result like this:

There is a one-to-one mapping between Cayley graphs of groupoids with
d generators and regular digraphs with degree d .

Theorem 11. Given a groupoid I" with generating set S, the digraph G(S) is

vertex transitive if and only if there is a tree-like labeling of the vertices such that
the canonical extension has left cancellation.

Proof. This is just a translation of Theorem 7.

Checking vertex transitivity of a Cayley digraph. It would be good to have an
algorithm to check if a Cayley graph G(S)of a groupoid I"is vertex transitive. If

we can find the subgroup H of the automorphism group which fixes the identity,
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we can use the methods in the proof of Theorem 7 to efficiently make this check.
The first step is to break S into subsets invariant under the action of H. Then
G(S) is vertex transitive if and only if the subgraphs determined by these
invariant subsets are vertex transitive. So without loss of generality, we can
assume that H acts transitively on S . Following the construction in the proof of
Theorem 1, we start by assuming we have a fixed tree-like labeling of the
vertices of G(S) and any arbitrary 1-factor D . Now we are going to replace the
groupoid I" with a new groupoid Y which has the same vertices and the same
Cayley graph. We fix an element r in S and suppose (U, Us) is in the 1-factor
D . We define the new operation * in Y so that for this particular U,
u*t=u(ht) where hr =s. Now D consists of edges (u,u*r). At this point, a

1-factorization of Y is given by factors F, ={(u,u *s)|u € Y}. Furthermore, we

showed that the Cayley graph is vertex transitive if and only if any tree-like
labeling of Y is a spanning factorization, in other words, Y has left cancellation.

Examples. We give some examples that illustrate how groupoids can be used to
describe digraphs.

Example 1. This first example is a groupoid on Z, x Z, . Multiplication is defined
by the table

00 01 02 10 11 12
00 00 01 02 10 11 12
01 01 02 10 12 00 01
02 02 10 11 01 02 10
10 10 11 12 00 01 02
11 11 12 00 02 10 11
12 12 00 01 11 12 00

Note that in fact the columns are fixed point free permutations but the rows are
not. The generators are t =(1,0)and s=(0,1). The generator S produces a 6-

cycle in the Cayley graph. The set H ={e,t} is a subgroup and Hs and Hs®

are disjoint cosets. However, in the Cayley graph, H is a 2-cycle and Hs U Hs®
is a 4-cycle. This graph is the Kautz graph G(2,3).

Example 2. The following groupoid on Z, x Z, satisfies the 2" and 3" axioms
but not the 15t It is finitely generated by t =(1,0) and s=(0,1) but the empty

word can’t be assigned a consistent meaning. The problem is that it functions on
the right as an identity but not on the left. This shows that axiom 1 is independent
of the other axioms.
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00 01 02 10 11 12

00 00 01 02 11 12 10
01 01 02 00 10 11 12
02 02 00 01 12 10 11
10 10 11 12 01 02 00
11 11 12 10 00 01 02
12 12 10 11 02 00 01

Even though this is not a groupoid in the sense we are using, it still has a Cayley
graph. The graph is the directed graph as in Example 1.

Example 3. We define a groupoid on 7Z, x Zp X Zp by

(a,b,c) *(x,y,2)=(a+x,b—bx+y,c+(-1)*by + 2%2)

for p aprime. Inthe case p =95,

$={(0,0,1),(0,0,4),(1,0,0),(1,1,0),(1,2,0),(1,3,0),(14,0)}

produces the Hoffman-Singleton graph [2] which is an undirected graph of
degree 7 and diameter 2.

Example 4. The Alegre graph [1] is the largest known degree 2 diameter 4
digraph. It has 25 vertices. We can represent it as the Cayley graph G of a
groupoid on Z; x Z . Again the elements are t's’. This time we use the

lexicographic ordering to represent the elements as natural numbers from 0O to 24
on the Hamiltonian cycle determined by S. Then it is only necessary to describe
the factor determined by t. It consists of a 5-cycle starting at 0, another 5-cycle
starting at 3 and a 15-cycle. We denote this by

(051015 20)(3 231813 8)(117 24 21121916 714112 9 6).

Cyclic difference sets. The degree 2 examples above all have the property that
one factor is a Hamiltonian cycle of some length n=ab and the other has a
disjoint cycle containing 0 and of length a. We say that the factor system (and
equivalently the groupoid) is derived from a cyclic difference set. We show how
to use cyclic difference sets in general to produce groupoids with 2 generators.

We call the two 1-factors Y and Z. If the n vertices V are labeled from the
elements of Z ,, then each of the 1-factors is a permutation in S, . In order to
simplify the problem, we will assume that the cycle structure of the 1-factors is
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derived from a difference set. In particular, we will assume that G is Hamiltonian
and Z is a spanning cycle.

First, we start with a subgroup U of V with b :‘U‘ a divisor of n. We take the

canonical set of coset representatives of U inV tobe 0<i<a-1.Let 7 bea
permutation on 0<i<a-1.We let{v,,v,,...,V, ,} be a sequence of elements

of U where n=ab. Consider the graph
Y(z,(v.)))={(+u,z(i))+u+v,)|0<i<a-lueU}.
Lemma 11. The map given by Y is a permutation on V .

Proof. By definition every element of V has a unique representation i +U so we
only need to prove that Y is 1-1. Suppose z(i)+U+V, =7z(j)+V+V,. But

then 7 (i) =z (j) and since 7 is a permutation, i=j. Thus U+V, =V +V,
which means that U=V.

Lemma 12. The cycle of the permutation Y containing the element i +U has
length aC where C is the length of the cycle of 7 containing iand a >0 is
smallest such that av=0 in U where

V=V Vo Vo Fe Vo

Proof. Start at i +U and apply Y repeatedly. We get a sequence of elements

j -
m ({) +Uu+v +V FVog Fe TV g

and if this repeats |+ U, we must have

i =7 (i)

and

0=V, +Vv,; + Vo ootV

This can only happen when j=aC and so

“CAH)+u+alv +V VY, + ..+vﬂl,1(i)) =i+U+av

7% (i)

and the theorem follows.

13



If we choose the following values for the parameters:

V =7,

n=25

a=5

b=5

7=(0,2,4)

U ={0,5,10,15, 20}

(Vy, vy, V,,V5,V,) =(5,20,20,5,20)

then 1-factor Y is

(0,7,4,20,2,24,15,22,19,10,17,14,5,12,9)(1,21,16,11,6)(3,8,13,18, 23) .

Lemma 13. Let W be any element of U . The map €:V—>V+W is an
automorphism of G..

Proof. Note that 8(i+u)=i+U+w), 8(i+u+1)=i+(Uu+w)+1 and
O(r()+u+v,)=x()+U+W)+V,.

Lemma 14. The map o (i) =i+1 (mod a) creates an isomorphism between the
graph Y (z,(v;)) and Y (7',(W;)) wherez'(i) =7z (i —1) +1(mod a) and

W,=V_,—a, W

lan)l V. (a1) +aand W, =V, , otherwise.

Proof. This isomorphism just renames the vertex j €7, by j+1 and adjusts
the sequence (V.) accordingly.

If we apply this isomorphism twice to the graph defined just above, we get a new
set of parameters for an isomorphic graph:

V=7,

n=25

a=5

b=5

7=(412)

U ={0,5,10,15,20}
(Vg,Vy, Yy, V5,V,) =(20,15,5,5,0)

and Y factor as given in Example 4 for the Alegre graph.
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Search complexity. If we want to search the space of all Y (r,(V;)) , the number

we have to search is nominally alb®. However, there is no point in considering
the isomorphic graphs from Lemma 4 so this reduces the space to the size

(a—1)!b** . There may be other symmetries, for example, we can negate all the
entries in Z , to get an isomorphic graph.

Calculating the diameter. To calculate the diameter, we only need to calculate
the distance from each vertex i with 0 <i<a—1 because of Lemma 3.
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