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1 Introduction

Let I' = (V, E) be a connected k-regular simple graph with n vertices. For 1 <i < n, let
Ai(T") denote the i-th largest eigenvalue of the adjacency matrix of I'. The eigenvalues have
close relationships with other graph invariants. The smallest eigenvalue A,(I") is related to
the diameter, the chromatic number and the independence number (see [L1] or |8, Chapter 4]
for example). The second eigenvalue A\y(I") plays a fundamental role in the study of expanders
[2, B, 8, 20]. Let v(k,#) denote the maximum order of a connected k-regular graph I' with
A2(T) < 0. For 6 < 2¢/k — 1, from work of Alon and Boppana, and Serre, we know that the
value v(k, 0) is finite (see [9] and the references therein). In [9], we obtained the following
upper bound for v(k, 0). Let T'(k,t,c) be the t x t tridiagonal matrix with lower diagonal
(1,1,...,1,¢), upper diagonal (k,k—1,...,k— 1), and with constant row sum k. If  is the
second largest eigenvalue of T'(k,t,c), then

M‘ (1.1)

Equality holds in (I.T)) if and only if there is a distance-regular graph of valency k with
second largest eigenvalue 6, girth ¢ and diameter d satisfying g > 2d. For d > 6, there are
no such graphs [12]. However, for smaller values of d, there are infinitely many values of k
and 6 where the above inequality gives the exact value of v(k, @).

In this paper, we improve the above results from [9] for bipartite regular graphs. Let
b(k,0) denote the maximum order of a connected bipartite k-regular graph I' with Ay (I") < 6.
Bipartite regular graphs I with Ao(I") < @ have been classified for 8 = /2 [29], 0 = /3 [22],
and 0 = 2 [23]. We obtain a general upper bound for b(k, ) for any 0 < 6 < 2/k — 1. Our
bound gives the exact value of b(k, #) whenever there exists a bipartite distance-regular graph
of degree k with second largest eigenvalue 0, diameter d and girth ¢ such that g > 2d—2. For
certain values of d, there are infinitely many such graphs of various valencies k. When d = 11
or d > 15, we prove the non-existence of bipartite distance-regular graphs with g > 2d — 2.
Our results generalize previous work of Hgholdt and Justesen [19] obtained in their study of
graph codes and imply some results of Li and Solé [24] relating the second largest eigenvalue
of a bipartite regular graph to its girth. The degree-diameter or Moore problem for graphs
[26] is about determining the largest graphs of given maximum degree and diameter. Given
the connections between the diameter and the second largest eigenvalue of bipartite regular
graphs (see [I1] for example), our Theorem [A.I] can be interpreted as a spectral version of
the Moore problem for bipartite regular graphs.

In Section P we describe some sequences of orthogonal polynomials and develop the
preliminary results and notation that will be used in the paper. In Section [3, we improve the

linear programming bound from [27] for the class of bipartite regular graphs. In Section [,
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we obtain the following upper bound for b(k, ). Let B(k,t,c) be the ¢t x ¢ tridiagonal matrix
with lower diagonal (1,...,1,¢, k), upper diagonal (k,k —1,... k — 1,k — ¢), and constant
row sum k. If 0 is the second largest eigenvalue of B(k,t,c), then

b(k,0) < 2 (i(k iy (k —61)15—3 . (k _01)15—2) |

(1.2)
i=0

We show that equality happens in (LZ) when there is a bipartite distance-regular graph of
degree k, second largest eigenvalue 6 having g > 2d — 2. Inequality ([2]) generalizes some
results of Hgholdt and Justesen [19] (see Corollaries 4.8 and .9]), and of Li and Solé [24]
(see Corollary [AIT]). At the end of Section [, we prove that the bound (L.2)) is better than
(L) for any k and #. In Section [5l we prove the non-existence of bipartite distance-regular
graphs with g > 2d — 2 for d = 11 and d > 15. We conclude the paper with some remarks
in Section

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we describe some useful polynomials that will be used to prove our main
result. For any integer k > 2, let (Fi(k))izo be a sequence of orthogonal polynomials defined

by the three-term recurrence relation:
F@) =1 Q) =2 F@)=2-k

and
F(2) = aF5) () - (k — ) F5) () (2.1)

3 3

for ¢ > 3. The notation Fl-(k) is abbreviated to F; for the rest of the paper. Let ¢ = vk — 1.

The polynomials (F});>o form a sequence of orthogonal polynomials with respect to the

/4 — 12

L2 _ o2
on the interval [—2¢,2q] (see [2I, Section 4]). The polynomials F;(qy)/q" in y are called
Geronimus polynomials [16], [17]. It follows from (2.I]) that

positive weight

w(zr) =

Fi(z) = (2° — 2k + 2)F;_o(x) — (k — 1) F;_4(z) (2.2)

for i+ > 5. Note that for any ¢ > 0, Fy(z) and Fy;q1(x) are even and odd functions of z,
respectively.

Fori > 0, let % :(x) = Fy(y/7) and Fy ;(z) = Fyi11(3/x)//x. Tt follows that 2¢.%, ;(2?) =
Fyiio(x) for € € {0,1}. By (2.2), the polynomials % ;(z) and % ;(x) satisty the following

properties:

ﬁop(l’) = 1, g(xl(l’) =T — k’, g()g(l’) = 1’2 — (3/{5 — 2)!13' + k‘(k‘ — 1),



Fio(x) =1, Fra(x) =2 — 2k — 1),
and
Fei(2) = (2 =2k +2)F i) — (k= 1)2F.;_o(7) (2.3)
for any ¢ > 3 if e = 0, and i > 2 if e = 1. Note that k*Z, ;(k?) = Fy (k) = k(k — 1)1t =
(k — 1)%71 4+ (K — 1)%"¢ for 2i + € # 0. For € € {0, 1}, the polynomials (%, ;);>o form a
sequence of orthogonal polynomials with respect to the positive weight

VA — 3

k? —=x

we(z) =

on the interval [0,4¢?].
For i > 0, let G;(z) = Z]LZSJ F,_9;(z). A simple calculation implies that
Fiya(x) — (k= 1)°Fi(x)
22 _ k2
for ¢ > 1. From Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 in [10], the polynomials (G;);>o form a sequence of
orthogonal polynomials with respect to the positive weight (k* — 2?)w(x) = /4¢? — 22 on
the interval [—2¢, 2¢g]. From (21I), we deduce that

Gi(r) =

(2.4)

for ¢ > 2.
Let ¢, ;(x) denote the polynomial

Gesl2) =) Feyl@). (2.5)
=0
It follows that 2°Y, ;(2?) = Gajic(z). Using (2.4)), the polynomial ¢, ;(z) can be expressed

as

Feiri(z) — (k—1)2F(x)
x — k?

forany i > 2ife =0, and i > 1 if ¢ = 1. From Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 in [10], for € € {0, 1}, the

polynomials (¥, ;):>o form a sequence of orthogonal polynomials with respect to the positive

weight (k2 — z)w.(z) = 272\ /4¢2 — x on the interval [0, 4¢%).

g57i(ll§') =

(2.6)

Lemma 2.1. Let p(i, ) be the coefficients in a<F.i(x)F.i(x) = S mili, ) Fo(x).
Then we have po(i, j) = k*F;(k*)d; ;, and pi(i, j) > 0 for any l,i,5. Moreover py(i,7) > 0 if

and only if |i — j| <1 <i+j+e

Proof. We have that

i+j+e i+j+e
Foive(w) Pajre(r) = 2 Fei(0?) P j(2®) = D puli, ) Foa(@®) = > puli, j) Fau(z).
1=0 =0



By Theorem 3 in [27], we obtain that po(i, j) = Fayc(k)di; = k*Fi(k*)0;;, and pi(i,7) > 0
for any [, 4, 7. Moreover p;(i,7) > 0 if and only if |i — j| <[ <i+j+e. O

Let I" be a connected regular bipartite graph. The adjacency matrix A of I' can be

N
a0 M)
N' O

where N ' is the transpose matrix of N. The matrix N is called the biadjacency matriz of
I'. It is not hard to see that

expressed by

(2.7)

Foi(NNT) o
o Foi(NTN) |

Since each entry of Fy;( A) is non-negative [28], each entry of % ;(IN N ") is also non-negative.

3 Linear programming bound for bipartite regular graphs

In this section, we give a linear programming bound for bipartite regular graphs. For general

regular graphs, a linear programming bound was obtained by Nozaki [27].

Theorem 3.1. LetI" be a connected bipartite k-reqular graph with v vertices. Let {*Ty,...,+74}
be the set of distinct eigenvalues of ', where 19 = k. If there exists a polynomial f(z) =
Sy fiZou(x) such that f(k*) > 0, f(7) <0 for eachi € {1,...,d}, fo >0, and f; >0
for each 7 € {1,...,t}, then
21 (k%)
fo
Equality holds if and only if for each i € {1,...,d}, f(7?) = 0 and for each j € {1,...,t},
tr(f; %0 (NNT)) =0, and tr(f;-Z;(NTN)) =0, where N is the biadjacency matriz of T'.
If equality holds and f; > 0 for each j € {1,...,t}, then the girth of I' is at least 2t 4 2.

v < (3.1)

Proof. From the spectral decomposition NN = 2?:0 72E;, we deduce that

d t t
fE)Eo+Y f(r)E; = f(NN") =Y fiF0 (NN") = foI + Y fiZo (NN"), (3.2)
i=1 1=0

i=1
where I is the identity matrix, Ey = (2/v)J, and J is the all-ones matrix. Taking traces in
both sides of ([3.2]), we get that

d
F(&?) = te(f(K*)Eg) > tr (f(k2)Eo + Z f(ﬁ)E,-)

=1tr (f(]I + ijgo,j(NNT)> Z tl"(f(]I) = %f()

J=1



Therefore, v < 2f(k?)/ fo. By using % ;(INTIN), we can obtain the same bound as (B.1).
If equality holds in (31), then for each i € {1,...,d}, f(77) = 0 and for each j €
{1,...,t}, tr(f;:%0,;(NNT)) = 0 and tr(f;. % ;(NT"IN)) = 0. For the adjacency matrix A,
the (u,v)-entry of Fj(A) is the number of non-backtracking walks of length j from u to v
[28]. Since (27) and f; > 0 for each j € {1,...,t}, there is no non-backtracking walk of
length 2j from u to v for each j € {1,...,t}. Since I is bipartite, the girth of I" is at least
2t + 2. U

4 Upper bound for bipartite graphs with given second

eigenvalue

In this section, we obtain an upper bound on b(k, 8) using the bipartite linear programming
bound given by Theorem [B.Il Let ¢ > 0 be a real number and ¢ > 4 be an integer. Let
B(k,t,c) be the t x t tridiagonal matrix with lower diagonal (1,...,1, ¢, k), upper diagonal
(k,k—1,...,k—1,k —c¢), and constant row sum k. Let

0k 0
B(k3,1)=]10 k-1
0k O

Theorem 4.1. If 0 is the second largest eigenvalue of B(k,t,c), then

b(k,0) < M(k,t,c) =2 (tz_:(k )iy (k—1)3 N (k — 1)t—2) |

— c c
Equality holds if and only if there exists a bipartite distance-reqular graph whose quotient

matriz with respect to the distance-partition from a vertex is B(k,t,c) for 1 < ¢ < k or
B(k,t —1,1) forc=k.

Proof. We first calculate the characteristic polynomial of B(k,t,c). The polynomials F;, Gj,
F;, and ¥; are defined in Section 2l Note that Fj(x) is the characteristic polynomial of the
principal ¢ x ¢ matrix formed by the first ¢ rows and i columns of B(k,t,1) fort > i+ 1. By



this fact and equations (2:2) and (2.4), we can compute

x —k
-1 z —(k—-1)

|zl — B(k,t,c)| = . c (k1)
—c T —(k—c¢)
—k x
z —k r —k
-1 z —(k—-1) -1 z —(k-1)
—k + e
-1 x 0 —1 z —(k-1)
(k) S
= —k(k — ¢)F,_s(x )+:c(th 2(x) —c(k — 1) Fi_3(x))
= c(Fi—a(z) — (k — 1)*Fi_s(2)) + (2* — k*) Fi_(2)
= c((a? = k) Fioa(z) + Froa(z) — (k = 1)*Fy6(2)) + (2% — k*) F_(2)
L(t—4)/2]
=@ -k |c Z Fi_y_9i(x) + Fi_o(x)
i=0
Note that

L(t—4)/2]
C Z Ft_4_2i(l’) + Ft_g(l’) = (C - 1)Gt_4(l’) + Gt_g(l’).

i=0

Since the zeros of ¥, ;_; and ¥, ; interlace on (0,4(k — 1)), each zero of (¢ — 1)¥. s_1 + Y. 5
is simple and belongs to (0,4(k — 1)) except for the smallest zero. For ¢ = k the smallest
zero is equal to 0 because (k — 1)%. ,_1(0) + ¥4, 5(0) = 0 by (2.3) and (2.5). For ¢ > k, the
smallest zero is negative. From z¢(z? — k?)((c — 1)%.s_1(2?) + 9.o(z*)) = (2% — k*)((c —
1)Gaos—a+c(z) + Gasie(x)), each non-zero real eigenvalue of B(k,t,c) has multiplicity 1, and
if ¢ > k, then B(k,t,c) has imaginary eigenvalues.

Let fi(x) be the polynomial

) - LN Ctl? S

(=)
=
—~
~—

We show that fo(z) = S"1—¢ fi-F0.(x) satisfies the condition of the linear programming bound
from Theorem B.1] for bipartite graphs. Note that f(k?) = f;(k) > 0, and f2(A\?) = f1(A) <0
for each A € [—0,0]. It suffices to show that f; > 0 for each i € {0,1,...,¢t — 3}.



The polynomial f;(x) can be expressed by
[t/2)—2

c—1)G, +G
fi(z) = ( ) tx4(_)92 = Z Frosoai(@) + Fis(2)
AT ) A o N M
:x2s(c ) — gjz(x_)m 2 1(:6) c Z fe,z‘(#)*‘fe,tt/%—l(xz) ’
i=0

where € = 0 if ¢ is even, and € = 1 if ¢ is odd. Thus,

1t/2]—2
c—1)%. o(x) + ¥. _1(x
e = =L I S SR SUAws

=0

By Proposition 3.2 in [10], g(z) = ((¢ — 1)%, t/2)—2 + %, 1t/2)-1)/(xz — 6?) has positive
coefficients in terms of 4, 0,9, 1, ..., %, |¢/2)—2- This implies that g(x) has positive coeflicients
in terms of F. o, Fc1,..., Fe|tj2)—2- Therefore f; > 0 for each i = {0,1,...,¢t — 3} by
Lemma [2.1]

The polynomial g(x) can be expressed by g(z) = ZW A=z, F.i(zr). By Lemma 2], we
have
t/2]-2
fo= > ck‘giF (k) = ckg(k?).
i=0

By applying Theorem [B.1] to the polynomial f5(z), we have

2f2(k‘2) [t/2]—2
b(k,0) < = 2k | Y Fa(k?) + Foyyna (k)
0 =0
t—4 _1)t-3 _1)t—2
=2 (Z(k—l)’# (k Cl) G Cl) )
=0

By Theorem Bl the bipartite graph attaining the bound M (k,t,c) has girth at least
2t — 4, and at most t distinct eigenvalues. Since the diameter is at most ¢ — 1, the graph
satisfies ¢ > 2d — 2, where ¢ is the girth and d is the diameter. By g > 2d — 2, the graph
becomes a distance-regular graph [I Theorem 4.4], [29], and it must have the quotient
matrix B(k,t,c) for 1 < ¢ < k, or B(k,t — 1,1) for ¢ = k (see Proposition below).
Conversely the distance-regular graph with the quotient matrix B(k,t, ¢) clearly attains the
bound M (k,t,c). O

Note that I' is a distance-regular graph with the quotient matrix B(k,d + 1,¢) if and
only if I' is a connected bipartite k-regular graph that has only d + 1 distinct eigenvalues,
and whose girth is at least 2d — 2. Table [Il shows the known examples attaining the bound
M(k,d+ 1,¢) [7, Section 6.11].



Table 1: Known bipartite graphs meeting the bound M (k,d + 1, ¢)

k 0 b(k,0) d c Name

2 2 cos(2m/n) n (even) n/2 1 n-cycle C,

k 0 2k 2 1 Complete bipartite graph Ky, j,

k k—r1 20+ k(k—=1)/71) T Symmetric (v, k, 7)-design

r2—r4+1 r 2(r2 +1)x 4 | (r—=12 | pgr?—r+1,72—r+1,(r —1)?)
(r2—r+1)

q Va 2q° 4 q—1 | AG(2,q) minus a parallel class
q+1 V24 2304 4 1 GQ(q.9)
q+1 V3q 250 ¢ 6 1 GH(q,q)

6 2 162 4 2 pg(6,6,2)

AG(2,q): affine plane, GQ(q, q): generalized quadrangle, GH(q,q): generalized hexagon,
pg: partial geometry, ¢: prime power, r: power of 2,

We use the bipartite incidence graph of an incidence structure.

Example 4.2. Recall that v(k, #) denotes the maximum order of a connected (not necessarily
bipartite) k-regular graph whose second largest eigenvalue is at most . We have v(3,1) = 10,
which is attained by the Petersen graph [9] and b(3,1) = 8 from Table 1, which is attained
by the bipartite incidence graph of the symmetric (4, 3, 2)-design.

The following is the bipartite version of Theorem 5 in [27].

Corollary 4.3. Let I' be a bipartite distance-reqular graph of order n with quotient matriz
B(k,t,c) with respect to the distance-partition from a vertex. Then Ao(I') < Ao(I) for any
bipartite k-reqular graph I of order n.

Proof. Assume that there exists a graph I of order n such that Ao(I") < Ao(I'). Then I
also attains the bound from Theorem A1l This implies that IV must have the eigenvalue
Ao(T"), which is a contradiction. O

Let u) (resp. A9)) denote the largest zero of Fj(x) (resp. G;(z)).

Proposition 4.4. For each 6 € [0,2vk — 1), there exist t, ¢ such that 0 is the second largest
eigenvalue of B(k,t,c).

Proof. Note that A9 < ) for j > 1 because G;(x) = S92V Fi_y.(x) > 0 for 2 > p@. The
second eigenvalue A\y(t, ¢) of B(k,t,c) is equal to the largest zero of (¢ —1)Gi_4(z) + Gi_2(x).
Since the zeros of ¥, |1/2)—2 and ¥, ;o)1 interlace, As(t,c) is a monotonically decreasing
function in c¢. In particular, lim._ o A2(t,¢) = A with ¢t > 5, \y(¢t,1) = A2 and
lim, o Ao(t, ¢) = p'*=2). The largest zero ) of G;(z) + G,_1(z) can be expressed by r\¥) =

9



2k — Tcosa, where 7/(j + 1) < a < 7/5 [, Section IIL1.3]. For AW = 2y/k — 1cos 3, it
follows from r¢) < AU that 8 < a < 7/j. This implies that the possible value (%, ¢)
is between lim._; Ao(4,¢) = 0 and limy_,o Mo(t,1) = 2k — 1. Therefore for each 6 €
[0,2v/k — 1), there exist ¢, ¢ such that A is the second eigenvalue of B(k,t,c). a

Note that for § € (A*=2) 1#=2)], @ is the second eigenvalue of both B(k,t,c;) and B(k,t+
2, ¢c9) for some ¢;, ¢ with 0 < ¢; < 1, ¢ > 0. By the following proposition, we may assume
¢ > 1 in Theorem [4.1] to obtain better bounds.

Proposition 4.5. Let 0 € (\*=2) =2, Suppose c; and cy satisfy that 0 < ¢; < 1, ¢c; > 0
and the second largest eigenvalues of B(k,t,c1) and B(k,t + 2,c3) are . Then we have
M(l{;,t,cl) > M(k,t+2,02).

Proof. Since (¢; — 1)G1—4(6) + Gi—2(0) = 0 holds, we have

Gi2(0) — Gia() — Fio(0)
Gl T Gia(0)

Cc1 =

Similarly ¢, = —F;(6)/G;_2(0) holds. By 6 > A=2) we have I, () = —c;G;_4(0) < 0 and
Fi(0) = —c2Gi—2(0) < 0. It therefore follows that

1 1

M(k,t,c1) — M(k,t 4+ 2,c9) = 2k(k — 1)t—2(a —-1- C—Q(k — 1))
= 2k(k —1)"?( - i:;*((g)) —1+ (k- 1)27%(20()9))
= 2k(k —1)"7?( - f{:j((g? (k — 1)2G£(29()9))

2h(k — 1)12G,_o(0) ,
= G (B0 (k- 1 Fea(0)

2helh — 1)=2(k? — 62)Gy_(0)?
- Fra0)F(0) -0 -

For § € (A= A¢=3] 9 is the second eigenvalue of both B(k,t,¢;) and B(k,t — 1, ;)

for some ¢y, co with ¢; > 1, ¢co > 1. It follows that

1_ Gald) _ Gea®) | AGis(0) = (k= 1)Geu(0) | AGes(0) k-1
&1 Ft—2(9) Ft—z(e) Ft—z(e) Ft—2(9) &1 ’
and hence . AGrs(0)
t—3
R AT AN | 4.1
C1 Ft_g(e) ( )

for t > 4. Thus, if § = \*3)_ then ¢; = k. This implies that & < ¢;. By the following

proposition, we may assume 1 < ¢ < k in Theorem [.1] to obtain better bounds.
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Proposition 4.6. Let 0 € (A9 X3 Suppose ¢; and ¢y satisfy that k < c1, c3 > 1
and the second largest eigenvalues of B(k,t,c1) and B(k,t — 1,¢c3) are 0. Then we have
M(k,t,c1) > M(k,t —1,c3). Moreover, equality holds if and only if c; = k and ¢y = 1.

Proof. From ¢y = —F;_3(60)/Gi—5(0) and (&1]), we have
M(k,t,c1) — M(k,t —1 k=1 (k—1)?%* 1 k-1
(77cl> (7 702)_1_'_ +( )___

2(]{3 — 1)t_4 C1 C1 Co Co

:1_6—12+(k:—1) (2—%)

B Gi5(0) _ 2Gy3(0)
= ELe T ”( Fia(0)
o Gt_g(e) _ . QE 4( )Gt 3( )
=50 TV ELeRL0
L Gis(0) )
= RO T )
L Gis(0)Gea(0)
=@ =) L0

+1+

)

> 0.

This implies the proposition. O
The above results imply the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7. Let AV be the largest zero of Gj(x) for j > 1. Then | J52, (A9, A0TD] =
(0,2vk —1). Ift > 4 satisfies \*73) < 0 < AX=2) | then

b(k,0) < M(k,t,c) =2 (tz_:(k 1) (k—1)=3 N (k — 1)t—2> |

C C
=0

where ¢ = —F;_5(0)/G1—-4(0).
The following results in [I8, [19] are obtained as corollaries of Theorem (.71

Corollary 4.8 ([18]). Let I be a bipartite n-regular graph with 2m nodes. If Ao(I') < /n — 1,
then

n(n —1)
<14+ ——
e vTI

mn — n?
M) 2

Proof. This is immediate by Theorem E.7 for t = 4. Indeed, since AV is the largest zero of
Gi(x) = x, we have A1) = 0. Since A? is the largest zero of Gy(x) = 22 — (n — 1), we have

2 = \/n —1. Since c = —F5(0)/Go(0) = n — 62, we have M(n,4,¢)/2=1+n(n—1)/(n—
6?). O

or, equivalently,

11



Corollary 4.9 ([19, Theorem 4]). Let " be a bipartite n-reqular graph with 2m nodes. If

vn—1< () < /2(n—1), then

m<n+ n(n —1)
- 2n — \3(I') — 1"

Proof. This is immediate by Theorem B for t = 5. Indeed, since A is the largest zero
of Gy(z) = 2% — (n — 1), we have A® = /n — 1. Since \® is the largest zero of Gs(x) =
z(x2—2(n—1)), we have \®) = /2(n — 1). Since ¢ = —F3(0)/G1(0) = 2n — 6> — 1, we have
M(n,5,¢)/2=n+n(n—1)/(2n — 6% —1). O

For 0 < 0 < vk — 1, the inequality b(k,0) < 2(6* + 60> + 1) was obtained by Teranishi
and Yasuno [29, Proposition 7.1]. This bound is improved as follows.

Corollary 4.10. If k'/* < < Vk —1, then

k—1  (k—1) 1 g2
< .
b(k,@)_2(1+k_92+ — ) <2(0*+6*+1)

Proof. Note that we have A1) = 0, \? = \/k —1, and ¢ = —F»(0)/Go(0) = k — 6. By
Theorem L7, for 0 < § < vk — 1, we have b(k,0) < 2(1+ (k—1)/(k—0*)+(k—1)2/(k—0?)).
bl D2 < 94 467 11 holds if and only if /4 < 0 < vk — 1. The
assertion therefore follows. O

The inequality 1 +

By Theorem 1] the following is immediate.

Corollary 4.11. Let I' be a connected bipartite k-reqular graph of order v. If 0 is the second
largest eigenvalue of B(k,t,c) and v > M(k,t,c), then Ao(T") > 0 holds.

Li and Solé |24, Theorems 3 and 5] showed that if I" is of girth g = 2[, then A\o(I") >
2cos(m/l). Corollary BTl improves this result because we have v > M(k,l + 1,1) when
g =2l and 0 = 2cos(w/l) for B(k,l+1,1).

We prove that the bound (I.2]) is better than the bound (L) for any & and 6. For (I.1))
we have a similar theorem to Theorem L For j > 0, denote G;(z) = 327_, Fi(x).

Theorem 4.12 ([9)). Let 1Y) be the largest zero of G;(x) for j > 1. Then \J52, (r®), r0™] =
(—=1,2vk —1). Ift > 3 satisfies r*=2 < 0 < r=Y  then

v(k,0) < N(k,t,c) =1 +§k(k: - 1)+ M,

- C
=0

where ¢ = —F,_1(0)/G;—2(0).
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Theorem 4.13. Let k > 2 be an integer. For 0 € (0,2vk—1), let M(k,t1,c1) and
N(k,tg, co) be defined as in Theorems [4.] and [{.13, where ¢; = —F}, _9(6)/Gy,-4(0), c2 =
—F,_1(0)/Gry—2(0), X173 < 9 < N=2) and r(272) < g < pl2=D) Then

M(k‘,tl,cl) S N(k’,tQ,CQ).
Equality holds only ift, =t, =t + 1,0 = XtV ¢, =1, and ¢, = k.

Proof. Note that A2 < (=1 < \t=1 because G,_1(x) = Gy_1(z) + Gy_s(z) for any ¢ > 3.
Because 0 € (0,2vk — 1) = U;>3(AU=2 X\0U=D] thereist > 3 such that § € (\¢=2) rt=D]y
(r=1, At=D]. We consider each of the two possible cases A7 < § < (=1 and r(t-1 <
9 < \=1 separately.
Suppose A2 < § < =V Then t; =t + 1 and ¢, = ¢t. From Theorem B.12, a simple

calculation yields that

= to—2
. _ 1)t
N(k,ty,co) =2 (]{;_1)24_(]{;_1)152—2_’_%7
=0 )
and therefore,
2
N(k,t,co) — M(k,t+1,¢1) = (1 4 E _ _k) (k — 1)t—2

kGi—2(0)  2kGy_3(0) t—2
= (1‘ Fa(®) | Fa(0) )(k_l)

kGy_2(0) — kGy_3(0) t—2
- (1_ G1(0) — Gi_3(0) )(k_l) '

Because the zeroes of G;_» and G;_; interlace, we get that G;_1(f) < 0 < G;_3(f). Thus,
Gi1(0) — Gi_3(0) < 0. If G;_2(0) — G;_3(0) > 0, then it is clear that N(k,t,co) > M(k,t +
1,¢1). Otherwise, if Gy_5(0) — G;_3(0) < 0, then

kG2(0) — kG1-3(0)] = |G1-1(0) — Grs(0)] = (k = 1)Grs(0) + Gi1(0) — kG 2(0)
= (0 — k)Gi»(0) <0

which implies that N(k,ts,co) > M(k,t1,c1).

13



Suppose 1) < § < X¢=D_ Then t; =t + 1 and t, = ¢t + 1. Thus we have

—-1) 2
N(k,t+1,c0) = M(k,t+1,¢1) = <k+1+ k(kc ) _ C—k) (k—1)2
2 1

k(k —1)G_1(0)  2kG,_3(0) o

() A () )(k_l)
— 1)(G—1(0) + Gi—2(0)) | 2k(G—1(0) — F1-1(0)) 2
F0) LA (1) )(k D

E+1—
k(

W

—1)Ga(0) | 2kGy1(0) Gi2(0) 12
D B ) (1+k; o ))(k;—l)
1)Gi-1(0)  2kGy1(0) (k—1)0G,_1(0) ‘o

Ft + ) (k—1)

k(k —

(9) Fi_1(0) Fy(0)
kE,(0 k: ~DF1(0) | KR(0) =0k —DEL0)\ ,,
(0)F—1(6) F/(0)Fi_1(0) )<k DTG (0)
k(0 — k;gt 1(0) | (0% — k*)Gi—2(0) -2
NEA@) T ROFa0) )““ ~ UG ()

<kgt (OO RGO (¢ 1ysg -6, 0) 20

Equality holds only if Gy;_1(f) = 0 meaning that § = A¢~Y. Since ¢; = “Eia0)

Gi_a(0)
Gis(0)—Gi1(0) _ Gi_1(9) R0 _ Gia(0)-GiuO) _ kG a(0)
: Stha(et) =1 G;;(e) and ¢y = G10) = Gti1(20)+Gti2(9) = G- 22( this means that

c1=1,and ¢, = k. O

(
(
(-~
(-~
(=
("o

5 Non-existence of certain distance-regular graphs

In this section, we prove the non-existence of the graph that attains the bound in Theorem [4.1]

for t > 15 and t = 12. Namely we prove the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let k and ¢ be two integers such that k >3 and 1 < c< k—1. Ifd =11 or
d > 15, there is no distance-reqular graph T with the quotient matriz B(k,d + 1, c¢).

We prove Theorem 5.1 by the manner given by Fuglister [14]. Let x = (¢t 4+ 1/t)Vk — 1.
The polynomial G;(x) can be expressed by

(k—1)
#i(E2 — 1)
The characteristic polynomial of B(k,d + 1,c¢) is (22 — k?)((c — 1)G4_3(z) + G4_1(2)), and
we have the expression

Fa(r) = (¢ = 1)Ga—3(x) + Gg_1(x)
i 1,

1 c—
=Y (™ 22 2 1),
e e 1 Y

Gy(z) = (#2742 _ 1),

14



Let € be an eigenvalue of I' that is not +k. Put 0 = (7 + 1/7)vk — 1 for some complex
number 7. Let n be the order of I'. The multiplicity my is given by
S nck(k — c)(k —1)4-2
TR =TS0 fa(0)
where .}(z) is the derivative with respect to x, fy—1 = (x — 14+ ¢)Ggo+ (r — k + ¢)G4_3 —
(k—1)Gyq_4 and G_; = 0. From .%4(0) = 0, we can obtain

22 _ (c—=Dr?+k-1
(k=172 4c—1

Then we may calculate that

c(k —c)\/(k —1)d=2
T 2((k =172 c—1)

fa1(0) =

and

2¢/(k—1)4(d—1)(k—1)(c—1)(r*+ 1) + (d(k —1)?+(d—2)(c— 1)2)7'2]
Td=2(72 — 1)2((k — )24+ c— 1) '

740) =

From these equations, the multiplicity my can be expressed by

nk(k—1)(r* = 1)*((c—= )2+ k=1)((k— )72 +c—1)
2002 — k)72[(d = 1)(k = 1)(c = 1)(7* 4+ 1) + (d(k — 1)2 + (d — 2)(c — 1)) 7]
B nk(0* —4(k — 1)) ((c — 1)0* + (k — ¢)?)
202 = k)[(d—1)(c— 1)0? +d(k —c)?> + 2(c — 1)(k — ¢)]
nk(k=1)(¢ —4) ((c =)k =)o + (k —)?)

— 2((k = 1)¢p — k2)[(d — 1)(c — 1)(k — 1)+ d(k — ¢)> +2(c — 1)(k — ¢)]’ (5.1)

me =

where 62 = (k — 1)¢. Unless (k,c) = (2,1), expression (5.I)) gives a non-trivial rational
quadratic polynomial in ¢.

Set
Ja(x)

zery/(k — 1)d—3—e’
where ¢ = 1 if d is even, and € = 0 if d is odd. Let z = 2?/(k — 1). For u = t?, we have

z=(t+1/t)> =u+1/u+ 2. We compute

Hd(ZL’) =

Homy1-e(2) = (c — 1)Pm—175(z) + (k — 1)Pm76(z)a

where

u2itl—e _ 1

Pie(z) = w(u+ 1) (u—1)

15



Note that P;.(z) satisfy the recurrence relation
Pie(2) = (2 = 2)Pio1e(2) = Pioa.(2)
with the initial conditions P (2) =1 —¢€, P11(2) = 1 and P o(2) = z — 1. This implies that

P, () is a monic polynomial of degree 7 with integer coefficients. Table 2 shows some useful
identities involving polynomials P, (z). By (5.1), the polynomial Hy(z) must split over the

rationals into factors of degree at most 2.

d=2m+1—c¢€
Foe) = W D+ 7
Pr1c(2) = (w2 = 1) /um1¢(u — 1)(u+1)°

Pr1,e(2) + Pe(2) = (u+ 1) (u" = 1) /™ (u — 1)
m—1e(2) + P c(2) = (ud_l + 1) /u™(u+ 1)

Table 2: Identities involving P, (z)

5.1 Case analysis modulo 2

Let ¢ =c—1and k' =k —1. If ¢ and k' have a factor in common, we may still factor out
the content of Hy(z). Call the resulting polynomial Hy(z). For Hy(z) modulo 2, there are
three cases A—C, which are listed in Table Bl For natural numbers n and a, let ord,(a) be
the non-negative integer s such that a = n®b and b is an integer that is not divisible by n.

Suppose ord,(0) = oco.

Cases Conditions Hy(z) (mod 2) d
A ords(c’) > orda (k') Pp(2) d=2"w
B ordy(c’) < orda(k')  Pp—1.(2) d—2=2"w

C ordy(¢') = orda(k')  Ppo1.(2) + Poe(2) d—1=2"w

Table 3: Hy(z) modulo 2, w € {1,3,5}

Each root of Hy(z) is a root of one of the three irreducible polynomials of degree at most
2 over GF(2), which are listed in Tabledl There are also listed the results of the substitution
z =wu+1/u+2, as well as the multiplicative orders modulo 2 of the roots of the polynomials
in u.

If an expression u’ — 1 occurs as a factor of Hy(z) modulo 2, then we must have i = 2"w
for w € {1,3,5}. From the identities in Table 2] we can obtain the possible values for the
diameter d in Table (Bl
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f(2) z=u+1/u+2 order of u
z (u+1)%/u 1
z4+1 (W +u+1)/u 3
Z24z4+1 (Wt +u+u+1)/u 5

Table 4: Irreducible polynomials over GF(2)

5.2 Case analysis modulo 3

For Hy(z) modulo 3, there are three cases a-d, which are listed in Table Bl If ords(¢/) =
ords(k’) = m, then let ¢ = ¢//3™ and k" = k'/3™.

Cases Conditions Hy(z) (mod 2) d

a ords(c¢’) > ords (k') 1P, (2) d=3"w

b ordsz(c’) < ords (k') P 1.(%) d—2=3w
c ordz(d) = ordg(k:’), "=k (mod 3)  E(Pp1(2) + Pre(z) d—1=3w
d ords(c’) = ords(k'), " = —k" (mod 3) £(Pp-1(2) — Pne(z)) 2d—2=3w

Table 5: Hy(z) modulo 3, w € {1,2,4,5,8,10}

There are six irreducible polynomials of degree at most 2 over GF(3), which are listed in
Table [6l We can obtain the possible values for the diameter d in Table Bl by a similar way
to modulo 2. Here w € {1,2,4,5,8,10}.

f(2) z=u+1/u+2 order of u
z—1 (u—1)%/u 1
2 (u+1)*/u 2
z+1 (u? +1)/u 4
22—2—-1 (W—u—-DW*+u+1)/u* 8
241 (u* +ud+ v +u+1)/u 5
Z2+z-1 (W—-v+u>—u+1)/u* 10

Table 6: Irreducible polynomials over GF(3)

5.3 A bound for the diameter

Using a method similar to the one of Fuglister [I4], we can obtain the possible values of d
in all cases A—C and a—d, which are listed in Table [7
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Case

(mod 2) (mod 3) Possible values of d
a 3-6,8,10,12,24

b 3-6,8,10,12,20,32
c,d 3-6,10,16

a 3-6,8,10,12,18,162
b 3-8,10,12,14,26

c,d 3-7,10,82
a 3-6,9,81
b 37.11,17
c
d

3-7,9,11,13,25
3-7.13

Table 7: Possible values of d

We eliminate several choices of d from Table [ in this subsection.

Proposition 5.2. There does not exist a distance-reqular graph I' with the quotient matriz
B(k,d+1,¢) for d = 17,18, 20, 32, 81, 82, 162.

Proof. Using a computer, we can obtain the factorization of ¢’ P,,_1 ((2) + k' P, ¢(2) modulo
p into irreducible polynomials for given d, k£’ and ¢'.

For d = 18,81,82,162, we can find an irreducible polynomial of degree at least 3 as a
factor of ¢ P,—1(2) + k' Py, c(2) over GF(5) for each pair (¢, k') € GF(5) x GF(5).

For d = 20,32, we can find an irreducible polynomial of degree at least 3 as a factor of
dPr_1(2) + K'P,,(2) over GF(7) for each pair (¢, k") € GF(7) x GF(7).

For d = 17, we can find an irreducible polynomial of degree at least 3 as a factor of
I Pr-1(2) + k' Py, (2) over GF(43) for each pair (¢, k") € GF(43) x GF(43). O

Bannai and Ito [5] proved the unimodal property of the multiplicities of the eigenvalues
of Moore polygons. After this work, they also proved the rationality of the eigenvalues of
Moore polygons [6]. The rationality of the eigenvalues is essential for the proof of the non-
existence of Moore polygons [12]. In our case, the unimodal property of the multiplicities

for the positive eigenvalues is easy.

Lemma 5.3. Let ' be a distance-regular graph with the quotient matriz B(k,d + 1,c). Let
d = |(d—1)/2], which is the number of the positive non-trivial eigenvalues. Let 6y, ..., 04
be the positive non-trivial eigenvalues of I' with 601 > --- > 04. Let mg, be the multiplicity of
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0;. Then it follows that

m91<m92<-~-m9i71<m9i2m9 >-~->m9d,

i+1
for some i € {1,...,d'}.

Proof. The multiplicity my of the eigenvalue 6 can be expressed by equation (5. The
function mg has no pole for 0 < ¢ < 4 and k > 3. This implies the unimodal property of
the multiplicities. O

It is known that
x

2Vk — T
where U; is the Chebyshev polynomial of degree ¢, which is defined by U;(cosf) = sin((i +
1)0)/sinf (see [13]). Thus the zeros of G;(z) are 2vk — 1cosu§i) for j = 1,...,4, where

u

Gi(z) = (k= 1)"2Uy(

) = jm/(i+ 1). Since the expression
Fa(x) = (c = 1)Gy_s(x) + Gg—1(z) = 2G4—2(x) — (k — ¢)G4—3(x),

the positive zeros 0; = 2k — 1cosq; of F(z) with 0 < a1 < -+ < ag < 7/2 satisfy
Ed‘” <a; < ul(-d_z) for each i € {1,...,d'}.
Let a(¢) and b(¢) be the functions defined by

u

é—4
a(¢) = =)o — i
b(o) = (c—=1)(k—1)¢p + (k- c)?
([d—D(c—D(k—Do+dk—2+20c—1)(k—0)
_ Xy
C(d=-1)Xy+Y’

where X, = (c— 1)(k —1)¢p+ (k—¢)*> and Y = (k — ¢)(k + ¢ — 2). Note that my =
nk(k—1)a(¢)b(¢)/2. Let 67 = (k—1)a and 63 = (k—1)3. It follows that mg, > my, if and
only if

a(B) b(p)
(o) ba)
Let oo = 4 cos?v and 3 = 4 cos? w. By direct calculation,
a(B) | o8 20 — cos 2w (k —2)?
ala) 1 —cos2v (k—2)2+2(k—1)(1 — cos2w)
and
b(B) 1 Y (X0 — Xp)
b(a) (d—1)XXs+YX,
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Let

4 o8 20 — cos 2w (k —2)?
T 1—cos20  (k—2)2+2(k—1)(1 — cos2w)
and o Y (Xo— Xp)
Cd-1D)X X+ Y X,
Note that B) b(B) )
2@ 5a) =(1+A4)(1-B)=1+B(A(5-1)-1).

If A(1/B —1) > 1 holds, then a(8)b(8)/(a(a)b(a)) > 1.

Lemma 5.4. If 7/4 < v < w < /2 holds, then it follows that

A(é —1) > L(v,w)

where L(v,w) = %(1 - %)2(1 + cos 2v) sin? 2w.

Proof. We can calculate
1 (d—1)X,Xp+YXs

B Y (Xo — Xp)

Since it follows that
Xo=((c=1)+ (k—1)cos 21})2 + (k — 1)*(1 — cos®2v) > (k — 1)?sin®2v,

we have
(d—1)XoXs > (d—1)(k — 1)*sin® 2v sin® 2w

and
YX5> (k—c)(k+c—2)(k—1)?sin® 2w.

It follows that
Y(Xo—Xp)=2(k—c)(k+c—2)(c—1)(k—1)(cos2v — cos 2w).

For 1 < ¢ < k — 1, the function f(¢) = (k — ¢)(k + ¢ — 2)(c — 1) is maximum at
c =1+ (k—1)/v3. Tt therefore follows that

4
Y (X, — X5) < —=(k — 1)*(cos 2v — cos 2w).

3v3
Thus we obtain
Lo 3v3((d — 1)(k — 1)*sin® 2vsin® 2w + (k — ¢)(k + ¢ — 2) sin® 2w)
B 4(k — 1)%(cos 2v — cos 2w)

- 3v/3(d — 1) sin? 2usin? 2w
4(cos 2v — cos 2w)
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and hence

A(l I cos 2v — cos 2w (k —2)? 3v/3(d — 1) sin? 2v sin? 2w
B 1 — cos2v (k—2)2+2(k—1)(1 — cos2w) 4(cos 2v — cos 2w)
3v3(d—1) (k —2)? . 9
> 1 22 A0i— D) (1 4 cos 2v) sin” 2w
= %(1 — %)2(1 + cos 2v) sin® 2w O

Lemma 5.5. Suppose a = 4cos’v =07 /(k—1), f =4cos>w = 03/(k — 1), and 7/4 <v <
w<7/2. If L(v,w) > 1, then mg, < myg,.

Proof. By Lemma [5.4] and B > 0, we have

= (1+A)(1-B) :1+B(A(é—1)—1) > 14 B(L(v,w)—1) > 1. O

Lemma 5.6. Let I" be a distance-reqular graph with the quotient matriz B(k,d + 1,c). Let
uy) =jn/(i+1) and d = |(d —1)/2|. If L(ug,l:?)_l,ugl:?)) > 1 for some integer j with
0<j<d—(d+3)/4, then the number of positive eigenvalues 0 of I’ such that 0% is irrational
15 less than or equal to j.

Proof. The inequality j < d' — (d 4+ 3)/4 implies ug,l:j-)_l > /4. If 0 = 2vk — 1cosu,
we write my = m(u). By Lemma [0, we have m(ug,i:?)_l) < m(ug,l:?)). Note that the
eigenvalues 0; = 2v/k — 1 cos a; satisfy ugd_l) <oy < ugd_z). By m(ug,l:;)_l) < m(u[(f,l:?)) and
the unimodal property of the function m(u), we have m(agz—;—1) < m(ag_;). Note that if
6? is irrational, then mgy = mg for some eigenvalue & with ¢’ # 0. The assertion therefore

follows from m(og—j—1) < m(ag—_;) and Lemma [5.3] O

Proposition 5.7. There does not exist a distance-reqular graph I' with the quotient matriz
B(k,d+1,¢) for d=11,16,24,25,26.

Proof. By Lemmal[5.0] we can estimate the number of irrational square eigenvalues (k—1)¢ =
62 by checking L(ug,l:j-)_l, ug,l:j-)) > 1 with a computer.

For d = 11, the number of irrational ¢ is at most 1 for £ > 5. For k = 3,4, we can find
an irreducible polynomial of degree at least 3 as a factor of ¢'P,,_; (2) + k'Py, (2) over Q
for each pair (¢, k') with 0 < ¢ < k' —1. We can find an irreducible polynomial of degree at
least 3 or two irreducible polynomials of degree 2 as a factor of ¢ Py,—1 ((2) + k' Py, ((2) over
GF(2) for each pair (¢, k') € GF(2) x GF(2).

For d = 16, the number of irrational ¢ is at most 2 for £ > 3. We can find an irreducible
polynomial of degree at least 3 or three irreducible polynomials of degree 2 as a factor of

A Pr-1.(2) + k' Py, () over GF(3) for each pair (¢, k") € GF(3) x GF(3).
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For d = 25, the number of irrational ¢ is at most 2 for £ > 6. For k = 3,4,5, we can
find an irreducible polynomial of degree at least 3 as a factor of ¢ P,_1 ((2) + k'P,, (%) over
Q for each pair (¢, k") with 0 < ¢ < k'’ — 1. We can find an irreducible polynomial of degree
at least 3 or three irreducible polynomials of degree 2 as a factor of ¢ Py_1.(2) + k' Py, c(2)
over GF(3) for each pair (¢, k") € GF(3) x GF(3).

For d = 24,26, the number of irrational ¢ is at most 2 for £ > 4. For k = 3, we can find
an irreducible polynomial of degree at least 3 as a factor of ¢'P,,_;1 (2) + k'Py, (2) over Q
for each ¢ with 0 < ¢ < k' — 1. We can find an irreducible polynomial of degree at least 3
or three irreducible polynomials of degree 2 as a factor of ¢/ P,,,—1 ((2) + k' P, (2) over GF(3)
for each pair (¢, k') € GF(3) x GF(3). O

Theorem [5.1] follows from Table [7 and Propositions 5.2, 5.7

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we studied b(k, ), the maximum number of vertices in bipartite regular graph
of valency k whose second largest eigenvalue is at most #. Our results extend previous work
from [9, 18] 19, 24, 29]. Our general bound for b(k, ) is attained whenever there exists
a bipartite distance-regular graph of valency k, second largest eigenvalue #, girth ¢ and
diameter d with g > 2d — 2. For d = 3 and ¢g > 4 all the point-block incidence graphs of
symmetric designs give equality in our bound so the situation is well-understood. For d > 4
we only have the Van Lint-Schrijver geometry besides the generalized polygons. We believe

that for d > 5 the only examples must have ¢ = 1 and are generalized polygons.
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