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Abstract

Coherent configurations are a generalization of association schemes. In this paper, we
introduce the concept of @-polynomial coherent configurations and study the relationship
among intersection numbers, Krein numbers, and eigenmatrices. The examples of -
polynomial coherent configurations are provided from Delsarte designs in @-polynomial
schemes and spherical designs.

1 Introduction

Association schemes are a combinatorial generalization of a transitive permutation group. Q-
polynomial association schemes are defined by Delsarte in [§] as a framework to study design
theory including orthogonal arrays and block designs, and have been extensively studied in
the last two decades.

This concept is regarded as a dual object to distance-regular graphs (equivalently P-
polynomial association schemes). Many examples of @-polynomial association schemes that
are neither P-polynomial nor duals of translation P-polynomial association schemes are ob-
tained from designs in Q-polynomial schemes or spherical designs [2 [0].

Coherent configurations are a combinatorial generalization of a permutation group. In the
last decades, several examples of coherent configurations are obtained from design theoretic
objects such as block designs, spherical designs and Euclidean designs.

In this paper, the @Q-polynomial property for coherent configurations whose fibers are
symmetric association schemes is proposed. The Q-polynomial property is characterized in a
similar fashion to association schemes. Examples will be given from Delsarte designs or spher-
ical designs. It was shown in [8,[9] that a Delsarte or spherical t-design with degree s satisfying
t > 2s—2 has a structure of a Q-polynomial association scheme. In [21], this result for spher-
ical designs is generalized as follows: Let X; be a spherical ¢;-design for i € {1,2,...,n} and
s;j be the number of distinct inner products between X; and X;. If t; > s; ; + s, — 2 holds
for any 7, j,h € {1,2,...,n}, then " ; X; with binary relations defined by inner products has
a structure of a coherent configuration. We show that the coherent configurations obtained
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in this manner is @-polynomial. As a corolalry, (Q-polynomial coherent configurations are
obtained from

e tight Delsarte or spherical designs with small strength such as 4,5,7,
e (Q-antipodal -polynomial association schemes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] and Section B], we review the theory of
association schemes and coherent configurations. In Section M, we prove Proposition 1] that
characterizes the @-polynomial property. In Section Bl several examples of Q-polynomial
coherent configurations are provided from @Q-antipodal @Q-polynomial association schemes,
complete orthogonal array of strength 4, tight spherical t-designs for t = 4,5, 7, and maximal
mutually unbiased bases. Section[@lis taken from [25] and [5]. It is known that the Terwilliger
algebra of the binary Hamming schemes is a coherent configuration. We will claim that
the coherent configuration is -polynomial based on [25]. Furthermore it was shown in [5]
that tight relative 2e-designs on two shells in the binary Hamming scheme H(n,2) yield a
Q-polynomial coherent configurations. Motivated by this work, we generalize Theorem
to designs in fibers of a @-polynomial coherent configuration. Finally we list open problems
in Section [0 regarding Q-polynomial coherent configurations. In Appendix [A]l the formula
among intersection numbers, Krein numbers, eigenmatrices is given in a similar manner [6].

2 Association schemes

We begin with the definition of association schemes. We refer the reader to [6] for more
information. Let X be a finite set and R = {Ry, Ry, ..., R4} be a set of non-empty subsets
of X x X.

The pair X = (X,R) is a commutative association scheme with class d if the following
hold:

(1) Ry = diag(X x X), where diag(X x X) = {(z,2) | z € X},
(2) {Ro,Ru1,...,Rq} is a partition of X x X,

(3) for any i € {1,...,d}, R} € R for 1 <i <d, where R" = {(y,z) | (x,y) € R} for a
subset R of X x X,

(4) for any i,j,h € {0,1,...,d}, there exists an integer p?,j, called an intersection number,
such that
{z € X | (z,9) € Ri, (y,2) € R;}| = pl

for any (z,y) € Ry,

5) for any i,4,h € {0,1,...,d}, pl. = p”. holds.
0. Js

2

A commutative association scheme is said to be symmetric if the following holds:
(3)" for any i € {1,2,...,d}, R} = R; holds.

From now, let X = (X, R) be a symmetric association scheme. Let A; be the adjacency
matrix of the graph (X, R;). Here the adjacency matrix of a graph (X, R) is the (0,1)-
matrix with rows and columns indexed by the elements of X and its (z,y)-entry equal to 1 if



(z,y) € R and 0 otherwise. The vector space A spanned by the A; over R forms an algebra
which is called the adjacency algebra of (X, R). Since A is commutative and semisimple, there
exist primitive idempotents Fy = %‘J, Ey, ..., Eq, where J is the all-ones matrix. Since the
adjacency algebra A is closed under the ordinary multiplication and entry-wise multiplication
denoted by o, reformulate the intersection numbers p?’ ; and define the Krein numbers qgfj for

0<1i,j,h <d as follows;

d d

1

Aidj =) plAn, EioEj= X >t
h=0 h=0

We define Krein matrices B; = (q?j);'lhzo for i € {0,1,...,d}.
Since {Ag, A1,...,Aq} and {Ey, E1, ..., E;} form bases of A, there exist change of bases
matrices P = (pp(¢))o<r,j<a and Q = (qn(¢))o<r,j<a defined by

(Ao, A1,...,Aq) = (Eo, E1,...,Ey)P,

1
(EO7E1’...’Ed) - W(AO,Al,...’Ad)Q’
equivalently,
d ;A
Ap = ZPh(@Eg, Ep = X Z qn(€) Ag.
=0 (=0

The matrices P and @) are called the first and second eigenmatrices of (X, R) respectively.

Proposition 2.1. Let X = (X, R) be a symmetric association scheme. The following condi-
tions are equivalent:

(1) there exists a set of polynomials {vy(x) | 0 < h < d} satisfying that for any h €
{0,1,...,d}, degvp(z) = h and | X|Ey = vp(| X |E1) under the entry-wise product,

(2) there exists a set of polynomials {vp(x) | 0 < h < d} satisfying that for any h,{ €
{0,1,...,d}, deguy(z) = h and qn(€) = vp(0}), where 0] = q1(¢),

(3) The Krein matriz B, = (qu);lhzo s a tridiagonal matriz with non-zero superdiagonal
and subdiagonal entries.

Proof. See [6, pp.193-194]. O

The symmetric association scheme (X,R) is said to be @Q-polynomial if one of the con-
ditions in Proposition 2] holds. For a @-polynomial association scheme, set af = a1

(i€{0,1,...,d}), bf = q} 1y ((€{0,1,....,d=1}), ¢; =q}, , (i €{1,2,...,d}).

3 Coherent configurations

Let X be a non-empty finite set. For a subset R of X x X, define the projection of R as
follows:

pri(R) ={zx € X | (z,y) € R for some y € X},
pry(R) ={y € X | (z,y) € R for some x € X }.



Definition 3.1. Let X be a non-empty finite set and R = {R; | i € I} be a set of non-empty
subsets of X x X. The pair C = (X, R) is a coherent configuration if the following properties
are satisfied:

1) {Ri}ier is a partition of X x X,

(1)

(2) for any i € I, R] € R,

(3) R; Ndiag(X x X) # () implies R; C diag(X x X),
(4)

4) for any i,j,h € I, the number |{z € X | (z,2) € R;,(2,y) € R;}| is independent of the
choice of (z,y) € Ry.

Let A; be the adjacency matrix of the graph (X, R;) for i € I. We define the coherent
algebra A of the coherent configuration C as the subalgebra of Mat x|(C) generated by {4; |
i € I} over C. There uniquely exists a subset 2 in I such that diag(X x X) = [J;cq Rs
by Definition BI(1) and (3). We obtain the standard partition {X;};cq of X where X; =
pri(R;) = pry(R;) for i € Q. We call X; a fiber of the coherent configuration C. The following
property of binary relations of coherent configurations was shown in [12]:

Lemma 3.2. For any i € I, there exist j,h € Q0 such that pri(R;) = X;, pro(R;) = Xp.

For i,j € Q, define 1) = {R, | ¢ € I,R; C X; x X;}. Lemma implies that
{109 | i,5 € Q} is a partition of I. We put r;; = [[#9)]| — §;;, and we call the matrix
(I1G9)]); jeq the type of the coherent configuration C.

Let ¢;; = 1 — &;;. By the partition {I®7) | i,j € Q} of I, the elements of I(*7) are
renumbered as Rél ), . RT(,z’]) such that R(Z D= = diag(X; x X;) and (Rgi’j))—r = jo’i). We
denote the adjacency matrix of Ré 9 as Ag 9. For i,j € Q, define by A7) the vector
space spanned by A(i’j) (eij < € < r; ) over C. Then A®I)AGR < AGP holds and define

(i Jvh)

intersection numbers Pomm 38

Ti,5

A(Z’]A Z e Jh (zh

n=e; j

Set k(w) = %0@). Then k: i-3) =y e X;|(z,y) € R( ) } for any =z € X;. We call k:( ) the

valency of Réz ).

Let 7 j = r;; — &; ;. Ito and Munemasa proved in [I6] that if the fiber C* = (X, I%9) is
a commutative association scheme, then there exists a basis {&7 ; | s € S,4,j € Fs} of A such
that

o {&},|i,j € Fs} (s € 5) generates a simple two-sided ideal €5 of A with A = $se5Cs,
o for any s € S, €7 ;e} , = 0; k€], holds,

e for any s € S, (¢7;)* = €3, holds,

o forany s € Sand i,j € Fy, € ; € Uy peq AL,

e for any s € S and i,j € Fj, dim(¢, N A®0) < 1.



In this paper we consider coherent configurations C such that the fiber C* = (X;, I (ivi)) is

a symmetric association scheme for any ¢ € €2 and there exists a basis {Ef’j ) |i,7 € Q,0<
¢ <7;;} of Asuch that

(B1) for any i,j € Q, E(()i’j) = m‘]\&hlxﬂ’ where J), , is the p x ¢ all-ones matrix,

(B2) for any i,j € €, {Eggi7j) |0 < ¢ <7} is abasis of A as a vector space,
(B3) for any i,j € Q,0 € {0,1,...,7,}, (Eéi’j))T _ éj,i)’

(B4) for any 5,7,/ € Q and € € {0,1,..., 7}, € € {0,1,...,7y;}, BPVEST) =
0050 .
Since A7) is closed under the entry-wise product o, we define Krein parameters qé%?n as

follows:
T4,

Eéi’j) o plid) —

= T Xt

We define Krein matrices B( 43) = ( (i.9) )T” for ¢ € {0,1,...,7;}.

A qun m,n=0 v
For i,j € Q, since {Ay’]) | eij <€ <r;;} and {Eéz’j) | 0 < ¢ <7} are bases of A0,
there exist change-of-bases matrices P(/) = (p](;’j)(E)) 0<t<is, QU = (ql(f’])(ﬁ))gi’jgg,w

€i,;<h<r;; 0<h<f7; ;

such that

(AGD, . AGD) = (B§, ... BS))PED),

EGD L pWIy = (Al A6 Qli),

( 0 T4 ) |XZ||X]|( €i,5 7"1] )Q
equivalently,

i\j o irj irj irj 1 & irj

Aglvj) — Zpgvj)(e)Eé 7])’ E}(L 7]) — W Z qf(ij)(e)Ag 7]).
= l=¢; ;

We will show several relations among pg;jbi?, qél;fl)n, pﬁf’] )(6), q,(j’j )(6) in Appendix A as in the
case of symmetric association schemes.

4 (-polynomial properties of coherent configurations

The following proposition characterizes ()-polynomial property.

Proposition 4.1. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric
association scheme and there exists a basis {Eél’]) | i,j € Q,0 <l <75} of A satisfying
(B1)-(B4). The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) for anyi,j € Q, there exists a set of polynomials {vh ’j)( )10 <h<7;} satisfying that
foranyh € {0,1,... 7 ;}, degvi (2) = h and /XX ES = o (/IXGIXGTES)
under the entry—wzse product,



(2) for any i,j € Q, there exists a set of polynomials {v(i’j () | 0 < h < 75} satisfying
that for any h,¢ € {0,1,...,7;}, degv,g’j)( ) = h and q(m)(ﬁ) = v,(;’j)(ﬁél’])), where
07 = ai(0),

(3) for any i,j € Q, the Krein matrix E%i’j)

diagonal and subdiagonal entries.

is a tridiagonal matriz with non-zero super-

Proof. (1) < (2): Putting Gém) = q%i’j)(f), we have E%i’J) = Z H(Z’J A(Z’J). Sup-

IX 1X51 o2

pose (1) holds. Then /[X; 1%, [E) = o) (/I IES) = 3° v,(j’”(ey’”)Ay’j), s0

fZEi,J‘
we obtain q(i’j)(f) (i’j)(H(i’j)). Conversely suppose (2) holds. Then |Xi||Xj|E,(f’]) =
Z2$M> ZZvW DA = oD (VIXTKGIE).
=€;,j =c;j

(2) = (3): Suppose (2) holds. Since the polynomial xv( " )( ) can be written as a lin-
(1.9 (i.5)

ear combination of vh+1(az) v ( ),...,v((] ’])( ), E,(;’J) o E%Z’J) is a linear combination of

E®) E(Z’]) ) ,E(()Z’]) Therefore q§ h)z =0if¢ > h+2, and qu,}z i1 7 0. By Proposition [A.2]

h+1°
(5), we obtain mgl’])cﬁ ,f)g = m!® Z)q§ ’ZJZL Therefore q§ ,f)g = 0 if and only if q%l’g],)l = 0. Hence

q§}f)g—0if€§h—2, andqgl’,fh L # 0.
(3) = (1): Suppose (3 ) holds. Set bgj’]) qg }f_)H B a;f’]) = qgl}f)h, cgf’]) qg }f)h+1 Since

EY’J) o E}(}m) _ (w (w), EYJ) o E}S Bj) b(m) ](1]1) + a%m)E}(lz,J) + CgﬂE(i,ﬂ

WZ 1ha h41"
(4,9)

We define v((] " )( ) =1, UIZ’J )( ) = = and polynomials v, ™’ (z) of degree h as recurrence
xvf(f’])(:v) = b(Z’J)v,(f’Jl)( )+ a,(f’])v,(f’])( )+ c,(Hivf(Ljr]l) ().

Then v\ (\/[X[15G1ES)) = /IXG1X; B, O

Definition 4.2. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric associ-
ation scheme and there exists a basis {Eél’]) |i,7 € Q,0 <l <7;;} of Asatistying (B1)-(B4).
The coherent configuration C is said to be @-polynomial if one of (1)—(3) of Proposition A1l
holds.

5 Examples of ()-polynomial coherent configurations

5.1 An n-th power of a ()-polynomial association scheme

We introduce an n-th power of a symmetric association scheme for a positive integer n >
2. Let X = (X, {Ri}gzo) be a symmetric association scheme with primitive idempotents
Ey, E1, ..., Eq. We define a coherent configuration C,, = (][}, X, {Ry’j) |i,7€4{1,2,...,n}, L€
{0,1,...,d}}) where X; = X and [[;_, X; is a disjoint union of X;’s, and Réi’j) = {(z,y) €
(1T, Xi)? |z € Xiyy € Xj, (z,y) € Rg}H. We call C,, an n-th power of X.

“The index ¢ of Réi’j) should start with 1 when ¢ # j, but we avoid it.



Fori,5 € {1,2,...,n}and £ € {0,1,...,d}, define Ef’j) = e;,; ® Iy where e; j denotes the
nxn matrix with a 1 in the (i, j)-entry and 0’s elsewhere. Then {Eél’]) |i,j €{1,2,...,n},L €
{0,1,...,d}} is a basis of the coherent algebra of C,, satisfying (B1)-(B4).

Ezample 5.1. Let n be a positive integer at least two and X = (X, {Rg}?zo) a @-polynomial
association scheme with respect to the ordering of the primitive idempotents Ey, F1, ..., Fq.
Then the coherent configuration C,, is a @-polynomial coherent configuration.

5.2 Delsarte designs of a ()-polynomial association scheme

Let X = (X, {Ri}fl:o) be a @Q-polynomial association scheme with respect to the ordering of
the primitive idempotents Fy, E1,...,E;. For a non-empty subset C' in X, we define the
characteristic vector y = x¢ as a column vector indexed by X whose z-th entry is 1 if x € C,
and 0 otherwise. For a positive integer ¢, a subset C' is said to be a (Delsarte) t-design if
Eix =0 for any i € {1,...,t}.

Define a real numbers b; (i € {0,1,...,d}) by b; = %XTE}X Note that the numbers b;
are non-negative because F; is positive semidifinite. A subset C' is a t-design if and only if
by =--- =b; = 0. The vector (bi)‘iizo is said to be the dual inner distribution of C. Designs
in the Hamming schemes or Johnson scheme are characterized by orthogonal arrays or block
designs.

Ezample 5.2. An orthogonal array OA (¢, n, q) is a Ag' x n matrix over an alphabet of size ¢ in
which each set of £ columns contains each t-tuples over the alphabet exactly A times as a row.
An orthogonal array OA,(¢,n,q) is a t-design in a Hamming scheme H(n,q) with respect to
the ordering of the primitive idempotents determined from b} = (n —i)(q — 1), ¢} = 1.

Ezample 5.3. A t-(v,k,\) design is a collection of k-subsets (called blocks) of a v-set such
that every t-subset is contained in exactly A blocks. A t-(v,k,\) design is a t-design in a

Johnson scheme J (v, k) with respect to the ordering of the primitive idempotents determined
v(v—1)(v—i+1)(v—k—i)(k—i) &  v(v—1)i(k—i+1)(v—k—i+1)
Eo—F) (-2t D) (0—-21) % = klo—k)(v—2i12)(v—2i+1)

For a subset C, define

from b} =

AC)={l|1<t<d,Ryn(C x C) #0}.

Let s = |A(C)| and we call s the degree of C. Let A(C) = {a1,as,...,as} and set ap = 0.
For ¢ € {0,1,...,s}, define a subset Ry of C x C by

Ry ={(z,y) € OxC|(2,y) € Ra,}-
The following theorem is due to [g].

Theorem 5.4. Let X = (X, {R;}L ) be a Q-polynomial association scheme with respect to
the ordering of the primitive idempotents Eg, Eq, ..., Eq. Let C be a t-design with degree s.
If 2s — 2 <t holds, then (C,{Ry | 0 < ¢ < s}) is a Q-polynomial association scheme.

We then generalize Theorem [5.4] to disjoint designs in a Q-polynomial association scheme.
Let X1, Xo,..., X, be disjoint subsets of X. Define



Let s;; = |A(X;, X;)| and A(X;, X;) = {agi’j),a;i’j),...,agi’g)} and set oz((]i’i) = 0. For
te{eij,1,...,5;}, define a subset Rém) of X x X by

Rém) ={(z,y) e X x X |z e X;,y € Xj,(z,y) € Raéi,j)}.

Denote by Ay’j) the adjacency matrix of the graph (|J; Xi,Rg’j)). For i € {1,2,...,n},
define Ax, be the diagonal matrix indexed by the elements of X with (z,z)-entry equal to 1

if 2 € X; and 0 otherwise, and A x, as the matrix obtained from Ay, by restricting the rows
to Ui, Xi. Note that

(AX,')TAXZ- :AXi and AXiAXi :Axi' (51)
For a real matrix A, define ||A|| = \/tr(AAT).

Theorem 5.5. Let X = (X,{R;}%,) be a Q-polynomial association scheme with respect
to the ordering of the primitive idempotents Eg, E1,...,Eq. Let X; be a t;-design for i €
{1,2,...,n}. Assume that X; N X; =0 for distinct integers i,j € {1,2,...,n}. If s;j+sjp—
2 <'t; holds for any i,j,h € {1,2,...,n}, then (U, Xi, {Rél’]) |1<i,j<m,ej <l<si;})
s a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

Proof. Let i,j,h € {1,2,...,n}, a« € {0,1,...,s;; — 1}, 5 € {0,1,...,s;, — 1}. Since s;; +
sjn — 2 < tj, it holds that a + 3+ 1 < t; +1 and qﬁﬁ =0 for £ > t; + 1. Since Xj is a
tj-design, the dual distribution (bgj))?zo of X satisfies that bgj) =0 for £ < t;. Then

d
X[ Ealx, Ep — | X;160,5Eall? = 1X;1 Yl sbY
/=1

tj d
=151 [ Dot + D anpty
=1 (=t;+1
=0.
Therefore
| X[|EaAx, Ep = | Xj|0a,5Fa-
Multiplying Ax, on the left side and A, on the right side, we obtain

X[ Ax, BB x, BgAx, = | X;|005Ax, Falr,. (5.2)
Define
Aéi’j) = AXiAg(AXj)T, Eé,l’]) = ﬁAXiEg/(AXj)T
| X[ |1 X

fori,j € {1,2,...,n},0 € A(X;,X;), ¢ €{0,1,...,s8;; —¢ei;}. (2) with (G.I) implies that
E&i’j)Eg J) a,ﬁfsj,i’E&i’jl)-
Therefore {Ef’j) |1<4,5<n,0</0<s;;—¢;;}is linearly independent and

span{Eéi’j) ’ 1<i,j<n0<l< Sij — Ei,j}



is closed under ordinary multiplication. Since
span{ A7) | 1<, j <n 0 € A(X;, X;)} =span{E7 | 1< j <m0 <0< i —ei}

holds, (Ui, Xi,{Réi’j) |1 <14, <mnygj; <l <s;;})is a coherent configuration. Krein
numbers of the coherent configuration are positive scalar multiple of those for the association
scheme, so Proposition [1)(3) is satisfied. O

Ezample 5.6. A @Q-polynomial association scheme with d classes is Q-antipodal if b = ¢ j
for all j except possibly j = [£], see [I9] for more information. Let X = (X,{R;}? ) be a
Q-antipodal @-polynomial association scheme with Q-antipodal classes X1, Xo, ..., X,,. [19,
Corollary 4.5 and Theorem 4.7] imply that s; ; is equal to [2] if i = j and [4] otherwise and
tj =d—1. Then s; j+s;,—2 < t; holds for any i,j,h € {1,2,...,w}, hence (UU;, X3, {Rél’]) |
1 <4, Swey <L < s} is a Q-polynomial coherent configuration and this coherent
configuration was shown to be uniform [7, Theorem 5.1]. See [7] for Q-antipodal association
schemes and uniform coherent configurations.

Ezample 5.7. A 2e-design C'in H(n, q) satisfies an inequality |C| < 37 o (7)(g — 1)°. A 2e-
design is said to be tight if equality is attained above. Tight 4-designs in H(n,q) have been
classified in [I8] [I0]. The technique developed in [I0] is to consider derived t; = 3-designs
C1,Cy,...,Cqin H(n—1,q) from C such that s; ; = |A(C;,Cj)| = 2 forany i,j € {1,2,...,q}.
Since s;j 4+ s, — 1 = t; hold for any ,j,h € {1,2,...,q}, U/, C; with the binary relations
forms a @-polynomial coherent configuration.

5.3 Spherical designs

Let X1,Xs,...,X, be non-empty finite subsets of the unit sphere S4 ! in R¢ such that
XinX;=0fori,je{l,2,...,n} and X = J; ; X;. We denote by (z,y) the standard inner
product of z,y € R%. We define the angle set A(X;, X;) between X; and X; by

AX;, X)) ={(z,y) |z € Xs,y € Xj,z #y}.

Let s;; = |A(X;, X;)| and A(X;, X;) = {a(l’] (Z’] , asl’j)} and set a( ) = 1. Define a
subset Rém ) of X x X by

Ré w7) — ={(z,y) e X x X |z e X;,y € Xj,(z,y) = aém)}.
Denote by Aém ) the adjacency matrix of the graph (X, Réi’j )),

For a positive integer ¢, a non-empty finite set ¥ in the unit sphere S¢ ! is called a
spherical t-design in S%1 if the following condition is satisfied:

1 1
7] 290 = [, 1wy

for all polynomials f(z) = f(x1,...,14) of degree not exceeding t. Here |S¢~!| denotes the
volume of the sphere S41.



We define the Gegenbauer polynomials {Q(x)}72, on Sa=1 1y

Qo(z) =1, Qi(z) = dz,

k41 d+k—3
T op (@) =aQu(@) — o

Qr—1(x).

Let Harm(R?) be the vector space of the harmonic polynomials over R and Harmg(R%)
be the subspace of Harm(R?) consisting of homogeneous polynomials of total degree £. Let
{be1,...,0en,} be an orthonormal basis of Harm/(R%) with respect to the inner product

1
(00) = g [, o@ia)dota).

Then the addition formula for the Gegenbauer polynomial holds [9, Theorem 3.3]:

h
Lemma 5.8. Ze $0,i(2)¢ei(y) = Qe((x,y)) for any L €N, z,y € ST 1.
i=1

We define the /-th characteristic matrix of a non-empty finite set Y € S%~1 as the |Y| x hy
matrix

Hy = (¢0,i(7)) zex -
1<i<hy

A criterion for t-designs using Gegenbauer polynomials and the characteristic matrices is
known [9, Theorem 5.3, 5.5].

Lemma 5.9. LetY be a non-empty finite set in S“1. The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) Y is a t-design,

(2) > Qw((z,y)) =0 for any k €{1,...,t},

z,yey
(3) HIHy=6,0|Y|I for 0<k+(<t.

For mutually disjoint non-empty finite subsets X1, Xo,...,X,, of S%1 after suitably
rearranging the elements of X = (J ; X;, the (-th characteristic matrix H, of X has the
following form:

Y
(2) n
H .
H, = Z = Z e & Hél)
: i=1
H

where e; denotes the column vector of length n with a 1 in the i-th coordinate and 0’s elsewhere
and Hél) is the /-th characteristic matrix of X;. Denote ]:Iéi) = ei®Héz). Forie {1,2,...,n},
define Ax, be the diagonal matrix indexed by the elements of X with (z,xz)-entry equal to 1
if z € X; and 0 otherwise.

Theorem 5.10. Let X; be a spherical t;-design on ST fori € {1,2,...,n}. Assume that
X;NX; =0 for distinct integers i,j € {1,2,...,n}. Let s;,; = |A(X;, X;)|. If one of the
following holds depending on the choice of i,j,h € {1,2,...,n};

10



(1) sij+sjn—2<1,

(2) i=j=h,2s,;—3=t;, and X; = =X,
then (U, X3, {Rg’j) |1<14,j <n,e; << si5)) is a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.
Proof. In [21], it is shown that (U}, X;, {Réi’j) |1 <i,j <n,e; <L<s;5})is a coherent

configuration.
For any i,j € {1,2,...,n} and £ € {0,1,...,s;; +€;;}, we define

C(lﬁj) — (517272)'(d;;();§)|(;li(zz::igl(dJrSZ174)' if 1= ] and ti = 281'71' - 3, (= Siq — 2,
¢ 1 otherwise,
(%,9) TN
Sy H(Z) H(])T ifl<s::—1
) _ ) VXX (He™) B A
¢ = py
Ax, — m z cm’j)H( )(H,(,Z))T if i=jand/l=s;;.
.. Si, i—1
Thus (B1) and (B3) hold. Note that E{ = z B
For z € X;, y € Xj,
()
4 i if (< s;;— 1
(i) \/W (x) (y) e 8 )
Ef ('1"’ y) = i3 T
Oy — |X | Z C D (@) P (y) ifi=j and { = s;,

if ¢ < Sij — 1,

L)
ng(@,y))
sii—1
Sey =7 X o’ Qml(e,y)) ifi=jand £ = sq.
' m=0

Therefore
( i,5) Si,j (i.5) )
N \X B Z Qg( )A ’ if /< Sii — 1,
B = (5.3)
14 ,i 85,i—1
Axi = 2 (z o’ Qi ))A(“’ ifi=jand (= s
¢ k=€¢7j m=0

This implies that Eéi’j ) e A6,
We show that E&ZJ)EéZlJl) = 5&,55j,i’E&27jl). If] 3& i/’ then by e;rei/ = 07

.. ot 1 ~ N g ~ (1N~ (]
Ed) pld’) _ O (FONT g gunT
T VR o (H) Hy (Hg)
1 / ~ -/
- (] (i) GNT
T e (@ @ B9 e 0 87) (7))
1 ~ , vy
_ o (HO)TED) (B9))T
T (e 13’) @)
=0.

In the following, we assume j = i’ and then show that E( ’j)E(] h) 5a,5E((Xi’h),

11



(1) The case where 4, j, h satisfying s;; + s;, —2 < t;. In order to prove E&i’j)Eg’h) =
505,5Eg’h) fora € {0,1,...,85—¢€i;},6€{0,1,...,5;n —€jn}, the case is divided into
the following cases.

(a) For o, 8 satisfying o < s;; — 1, f < 555 — 1,
L 1 o T (A =
E((Xz,])E(Jvh) — H((Xz)(H(j))TH(J)( (h))T
T VI
__OaB g6 gty
VIXi | Xl

= 504 5E(g{i’h).

(b) When i = j, for o, § satisfying o = s;4, 8 < sip, — 1, 8;5 < 85 + 1 holds by [11],
p.227]. Then s;; — 1 < 8 hold if and only if § = s;, — 1 = s;,, and

8q,i—1

(3,h) i,h
E( )E = [Ax, - Z EW By

Z Bl E(”‘

E(l h) Eg’h) if < Sii — 1
E(Z h) if B = Si,h —1= Sm‘
- 532 176 gi fl)

A similar is true for j = k and o <55 — 1,8 = 55 ;.
(¢) When i =j = h, for a = = sy,

sii—1 sii—1

) = (ax - 3 £ (a3

SZ,L S'Lz
= Ay, —2 Z B 4 Z B R

£,m=0
_AX—2ZE —i—ZE(”)
_ k) (zk)
=By - By

(2) The case where i, j, h satisfying i = j = h, t; = s;; + s;; — 3 and X; = —X;. It was
shown in [2] that ESESY = 6, sESY for a, 8 € {0,1,..., 514},

This proves that (B4) holds.

12



. n_ Sij—
Next we show (B2). Fix 4,5 € {1,2,...,n}. For dgm) eC, let Y
ij=1 =

Multiplying ET(%Z) on the left side and E,(%j ) on the right side, we obtain d%’j )E,(Z’j ) = 0 and
thus d'5?) = 0 for any m. Therefore {Eéi’j ) |0 < ¢ <s;;—e¢i;} is alinear independent set
over C. Since dim A®I) = i + 0i 5, {Eéi’j) | 0 < ¢ < s;5—¢;;} is a basis of A3) | This
proves (B2).

It remains to prove Q-polynomiality. Setting

€i,j .. ..
dé%])Eé%]) — O.
0

. " Qu(%) if0< s 1,
v (x) = o ST G oy e
| X Facx)(5) — 20 cm Qm(g) ifi=j and £ = s;,

where Fax,)(2) = [loeacx,) 7o and A(X;) = A(X;, X;). Equation (5.3) implies that for
i,J €{1,2,....,n},0€{0,1,..., 55— ei 5}

126G B = o) (/1106 B )

under the entry-wise product, which implies that Proposition E1) is satisfied. This com-
pletes the proof. O

Ezample 5.11. Let X be a non-empty finite set in S9! with the angle set A(X) = {(z,y) |
z,y € X,x #y} ={o1,a9,...,as} where ay > -+ > «a,. After suitably transforming the set
X, we may assume that e; € X. For i € {1,2,...,s} such that o; # —1, the derived code X;
with respect to e; is defined to be

X;={x €8 ? | (av,y/1 —a?z) € X}.

Suppose that X be a spherical ¢-design in S9! and let s* = |A(X)\ {~1}|. For i,j €
{1,...,s*}, the angle set between X; and X satisfies

A(X;, X;) C {% | 1§h§s}.

Ja—ah)1-a2)

Therefore s; ; = |A(X;, X;)| satisfies that s; ; < s.

It is shown in [0, Theorem 8.2] that if £ +1 > s*, then X; is a spherical (¢ + 1 — s*)-design
in S92, This design is said to be the derived design.

Let X C S9! be a spherical tight 4-, 5-, 7-design with s* = |A(X) \ {~1}| and X; be a
derived design in S~ fori € {1,...,s*}. Since sij+s;n—2 < tjholds fori,j,h € {1,...,s*}
in each case, Theorem [E.I0] implies that (Uf; X;, {Rél’]) |1<1i,j<neg; <l<s;;})isa
(-polynomial coherent configuration.

The second eigenmatrices of the @-polynomial coherent configuration obtained from tight

13



4-design are given as follows:

1 d—1 (d—2)(d+v/dT3+1)

4 _
Q(l,l) — 11 /d+3 —9 —Jd+3+1 ’Q(1,2) _ Q(Zl) _ <1 d—1 ) ’
1 _ d+\/d+3-3 d—2 1 —vd-1
Vd+3—1 Vd+3-1
1 d—1 (d72)(d74\/d+3+1)
Q(2,2) -1 d—/d+3-3 —d+2
Vd+3+1 Vd+3+1

1 —Vd+3-2 vd+3+1

The second eigenmatrices of the @-polynomial coherent configuration obtained from tight
5-design are given as follows:

1 d—1 Hd—-2)(d+1)
i d—1)(v/d+2— d—1)vd .
QU =1 ! 1)(d+1+2 b 1)d+1+2+2 for i = j € {1,2},
1 _W=D(Vdr2+l)  (d-1)Vdi2-2
d+1 d+1
] _@-D/E@R) (d-)Vara-2
- d+1 d+1
QU = 1 (dfl)(d\Jr/ler2fl) _(d71)6l\+/c11+2+2 for i # j € {1,2}.
1 —d+1 (d—2)(d+1)

The second eigenmatrices of the @-polynomial coherent configuration obtained from tight
7-design are given as follows:

_ (d—2)(d+1) (d—2)(d—1)(d+1)
1 d—1 —— et
1 (d=1)(\/3(d+4)=3)  (\/3(d+4)=3)(d=5-+/3(d+4))  (d—1)(y/3(d+4)-3)
i d+1 3(d+4)+3 3(d+1) .
Q) = 1 3(d—1) _\/(d(f5)(c)m) (d—2)(d—1) for i =j € {1,3},
dT1 2(d+1) 2(d+1)
1 _(d=D)(/3(d4+4)+3)  (/3(d+4)=3)(d=5—+/3(d+4))  (d—=1)(y/3(d+4)+3)*
d+1 \/3(d+4)+3 3(d+1)
1 (d=1)(\/3(d+4)+3)  3(1/3(d+4)+3)(d—5++/3(d+4)) (d—1)(y/3(d+4)+3)?
d+1 d+1 o 3(d+1)
|1 (i B
i) _ .
Q 1 (d—1)(+/3(d+4)—3)  3(y/3(d+4)—3)(d—5—+/3(d+4)) (d—1)(/3(d+4)—3)2 fori # 5 € {1,3},
o d+1 d+1 o 3(d+1)
1 —d+1 W w
1 d—1 (d—2)(d+1) (d—2)(d—1)(d+4)  (d—2)(d—1)(2d—1)
2 9 18
1 V3(d—1) (2d—7)(d+1) _ V3(d-1) _ (2d—1)(d—1)
Vd+4 2(d+4) Vd+4 2(d+4)
Q®? = |1 0 —3(d+1) 0 d-1) ,
1 — V3(d—1)  (2d—7)(d+1) V3(d—1) _ (2d—1)(d-1)
d+4 2(d-+4) NZEw 2(d-+4)
1 —d+1 (d=2)(d+1)  (d—=2)(d—1)(d+4) (d—2)(d—1)(2d—1)
2 9 18
V3(d—1) _
P e -2 B
QU =1 0 — | for (i,5) € {(1,2),(3,2),(2.1), (2,3)}.
3(d—1)
L =7 42

Let M = {Mi}zf:l be a collection of orthonormal bases of R%. The set M is called
real mutually unbiased bases (MUB) if any two vectors z and y from different bases satisfy
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(z,y) = £1/+/d. Tt is known that the number f of real mutually unbiased bases in R? can be
at most d/2 + 1. We call M a maximal MUB if this upper bound is attained.

The assumption of Theorem 510 is not satisfied for a union of derived codes of maximal
MUB, but the same conclusion holds.

Theorem 5.12. Let My, My, ..., Myjo.1 be a mazimal MUB of R?, X = Ud/2+1(X U(—X;))
and X; be the derived design of X relative to a point in X for i € {1,2,3}. Then C =
(U§:1 X, {REZ’J) |1 <14,5 <n,ei; <L <si5)) s a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

Proof. In [21], it is shown that C is a coherent configuration. In what follows, we construct a
basis Eém ) which has a Q-polynomial property.
The type of C is

2 4
(sij+0ij)ijm1 = 3 2
2 4

IO

We define Ef’j) for 4,5 € {1,2,3},0 <0 <s;5 — €55 as follows.

s (,9) _ 1 (@) 7 rGNT
e Fori,j € {1,2,3}, £ €{0,1}, E,> = \/|Xi||Xj‘HZ (H,7) "
e For 4,5 € {1,3}, E (6.5) _ Lﬁ(’)(ﬁéj))?

(d-1)/|1Xl1X5] 2

s4,i—1

o Forie {1,2,3}, &Y = Ay, - ZE(”)

e For {i,5} = {1,3}, E (i-1) A(l’]) — i Elii’j), where Afli’j) be the adjacency matrix
defined by inner product —1 between gaoand X;.

It is clear that for 4, 7,7, 7" € {1,2,3} with j # 4, £ € {0,1,..., 5, j—¢&;;},m € {0,1,..., s ji—

i '} Eéi’j)Eg’j/) = 0. Therefore we will show that for ¢, j,h € {1,2,3} and £ € {0,1,...,s; j—
€i,j},m S {0,1,... ,Sj,h_ej,h}a Ef’j)E(] ) 5 E;(Z h)

It is shown in [I] that X; and X3 are Q- polynomlal association schemes, and they are

isomorphic. The polynomial vy(z) of degree 2 which is determined from @Q-polynomiality
of X7 and X3 is d+1 1Q2(5%7), so Eéw) = %ﬁéz) (ﬁél))T is a primitive idempotent for
1 = 1,3. Then we have A( i) Ig ) — H(Z). Therefore Ef’i)Eﬁé’“ = 5g7mEéi’i) for 1 € {1,3} if

and only if Eé ’j)E,(% s mEéz ") for i,7,h € {1,3}. This completes the proof. O

The second eigenmatrices of Q-polynomial coherent configuration obtained from MUB are
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given as follows:

1 d-1 3$d-2)d-1) ¢-1
” 1 Vd+1 Vd—1 -1 .
Q) = for i,j € {1,3},
1 —1 —4 41 41
1 —Vd+1 —Vd -1 —1
1 d—1 d-2
QY =1 o0 -1,

1 —d+1 d-2

Q(i’j) = <1 _\(/id_Tll> for (Zaj) € {(172)7 (37 2)7 (271)7 (273)}'

6 The Terwillger algebra of H(n,2) and tight relative 2e-designs
on two shells

6.1 The Terwillger algebra of H(n,2)

The Terwilliger algebra [24] of the binary Hamming schemes H(n,2) = (X,{R;}]-,) is a
coherent configuration because the scheme H(n,2) is triply regular, that is, for (z,y) €
R, (y,2) € Rj,(2,x) € Ry, the number [{w € X | (z,w),€ Ry, (y,w), € Ry, (2,w),€ Ry}
depends only on i, j, h,4’, j', i/, not on the choice of x,7, z. We include the result by Vallentin
[25] for the basis of the coherent configuration. See also [20].

Let n be a positive integer, X = {0,1}" and R; = {(z,y) € X x X | d(z,y) = i} for
i €{0,1,...,n} where d(z,y) = |{¢ € {1,...,n} | z; # ye}| is the Hamming distance. The
binary Hamming scheme is a pair (X, {R;}}). For i € {0,1,...,n}, define X; = {x € X |
d(x,0) =i} where 0 = (0,...,0).

Define (a)g =1,(a)r =ala+1)---(a+k —1) and

Qr(z;—a—1,-b—1,m) = @ jzk;(_l)j% (Z—_ﬁ <j>

to be Hahn polynomials of degree with respect to = (for integers m,a,b with a > m,b > m >
0).

Theorem 6.1 (See [25, Theorem 4.1]). For x,y € X, define v(z,y) = |[{f € {1,...,n} | xp =
1,90 =0}. For ke {0,...,|n/2|} and i,5 € {k,...,n —k}, define

()=G2) ((hulizn) 3 ey — i) — 1 —i—1 4 ; . ,
Bes(eny) = | OO0 (ERG5) " Que@nhi-o =i~ L=i=10) feeXiyeX,
0 ife & X; ory & X;.

Then Ey;; (k€ {0,...,|n/2]} and i,j € {k,...,n—k}) form a basis satisfying (B1)-(B4).
In particular, the Terwilliger algebra of H(n,2) is a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.
6.2 Tight relative 2e-designs in H(n,2) on two shells

It was shown in [B, Theorem 5.3] that a tight relative t-design in H(n,2) = (X, {R;}},) on
two shells yields a coherent configuration. We include the result and claim that the resulting
coherent configuration is @-polynomial.
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A weighted subset of X a pair (Y,w) of a subset Y of X and a function w : ¥ — (0, 00).
Define the characteristic vector xy = Xy, of a weighted subset (Y,w) by x(z) equals to w(z) if
reY and 0if x €Y. A weighted subset (Y,w) is said to be a relative ¢-design with respect
to z € X if E;x € span{E;2}!_, where # is the characteristic vector of {z}. Here we assume
x=1(0,...,0) and set L =Ly ={¢|Y N X; # 0}. Then we say that (Y,w) is supported on
Urer, X¢. The following is Fisher type inequality due to [4] and [26]: for a realtive 2e-design
supported on | J,c; Xo, [Y] > meﬂL' Le (,",)- Arelative 2e-design is tight if equality holds
above.

Let (Y,w) be a tight relative 2e-design on two shells X, U X, where e < £ <m <n —¢,
that is [Y| = (?) + (.",). Then Y; =Y N X, is a t; := (2 — 1)-design in J(n, ) for i € {¢,m}
and the degree s; ; between Y; and Yj is at most e. It was shown in [5, Theorem 5.3] that
Y, UY,, yields a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

Inspired by this theorem, we show the following theorem, which generalizes Theorem [(.5]to
Q-polynomial coherent configurations. We use the following notation. For a Q-polynomial co-
herent configuration (| J;"_; X, {Réw) |1<1i,j<mn,e; <l<r;;})withfibers X1, Xs,..., X,
and a subset Y; of X; for i € {1,2,...,n}, define

A Yy) = {011 <0< r 5, R 1 (Y x ;) # 0},

and set s; ; = |A(Y;,Y;)|. For £ € A(Y;,Y;), define

f?&m) = {(z,y) € UXi X UXi |z €Y,y €Y (z,y) € Réw)}.
i=1 i=1

For i € {1,2,...,n}, define Ay, be the diagonal matrix indexed by the elements of Ui, Xi
with (x,z)-entry equal to 1 if x € Y; and 0 otherwise, and Ay, as the matrix obtained from
Ay, by restricting the rows to [ J;; Y;. Note that

Theorem 6.2. Let C be a Q-polynomial coherent configuration with fibers X1, Xo, ..., X,.
LetY; be at;-design in a Q-polynomial scheme on X; with d; = r;; classes fori € {1,2,...,n}.

Define s; j = |{€ € {1,2,...,7;} | Réi’j) N(Y; xY;) # 0. If si 5+ s, —2 < t; holds for any
i,j,h € {1,2,...,n}, then (U, Vi, {Réw) |1 <1i,j<m,e; <l<s5}) s a Q-polynomial
coherent configuration.

Proof. Let i,j,h € {1,2,...,n}, a« € {0,1,...,s;; — 1}, 5 € {0,1,...,s;, — 1}. Since s;; +
sjn — 2 < tj, it holds that o + f +1 < t; + 1 and qﬁﬂ =0 for £ > t; +1. Since Yj is a
tj-design, the dual distribution (béj))?io of Y; satisfies that by) =0 for £ < t;. Then

d;
11X B Ay, BF™ — Y160, 5 EGM |2 = m@qé{’g?gbé”
t

=il (o + Z a5y

=1 l=tj+1
= 0.
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Therefore N . '
X 1EGD Ay, ES™Y = [¥;]00, 5 EG.

Multiplying Ay, on the left side and Ay, on the right side, we obtain

X518y, EGD A x, ES™ Ay, = Y[62 58y, EGM Ay, (6.2)
Define
. B L . XX - i)~
A0 = Ry AGD(Ay)T, GO = (XX R, E D(Ay)T

Y L
VIYillY]

fori,j € {1,2,...,n},0 € A(Y;,Y;),0' €{0,1,...,s;; —¢€;;}. ©2) with (€&I)) implies that
EGDES ) = 6, 58,0 B8
Therefore {Ey’j) |1<14,j<n,0<{<s;;—¢;;}is linearly independent and
Span{Eéi’j) |1<4,7<n,0< 0 <555 —¢€i5}
is closed under ordinary multiplication. Since
span{ A7) |1 <i j <n,f € AY;,Y;)} = span{E7) | 1<i,j <n,0<l<s;—ei;}

holds, (Ui, Vs, {Rg’j) |1<14,j <mn,ei; <€<s;;})is a coherent configuration. Krein num-
bers of the coherent configuration are positive scalar multiple of those for the @)-polynomial
coherent configuration, so Proposition [L1](3) is satisfied. O

7 Future works

In the present paper, we introduce the @Q-polynomial property for coherent configurations.
The parameters of the coherent configurations are studied in the same manner as association
schemes and several examples are obtained from Delsarte designs in Q-polynomial association
schemes and spherical designs. We list the related problems in this context.

Problem 7.1. (1) Can we develop design theory in Q-polynomial coherent configurations?
For bounds for subsets in coherent configurations, see [13, [15]

(2) In [3], it was shown that Euclidean designs with certain property have the structure of
coherent configurations. Are these coherent configurations Q-polynomial? See [17] for
Euclidean designs.

(3) Can we obtain Euclidean designs from coherent configurations? If so, can we determine
the strength as Fuclidean designs from parameters of Q-polynomial coherent configura-
tions? See [22] for spherical designs obtained from Q-polynomial schemes.

(4) The absolute bound for symmetric association schemes was shown in [6, Theorems 4.8,
4.9] and examples attaining the inequality in [6, Theorem 4.9] are tight spherical designs.
On the other hand, the absolute bound for coherent configurations was shown in [17].
Are examples of coherent configurations attaining the absolute bound related to tight
Euclidean designs?

(5) In [23], the cross-intersection theorem is stated in coherent configurations related to
Grassmann schemes. Can we deal with the cross-intersection theorem in Q-polynomial
coherent configurations whose fibers are distance reqular graphs?
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Appendix: Parameters

Proposition A.1. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric

association scheme and there exists a basis {Eéi’j) | i,j € Q,0 <l <75} of A satisfying
(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1) — (6) hold:

(1)
(2)
(3)

(33,h) _
pO,m,n - 6m7n’

(27.]7])
pf,O,n = 5f,nf

(1,5:8) _ (3,5)
Dm0 = Ormbky

(4) p(injvh) _ (hnjvi)

Lman — Pmln’
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i,4,h i,
) 3° i = kD,

M=¢€; h

) hy h 77h )
(6) [Xalkpy D) = | X1k p ) = | Xk pld).

Proof. (1) — (3) are obvious from definition of intersection numbers.
(4): Count the number of elements in {z € X; | (z,2) € R(l’]) ,(z,y) € RY
(z,y) € W™,

Pt = |{z € X; | (z,2) € RV, (2,y9) € RGMY|

= {z € X; | (,2) € RU, (z,2) € RV}

(h.j,1)
T Umdn-

This proves (4).
(5): Count the number of elements in {z € X, | (z,2) € R, ’j)} for (z,y) € RN,

Tj,h Tj.h
> a1 U e Xl @2 e B, (s € REVY
m:Ej,h m:Ej,h
= {z € X; | (x,2) € R{Y]
_ k),

This proves (5).
(6): Count the number of element in Xé%’,ﬁ) = {(z,y,2) € Xi x Xj x Xj, | (
B (y.2) € RV, (2,0) € R,

(i,4,h) ih i i ih,
XE =1 A@y2) | (2) € REY, (2,) € REDY| = X, [kGDphd)

£,m,n
(z.y)eRYY

i Ji,h
=1 U @2 @) e R (22) e R = X, kGPpd "
(yyz)ERﬁi’h)

=1 U @2y e RED (y,2) € REDY = | Xp[k{ pll)
(z,x)GRéh’i)

myn,l "

This proves (6).

} for

T,y) €

O

Proposition A.2. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric
association scheme and there exists a basis {Elf”) | i,j € 2,0 <l <75} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B/4). Then the following (1) — (6) hold:
(1) Q(()Z;%)n = 5m,n;
(2) 4fiin = Ot

(3) qy;jl)o - 5€,mm§i7j);
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(4) (27.]) ( 7.7)

4y mn_qmﬁn’

(5) qél;i)n - qéjrrZL)n’

(6) (17]) (7]) (7]) (17]) (17]) (7])

y o = M "y ppr = My " Ayr gy g5
B ) ) _ 54 ) ()
(7) ZO qm:n ag Z qﬁ ;71 ozqn ,a,B°
a= a=0

(4,9) o E(i,j) _ 1 E(ivj)

1
7J Tl B =
1G] XXl o " [X; HX\ "
(4:3) o 7(6:3) _ 73)
holds. On the other hand, by the definition of Krein numbers, Eg"” o Ep, \XHX E 0

Since B (n€{eij,..., 7 }) is a basis of A, ;, comparing these equalities proves (1)
(2) is proved similarly as (1).

(3): Applying tr to qéf;fgoE(l ot | X || X5 (B, (@.1) E,(,Z'L’j))E((]j’i),

qéfm)o = tr(y/ | X[ X5 (&, Ed) o gl J))E((]J)i))

Proof. (1): On the one hand, by Eéi,j) _

(w).

= 1% |7 (BST) o B o ESD)

= (B EGY)
= demtr(E{")
_ 5£’mm£i,i)
Since
my’i) = rankElgi’i) = rankElgi’j)Eéj’i) = rankEéi’]) mgm),
(3) holds.

(4) follows from E(i’j ) E(i’j )= gD Eéi’j ) and (5) follows from taking the transpose of

B o BE = B and gD _ gl

TR Z %om
(6): Applying 7 to |XZ||X|E 1) o E(/i’j) o E,(f’j),

VXX (ES o EBFY o D) = \[IX11 X516 (B( 0 B ESD)

— tr(qézg) E( 7.7))

Further by E\" o ES7 o ESY) = B o Eéz’]) o E,(n’] ) = Eé,i’j) o B o B (5) holds.
(7): In the equation Eél’]) o (E,E,ZL’J) o ET(LZ’])) = (Elgw) o E(Z’J)) o E,SZ’J), the left hand side is

Tij
B9 o (B o B0 = B o ( |X||X Zqﬁé’%a EST)
Tij Tij
) Fd)
|X||X|ZZQmjnaqﬁaﬁ B8
B=0 a=0
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and right hand side is

T4,

B o plid)y o plid) — (03) p(0)y o plid)
( Y4 m ) n ( ’XiHXj‘Z_:qz’m’a « ) n
a=0
L ARE () 6) | i)
J— (2%} 2,7 2,7
T XX D dimiatnis) B
IR 8=0 a=0
Comparing the coefficient of Eg’j ) yields the desired equality. O

For a matrix A, let 7(A) be the sum of the entries of A.

Proposition A.3. Let C be a coherent conﬁgumtz’on such that each fiber is a symmetric
association scheme and there exists a basis {Eél’]) | i,j € Q,0 <l <75} of A satisfying
(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1), (2) hold:

(1) (A7) = Xk,
(2) 7(B") = /XX [beo-
Proof. (1) is proved as
(A7) = {(a,y) € Xi x X5 | (2,y) € By} = 1 Xilk.

. (4,4) _ 1
@) By £ = I Tl

(B =

\]

(B o i, x,)

= /I1X:l1X; (B o ES)
= XI5 e (B EG)
=/ 1Xil1X; 18 ot (B

=/ 1Xil | X

il000-

HHHH

This proves (2). O

Proposition A.4. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric
association scheme and there exists a basis {Elf”) | i,j € 2,0 <l < 75} of A satisfying
(B1)-(B/). Then the following (1), (2) hold:
(‘7 ) — Xi ('7 )
(1) pg” (0) = ‘lle‘kg” )

2) ¢{"(m) = 1.



Proof. (1): Apply T to Agi’j) = f pgi’j)(m)E%’j) and use Proposition [A.3(1), (2) to obtain

m=0

T”

Xl = (4] pr )T (EGD) = \J1Xil1 X519 (0).

Dividing by /| X;||X;|, we obtain (1).
(2): By the definition of E((]l’] ),

Ti,5

Eéh]) _ J|Xz| X, = (Z,J
VXX ! \/\X %] mze:”

Hence we obtain q(()i’j)(m) = 1. O
Proposition A.5. Let C be a coherent conﬁgumtz’on such that each fiber is a symmetric
association scheme and there exists a basis {Eél’]) | i,j € 2,0 < <75} of A satisfying
(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1) — (3) hold:

(1) 2O _ A
\/|X_ (4,5) \Xi\ké”)’
Ti,j .. X 5
@) % el el ) = Bt
V= 0,7

74,4 i (i
(3) 3w p? ) W) = Xl o

Proof. (1): Applying 7 to E(Z’J) o A( b — WQS’J)(@A( 2 , we obtain the following: the
left hand side yields
T(E}(Li,j) ° Agi’j)) _ tr(Ef(:’j)Aéj’i))
= u(pf (W E,)
= pé]’z)(h)mg’z),

and on the other hand, the right hand side yields

1 (0:3) () 4(9) 1 (i) (i-d)
DAy = DO (A

7( hXHX]q (0) / ) hXiHXj’qh ()7 ( 7 )

[1Xil (i) gy (i)

g q § g ]{: ’ .

‘Xj’ h ( ) l
By m(Z ) - m,(f’j) and py’j)'(h) =p gj Z')(h) (1) holds.
(2) (3): By (1) and P2)QU3) = QU9 pld) = | /IX;]]X;|1, (2) and (3) hold. O

Proposition A.6. Let C be a coherent conﬁgumtz’on such that each fiber is a symmetric
association scheme and there exists a basis {Eél’]) | i,j € 2,0 <l <75} of A satisfying
(B1)-(B/). Then the following (1), (2) hold:
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Xl X lmy " mi " & ,
i e A O A O O
l/:{;‘i’j

(69 G min{7; ;j,7j n,Th,i}

i,5,h e i, i,h h,i
@) b == L e Oa " ma ).

v=0

Proof. (1): Applying tr to qéfg?nEy(f’i) = \/|Xi|||Xj|(Eéi’j) o E,gf’j))Eﬁj’i),

gy miD = 1G] X5 | (B o B D) EG)
1/|X|||X (B o EGY o EGD)

Ti,5

) (m) (4,9) (4,9
- e 2 D 0 Ol Al

Tij m(Z’J)m(/ )mglm) g Z B
Lt p> (v ) W kX

rxr? it e @) )

Dividing by mi = m{ we obtain (1).

(2): Applying 7 to p§ oJ h)A(Z h) _ (Agi’j)A%’h)) o AGH).

p%zm KGR = 7((ASD) AT o AGR)
= (A AU A

min{Fi’j,Fj’h,Fh’i} . ' ' N
= Y P e w)ye(BEY)
v=0
min{Fi7j7Fjah7Fh7i} (Zvj) (jvh‘) (hvl)
ko ki kn TGy oy (k) hyi i)
_ _tm ~g3) (£)gFM (m)g{hD (n)ym
> ) G (i)

v=0 14

o ' min{7; ;,7; n,7h,i} 1 N A
ORS00 et ).

v=0 my

(4,h)

Dividing by |X; \k: = | Xk ]k(hz we obtain (2).
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