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Abstract

Coherent configurations are a generalization of association schemes. In this paper, we
introduce the concept of Q-polynomial coherent configurations and study the relationship
among intersection numbers, Krein numbers, and eigenmatrices. The examples of Q-
polynomial coherent configurations are provided from Delsarte designs in Q-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 [8] 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 Q-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, 9].

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 Xi be a spherical ti-design for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} and
si,j be the number of distinct inner products between Xi and Xj . If tj ≥ si,j + sj,h − 2 holds
for any i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then ⋃n

i=1Xi 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 Q-polynomial. As a corolalry, Q-polynomial coherent configurations are
obtained from

• tight Delsarte or spherical designs with small strength such as 4, 5, 7,

• Q-antipodal Q-polynomial association schemes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 and Section 3, we review the theory of
association schemes and coherent configurations. In Section 4, we prove Proposition 4.1 that
characterizes the Q-polynomial property. In Section 5, 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 6 is 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 Q-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 5.5
to designs in fibers of a Q-polynomial coherent configuration. Finally we list open problems
in Section 7 regarding Q-polynomial coherent configurations. In Appendix A, 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 = {R0, R1, . . . , Rd} be a set of non-empty subsets
of X ×X.

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

(1) R0 = diag(X ×X), where diag(X ×X) = {(x, x) | x ∈ X},

(2) {R0, R1, . . . , Rd} is a partition of X ×X,

(3) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, R⊤
i ∈ R for 1 ≤ i ≤ d, where R⊤ = {(y, x) | (x, y) ∈ R} for a

subset R of X ×X,

(4) for any i, j, h ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}, there exists an integer phi,j, called an intersection number,
such that

|{z ∈ X | (x, y) ∈ Ri, (y, z) ∈ Rj}| = phi,j

for any (x, y) ∈ Rh,

(5) for any i, j, h ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}, phi,j = phj,i holds.

A commutative association scheme is said to be symmetric if the following holds:

(3)’ for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}, R⊤
i = Ri holds.

From now, let X = (X,R) be a symmetric association scheme. Let Ai be the adjacency
matrix of the graph (X,Ri). 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 (x, y)-entry equal to 1 if
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(x, y) ∈ R and 0 otherwise. The vector space A spanned by the Ai over R forms an algebra
which is called the adjacency algebra of (X,R). SinceA is commutative and semisimple, there
exist primitive idempotents E0 = 1

|X|J,E1, . . . , Ed, where J is the all-ones matrix. Since the
adjacency algebra A is closed under the ordinary multiplication and entry-wise multiplication
denoted by ◦, reformulate the intersection numbers phi,j and define the Krein numbers qhi,j for
0 ≤ i, j, h ≤ d as follows;

AiAj =

d
∑

h=0

phi,jAh, Ei ◦ Ej =
1

|X|

d
∑

h=0

qhi,jEh.

We define Krein matrices B̂i = (qhℓ,j)
d
j,h=0 for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}.

Since {A0, A1, . . . , Ad} and {E0, E1, . . . , Ed} form bases of A, there exist change of bases
matrices P = (ph(ℓ))0≤ℓ,j≤d and Q = (qh(ℓ))0≤ℓ,j≤d defined by

(A0, A1, . . . , Ad) = (E0, E1, . . . , Ed)P,

(E0, E1, . . . , Ed) =
1

|X| (A0, A1, . . . , Ad)Q,

equivalently,

Ah =

d
∑

ℓ=0

ph(ℓ)Eℓ, Eh =
1

|X|

d
∑

ℓ=0

qh(ℓ)Aℓ.

The matrices P and Q 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 {vh(x) | 0 ≤ h ≤ d} satisfying that for any h ∈
{0, 1, . . . , d}, degvh(x) = h and |X|Eh = vh(|X|E1) under the entry-wise product,

(2) there exists a set of polynomials {vh(x) | 0 ≤ h ≤ d} satisfying that for any h, ℓ ∈
{0, 1, . . . , d}, degvh(x) = h and qh(ℓ) = vh(θ

∗
ℓ ), where θ

∗
ℓ = q1(ℓ),

(3) The Krein matrix B̂1 = (qh1,j)
d
j,h=0 is a tridiagonal matrix with non-zero superdiagonal

and subdiagonal entries.

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

The symmetric association scheme (X,R) is said to be Q-polynomial if one of the con-
ditions in Proposition 2.1 holds. For a Q-polynomial association scheme, set a∗i = qi1,i
(i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}), b∗i = qi1,i+1 (i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d− 1}), c∗i = qi1,i−1 (i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}).

3 Coherent configurations

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

pr1(R) = {x ∈ X | (x, y) ∈ R for some y ∈ X},
pr2(R) = {y ∈ X | (x, y) ∈ R for some x ∈ X}.
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Definition 3.1. Let X be a non-empty finite set and R = {Ri | i ∈ I} be a set of non-empty
subsets of X ×X. The pair C = (X,R) is a coherent configuration if the following properties
are satisfied:

(1) {Ri}i∈I is a partition of X ×X,

(2) for any i ∈ I, R⊤
i ∈ R,

(3) Ri ∩ diag(X ×X) 6= ∅ implies Ri ⊂ diag(X ×X),

(4) for any i, j, h ∈ I, the number |{z ∈ X | (x, z) ∈ Ri, (z, y) ∈ Rj}| is independent of the
choice of (x, y) ∈ Rh.

Let Ai be the adjacency matrix of the graph (X,Ri) for i ∈ I. We define the coherent
algebra A of the coherent configuration C as the subalgebra of Mat|X|(C) generated by {Ai |
i ∈ I} over C. There uniquely exists a subset Ω in I such that diag(X × X) =

⋃

i∈ΩRi

by Definition 3.1(1) and (3). We obtain the standard partition {Xi}i∈Ω of X where Xi =
pr1(Ri) = pr2(Ri) for i ∈ Ω. We call Xi 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 ∈ Ω such that pr1(Ri) = Xj , pr2(Ri) = Xh.

For i, j ∈ Ω, define I(i,j) = {Rℓ | ℓ ∈ I,Rℓ ⊂ Xi × Xj}. Lemma 3.2 implies that
{I(i,j) | i, j ∈ Ω} is a partition of I. We put ri,j = |I(i,j)| − δi,j, and we call the matrix
(|I(i,j)|)i,j∈Ω the type of the coherent configuration C.

Let εi,j = 1 − δi,j. By the partition {I(i,j) | i, j ∈ Ω} of I, the elements of I(i,j) are

renumbered as R
(i,j)
εi,j , . . . , R

(i,j)
ri,j such that R

(i,i)
0 = diag(Xi × Xi) and (R

(i,j)
ℓ )⊤ = R

(j,i)
ℓ . We

denote the adjacency matrix of R
(i,j)
ℓ as A

(i,j)
ℓ . For i, j ∈ Ω, define by A(i,j) the vector

space spanned by A
(i,j)
ℓ (εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ ri,j) over C. Then A(i,j)A(j,h) ⊂ A(i,h) holds and define

intersection numbers p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n as

A
(i,j)
ℓ A(j,h)

m =

ri,j
∑

n=εi,j

p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,nA

(i,h)
n .

Set k
(i,j)
ℓ = p

(i,j,i)
ℓ,ℓ,0 . Then k

(i,j)
ℓ = |{y ∈ Xj | (x, y) ∈ R

(i,j)
ℓ }| for any x ∈ Xi. We call k

(i,j)
ℓ the

valency of R
(i,j)
ℓ .

Let r̃i,j = ri,j − εi,j . Ito and Munemasa proved in [16] that if the fiber Ci = (Xi, I
(i,i)) is

a commutative association scheme, then there exists a basis {εsi,j | s ∈ S, i, j ∈ Fs} of A such
that

• {εsi,j | i, j ∈ Fs} (s ∈ S) generates a simple two-sided ideal Cs of A with A = ⊕s∈SCs,

• for any s ∈ S, εsi,jε
s
k,ℓ = δj,kε

s
i,ℓ holds,

• for any s ∈ S, (εsi,j)
∗ = εsj,i holds,

• for any s ∈ S and i, j ∈ Fs, ε
s
i,j ∈

⋃

k,ℓ∈ΩA(k,ℓ),

• for any s ∈ S and i, j ∈ Fs, dim(Cs ∩ A(k,ℓ)) ≤ 1.
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In this paper we consider coherent configurations C such that the fiber Ci = (Xi, I
(i,i)) is

a symmetric association scheme for any i ∈ Ω and there exists a basis {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤

ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A such that

(B1) for any i, j ∈ Ω, E
(i,j)
0 = 1√

|Xi||Xj |
J|Xi|,|Xj|, where Jp,q is the p× q all-ones matrix,

(B2) for any i, j ∈ Ω, {E(i,j)
ℓ | 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} is a basis of A(i,j) as a vector space,

(B3) for any i, j ∈ Ω, ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r̃i,j}, (E(i,j)
ℓ )⊤ = E

(j,i)
ℓ ,

(B4) for any i, j, i′, j′ ∈ Ω and ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r̃i,j}, ℓ′ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r̃i′,j′}, E(i,j)
ℓ E

(i′,j′)
ℓ′ =

δℓ,ℓ′δj,i′E
(i,j′)
ℓ .

Since A(i,j) is closed under the entry-wise product ◦, we define Krein parameters q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,n as

follows:

E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦E(i,j)

m =
1

√

|Xi||Xj |

r̃i,j
∑

n=0

q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,nE

(i,j)
n .

We define Krein matrices B̂
(i,j)
ℓ = (q

(i,j)
ℓ,m,n)

r̃i,j
m,n=0 for ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r̃i,j}.

For i, j ∈ Ω, since {A(i,j)
ℓ | εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ ri,j} and {E(i,j)

ℓ | 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} are bases of A(i,j),

there exist change-of-bases matrices P (i,j) = (p
(i,j)
h (ℓ)) 0≤ℓ≤r̃i,j

εi,j≤h≤ri,j

, Q(i,j) = (q
(i,j)
h (ℓ))εi,j≤ℓ≤ri,j

0≤h≤r̃i,j
such that

(A(i,j)
εi,j , . . . , A

(i,j)
ri,j ) = (E

(i,j)
0 , . . . , E

(i,j)
r̃i,j

)P (i,j),

(E
(i,j)
0 , . . . , E

(i,j)
r̃i,j

) =
1

√

|Xi||Xj |
(A(i,j)

εi,j , . . . , A
(i,j)
ri,j )Q

(i,j),

equivalently,

A
(i,j)
h =

r̃i,j
∑

ℓ=0

p
(i,j)
h (ℓ)E

(i,j)
ℓ , E

(i,j)
h =

1

|X|

ri,j
∑

ℓ=εi,j

q
(i,j)
h (ℓ)A

(i,j)
ℓ .

We will show several relations among p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n , q

(i,j)
ℓ,m,n, p

(i,j)
h (ℓ), q

(i,j)
h (ℓ) in Appendix A as in the

case of symmetric association schemes.

4 Q-polynomial properties of coherent configurations

The following proposition characterizes Q-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 {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B4). The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) for any i, j ∈ Ω, there exists a set of polynomials {v(i,j)h (x) | 0 ≤ h ≤ r̃i,j} satisfying that

for any h ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r̃i,j}, degv(i,j)h (x) = h and
√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
h = v

(i,j)
h (

√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
1 )

under the entry-wise product,
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(2) for any i, j ∈ Ω, there exists a set of polynomials {v(i,j)h (x) | 0 ≤ h ≤ r̃i,j} satisfying

that for any h, ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , r̃i,j}, degv
(i,j)
h (x) = h and q

(i,j)
h (ℓ) = v

(i,j)
h (θ

(i,j)
ℓ ), where

θ
(i,j)
ℓ = q

(i,j)
1 (ℓ),

(3) for any i, j ∈ Ω, the Krein matrix B̂
(i,j)
1 is a tridiagonal matrix with non-zero super-

diagonal and subdiagonal entries.

Proof. (1) ⇔ (2): Putting θ
(i,j)
ℓ = q

(i,j)
1 (ℓ), we have E

(i,j)
1 = 1√

|Xi||Xj |

ri,j
∑

ℓ=εi,j

θ
(i,j)
ℓ A

(i,j)
ℓ . Sup-

pose (1) holds. Then
√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
h = v

(i,j)
h (

√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
1 ) =

ri,j
∑

ℓ=εi,j

v
(i,j)
h (θ

(i,j)
ℓ )A

(i,j)
ℓ , so

we obtain q
(i,j)
h (ℓ) = v

(i,j)
k (θ

(i,j)
ℓ ). Conversely suppose (2) holds. Then

√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
h =

ri,j
∑

ℓ=εi,j

q
(i,j)
ℓ (h)A

(i,j)
ℓ =

ri,j
∑

ℓ=εi,j

v
(i,j)
h (θ

(i,j)
ℓ )A

(i,j)
ℓ = v

(i,j)
h (

√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
1 ).

(2) ⇒ (3): Suppose (2) holds. Since the polynomial xv
(i,j)
h (x) can be written as a lin-

ear combination of v
(i,j)
h+1(x), v

(i,j)
h (x), . . . , v

(i,j)
0 (x), E

(i,j)
h ◦ E(i,j)

1 is a linear combination of

E
(i,j)
h+1 , E

(i,j)
h , . . . , E

(i,j)
0 . Therefore q

(i,j)
1,h,ℓ = 0 if ℓ ≥ h+2, and q

(i,j)
1,h,h+1 6= 0. By Proposition A.2

(5), we obtain m
(i,j)
ℓ q

(i,j)
1,h,ℓ = m

(i,i)
h q

(i,j)
1,ℓ,h. Therefore q

(i,j)
1,h,ℓ = 0 if and only if q

(i,j)
1,ℓ,h = 0. Hence

q
(i,j)
1,h,ℓ = 0 if ℓ ≤ h− 2, and q

(i,j)
1,h,h−1 6= 0.

(3) ⇒ (1): Suppose (3) holds. Set b
(i,j)
h = q

(i,j)
1,h+1,h, a

(i,j)
h = q

(i,j)
1,h,h, c

(i,j)
h = q

(i,j)
1,h,h+1. Since

E
(i,j)
1 ◦ E(i,j)

h = 1√
|Xi||Xj |

r̃i,j
∑

α=0
q
(i,j)
1,h,αE

(i,j)
α , E

(i,j)
1 ◦ E(i,j)

h = b
(i,j)
h−1E

(i,j)
h−1 + a

(i,j)
h E

(i,j)
h + c

(i,j)
h+1E

(i,j)
h+1 .

We define v
(i,j)
0 (x) = 1, v

(i,j)
1 (x) = x and polynomials v

(i,j)
h (x) of degree h as recurrence

xv
(i,j)
h (x) = b

(i,j)
h−1v

(i,j)
h−1(x) + a

(i,j)
h v

(i,j)
h (x) + c

(i,j)
h+1v

(i,j)
h+1(x).

Then v
(i,j)
h (

√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
1 ) =

√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
h .

Definition 4.2. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric associ-

ation scheme and there exists a basis {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying (B1)-(B4).

The coherent configuration C is said to be Q-polynomial if one of (1)–(3) of Proposition 4.1
holds.

5 Examples of Q-polynomial coherent configurations

5.1 An n-th power of a Q-polynomial association scheme

We introduce an n-th power of a symmetric association scheme for a positive integer n ≥
2. Let X = (X, {Ri}di=0) be a symmetric association scheme with primitive idempotents

E0, E1, . . . , Ed. We define a coherent configuration Cn = (
∐n

i=1Xi, {R(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, ℓ ∈

{0, 1, . . . , d}}) where Xi = X and
∐n

i=1Xi is a disjoint union of Xi’s, and R
(i,j)
ℓ = {(x, y) ∈

(
∐n

i=1Xi)
2 | x ∈ Xi, y ∈ Xj, (x, y) ∈ Rℓ}∗. We call Cn an n-th power of X.

∗The index ℓ of R
(i,j)
ℓ should start with 1 when i 6= j, but we avoid it.
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For i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} and ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}, define E(i,j)
ℓ = ei,j ⊗Eℓ where ei,j denotes the

n×nmatrix with a 1 in the (i, j)-entry and 0’s elsewhere. Then {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, ℓ ∈

{0, 1, . . . , d}} is a basis of the coherent algebra of Cn satisfying (B1)–(B4).

Example 5.1. Let n be a positive integer at least two and X = (X, {Rℓ}dℓ=0) a Q-polynomial
association scheme with respect to the ordering of the primitive idempotents E0, E1, . . . , Ed.
Then the coherent configuration Cn is a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

5.2 Delsarte designs of a Q-polynomial association scheme

Let X = (X, {Ri}di=0) be a Q-polynomial association scheme with respect to the ordering of
the primitive idempotents E0, E1, . . . , Ed. For a non-empty subset C in X, we define the
characteristic vector χ = χC as a column vector indexed by X whose x-th entry is 1 if x ∈ C,
and 0 otherwise. For a positive integer t, a subset C is said to be a (Delsarte) t-design if
Eiχ = 0 for any i ∈ {1, . . . , t}.

Define a real numbers bi (i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}) by bi =
|X|
|Y |χ

⊤Eiχ. Note that the numbers bi
are non-negative because Ei is positive semidifinite. A subset C is a t-design if and only if
b1 = · · · = bt = 0. The vector (bi)

d
i=0 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.

Example 5.2. An orthogonal array OAλ(t, n, q) is a λq
t×n matrix over an alphabet of size q in

which each set of t columns contains each t-tuples over the alphabet exactly λ times as a row.
An orthogonal array OAλ(t, 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∗i = (n− i)(q − 1), c∗i = i.

Example 5.3. A t-(v, k, λ) design is a collection of k-subsets (called blocks) of a v-set such
that every t-subset is contained in exactly λ blocks. A t-(v, k, λ) design is a t-design in a
Johnson scheme J(v, k) with respect to the ordering of the primitive idempotents determined

from b∗i =
v(v−1)(v−i+1)(v−k−i)(k−i)

k(v−k)(v−2i+1)(v−2i) , c∗i =
v(v−1)i(k−i+1)(v−k−i+1)
k(v−k)(v−2i+2)(v−2i+1) .

For a subset C, define

A(C) = {ℓ | 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d,Rℓ ∩ (C × C) 6= ∅}.

Let s = |A(C)| and we call s the degree of C. Let A(C) = {α1, α2, . . . , αs} and set α0 = 0.
For ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s}, define a subset Rℓ of C × C by

Rℓ = {(x, y) ∈ C × C | (x, y) ∈ Rαℓ
}.

The following theorem is due to [8].

Theorem 5.4. Let X = (X, {Ri}di=0) be a Q-polynomial association scheme with respect to
the ordering of the primitive idempotents E0, E1, . . . , Ed. Let C be a t-design with degree s.
If 2s − 2 ≤ t holds, then (C, {Rℓ | 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ s}) is a Q-polynomial association scheme.

We then generalize Theorem 5.4 to disjoint designs in a Q-polynomial association scheme.
Let X1,X2, . . . ,Xn be disjoint subsets of X. Define

A(Xi,Xj) = {ℓ | 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d,Rℓ ∩ (Xi ×Xj) 6= ∅}.
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Let si,j = |A(Xi,Xj)| and A(Xi,Xj) = {α(i,j)
1 , α

(i,j)
2 , . . . , α

(i,j)
si,j } and set α

(i,i)
0 = 0. For

ℓ ∈ {εi,j , 1, . . . , si,j}, define a subset R
(i,j)
ℓ of X ×X by

R
(i,j)
ℓ = {(x, y) ∈ X ×X | x ∈ Xi, y ∈ Xj, (x, y) ∈ R

α
(i,j)
ℓ

}.

Denote by A
(i,j)
ℓ the adjacency matrix of the graph (

⋃n
i=1Xi, R

(i,j)
ℓ ). For i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n},

define ∆Xi be the diagonal matrix indexed by the elements of X with (x, x)-entry equal to 1
if x ∈ Xi and 0 otherwise, and ∆̃Xi as the matrix obtained from ∆Xi by restricting the rows
to
⋃n

i=1Xi. Note that

(∆̃Xi)
⊤∆̃Xi = ∆Xi and ∆̃Xi∆Xi = ∆̃Xi . (5.1)

For a real matrix A, define ||A|| =
√

tr(AA⊤).

Theorem 5.5. Let X = (X, {Ri}di=0) be a Q-polynomial association scheme with respect
to the ordering of the primitive idempotents E0, E1, . . . , Ed. Let Xi be a ti-design for i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , n}. Assume that Xi ∩Xj = ∅ for distinct integers i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. If si,j + sj,h−
2 ≤ tj holds for any i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then (

⋃n
i=1Xi, {R(i,j)

ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j})
is a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

Proof. Let i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, α ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j − 1}, β ∈ {0, 1, . . . , sj,h − 1}. Since si,j +
sj,h − 2 ≤ tj, it holds that α + β + 1 ≤ tj + 1 and qℓα,β = 0 for ℓ ≥ tj + 1. Since Xj is a

tj-design, the dual distribution (b
(j)
ℓ )dℓ=0 of Xj satisfies that b

(j)
ℓ = 0 for ℓ ≤ tj . Then

|||X|Eα∆XjEβ − |Xj |δα,βEα||2 = |Xj |
d
∑

ℓ=1

qℓα,βb
(j)
ℓ

= |Xj |





tj
∑

ℓ=1

qℓα,βb
(j)
ℓ +

d
∑

ℓ=tj+1

qℓα,βb
(j)
ℓ





= 0.

Therefore
|X|Eα∆XjEβ = |Xj |δα,βEα.

Multiplying ∆Xi on the left side and ∆Xh
on the right side, we obtain

|X|∆XiEα∆XjEβ∆Xh
= |Xj |δα,β∆XiEα∆Xh

. (5.2)

Define

A
(i,j)
ℓ = ∆̃XiAℓ(∆̃Xj )

⊤, E
(i,j)
ℓ′ =

|X|
√

|Xi||Xj |
∆̃XiEℓ′(∆̃Xj )

⊤

for i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, ℓ ∈ A(Xi,Xj), ℓ
′ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j − εi,j}. (5.2) with (5.1) implies that

E(i,j)
α E

(i′,j′)
β = δα,βδj,i′E

(i,j′)
α .

Therefore {E(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j} is linearly independent and

span{E(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j}
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is closed under ordinary multiplication. Since

span{A(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, ℓ ∈ A(Xi,Xj)} = span{E(i,j)

ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j}

holds, (
⋃n

i=1Xi, {R(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j}) is a coherent configuration. Krein

numbers of the coherent configuration are positive scalar multiple of those for the association
scheme, so Proposition 4.1(3) is satisfied.

Example 5.6. A Q-polynomial association scheme with d classes is Q-antipodal if b∗j = c∗d−j

for all j except possibly j = ⌊d2⌋, see [19] for more information. Let X = (X, {Ri}di=0) be a
Q-antipodal Q-polynomial association scheme with Q-antipodal classes X1,X2, . . . ,Xw. [19,
Corollary 4.5 and Theorem 4.7] imply that si,j is equal to ⌊d2⌋ if i = j and ⌈d2⌉ otherwise and

tj = d−1. Then si,j+sj,h−2 ≤ tj holds for any i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , w}, hence (⋃w
i=1Xi, {R(i,j)

ℓ |
1 ≤ i, j ≤ ω, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j} 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.

Example 5.7. A 2e-design C in H(n, q) satisfies an inequality |C| ≤∑e
i=0

(n
i

)

(q − 1)i. A 2e-
design is said to be tight if equality is attained above. Tight 4-designs in H(n, q) have been
classified in [18, 10]. The technique developed in [10] is to consider derived ti = 3-designs
C1, C2, . . . , Cq inH(n−1, q) from C such that si,j = |A(Ci, Cj)| = 2 for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q}.
Since si,j + sj,h − 1 = tj hold for any i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q}, ⋃q

i=1Ci with the binary relations
forms a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

5.3 Spherical designs

Let X1,X2, . . . ,Xn be non-empty finite subsets of the unit sphere Sd−1 in R
d such that

Xi ∩Xj = ∅ for i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} and X =
⋃n

i=1Xi. We denote by 〈x, y〉 the standard inner
product of x, y ∈ R

d. We define the angle set A(Xi,Xj) between Xi and Xj by

A(Xi,Xj) = {〈x, y〉 | x ∈ Xi, y ∈ Xj , x 6= y}.

Let si,j = |A(Xi,Xj)| and A(Xi,Xj) = {α(i,j)
1 , α

(i,j)
2 , . . . , α

(i,j)
si,j } and set α

(i,i)
0 = 1. Define a

subset R
(i,j)
ℓ of X ×X by

R
(i,j)
ℓ = {(x, y) ∈ X ×X | x ∈ Xi, y ∈ Xj , 〈x, y〉 = α

(i,j)
ℓ }.

Denote by A
(i,j)
ℓ the adjacency matrix of the graph (X,R

(i,j)
ℓ ).

For a positive integer t, a non-empty finite set Y in the unit sphere Sd−1 is called a
spherical t-design in Sd−1 if the following condition is satisfied:

1

|Y |
∑

y∈Y
f(y) =

1

|Sd−1|

∫

Sd−1

f(y)dσ(y)

for all polynomials f(x) = f(x1, . . . , xd) of degree not exceeding t. Here |Sd−1| denotes the
volume of the sphere Sd−1.
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We define the Gegenbauer polynomials {Qk(x)}∞k=0 on Sd−1 by

Q0(x) = 1, Q1(x) = dx,

k + 1

d+ 2k
Qk+1(x) = xQk(x)−

d+ k − 3

d+ 2k − 4
Qk−1(x).

Let Harm(Rd) be the vector space of the harmonic polynomials over R and Harmℓ(R
d)

be the subspace of Harm(Rd) consisting of homogeneous polynomials of total degree ℓ. Let
{φℓ,1, . . . , φℓ,hℓ

} be an orthonormal basis of Harmℓ(R
d) with respect to the inner product

〈φ,ψ〉 = 1

|Sd−1|

∫

Sd−1

φ(x)ψ(x)dσ(x).

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

Lemma 5.8.
hℓ
∑

i=1
φℓ,i(x)φℓ,i(y) = Qℓ(〈x, y〉) for any ℓ ∈ N, x, y ∈ Sd−1.

We define the ℓ-th characteristic matrix of a non-empty finite set Y ⊂ Sd−1 as the |Y |×hℓ
matrix

Hℓ = (φℓ,i(x)) x∈X
1≤i≤hℓ

.

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

Lemma 5.9. Let Y be a non-empty finite set in Sd−1. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) Y is a t-design,

(2)
∑

x,y∈Y
Qk(〈x, y〉) = 0 for any k ∈ {1, . . . , t},

(3) H⊤
k Hℓ = δk,ℓ|Y |I for 0 ≤ k + ℓ ≤ t.

For mutually disjoint non-empty finite subsets X1,X2, . . . ,Xn of Sd−1, after suitably
rearranging the elements of X =

⋃n
i=1Xi, the ℓ-th characteristic matrix Hℓ of X has the

following form:

Hℓ =













H
(1)
ℓ

H
(2)
ℓ
...

H
(n)
ℓ













=

n
∑

i=1

ei ⊗H
(i)
ℓ

where ei denotes the column vector of length n with a 1 in the i-th coordinate and 0’s elsewhere

and H
(i)
ℓ is the ℓ-th characteristic matrix of Xi. Denote H̃

(i)
ℓ = ei⊗H(i)

ℓ . For i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n},
define ∆Xi be the diagonal matrix indexed by the elements of X with (x, x)-entry equal to 1
if x ∈ Xi and 0 otherwise.

Theorem 5.10. Let Xi be a spherical ti-design on Sd−1 for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Assume that
Xi ∩ Xj = ∅ for distinct integers i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let si,j = |A(Xi,Xj)|. If one of the
following holds depending on the choice of i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n};
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(1) si,j + sj,h − 2 ≤ tj ,

(2) i = j = h, 2si,i − 3 = ti, and Xi = −Xi,

then (
⋃n

i=1Xi, {R(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j}) is a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

Proof. In [21], it is shown that (
⋃n

i=1Xi, {R(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j}) is a coherent

configuration.
For any i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} and ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j + εi,j}, we define

c
(i,j)
ℓ =

{

(si,i−2)!(d−1)!|Xi|−2(si,i−2)(d+si,i−4)!
2d(d−1)(d+si,i−4)! if i = j and ti = 2si,i − 3, ℓ = si,i − 2,

1 otherwise,

E
(i,j)
ℓ =















c
(i,j)
ℓ√

|Xi||Xj |
H̃

(i)
ℓ (H̃

(j)
ℓ )⊤ if ℓ ≤ si,j − 1,

∆Xi − 1
|Xi|

si,i−1
∑

m=0
c
(i,j)
m H̃

(i)
m (H̃

(j)
m )⊤ if i = j and ℓ = si,i.

Thus (B1) and (B3) hold. Note that E
(i,i)
si,i = ∆Xi −

si,i−1
∑

m=0
E

(i,i)
m .

For x ∈ Xi, y ∈ Xj ,

E
(i,j)
ℓ (x, y) =















c
(i,j)
ℓ√

|Xi||Xj |
φℓ(x)φℓ(y)

⊤ if ℓ ≤ si,j − 1,

δx,y − 1
|Xi|

si,i−1
∑

m=0
c
(i,j)
m φm(x)φm(y)⊤ if i = j and ℓ = si,j,

=















c
(i,j)
ℓ√

|Xi||Xj |
Qℓ(〈x, y〉) if ℓ ≤ si,j − 1,

δx,y − 1
|Xi|

si,i−1
∑

m=0
c
(i,j)
m Qm(〈x, y〉) if i = j and ℓ = si,i.

Therefore

E
(i,j)
ℓ =



















c
(i,j)
ℓ√

|Xi||Xj |

si,j
∑

k=εi,j

Qℓ(α
k
i,j)A

(i,j)
k if ℓ ≤ si,i − 1,

∆Xi − 1
|Xi|

si,i
∑

k=εi,j

(si,i−1
∑

m=0
c
(i,i)
m Qm(αk

i,i)

)

A
(i,i)
k if i = j and ℓ = si,i.

(5.3)

This implies that E
(i,j)
ℓ ∈ A(i,j).

We show that E
(i,j)
α E

(i′,j′)
β = δα,βδj,i′E

(i,j′)
α . If j 6= i′, then by e⊤j ei′ = 0,

E(i,j)
α E

(i′,j′)
β =

1
√

|Xi||Xj ||Xi′ ||Xj′ |
H̃(i)

α (H̃(j)
α )⊤H̃(i′)

β (H̃
(j′)
β )⊤

=
1

√

|Xi||Xj ||Xi′ ||Xj′ |
H̃(i)

α

(

(ej ⊗H(j)
α )⊤(ei′ ⊗H

(i′)
β )

)

(H̃
(j′)
β )⊤

=
1

√

|Xi||Xj ||Xi′ ||Xj′ |
H̃(i)

α

(

e⊤j ei′ ⊗ (H(j)
α )⊤H(i′)

β

)

(H̃
(j′)
β )⊤

= 0.

In the following, we assume j = i′ and then show that E
(i,j)
α E

(j,h)
β = δα,βE

(i,h)
α .
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(1) The case where i, j, h satisfying si,j + sj,h − 2 ≤ tj. In order to prove E
(i,j)
α E

(j,h)
β =

δα,βE
(i,h)
α for α ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j − εi,j}, β ∈ {0, 1, . . . , sj,h − εj,h}, the case is divided into

the following cases.

(a) For α, β satisfying α ≤ si,j − 1, β ≤ sj,h − 1,

E(i,j)
α E

(j,h)
β =

1
√

|Xi||Xh||Xj |
H̃(i)

α (H̃(j)
α )⊤H̃(j)

β (H̃
(h)
β )⊤

=
δα,β

√

|Xi||Xh|
H̃(i)

α (H̃(h)
α )⊤

= δα,βE
(i,h)
α .

(b) When i = j, for α, β satisfying α = si,i, β ≤ si,h − 1, si,h ≤ si,i + 1 holds by [11,
p.227]. Then si,i − 1 < β hold if and only if β = si,h − 1 = si,i, and

E(i,i)
si,i E

(i,h)
β =



∆Xi −
si,i−1
∑

m=0

E(i,i)
m



E
(i,h)
β

= E
(i,h)
β −

si,i−1
∑

m=0

E(i,i)
m E

(i,h)
β

=

{

E
(i,h)
β − E

(i,h)
β if β ≤ si,i − 1

E
(i,h)
β if β = si,h − 1 = si,i

= δsi,i,βE
(i,h)
si,i .

A similar is true for j = k and α ≤ si,j − 1, β = sj,j.

(c) When i = j = h, for α = β = si,i,

E(i,i)
si,i E

(i,i)
si,i =



∆Xi −
si,i−1
∑

ℓ=0

E
(i,i)
ℓ







∆Xi −
si,i−1
∑

m=0

E(i,i)
m





= ∆Xi − 2

si,i−1
∑

ℓ=0

E(i,i)
m +

si,i−1
∑

ℓ,m=0

E
(i,i)
ℓ E(i,i)

m

= ∆Xi − 2

si,i−1
∑

ℓ=0

E(i,i)
m +

si,i−1
∑

ℓ=0

E
(i,i)
ℓ

= E
(i,k)
β − E

(i,k)
β

= E(i,i)
si,i .

(2) The case where i, j, h satisfying i = j = h, tj = si,i + si,i − 3 and Xi = −Xi. It was

shown in [2] that E
(i,i)
α E

(i,i)
β = δα,βE

(i,i)
α for α, β ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,i}.

This proves that (B4) holds.
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Next we show (B2). Fix i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. For d(i,j)ℓ ∈ C, let
n
∑

i,j=1

si,j−εi,j
∑

ℓ=0

d
(i,j)
ℓ E

(i,j)
ℓ = 0.

Multiplying E
(i,i)
m on the left side and E

(j,j)
m on the right side, we obtain d

(i,j)
m E

(i,j)
m = 0 and

thus d
(i,j)
m = 0 for any m. Therefore {E(i,j)

ℓ | 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j} is a linear independent set

over C. Since dimA(i,j) = si,j + δi,j, {E(i,j)
ℓ | 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j} is a basis of A(i,j). This

proves (B2).
It remains to prove Q-polynomiality. Setting

v
(i,j)
ℓ (x) =











c
(i,j)
ℓ Qℓ(

x
d ) if ℓ ≤ si,i − 1,

|Xi|FA(Xi)(
x
d )−

si,i−1
∑

m=0
c
(i,i)
m Qm(xd ) if i = j and ℓ = si,i,

where FA(Xi)(x) =
∏

α∈A(Xi)
x−α
1−α and A(Xi) = A(Xi,Xi). Equation (5.3) implies that for

i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j − εi,j},
√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
ℓ = v

(i,j)
ℓ (

√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
1 )

under the entry-wise product, which implies that Proposition 4.1(1) is satisfied. This com-
pletes the proof.

Example 5.11. Let X be a non-empty finite set in Sd−1 with the angle set A(X) = {〈x, y〉 |
x, y ∈ X,x 6= y} = {α1, α2, . . . , αs} where α1 > · · · > αs. After suitably transforming the set
X, we may assume that e1 ∈ X. For i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , s} such that αi 6= −1, the derived code Xi

with respect to e1 is defined to be

Xi = {x ∈ Sd−2 | (αi,
√

1− α2
i x) ∈ X}.

Suppose that X be a spherical t-design in Sd−1 and let s∗ = |A(X) \ {−1}|. For i, j ∈
{1, . . . , s∗}, the angle set between Xi and Xj satisfies

A(Xi,Xj) ⊂
{

αh−αiαj
√

(1−α2
i )(1−α2

j )
| 1 ≤ h ≤ s

}

.

Therefore si,j = |A(Xi,Xj)| satisfies that si,j ≤ s.
It is shown in [9, Theorem 8.2] that if t+1 ≥ s∗, then Xi is a spherical (t+1− s∗)-design

in Sd−2. This design is said to be the derived design.
Let X ⊂ Sd−1 be a spherical tight 4-, 5-, 7-design with s∗ = |A(X) \ {−1}| and Xi be a

derived design in Sd−1 for i ∈ {1, . . . , s∗}. Since si,j+sj,h−2 ≤ tj holds for i, j, h ∈ {1, . . . , s∗}
in each case, Theorem 5.10 implies that (

⋃s∗

i=1Xi, {R(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j}) is a

Q-polynomial coherent configuration.
The second eigenmatrices of the Q-polynomial coherent configuration obtained from tight
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4-design are given as follows:

Q(1,1) =







1 d− 1 (d−2)(d+
√
d+3+1)

4
1

√
d+ 3− 2 −

√
d+ 3 + 1

1 −d+
√
d+3−3√

d+3−1
d−2√
d+3−1






, Q(1,2) = Q(2,1) =

(

1
√
d− 1

1 −
√
d− 1

)

,

Q(2,2) =







1 d− 1 (d−2)(d−
√
d+3+1)

4

1 d−
√
d+3−3√

d+3+1
−d+2√
d+3+1

1 −
√
d+ 3− 2

√
d+ 3 + 1






.

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

Q(i,j) =







1 d− 1 1
2(d− 2)(d + 1)

1 (d−1)(
√
d+2−1)

d+1 − (d−1)
√
d+2+2

d+1

1 − (d−1)(
√
d+2+1)

d+1
(d−1)

√
d+2−2

d+1






for i = j ∈ {1, 2},

Q(i,j) =







1 − (d−1)(
√
d+2+1)

d+1
(d−1)

√
d+2−2

d+1

1 (d−1)(
√
d+2−1)

d+1 − (d−1)
√
d+2+2

d+1

1 −d+ 1 1
2(d− 2)(d + 1)






for i 6= j ∈ {1, 2}.

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

Q(i,j) =

















1 d− 1 (d−2)(d+1)
2

(d−2)(d−1)(d+1)
18

1
(d−1)(

√
3(d+4)−3)

d+1

(
√

3(d+4)−3)(d−5−
√

3(d+4))√
3(d+4)+3

− (d−1)(
√

3(d+4)−3)2

3(d+1)

1 3(d−1)
d+1 − (d−5)(d−2)

2(d+1)
(d−2)(d−1)

2(d+1)

1 − (d−1)(
√

3(d+4)+3)

d+1

(
√

3(d+4)−3)(d−5−
√

3(d+4))√
3(d+4)+3

− (d−1)(
√

3(d+4)+3)2

3(d+1)

















for i = j ∈ {1, 3},

Q(i,j) =















1
(d−1)(

√
3(d+4)+3)

d+1

3(
√

3(d+4)+3)(d−5+
√

3(d+4))

d+1 − (d−1)(
√

3(d+4)+3)2

3(d+1)

1 −3(d−1)
d+1 − (d−5)(d−2)

2(d+1)
(d−2)(d−1)

2(d+1)

1 − (d−1)(
√

3(d+4)−3)

d+1

3(
√

3(d+4)−3)(d−5−
√

3(d+4))

d+1 − (d−1)(
√

3(d+4)−3)2

3(d+1)

1 −d+ 1 (d−2)(d+1)
2

(d−2)(d−1)(d+1)
18















for i 6= j ∈ {1, 3},

Q(2,2) =

















1 d− 1 (d−2)(d+1)
2

(d−2)(d−1)(d+4)
9

(d−2)(d−1)(2d−1)
18

1
√
3(d−1)√
d+4

(2d−7)(d+1)
2(d+4) −

√
3(d−1)√
d+4

− (2d−1)(d−1)
2(d+4)

1 0 −1
2(d+ 1) 0 1

2(d− 1)

1 −
√
3(d−1)√
d+4

(2d−7)(d+1)
2(d+4)

√
3(d−1)√
d+4

− (2d−1)(d−1)
2(d+4)

1 −d+ 1 (d−2)(d+1)
2 − (d−2)(d−1)(d+4)

9
(d−2)(d−1)(2d−1)

18

















,

Q(i,j) =









1
√
3(d−1)√
d+1

d− 2

1 0 −d+1
2

1 −
√
3(d−1)√
d+1

d− 2









for (i, j) ∈ {(1, 2), (3, 2), (2, 1), (2, 3)}.

Let M = {Mi}fi=1 be a collection of orthonormal bases of R
d. The set M is called

real mutually unbiased bases (MUB) if any two vectors x and y from different bases satisfy
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〈x, y〉 = ±1/
√
d. It is known that the number f of real mutually unbiased bases in R

d can be
at most d/2 + 1. We call M a maximal MUB if this upper bound is attained.

The assumption of Theorem 5.10 is not satisfied for a union of derived codes of maximal
MUB, but the same conclusion holds.

Theorem 5.12. Let M1,M2, . . . ,Md/2+1 be a maximal MUB of Rd, X =
⋃d/2+1

i=1 (Xi∪(−Xi))
and Xi be the derived design of X relative to a point in X for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then C =

(
⋃3

i=1Xi, {R(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j}) is a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

Proof. In [21], it is shown that C is a coherent configuration. In what follows, we construct a

basis E
(i,j)
ℓ which has a Q-polynomial property.

The type of C is

(si,j + δi,j)
3
i,j=1 =





4 2 4
2 3 2
4 2 4



 .

We define E
(i,j)
ℓ for i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j as follows.

• For i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, ℓ ∈ {0, 1}, E(i,j)
ℓ = 1√

|Xi||Xj|
H̃

(i)
ℓ (H̃

(j)
ℓ )⊤.

• For i, j ∈ {1, 3}, E(i,j)
2 = d+1

(d−1)
√

|Xi||Xj |
H̃

(i)
2 (H̃

(j)
2 )⊤.

• For i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, E(i,i)
si,i = ∆|Xi| −

si,i−1
∑

k=0

E
(i,i)
k .

• For {i, j} = {1, 3}, E(i,j)
3 = A

(i,j)
4 −

2
∑

k=0

E
(i,j)
k , where A

(i,j)
4 be the adjacency matrix

defined by inner product −1 between Xi and Xj .

It is clear that for i, j, i′, j′ ∈ {1, 2, 3} with j 6= i′, ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j−εi,j},m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si′,j′−
εi′,j′}, E(i,j)

ℓ E
(i′,j′)
m = 0. Therefore we will show that for i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, 3} and ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j−

εi,j},m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , sj,h − εj,h}, E(i,j)
ℓ E

(j,h)
m = δℓ,mE

(i,h)
ℓ .

It is shown in [1] that X1 and X3 are Q-polynomial association schemes, and they are
isomorphic. The polynomial v2(x) of degree 2 which is determined from Q-polynomiality

of X1 and X3 is d+1
d−1Q2(

x
d−1 ), so E

(i,i)
2 = d+1

(d−1)|Xi|H̃
(i)
2 (H̃

(i)
2 )⊤ is a primitive idempotent for

i = 1, 3. Then we have A
(i,j)
4 H̃

(j)
k = H̃

(i)
k . Therefore E

(i,i)
ℓ E

(i,i)
m = δℓ,mE

(i,i)
ℓ for i ∈ {1, 3} if

and only if E
(i,j)
ℓ E

(j,h)
m = δℓ,mE

(i,h)
ℓ for i, j, h ∈ {1, 3}. This completes the proof.

The second eigenmatrices of Q-polynomial coherent configuration obtained from MUB are

15



given as follows:

Q(i,j) =









1 d− 1 1
2(d− 2)(d− 1) d

2 − 1

1
√
d+ 1

√
d− 1 −1

1 −1 −d
2 + 1 d

2 − 1

1 −
√
d+ 1 −

√
d− 1 −1









for i, j ∈ {1, 3},

Q(2,2) =





1 d− 1 d− 2
1 0 −1
1 −d+ 1 d− 2



 ,

Q(i,j) =

(

1
√
d− 1

1 −
√
d− 1

)

for (i, j) ∈ {(1, 2), (3, 2), (2, 1), (2, 3)}.

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, {Ri}ni=0) is a
coherent configuration because the scheme H(n, 2) is triply regular, that is, for (x, y) ∈
Ri, (y, z) ∈ Rj , (z, x) ∈ Rh, the number |{w ∈ X | (x,w),∈ Rj′ , (y,w),∈ Rh′ , (z, w),∈ Ri′}|
depends only on i, j, h, i′, j′, h′, not on the choice of x, y, 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}n and Ri = {(x, y) ∈ X × X | d(x, y) = i} for
i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} where d(x, y) = |{ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , n} | xℓ 6= yℓ}| is the Hamming distance. The
binary Hamming scheme is a pair (X, {Ri}ni=0). For i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}, define Xi = {x ∈ X |
d(x, 0) = i} where 0 = (0, . . . , 0).

Define (a)0 = 1, (a)k = a(a+ 1) · · · (a+ k − 1) and

Qk(x;−a− 1,−b− 1,m) =
1
(

m
k

)

k
∑

j=0

(−1)j

(

b−k+j
j

)

(

a
j

)

(

m− x

k − j

)(

x

j

)

to be Hahn polynomials of degree with respect to x (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(x, y) = |{ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , n} | xℓ =
1, yℓ = 0}|. For k ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊n/2⌋} and i, j ∈ {k, . . . , n− k}, define

Ek,i,j(x, y) =







(nk)−(
n

k−1)
((ni)(

n
j))1/2

(

(−j)k(i−n)k
(−i)k(j−n)k

)− 1
2
Qk(v(x, y);−(n − i)− 1,−i− 1, j) if x ∈ Xi, y ∈ Xj ,

0 if x 6∈ Xi or y 6∈ Xj .

Then Ek,i,j (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 [5, Theorem 5.3] that a tight relative t-design in H(n, 2) = (X, {Ri}ni=0) on
two shells yields a coherent configuration. We include the result and claim that the resulting
coherent configuration is Q-polynomial.
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A weighted subset of X a pair (Y, ω) of a subset Y of X and a function ω : Y → (0,∞).
Define the characteristic vector χ = χY,ω of a weighted subset (Y, ω) by χ(x) equals to ω(x) if
x ∈ Y and 0 if x 6∈ Y . A weighted subset (Y, ω) is said to be a relative t-design with respect
to x ∈ X if Eiχ ∈ span{Eix̂}ti=1 where x̂ is the characteristic vector of {x}. Here we assume
x = (0, . . . , 0) and set L = LY = {ℓ | Y ∩Xℓ 6= ∅}. Then we say that (Y, ω) is supported on
∪ℓ∈LXℓ. The following is Fisher type inequality due to [4] and [26]: for a realtive 2e-design

supported on
⋃

ℓ∈LXℓ, |Y | ≥∑min{|L|−1,e}
i=0

( n
e−i

)

. A relative 2e-design is tight if equality holds
above.

Let (Y, ω) be a tight relative 2e-design on two shells Xℓ ∪Xm where e ≤ ℓ ≤ m ≤ n − ℓ,
that is |Y | =

(n
e

)

+
( n
e−1

)

. Then Yi = Y ∩Xi is a ti := (2e− 1)-design in J(n, i) for i ∈ {ℓ,m}
and the degree si,j between Yi and Yj is at most e. It was shown in [5, Theorem 5.3] that
Yℓ ∪ Ym yields a Q-polynomial coherent configuration.

Inspired by this theorem, we show the following theorem, which generalizes Theorem 5.5 to
Q-polynomial coherent configurations. We use the following notation. For a Q-polynomial co-

herent configuration (
⋃n

i=1Xi, {R(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ ri,j}) with fibersX1,X2, . . . ,Xn

and a subset Yi of Xi for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, define

A(Yi, Yj) = {ℓ | 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ ri,j, R
(i,j)
ℓ ∩ (Yi × Yj) 6= ∅},

and set si,j = |A(Yi, Yj)|. For ℓ ∈ A(Yi, Yj), define

R̃
(i,j)
ℓ = {(x, y) ∈

n
⋃

i=1

Xi ×
n
⋃

i=1

Xi | x ∈ Yi, y ∈ Yj, (x, y) ∈ R
(i,j)
ℓ }.

For i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, define ∆Yi be the diagonal matrix indexed by the elements of
⋃n

i=1Xi

with (x, x)-entry equal to 1 if x ∈ Yi and 0 otherwise, and ∆̃Yi as the matrix obtained from
∆Yi by restricting the rows to

⋃n
i=1 Yi. Note that

(∆̃Yi)
⊤∆̃Yi = ∆Yi and ∆̃Yi∆Yi = ∆̃Yi . (6.1)

Theorem 6.2. Let C be a Q-polynomial coherent configuration with fibers X1,X2, . . . ,Xn.
Let Yi be a ti-design in a Q-polynomial scheme on Xi with di = ri,i classes for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}.
Define si,j = |{ℓ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ri,j} | R(i,j)

ℓ ∩ (Yi × Yj) 6= ∅}|. If si,j + sj,h − 2 ≤ tj holds for any

i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, then (
⋃n

i=1 Yi, {R̃
(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j}) is a Q-polynomial

coherent configuration.

Proof. Let i, j, h ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, α ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j − 1}, β ∈ {0, 1, . . . , sj,h − 1}. Since si,j +
sj,h − 2 ≤ tj, it holds that α + β + 1 ≤ tj + 1 and qℓα,β = 0 for ℓ ≥ tj + 1. Since Yj is a

tj-design, the dual distribution (b
(j)
ℓ )

dj
ℓ=0 of Yj satisfies that b

(j)
ℓ = 0 for ℓ ≤ tj. Then

|||Xj |E(i,j)
α ∆YjE

(j,h)
β − |Yj |δα,βE(i,h)

α ||2 = |Yj|
dj
∑

ℓ=1

q
(j,j)
α,β,ℓb

(j)
ℓ

= |Yj|





tj
∑

ℓ=1

q
(j,j)
α,β,ℓb

(j)
ℓ +

dj
∑

ℓ=tj+1

q
(j,j)
α,β,ℓb

(j)
ℓ





= 0.
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Therefore
|Xj |E(i,j)

α ∆YjE
(j,h)
β = |Yj |δα,βE(i,h)

α .

Multiplying ∆Yi on the left side and ∆Yh
on the right side, we obtain

|Xj |∆YiE
(i,j)
α ∆XjE

(j,h)
β ∆Yh

= |Yj|δα,β∆YiE
(i,h)
α ∆Yh

. (6.2)

Define

Ã
(i,j)
ℓ = ∆̃YiA

(i,j)
ℓ (∆̃Yj )

⊤, Ẽ
(i,j)
ℓ′ =

√

|Xi||Xj |
√

|Yi||Yj|
∆̃YiE

(i,j)
ℓ′ (∆̃Yj)

⊤

for i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, ℓ ∈ A(Yi, Yj), ℓ
′ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , si,j − εi,j}. (6.2) with (6.1) implies that

Ẽ(i,j)
α Ẽ

(i′,j′)
β = δα,βδj,i′Ẽ

(i,j′)
α .

Therefore {Ẽ(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j} is linearly independent and

span{Ẽ(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j}

is closed under ordinary multiplication. Since

span{Ã(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, ℓ ∈ A(Yi, Yj)} = span{Ẽ(i,j)

ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j − εi,j}

holds, (
⋃n

i=1 Yi, {R̃
(i,j)
ℓ | 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, εi,j ≤ ℓ ≤ si,j}) is a coherent configuration. Krein num-

bers of the coherent configuration are positive scalar multiple of those for the Q-polynomial
coherent configuration, so Proposition 4.1(3) is satisfied.

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 Euclidean 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 [14].
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 regular graphs?
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A 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 {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1) − (6) hold:

(1) p
(i,i,h)
0,m,n = δm,n,

(2) p
(i,j,j)
ℓ,0,n = δℓ,n,

(3) p
(i,j,i)
ℓ,m,0 = δℓ,mk

(i,j)
ℓ ,

(4) p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n = p

(h,j,i)
m,ℓ,n ,
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(5)
rj,h
∑

m=εj,h

p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n = k

(i,j)
ℓ ,

(6) |Xi|k(i,j)n p
(i,h,j)
ℓ,m,n = |Xj |k(j,h)m p

(j,i,h)
n,ℓ,m = |Xh|k(h,i)ℓ p

(h,j,i)
m,n,ℓ .

Proof. (1)− (3) are obvious from definition of intersection numbers.

(4): Count the number of elements in {z ∈ Xj | (x, z) ∈ R
(i,j)
ℓ , (z, y) ∈ R

(j,h)
m } for

(x, y) ∈ R
(i,h)
n ,

p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n = |{z ∈ Xj | (x, z) ∈ R

(i,j)
ℓ , (z, y) ∈ R(j,h)

m }|
= |{z ∈ Xj | (y, z) ∈ R(h,j)

m , (z, x) ∈ R
(j,i)
ℓ }|

= p
(h,j,i)
m,ℓ,n .

This proves (4).

(5): Count the number of elements in {z ∈ Xj | (x, z) ∈ R
(i,j)
ℓ } for (x, y) ∈ R

(i,h)
n ,

rj,h
∑

m=εj,h

p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n = |

rj,h
⋃

m=εj,h

{z ∈ Xj | (x, z) ∈ R
(i,j)
ℓ , (z, y) ∈ R(j,h)

m }|

= |{z ∈ Xj | (x, z) ∈ R
(i,j)
ℓ }|

= k
(i,j)
ℓ .

This proves (5).

(6): Count the number of element in X
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n = {(x, y, z) ∈ Xi × Xj × Xh | (x, y) ∈

R
(i,j)
n , (y, z) ∈ R(j,h)

m , (z, x) ∈ R
(h,i)
ℓ },

|X(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n | = |

⋃

(x,y)∈R(i,j)
n

{(x, y, z) | (x, z) ∈ R(i,h)
ℓ , (z, y) ∈ R(h,j)

m }| = |Xi|k(i,j)n p
(i,h,j)
ℓ,m,n

= |
⋃

(y,z)∈R(j,h)
m

{(x, y, z) | (y, x) ∈ R(j,i)
n , (x, z) ∈ R

(i,h)
ℓ }| = |Xj |k(j,h)m p

(j,i,h)
n,ℓ,m

= |
⋃

(z,x)∈R(h,i)
ℓ

{(x, y, z) | (z, y) ∈ R(h,j)
m , (y, x) ∈ R(j,i)

n }| = |Xh|k(h,i)ℓ p
(h,j,i)
m,n,ℓ .

This proves (6).

Proposition A.2. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric

association scheme and there exists a basis {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1) − (6) hold:

(1) q
(i,j)
0,m,n = δm,n,

(2) q
(i,j)
ℓ,0,n = δℓ,n,

(3) q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,0 = δℓ,mm

(i,j)
ℓ ,
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(4) q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,n = q

(i,j)
m,ℓ,n,

(5) q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,n = q

(j,i)
ℓ,m,n,

(6) m
(i,j)
n q

(i,j)
ℓ,ℓ′,n = m

(i,j)
ℓ′ q

(i,j)
n,ℓ,ℓ′ = m

(i,j)
ℓ q

(i,j)
ℓ′,n,ℓ,

(7)
r̃i,j
∑

α=0
q
(i,j)
m,n,αq

(i,j)
ℓ,α,β =

r̃i,j
∑

α=0
q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,αq

(i,j)
n,α,β.

Proof. (1): On the one hand, by E
(i,j)
0 = 1√

|Xi||Xj |
J|Xi|,|Xj|, E

(i,j)
0 ◦ E(i,j)

m = 1√
|Xi||Xj |

E
(i,j)
m

holds. On the other hand, by the definition of Krein numbers, E
(i,j)
0 ◦E(i,j)

m = 1√
|Xi||Xj|

r̃i,j
∑

n=0
q
(i,j)
0,m,nE

(i,j)
n .

Since E
(i,j)
n (n ∈ {εi,j , . . . , r̃i,j}) is a basis of Ai,j, comparing these equalities proves (1).

(2) is proved similarly as (1).

(3): Applying tr to q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,0E

(i,i)
0 =

√

|Xi||Xj |(E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

m )E
(j,i)
0 ,

q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,0 = tr(

√

|Xi||Xj |(E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

m )E
(j,i)
0 )

=
√

|Xi||Xj |τ(E(i,j)
ℓ ◦E(i,j)

m ◦ E(i,j)
0 )

= τ(E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

m )

= tr(E
(i,j)
ℓ E(j,i)

m )

= δℓ,mtr(E
(i,i)
ℓ )

= δℓ,mm
(i,i)
ℓ .

Since
m

(i,i)
ℓ = rankE

(i,i)
ℓ = rankE

(i,j)
ℓ E

(j,i)
ℓ = rankE

(i,j)
ℓ = m

(i,j)
ℓ ,

(3) holds.

(4) follows from E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦E(i,j)

m = E
(i,j)
m ◦E(i,j)

ℓ and (5) follows from taking the transpose of

E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦E(i,j)

m = 1√
|Xi||Xj|

r̃i,j
∑

n=0
q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,nE

(i,j)
n and E

(i,j)
n

⊤
= E

(j,i)
n .

(6): Applying τ to
√

|Xi||Xj |E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

ℓ′ ◦ E(i,j)
n ,

√

|Xi||Xj |τ(E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

ℓ′ ◦E(i,j)
n ) =

√

|Xi||Xj |tr((E(i,j)
ℓ ◦E(i,j)

ℓ′ )E(i,j)
n )

= tr(q
(i,j)
ℓ,ℓ′,nE

(i,j)
n )

= q
(i,j)
ℓ,ℓ′,nm

(i,j)
n .

Further by E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

ℓ′ ◦ E(i,j)
n = E

(i,j)
n ◦ E(i,j)

ℓ ◦ E(i,j)
m = E

(i,j)
ℓ′ ◦ E(i,j)

n ◦ E(i,j)
ℓ , (5) holds.

(7): In the equation E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦ (E(i,j)

m ◦E(i,j)
n ) = (E

(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

m ) ◦E(i,j)
n , the left hand side is

E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦ (E(i,j)

m ◦ E(i,j)
n ) = E

(i,j)
ℓ ◦ ( 1

√

|Xi||Xj |

r̃i,j
∑

α=0

q(i,j)m,n,αE
(i,j)
α )

=
1

|Xi||Xj |

r̃i,j
∑

β=0

(

r̃i,j
∑

α=0

q(i,j)m,n,αq
(i,j)
ℓ,α,β)E

(i,j)
β
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and right hand side is

(E
(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

m ) ◦E(i,j)
n = (

1
√

|Xi||Xj |

r̃i,j
∑

α=0

q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,αE

(i,j)
α ) ◦E(i,j)

n

=
1

|Xi||Xj |

r̃i,j
∑

β=0

(

r̃i,j
∑

α=0

q
(i,j)
ℓ,m,αq

(i,j)
n,α,β)E

(i,j)
β .

Comparing the coefficient of E
(i,j)
β yields the desired equality.

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

Proposition A.3. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric

association scheme and there exists a basis {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1), (2) hold:

(1) τ(A
(i,j)
ℓ ) = |Xi|k(i,j)ℓ ,

(2) τ(E
(i,j)
ℓ ) =

√

|Xi||Xj |δℓ,0.

Proof. (1) is proved as

τ(A
(i,j)
ℓ ) = |{(x, y) ∈ Xi ×Xj | (x, y) ∈ R

(i,j)
ℓ }| = |Xi|k(i,j)ℓ .

(2): By E
(i,j)
0 = 1√

|Xi||Xj |
J|Xi|,|Xj|,

τ(E
(i,j)
ℓ ) = τ(E

(i,j)
ℓ ◦ J|Xi|,|Xj|)

=
√

|Xi||Xj |τ(E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

0 )

=
√

|Xi||Xj |tr(E(i,j)
ℓ E

(j,i)
0 )

=
√

|Xi||Xj |δℓ,0tr(E(i,j)
0 )

=
√

|Xi||Xj |δℓ,0.

This proves (2).

Proposition A.4. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric

association scheme and there exists a basis {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1), (2) hold:

(1) p
(i,j)
ℓ (0) =

√

|Xi|
|Xj |k

(i,j)
ℓ ,

(2) q
(i,j)
0 (m) = 1.
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Proof. (1): Apply τ to A
(i,j)
ℓ =

r̃i,j
∑

m=0
p
(i,j)
ℓ (m)E

(i,j)
m and use Proposition A.3(1), (2) to obtain

|Xi|k(i,j)ℓ = τ(A
(i,j)
ℓ ) =

r̃i,j
∑

m=0

p
(i,j)
ℓ (m)τ(E(i,j)

m ) =
√

|Xi||Xj |p(i,j)ℓ (0).

Dividing by
√

|Xi||Xj |, we obtain (1).

(2): By the definition of E
(i,j)
0 ,

E
(i,j)
0 =

1
√

|Xi|||Xj |
J|Xi|,|Xj | =

1
√

|Xi||Xj |

ri,j
∑

m=εi,j

A(i,j)
m .

Hence we obtain q
(i,j)
0 (m) = 1.

Proposition A.5. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric

association scheme and there exists a basis {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1) − (3) hold:

(1)
q
(i,j)
h (ℓ)√
|Xj |m(i,j)

h

=
p
(i,j)
ℓ (h)√
|Xi|k(i,j)ℓ

,

(2)
ri,j
∑

ν=εi,j

1

k
(i,j)
ν

p
(i,j)
ν (h)p

(i,j)
ν (ℓ) =

|Xi|δh,ℓ
m

(i,j)
ℓ

,

(3)
r̃i,j
∑

ν=0
m

(i,j)
ν p

(i,j)
h (ν)p

(i,j)
ℓ (ν) = |Xi|k(i,j)ℓ δh,ℓ.

Proof. (1): Applying τ to E
(i,j)
h ◦A(i,j)

ℓ = 1√
|Xi||Xj |

q
(i,j)
h (ℓ)A

(i,j)
ℓ , we obtain the following: the

left hand side yields

τ(E
(i,j)
h ◦ A(i,j)

ℓ ) = tr(E
(i,j)
h A

(j,i)
ℓ )

= tr(p
(j,i)
ℓ (h)E

(i,i)
h )

= p
(j,i)
ℓ (h)m

(i,i)
h ,

and on the other hand, the right hand side yields

τ(
1

√

|Xi||Xj |
q
(i,j)
h (ℓ)A

(i,j)
ℓ ) =

1
√

|Xi||Xj |
q
(i,j)
h (ℓ)τ(A

(i,j)
ℓ )

=

√

|Xi|
|Xj |

q
(i,j)
h (ℓ)k

(i,j)
ℓ .

By m
(i,i)
h = m

(i,j)
h and p

(i,j)
ℓ (h) = p

(j,i)
ℓ (h), (1) holds.

(2), (3): By (1) and P (i,j)Q(i,j) = Q(i,j)P (i,j) =
√

|Xi||Xj |I, (2) and (3) hold.

Proposition A.6. Let C be a coherent configuration such that each fiber is a symmetric

association scheme and there exists a basis {E(i,j)
ℓ | i, j ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r̃i,j} of A satisfying

(B1)-(B4). Then the following (1), (2) hold:
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(1) q
(i,j)
ℓ,ℓ′,n =

√
|Xi||Xj |m(i,j)

ℓ m
(i,j)

ℓ′

|Xi|2
ri,j
∑

ν=εi,j

1

k
(i,j)
ν

2p
(i,j)
ν (ℓ)p

(i,j)
ν (ℓ′)p(i,j)ν (n),

(2) p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n =

k
(i,j)
ℓ k

(j,h)
m

|Xh|

min{r̃i,j ,r̃j,h,r̃h,i}
∑

ν=0

1

m
(i,i)
ν

2 q
(i,j)
ν (ℓ)q

(j,h)
ν (m)q

(h,i)
ν (n).

Proof. (1): Applying tr to q
(i,j)
ℓ,ℓ′,nE

(i,i)
n =

√

|Xi|||Xj |(E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

ℓ′ )E
(j,i)
n ,

q
(i,j)
ℓ,ℓ′,nm

(i,i)
n =

√

|Xi|||Xj |tr((E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

ℓ′ )E(j,i)
n )

=
√

|Xi|||Xj |τ(E(i,j)
ℓ ◦ E(i,j)

ℓ′ ◦ E(i,j)
n )

=
1

|Xi||Xj |

ri,j
∑

ν=εi,j

q
(i,j)
ℓ (ν)q

(i,j)
ℓ′ (ν)q(i,j)n (ν)τ(A(i,j)

ν )

=
1

|Xi||Xj |

ri,j
∑

ν=εi,j

(
√

|Xj |
|Xi|

)3
m

(i,j)
ℓ m

(i,j)
ℓ′ m

(i,j)
n

k
(i,j)
ν

3 p
(i,j)
ℓ (ν)p

(i,j)
ℓ′ (ν)p(i,j)n (ν)|Xi|k(i,j)ν

=

√

|Xi||Xj |m(i,j)
ℓ m

(i,j)
ℓ′ m

(i,j)
n

|Xi|2
ri,j
∑

ν=εi,j

1

k
(i,j)
ν

2 q
(i,j)
ℓ (ν)q

(i,j)
ℓ′ (ν)q(i,j)n (ν).

Dividing by m
(i,i)
n = m

(i,j)
n , we obtain (1).

(2): Applying τ to p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,nA

(i,h)
n = (A

(i,j)
ℓ A

(j,h)
m ) ◦ A(i,h)

n ,

p
(i,j,h)
ℓ,m,n |Xi|k(i,h)n = τ((A

(i,j)
ℓ A(j,h)

m ) ◦ A(i,h)
n )

= tr(A
(i,j)
ℓ A(j,h)

m A(h,i)
n )

=

min{r̃i,j ,r̃j,h,r̃h,i}
∑

ν=0

p
(i,j)
ℓ (ν)p(j,h)m (ν)p(h,i)n (ν)tr(E(i,i)

ν )

=

min{r̃i,j ,r̃j,h,r̃h,i}
∑

ν=0

k
(i,j)
ℓ k

(j,h)
m k

(h,i)
n

m
(i,j)
ν m

(j,h)
ν m

(h,i)
ν

q(i,j)ν (ℓ)q(j,h)ν (m)q(h,i)ν (n)m(i,i)
ν

= k
(i,j)
ℓ k(j,h)m k(h,i)n

min{r̃i,j ,r̃j,h,r̃h,i}
∑

ν=0

1

m
(i,i)
ν

2 q
(i,j)
ν (ℓ)q(j,h)ν (m)q(h,i)ν (n).

Dividing by |Xi|k(i,h)n = |Xk|k(h,i)n , we obtain (2).
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