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EQUIANGULAR LINES IN EUCLIDEAN SPACES: DIMENSIONS 17 AND 18

GARY R.W. GREAVES, JEVEN SYATRIADI, AND PAVLO YATSYNA

ABSTRACT. We show that the maximum cardinality of an equiangular line system in 17 dimensions
is 48, thereby solving a longstanding open problem. Furthermore, by giving an explicit construc-
tion, we improve the lower bound on the maximum cardinality of an equiangular line system in
18 dimensions to 57.

1. INTRODUCTION

A set of lines each passing through the origin of Euclidean space is called an equiangular line
system if the angle between any pair of lines is the same. Given d, we would like to know N (d), the
maximum cardinality of an equiangular line system in R¢. This problem dates back to a paper of
Haantjes [20] from 1948, where the results N(3) = N(4) = 6 were reported. The study of equiangular
line systems largely developed in the 1970s due to the advent of the linear algebraic approach of
Seidel et al. [26] 28] [32]. In particular, in 1973, the value of N(d) was known for all d < 13, d = 15,
and d = 21,22, 23.

Recently, the authors solved the problem for dimensions 14 and 16 [I8]. However, up until now,
and despite a considerable amount of research in the past 50 years, determining the value of N(17)
had remained an open problem. Our main result is the following

Theorem 1.1. N(17) =48 and N(18) > 57.

Our work disproves part of a conjecture of Lin and Yu [27, Conjecture 3] that asserts N (18) = 56;
at the same time we verify another part of their conjecture that asserts N(17) = 48.

Many of the largest constructions of equiangular line systems are found by carefully select-
ing blocks from the famous Witt design. Recently, the lower bound for N(18) was improved by
Szollési [34] and again by Lin and Yu [27] by exactly this method. In contrast, the configuration of
57 equiangular lines in R'® that is presented below was found using vectors from integer lattices.

In addition to the recent developments in R'®, there have been many developments relating to
the sequence (N (d))q4en in the last few years, including improvements to the upper bounds for N(d)
where d = 14,16, 17,18, 19, 20 [T}, 2} 16}, [T'7, (18, [19]. There have also been various recent improvements
to upper bounds for N(d) for d > 24 using semidefinite programming, see [14] 24} 25, [3T], 38].

The asymptotic behaviour of N(d) is quadratic in d with a general upper bound of d(d+1)/2 |26,
Theorem 3.5] and a general lower bound of (32d? + 328d + 29)/1089 [17, Corollary 2.8]. One can
also consider the related problem of, for fixed a € (0,1), finding N,(d), the maximum number of
lines in R? through the origin with pairwise angle arccosa. In a series of recent papers [3, 4, 22], the
problem of determining the value of limg_,o, N,(d)/d was investigated extensively and completely
resolved in [23].

In Table [ below, including the improvements from this paper, we give the currently known
values or lower and upper bounds for N(d) for d at most 43. (See Sequence A002853 in The On-Line
Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences [33].)
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d |2 345 6 7141516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23-141 42 43
N(d)|3 661016 28 36 40 48 57-60 72-74 90-94 126 176 276 276 — 288 344
TABLE 1. Bounds for the sequence N(d) for 2 < d < 43. A single number is given

in the cases where the exact number is known. The improvements from this paper,
N(17) = 48 and N(18) > 57 are included.

Let £ be an equiangular line system of cardinality n in R? with n > d. Suppose {vi,...,v,} is
a set of unit vectors spanning each line in £. For any two distinct vectors v; and v, (with i # j)
the inner product v]v; is equal to £« for some a € (0,1). Thus, the Gram matrix G for this set
of vectors has diagonal entries equal to 1 and off-diagonal entries equal to +«. The {0, £1}-matrix
S = (G —1)/a is called the Seidel matrix corresponding to the set of lines £. Note that changing
the direction of our spanning vectors v; corresponds to conjugating .S with a diagonal {+1}-matrix.
Furthermore, since G is positive semidefinite with rank at most d, the smallest eigenvalue of S is
—1/a with multiplicity at least n — d.

We follow the approach taken by the authors in [I8]. First, using geometric and modular restric-
tions, we produce all polynomials that could potentially be the characteristic polynomial of a Seidel
matrix that corresponds to 49 equiangular lines in R'7. Once we have this list of candidate charac-
teristic polynomials, we consider potential sets of characteristic polynomials for the corresponding
principal submatrices for each polynomial in the list. The extra difficulties we encountered in our
endeavour to rule out 49 equiangular lines in R'7 were twofold. Firstly, the number of candidate
characteristic polynomials is much larger than the numbers in [I8] one obtains for dimensions 14
and 16. Secondly, there are candidate characteristic polynomials that pass all of the necessary con-
ditions that were developed in [I8]. The main tool we developed to overcome these difficulties was
the notion of compatibility for polynomials, which we define in Section @l To produce our exhaustive
lists of candidate characteristic polynomials, we use the polynomial enumeration algorithm of [I8]
Section 2.3], which we have implemented in Magma [5] and Mathematica [29]. A supplementary
file containing Magma code for all the computations performed in this paper is available online [15].
The total running time of all the computations used in this paper is less than 9 hours running on a
modern PC.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2] we exhibit systems of 57 equiangular lines in
R!® obtained from integer lattices. In Section B we produce all candidate characteristic polynomials
of Seidel matrices that correspond to putative systems of 49 equiangular lines in R'7. In Section H]
we introduce the notion of compatibility for polynomials and in Section Bl we define interlacing
characteristic polynomials. From this point we are able to start ruling out some of the candidate
characteristic polynomials from Section [Bl Finally, in Sections [ [ B, we gradually introduce
more tools that allow us to rule out the remaining candidate characteristic polynomials. Tables of
polynomials and certificates referenced in the main text are given in the appendix.

2. A CONSTRUCTION OF 57 EQUIANGULAR LINES IN 18 DIMENSIONS

In this section, we present some constructions of sets of 57 equiangular lines in R'®. The Witt
design [37] (see also [35, Example 6.6]) is a collection B of 759 8-subsets of P = {0, ...,23}. Denote
by e; the standard basis vector of R” whose ith entry is equal to 1. Let By be the subset of blocks
of B that contain 0. Denote by ep the all-ones vector: ZieP e;. For each B € By, define the vector

vp = 4Zei —4ey — ep.
ieB
Note that vectors vp have just two distinct entries, equal to —1 and 3. For each i € {1,...,23},
define the vector w; := 8e; + 4ep — ep. Then the lines spanned by the vectors in V :={vg : B €
Bo} U{w; : i€ {1,...,23}} form 276 equiangular lines in R?? (each vector in V is orthogonal to
4ep +ep). The previous largest known equiangular line systems consisting of 54 and 56 lines in R'®
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were both found by “searching inside the Witt design” [27, [34], i.e., finding subsets W C V such
that the vectors in W form a set of spanning vectors for a system of equiangular lines in R'8.

In contrast, our constructions, presented below, consist of integer vectors of length v/10. We
begin by constructing the set Ly = {v € Z!® : vTv = 10}, which has cardinality 36,808,740. Next,
we pick at random a vector vi € Ly. Then we form the subset Ly := {v € Ly : viv, = +2}. We
again, pick at random a vector vo € Ly and form the subset Ly := {v € L1 : vTvy = +2}. Repeat

this process until we have vy,...,vig, where v; € L; 1 and L; == {v € L;_1 : v'v; = £2}, for
each i € {1,...,18}. If v1,...,vis are not linearly independent then we start the process again.
Otherwise, we form a graph G whose vertex set is Ljgs where two vectors v and w are adjacent
if viw = £2. The vectors vy, ..., vig together with a clique from G form spanning vectors for a

system of equiangular lines in R'®. The sets of 57 vectors in Figures [ [ B, and @ were found by
following the process described above.

r200+000000000000-0-0-00+00+++++++++—-—+00++—-0000+—-——-000-—-00 +17
0022000000000-00~-+00+00----00--+0+0000+-+-—-+0+-0000--00=-0
0-4+4022-00000-000+4000-0+0+--00+-0000+0--++-0-+++04+00-4+0000
0O-4+-00224--0-000000++-00-0-000+0+0+--0-000-0+00+0+00+0000
+0000000220000+-00000+++~-4+—---04+0-00-0+-0+00+—-00++00—-0+ 00 +
-000+-00+-24+400+-00-00++~---0000004++++++++—-——-0000000000004+++
0-0-00--00020004+-0+-+4+0+-00-0000+--000+++0+-—-00000+++++-—--—+
0o0+4+0000000~--24+400-0++-000-4+0-0+0+00-++0+-0+0-+000+0+—-0-0++
00-00+00-+4+0020000000+0+-00+0~--+++-0-+0-000-0+—-0-+—-—-—++—-+0
O-0++0+-00000+24+00+00+-00-0-4+00-0+—-—-+0000+-00-++—-0-000+00
+0+--4+4+0000--0-2000-4+04+4+0-4+--4+0--4+04+0+4+0-000-4+4+00+00-00+0
-+0+00-+00000--02—-+40+04+00--4++00000-00+0000-=-4+—-—+—-4+++00+00
60000000000+ --0-020-004+40004+0++00-0-=-=-=-+-++-0000-00-0+—-++4+0
-+00-00+—-++000+00+————— 0000000000000000O04+4+4+4++++++++++++++
000004+-+000-00000-4+-+00--4+40+++4+-0+-0+-000-0+-000+—-—=+++—-10+
00000+00-+00+00-+0+0+++-0--0+-4+00-+0-00--0+0+—-+—-0+—-00—-0+ +
+04+404+000004+40-4+-000+4+000004+4+4+-0-4+-04+04+-0-00+4+4+0—-4+4+—-4+0+00+—+
LO0OO0O-0+0++--+0000---0++-++00++0-=-=-4+00000-+04+0+—-—==-00+0—-++ 0 +

FIGURE 1. The matrix F; consisting of 57 (column) vectors in Z'®. The entries +
should be replaced with £1 entries in the obvious way.

The Seidel matrix S; = FJ Fy /2—5I57 corresponding to F; has characteristic polynomial Charg, ()
(z+5)(z —4)(x —7)(z — 9)%(x — 11)°(x — 13)*(x — 15). Thus the 57 vectors in Figure [ span 57
equiangular lines in R'®.

r22200-+-++000-+0000-00000+-———+++—++—-++00000000000000000O00O0O0HT
0-022+0—-000000-004+0000+—-+4+—-+—-0000000004+0—-—=+00—-00000+—+00
000-4+220+000000004+0000000—-+000000+—-0000=—4++—+0——++———0——++
00+00-0220000+0+-00+000-=+4++++-0-004+00000000=+—-00+0—+—+—+
000+-000+22000000+0000000—-4+000000-+0000=-—+—+04+————+0————
0000000+00+22-400-0—-0000000+—++——-F+—-——4+++0-0-—=+00000++00+—200
000000000+0002200000--000-00-004++—-——-0-++0+—+—-4+0—-++0-0+00——
0000000004+0000022000—-4+000-00-00-—++0-—+0-—+++0—-+-0+0-00—+
0-+0000000-0000-+22000-0000++00+0—-+0++—-=4+000+—-0000++0++—+
+0000+—-000+—-+0000-4+2200+—-+04+0000+++000+00000+++++—-4+—00000
0—-++-00+-0000000000-2--00-—-00++-000—-0—-—-+4+00+-0-4+0000——+0 —
- +0000-0000-++000+--02-000++0-+-000-++0++000++0--00-+0000
0+0+-+4+00-0+—-4+-0000+00-20+04+00+-0-—0-0—-004+00—-4—-00—+——+0+ 0+
+0-000+-000+-0-+—-040000200++000-—-000-—+—-4+0-——-000—-+4+00-00——
~+0000+0000000—-+—-000000+2004+0++4++0++00++++++0+000+0+0+0++
- 00+-00-04+—-=-+00—-+4+0+—-0+0-—-+00++-0-004+-0++0-=0-000+0-0—+—+0
00-000—-0+—-—++-0+000-000-0+0-4+++-000+-4+—-—++00000—-——+—-———0+000
L-0+4+-4+000-000-0-4+0000--+0000----0+0-—-0000++0-+—-—-0+0++0——0.

FIGURE 2. The matrix F, consisting of 57 (column) vectors in Z'®. The entries +
should be replaced with +1 entries in the obvious way.

The Seidel matrix Sy = FJFy/2 — 5157 corresponding to F in Figure B has characteristic poly-
nomial Charg, (z) = (x + 5)%(z — 7)*(z — 9)(x — 11)%(x — 13)%(2? — 252 + 152).

The systems of 57 equiangular lines in R'® given by S; and S, above were found by searching
inside integer lattices as described above. However, we do not know if the Seidel matrices S; and
Ss can also be found using lines spanned by vectors derived from blocks of the Witt design.

Question 2.1. Can the systems of equiangular lines corresponding to S7 and S5 be found inside the

Witt design?

A set of 72 equiangular lines in R'9, known as Asche’s lines (see [I7, Example 5.19]) is con-
structed by forming spanning vectors vp from certain blocks B € B of the Witt design. While
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we cannot answer Question 1] we can find configurations of 57 equiangular lines that are not a
subset of Asche’s lines. We exhibit two such configurations in Figures Bl and 4l The Seidel matrix
corresponding to Asche’s lines has characteristic polynomial (x + 5)%3(z — 13)16(z — 19)3. Thus, by
interlacing (see Theorem [3]), the Seidel matrix corresponding to any subset of 57 lines of Asche’s
lines, would have (z — 13) as a factor of its characteristic polynomial.

Fr220400-40000000-00-00004+——4—-————4——4++++4+4+000000000000000O0-T
00220000+00-+00-00-0000-+4+—-+4+—-—4++-=-00000000—————— +++0000000
—4+00220000+0-+0+000+0-0---4000000-+—-00000+—-—+00000+—+0000
00-0+-22+000+0-0-000+00+000-+—-000000--000++00—---00-00-—200
0000-00022000+0--4000-00++0-00-00-+0+-—0000+0++0+—+——40+0
00+000000022-0-000+0--0000-0+0--0+04+4+0000--0--00---—-00-———
00-00000000+22+000+--0-0-4+0000000-0+0—-++—+4+-0-00-+000+++0—+
—4+4+-00-+4++-0000200+-0000+-00+0000-0-0+-0-0+++0-40+00000-——
000+00+-4+0+00++20000+-000+00-+00—-+4+++0++0-0+++—-0+0+000——++
—40004+000++-00002000000+++-0++0+-0+--00++—-000+0—-F+-0++———0
0000—-—-000000000++20+00+000-000++—-—=0-F0—ot+00-0—4————+0+++
0000—-—4+000+0—-+000--24+0000—-—-0—-F+—-++-0-00++-——0+0-0+—-000-—+0+00
000++0+-—-4000+00-0020-+000-0-—-+00+-0+-0++000-00—-++0+++00-—
+-0000000++0+-000-00200+—-+++0+++000000—-++0-00—-F+00-——0++——
0000000000+00+-0000++2-0-0-00-=--—-0000+—-0+—+4+—++0+0+—-0-00+—
00+--++-000-00+0+000-02+000-+-000-—-+00—-4+-00—-F000-+—-00-+—200
+-20000004+0000000-———-04+4++0-—-440—----0-4-0-00-F0-—-0-0+0+—-0+—
L1 - 0-0+-+-0-4+0004+0+0000+-000-000+—-0+-—-0+00-04—-0-04+4+——--4—-0-1
FIGURE 3. The matrix F3 consisting of 57 (column) vectors in Z'®. The entries +
should be replaced with +1 entries in the obvious way.
r2200o0o00000000+0+-0+00+--—-+-—-++-4+—-——+++—-00000000000000000 O0-7
0022++00000000+00+000++++—-+-++000000000~-—-+—-—++—-——-—+++-000000
ooo0o0224+000~--000-00000+-0000000--—-—-00000---4+—-——=4++—-000-—-—++—-0
oooo0oo002200-00+00000~-+-0+-++-00~-+00--000-4+++4+0000-—-0-4+000 —
o++-000+220000--0000~-+0+-000+000~-0~-0~-4+04++--0+4+4+0000-00+-+0
+0000000+-224+04+0000~-0~-000~-+4+0-~--0--0--00000-00++00-00+~———
-0+-000+0000200000-+0--00-+--+-0+00+-0-+—-000+0+0-—-000—++ +
co0+-0--000-+0200++000+0~-+~--0000~-0~----0+-0+0+-00--00++0000
ooo00-++0-+00+40200-0-4+0—--+004+0-000+00+4+-0+-04+0+—-00+—-—++++00
00-+000+000-0002+00000-00--0++4+0-0+4+0-+04+40++++++—-0~-+—-00——
o0-+-000004+4000-0204+-+4+++0000-00-00+-4+0-00-0-0-00-—-0—-+—+4++++
+-0000+0~-+400+-00-20000000+-0000--0000---0-00+—-—4+—-0—-—4++—-——-0+
o0000+-+00000+000-2-4+0~-00+++++00--+4+--00000-0-—-0+—-4+++00+0
o+000000~-+00-00+400+24+~--+-000000-0+0--0-00+--0-0-—-4+000+—--0
++000000+~--+-00000~-0200++00---0+-0+++000+0--00000--0000-+
cooo0-00+000~-0~--0+0+0000~-+000--4%+~---4+00---4+-00++0++0~—-4+—-—-0 —
+-00+4+4-00+-+--+4+++-00000--00-+--00+000+--0-00+—-—+—-—+000000+—
tL+--++~-+-0000000~-0+0000~-00~-+0-0++-000-4++4+00-04+00-0-+++++0 -4

FIGURE 4. The matrix Fy consisting of 57 (column) vectors in Z'®. The entries +
should be replaced with +1 entries in the obvious way.

The Seidel matrices S3 = Fj F3/2—5I57 and Sy = FJ Fy/2— 5157 corresponding to F3 and Fy (see
Figures Bland ) have characteristic polynomials Charg, (z) = (z+5)3%(z — 11)' (z — 15)(2? — 192 +
76)(2% — 20z + 87)? and Charg, (z) = (z +5)%(x — 11)*3(2? — 18z + 57) (23 — 3422 4 361z — 1136).
We note that we are able to find numerous other configurations of 57 equiangular lines in R'® whose
corresponding Seidel matrices have more than seven distinct eigenvalues. The four configurations
given here in Figures [l 2 Bl and [] are the four that we found that have precisely seven distinct
eigenvalues. We do not know if there are Seidel matrices corresponding to 57 equiangular lines in
R!8 having fewer than seven distinct eigenvalues.

The automorphism group of a Seidel matrix S is the group of all signed permutation matrices
P such that S = PSPT, where we do not make a distinction between P and —P. Using the computer
algebra system Magma [5], we find that the Seidel matrices S1, Sa, S3 and Sy each has a trivial
automorphism group.

3. CANDIDATE CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIALS FOR 49 EQUIANGULAR LINES IN 17 DIMENSIONS

In this section, we produce a list of polynomials that could potentially be the characteristic
polynomial of a Seidel matrix that corresponds to a system of 49 equiangular lines in R'7. Let £
be an equiangular line system of cardinality 49 in R'7 and let S be the Seidel matrix corresponding
to L. The Seidel matrix S is a symmetric matrix with real entries, which means that each zero
of its characteristic polynomial Charg(z) := det(zI — S) is real. In other words, Charg(z) is a
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totally-real polynomial. Moreover, since every entry of S is an integer, each coefficient of Charg(z)
is also an integer.

By [26, Theorem 3.4] together with [28, Lemma 6.1], [26, Theorem 4.5], and [I8, Lemma 3.1],
the Seidel matrix S must have smallest eigenvalue equal to —5 and 9 must be an eigenvalue with
multiplicity at least 4. We record this result as a theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let S be a Seidel matriz corresponding to 49 equiangular lines in RY7. Then
Chars(x) = (z +5)*(x — 9)"¢(2),
for some monic polynomial ¢ of degree 13 in Z[z] all of whose zeros are greater than —5.

Let p(z) = Y. ;a;z" " be a monic polynomial in Z[z]. Following [I8], we say p is type 2 if 2*
divides a; for all i > 0 and weakly type 2 if 2°=! divides a; for all > 1.

Lemma 3.2 ([I8, Lemma 2.7]). Let S be a Seidel matriz of order n and k be an odd integer. Then
Charg(x + k) = Charg_gs(z) is weakly type 2. Furthermore, if n is even then Charg(z + k) is type
2.

The following lemma deals with the factorisation of type-2 and weakly-type-2 polynomials.

Lemma 3.3 ([I8 Lemma 2.8)). Let p € Z[x] be a monic polynomial. Suppose p = qr where
q,r € Z|z]. Then

(a) p is type 2 if and only if ¢ and r are both type 2;
(b) p is weakly type 2 if and only if ¢ and r are both weakly type 2 and at least one of them is
type 2.

Denote by S, the set of all Seidel matrices of order n. Given a positive integer e, define the
set Ppe = {Charg(z) mod 2°Z[z] : S € S, }. We will require the following upper bound on the
cardinality of P, . for odd n.

Theorem 3.4 ([19, Corollary 3.13]). Let n be an odd integer and e be a positive integer. Then the
cardinality of Pn.e 15 at most o("27)+1,

Remark 3.5. It turns out that for reasonably small values of n and e (e.g., n < 49 and e < 7),
with n large enough compared to e, equality holds in Theorem B4l For fixed n and e, by randomly
generating Seidel matrices of order n and computing their characteristic polynomials modulo 2¢Z[z],
we can obtain a lower bound on the cardinality of P, .. If we find that this lower bound is equal to
9("2")+1 then, by Theorem [3.4] we must have obtained all elements of P, .. In particular, for n = 47
and 49, we can explicitly construct the set Py, 7 using this method. We use P49 7 in Lemma and
P77 is used in Lemmal[l JJand Lemma[3l Note that, for e larger than 7, it becomes computationally
infeasible to compute Py, .

Let S be a Seidel matrix corresponding to an equiangular line system of cardinality 49 in R7. In
view of Theorem 3.1 the next step is to find feasible polynomials for ¢(z) = Ziio bez'37t where

Charg(z) = (z 4 5)**(z — 9)*¢(x).

Obviously by = 1. And we can find b; and by, using tr S = 0 and tr S? = 49 - 48 = 2352 together
with Newton’s identities: by = —124, and by = 7074.
By Lemma [3.2] the polynomial

Charg(x — 1) = (z +4)**(z — 10)*¢(x — 1)
is weakly type 2. By Lemma [33] the polynomial ¢(z — 1) is also weakly type 2. Thus, we need to
find all totally-real, integer polynomials ¢(x) with the following properties:
(i) bo =1, by = —124, and by = 7074,
(ii) ¢(x — 1) is weakly type 2.
(iii) (z+5)3%(z — 9)*¢(z) belongs to a congruence class in Pag 7. (See Remark B.7])
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In order to enumerate the candidate characteristic polynomial for S, we employ an algorithm
developed by McKee and Smyth (see [30, Section 3], [19, Section 4.3] or [18, Section 2.3]). We
use this algorithm to generate totally-real (weakly)-type-2 polynomials whose top three coefficients
are fixed, which comes up frequently throughout this paper. Before we present the results of our
enumeration of candidate characteristic polynomial for S, let us note that the number of totally-real,
monic, integer polynomials of fixed degree and whose top three coefficients are also fixed is finite.

Indeed, suppose p(x) = 29 +ciz?  fegnd =2+ = Hfl 1 (z—X;) is a totally-real integer polynomial.
Then, using Newton’s identities, we have that )\2 < ¢ — 2¢; for each i € {1,...,d}. Furthermore,
since ¢; is a (multivariate) polynomial in A,..., A4, we can bound ¢; by functlons of ¢; and ¢y for

each i € {3,...,d}.
We list the result of our computations in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6. Let S be a Seidel matriz corresponding to 49 equiangular lines in R'7. Then Charg(z)
is in one of the sets

A= {(z+5)?(z —9)"(z — 16)}
B={(z+5)%x —8)(x —9)%«? — 20z + 95)*, (x + 5)**(x — 8)(x — 9)'?(z* — 222 + 113)?}

(x4+5)3%(z — 7)(z — 9)*(x — 12)(:1: —15),
(x+5)32(z — 7)(z — 8)(z — 9)*2(z — 11)%(x — 15),
(x4 5)3%(z — 9)13(x — 11)%(2? — 212 + 92),

o) @52 -7z —8)(x—9)z - 11)*(x — 13)%,
(x +5)32(x — 9) 3 (x — 13)%(2? — 172 + 64),
(m+5)32($—9)12($—11) (22 —19:I:+72)
(x+5)32(z — 7)(z — 9)1%(x — 11)*(2% — 192 + 76),
(x+5)32($—4)(:13—9)10( —11)¢

or is one of the 164 polynomials listed in Table[2, one of the 11 polynomials listed in Table [f], or
one of the 8 polynomials listed in Table [G.

Using a modern PC, it takes about 2 hours and 30 minutes to find all 194 polynomials of
Lemma 3.6l The computations were executed in Magma [5], with the output independently verified
using Mathematica [29)].

In the statement of Lemma [B.6] we have put the 194 polynomials of Lemma into six groups.
The grouping is based on the techniques we use to show that they cannot be the characteristic
polynomial of any Seidel matrix. First note that [I6 Remark 5.5.] immediately precludes the
existence of a Seidel matrix with characteristic polynomial in A. The rest of the paper is devoted to
ruling out the remaining polynomials from Lemma[B.6l From Section B we will gradually introduce
necessary conditions for a polynomial to be the characteristic polynomial of a Seidel matrix. The
next polynomials to be ruled out are those from the set B (see Lemma [B3]). Followed by the
polynomials of Table 2] (see Lemma [5.4]), Table [ (see Lemma [5.6]), and Table [l (see Lemma [5.7)).
Since they require the most work, the polynomials in C, will be dealt with last, in Lemmas (.8 [6.3]
6.4 6.5 [T [7.3] B2 and B3] where the sophistication of the techniques required for each polynomial
steadily increases.

4. ANGLE VECTORS AND COMPATIBILITY

In this section, we introduce angle vectors and define the notion of compatibility for polynomials.
Let M be a real symmetric matrix of order n. We write A(M) for the set of distinct eigenvalues of
M and define the polynomial

Min]\/](.’L') = H (.’L‘ — )\),
AEA(M)
which is the minimal polynomial of M. For each A € A(M), denote by £(\) the eigenspace of A and
let {e1,...,e,} be the standard basis of R™. Denote by Py the orthogonal projection of R™ onto
E(A). For a vector v, we write v(i) to denote its ith entry.
6



Theorem 4.1 (Spectral Decomposition Theorem). Let M be a real symmetric matriz. Then

M = Z APy.

AEA(M)
Denote by a the angle vector for A € A(M), that is, for each i € {1,...,n},
a(i) = [[Preill.
Define
Quo,(z) == Charps(x)/ Minps(z),
and denote by M[i] the principal submatrix of M obtained by deleting its ith row and column.

Proposition 4.2 (See [8, (4.2.8)] or [12]). Let M be a real symmetric matriz of order n. Then, for
each i € {1,...,n}, we have

2 .
Char s (x) = Chary () Z aA—(l)
reaon) U

Cauchy’s interlacing theorem, below, provides bounds for the eigenvalues of principal submatrices
of M.

Theorem 4.3 ([7, 11, 21]). Let M be a real symmetric matriz having eigenvalues Ay < Ag < -+ < Ay
and suppose M{i], for some i € {1,...,n}, has eigenvalues p1 < p2 < -+ < pin—1. Then

A< KA < Kot K pipmr < g

Given e € N and polynomials f(z) = [];_o(z — \;) and g(z) = [];_; (z — ;) such that Ao < A1 <
coo < Ay and g < pg < --- < e, We say that g interlaces fif Ag < 1 <A1 < - < e < A
Note that, if a polynomial f(z) interlaces Charys(x) then we can write f(x) = Quoy,(x)f(z), where
f(z) is a monic integer polynomial that interlaces Min s (z).

Given a polynomial p(z) € Q[z], we denote its derivative by p’(x). In the next result, we give a
convenient expression for the entries of an angle vector.

Lemma 4.4. Let M be a real symmetric matriz of order n. Let i € {1,...,n} and suppose that
Charysp(x) = Quoy(x) - fi(x) for some polynomial fi(x) € Zlx]. Then, for each X € A(M), we
have

N fi(\)
ay(i) = 4| —=——F——.
Min'y, ()
Proof. By Proposition [£.2]
a2 (i
Char s (x) = Chary () i(/i
AEA(M) r

Dividing both sides by Quo,,(z), we obtain

filz) = Minar(z) Y 3

AeA(M) T

Thus, for each A € A(M), we have
) =a3() I (-mw.
HEAM)N{A}
On the other hand, we also have
M) = S [ @-w.
AEA(M) peA(M)\{A}

Therefore, a3 (i) = fi(\)/ Min);(\). The statement of the lemma follows since, by definition, a ()
is nonnegative. O
7



The next result generalises the fact that a unit eigenvector of a simple eigenvalue A can be
expressed in terms of the angle vector of A. See [9] for a survey on a related result.

Lemma 4.5. Let M be a real symmetric matriz of order n and let \ be an eigenvalue of M of
multiplicity e. Let uy,ua,...,u. be an orthonormal basis for the eigenspace E(X). For all i €
{1,...,n}, we have that

e
a3 (i) = > ui(i).
k=1
Proof. Firstly, we can write
Py =wuj + -+ ueu!.
Hence, for each i € {1,...,n} we have
Pie; =ui(i)ug + - + u (i) ue.

Therefore,

)

a3 (i) = || Preil|” = (Pres, Prei) = D > wgp(i)w(i) (up, w) = ui (i)
k=1 1=1 k=1

since uy, ..., U, are orthonormal. (I

Two Seidel matrices S1 and S are called switching-equivalent if there exists a diagonal {£1}-
matrix D such that So = DS1D. Note that switching-equivalent matrices are similar and hence
have the same characteristic polynomials. By Lemma [£4] switching-equivalent matrices also share
the same angle vector for each eigenvalue. Furthermore, a Seidel matrix S can be “switched”
(conjugated by a diagonal matrix of +£1s) so that the angle vector of a simple eigenvalue becomes a
unit eigenvector.

Corollary 4.6. Let S be a Seidel matrix and let X be a simple eigenvalue of S, i.e., with multiplicity
1. Then there exists a Seidel matrix S switching-equivalent to S such that

Sa)\ = )\Oé,\.

Before we introduce compatibility for polynomials, we need the next result. Denote by (M) the
set of simple eigenvalues of M and define the polynomial

Simpy () = [[ (@-N.
AES(M)
Note that Simps(x) is in Z[z].
Lemma 4.7 (cf. [I8, Lemma 4.3]). Let M be an integer symmetric matriz of order n, let {(x) € Z[z]

be a factor of Simps(x), and set q(x) = Minps(z)/€(x). Denote by E the set of zeros of §(x). Then
for alli,j € {1,...,n}, there evists § € {£1}= such that

> aNs(Nan(i)an()) € Z.
AeE
Proof. For each \ € =, denote by uy a unit eigenvector for \. By Theorem 1], we have
g(M) =" g(Nuu].
AeE
The lemma then follows from Lemma 5] together with the fact that ¢(M) is an integer matrix. 0O
By Lemma B4, there is a correspondence between the characteristic polynomial Char i (x)

of a principal submatrix of M and the set of angle vector entries {a)(i) : A € A(M)}. Let
8



f(x) = Quoy,(x) f(x) be a monic integer polynomial that interlaces Charys (z). For each A € A(M),
define the angle a)(f) of f(x) with respect to A as

ox(f) = /L
inj (A)

Note that, since f(z) interlaces Charys(z), we always have f(\)/Min},(\) > 0 when A € A(M).
Furthermore, by Lemma B4, we have a)(Charys)) = (i) for all A € A(M) and i € {1,...,n}.
Now we can introduce the notion of compatibility for polynomials. Let g(z) # f(z) be a monic
integer polynomial that interlaces Charys(z). In view of Lemma 7 given a factor {(z) € Z[z] of
Simpy(x) with zero-set =, we say that the polynomials f(z) and g(x) are {-compatible with respect
to M if there exists § € {£1} such that

(1) > a(N(Nax(Paa(e) € Q, where g(z) = Miny (z)/¢(x).

A€E
If f(z) and g(z) are {-compatible with respect to M for every factor £(z) € Z[x] of Simps(x) then
we say that f(z) and g(z) are compatible with respect to M. When it is clear which matrix
compatibility is taken with respect to, we merely say that f(z) and g(x) are compatible. Note that
our definition of compatibility differs from the corresponding definition in [I8].

We can strengthen the notion of compatibility for Seidel matrices in the following way. Let
q(z) € Z[z] and let S be a Seidel matrix of order n odd. Then, by [16l Lemma 2.1], we have that the
off-diagonal entries of S* are odd for all k > 1. It follows that the parity of each off-diagonal entry
of ¢(9) is equal to the parity of ¢(1) 4+ ¢(0). Let f(x) and g(z) be distinct monic integer polynomials
that interlace Charg(z). Given a factor {(x) € Z[z] of Simg(z) with zero-set =, we say that the
polynomials f(z) and g(z) are ¢-Seidel-compatible with respect to S if there exists § € {£1}=
such that

2) S a(N)6(Nax(Pax(g) = a(1) + g(0)  (mod 2), where g(x) = Ming(x) /().
AeE

If f(z) and g(z) are ¢-Seidel-compatible with respect to S for every factor {(x) € Z[x] of Simg(x)
then we say that f(x) and g(x) are Seidel-compatible with respect to S. For a Seidel matrix S of
order n even, we define Seidel-compatibility just the same as compatibility. That is, f(z) and g(x)
are ¢-Seidel-compatible with respect to S if and only if f(x) and g(x) are {-compatible with respect
to S. For convenience with exposition below, we consider all polynomials to be Seidel-compatible
with themselves.

In the sequel, we use repeatedly the following corollary of Lemma [£7)

Corollary 4.8. Let S be a Seidel matriz of order n. Let X and Y be principal submatrices of S of
order n — 1. Then Charx (z) and Chary (x) are Seidel-compatible.

Proof. If Charx (z) = Chary (z) then we are done. Hence, we suppose that Charx (z) # Chary ().
Note that there exist distinct 4,5 € {1,...,n} such that X = S[i] and Y = S[j]. By definition and
by Lemma 4] we have ay(Charx) = a) (i) and a(Chary ) = ey (j). Let &(z) € Z[z] be a factor of
Simg(x) and let g(z) = Ming(x)/¢(z). By Lemma 7] Charx(x) and Chary (z) are &-compatible
with respect to S and hence, they are compatible with respect to S. If n is even then Charx (z) and
Chary (z) are Seidel-compatible by above definition. Otherwise, if n is odd then, by Lemma 1]
and by the parities of the off-diagonal entries of q(S) (see [16, Lemma 2.1]), there exists § € {+1}=
such that () holds. Therefore, Charx(x) and Chary (z) are Seidel-compatible. O

Empirically, we find that checking compatibility for polynomials in this paper can be quite com-
putationally expensive, since it requires arithmetic in potentially high-degree number fields (as high
as degree 120 over Q). Next we establish some tools that will enable us to more efficiently check
compatibility.

Let M be an integer symmetric matrix and £(x) be an irreducible factor of Simp;(z) having zero-
set 2. Let g(z) = Minps(z)/&(x), A € E, and suppose f(x) = Quo,, (x) f(z) and g(z) = Quo,,(z)g(x)
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are monic integer polynomials that interlace Charys(z). Note that we can write

_ o) NV
Q0 A3 (o (1) = S LA = TS
where §*()\)/ Min’;(\) = 8(\)/| Min;(\)|. Since f(\)/Min’,;(A) = 0 and g(\)/ Min},(\) > 0, we
have fg(A) = f(A\)g(A\) = 0. Thus, the square root of fg(X) is a real number.

Lemma 4.9. Let M be an integer symmetric matriz and £(x) be an irreducible factor of Simps(x)
having zero-set Z. Let f(x) = Quoy,(z)f(x) and g(x) = Quoy(z)g(z) be distinct monic integer
polynomials that interlace Charps(x). Suppose that there exists a polynomial h(z) € Q[z] such that
h2(\) = fg(A) for all \ € 2. Then f(x) and g(x) are £-compatible.

Proof. Let m(x) € Q[z] be the unique polynomial of degree at most |Z| — 1 such that 7(z) = h(x)
mod &(x). For each A € Z, we have that w(\) = h()\) = 6* A/ fg(A\) where 6* € {£1}=. Consider
the |Z| distinct interpolation points (A, w(A)) for A € E. Then we can write 7(z) as the unique
interpolation polynomial in Lagrange form

m(z) = Y m(A\)La(2),
AEE
where, for each A € Z; the polynomial Ly (z) is the Lagrange polynomial
T —p
L = .
NED H py—
HEEN{A}
Let w be the coefficient of /S~ in 7r(:c) and by (IEI) observe that

Z 5/ - Z: fg Z fo(g)

AEE AEE
where ¢(z) = Min(x)/&(z) and 5*(/\)/Min’M()\) = §(\)/|Min’;(N\)| for all A € =. Since w € Q,
the polynomials f(z) and g(z) are {-compatible. O

Let K be the splitting field of £(z) and let Gal(K/Q) be the Galois group of K over Q. The
Galois group Gal(K/Q) acts transitively on =, the set of zeros of £(x). Thus for all A\, u € E, there
exists 0 € Gal(K/Q) such that o(\) = p. We will use this fact in the proof of Proposition .10 and
Lemma

Proposition 4.10. Let M be an integer symmetric matriz and £(x) be an irreducible factor of
Simps(x) having zero-set Z. Let f(xz) = Quoy,(x) f(z) and g(x) = Quoy,(x)g(x) be distinct monic
integer polynomials that interlace Charps(x). Let p(x) be the minimal polynomial of fg(\) over Q
for some X\ € 2 and suppose that p(z?) is reducible over Q. Then f(z) and g(z) are &-compatible.

Proof. Let e be the degree of Q(1/fg(\)) over Q. Note that the minimal polynomial of \/fg())
divides p(z?), which has degree 2 deg p. This implies that e divides 2 deg p and moreover, e < 2deg p
since p(x?) is reducible over Q. On the other hand, e > degp since Q(fg(\)) € Q(+/fg(N)). Tt
follows that e = deg p and thus Q(1/fg(N\)) = Q(fg(A)) € Q(A). Hence, there exists a polynomial
h(z) € Q[z] such that \/fg(A\) = h()), which implies that fg(\) = h?(\). Let u € Z and let K be
the splitting field of {(x). There exists o € Gal(K/Q) such that o(\) = pu. Hence, we obtain

o (fg\) =0 (h*(N) = fg(p) =h*(n).
Therefore, we have h?(\) = fg()\) for all A € = and, by Lemma L9} we conclude that f(x) and g(z)
are £-compatible. O

Proposition EI0 provides us with a more computationally efficient method to show that two
polynomials are compatible. Furthermore, we can also use the above to check Seidel-compatibility.
Indeed, if n is even, there is nothing more to do. For n odd, we can first construct the polynomial h(x)
from the proof of Proposition 10 and the polynomial 7(z) in the proof of Lemma[09 Using @), we
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see that w from the proof of Lemmal[L0 is the same as the left hand side of (2)). Thus, to check Seidel-
compatibility, we can check if w has the same parity as (1) + ¢(0), where g(z) = Miny,(z)/&(x).

Example 4.11. Suppose S is a Seidel matrix with
Charg(z) = (z + 5)**(x — 9)"*(x — 11)*(2* — 21z + 92).
Then we have
Ming(z) = (z +5)(z — 9)(z — 11)(z* — 212 + 92),
Quog(z) = (z + 5)* (z — 9)%(x — 11),
Simg(x) = 2% — 212 4 92.

Let f(z) = z* — 362 + 45422 — 23562 + 4241 and g(z) = z* — 362 + 45422 — 2348z + 4169. Then
f(z) = Quog(x)f(z) and g(x) = Quog(x)g(z) both interlace Charg(x). Let A = (21 —1/73)/2 be
a zero of Simg(x). Then the minimal polynomial of fg()\) is p(z) = 2% — 105212 + 5308416 and
p(z?) = (2? — 123z + 2304) (22 + 123z + 2304). By Proposition EEI0, f(x) and g(x) are compatible.
For h(z) = 9z — 33 we have fg(\) = h?(\). It follows that m(z) = h(z) = 92 — 33 and w = 9.
Finally, since ¢(1) 4+ ¢(0) = 975, where ¢(x) = g{‘lﬁ—jgg = 23 — 1522 — x + 495, we see that f(x) and
g(x) are Seidel-compatible.

Next we develop tools to show that two polynomials are not Seidel-compatible.

Lemma 4.12. Let M be an integer symmetric matriz and &(x) be an irreducible factor of Simps(x)
having zero-set = and splitting field K. Let f(x) = Quoy(x)f(z) and g(z) = Quo,,(z)g(x) be
distinct monic integer polynomials that interlace Charys(x). Let p(z) be the minimal polynomial of
fg(\) over Q for some A\ € Z. Suppose that degp = |Z| and p(z?) is irreducible over Q. Further,

suppose / fg(\) &€ K and q(x) = Miny(x)/&(x). Then, for each § € {£1}=,
> aMsNax(Daxle) €Q = > a(N)d(Nax(flax(e) = 0.

A€E AEE

Proof. Let & € {£1}= such that
Y asNax(Haa(e) € Q,

A€E

i.e., f(z) and g(z) are &-compatible. For any A, 1 € Z there exists o € Gal(K/Q) such that o(\) = p.
Since p (fg(N\)) =0, we obtain p (fg(u)) = 0. Since p(z) is irreducible over Q, we conclude that p is
the minimal polynomial of fg(X\) over Q for all A € =.

Next, for any A € Z we have Q(fg(A)) € Q(N). Since the degree of p(z) is equal to |Z| and
p(x) is the minimal polynomial of fg()\), we have Q(fg(\)) = Q(A). Now suppose that there exist
distinct p, v € E such that fg(u) = fg(v). We can write u = w(fg(p)) for some 7(z) € Q[z], since
Q(fg(p)) = Q(u). Take o € Gal(K/Q) such that o(u) = v, which yields us v = w(fg(v)). However,
this leads us to u = 7w(fg(n)) = 7(fg(v)) = v, which is a contradiction. It follows that

pl) =[] (@ - fg(\).
AEE

Additionally, K is the splitting field of p(z).
Let L be the splitting field of p(x?) over Q, which contains K. We have a tower of fields Q C K C L

where L is Galois over Q so L is Galois over K. Hence, if 0 € Gal(L/K) then o ( fg()\)) is equal
to either \/fg(\) or —/fg(A) for each X € E. Since K/Q is a normal extension, if \/fg(\) does
not belong to K for some A € = then /fg(\) does not belong to K for all A € E.

For a fixed A € E, there exists 0 € Gal(L/K) such that o (\/fg()\)) = —/fg(\). Otherwise,

if \/fg()) is fixed by all elements of Gal(L/K) then /fg(\) € K, which is a contradiction. Using
11




@), we write

6" (N Fg(N)
w = wy where wy = ———5——
é ’ g &
and 6*(\)/ Miny; () = 6(\)/| Min’; (A)| for all A € E. Take any o € Gal(L/K) such that o(w,) =
—w), for some p € Z. Then we can partition the set Z into two sets I} and J_ such that o(wy) = wy
for all A € I and o(wy) = —wy, for all p € I_. This implies that }° o, w, =0and >0\ wyx=w
since o(w) = w. We then apply the same procedure on I, where we take any o € Gal(L/K) such

that o(w,) = —w,, for some p € I;. Since |Z| is finite, after finitely many steps on partitioning I,
we arrive at the last subset Z where the only possible partition is Z, = () and Z_ = Z. Therefore,
we conclude that w =3\ zwx = 0. O

Now we have the following corollary of Lemma [£.12

Corollary 4.13. Let S be a Seidel matriz of order n odd, £(x) be an irreducible factor of Simg(x)
having zero-set =, and let q(x) = Ming(x)/&(x). Let f(z) = Quog(x)f(x) and g(x) = Quog(x)g(zx)
be distinct monic integer polynomials that interlace Charg(z). Let p(x) be the minimal polynomial
of fg(A\) over Q for some X\ € Z. Suppose that degp = |Z| and p(x?) is irreducible over Q. Let G
and H be the Galois groups of p(z) and p(x?) over Q, respectively, and suppose that |G| < |H|. If
q(1) + ¢q(0) is odd then f(x) and g(x) are not Seidel-compatible.

Proof. Let K C L be splitting fields of p(x) and p(x?) over Q, respectively. If K = L then G = H.
Since |G| < |H|, we conclude that K is a proper subfield of L and it follows that /fg(\) is not in
K. Otherwise, if \/fg(\) € K then /fg(\) € K for all A € =, which will imply that K = L. Next,
suppose that f(x) and g(z) are Seidel-compatible. Then, by definition, there exists § € {£1}= such
that
w= Y aNd(Nar(Par(e) = (1) +q(0) (mod 2).
AEE

This implies that w is rational. By Lemma 12 we must have w = 0. Therefore, ¢(1) 4+ ¢(0) is
even. (]

Example 4.14. Suppose S is a Seidel matrix with
Charg(z) = (z 4+ 5)*2(z — 9)"(x — 11)(2? — 23z + 116).

Then we have

Ming(z) = (z + 5)(x — 9)(z — 11)(2? — 23z + 116),

Quog(z) = (z 4+ 5)* (z — 9)'3,

Simg(z) = (z — 11)(z? — 23z + 116).
Let f(x) = 2* — 3823 + 50822 — 2810z + 5363 and g(z) = 2* — 3823 + 50822 — 2802x + 5291. Then
f(z) = Quog(x)f(z) and g(x) = Quog(z)g(x) both interlace Charg(z). Let £(x) = 2% — 23z + 116
be an irreducible factor of Simg(x) and A = (23 — v/65)/2 be a zero of {(x). Then the minimal
polynomial of fg()\) is p(x) = 22 — 11105z + 1433600 and p(z?) is irreducible over Q. Furthermore,
the Galois groups of p(z) and p(z?) are G = Sy and H = Dy, respectively. Hence 2 = |G| < |H| = 8.
Finally, ¢(1)+¢(0) = 975, where g(z) = mnsl®) _ 33 _ 1522 54 495. Therefore, by Corollary Z13]

~ Sims(z)

the polynomials f(z) and g(x) are not Seidel-compatible.

Note that, in Corollary 13| we cannot take the condition |G| < |H| for granted, since for
example, we have the polynomials p1(x) = 2% — 1122 + 272 — 13, pa(r) = 2% — 1423 + 342? — 142+ 1,
and ps3(x) = x* — 142® + 452* — 292 + 4. These polynomials have the property that p;(z?) is
irreducible over Q and the Galois group of p;(x) is isomorphic to that of p;(z?) for each i € {1,2,3}.
Furthermore, the polynomials p;(2?), p2(2?), and p3(2?) have the Galois groups S3, Dy, and Sj,
respectively.
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5. INTERLACING CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIALS

Our main approach for showing that a Seidel matrix S having a certain spectrum does not exist
is to consider the principal submatrices of S and their characteristic polynomials. The next result
is a condition on the sum of the characteristic polynomials of principal submatrices of a matrix.

Theorem 5.1 (|36, Page 116]). Let M be a real symmetric matriz of order n. Then
(4) > Charyyp(x) = Char)(z).
i=1

Since every Seidel matrix S of order n has zero trace and the trace of S? is n(n — 1), we have the
following.

Lemma 5.2 ([19, Lemma 5.4]). Let S be a Seidel matriz of order n. Suppose S has minimal
polynomial Ming(z) = > ¢_, a;z®"". Then, for all j € {1,...,n},

e—1
Charg; () = Quog(z) Z bixt 17t
i=0

where bg =1,by = a1, ba=as+n—1, and b, € Z fori € {3,...,e — 1}.

Let p(z) € Z[z] be a monic totally-real polynomial of degree n and suppose S is a Seidel matrix
such that Charg(z) = p(x). By Lemmal5.2] for each i € {1,...,n}, we have Chargp;(z) = Quog(x)-
f(z) for some polynomial f(x) = :;01 biz® 1t where bg = 1, by = a1, and by = az +n — 1. We
want to find an exhaustive list of all possibilities for the polynomial Chargp; ().

Define the polynomial Rad(p, z) derived from p(z) as

_ p(z)
Red: ) = o). @)
Note that Ming(z) = Rad(p, z) and Quog(x) = ged(p(z), p'(x)).

By Lemma[3.2] the polynomial Chargp;(x — 1) is weakly type 2 and is type 2 if n — 1 is even. By
Lemma B3] the polynomial f(z — 1) is also weakly type 2 and is type 2 if n — 1 is even. Thus, we
need to find all totally-real, integer polynomials f(x) = Z:;é bz~ 1t with the following properties:

(1) boil, b1:a1, b2:a2+n71,

(ii) f(z) interlaces Rad(p, z),
(i) f(xz — 1) is weakly type 2 and is type 2 if n — 1 is even,
(iv) ged(p(z),p'(x)) - f(z) is in a congruence class of P17, if n — 1 is odd. (See Remark [3.5])
Let F' be the set of polynomials satisfying these properties. Each polynomial in the set

§ = {gcd(p(z),p'(2)) - f(x) : f(z) € F}
is called an interlacing characteristic polynomial for p(z). In many of the lemmas below, we

will need to find all the interlacing characteristic polynomials of certain polynomials. To do this, we
employ the polynomial generation algorithm of [I8] Section 2.3] to construct §.

Lemma 5.3. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S whose characteristic polynomial is equal to any
of the polynomials in B (from Lemmal38).

Proof. Both polynomials in B do not have any interlacing characteristic polynomials. (I

The coefficient vector of a polynomial h(z) = Z?:_ol cix™ 17t of degree n — 1 is defined to
be the (row) vector (co,c1,...,¢n—1). Given a set H of polynomials each of degree n — 1, the
coefficient matrix A(H) is defined as the |H| x n matrix whose rows are the coefficient vectors for
each polynomial in H. We write x > 0 to indicate that all entries of the vector x are nonnegative.
The polynomial equation () can be viewed as a linear system: x" A = b, where x > 0. Indeed,
for a real symmetric matrix M of order n, let X = {Chary;)(z) : ¢ € {1,...,n}} and let x be the
vector indexed by elements of X such that the entry indexed by p(x) € X equals the cardinality
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of the set {7 € {1,...,n} : Charyy(z) = p(z)}. If A= A(X) is the coefficient matrix for the
polynomials in X and b is the coefficient vector for Chary;(z), then (@) becomes xTA = bT.

Farkas’ Lemma (see [10] or [I8, Theorem 4.1]) allows us to demonstrate that there is no vector
x > 0 satisfying x"A = b", by finding a vector y € R™ such that Ay > 0 and y'b < 0. We call
such a vector y a certificate of infeasibility for the linear system x'A = b", x > 0. Note that
one can find certificates of infeasibility using linear programming techniques.

Consider the set § of interlacing characteristic polynomials for p(z). By Theorem Bl if there
exists a Seidel matrix S such that Charg(z) = p(x) then there exist nonnegative integers n; for each
f(x) € § such that

(5) > @) =9 (@)
f(z)€F

Let n be the vector indexed by § whose f(x)-entry is n, for each f(x) € § and let A = A(F). Then
n > 0 is a solution to the linear system nTA = bT where b is the coefficient vector for p’(z). We
call the vector n an interlacing configuration for §. Thus, to show that no Seidel matrix S exists
having Charg(z) = p(z), it suffices to show that there does not exist an interlacing configuration for
§. Hence, it suffices to provide a certificate of infeasibility ¢ for the linear system above. We call ¢
a certificate of infeasibility for p(z).

Lemma 5.4. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S whose characteristic polynomial is equal to any
of the polynomials in Table[2.

Proof. Each polynomial in Table @2 has a certificate of infeasibility listed in Table [Bl O

Most of the computation time used in this paper was dedicated to finding the interlacing char-
acteristic polynomials in order to prove Lemma .4l We make the following remark about the
computation time taken for Lemma 5.4

Remark 5.5. The total time to compute the interlacing characteristic polynomials for each of the
164 polynomials of Table [2] took about 6 hours and 17 minutes. The time taken varied dramatically
for the 164 polynomials. As we can see in Figure [l there are six outliers, which correspond to
the indices 65, 87, 88, 90, 101, and 112 in Table The vast majority of the computation time
was spent on finding the interlacing characteristic polynomials for these six candidate characteristic
polynomials.

Suppose the linear system nTA = b" has at least one nonnegative real solution. Then a subset
20 C § is called a warranted subset of interlacing characteristic polynomials if there is no nonnega-
tive solution n to the subsystem n" B = b", where the matrix B is obtained from A by removing the
rows corresponding to the polynomials in 20. If 20 consists of a single polynomial w(z) then we call
w(z) a warranted interlacing characteristic polynomial. Equivalently, an interlacing characteristic
polynomial to(z) € § is called warranted if the ro(x)-entry of every interlacing configuration for § is
positive. We can show that 20 C § is warranted by providing a certificate of infeasibility ¢ for F\20.
We call such a c a certificate of warranty for the subset 2J. Equivalently, the entries of Ac that
correspond to 2 are negative, while the rest of the entries of Ac, which correspond to the entries
of Bc, are nonnegative.

Once we have a warranted subset of interlacing characteristic polynomials 2 C §, we know
that, for any interlacing configuration n for §, the entry ny > 1 for some f € 20. Furthermore, by
Corollary .8, if nj > 0 then f must be Seidel-compatible with some polynomials in the warranted
subset 9. Let € C § be the subset of polynomials that are Seidel-compatible with at least one
polynomial from 28. Instead of looking for solutions to (&l), we need only restrict our attention to
solving the system

(6) > np-f(z) =p'().
fec

Similar to the above, to show that no Seidel matrix S exists having Charg(xz) = p(z), such that
2 is a warranted subset of interlacing characteristic polynomials for p(x), it suffices to provide a
14
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FIGURE 5. A bar chart to display the time taken to compute the interlacing char-
acteristic polynomial for each of the 164 polynomials in Lemma [5.4]

certificate of infeasibility ¢ for the linear system (@). We call ¢ a certificate of infeasibility for
p(z) with respect to 2.

Given a putative characteristic polynomial for a Seidel matrix, we first find its interlacing charac-
teristic polynomials. If no certificate of infeasibility exists, then we look for warranted polynomials
or warranted subsets consisting of two polynomials. We find warranted subsets by removing them
from the set of interlacing characteristic polynomials and then finding a certificate of infeasibility
for the remaining subset of interlacing characteristic polynomials.

Lemma 5.6. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S whose characteristic polynomial is equal to any
of the 11 polynomials in Table[])

Proof. For each polynomial p(z) in Table @] the corresponding linear system has at least one non-
negative real solution. In Table Bl we list two warranted interlacing characteristic polynomials f(x)
and g(x) for each p(x) and their certificates of warranty. However, for each p(z) we have that f(x)
is not Seidel-compatible with g(x), which contradicts Corollary A8 (]

The computations required in Lemma (to compute the interlacing characteristic polynomials
and check Seidel-compatibility) take about 2 minutes and 5 seconds in total.

Lemma 5.7. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S whose characteristic polynomial is equal to any
of the eight polynomials in Table [Q.

Proof. For each polynomial in Table [6 there exists a warranted polynomial f(x), listed in Table [1]

together with its certificate of warranty. Next we find all interlacing characteristic polynomials that

are Seidel-compatible with f(z) and we find that there is no solution to (@). The Seidel-compatible

interlacing characteristic polynomials and the certificate of infeasibility with respect to f(z) are listed

in Table 8 O
15



The computations required in Lemma [5.7] (to compute the interlacing characteristic polynomials
and Seidel-compatible subsets) take about 2 minutes and 16 seconds in total.

In the remainder of this paper we are solely occupied with ruling out the remaining set C of 8
polynomials from Lemma The total time required to compute the interlacing characteristic
polynomials and Seidel-compatible subsets for the remainder of this paper’s results takes less than
five minutes on a modern PC.

Lemma 5.8. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z +5)*(z — 9)3(z — 11)%(2? — 21z + 92).
Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z + 5)%%*(x — 9)**(x — 11)%(2? — 21z + 92).
There are 51 interlacing characteristic polynomials and the set
{(z+5)3(x — 9)'%(x — 11) (2" — 362> 4 4542 — 23562 + 4241),
(z +5)3 (x — 92 (z — 11)*(2® — 2522 + 1792 — 379)}.

is warranted with certificate (—17507602, 0,0, —9281, —1031). From the 51 interlacing characteristic
polynomials, we keep only those polynomials that are Seidel-compatible with at least one of the
polynomials in the set above. As a result, we are left with five polynomials:

fi(x) = (x +5)3 (z — 9)2(x — 11)(2* — 362> + 4542% — 2364 + 4281),
fo(2) = (z +5)3 (x — 9)'2(x — 11) (2 — 362> 4 4542 — 23562 + 4241),
f3(2) = (z +5)3 (x — 9) 2 (z — 11)*(2® — 2522 + 179z — 379),

fa(2) = (x +5)3 (x — 9" (x — 11)(2? — 182 4 49),

f5(2) = (x +5)3(x — 3)(x — 9)'3(x — 11)(2* — 242 + 139).

These five polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible and we find that there are seven possible
interlacing configurations (ny, , nj,, Ny, Njy s Ny ):

(2’ 437 ]" 37 0)’ (67 34’ 77 2’ 0)7 (6’ 37’ 4’ 1’ 1)7 (6’ 40’ 1’ 07 2)7
(10,25,13,1,0), (10, 28, 10,0, 1), (14, 16, 19, 0, 0).

Let (A1,...,As5) = ((21 — V/73)/2, (21 + V/73)/2,11,-5,9) be a 5-tuple of the five distinct eigenval-
ues of S. Firstly, we compute the following angles

a3 (h) o3, (h) o3, (h) (949 + 1071/73) /97236 (949 — 107+/73)/97236  1/9

a3 (F2) o3,(f2) o3, (f2) (803 — 29+/73)/48618 (803 +29+/73)/48618  1/36

a3 (fs) o3,(fs) o3,(fa)| = | (511 —5+/73)/16206 (511 + 5v/73),/16206 0

a3, (fa) a3, (fa) o3, (fa) (3869 + 3851/73) /48618 (3869 — 3851/73)/48618 7/36

af, (fs) o3,(fs) o3, (fs) (6059 + 4271/73) /48618 (6059 — 427+/73) /48618  1/9
Note that

(S +5I)(S —9) =

-1 1
83 27\/ﬁ a4 B QNﬁWT \ 39P,,

where u and v are unit eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues A1 and Ao, respectively and
Py, is the orthogonal projection onto £(A3). Clearly, the matrix (S +51)(S —9I) must be an integer
matrix. For each of the seven possible interlacing configurations (ny, ,ns,, ns,, n4,, s, ), we observe
that both nj, and nj, are positive, while we also have that ay,(f3) = 0. Suppose that the interlacing
configuration is one of the seven possibilities. Let i,j € {1,...,49} such that Chargp(x) = f2(7)
and Chargp;)(z) = f3(x). Since ay,(f3) = 0, by Lemma 4.5 we obtain

<wml(f2)a,\l (F3) & MO% (F2)an, (f3)> '
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However, the right hand side of () is equal to either +651/73/219 or +11/3. This contradicts the
condition that (S + 5I)(S — 9I) is an integer matrix. O

6. ANGLE VECTORS WITH ENTRIES EQUAL TO 0

Before we can rule out the remaining seven polynomials from Lemma [3.6, we need to introduce
some extra tools. We use O and J to denote the zero matrix and all-ones matrix respectively, the
dimensions of these matrices should be clear from the context. We will write J, to denote the

all-ones matrix of order n. Let M be a real symmetric matrix of order n. For k € {1,...,n} and a
subset {i1,...,4k} C {1,...,n}, denote by M[iy,...,4x] the principal submatrix of M obtained by
deleting its rows and columns indexed by the set {i1,...,ix}.

Lemma 6.1. Let M be a real symmetric matriz of order n with eigenvalue \. Let vi,..., V., be

linearly independent \-eigenvectors of M and let k < n be a positive integer. Suppose that v;(i) =0
forallie {1,...,k} and for all j € {1,...,m}. Foreachj € {1,...,m}, remove the first k entries of
v to obtain the vector vi. Then vi,... vy, are linearly independent A-eigenvectors of the principal
submatriz M[1,... k].

Proof. Clearly, the vectors vi,..., v} retain linear independence from vi,...,v,,. Let N be the

n X m matrix whose ith column is v; and let N* be the (n — k) x m matrix whose ith column is v;.
Observe that, we have M N = AN. Furthermore, writing M and N as block matrices yields

o A B 0 BN*
v === [ 2l (9] = Lo e
It follows that M[1,...,k]N* = AN*, as required. O

Combining Lemma 4] 4.5 and [6.T] we have the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let M be a real symmetric matriz of order n with eigenvalue \ of multiplicity m.
Suppose there exists a k-subset T of {1,...,n} such that for each i € T, the principal submatriz M|i]
has an eigenvalue X of multiplicity m or m + 1. Then M has a principal submatriz of order n — k
with eigenvalue \ of multiplicity at least m.

Proof. If for some ¢ € {1,...,n}, the principal submatrix M [i] has eigenvalue A of multiplicity m or
m + 1, then we have the corresponding angle «) (i) = 0 by Lemma 4 Without loss of generality,
suppose that Z={n —k +1,...,n}. For each i € Z, the principal submatrix M[i] has eigenvalue A

of multiplicity m or m + 1. Let uj,ua,...,u,, be an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace £(\). By
Lemma (.5 we have that

m

> i) =03() =0 = w(i) =uy(i) = =up(i) =0

j=1
for all i € Z. Let uf, u}, ..., u’, € R** be vectors such that for all i € {1,...,n — k} and
j €{1,...,m}, we have u}(i) = u;(i). By Lemma [6.1] the vectors uj, u3, ..., u;, are linearly

independent A-eigenvectors of the principal submatrix M* = M([n — k + 1,...,n]. Therefore, the
principal submatrix M* has eigenvalue A of multiplicity at least m. (I

Lemma 6.3. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z + 5)*%*(x — 7)(z — 9" (z — 12)(x — 15).

Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z + 5)%%(z — 7)(z — 9" (z — 12)(x — 15).

There are 36 interlacing characteristic polynomials and one of them is warranted:

f(x) = (x4 5)%(z — 7)(z — 9)*3(2® — 3122 + 2912 — 757)
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with certificate of warranty (—60980320, 0,0, —26357, —2396). Out of the 36 interlacing characteristic
polynomials, only three are Seidel-compatible with f(z):

f1(z) = (z +5)3 (x — 7)(x — 9)'3(z — 15)(2? — 162 + 51),
fo(x) = (z +5)* (x — 7)(z — 9)*3(2® — 312* + 291z — 757),
f3(2) = (z +5)3 (x — 9) (2 — 2922 + 2472 — 531).

These three polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible and we find that there is only one possible
interlacing configuration (ng,,ng,,n,) = (9,36,4). By Lemma [6.2] we conclude that there exists a
Seidel matrix S of order 4 with eigenvalue 7. This is a contradiction since tr S? = 12 < 72. O

Lemma 6.4. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z 4+ 5)**(z — 7)(z — 8)(z — 9)**(z — 11)?(x — 15).
Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z 4+ 5)**(z — 7)(z — 8)(z — 9)*?(z — 11)%*(x — 15).
There are 56 interlacing characteristic polynomials and the set
{(z 4+ 53 (x = 7)(z — 9 (x — 11)(z* — 3823 + 51222 — 2874 + 5583),
(z+5)* (x — 9)" (z — 11)(2” — 45x* + 7782" — 64422” + 25397z — 37673)}.

is warranted with certificate (—114666126726,0,0, —29336361, —3575825, —437857). From the 56
interlacing characteristic polynomials, we keep only those polynomials that are Seidel-compatible
with at least one of the polynomials in the set above. As a result, we are left with eight polynomials:

z—9)2(z — 11)(z — 15)(2® — 14z + 41),

() =(z+5)" (z—17)
fo(x) = (x +5)* (z = 7)
f3(2) = (z +5)3 (x — 9)'2(z — 11)(a* — 362> 4 4542 — 2364z + 4201)
fa(z) = (2 +5)3 (z — 9)'2(z — 11)(z* — 362> + 4542 — 23562 + 4129),
f5(2) = (x +5)3 (x — 9 (z — 11)(a® — 452" 4 7782 — 644222 + 25397z — 37673),
() = ( )7 ( ) ( )
() =(z+5)" (z - 1) (
() = ( ) (@ —9)

For these eight polynomials, there is only one possible interlacing configuration (ny, , n,, ..., nj,) =
(0,42,0,0,0,0,1,6). The three polynomials that correspond to the nonzero entries in the interlacing
conﬁguratlon are pairwise Seidel-compatible. By Lemma [6.2] we conclude that there exists a Seidel
matrix S of order 6 with eigenvalue 7. This is a contradiction since tr 52 = 30 < 49 = 72. O

Lemma 6.5. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z + 5)*%(x — 7)%(z — 8)(z — 9)%(x — 11)?(z — 13)%
Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z 4 5)**(x — 7)*(z — 8)(z — 9)*°(x — 11)*(z — 13)°.
There are 17 interlacing characteristic polynomials and one of them is warranted:

(x+5)3 (x —7)%(x — 9)°(x — 11)*(z — 13) (2> — 252 + 1912 — 439)



with certificate of warranty (—1368582672, 0,0, —369129, —41014, —4558). Using Seidel-compatibility,
we reduce from 17 to eight polynomials:

f1(x) =(z 4+ 53 (x — 7)(x — 9)°(x — 11)(x — 13)(z® — 432" 4 7182% — 580222 4 22577z — 33547),
fo(z) =(x + 5% (z — 7)%(x — 9)%(x — 11)*(x — 13)(2® — 2522 + 191z — 439),

f3(x) =(z 4+ 5% (z — 7)(z — 9)(x — 11)(z — 13) (2" — 342> + 4122 — 2086 + 3659),

fa(z) =(x + 5% (z — 7)%(x — 9)%(x — 11)%(z — 13)(2® — 2522 + 191z — 431),

f5(x) =(z 4+ 53 (z — 7)(z — 9)(x — 11)(z — 13) (2 — 3423 + 4122 — 2078z + 3571),

fo(2) =(x +5)* (x — 7)(z — 9)(x — 11)*(z — 13)(2?® — 122 + 31)(z* — 202 + 95),

f7(x) =(z 4+ 5)* (x — 7)(z — 9)°(x — 11)*(z — 13)(2® — 2322 + 1592 — 321),

fs(z) =(x +5)* (z — 7)(x — 9)(x — 11)*(x — 13)(z® — 232% + 159z — 313).

These eight polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible and we find that there are 193 possible
interlacing configurations. Furthermore, each interlacing configuration (nj,,ny,,...,ns,) has the
property that nj, + ng, + nj; + ngs, + nj, = 33. By Lemma [6.2] we conclude that there exists a
Seidel matrix S of order 16 with eigenvalue 11 of multiplicity at least 2. This is a contradiction since
trS2 =16-15 = 240 < 242 = 2- 112, O

7. COMMON INTERLACING AND MATRICES WITH TWO SIMPLE EIGENVALUES

Let M be a real symmetric matrix of order n. It follows immediately from Lemma (Cauchy’s
interlacing theorem) that, for all i,j € {1,...,n}, the polynomial Chary; ;j(z) interlaces both
Charppj () and Charppj(x). This seemingly innocuous proposition can be leveraged to help us
rule out two of the candidate characteristic polynomials from Lemma See Lemma [Z.1] and
Lemma R3]

Lemma 7.1. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z 4+ 5)*?(z — 4)(z — 9)'%(x — 11)°.

Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z + 5)**(z — 4)(z — 9)"°(z — 11)°.

There are five interlacing characteristic polynomials and one of them is warranted:
(. +5)3 (= 5)(x — 9)%(x — 11)°(2? — 14z + 37)

with certificate of warranty (11984, 0,0,67). Using Seidel-compatibility, we reduce from five to two
polynomials:

fi(x) = (z+5)* (x — 7)(x — 9)?(z — 11)°(2® — 122 + 23),
fo(2) = (z +5)3 (x — 5)(x — 9)%(x — 11)°(2® — 14z + 37).
We find that there is only one possible interlacing configuration (7,42).

The polynomial fo(x) has 28 interlacing characteristic polynomials. We find a warranted inter-
lacing characteristic polynomial of fo(x):

(x +5)%(z — 9)%(x — 11)*(z? — 162 + 59)(2® — 1822 + 91z — 134)
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with certificate of warranty (—632673042, 0,0, —330026, —37186, —4649). Using Seidel-compatibility,

we reduce from 28 to seven polynomials:
foa(z) = (x +5)*°(z — 3)(z — 5)*(z — 9)%(x — 10)(z — 11)°,
x—6)(x—9)%(x — 11)*(2? — 142 4 37)?,

fo,2(2) = (z +5)*(z - 6)

fos(x) = (2 4+ 5)*°(z — 9)%(z — 11)*(2? — 162 + 59) (x> — 1827 4 91z — 134),
fo.a(z) = (x +5)*°(z = 3)(x — 7)(x — 9)%(z — 11)°(2? — 132 + 34),

fos5(z) = (x4 5)3%(x — 9)%(z — 11)*(2? — 122 + 23)(2® — 2222 4 151z — 318),
fo.6(7) = (. +5)*°(z — 7)(x — 9)%(x — 11)*(2* — 2723 + 2492 — 889z + 978),
for(z) = (x4 5)%(x — 5)(z — 9)°(x — 11)*(z® — 202% 4 1132 — 142).

These seven polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible and we find that there are 16 possible
interlacing configurations (nj, ,,...,nj,,):

(0,16,27,2,1,2,0),(0,19,24,2,0,2,1), (2,14,27,1,3,1,0), (2,17,24,1,2,1,1),
(2,20,21,1,1,1,2),(2,22,18,1,0,5,0), (2,23,18,1,0, 1,3), (4, 12,27,0,5,0,0
(4,15,24,0,4,0,1), (4,18,21,0,3,0,2), (4,20, 18,0, 2, 4,0), (4,21, 18,0, 2,0, 3
(4,23,15,0,1,4,1), (4,24,15,0,1,0,4), (4,26,12,0,0,4, 2), (4,27,12,0,0,0, 5).

)
);
);
)

Furthermore, only f2 5(x), f2,6(), and f2,7(x) interlace both f; (x) and f2(x). Suppose (nf, ,, ..., ", )
is an interlacing configuration for f2(x). It follows that ny, ; +nyg, s +nys, , > 7 since there is only one

possible interlacing configuration (7,42) for Charg(x). However, each of the 16 possible interlacing
configurations above satisfies ny, ; + nf, ; + ny,, < 7, which is a contradiction. O

Next we provide a result for matrices that have two simple eigenvalues that will help us eliminate
some potential interlacing configurations. We denote Schur (Hadamard, or entrywise) multiplication
for two vectors v and w as vow.

Lemma 7.2. Let M be an integer symmetric matrix of order n. Suppose A and p are simple
eigenvalues of M such that (x — X\)(z — p) € Zx] is irreducible. Set

q(x) = H (x —v).
veA(M)
vE{Au}

Suppose that May = Ay and all entries of the matriz 2q(N\)aya are in R\Z. Then there exists
a unique 6 € {£1}" such that §(1) =1 and
g(Nanal +q(p) (3o ay)(doay)

is an integer matriz. Furthermore, § o v, is a p-eigenvector of M and, for all i,j € {1,...,n} such
that ax (i) = ax(j), we have 8(i) = 8(5).
Proof. Set

W(8) = (N ana + q(u)(8 0 ) (8 0 ).
Clearly there must exist § € {£1}" such that §(1) = 1 and ¥(d) = ¢(M) is an integer matrix.
Indeed, take 6 = §p € {£1}" such that dp(1) = 1 and dp o o, is a unit eigenvector for p. It remains
to show that such 4 is unique.

Suppose that 87 € {£1}" satisfies 4;(1) = 1 and ¥(d;) = ¢(M) is an integer matrix where
81(j) # d0(4) for some j > 1. Then, by considering the entry (1, j) of ¥(d), we conclude that both

g(Nax(Den(j) + q(p)e, (Ve (4) € Z,

which is not possible since each entry of the matrix 2¢(A\)aa] is not an integer.
20



Let K = Q()) be the splitting field of (x — \)(x — p). Take o € Gal(K/Q) such that o(p) = v.
Let 4,5 € {1,...,n} such that a» (i) = ax(j). By Lemma [£4] we have

IOV /10
Miny;(A)  Min’, (X))’

Applying the automorphism ¢ and using Lemma 4] again yields o, (i) = a,(j). Suppose, to the
contrary, that §(i) # d(j) then 8(i) + d(j) = 0. It follows that

U(0)1i+ W (d)1; = 2q(N)or(1)ax(i)
is an integer, which is a contradiction. Therefore, we have d(i) = d(j), as required. O

We use Lemma in the subsequent nonexistence results. One important utility of Lemma [7.2]
as shown in the forthcoming proofs, is that it allows us to exhaustively check for all possibilities for

é.
Lemma 7.3. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z 4+ 5)*?(z — 7)(z — 9)'°(x — 11)*(2* — 192 + 76).
Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z + 5)**(z — 7)(z — 9)*°(x — 11)*(2* — 192 + 76).
There are 99 interlacing characteristic polynomials and one of them is warranted:
(x+5)3 (x —7)(x —9)°(x — 11)3(2* — 342> + 4082* — 20302 + 3543)

with certificate of warranty (0, 0,0, —31002, —10684, —1527). Using Seidel-compatibility, we reduce
from 99 to five polynomials:

fi(x) = (x +5)*(x = 7)(x — 9)°(x — 11)3(2* — 342> + 4082% — 20302 + 3543),
fo(2) = (x +5)3 (x — 9)°(x — 11)3(2* — 162 + 59)(2® — 252% + 187z — 411),
fa(x) = (x +5)3(z — 7)(z — 9)°(x — 11)3(z* — 342> + 4082% — 2022z + 3455),
fa(z) = (x +5)3 (x — 9 (z — 11)*(2® — 2322 + 1512 — 289),

f5(x) = (x +5)* (z — 7)%*(x — 9)(x — 11)*(2® — 162 + 43).

These five polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible and we find that there are two possible inter-
lacing configurations (ng,, ns,, ns,, n4,, 05, ): (24,12,6,0,7) and (27,11,2,1,8).

Let (A1, ...,A6) = ((19 — V/57)/2, (19 + V/57) /2, —5,7,9,11) be a 6-tuple of the six distinct eigen-
values of S. Firstly, we compute the following angles

a3 (h) o3, () (323 ++/57)/39102 (323 — /57)/39102
a3 (f2) a3, (f2) (437 — 39v/57)/52136 (437 + 39+/57) /52136
o3, (F3) o3, (Fs)| = | (589 + 22+/57)/19551 (589 — 221/57)/19551
a3 (fa) o3, (1) (95 + 11v/57)/3192 (95 — 11/57)/3192
a3, (fs) o, (Fs) (969 + 3v/57)/13034 (969 — 3/57)/13034

By Corollary 4.6, without loss of generality, we can assume that «y, is an eigenvector for S with
eigenvalue ;. Using the angles calculated above, we can check that 2(A; +5)(A\ — 7)(A1 — 9) (A1 —
11)ay, @], does not contain any element in Z. By Lemma [Z2 there exists § € {£1}*? such that
8(1) = 1 and ay, is orthogonal to & o ary,. Furthermore, instead of checking 2%® possibilities for
8, we need only check 24 possibilities for §. However, we find that for the two possible interlacing
configurations (24,12,6,0,7) and (27,11,2,1,8) there does not exist a § € {£1}* such that a, is
orthogonal to § o av),, which contradicts Lemma (]

21



8. EULER GRAPHS

In this section, we introduce one last tool that will enable us to dispose of the last two remaining
polynomials from Lemma[B.6 Let S be a Seidel matrix and denote by I'(S) the underlying graph
of S: the graph whose adjacency matrix is given by (J — I — S)/2. The switching class of S is
defined as the set consisting of all underlying graphs I'(DSD) where D is a diagonal matrix with
entries in {£1}. An Euler graph is a graph all of whose vertices have even degree. Seidel [32]
showed that if n is odd then there is precisely one Euler graph in the switching class of S. Let m
be a positive integer. If A and B are integer matrices of the same size, then A =, B indicates that,
for all ¢ and j, the (i, j)-entry of A is congruent to the (i, j)-entry of B modulo m.

Lemma 8.1. Let S be a Seidel matrix of order n odd. Let \, u, and v be integers with A\ and p
odd. Then the underlying graph of S is the unique Euler graph contained in the switching class of S
if and only if

(S—=AD(S —pul) =4 (n—2—X—p)J and
(S=A)(S —pul)(S—vI) =4 (n—2—X—p)(n—1—1v)J.
Proof. Let S = J — I —2A. Expanding (S — A )(S — puI), we obtain
(S—AD(S —pul)=(n—2- A=) J + A+ D) (p+ DI +2\+pu+2)A+4A4% —2(JA+ AJ).
Since A and i are odd, it follows that
(8) (S—AI)(S — pl) =4(n —2— X — p)J — 2(JA+ AJ).

Suppose the underlying graph of S is the unique Euler graph contained in the switching class of S.
Note that JA =9 AJ =4 O, since A is the adjacency matrix of an Euler graph. Then from (&), it is
clear that

(S —=A)(S — pI) =4(n—2 - X —p)J.
Therefore,
(S=ADS —pu)(S—vD) =4 (n—2—-X—p)J(J—(v+1)I —24)
=i (n—2-X—pu)(J?* = (v+1)J —2JA)
(

=tn=-2-A—pn—-1-v)J
Conversely, suppose that
9) (S=ADS —pl)=4(n—2-X—p)J
(10) (S=ADNS —puH(S—vl)=4(n—-2-A—p)(n—1—v)J.

From (@), we have
(S=AD)S —u)(S—v)=4(n—2-A—p)n—1—-v)J —2(n—2—-X—p)JA.
Combining with ([I0), we obtain
2n—2-A—pJA=,0 = (n—-2-A—pu)JA=0

Since n, A, and p are all odd, n — 2 — XA — p is also odd. It follows that JA =5 O and therefore, the
underlying graph of S is an Euler graph, which is unique in the switching class of S. (I

Lemma 8.2. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z + 5)%%(x — 9)'?(x — 11)*(2? — 192 + 72).
Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial

Charg(z) = (z + 5)%%(x — 9)'?(x — 11)*(2? — 192 + 72).



There are 53 interlacing characteristic polynomials for Charg(z), two of which are f3(z) and f4(x):
f3(2) = (z +5)3 (x — 9" (z — 11)%(2* — 342 + 4042? — 19662 + 3323),
fa(x) = (x +5)3 (z — 9)" (z — 11)(2? — 342> + 4042% — 19662 + 3339).

The set {f3(z),fs(x)} is warranted with certificate (—37937620, 0, 0, —29081, —5816). However,
fs(z) and f4(x) are not Seidel-compatible. Hence we can consider Seidel-compatibility with f3(x)
and f4(z) separately. From the 53 interlacing characteristic polynomials Charg(z), only three are
Seidel-compatible with f5(z):

f3(2) = (z +5)* (x — 9 (z — 11)%(2* — 342° + 4042 — 19662 + 3323),
fio(x) = (x 4+ 5% (x — 9 (x — 11)3(2® — 2322 + 1512 — 297),
far(x) = (2 4+ 5% (z — 9 (x — 11)*(z — 13)(2® — 212% + 131z — 215).

These three polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible but we find that there is only one possible
solution to (@): (91/2,1,5/2), which is a contradiction. On the other hand, only four out of the 53
polynomials are Seidel-compatible with f4(x):

f1(z) = (x +5)3 (x — 9" (z — 11)%(2* — 342® + 4042% — 1966 + 3291),
fa(z) = (. +5)3 (x — 9 (z — 11)%(2* — 342° + 4042” — 19662 + 3339),
fos(x) = (2 4+ 5% (x — 9 (x — 11)%(z* — 342> + 4042 — 1942z + 3075),
faa(x) = ( +5)* (z — 3)(z — 7)(z — 9 (z — 11)*(x — 13).

These four polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible and we find that there are two possible
interlacing configurations (ny, , 7, N,y Nfsy ) (16,28,4,1) and (17,28,0,4).

Let (A1,...,A5) = ((19 — V/73)/2, (19 + v/73)/2,11, —5,9) be a 5-tuple of the five distinct eigen-
values of S. Firstly, we compute the following angles

a3, (1) a3, (f1) o3, (1) (219 + 231/73)/14016 (219 — 23+/73)/14016  1/8
o3 (fa) o3, (fa)  o3,(Fa) | _ | (803 —65v/73)/56064 (803 + 651/73)/56064 1/32
a3 (faa) 03, (F24) a3 (F2a)| — | (3723 + 71/73)/56064 (3723 — 71+/73)/56064 1/32
a3, (fs2) X, (Fs2) a3, (fs2) (73 + \/73)/876 (73 — V/73)/876 0

By Corollary 6] without loss of generality, we can assume that ay, is an eigenvector for S with
eigenvalue A;. Using the angles calculated above, we can check that 2(A1 +5)(A —9)(A\1 —11)axy, af\l
does not contain any element in Z. By Lemma [[.2 there exists § € {£1}% such that §(1) = 1
and a, is orthogonal to & o aty,. Furthermore, instead of checking 2% possibilities for §, we need
only check 23 possibilities for . We find that, out of the two possible interlacing configurations
(16,28,4,1) and (17,28,0,4), for only (16,28, 4, 1) does there exist a & € {+1}* such that §(1) =1
and ay, is orthogonal to § o ay,. Furthermore, this § is unique.

Suppose S has interlacing configuration (ng,, ng,, nf,,, Ny, ) = (16,28,4,1). Let 7y = {1,...,16},
Iy = {17,...,44}, Toy = {45,...,48}, and Z3o = {49} and fix the ordering such that ay,(j) =
ay, (fi) for each i € {1,...,5} and each j € Zy. Suppose we switch S to S, such that the underlying
graph of S, is the unique Euler graph contained in the switching class of S. Let T, = (S +51)(S. —
9I)(S. — 111) and by Lemma [B1] we have T, =4 3J. We find that there exists an € € {+1}1° such
that €(1) = 1 and

7Je —J —13J -=9J
—J TJg —=5J 15J

—-13J —=5J 31Jys 3J |’
-9J 15J 3J 39

T.=n(eoay,)(eoay,) +7(ecdoar,)(ecdoay,)’ =

where 7 = 3(157 — /73)/2 and 77 = 3(157 + +/73)/2. Furthermore, such an € is unique. Indeed, any

diagonal {£1}-matrix D satisfying DT.D =4 T, is either 1. Set u = €o ), and v =€0d o ay,.

Let a = (a1,...,a49)T, b = (b1,...,bs9)T, and ¢ = (c1,...,c49)T be an orthonormal basis for the
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eigenspace £(\3). By Lemma 5 the entries a;, b;, and ¢; satisfy a? + b? + ¢? = 1/8 for all i € T,
a? +b?+c?=1/32for all i € Ty UZsy4, and ag9 = byg = c49 = 0. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(11) (a? + b2 + c?)(a? + b? + c?) > (a;a; +bib; + cicj)2
for all i,5 € {1,...,49}. Now, by Lemma [8T]

(Sc 4+ 5I)(S. —9I) = 2(17 —5V73)uu’ + 2(17 + 5V73)vvT + 32P),

—-Jis J J 3J

_ J  2J —4J 3J T T T —
= J o _4J 2J, —9J +32(aa’ +bb' +cc’) =4 3J.

3J 3J -=9J 3
From (IIJ), we have
—4 < 32(aa; + bib; + cicj) < 4
—1 < 32(asa; + bib; + cicj) < Lfor all 4,5 € Ty U oy,
—2 < 32(asa; + bib; + cicj) < 2 for all i € Z; and for all j € Ty UZyy.

for all i,j € 7,

Therefore,
Miy Miag Migs O
MT J -J O
T T T _ 1,4 28
(12) 32(aa' +bb' +cc') = My -] . O
O O O 0

where the entries of M; ; are —4, 0, or 4 and the entries of M; 4 and M 24 are —2 or 2.
Let (a17,b17,c17) = (a, b, ¢) for some a,b, c € R. Using ([I2), for i,7 € I, we have

1
af—f—bf—i—cf :a?—l—b?-i-c? Zaiaj—l—bibj—i—cicj = ﬁ,
from which it follows that (as, b;, ¢;) = (aj,b;,¢;). Similarly, for ¢ € Zy and j € Zy4, we have
1
2 .72, 02 2,32, 2 _ _
a; +b; +c; =aj +bj +cj = —(aia; + bibj + cicj) = 33
from which it follows that (as, b;, ¢;) = (—a;, —bj, —c;). So far, we have obtained

T
a' =(ay,...,a16,q,...,a,—a,—a,—a,—a,0),
—_———— ——
16 28
T
b' = (b1,...,b16,b,...,b,—b,—b,—b, —b,0),
—_——— ——
16 28
T
¢ =(c1,...,¢16,¢...,¢,—C,—¢, —¢,—¢, 0).
—_———— ——
16 28

Similarly again, using ([I2)), for ¢« € Z;, we have
1 1
a?+b?+c? =4(a®>+b* +2) = 3 and aa; + bb; + cc; ::|:1—6.
Therefore, (a;,b;,c;) = £2(a,b,c) for all i € Z;. Finally, consider the matrix Bg(y,) = [a b c].
Since the dimension of £(A3) is 3 so is the rank of Bg(y,). However, the row space of Bg(y,) is
generated by (a, b, ¢), which is a contradiction. O

Finally, we dismiss the most stubborn candidate characteristic polynomial for a Seidel matrix
corresponding to 49 equiangular lines in R17.

Lemma 8.3. There does not exist a Seidel matriz S with characteristic polynomial

Charg(z) = (z 4 5)*2(z — 9)'3(2 — 13)%(2? — 172 + 64).



Proof. Suppose a Seidel matrix S has characteristic polynomial
Charg(z) = (z 4 5)**(z — 9)*®(z — 13)%(2* — 172 + 64).
There are 26 interlacing characteristic polynomials and one of them is warranted:
(z+5)% (. — 92 (x — 13) (2 — 3423 + 40822 — 2022 + 3503)

with certificate of warranty (—12716952,0,0,—7781, —864). Using Seidel-compatibility, we reduce
from 26 to six polynomials:

f1(2) = (x +5)3 (z — 9)2(x — 13) (2 — 342® 4 4082 — 2022z + 3503),
fo(2) = (z +5)3(x — 7)(z — 9)'%(x — 13)*(2* — 142 + 37),

f3(x) = (x +5)3 (z — 9)"2(x — 13)(2* — 342> + 4082% — 2014z + 3415),
fa(x) = (x +5)3 (z — 9)2(x — 13)(z4 — 34a2® + 4082% — 20062 + 3295),
f5(2) = (x +5)3(x — 3)(x — 9)' 2 (z — 11)(x — 13)(2® — 20z + 95),

fo(z) = (z +5)* (z — 9)P(xz — 1 )(zfl.?))(:c — 14z +29).

These six polynomials are pairwise Seidel-compatible and we find that there are thirteen possible
interlacing configurations (nj, , nj,, Ny, Ny, Mg, N ):

(30,3,16,0,0,0), (33,1,12,3,0,0), (34,2,11,1,1,0), (37,0, 7,4,1,0),
(37,2,8,1,0,1),(38,1,6,2,2,0), (39, 2,5,0,3,0), (40,0, 4, 4,0, 1),
(41,1,3,2,1,1),(42,0,1,3,3,0), (42,2,2,0,2,1), (43,1,0, 1, 4,0),
(44,1,0,2,0,2).

Let (A1,...,As) = ((17 — v/33)/2, (17 + v/33) /2,13, —5,9) be a 5-tuple of the five distinct eigenval-
ues of S. Firstly, we compute the following angles

a3 (1) of,(f1) o3, (f) (33 — 2/33) /2871 (33 +2v/33)/2871  1/2
a}, (f2) a3, (f2) a3, (f2) (33 —2v/33)/319 (33 +2v/33)/319 0
o3 (fs) o3,(fs) o3,(fs)| _ | (165+19v/33)/7656 (165 — 19/33)/7656 1/18
o3, (fa) a3, (fa) o3, (fa) (495 — 1/33) /5742 (495 +1/33) /5742 1/27
o3, (Fs) a3, (fs) o3, (fs) (165 + 194/33)/2088 (165 — 19+/33)/2088  5/54
a3, (fe) a3, (fe) o3, (fe) (627 4+ 107+/33) /5742 (627 — 107V/33) /5742 4/27

Using Lemma[7.2] we can reduce from 13 possible interlacing configurations to just three. Indeed,
by Corollary A.6] without loss of generality, we can assume that a, is an eigenvector for S with
eigenvalue A;. Using the angles calculated above, we can check that 2(A1 +5)(A —9)(A\1 —13)axy, a}l
does not contain any element in Z. By Lemma [2 there exists § € {£1}*% such that §(1) = 1 and
«,, is orthogonal to § o ay,. Furthermore, instead of checking 248 possibilities for §, we need only
check 2° possibilities for 8. Now, out of the 13 possible interlacing configurations, for only

(33,1,12,3,0,0),(37,0,7,4,1,0), (40,0,4,4,0,1)

do there exist a § € {£1}%9 such that §(1) =1 and

(S+50)(S — 91)(S — 131) = 3(67 +19vV33)an,al + 3(67 L 19V33) (0, ) (80 an, )"

is an integer matrix and a, is orthogonal to é o ay,. Furthermore, this § is unique for each of the
three interlacing configurations.

First suppose that S has interlacing configuration (nj,, ny,, ny,, ny,, ngy, njs) = (33,1,12,3,0,0).
Let 7y = {1,...,33}, Zo = {34}, Zs = {35, ...,46}, and T, = {47,48,49} and fix the ordering such
that ay,(j) = ay, (fx) for each i € {1,...,5} and each j € Z;. Suppose we switch S to Sc such
that the underlying graph of S, is the unique Euler graph contained in the switching class of S. Let
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Te = (Se +5I)(Se — 9I)(Sc — 131) and by Lemma R} we have T, =4 J. We find that there exists
€ € {£1}* such that €(1) = 1 and

Jss —3J 5J 9J
_ —-3J 9 —15J =27J
T. = nleoan)(eoan,)T +Tlec o) eodoan) = | 5 L T TR

9J =27 13J 17J3

where 7 = 3(67 + 19v/33)/2 and 77 = 3(67 — 19v/33)/2. Furthermore, such an € is unique. Indeed,
any diagonal {£1}-matrix D satisfying DT. D =4 T, is either 1. Set u = ecay, and v = €odoay,.
Let a = (a1,...,a49)" and b = (b1,...,bs9)" be an orthonormal basis for the eigenspace £(A3). By
Lemma L5 the entries a; and b; satisfy a? + b7 = 1/27 for all i € Z; UZy, azg = bzs = 0, and
a? +b? = 1/18 for all i € Z3. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(13) (aF +b7)(aj +b7) > (aiaj + bib;)?
for all 4,5 € {1,...,49}. Now, by Lemma BT

31333 3+13/33
(Se +5I)(Se —9I) = f\/_uuT - %\/_VVT + 2Py,
1/3Jss —J —J —T7/3J
= :j 3??] 73[]‘]12 E]] +72(aa” + bb") =4 3.J.

=7/3J 7] —J 1/3J3
From (I3), we have

—8/3 < 72(aia; + b;b;) < 8/3, for all 4,5 € I; UZIy;
4 < 72(a;a; + bib;) < 4, for all 4, j € Zs;
74f/3 < 72(aiaj + bibj) < 4V6/3, for all i € 7, UZ4 and j € Ts.
Consequently, we have
My O O Mg
(14) 72(aa’ +bb'") = g 8 MO&B g

MJ, O O My

where the entries of the matrices M ; and My 4 of order 33 and 3 respectively are —4/3 or 8/3, the
entries of M; 4 are —8/3 or 4/3 and the entries of the matrix M3 3 of order 12 are —4, 0 or 4.

Let (a1,b1) = (a,b) for some a,b € R. Using (), for i € Zy UZ, and j € T3, we have aja3 = b7b3,
from which it follows that

20 2 | 12y _ 22(.2 | 32 2 _ o2,

(15) a;(aj +b5) = bj(a; +b;) = 3a; = 2b;
(16) aj(ai +b7) = b; (a5 +b3) = 247 = 3b;.

Using ([5) we see that af = a® for all i € ) UZy and b3 = 3a®/2 for all j € T3. Similarly, from
(@8) we have b7 = b* for all i € 7, UZy and a3 = 3b*/2 for all j € Z3. Therefore,

(aca)T = (a? ...,a%,0,3b%/2,...,3b%/2,a% a?, a?),
—_—— ———
33 12
(bob)T = (b?,...,b%,0,3ad%/2,...,3ad%/2,b% b, b°).
33 12

Since a and b are unit vectors, we must have a? = b*> = 1/54. Based on the entries of M; ; in (I4)
we have

4 1
72(a1ai+b1bi):f§ or % — aa; +bb; = —— or —
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for all i € Z; \ {1}. The options are a; = +a and b; = +b and it is easy to check that only a; = a
and b; = b are possible. Similarly, if ¢ € Z4 then a; = —a and b; = —b based on the entries of M 4
in (Id)). Furthermore, if i € Z3 then

aa; +bb; =0 — aa;b; = —bb? — a;b; = —gab
as a # 0. Therefore,
a-b=33ab+0-—-12- gab+3ab: 18ab.

Since a? = b*> = 1/54, then ab = +1/54. Hence we obtain a - b = £-1/3, which contradicts the fact
that a and b are orthogonal.

Secondly, suppose that S has interlacing configuration (ny, , nf,, s, Ny, N5, Mg ) = (37,0,7,4,1,0).
Let Z; = {1,...,37}, I3 = {38,...,44}, T, = {45, ...,48}, and Z5 = {49} and fix the ordering such
that ay,(j) = ay, (fx) for each i € {1,...,5} and each j € Z;. Suppose we switch S to Se such
that the underlying graph of S, is the unique Euler graph contained in the switching class of S. Let
T. = (Se +5I)(Se — 9I)(Se — 13I) and by Lemma BTl we have T, =4 J. We find that there exists
an € € {+1}% such that €(1) = 1 and

Ja7 5J 9J —7J
r | 5J 9J7 13 —19J
| 9J 13J  17Jy =31J|°
-7J —-19J -=31J 33

T.=n(eoay)(eoay,) +n(eodoay,)(eodoay,)

where 1 = 3(67 4+ 19v/33)/2 and 77 = 3(67 — 19v/33)/2. Furthermore, such an € is unique. Indeed,
any diagonal {£1}-matrix D satisfying DT. D =4 T, is either 1. Set u = eoay, and v = €odoay,.
Let a = (a1,...,a49)" and b = (b1,...,bs9)" be an orthonormal basis for the eigenspace £(A3). By
Lemma L5 the entries a; and b; satisfy a? + b7 = 1/27 for all i € Ty UZy, a? + b7 = 1/18 for all
i € I3, and a3y + b3g = 5/54. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(17) (a? + b?)(a? + b?) > (a;a; + bibj)2
for all i,5 € {1,...,49}. Now, by Lemma [8T]

3-13v33 ;  3+13V33

—uu + -

2 2
1/3J37y —J —=7/3J 1/3J

| - —Jr —=J 3J T _

1/3J  3J 17/3J —11/3

(S +51)(S. — 91I) = vv' + T2Py,

From (1), we have

—8/3 < 72(a;a; + b;bj) < 8/3, for all 4,5 € 77 UZy;

—4 < 72(aa; + bib;) < 4, for all i, j € I3;
—4v6/3 < 72(aia; + bib;) < 4V6/3, for all i € T, UZ, and j € Ts;
—4v/10/3 < 72(aia49 + bibag) < 4v/10/3, for all i € 7y U Zy;
—4V/15/3 < 72(aia49 + bibag) < 4V/15/3, for all i € Zs.

Consequently, we have

(18) 72(aa’ +bbT) = | G Mss O Mss

M5 Mis M 20/3



where the entries of M 1, M; 5, and My 4 are —4/3 or 8/3, the entries of M; 4 and My 5 are —8/3
or 4/3, and the entries of M3 3 and M35 are —4, 0, or 4. Note that the matrices M 1, M3 3, and
M, 4 have orders 37, 7, and 4 respectively.

Let (a1,b1) = (a,b) for some a,b € R. Using ([AB), for i € Z; UZ, and j € T3, we have aja? = b7b3.
Following the same reasoning as for the previous interlacing configuration, we obtain

(aoa)T = (a?,...,a%, 3b%/2,...,3b%/2,a% a% a?, a* aly),
37 7

(bob)T = (bv?,...,0% 3a?/2,...,3a/2,b% b%, b b*, biy).
37 7

We observe that a and b are both nonzero. Otherwise, by Lemma [6.1] there would be a Seidel
matrix S of order 8 with eigenvalue 13 of multiplicity at least one. This is a contradiction since
tr 5% = 56 < 169 = 132,

Now let ¢ € Z; \ {1} and hence,

4 1
72(a1ai+b1bi):f— or § — aa; +bb; = —— or —

based on the entries of M;; in ([IR). The options are a; = +a and b; = +b. We can exclude the
possibility a; = —a and b; = —b, otherwise aa; + bb; = —1/27.

Suppose a; = a and b; = —b so we have aa; + bb; = a®> — b%. If a> — b? = 1/27 then b = 0, which
is a contradiction. If a? — b* = —1/54 then a? = 1/108 and b> = 1/36. However, this implies that
37b% > 1, which contradicts that b is a unit vector.

Similarly, suppose a; = —a and b; = b so we have aa; + bb; = b> — a?. If b> —a? = 1/27 then
a = 0, which is a contradiction. If b —a? = —1/54 then a® = 1/36 and b*> = 1/108. However, this
implies that 37a? > 1, which contradicts that a is a unit vector. Thus, we conclude that a; = a and
b; = b for all i € Z;. In a similar fashion, we also conclude that a; = —a and b; = —b for all 1 € Z,
based on the entries of M7 4 in ([I8).

Furthermore, if i € Z3 then from aa; + bb; = 0 we derive a;b; = —3ab/2 since a,b # 0. Combining
with a-b = 0, we obtain

3721 1

1 212 _ 2 (2 _2).
(19) azgbig 4 a (27 a
Since a and b are unit vectors, we obtain

21 21 /1 11 61
2 2y=1—-41a>— =’ =1-41> - "= | = —d? ) = — — —d®
(20) Qa9 @ = 5h @\ 18 2%

21 1 21 61 14
21 b =1—-41> — a2 =1-41(——a?) - a2 = —a?— —.
(1) 49 2 * 97 ¢ 24 T T o7

But together (20) and (2] are inconsistent with (I9). Therefore, we arrive at a contradiction.

Lastly, suppose we have (40,0,4,4,0,1) as the interlacing configuration. Here we employ differ-
ent strategy compared with the previous two interlacing configurations. There are 73 interlacing
characteristic polynomials corresponding to the polynomial fg(z). We note that the corresponding
entry in the interlacing configuration is 1 so suppose Chargpj(r) = fe(x). For i € {2,...,49} we
have Charg)(r) = fi(z), fs(x), or fa(x). It follows that Charg ;(x) interlaces both fg(x) and
Chargy; (). Out of the 73 polynomials, only 25 interlace at least one of f; (), f3(x), fa(z). Among
them are

fo.o(x) = (. +5)*°(xz — 9)*(z — 11)(2* — 312® + 3212 — 12452 + 1506),
fo.s(z) = (x+5)% (2 — 92 (x — 11)(2* — 312° + 3212 — 12412 + 1462),
where the set {fs2(z),fs,3(x)} is warranted with certificate (5716582502, 0, 0, 1614215, 145454,

13175). However, we also have that fs2(z) and fg 3(x) are not Seidel-compatible. Hence, we can
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consider Seidel-compatibility with fs 2(x) and fe 3(x) separately. From the 25 polynomials, only two
are Seidel-compatible with g 2(z):

fo.1(x) = (z +5)*°(z — 9)(z — 13)(2® — 14a + 29)(2* — 152 + 46),
fo.o(z) = (x 4+ 5)% (2 — 9)2(x — 11)(2* — 312° + 3212 — 12452 + 1506).

But we have a certificate of infeasibility (38051376, 0,0,10571,823,3). On the other hand, only four
out of the 25 polynomials are Seidel-compatible with fg 3(x):

fo.1(x) = (z 4+ 5)*°(z — 9)'%(x — 13)(z? — 142 + 29)(2* — 15 + 46),
fo.s(z) = (z+5) (. — 9)?(x — 11) (2 — 312% + 32122 — 12412 + 1462),
fo1(z) = (x +5)%(x — 9)2(z — 13)(2* — 292° + 28527 — 1047z + 982),
fo.18(2) = (z +5)%(x — 9)1% (2 — 11)(z* — 312® + 32122 — 1209 + 1046).
But we have a certificate of infeasibility (—7998906611, 0,0, —2236872, —195255, —17128). Therefore,
we arrive at a contradiction. [l

Thus the proof of Theorem [[.1]is complete.

9. CONCLUSION

Our proof of N(17) = 48 consists of two main parts. First we enumerate all the polynomials that
can potentially be the characteristic polynomial of a Seidel matrix corresponding to an equiangular
line system of cardinality 49 in R'7. We find that there are 194 such polynomials. Second, we
show that none of these polynomials can be the characteristic polynomial of a Seidel matrix. In
principle, this technique can be applied in general to find which polynomials can be the characteristic
polynomial of a Seidel matrix that corresponds to an equiangular line system of cardinality n in R?.
However, the amount of computation required to generate all of the polynomials in the first part can
become too expensive for various combinations of n and d. Furthermore, given a list of candidate
characteristic polynomials, it can be very challenging to determine whether or not there exists a
corresponding Seidel matrix for each of the polynomials. For example, to show that the polynomial
(x+5)32(x — 9)16(x — 16) cannot be the characteristic polynomial of a Seidel matrix, it is necessary
to show the nonexistence of a strongly regular graph of order 49 [16]. The question of the existence
of certain strongly regular graphs is a notoriously difficult problem - an entire paper was devoted to
showing the nonexistence of a strongly regular graph of order 49 [6], which was implicitly required
to show that N(17) = 48.

If we apply our techniques to the next open case, dimension 18, we can enumerate all the candidate
characteristic polynomials that correspond to a Seidel matrix for an equiangular line system of
cardinality 60 in R'®. However, our current techniques cannot dispose of all the candidates that
we find. In particular, the polynomial (z + 5)**(z — 11)*®(z — 15)3, which was first identified in
[16] as a candidate for the characteristic polynomial for a putative Seidel matrix, corresponds to an
equiangular line system of cardinality 60 in R'®. Looking further, enumerating all candidates for
characteristic polynomials of a putative Seidel matrix for an equiangular line system of cardinality
59 in R'® may be possible on a super computer, but it appears to be out of reach of our current
methods using a personal computer.

Lastly, we believe the methods we use may have more general applications for studying the
existence of Hermitian matrices whose entries are restricted to a certain discrete ring and whose
eigenvalues are geometrically constrained.
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APPENDIX A. TABLES

In this appendix we provide tables of polynomials, certificates of infeasibility, and certificates of

warranty referenced in Lemma B.6] Lemma [5.4] Lemma [(.6] and Lemma 5.7

Index | Candidate characteristic polynomial
1| (= + 5)32( 914 (23 — 3422 + 369z — 1292)
2| (z+5)32(z — 9)14 (23 — 3422 + 369z — 1280)
3| (z+5)32(x — 9)12(25 — 522* + 106223 — 1066422 + 52713z — 102724)
4| (z+5)3%(x — )13(:):711)(9; — 3222 +323x71028)
5| (z+5)32(z —9)12(x® — 522* + 106223 — 1065622 + 525692 — 102092)
6| (z+5)3 9)12(x5 — 5224 + 106223 — 1065222 + 52481z — 101608)
7| (z+5)3 8)(z — 9)12(2* — 4423 4 71022 — 4972z + 12737)
8| (z+5)32(x — 9)12(25 — 522* + 106223 — 1064822 + 52393z — 101140)

9| (z+5)32(x —9)12(25 — 522* 4 106223 — 1064822 + 524252 — 101428)
10| (z+5)32(x — 9)12(25 — 522* + 106223 — 1064422 + 523212 — 100832)
11 (x +5)32(z — 9)13(2* — 4323 + 67522 — 45692 + 11200)

12| (z+5)32(x — 9)12(2? — 222 + 109) (23 — 3022 + 293z — 928)

13| (z+5)32(z — 9)'2(2® — 52z* + 106223 — 1064422 + 52353z — 101120)
14| (z+5)32(x — 9)1(z — 13) (22 —21x+96)

15| (z+5)3 Nz — 9N (x — 11)(z* — 4323 + 67922 — 4665z + 11756)
16| (z+5)32(x — 9)13(x* — 4323 + 67522 — 4565z + 11164)

17| (z+5)3 Nz —9)'?(z — 13) (23 — 3222 +331171108)

18| (z +5)32(x — 9)12(2? —2236—}—113)(2: — 3022 + 289z — 892)

19| (z+5)3 912 (z — 11)2 (23 — 3022 +28117824)

20| (x+5)32(z — 9)M (x — 11)(2® — 502* + 9803 — 941422 + 44331z — 81896)
21| (z+5)3 )12(;);711)(93 — 4123 + 61122 73915x+9096)

)32(
)32(
)32(
)32(
)32 (z —
)32 (x —
)32(
)32(
)32(
)32(
)32(
)32(
)32 (x
)32 (x —
)32(
)32 (x —
)32(
)32 (x —
)32(
)32 (x —
22| (xz+5)32(z — 9)12(x® — 52z* + 106223 — 1063622 + 52161z — 100024)
23| (x4 5)3%(
)32(
)32(
)32(
)32 (@ —
)32(
)32 (@ —
)32(
)32 (@ —
)32(
)32 (x —
)32(
)33(
)32 (z —
)32 (@ —
)32(
)32 (@ —
)32(
)32 (x —
)32(
)32 (x —
)32(

x—T)(x —9)12(x — 11)(z3 — 3422 +373171304)
24| (x4 5)32(z — 9)12 (x? —2236—}—113)(2: — 3022 + 289z — 888)
25| (z+5)%2(z — 8)(z — 9)'0 (23 — 3122 +311171009)

26| (x+5)32(z — 9)12(x® — 52x* + 106223 — 1063222 + 52073z — 99556)

27| (z+5)3 9)12(22 — 24z + 139) (23 — 2822 + 251z — 716)

28| (z+5)32(xz = 7)%(z — 9)10(z 11)( —232:-‘,—124)

29| (z+5)3 910 (z — 11)(:); — 5925 + 1430z* — 1823023 + 12895722 — 480063z + 734908)
30| (z+5)32(z — 9)M («® — 6125 + 1530x* — 2019023 + 14779322 — 5688852 + 899524)

31| (z+5)3 9)12(25 — 5224 + 1062:): — 1063222 + 52105z — 99908)

32| (z+5)32(z — 9)12 (22 — 20z + 87)(x® — 3222 + 335z — 1148)

33| (z+5)3 7 (z —9)19%(x — 11)(z? — 22z + 113)(z® — 3022 + 293z — 932)

34| (x+5)32(z — 9) M (22 — 20z + 95)2(352 — 21z + 100)

35| (x +5)32(z — 9)12(2® — 522* + 106223 — 1062822 + 51969z — 98896)

36| (z+5)3 N0 (x —11)%(x® — 483[: + 90223 — 830422 + 37481z — 66400)

37| (z+5)3 9)12(x2 — 181+73)( — 3422 + 377z — 1360)

38| (z+5)32(z — 9)M (2% — 612° + 1530x* — 2018623 + 14765322 — 567289z + 893584)

39| (z+5)3 9)13(z — 13) (a3 — 3022 +285x—848)

40| (z+5)%2(x — 7)(z — 9)10(x — 11)(2® — 522 + 106623 — 1076422 + 53509z — 104704)
41| (z +5)3 9)10(z — 11) (22 — 20z + 95)(z* — 3923 + 55522 — 3421z + 7712)

42| (z +5)%2(x — 9)12(z — 13)(z* — 3923 + 5552: — 3413z + 7664)

43| (z +5)3 7)(z —9)19(2? — 20z + 95)2 (22 — 23z + 128)

44| (z +5)%32(z — 9)1 (z — 11)?(2* — 3923 + 55122 — 3341z + 7340)
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)11(33

11) (25 — 5024 + 980:): — 940222 + 44123z — 81028)

—N12(z — 12) (22 — 18z + 73) (2% — 222 + 113)
9)11(z — 11) (25 — 50a* + 98023 — 940222 + 44123z — 80996)
-9 (z - 11)(x —13)(¢® — 2822 +24Ta — 692)

)10(33

— 2922 + 2712 — 811)(2* — 4123 + 61922 — 4079z + 9908)

- N2z — 9)12(35 —12)(z — 13)2

)10(33

11)2(2® — 482% + 90223 — 829622 4 373372 — 65768)

—9)1(z — 11)(z® — 502* + 98023 — 939822 + 44011z — 80312)
9N12(z — 11)(z* — 4123 + 61122 — 3899z 4 8920)

(z+5)22(x — 7)(z — 8)(x — 9)° (x 11)3(x3—31m2+307$—965)
Nz — 9N (z — 11)2(23 — 3222 4 3272 — 1048)

—8)(x — )10(2:—11) (x —18$+73)(x —222:-‘,—113)

)11(33

11)(z® — 50z4 + 98023 — 939822 + 44043z — 80664)

- (z — 11)(x — 50z% 4 98023 — 9398x2 + 44043z — 80632)

)12(33

— 5224 + 106223 — 1062022 + 51841z — 98504)

- 8)(x - (z —11)(z — 13)(2: — 2922 + 267x — 775)
9)%(z — 11) (22 — 20z + 95)(2® — 48z + 9062 — 840822 + 38373z — 68920)

—9)10(23 — 3122 + 311z — 1009)(z — 3923 + 55922 — 3481z + 7928)
9)10(z — 11)2(x® — 48z + 90223 — 829222 + 372492 — 65284)

9)12 (25
)10(33
—9)10 (z —

— 52z% + 106223 — 1061622 + 51721z — 97620)
1)2(1«5 — 48z* + 90223 — 829222 + 37281z — 65572)
11)2(z2 — 22z + 113)(95 — 262 4 217z — 580)

90 (z — 11) (28 — 599: + 1430x* — 1821423 + 12849322 — 475631x + 721004)
— N (22 — 202 + 95)(x* — 4123 + 61522 — 3979z + 9292)

)11 (x — 13)(:); — 48z* + 90623 — 839622 + 38149z — 67876)
- N2z — 9)%(x — 11)*(x? — 21z + 100)

Nz —9)°(x — )2(:);5 — 5024 + 98423 — 952222 + 45287z — 84668)
(z+5)32(x — 7)(z — 9)0(x — 11)2 (2* — 4123 + 61522 — 3987z + 9404)
9)10(z — 13)(;;; — 17z + 68) (22 — 20z + 95)2
(z+5)32(z — 9)19(x — 11)? (22 — 16z + 59) (23 — 3222 + 331z — 1104)
9)10(z — 11)2 (25 — 482* 4 90223 — 8288x2 + 37193z — 65104)

)11 (26 — 612° + 1530z — 2017023 4 14715722 — 562217z + 876448)
9)?(z — 11)2(2% — 5725 + 13342* — 1640623 + 11181722 — 400449z + 588752)
— N0z — 11)2(x2 — 20z + 87)(9&3 — 2822 + 255 — 752)
9)10(x — 11)2(2® — 48z* + 902z — 828822 + 37225z — 65392)
— N0z — 11)2(x2 — 20z + 95) (23 — 2822 + 247z — 688)
)10(:;: - 11)(:;: — 5925 + 1430z* — 1821023 + 12839322 — 474835z + 719024)
-~ 73z — 9)8(x — 11)*(x? — 23z + 128)
—9)%(z — 11)(27 — 682° + 19612 — 31080x* + 29229923 — 16308682 + 49975152 — 6487424)
—9)%(z — 11) (23 — 2922 + 271z — 811)(z* — 3923 + 55922 — 3489z + 8000)
) Rl G 13)(;;; — 18z + 73)( — 3022 + 293z — 928)
— Nz —9)(x — 11)(z — 13)(2? — 20x + 95)(z3 — 2822 + 255z — 752)
910(x — 11)(;;; — 19z + 80)(x2 — 20z + 95)2
—9N12(z — 11)2(23 — 3022 + 281z — 796)
-0z — 11)2(2:5 — 484 + 90223 — 828422 + 37121z — 64796)
N (z — 11)2(z* — 3923 4 55122 — 3325z + 7196)
- (z — 11)(x® — 50x* + 980x3 — 938622 + 43771z — 79124)
)12(:):711)(9; 13)2 (22 — 152 + 52)
—9)%(z — 11)2(28 — 5725 + 1334z — 1640223 + 11170922 — 399493z + 585980)
9)19(x — 11)2(22 — 18z + 73) (23 — 3022 + 289z — 892)
-0z — 11)2(2:5 — 484 + 90223 — 828422 + 37153z — 65084)
)(:1: —9)8(z — 11)3(2® — 482* 4 90623 — 840422 + 38309z — 68668)
—9)%(z — 11) (27 — 6825 + 19612 — 31076x* + 29214723 — 162872422 + 4984227x — 6456932)
9)10(:1: - 12)(;;:3 — 2922 + 271z — 811)2
— N2z —9)8(x — 11)2(x — 12)(z? — 20z + 95)2
910z — 11)3(z* — 3723 4 49522 — 2835z + 5864)
— 10z — 11)2(25 — 482* + 90223 — 828022 + 37049x — 64472)
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9)10(1« 11)2 (22 — 18z + 73) (23 — 3022 + 289z — 888)
9)2(z — 11)%(x% — 5725 + 13342* — 1639823 + 11160122 — 398521z + 583064)
Nz — )10(:;: 11)2(z — 13) (23 — 2822 + 251z — 712)
8)(x —9)8(z — 11)2(23 — 2922 + 271z — 811)2
—9)9(x — 11)(z? — 20z + 95)(z® — 48x% 4 90623 — 839222 + 38085z — 67656)
72 (x — 8)(3& - 9)6(2: - 11)4(x2 — 20z + 95)2
9N10(z — 11)3(z* — 3723 4 49522 — 2831z + 5820)
9)10(2: - 11) (x — 4824 + 902m — 827622 + 36961z — 63988)
9)%(z — 11)3(22 — 17z + 68)(x3 — 2922 + 2672z — 775)
9)2(z — 11)3 (x5 — 462* + 82823 — 728622 + 313312 — 52636)
N10(z — 11)2 (25 — 482* 4 90223 — 827622 + 36993z — 64340)
9)10(2: 11)2(x2 — 18z + 69) (23 — 3022 + 293z — 932)
9)8(x — 11)%(27 — 6625 4 1847x% — 28400z + 25903923 — 140103422 + 4158953 — 5225156)
72 (x — 9)8(2: —11)*(x — 13)(z? — 17z + 68)
Nz —9)8(x — 11)3(z? — 18z + 73)(2% — 3022 4 2932 — 932)
N0 (x — 11)2 (2% — 48z + 90223 — 827222 + 368732 — 63520)
N0 (z — 11)2(25 — 482* 4 90223 — 827222 + 36905z — 63872)
910(x — 11)2(x2 — 202 + 95) (23 — 28x2 + 247x — 672)
)(:1: —9)8(z — 11)*(2* — 3723 + 49922 — 2903z + 6128)

9)8(z — 11)%(x2 — 162 + 59) (22 — 20z + 95)(z> — 3022 + 293z — 928)

—9)%(z — 11)2(2? — 17z + 64) (22 — 20z + 95)2

72(z — 9)8(x — 11)5 (22 — 19z + 80)

9)10(:1: 11)2 (25 — 48z* + 90223 — 826822 + 36801z — 63212)

9)2(z — 11)%(x% — 5725 + 13342% — 1638623 + 11124522 — 395093z + 572428)
—9)10(z — 11)2 (:1: —12)(z* — 3623 + 47022 — 2628z + 5297)

9)8(z — 11)*(x2 — 162 + 59) (23 — 2822 + 2512 — 724)

(x — 11)3(2? — 152 + 52) (22 — 20z + 95)2
(x — 11)3 (23 — 2922 + 271z — 811)(z* — 3523 + 45122 — 2533z + 5228)
0@z —11)2(x — 12)(2? — 18z + 73)2
74 (z — 9)8 (:13711) (:13712)
N (z — 11)3 (23 — 2822 + 243z — 632)
)10(:;: —11)2 (:1: — 48z* + 90223 — 826422 + 36729x — 62888)
9)?(z — 11)*(z* — 3523 + 44322 — 2401z + 4712)
8)(z — 9)8(z — 11)*(z* — 3623 + 47022 — 2628z + 5297)

)°
t
7)(;); —9)8(xz — 11)3 (2% — 48x* + 90623 — 8388x2 4 37989x — 67084)
)8
)7
)

(z +5)32(z — 7)(x — 9)° (x—ll) (z* — 3923 + 55532 — 3389z + 7400)

(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

8)(x — 9)8(z — 11)*(x? 718z+73)
74z — 8)(x — 9)* (x—ll)
)10(:;:711) (3 — 2622 +209:r—516)

(z+5)32(x — 7)(z — 9)° (x—11)4(x — 2822 +247a:—668)

(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3
(z+5)3

)2
)2
)2
2
i
2
i
2
i
2
:
2
i
2
i
2
i
2
i
2
i
2
)52
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
(l‘+5)32
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
)2
2
:
2
;2
2
;2
2
;2
2
;2
(z + 5)32

(
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(z
(
(z -
(
(x
(
(z —
(
(z —
(
(z -
(
(z -
(
(z —
(
(z -
(
(z -
(
(z
(
(z
(
(z
(
(z
(
(z —
(
(z —
(
(z -
(
(z -
(
(z -
(
(z —
(
(z -
(
(z —
(
(z —
(
(
(z
(
(z
(
(z
(
(z —
(
(z —
(

x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

9)°(e ~ 11)*(a? — 462" + 8282% — 727022 + 31043z — 51404)
M)z —9)7(z — 1)z - 3507 + 44722 — 2465z + 4948)

9)8(z — 11)* (22 — 182 + 73)(a? — 2622 + 217z — 580)

9N0(x — 11)2 (x — 482* 4+ 90223 — 825622 + 36553z — 61936)

9)8(z — 11) (% — 44z + 75823 — 638022 + 26193z — 41920)
7)(x —9)8 (x —11)5 (x — 2622 + 213z — 544)
72 (x — 9) (x —11)8(2? — 17z + 64)

—9)8(z — 11)*(22 — 20z + 95)(z® — 2422 + 183z — 436)
9)8(x — 11)4(35 - 12)(2: — 162 + 59)2
— 12 (x —9)%(z — 11)" (2 — 152 + 52)

(

—8)(z — 9)8(x — 11)%(2? — 16z + 59)2
Oz — 11)4(2:3 — 2622 + 209z — 500)
9)9(x 11) (z3 — 2422 + 1792 — 412)

5)(z —9)8(z — 11)6(x2 — 172 + 68)
Nz —9)8(x — 11)8(2? — 152 + 48)
N0 (x — 11)* (23 — 2622 + 2092 — 488)

)8
)2
9)9(x — 11)4( — 3523 + 44312 — 2385z + 4568)
)(
)1
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Table 2 — continued from previous page

Table 2: List of 164 candidate characteristic polynomials for 49 equiangular
lines in R17.

Index | Certificate of infeasibility
1| (—5488432,0,0, —2469, —274)
2| (—63703708, 0,0, —31134, —4447)
31 (0,0,0,0,—24516, —11277, —2933)
4] (64094624850, 0,0, 13282715, 1315121, 131512)
51 (0,0,0,0, —32892, —14918, 73771)
61| (0,0,0,2179953, 598246, 95219, 12792)
7| (0,0,0,0, —46941, —21298, 75385)
81 (0,0,0,2020374, 527071, 75373, 8375)
91 (0,0,0,0, —186488, —84667, —21412)
10| (0,0,0,2213481, 577512, 82588, 9177)
11| (0,0,0, 262395 85409, 13919)
12| (0,0,0,0, —50486, —22673, —5606)
131 (0,0, 0 0 —166968, —76347, —19567)
14| (0,0,0,—761, —407)
15| (0,0,0,0,0,48433, 27206, 8450)
16 | (43568416850, 0,0, 8939852, 867947, 86794)
17| (418335562857, 0, 0, 50603993, 5042602, 533922, 59325)
18| (0,0,0,2951038, 757444, 105637, 11738)
19| (2170237224, 0,0, 518291, 54779, 5899)
20| (0,0,0,—102473516, —26628634, —4344437, —608687, —79085)
21| (0,0,0,3027878, 841889, 137248, 19051)
22 (0,0,0, 3424439, 942309, 150950, 20564)
23| (—350855974043, 0,0, —36070743, —2365294, —118265, 0)
241 (0,0,0,19725270, 5270911, 802935, 104149)
25| (0,0,0,27926, 10159, 2010)
26| (0,0,0,2358490, 648675, 103793, 14105)
27| (0,0,0,0, —11689, —5069, —1158)
28 | (—4870391404, 0,0, —1228192, —147036, —17299)
291 (0,0,0,0,0,0,0,—2769, —2722)
301 (0,0,0,0,0,49785, 28128, 8819)
311 (0,0,0,2693660, 663478, 83879, 7626)
321 (0,0,0,2151377, 521244, 62701, 4824)
331 (0,0,0,0,0,2730500, 1336652, 374346, 80967)
341 (0,0,0,—3968275, —1342119, 7230256)
35| (0,0,0,0,—21822, —9463, —2157)
36| (0,0,0,0,—1569046, —573439, —115384, —17518)
37| (4598007557155, 0,0, 531045255, 47338744, 4256617, 386966)
381 (0,0,0,0,—3978492, —1477259, —314027, —53170)
39| (20419347700, 0,0, 4029188, 354569, 32233)
401 (0,0,0,0,0,5733949, 2909745, 855377, 195699)
411 (0,0,0,0,0, 14228263, 7055510, 2012098, 444987)
42 (0,0,0, 5766425, 1554289, 240786, 31992)
43| (400497673181, 0, 0, 46699387, 3348961, 186053, 0)
44| (695180798312, 0, 0,89011625, 8091966, 735633, 66876)
45| (0,0, —83458849775, —11996698757, —1188052506, —118190915, —11828260, —1191996)
46| (0,0,0,0, —21332, —9279, —2128)
471 (0,0,0,0,0,—48253, —17954, 0)
48| (0,0, —61036254227, —8328939996, —759497210, —69872634, —6493326, —610484)
49| (0,0,0, —3673067283, —954462930, —155719105, —21817365, —2834629)
50| (0,0,0, 3242353, 857188, 128112, 16317)
511 (0,0,0,—136206225, —35394372, —5774558, —809058, —105118)
52| (0,0,0,0,8891029, 3501307, 607418)
531 (0,0,0,0,0,5173067, 2563924, 730730, 161530)
54 | (—43386189, 0,0, —21122, —1920)
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55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
7
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115

(o,
(
(=
(o,
(=
(o,
(
(o,
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(o,
(
(
(
(
(
o,
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(=
(=
(
(o,
(
(
(
(
(
(
(
(=
(
(O

0,0, —103422864, —26769889, —4290940, —589184, —74958)

0,0, —100965325, —26236718, —4280496, —599729, —77921)
1299165141433, 0,0, —149992114, —13410925, —1221759, —113651)
0,11091944806, 1414982133, 88436388, 0, —1403751, —356509)
2370518793825, 0, 0, —304205617, —28068180, —2673161, —267316)
0,0, 0, —1329832, —537956, —127678, —24303)

0
0,
0

0,0, —3659439217, —950921617, —155141345, —21736416, —2824112)
0,0,1667190, 446418, 67961, 8668)

,0,0,0,0,0, —1064222, 0, 285444, 160397)
,0,0, 0 0,2337512, 1158887, 330521, 73173)
,0,0,0,—1531587, —589537, 7129964,722695)

,0,0 0 —35406, —15155, —3334)

,0,0, —71612334, —18804223, —3075477, —431366, —56080)
,0,0,0,0,—12974, 0, 4359)

,0,0,0,0,4677012, 2215622, 593361, 122148)

,0,0, —379426866, —98595447, —16085678, —2253718, —292816)
,0,0,0,—1001181, —347490, —65629, 9371)

—18918837294, 0,0, —5728490, — 787474, —108085)

0
0,
0
0,
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

70 —64158067, —16846854, —2755344, 386464,750242)

0
0
0
,0,0 314129288 —78844475 —12081240, —1578458, —190430)
0
0,0,0,—1704397, —620000, —127433, —20664)

0

0

,0, 0 7106796999 728043138 —4586523, —643306, —83633)
0,0, 0, —6215064, —2516920, —598732, —114475)
0,0,0,0,955948, 429395, 105520, 19167)

48031592256, 0,0, 11040701, 1115611, 115408)
0,0,0,0,0,0,—2143032, —1241360, —401833, —97740)
0,0,0,0,0,0, —14047613, —8488569, —2909072, —758148)
0,0,0,0,—-1552628, —531841, —97912, 713407)
0
1

0
0
0
0
0
0,
0
0
0
0
0,

0,0,0,0,0, —2618443, —1505910, —482407, —115715)
617153799881, 0, 0,197697391, 16639510, 1426243, 125110)
7063410652, 0, 0, 1589426, 144494, 13135)
0,0,0, —114103753, —29961502, —4900266, —687311, —89354)
,0,0,0,31817, 13173, 2468)
,0,0,0, —10677039, —3964370, —842610, —142646)
,0,0,22638, 7941, 1375)
,0,0,0,0,6344046, 3245585, 956303, 218771)
,0,0, —495338005, —121177788, —17614437, —2088461, —208847)
,0,0,—393778194, —103398759, —16911081, —2371948, —308363)
,0,0,0,0,0, 12429, 8163, 2762)
,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1119,1234)
3885730122, 0,0, — 718522, —32660, —1)
992098071642, 0,0, —118216298, —9445854, — 744219, —57247)
565131071791, 0, 0, 85703268, 9084766, 985095, 109456)
0,0,0, —138176827, —36282640, —5934101, —832316, —108205)
0,0,0,0,—1213093, —449831, —95266, —15983)
0,0,0,89931451, 24948054, 4341823, 647628, 89588)
0,0,
0,0,

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

)

0,0, 0,9599576, 4809061, 1377672, 305452)

)

0, —77300917310, —10532936094, —956541670, —87328370, —8017435, —740071)

,0, —27280263472, —3518058798, —293088094, —25041704, —2203669, —200334)

—19060138333, —2884207282, —300173384, —30699551, —3100964, —310097)

,0, —27750045610, —4064194735, —408278612, —41428056, —4245277, —439167)

0,0

0,0,0,1087426, 314758, 52603, 7448)

0,0,0,0,0,0,—1337775, —752950, —233517, —53538)
2169430180, 0,0, —198141, 4,0, 0)

289768164194, 0, 0, 45345884, 5038432, 559825, 62203)

0,0,0,—70323109, —18465693, —3020109, —423600, —55070)
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116 | (0,0, 0, —89288753, —23286483, —3710063, —501572, —62051)

1171 (0,0,0,0,0, —15046, —7958, —2003)

118 (0,0, —55007201398, — 7858513065, — 756481319, —73298937, — 7158493, —705767)
119 (0,0,0,0,—7607112, —2990049, —680855, —123814)

1201 (0,0,0,0,0,0,—2570051, —1576448, —546592, —143665)

121 | (64738987904, 0,0, 7963177, 461283, 0, —6621)

122 (0,0, —312204467074, —43839706334, —4468167233, —463940452, —49178872, —5332649, —592516)
123 | (0,0,0, —62996931, —16541959, —2705478, —379470, —49333)

124 (0,0, —34501373844, —4771922844, —433811167, —39437379, —3585216, —325929)
125 | (0,0,0, —1169094984, —287376982, —42813875, —5458939, —645630)

126 | (0,0,12829413037, 1887211369, 175111560, 14517041, 907320, 0)

127 (0,0,0,0,0,0,0, —37148, —30261, —13559)

128 | (—178847202626, 0,0, —25013595, —2273963, —206724, —18793)

129 | (1111960200, 0, 0, 365603, 48288, 6898)

130| (0,0,0, —112031224, —29417295, —4811260, —674827, —87731)

131 (0,0,0,0,0,4443929, 2128486, 571736, 117372)

132 (0,0, —34375141077, —4754463451, —432223950, —39293087, —3572098, —324737)
133 | (0,0, 0,864770601, 222403153, 33916787, 4279939, 475548)

134 (0,0,0, —3973255445, —998404736, —161564034, —22554302, —2924465, —362979)
135 (0,0,0,6247855, 1847930, 310209, 44003)

136 (0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1137, 1309)

137 | (1294707168, 0,0, 237202, 10317, 0)

138 | (39494208, 0,0, 21372, 1645)

139 | (11007285490, 0,0, 2883349, 285481, 28548)

140 (0,0,0,0, —16028637, —6112248, —1330674, —230596)

141 | (72932423060, 0,0, 11832901, 1179751, 117975, 11798)

142 (0,0,0,0, —2848088, —1208753, —297136, 757413)

143 | (0,0, 0, —364965233, —96892815, —15887789, —2230938, —290213)

1441 (0, 0,0, —55660, —20011, —3553)

145 | (—1400886, 0,0, —911,0)

146 | (—2655400442, 0,0, —824349, —91594, —10178)

147 | (163604694365, 0, 0, 26168863, 2536575, 246500, 23855)

148 (0,0,0, —316467666, —81782200, —12927692, —1754267, —221407)

149 (0,0,0,—411875739, —126767583, —24943894, —4253740, —676710)

150 (0,0,0,0,0,0,2204, 2101)

151 | (0,0,0,0, —2336823, —882211, —189036, —32146)

152 (0,0,0,0, —8943902, —3542882, —788607, —138366)

153 | (0,0,0,—2568167, —756561, —121188, —16321)

154 | (1294235800, 0, 0, 373032, 20725, —1)

155 | (0,0,0,0, —1467454, —617730, —151051, —29543)

156 (949975748 0,0, 235960, 21451, 1950)

157 | (0,0,0,24726, 11067, 2893)

158 (0, 0,0, 1421580, 478465, 97821, 16654)

159 | (— 364383063 0,0, —124960, —13884, —1543)

160 | (519279994, 0,0, 161166, 17908, 1989)

161 | (0,0,0,—4803, —1591, —145)

162 | (—64725455, 0,0, —25323, —2681, —298)

163 | (—3135702600, 0,0, —1171021, —104988, —8077)

164 | (0,0,0, —84876, —27407, —2492)

Table 3: Certificates of infeasibility for each polynomial in Table

Index | Candidate characteristic polynomial
(z + 5)32(J1 -9 (z — 11)(2:2 — 23z + 116)

1
2 | (z+5)32(x —9)1* (23 — 3422 + 369m — 1264)

3 | (z+5)32(z — 9)2(22 — 20z + 95)(x® — 3222 + 327z — 1068)

4 | (z+5)32(x —9)12(x® — 522 + 1062:1: — 1063622 + 52193z — 100376)
5| (x+5)32(x — 9)12(2? — 202 + 95)(x3 — 3222 + 3272 — 1052)

6 | (z+5)%2(z — 9)'2(x — 11)2 (2> — 3022 + 281z — 812)
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7| (x+5)32(x — 9)12(z — 11)2(23 — 3022 + 281z — 808)

8 | (x+5)%2(z — 8)(x — 9! (z — 11)3(2® — 20z + 83)

9| (z+5)32(x — 7)(z —9)19(x — 11)3 (23 — 3022 + 285z — 852)
10 | (z+5)%2(z — 9 (z — 11)2(x — 13)(23 — 2622 + 213z — 556)
11 | (24 5)%2(z — 5)(z — 9)2(z — 11)?(z — 12)(z — 13)

Table 4: List of 11 candidate characteristic polynomials for 49 equiangular
lines in R17.

Index | Warranted polynomials and certificates of warranty
(z +5)3 (z — 9)13(2* — 3823 + 50822 — 2810z + 5363)
1 [ (28491688, 0,0, —13311, —1663)
(z +5)3(z —9)B(x — 11) (23 — 2722 + 211z — 481)
(—71206868, 0,0, —31318, —3131)
(z+5)3T(xz — 9)B (x® — 3823 + 50822 — 2802z + 5339)
o | (=31466028, 0,0, —15413, —2201)
(z +5)% (z — 9)13 (¥ — 3823 + 50822 — 2794x + 5267)
(—32393128, 0,0, —14283, —1428)
(z+5)3(z — 9)11 (28 — 562 + 1273z* — 1500822 + 9652322 — 3198162 + 423835)
4 | (3081463054228, 0,0, 329213615, 23608945, 1311608, 0)
(z +5)% (x — 9)11 (22 — 20z + 95)(z? — 3623 + 4582 — 2428z + 4485)
(0,0,0,0,—239073, —107333, —26537)
(z+5)3(z — 9)1 (2% — 562> + 12732* — 1500023 + 9637122 — 319088z + 423571)
4 1.(0,0,0, 576862162, 159550736, 25867427, 3614120)
(x + 5% (x — 9) T (2% — 562° + 12732% — 15000° + 96371z — 319056z + 423347)
(—900198292671, 0, 0, — 70576836, 0, 678324, 136910)
(z +5)3 (z — 9)11 (2% — 5625 + 1273z% — 1499223 + 9613922 — 316952z + 417243)
5 [(15798865000678, 0, 0, 1810892027, 159441460, 14258992, 1296273)
(z +5)%T (z — 9)1T (22 — 20z + 95)(z? — 3623 + 45822 — 2412z + 4405)
(0,0,0, 8229987, 1467053, 0, —42311)
(z+5)3(z — 9)1 (x — 11)(2? — 14a + 41) (23 — 3122 + 303z — 921)
¢ | (7723650238, 0,0, 1795746, 177797, 17779)
(z +5)%(x —9)1(x — 11)2 (22 — 14z + 41)(z? — 20z + 83)
(1681764478, 0,0, 411472, 45720, 5079)
(z+5)3(z — 9)1 (x — 11)(2® — 452% + 77823 — 642622 + 25189z — 37289)
7 | (8311896038, 0,0, 1932968, 192633, 19927)
(z +5)%(x — 9)1(z — 11)% (2T — 3423 + 4042?% — 1974x + 3347)
(2513477598, 0,0, 614905, 68323, 7591)
(x+5)3(z — 9)19(x — 11)?(2® — 432* + 71023 — 5618x2 + 21257z — 30675)
g | (=615702770, 0,0, —180140, —22209, —2468)
(x+5)3(x —9)19(x — 11)3(2* — 3223 + 35822 — 1672z + 2753)
(—3736443160, 0, 0, —1027960, —114217, —12691)
(x+ 53z — 7)(xz — 9)°(z — 11)% (2 — 452* + 78223 — 653422 + 26113z — 39709)
o | (1614272396498, 0,0, 236406108, 23278501, 2290900, 221701)
(z +5)%(z — 9)?(z — 11)%(x® — 5225 4+ 10972 — 1200023 + 71603xZ — 2200762 + 270467)
(693739600051, 0, 0, 103053553, 10456851, 1071550, 110851)
(z+5)3(x —9)19(x — 11)(z — 13)(a® — 41z* + 65023 — 497022 + 18293z — 25869)
10 1(0,0,0,0, 28753, 11854, 2194)
(z +5)%(z —9)10(x — 11)2 (22 — 20z + 95)(z® — 2322 + 155z — 317)
(0,0,0,4052423, 1116206, 173878, 22882)
(x+5)3(z — 9) (x — 11)(z — 13)(a* — 3223 + 36222 — 1696z + 2789)
11 | (=5637966054, 0,0, —1233304, —103494, —8625)

(z +5)3(x — 9)1(z — 11)%(2? — 16z + 43)(z? — 18z + 73)
(—27025283304, 0, 0, 5833300, —470427, —37635)

Table 5: Pairs of Seidel-incompatible warranted interlacing characteristic poly-
nomials together with certificates of warranty for each of the polynomials listed
in Table[dl

37



Index | Candidate characteristic polynomial

1| (z+5)32(x—9)12(z — 11)(z* — 4123 + 61122 — 3919z + 9140)

2 | (z+5)32(x — 9)12(2® — 522% 4 106223 — 1064022 + 522492 — 100508)
3| (z+5)%2(x—17)2 (95—9)11(33—11)2@2 —25x+152)

4| (z+5)32(x — 9)12(2® — 522 + 106223 — 1062822 + 52001z — 99248)
5| (x+5)32(x — )13(x—11)(x— 12)(x2 —20x+83)

6 | (x+5)32(x — 9 (x —11)%(a* — 3923 + 55122 — 3321z + 7160)

7 (x+5)32(az—5)(90—8)(96—9)10(90 11)%(z — 13)

8 | (x+5)32(x — 9 (x — 11)*(a? — 17z + 56)

Table 6: List of 8 candidate characteristic polynomials for 49 equiangular lines
in R17.

Index | Warranted polynomial and certificate of warranty

|| @ 5)31(z — 9)1 (x — 11)(2® — 452% + 7783 — 644222 + 25477z — 38329)
(0,0,0,1746419, 491392, 81630, 11528)

5 | @+ 5)31( )11(1« — 56x° + 127327 — 1500023 + 9633922 — 318544z + 421459)
(0, 0,0, 2578890, 690376, 105095, 13403)

3| @+ 5)31(35 —7)(z — )10(x 11)(x® — 47x* + 85423 — 746622 + 31161z — 49015)
(49638392174, 0, 0, 10008058, 946709, 90162)

4] @t 5)31(z — 9)11 (28 — 562> + 12732% — 1499223 + 9615522 — 317304z + 419371)
(0,0,0, 3772987, 1029536, 162478, 21753)

5 (x4 5)3T(x — 9)12(a® — 47x* + 85023 — 734222 4 300612 — 46531)
(—30845693350, 0,0, —6031794, —513344, —42779)

6| @+ 531 (z — 9)10(x — 11)?(2® — 432* + 71023 — 56022 + 21065z — 30211)
(0,0,0, 15489527, 4414523, 731381 103163)

7| @+ 531 (z — 9)9(x — 11)3(x® — 41z* + 64623 — 487022 + 17497z — 23889)
(—4146865216, 0, 0, —1459666, —205965, —26866)

8 (x+5)3(z — 9)19(x — 11)3 (2% — 14z + 37)(2? — 18z + 69)

(13345166, 0,0, 9135, 610)

Table 7: Warranted interlacing characteristic polynomials together with cer-
tificates of warranty for each of the polynomials listed in Table

(x4 5)3(z —T)(z—9

(z+5)3z—T)(z—9

(z°
(
2
2
x —11)(
2

12
10
10
n 2 — 247 + 139) (22 — 14z + 37)
11

Index | Seidel-compatible interlacing characteristic polynomials and certificate of infeasibility
(z+5)3 (x — 9)1 (2% — 562 + 12732z* — 150002 + 9627522 — 317328z + 415699)
(z+5)3(x — 7)(x — 9 (x — 11)? (3 — 2722 + 2152 — 493)

(z+5)3(z — 9)1 (x — 11) (25 — 452* + 77823 — 644222 + 25477x — 38329)
1| (z+5)3(z—9)12(x - 11)(z* — 3623 + 45422 — 2332z + 3929)
(z +5)3 (x — 9)12 (x® — 47x* + 85023 — 732622 + 29629z — 43715)
(x4 5)3(z — 9N (z — 11)(2? — 222 + 113) (23 — 2322 + 159z — 313)
(—733717562599, 0, 0 —88445449, —8599751, —854743, —87218)
(z +5)3(x — 9)12(x® — 47x* + 85023 — 735022 + 30141z — 46283)
(z +5)3 (z — 9)1 (26 — 5625 + 1273z* — 1500023 + 9633922 — 318544x + 421459)
2 | (x+5)3 (z — 9)12(x® — 472* + 85023 — 734222 + 29981z — 45651)
(z +5)3 (z — 9)12(x® — 472 + 85023 — 731822 4 29437z — 42539)
(1986879326641, 0, 0, 183663110, 8328599, 0, —81386)
(z+5)3(x — 7)(x — 9)11( —11)2 ( — 2722 4 215z — 493)
(x+5)3(x —7)(z — 9)0(x — 11 — 472* + 85423 — 746622 + 31161z — 49015)
(x4 5)3(z — 7)(z — 9)12(z — 11)(2® — 2922 4 2512 — 591)
5| @+ 53 (z — 7)(x — 9)10(x — 11)2 (2* — 3623 + 45822 — 24202 + 4397)
)( )
) )
)(

— — — — — —

x

( 4

(x4 — 3623 + 45822 — 2420z 4 4429)
X

(

(z+5)3(x — 7)(x — 9 (x — 11)? (3 — 2722 + 2152 — 445)

o(
(
(
(z—11
(
(
)

(0,0,0, 58308, 28387, 9164

Continued on next page
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Table 8 — continued from previous page

(z +5)3(x — 9)11 (20 — 56x® + 12732* — 1499223 + 9615522 — 317304z + 419371)
(z +5)3 (z — 9)12 (2% — 47x* + 85023 — 733422 + 29869z — 45291)
(z 4+ 5)3(x — 9)13 (x* — 3823 + 50822 — 2754z + 4843)

4 | (x+5)3 (z — 9)12(x® — 47x* + 85023 — 731022 + 29277 — 41779)
(z+5)3(x — 9)12 (a® — 47;): + 85023 — 731022 4 293412 — 42483)
(z+5)3 (x — 9)12(x — 13)(z* — 3423 + 40822 — 1990z + 3119)
(877829032285, 0,0, 0, —19643059, —4005362, —619899)

(z+5)3T(x — 9)12(a® — 47;);4 + 85023 — 734222 + 30061z — 46531)
5| @+ 5)31(z — 9)12(x — 11)(2* — 3623 + 45422 — 2316z + 3881)
(z +5)3 (z — 3)(z — 9)12(x — 11)? (22 — 222 + 113)
(0,0,0, 17473, 5644, 839)
(z +5)3(x — 9)19(z — 11)2(2® — 432% + 71023 — 560222 + 21049z — 30131)
(z +5)3 (z —9)0(x — 11)2(2® — 433: + 71023 — 560222 4 21065z — 30211)
(z+5)3(x — 7)(z — 9)19(x — 11)3 (23 — 2522 + 183z — 367)
(x+5)3(z — 9 (z — 11)2(z — 13)(23 — 2lm + 131z — 247)
z +5)3(z — 9)10(z — 11)%(2? — 18z + 73)(2® — 2522 + 187z — 395

6
(z +5)3Y(z — 9)19(z — 11)2 (25 — 432* + 71023 — 5578x2 + 20553z — 27611)
(z+5)3(x — 9)1 (z — 11)2(2* — 3423 + 40422 — 1934z + 2939)

(z +5)3(z — 9)1 (z — 11)2(2* — 3423 + 40422 — 1926z + 2931)

(x4 5)3(x — 91 (z — 11)3 (23 — 2322 4 151z — 241)

(0,0,0,0,39830, 17496, 3881)

(z+5)3(x —9)%(x — 11)3(2® — 412* + 64623 — 487022 + 17497z — 23889)

.| @+ 5)31 (x — 5)(x — 9)%(z — 11)*(z — 11)3(23 — 2522 4 191z — 431)

(z +5)3 (x — 9)19(x — 11)3(2* — 3223 + 35822 — 1624z + 2449)
(0,0,0, —312193, —119497, —23881)

8 (z+5)3(x — 9)19(x — 11)3(2? — 14z + 37)(2? — 18z + 69)

(—11430609, 0, 0, —7006, 0)

Table 8: Lists of Seidel-compatible interlacing characteristic polynomials to-
gether with certificates of infeasibility for each polynomial in Table [6] with
respect to its warranted polynomial in Table [7}
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