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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a switching for 2-designs, which defines

a type of trade. We illustrate this method by applying it to some

symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs, showing that the switching introduced

in this paper in some cases can be applied directly to orbit matrices. In

that way we obtain six new symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs. Further,

we show that this type of switching (of trades) can be applied to

any symmetric design related to a Bush-type Hadamard matrix and

construct symmetric designs with parameters (36, 15, 6) leading to new

Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 36, and symmetric (100, 45, 20)

designs yielding Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 100.

Keywords: switching, block design, Hadamard matrix.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 05B05, 05B20.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.02529v2
deanc@math.uniri.hr
asvob@math.uniri.hr


1 Introduction and preliminaries

Switching methods have been successfully used for constructing strongly reg-

ular graphs (see [1, 2, 14, 31]). Denniston [11] used a method called switching

ovals for a construction of symmetric (25, 9, 3) designs. A similar idea was

employed in [27], where Orrick defined switching operations for Hadamard

matrices. The switching using Pasch configurations, so called Pasch switch,

was used for a construction of new Steiner triple systems from known ones

(see [12, 13]). Norton [26], Parker [29] and Wanless [33] used switching for a

construction of Latin squares. Further, Österg̊ard in [28] introduced a switch-

ing for codes and Steiner systems. In this paper, we introduce a switching

that can be applied to any 2-design having a set of blocks satisfying certain

properties, and give few examples. In [21], Jungnickel and Tonchev used

maximal arcs for a transformation of quasi-symmetric designs that leads to a

construction of new quasi-symmetric designs. This transformation can also

be described as switching, but it is different than the switching introduced

in this paper.

A 2-(v, k, λ) design is a finite incidence structure D = (P,B, I), where P

and B are disjoint sets and I ⊆ P × B, with the following properties:

1. |P| = v and 1 < k < v − 1,

2. every element (block) of B is incident with exactly k elements (points)

of P,

3. every two distinct points in P are together incident with exactly λ

blocks of B.

In a 2-(v, k, λ) design, every point is incident with exactly r =
λ(v − 1)

k − 1
blocks, and r is called the replication number of a design. A 2-design is also

called a block design. The number of blocks in a block design is denoted by

b. If v = b, a design is called symmetric. An isomorphism from one block

design to another is a bijective mapping of points to points and blocks to
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blocks which preserves incidence. An isomorphism from a block design D

onto itself is called an automorphism of D. The set of all automorphisms

forms a group called the full automorphism group of D and is denoted by

Aut(D). If D is a block design, the incidence structure D′ having as points

the blocks of D, and having as blocks the points of D, where a point and a

block are incident in D′ if and only if the corresponding block and a point of

D are incident, is a block design called the dual of D. The dual design of a

2-design D is a 2-design if and only if D is symmetric. A symmetric design

is called self-dual if the design and its dual are isomorphic. Let A be the

b×v (block-point) incidence matrix of a 2-design. The rank of A over GF (p)

is called the p-rank of A. For further reading on block designs we refer the

reader to [3].

The switching introduced in this paper defines a trade. A trade for a 2-

(v, k, λ) design consists of two disjoint sets of blocks with the property that

if the design contains the blocks of one of the sets, then these blocks can be

replaced by the blocks of the other set (see [28]). For example, if a design

has a subdesign, then the subdesign can be replaced by a disjoint subdesign

with the same parameters (see [28]). For more results on trades we refer the

reader to [4, 16]. In Section 3.1 we show that switching (of trades) introduced

in this paper can be applied directly to orbit matrices.

The paper is outlined as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a switching

for 2-designs. In Section 3, we apply the switching introduced to construct

new designs from known symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs. Further, we show

that this switching can be applied to symmetric designs related to Bush-type

Hadamard matrices and illustrate that, by constructing examples of Bush-

type Hadamard matrices of orders 36 and 100. Section 4 contains concluding

remarks.

For the computations we have used computer algebra system MAGMA

[5].
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2 Switching for 2-designs

In this section, we define a switching for 2-designs and show that an incidence

structure obtained from a 2-(v, k, λ) design by switching is also a 2-(v, k, λ)

design.

Definition 1. Let D = (P,B, I) be a 2-design and let B1 ⊂ B be a set

of blocks such that there are sets of points P1,P2 ⊂ P with the following

properties:

1. (P,B) /∈ I, for every (P,B) ∈ P1 × B1,

2. (P,B) ∈ I, for every (P,B) ∈ P2 × B1,

3. |{B ∈ B1 : (P,B) ∈ I}| = |{B ∈ B1 : (P,B) /∈ I}|, for every P ∈

P\(P1 ∪ P2).

Then B1 is called a switching set of D.

Note that for a switching set B1 the sets P1 and P2 with the above prop-

erties are uniquely determined. If B1 is a switching set of a 2-(v, k, λ) design

D = (P,B, I), we define an incidence structure D1 = (P,B, I1) obtained

from D by switching with respect to B1 in the following way:

1. (P,B) ∈ I1 ⇔ (P,B) ∈ I, for B ∈ B\B1, P ∈ P,

2. (P,B) ∈ I1 ⇔ (P,B) ∈ I, for B ∈ B1, P ∈ P1 ∪ P2,

3. (P,B) ∈ I1 ⇔ (P,B) /∈ I, for B ∈ B1, P ∈ P\(P1 ∪ P2).

Theorem 2. Let D = (P,B, I) be a 2-(v, k, λ) design. If B1 is a switching

set of D then the incidence structure D1 = (P,B, I1) obtained from D by

switching with respect to B1 is also a 2-(v, k, λ) design.

Proof. Let us show that all blocks of D1 are incident with precisely k points.

It is clear that a block B ∈ B\B1 of D1 is incident with k points. Let B

belong to the switching set B1. The block B is incident in D with k − |P2|

4



points from P\(P1 ∪P2). Further, it follows directly from the definition of a

switching set that

|{(P,B) ∈ I : P ∈ P\(P1 ∪ P2), B ∈ B1}| =
|P\(P1 ∪ P2)× B1|

2
.

Therefore,

k − |P2| =
|P\(P1 ∪ P2)|

2
.

It follows that the block B is incident in D1 with k − |P2| points from the

set P\(P1 ∪ P2). Hence, any block from B1 is incident in D1 with k points.

It remains to prove that every two distinct points are together incident

in D1 with λ blocks. It is obvious that two points from P1 ∪P2 are together

incident with exactly λ blocks. Further, two points, one from P1 ∪ P2 and

one from P\(P1 ∪ P2), are also together incident with λ blocks. Let P1 and

P2 be points from the set P\(P1 ∪ P2). Denote by x the number of blocks

from B1 that are incident in D with P1 and P2. Then there are x blocks of

B1 that are not incident in D neither with P1 nor with P2. Hence, there are

x blocks of B1 that are incident in D1 with P1 and P2. Since there are λ− x

blocks from B\B1 that are incident with P1 and P2 in both designs D and

D1, it follows that P1 and P2 are together incident with λ blocks in D1. So,

D1 is a 2-(v, k, λ) design.

Obviously, if a design D1 is obtained from D by switching with respect

to B1, then D can be obtained form D1 also by switching with respect to B1.

If 2-designs D and D1 can be obtained from each other by switching, then D

and D1 are said to be switching-equivalent.

Remark 3. If B1 is a switching set of a symmetric 2-design D, then the

incident structure with the point set B1 and the block set P\(P1 ∪ P2) is a

2-design which is a subdesign of the dual design of D.

Remark 4. Clearly, the size of a switching set is an even number. Note

that any pair of blocks of a 2-design form a switching set. However, if D and

D1 are switching-equivalent with respect to a switching set of size two, then
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they are isomorphic. Switching with respect to switching sets of size greater

than two usually produce non-isomorphic designs.

3 Application to some symmetric designs

In this section, we apply the method introduced to symmetric designs ob-

tained from Bush-type Hadamard matrices, and to certain symmetric designs

with parameters (64, 28, 12). It is clear that the switching does not have to

preserve the full automorphism group of a design. The examples given in this

section show that the switching introduced in this paper does not preserve

p-rank of a 2-design, in case when p divides the order of the design, and also

does not preserve the self-duality of a symmetric design.

3.1 Examples from symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs

A Hadamard matrix of order m is an (m × m)-matrix H = (hi,j), hi,j ∈

{−1, 1}, satisfying HHT = HTH = mIm, where Im is the unit matrix of

order m. Two Hadamard matrices are said to be equivalent if one can be

obtained from the other by negating rows or columns, or by interchanging

rows or columns. A Hadamard matrix is regular if the row and column sums

are constant. It is well known that the existence of a symmetric design with

parameters (4u2, 2u2 − u, u2 − u) is equivalent to the existence of a regular

Hadamard matrix of order 4u2 (see [32, Theorem 1.4 p. 280]). Symmetric

designs with parameters (4u2, 2u2 − u, u2 − u) are called Menon designs.

Symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs are related to regular Hadamard matrices

of order 64. To illustrate the method introduced in this paper, we will apply

the switching to some of the symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs described in [8].

The examples where done by computer, using the computer algebra system

MAGMA [5].

Example 5. It is shown in [8] that up to isomorphism there are exactly

two orbit matrices for the action of the Frobenius group of order 21, i.e., the
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nonabelian group of order 21, on a symmetric (64, 28, 12) design so that its

cyclic subgroup of order 3 fixes exactly 10 points. These block-by-point orbit

matrices M1 andM2 are given below, where the first row and the first column

gives the orbit lengths. The designs obtained from M1 are not isomorphic

to the designs obtained from M2, but we will show that they are related by

switching.

M1 1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

1 0 7 7 7 7 0 0 0 0 0

7 1 4 4 4 0 3 3 3 3 3

7 1 4 4 0 4 3 3 3 3 3

7 1 4 0 4 4 3 3 3 3 3

7 1 0 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 3

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 0

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 0 4

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 0 4 4

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 0 4 4 4

7 0 3 3 3 3 0 4 4 4 4

M2 1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

1 0 7 7 7 7 0 0 0 0 0

7 1 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 3 0

7 1 3 3 3 3 4 4 0 3 4

7 1 3 3 3 3 4 0 4 3 4

7 1 3 3 3 3 0 4 4 3 4

7 0 4 4 4 0 3 3 3 4 3

7 0 4 4 0 4 3 3 3 4 3

7 0 4 0 4 4 3 3 3 4 3

7 0 0 4 4 4 3 3 3 4 3

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 0 4

As shown in [8], up to isomorphism there are 10 mutually non-isomorphic

symmetric designs with parameters (64, 28, 12) admitting the action of the

Frobenius group of order 21 so that the cyclic group of order 3 fixes 10 points

and blocks. The orbit matrix M1 leads to 3 symmetric designs, denoted by

D1, D2 and D3, and the orbit matrix M2 corresponds to 7 symmetric designs,

denoted by D4, . . . ,D10. It can be seen from the orbit matrix M1 that the

fixed blocks of D1, D2 and D3, together with any of the orbits of length

7 corresponding to the last 5 rows of M1, form switching sets of size 8.

Further, the fixed blocks of the designs D4, . . . ,D10, together with the orbit

of length 7 corresponding to the last row of M2, also form switching sets of

size 8. Switching of the designs D1, D2 and D3 with respect to the described

switching sets produce designs D4, . . . ,D10. The designs D4, . . . ,D10 have

2-rank 26, and the designs D4, . . . ,D10 have 2-rank 27. That means that the

switching does not preserve p-rank of a design. Further, the designs D1, D2,

D3, D4, D9 and D10 are self-dual, while (D5,D7) and (D6,D8) are pairs of

mutually dual designs. It means that the property of being self-dual is not

preserved under the switching introduced in this paper.

Example 6. Up to isomorphism, there are nine orbit matrices for the Frobe-

nius group of order 21 acting on a symmetric (64, 28, 12) design in a way that
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its cyclic subgroup of order 3 fixes 7 points (see [8]). One of these nine orbit

matrices is the orbit matrix M3 given below.

M3 1 7 7 7 7 7 7 21

1 0 7 7 7 7 0 0 0

7 1 4 4 4 0 3 3 9

7 1 4 4 0 4 3 3 9

7 1 4 0 4 4 3 3 9

7 1 0 4 4 4 3 3 9

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 0 12

7 0 3 3 3 3 0 4 12

21 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 8

M
′

3
1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7

1 0 7 7 7 7 0 0 0 0 0

7 1 4 4 4 0 3 3 3 3 3

7 1 4 4 0 4 3 3 3 3 3

7 1 4 0 4 4 3 3 3 3 3

7 1 0 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 3

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 0 4 4 4

7 0 3 3 3 3 0 4 4 4 4

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 4 0

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 0 4 4

7 0 3 3 3 3 4 4 4 0 4

If the Frobenius group of order 21 acts on a symmetric (64, 28, 12) design

yielding the orbit matrix M3, then its subgroup of order 7 acts on that

designs producing the orbit matrix M ′

3
. The orbit matrix M3 leads to three

symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs, denoted in [8] by D27, D28 and D29. Any of

the last five orbits for Z7 of the designs D27, D28 and D29, together with the

fixed block, form a switching set of size 8. Switching of D27, D28 and D29

with respect to the switching sets obtained from last three orbits of length

7 (that belong to the orbit of length 21 of the Frobenius group of order 21)

produce symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs that are not isomorphic to the designs

obtained in [8]. From each of the designs D27, D28 and D29 we obtain, up

to isomorphism, one new design denoted by D′

27
, D′

28
and D′

29
, respectively.

The designs D′

27
, D′

28
and D′

29
are pairwise non-isomorphic. While the designs

D27, D28 and D29 are self-dual, the newly obtained designs D′

27
, D′

28
and D′

29

are not self-dual, and together with their duals give us six designs that are

not isomorphic to the designs obtained in (see [8]). The full automorphism

group of D′

27
is isomorphic to Z7 × Z2, and the full automorphism groups of

D′

28
and D′

29
are isomorphic to Z7. While the designs D27, D28 and D29 have

2-rank equal to 26, the 2-rank of any of the design D′

28
and D′

29
is 27.

Remark 7. The designs D′

27
, D′

28
and D′

29
are not isomorphic to the de-

signs described in [9, 23, 30], since all these designs have the full automor-

phism groups of order divisible by 26. Further, none of the derived designs

(with parameters 2-(28, 12, 11)) of D′

27
, D′

28
and D′

29
and their duals is quasi-

symmetric, and therefore the designs D′

27
, D′

28
and D′

29
and their duals are

8



not isomorphic to the designs obtained in [10, 24]. The designs D′

27
, D′

28

and D′

29
and their duals are also not isomorphic to the symmetric (64, 28, 12)

design from [6]. Therefore, the designs D′

27
, D′

28
and D′

29
and their duals

are possibly not isomorphic to the previously known symmetric (64, 28, 12)

designs.

3.2 Symmetric designs related to Bush-type Hadamard

matrices

We will show that the switching introduced in this paper can be applied to

any symmetric design obtained from a Bush-type Hadamard matrix.

A Bush-type Hadamard matrix of order 4n2 is a Hadamard matrix with

the additional property of being a block matrix H = [Hi,j] with blocks of

size 2n× 2n, such that Hi,i = J2n and Hi,jJ2n = J2nHi,j = 0, i 6= j, 1 ≤ i ≤

2n, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n, where J2n is the all-ones (2n× 2n)-matrix.

Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 16n2 exist for all values of n for

which a Hadamard matrix of order 4n exists (see [22]). However, it is very

difficult to decide whether such matrices of order 4n2 exist if n is an odd

integer, n > 1. Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 4n2, where n is an

odd integer, have been constructed for n = 3, 5, 9 (see [17, 19, 20]). Later

on, M. Muzychuk and Q. Xiang gave a construction of Bush-type Hadamard

matrices of order 4n4 for any odd n [25]. While there are at least 52432 sym-

metric (100, 45, 20) designs corresponding to Bush-type Hadamard matrices

of order 100 (see [7]), the only known symmetric designs with parameters

(36, 15, 6) and (324, 153, 72) corresponding to Bush-type Hadamard matrices

of order 36 and 324, respectively, are two designs corresponding to Bush-type

Hadamard matrices of order 36 given in [17, 18], and one design correspond-

ing to Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 324 given in [20].

H. Kharaghani [22] showed that a Bush-type Hadamard matrix of or-

der 4n2 with 2n − 1 or 2n + 1 a prime power, can be used to construct

infinite classes of symmetric designs. Further, Janko and Kharaghani con-
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structed strongly regular graphs with parameters (936, 375, 150, 150) and

(1800, 1029, 588, 588) from a block negacyclic Bush-type Hadamard matrix

of order 36 (see [18]).

Bush-type Hadamard matrices are regular. By replacing the entries 1 of a

Bush-type Hadamard matrix of order 4n2 with 0, and the entries equal to −1

with 1, one gets the incidence matrix of a symmetric design with parameters

(4n2, 2n2 − n, n2 − n). The diagonal blocks of these incidence matrices are

zero matrices, and the off-diagonal blocks have the same number of 1s and

0s in each row and column. Hence, each 2n × 2n diagonal block of the

Menon design corresponding to a Bush-type Hadamard matrix of order 4n2

determines a switching set, which give us 2n switching sets. Each of these 2n

switching sets can be used for switching, producing 2n − 1 designs that are

switching-equivalent with the starting design. Note that these 2n−1 designs

also correspond to Bush-type Hadamard matrices.

Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 4n2, where n is an odd prime, have

been constructed only for n = 3, 5. In Examples 8, 9 and 10, we construct

new symmetric designs corresponding to Bush-type Hadamard matrices of

order 36 and 100.

Example 8. To illustrate the construction method, we use the block nega-

cyclic Bush-type Hadamard matrix of order 36 from [18]. The six diagonal

blocks of that Bush-type Hadamard matrix determine six switching sets of

the corresponding Menon design, and switching leads us to 64 symmetric

(36, 15, 6) designs (including the starting one). These 64 designs are pairwise

non-isomorphic, and all of them have trivial full automorphism group. Any

of these 64 symmetric (36, 15, 6) designs can be used to construct two infinite

classes of symmetric designs, as shown in [17]. Note that the switching with

respect to all six switching sets produces a design which corresponds to a

Bush-type Hadamard matrix of order 36 that is also block negacyclic.

For a prime p, p-rank of the incidence matrix of a 2-(v, k, λ) design can

be smaller than v − 1 only if p divides the order of a design, i.e. if p divides

k− λ in the case of a symmetric design (see [15]). The symmetric (36, 15, 6)
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design constructed in [18] has 3-rank equal to 15, while 10 of the designs

obtained by switching have 3-rank equal to 16, 28 of them have 3-rank 17,

and 18 designs have 3-rank equal to 18.

The 64 Bush-type Hadamard matrices corresponding to the 64 Menon

designs obtained in this example form 14 equivalence classes.

Example 9. In this example, we use the Bush-type Hadamard matrix of

order 36 from [17]. The six diagonal blocks of that Bush-type Hadamard

matrix determine six switching sets of the corresponding design, and switch-

ing leads us to 64 symmetric (36, 15, 6) designs (including the starting one).

In total, 24 designs of these 64 designs are pairwise non-isomorphic, 20 of

them have trivial full automorphism group while 4 of them have the auto-

morphism group of order 3. Any of these 24 symmetric (36, 15, 6) designs

can be used to construct two infinite classes of symmetric designs, as shown

in [17]. The symmetric (36, 15, 6) design constructed in [17] has 3-rank equal

to 16, one design obtained by switching has 3-rank equal to 15, 4 of them

have 3-rank 16, 10 of them have 3-rank equal to 17 and 8 designs have 3-rank

equal to 18.

The 24 Bush-type Hadamard matrices corresponding to the 24 symmetric

(36, 15, 6) designs obtained in this example form 16 equivalence classes.

Example 10. In this example, we use the Bush-type Hadamard matrix of

order 100 from [19]. The ten diagonal blocks of that Bush-type Hadamard

matrix determine ten switching sets of the corresponding design, and switch-

ing leads us to 1024 symmetric (100, 45, 20) designs (including the starting

one). In total, 208 of these 1024 designs are pairwise non-isomorphic, 204 of

them have the full automorphism group of size 20, while 4 of them have the

automorphism group of order 100. Two designs have 5-rank equal to 38, 4

of them have 5-rank equal to 39, 20 of the designs have 5-rank equal to 40,

64 of them have 5-rank 41 and 118 designs have 5-rank equal to 42.

The 208 Bush-type Hadamard matrices corresponding to the 208 sym-

metric (100, 45, 20) designs obtained in this example, including the design

constructed in [19], form 120 equivalence classes.
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4 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce a switching for 2-designs, and show that this

switching can be used to produce non-isomorphic designs. In that way, we

obtain six symmetric (64, 28, 12) designs. Further, we construct 86 pair-

wise non-isomorphic symmetric (36, 15, 6) designs leading to 28 new pair-

wise nonequivalent Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 36, and 207 pair-

wise non-isomorphic symmetric (100, 45, 20) designs leading to 119 pairwise

nonequivalent Bush-type Hadamard matrices of order 100. Moreover, the

switching applied to Menon designs in Section 3 show that the switching

may lead to construction of inequivalent Hadamard matrices. The examples

given in this paper show that the switching does not preserve p-rank of a

2-design, in case when p divides the order of the design, and also does not

preserve the self-duality of a symmetric design.
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