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AN EXTENSION OF THE ERDOS-KO-RADO THEOREM TO
UNIFORM SET PARTITIONS

KAREN MEAGHER? *, MAHSA N. SHIRAZI, AND BRETT STEVENS!

ABSTRACT. A (k,£)-partition is a set partition which has ¢ blocks each of size
k. Two uniform set partitions P and @ are said to be partially ¢t-intersecting if
there exist blocks P; in P and @Q; in @ such that |P; N Q;| > t. In this paper
we prove a version of the Erdés-Ko-Rado theorem for partially 2-intersecting
(k, £)-partitions. In particular, we show for ¢ sufficiently large, the set of all
(k, £)-partitions in which a block contains a fixed pair is the largest set of 2-
partially intersecting (k, £)-partitions. For for k = 3, we show this result holds
for all £.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1961, Erdos, Ko, and Rado proved that if F is a t-intersecting family of
k-subsets of {1,2,...,n}, then (2::) is a tight upper bound on the size of F,
provided that n is sufficiently large [5]. This result has motivated consideration
of “intersecting” families of many other combinatorial objects using diverse proof
techniques and has developed into an active and broad area of research. There are
many recent results giving analogs of the EKR theorem; see, for example, [7, 12,
13, 16, 18] or [10] and the references within. In this work, we prove an extension of
the EKR theorem to systems of uniform set partitions.

A (k, £)-partition is a set partition of {1,2,..., kf} with exactly £ blocks each of
size k. These are also called uniform set partitions. We use Uy, ¢ to denote the set
of all (k, ¢)-partitions, and uk ¢ = [Uy.¢|. It is easy to see that

o B )

In [6], Erd8s and Székely considered different types of intersection for partitions.
One of these types, and the one we consider here, two partitions P and @ are
intersecting in a pair if there exist blocks P; in P, and Q; in @ such that |P; N Q| >
2. Their work considers all partitions, not just uniform partitions. In [16], Meagher

(K. Meagher) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF REGINA,
REcINA, SK, S4S 0A2, CANADA

(M. N. Shirazi) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF REGINA,
REGINA, SK, S4S 0A2, CANADA

(B. Stevens) SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, CARLETON UNIVERSITY, OTTAWA, ON,
K1S 5B6, CANADA

E-mail addresses: karen.meagherQuregina.ca, mahsa.nasrollahi@gmail.com,
brett@math.carleton.ca.

Date: August 18, 2021.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 05E30, 05C50, 05C25.

Key words and phrases. Erdés-Ko-Rado Theorem, Uniform set partitions, Ratio bound,
Clique, Coclique, Quotient graphs.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.07692v1

2 K. MEAGHER, M. N. SHIRAZI, AND B. STEVENS

and Moura generalized this definition: two partitions P and ) are partially t-
intersecting if there exist P; in P, and @; in @ such that |P, NQ;| > t. This
work is different than that of Erdés and Székely since only uniform partitions are
considered in [16].

A set of partitions is a partially t-intersecting set if any two partitions in the set
are partially t-intersecting. Meagher and Moura [16] conjectured that for ¢ < k,
if P C Uk is a set of partially ¢-intersecting partitions, then |P| < (ljf:tt)ukyg,l.
A set of this size can be formed by fixing a t-subset T and the taking all (k, ¢)-
partitions that have a block containing T'; such a set is called a set of canonically
t-intersecting (k,{)-partitions. Moreover, Meagher and Moura conjectured that
only the canonically t-intersecting (k, ¢)-partitions have this maximum size. As
pointed out by Brunk in [2], this conjecture additionally requires that k < £(t — 1),
since if k > £(t — 1), then any two (k, £)-partitions are ¢-partially intersecting.

If k = ¢t = 2, the the (2, £)-partitions are perfect matchings in the complete graph
on 2¢ vertices. In this case, partially 2-intersecting is equivalent to intersecting (as
sets). The Meagher-Moura conjecture has been proven in this case in [12]. In this
paper we only consider k > 3.

In this work we prove the Meagher-Moura conjecture for ¢t = 2 with & = 3
and all values of ¢, and for all £ > 4, provided that ¢ is sufficiently large. Our
approach is to define a graph in which the cocliques (also known as independent
sets) are equivalent to partially 2-intersecting (k, ¢)-partitions from Uy ¢. Then we
use algebraic methods to find the size of a maximum coclique in the graph.

2. OVERVIEW OF METHOD

Let X be a graph. A clique in X is a set of vertices for which their induced
subgraph in X is complete; and a coclique is a set of vertices in X for which their
induced subgraph is empty. The size of a largest clique and a largest coclique are
denoted by w(X) and a(X), respectively. The adjacency matrix A(X) of X is a
matrix in which rows and columns are indexed by the vertices in X and the (4, j)-
entry is 1 if ¢+ and j are adjacent, and 0 otherwise. The eigenvalues of X refer to
the eigenvalues of its adjacency matrix. We use 1 to denote the all-ones vector; for
any d-regular graph, the all-ones vector is an eigenvector with eigenvalue d.

In general, finding the largest coclique of a graph X is known to be NP-hard, but
the Delsarte-Hoffman (ratio) bound gives an upper bound on «(X). This bound is
based on the ratio between the largest and the smallest eigenvalue of the adjacency
matrix of the graph. A proof of this result can be found in [10, Section 2.4].
Theorem 2.1 (Delsarte-Hoffman bound). [4] Let A be the adjacency matriz for
a d-reqular graph X on vertex set V(X). If the least eigenvalue of A is T, then

a(X) < —'V(Xd)'.
1-7
If equality holds for some coclique S with characteristic vector vg, then
v 81
V(X))
is an eigenvector with eigenvalue T.

Define Xy ¢ to be the graph with Uy ¢ as its vertex set, in which two partitions
P and @ are adjacent if every pair of blocks, one from P and one from @, have at



EKR-THEOREM FOR UNIFORM SET PARTITIONS 3

most 1 element in common. The group Sym(k¢) acts transitively on the vertices of
X} and preserves the edges. This means the X}, ¢ is vertex transitive and regular.
We will denote the degree by dj. ¢, or simply d when the context is clear.

A resolvable packing design on kf points with blocksize k and index A = 1 is
equivalent to a clique in this graph. Further, a resolvable balanced incomplete block
design on k¢ points with blocksize k and index A = 1, if it exists, gives a maximum
clique.

For any distinct 4,5 € {1,...,k¢}, let S; ; be the subset of partitions in Uy, ¢ for
which the elements ¢ and j are in the same block. Then S; ; is a coclique in the
graph Xy, , and the size of .S; ; is

i) () ()

The main goal in this paper is to prove, using the ratio bound, that S;; is a
maximum coclique in Xy ¢. For the ratio bound to hold with equality, we need to
prove if 7 is the least eigenvalue of X}, ¢, then

dk,l ’U,kyg ké -1

T _|Si)j|_]€—1'
Thus we need to prove two facts: first that 7 = —% is an eigenvalue of X, ¢;
and second that 7 is the least eigenvalue of X} ¢.

In the next section, we show how the eigenvalues of X} ¢ are connected to the
representations of Sym(k¢), and we prove some bounds on the degrees of the irre-
ducible representations of Sym(k¢). Next, in Section 4, we calculate three of the
eigenvalues of Xy, o; one of these eigenvalues is the 7 above. To prove that 7 is
the least eigenvalue, in Section 6, we show if there is another eigenvalue, strictly
smaller than 7, then its multiplicity must be bounded by a function that includes
the ratio ug ¢/dg,¢. In Section 5, we show that the limit of ratio ug ¢/dg ¢ is finite as
¢ — oo. This gives a simple upper bound on ug ¢/dy ¢ for all sufficiently large £. In
Section 6 we use the bounds from Section 3 so show that no such eigenvalues exist.
This proves the Meagher-Moura Conjecture with ¢ = 2, for all values of k, provided
that ¢ is sufficiently large. Finally, in Section 7, we find a prove a weaker bound for
u/d when k = 3 but one that holds for all £. Thus we prove the Meagher-Moura
Conjecture for t = 2, k = 3 for all values of /.

3. REPRESENTATIONS OF THE SYMMETRIC GROUP

In this section we will explain the connection between the eigenvalues of the
graph Xj ¢ and the irreducible representations of the symmetric group. We also
give results on the dimensions of the irreducible representations that are involved
in the eigenvalues.

For any character y of Sym(n), we can consider its restriction to H < Sym(n)
which is denoted by res(x),. Similarly if x is a representation of H < Sym(n),

then its induced representation on Sym(n) is denoted by ind (x)¥™™. The trivial
character on a group H is denoted by 1.

The stabilizer of a partition in U, ¢ is the group Sym(k)Sym(¢) (this is called the
wreath product of Sym(k) and Sym(¢)). The cosets Sym(k¢)/(Sym(k)?Sym(¢)) are
in one-to-one correspondence with the partitions of U, ¢. The action of Sym(k¢) on
the partitions is equivalent to the action of Sym(k¢) on the cosets Sym(k¢)/(Sym (k)
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Sym(¥¢)) and this action is clearly transitive. The permutation representation of this
action is

ind (1Sym(k)2Sym(Z))Sym(k€) :
The module for this representation can be thought of as the vector space of length-
uy,¢ vectors with the characteristic vectors of P € U, ¢, denoted by vp, as its basis.
The group Sym(k¢) acts on this vector space by the action on the partitions, for
any o € Sym(k{) the action is o(vp) = vpo.

This representation can be decomposed as the sum of irreducible representations
of Sym(k¢). If the multiplicity of each irreducible representation in the decompo-
sition is equal to 1, then the representation is called multiplicity-free. In general,
the group Sym(k) ! Sym(¥¢) is not multiplicity free in Sym(k¢). In fact it is not mul-
tiplicity free unless k = 2, £ = 2, or (k,¢) is one of (3,3), (4,3), (5,3) or (3,4) [11].

3.1. Orbital Association Scheme. The orbitals of the action of a group G on a
set ) is the set of orbits of the action of G on € x €2; so the orbitals are the orbits of
the action of G on the pairs from Q. Each orbital of Sym(k¢) on Sym(k¢)/(Sym(k)?
Sym(¥¢)) can be represented by an object called a meet table. The meet table for
two (k,{)-partitions is a £ x ¢ array in which the (i, j)-entry is |P; N Q;|. Two
meet tables are isomorphic if one can be obtained from the other by permuting
the rows and the columns. In [10, Section 15.4] it is shown that the set of non-
isomorphic meet tables correspond to the set of orbitals. For each orbital O there
is a corresponding meet table M; this means for P,Q € U} ¢ the meet table of P
and @ is M if and only if (P,Q) € O. Further, each orbital can be represented
as a uge X upe matrix, with the (P, Q)-entry equal to 1 if and only if the meet
table of P and @ is isomorphic to the table representing the orbital. The set of
these uy ¢ X uy -matrices of the orbitals forms an association scheme if and only
if ind (1Sym(k)zsym(4))sym(w) is multiplicity-free. In general, these matrices form a
homogeneous coherent configuration.

The graph X, is the union of the orbitals from the action of Sym(k¢) on
Sym(k¢)/(Sym(k) ¢ Sym(¢)) that are represented by a meet table that has no en-
try greater than 1. This means that X}, is in the commutant of the permutation
representation of Sym(k¢). In particular, for any o € Sym(k{), with permutation
representation M, we have that

My A(Xp )My = A(Xp0).

Further, if v is any #-eigenvector of Xy ¢, then M,v is also a #-eigenvector. This
implies the eigenspaces of X}, ¢ are invariant under the action of Sym(k¢) and thus
a union of irreducible modules in the decomposition of

. Sym(kl
ind (1Sym(k)?Sym(l)) ym( )

We say that an eigenvalue 6 belongs to a module if the module is a subspace of the
f-eigenspace.

3.2. Dimensions of the representations of Sym(k¢). In this section we will
give some results on the irreducible representations of Sym(n). We refer the reader
to [17], or any similar reference on this topic, for details and background. It is
well-known that the irreducible representations of Sym(n) correspond to integer
partitions on n. We will use A - n to indicate that \ is an integer partition of n,
this means that A = [A1, A2,..., \;], each )\; is an integer and Y 7_, \; = n. We
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will use x» to represent the irreducible character of Sym(n) corresponding to the
partition A.

From [12] we have a list of irreducible representations of the symmetric group
with small degree

Lemma 3.1. Forn > 9, let x be a representation of Sym(n) with degree less than
(n? —n)/2. If xx is a constituent of x, then X\ is one of the following partitions of
n:

[n], [17], [n —1,1], [2,1"7?], [n — 2,2], [2,2,1"7%], [n — 2,1,1], [3,1"73].

This proof uses the branching rule, which we state here. For a proof of this rule
see [3, Corollary 3.3.11].

Lemma 3.2. Let A+ n, then

res (xx) Sym(n—1) — ZXA )

where the sum is taken over all partitions A~ of n — 1 that have a Young diagram
which can be obtained by the deletion of a single box from the Young diagram of .

Further,
ind (y,)Sme Z Xt

where the sum is taken over partitions \T of n+1 that have a Young diagram which
can be obtained by the addition of a single box to Young diagram of . (]

Using the same approach as the proof for Lemma 3.1 we can get a second family
of representations with slightly larger, but still small dimension.

Lemma 3.3. For n > 13, let x be an irreducible representation of Sym(n) with
degree less than (g) — (g) If xx is a constituent of x, then X is one of the following
partitions of n:

[n]v [171]7 [n -1, 1]7 [27 1n_2]7 [n -2, 2] [2 2, 1n_4]7
[n—2,1,1], [3,1"7%], [n—3,3], [2,2,2,1"7°.

Proof. The hook length formula confirms that each of the 10 representations above
have degree less than or equal to (g) - (3).
We prove this result by induction. For n = 13 and 14 this can be calculated
directly using the GAP character table library [8]. We assume for n > 14 that the
lemma holds for n and n — 1, and we will prove that the lemma holds for n + 1.

Assume that x is an irreducible representation of Sym(n + 1) that has dimension
less than
n+1\ (n+1\ _ (n+Dn(n—4)
3 2 ) 6 ’

but is not one of the ten irreducible representations listed in the statement of the
lemma. We will show that such a x cannot exist.

If one of the ten irreducible representations of Sym(n) with dimension less than
(3) = (5) is a constituent of res (X)sym(n)» then we can determine the possible
constituents of x with the branching rule.

By Frobenius reciprocity, for any representation ¢ of Sym(n)

Sym(n+1) >

<I’€S (X)Sym(n)7 ¢>Sym(n) = <X7 ind (¢) Sym(n+1)-
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Constituent of res (X)gym(,) | Constituents of x

[n] [n+1]; [0, 1]

[n—1,1] [n,1], [n—1,2], [n — 1,1,1]

[n—2,2] [n—1,2], [n — 2, 3] [n—2,2,1]
[n—2,1,1] [n—1,1,1], [n —2,2,1], [n — 2,1,1,1]
[n—3,3] [n—2,3], [n—34] [n—3,3,1]

17 2,171, (1]

[2,172] [3,1772], [2,2,1773], [2,17}]
2,2,174] 3,2,1771], [2,2,2,1779), [2,2,173]
3,179 4,179), [3,2,171), (3,177
[2,2,2,176] 3,2,2,1779], [2,2,2,2,1"7], [2,2,2,1"9]

TaBLE 1. Constituents of x, if res ()

degree less than (%) — (5).

Sym(n) has a constituent with

Representation | Degree

[n —3,4] (n+1nn—-1)(n—-"7)/24
[n—3,3,1] (n+1)n(n —2)(n—5)/8
[n—2,2,1] (n+1)(n—1)(n—-3)/3
[n—2,1,1,1] |n(n—1)(n—2)/6
2,2,2,2,1"8] | (n+ 1)n(n — 1)(n —7)/24
(3,2,2,1776] (n+1)n(n—2)(n—>5)/8
3,2, 1779 (n+1)(n—1)(n—3)/3
[4,1773] n(n—1)(n—2)/6

TABLE 2. Degrees of the representations from Table 1 that are
larger than ("H)GM for n > 13.

This means if ¢ is a constituent of res (x) then y is one of the constituents

Sym(n)’
of ind ()™ The possible constituents of ind ()™ are recorded in
Table 1; the second column lists the irreducible representations that, according to
the branching rule, are constituents of representation of Sym(n + 1) induced by the
representation in the first column.

From these lists, and the degrees of the representations given in Table 2, we see
that either x is one of the ten listed in the theorem, or the dimension of y is larger
than (3) — (5) (again, the dimensions are calculated using the hook length formula).
Thus res (X)gym(,) does not contain any of the ten irreducible representations of
Sym(n) in the statement of the theorem.

Next consider the case where the decomposition of res (X)Sym(n) contains at
least two irreducible representations of Sym(n) which are not in the list of the ten
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irreducible representations with dimension less (3) — () = n(n — 1)(n — 5)/6. In
this case, the dimension of x must be at least n(n — 1)(n — 5)/3. But since n > 7,
this is strictly larger than (n 4+ 1)n(n — 4)/6.

Finally we need to consider the case where res (X)Sym(n) contains exactly one
irreducible representation of Sym(n), which is not one of the ten listed in the theo-
rem. By the branching rule the only irreducible representations of Sym(n + 1) for
which res (X)Sym(n) contains only one irreducible representation have a rectangular
Young diagram, so x = x[s] for some s and ¢.

Next consider res (X)gyum(n—_1), this is the restriction of x = x5} to Sym(n — 1).
By the branching rule, this can contain only the irreducible representations of n — 1
that correspond to the partitions X' = [s71 s — 2] and \ = [s!72,s — 1,5 — 1].

If ) is one of the ten partitions that correspond to irreducible representations
of Sym(n — 1) dimension less than ("gl) - (";1), then one of the following cases
must hold

et=land N =[n—1]and s=n+1;
et=2and N =[n—1,1],[n—2,2] or [n—3,3], and s < 5; or
e 2<t<4andand s <2.

The first of these cases implies x = [n + 1], which contradicts the dimension of x,
and none of the other cases can happen, since n = st and n is assumed to be at
least 13.

Similarly, assume \” = [s72,s—1, s—1] is one of the partitions corresponding to
the ten representations of Sym(n — 1) that have dimension less than ("gl) - (";1)
Then one of the following cases must hold:

(1) t=2and \' =[s—1,s—1] and s < 4;
(2) 2<t<5and X' =[s""1,1,1] and s < 2; or
(3) s=1.

The first two cases imply that n < 10 and the final case implies that x = [1("+1)]
which has dimension 1.

Thus res (X)Sym(n—l) has two representations with dimension at least (";1) —

(";1), so the dimension of y is at least (n — 1)(n — 2)(n — 6)/3. which is strictly
greater than (n + 1)n(n —4)/6 for n > 13. This is a contradiction, so no such y
exists. (]

Next we will show that there are only three irreducible representations in the de-
composition of ind (1Sym(k)?sym(4))sym(w) that have dimension no more than (k;) —
(’“2@). To do this we will consider the action of different Young subgroups on U ¢.
For any integer partition A - n we will denote the Young subgroup by

Sym(A) = Sym(A1) x Sym(Ag) X - -+ x Sym(Ag).

Theorem 3.4. Assume k€ > 13. Then the only partitions in the decomposition of

)Sym(M) with dimension less than or equal to (M) — (ke) are

ind (1gym(k)sym(e) ’ i

X[ke]s  X[ke—2,2]y  X[k€—3,3]-

Proof. Lemma 3.3, lists the 10 irreducible representations of Sym(k¢) with dimen-
sion no more than (?) — (’“2@). We only need to show which of these representations
are in the decomposition. The tool we use is Frobenius reciprocity along with the
action of different Young subgroups on U ¢.
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By Frobenius reciprocity

. Sym(kl .
(ind (gym(n)™™ . ind (1sym(xypsym(e))

)Sym(kl) )

Sym(k£) >Sym(k6) _

< 1, res (lnd (1Sym(k)lSym(€) Sym(\) >Sym(>\) .

The second inner product above gives the number of orbits of the action of Sym(\)
on the cosets Sym(kf¢)/(Sym(k) 1 Sym({)); or, equivalently, the number of orbits of
Sym(A) on the partitions in Uy . Using this fact with different Young subgroups
will allow us to determine that many of the representations with small degree do
not occur in the decomposition of ind (1Sym(k)zsym(4))sym(ka.

To start, it is clear that Sym(kf) has one orbit on the (k,£)-partitions, so X[k
has multiplicity 1 in the decomposition. Next consider the group Sym([k¢ — 1, 1]),
it is also straight-forward that this group only has one orbit on the partitions. The
following decomposition is well-known

Sym(k?)

ind (Isym(re—1,17)) = X[ke] + X[kt—1,1]>

so we have that

(X[ke) + X[ke—1,1),ind (ISym(k)lSym(f))Sym(k£)> =1

Since we know that x[rg occurs in this decomposition with multiplicity 1, this im-

plies that x[r¢—1,1] does not occur in the decomposition of ind (1Sym(k)?sym(e))8ym(kf)'

Next we consider the group Sym([k¢ — 2,2]). This group has two orbits on the
partitions of Uy, ¢. Using the well-known decomposition of ind (lsym([kg_zz]))sym(ke)
we have that

Sym(k¢) Sym(k¢) ) =

(ind (1gym([ke—2,2])) ind (1gym(k)sym(e))

(X[ke) + X[ke—1,1] + X[kt—2,2, ind (1Sym(k)zSym(e))Sym(M)> =2.

This implies that x[r—2,2 occurs in the decomposition of ind (lsym(k)zsym(@)sym(ka

with multiplicity 1.
We continue this process with the group Sym([kf — 2,1, 1]). It has two orbits on
the partitions of Uy, ¢. Since

ind (1Sym([k£72,1,1]))Sym(w) = X[ke) T X[ke—1,1] + X[ke—2,2] T X[ke—2,1,1]5
we can conclude that x(xe—2,1,1) does not occur in the decomposition.

Next, we consider the group Alt(k€)NSym([k¢ — 2]). This group has two orbits on
the partitions of Uy ¢. Again the decomposition of ind (1A1t(kg)msym([kg_2]))Sym(ke)

is well-known (a proof can be found in [11, Proposition 1.4]) and we have

S Kkl
ymkt) _ X[ke] T X[ke—1,1] + X[ke—2,2] T X[kt—2,1,1]

+ X[ke) + X[2,150-2] T X[2,2,15¢-4] T+ X[3,1¢-3]

this implies that none of xjire), X[2,1k¢-2], X[2,2,1k¢~4] and x[3 1ke-3) occur in the
)Sym(kl)

ind (1 a1e(ke)nSym([ke—2)))

decomposition of ind (1gym(k)ysym(e)
Next we consider the group Sym([k¢ — 3,3]). This group has three orbits on the
)Sym(kf)

partitions of Uy ¢ and from the decomposition of ind (1gym([re—3,3]) we have

that

)sym(u) Sym(k€)>

(ind (Lsym(re—3,3)) ;ind (1sym(kysym(e))

Xk + X[ke—1,1] + X[ke—2,2) + X[ke—3,3], ind (1Sym(k)lSym(€))Sym(kl)> =3.
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This implies that x[¢—3,3) occurs in the decomposition of ind (lsym(k)zsym(@)sym(u)
with multiplicity 1.
Next we consider the alternating group Alt(k¢) N Sym([k¢ — 2,1, 1]). This group
has 2 orbits on the partitions of U}, , and
Sym (k£
ymk — X[ke) + X[ke—1,1] T X[ke—2,2] T X[ke—2,1,1]

X[1ke] + X[2,10¢-2] T X[2,2,1%¢-4] + X[3,1k¢-3].

ind (1a1e(ke)nSym([ke—2,1,17))

Since X([rg, and Xx[re—2,2) are in the decomposition, none of the irreducible repre-
sentations Xx|ire), X[2,1k¢-2], X[2,2,1k¢~4], O X(3,1k¢~3] occur in the decomposition of

ind (1Sym(k)lSym(l) )Sym(kl) .

Finally, we consider the alternating group Alt(k¢) NSym([kf — 3, 3]). This group
has three orbits on the partitions of U}, ¢ and

Sym(kt) _ X[k T X[ke—1,1) T X[ke—2,2] T X[ke—3,3]

+ X[1ke]  X[2,1k¢-2] T X[22,1k¢—4] + X[23 1ke—6]

ind (1 A1(ke)nSym([ke—3,3)))

)Sym(kl) .
O

Which shows X[2,2,2,1#¢-¢] is not in the decomposition of ind (1sym(k)Sym(e)

4. EIGENVALUES OF X, WITH k > 3

In this section we will find three of the eigenvalues of X}, ;. For ease of notation,
we will denote the irreducible representation of x» by the A-module. Also, the
number of vertices in Xy, ,, which is equal to uy ¢, will be denoted simply by v and
the degree of the graph Xj, ¢ will be simply written as d, rather than dj ,.

Any subgroup H < Sym(kf) acts on the vertices of X, and the orbits of this
action for an equitable partition. From any equitable partition, we can form a
quotient graph and the eigenvalues of this quotient graph will be eigenvalues of the
Xk,e (details can be found in [12, Section 2.2]). The trivial case is H = Sym(k¢),
since this group is transitive, the equitable partition has all the vertices of Xj ¢
in a single part. The quotient graph for this simply the 1 x 1 matrix with the
single entry d. The eigenvalue of this matrix is simply d, and the eigenvector is
the all ones vector and the eigenspace is isomorphic to the trivial representation of
Sym(k£). So d belongs to the [k¢]-module.

Since the subgroup Sym([k¢ — 1, 1]) has only one orbit on the vertices of X ¢,
the next subgroup we consider is the Young subgroup Sym([k¢ — 2,2]), considered
as the stabilizer of the set {1,2}. This subgroup is not transitive on the partitions,
it has exactly 2 orbits: S; the set of all partitions that have 1 and 2 in the same
block, and Sy the set of all partitions in which 1 and 2 are in different blocks. The
first orbit, S; is a coclique in X, ¢ so the quotient matrix for this partition has the

form
0 d
-7 d+71)°

The eigenvalues of this quotient graph are d and 7. We can calculate the value of
7 by counting edges between S7 and Ss. Since S is a coclique, each vertex in S is
adjacent to d vertices in So, and each vertex in Sy is adjacent to —7 vertices in S;.
Using the sizes of S; and S, we have that the number of edges between S; and S,
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is equal to
ké—2
|S1ld = <k 9 >Uk,£1d
and also to
k€ —2\ [kl —k—1
sa-r) = () (M T Jmweeatm,

Thus

(k=1
@ [y

is a second eigenvalue for Xj . Since this eigenvalue arises from the action of
Sym([k¢ — 2,2]), it belongs to a module that is common between the two represen-

tations

Sym(k£) Sym(ke)

ind (Lsym(kysym(e)) ind (Lsym(fre-2,2)))
Thus it belongs to the module [k¢ — 2, 2], as this is the only common module, and
must have dimension at least (k;) - (kle). (A second irreducible module could also
have 7 as the eigenvalue belonging to it, so the dimension could be higher.)

Lemma 4.1. For integers k and ¢, with k, £ > 2, T = —% is an eigenvalue of

Xi.,e with multiplicity at least (%) — (£°). .

Next we will consider the Young subgroup Sym([k¢ — 3,3]), thought of as the
group that stabilizes the set {1,2,3}. The action of this subgroup on Uy ¢ has 3
orbits: T7, the set of all partitions with 1,2,3 in the same block; 75 the set of all
partitions in which 1,2, 3 are in exactly two different blocks; and T3 the set of all
partitions in which 1,2, 3 are in three different blocks. Any vertex in 77 is adjacent
only to vertices in T3. Similarly, a vertex in T5 can be adjacent to vertices in T5
and T3. The quotient graph for this equitable partition is

where a, b, ¢ are all non-negative.
The eigenvalues for this quotient graph will be the eigenvalues that belong to
modules that are both the decomposition of ind (lsym([kg_&g]))sym(ke) and the de-

composition of ind (1Sym(k)zsym(e))8ym(kf)' Thus the eigenvalues will belong to the

[kL], [k€ — 2,2] and [kf — 3,3] modules. We have already seen that the eigenvalue
for [k€] is d, and the eigenvalue for [k¢ — 2,2] is 7. We will denote the eigenvalue
belonging to [k¢ — 3, 3] by 6.

Since the trace of the matrix is the sum of the eigenvalues we have that
(3) d+a—-b—c=d+71+0.

The number of edges between T} and T3 is equal to

kl—3
dTy| =d <k_3)uk,617

kb —3\ [kl —k —2\ [kl — 2%k —1
b|T3|_b<k—1>< k-1 )( k-1 )”’“’“"

and also to
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Setting these equations equal to each other, then expanding the binomial coefficients
and rearranging yields

(k—1(k-2)

———d=0b.

K20 —1)(¢ —2)
Replacing d = —%T shows that

(k—1)(k—-2) k({—1) k—2
4 b=— =——"7.
) Rl—1)(—2) k—1) k(-2
Put this into Equation 3 to get the following formula for 6
B k—2 B (k—2)—k(£-2)

(5) 9—a+k(€_2)7 c—T=a—c+ H0=2)

Similarly, counting the number of edges between T5 and T3 yields

S (k=3 (kO —k—1 ) = et — 3\ [kl —k —2\ [kl —2k—1 @
k-2 A B R A | k—1 g—1 )R8l

Again, expanding the binomial coefficients and rearranging shows that

a—q_ L2k
3(k—1)
The characteristic polynomial of M is
23+ (—a+b+c—d)a* + (—ab+ ad — bd — cd)x + abd

Substituting in the values we have computed for b and ¢, and using the fact that 7
is a root of the characteristic polynomial we get

2k —1)

a:md

(6)

From this we can compute that

3kl —3k+2)(k—1)
= d.
@ CTTRE—DI—2)
Lemma 4.2. For integers k and £, with k,{ > 3,
_ 2(k—-1)(k—2)d
R -1)(t—-2)

is an eigenvalue of Xy ¢ with multiplicity at least (kgl) — (k;).

Proof. By Equations (5), (6) and (7), we can calculate that

2(k—1)(k—2)d
kK2 —1)(¢ —2)
From the comments above, 6 = W is the eigenvalue belonging to the

Sym/(k¢

unique [kf — 3, 3]-module in ind (1symk)sym(r)) ). Since the dimension of the
ke

irreducible representation of [k¢ — 3, 3] is (3) — (k;), the multiplicity of 6 is at least
(5) = (3)- 0



12 K. MEAGHER, M. N. SHIRAZI, AND B. STEVENS

5. BOUND ON DEGREE OF Xj, ¢

In this section we will find a lower bound the degree of X}, ¢ for all sufficiently
large ¢. If P and @) are two partitions that are adjacent in Xj ¢, then the meet
table of P and @ is an ¢ x ¢ matrix with entries either 0 or 1, and further, the
entries in each row and column in the meet table sum to k. We define My, ¢ to be
the set of all such meet tables, so all £ x ¢ matrices with entries either 0 or 1, and
row and columns sums equal to k. To find the degree of X}, ¢, we first, we state a
result on the number of such meet tables. Next, for a fixed partition P and a meet
table M € My, ¢, we count the number of partitions () for which the meet table of
P and Q is M.

Bender [1] determined the asymptotic cardinality of My .. (In fact, Bender
found a much more general result, but we only state the result that we need here.)

Theorem 5.1 ([1]). For positive integers k, ¢

(kO)! oo

Ji M = G

To get a lower bound on dj, ¢, we fix a partition P in Uy, ¢, then for each M € M, g,
we will count the number of @ so that the meet table of P and @ is M, then we
use Theorem 5.1 to bound the size of My 4.

Lemma 5.2. For positive integers k, £ with k < £,

kIt
die = W|Mu|-

Proof. Fix a partition P € Uy ¢. Define a bipartite multigraph with the vertices in
one part the set My, ¢, and the vertices in the other part the neighbourhood of P
in Xy . Two vertices M and ) are adjacent if the meet table of P and Q is M.
By counting the number of edges in this graph in two ways, we will determine the
size of the neighbourhood of P in terms of My 4.

For any M € My, with M = [m,; ;] assume that row ¢ correspond to the
block P; € P. Construct a partition @ = {Q1,Q2,...,Q¢} so that the block Q;
corresponds to column j of M and |P; N Q;| = m; ;. Since the entries of a row in
M are either 0 or 1, and sum to k, there are k! ways to select how the elements
from P; will be distributed to the blocks of Q). So for each meet table M, there are
Ek!* partitions @ that can be constructed this way. It is possible that some of these
partitions are equal, once the blocks are reordered, so this is a multigraph.

For every @ in the neighbourhood of P, there are ¢! ways to order the blocks
of @, once the blocks are ordered the meet table for P and @ is uniquely defined.
In the bipartite graph, @ is adjacent to each of these tables in the graph (again,
these tables may not be distinct, so the graph is a multigraph). The degree of every
vertex @ is £!.

Thus we have that the number of edges in the multigraph is

Odie= Y kY,

MeMy o

and the result follows. O

Using Theorem 5.1 we have the asymptotic size of dj ¢.
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Corollary 5.3. For a fived integer k with k > 2,

I G=n?
fm g =T
Proof. This follows from the value of uy ¢ given in Equation (1) and from the fact
that
(k£)! —(k1)?
(ke '

lim dy ¢ =
£— 00

Thus for every € > 0, there exists an £’ such that for all £ > ¢',

v (k=1)? n
—<e 2 €.
g S
6. A BOUND ON THE MULTIPLICITY OF EIGENVALUES WITH LARGE ABSOLUTE
VALUE
In Section 4 we found three eigenvalues, d, 7, and 6 of X}, . The ratio % = kgcl:lz) ,

SO

V(Xke) _ [V Xkl

1 — i - 1 _ k(l—f) _uk,ffl-
T k—1

This is exactly the size of a set of canonically 2-intersecting (k, ¢)-partitions. If
we can show that 7 is the least eigenvalue of Xj ¢, then the ratio bound implies
that these are cocliques of maximum size. In this section we show if X}, has an
eigenvalue A with A\? > 72, then there is a bound on the multiplicity of \.

Let

{dW,7mo) glmo) \im2) | \lmi)y

be the spectrum of the matrix X}, ¢, where the values m; represent the multiplicities
of the eigenvalues. By squaring A and taking the trace, we have

vd = d? + m, 7% + meb? + imi/\f.
i=2
Hence for every 2 < i < j we have
vd — d?> — m.7% — myb? > mi)\?.
Assume )\; is an eigenvalue of X}, with )\12 > 72, and also that \; is not the
eigenvalue belonging to the [kf], [k — 2,2] or [k¢ — 3, 3] modules, then
vd — d? — m, 72 — mg?
2 >

mg
T

Expanding 6 using Equation (8) in the above equation produces the following equa-

tion ) ) )
k(0 -1 4(k -2

(4-1) -1 k-2

d (k—1)2 k2(¢ —2)?

Further, by Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2, it is known that m, > (M) —

2
(’“35) — (’“2@), so this bound becomes

(g _ 1) K20 —1)% (kO (k0 —1)(kl —5) 4(k—2)%  (kO)(k(—3)
d

—ms > m;.

(kll) and mg >

(k—1)2 6 k2(0—2)2 2 =

m;.
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Our next step is to show that this upper bound on m; is smaller than (kf) — (k;).

This will be a contradiction since have assumed that A does not belong to any of
the [kf], [k¢ — 2,2], and [k¢ — 3, 3] modules. In other words, we need to prove that
Q 2
Vo4« Lk —1)

d 6k3(0 — 1)2(L — 2)2

This will follow from Corollary 5.3.

(K*(0 —2)? (k0 — 4) (k0 + 1) 4+ 4(k — 2)*(kl — 1)(kl — 5)) .

Theorem 6.1. Fiz an integer k > 3. For £ sufficiently large, the largest set of
partially 2-intersecting uniform (k,£)-partitions has size

kl —2
E—29 Uk -1
Proof. For any distinct 4,5 € {1,...,kf}, the set S, ; of all (k, £)-partitions with ¢

and j are in the same block form a set of partially 2-intersecting (k, £)-partitions of
the size given in the theorem.

Corollary 5.3 shows that 5 approaches a fixed constant, namely e = —, as £ goes
to infinity. Since the right hand side of Equation (9) grows linearly in ¢, we have
that Equation (9) holds for ¢ sufficiently large. This implies if there is an eigenvalue

A of Xj ¢ with A < 7, then the multiplicity of X is less than or equal to (k;) — (k;).

By Theorem 3.4, eigenspaces with dimension less than or equal to (k;) — (’“26)
can only include the [kf], [k€ — 2,2] or the [k¢ — 3,3]-modules. The degree, d, is
the eigenvalue belonging to the [k{]-module, and Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 give
the eigenvalues belonging to the [kf¢ — 2,2] or the [kf¢ — 3, 3]-modules. So we can

conclude that 7 = — gze:li‘)i is the least eigenvalue of Xy ¢ and that 7 belongs only

to the [kf — 2, 2]-module.
By the ratio bound, Theorem 2.1, the maximum size of coclique in X, ¢ is

[V (Xk.e)l v v vk —1) <k€ - 2)u
= = = = kl—1-
14 - —inr  1+820 0 k-1 k—2
B(E—1)

O

The previous result shows that the sets S; ; are the largest intersecting sets. We
further conjecture that these sets are the only maximum intersecting sets.

Conjecture 6.1. For k > 3 and ¢ sufficiently large, the only sets of partially

2-intersecting (k, ¢)-partitions with size (175:22)’(1,1@7@_1 are the sets S; ;.

We can make a step towards this conjecture with the following weaker charac-
terization of the maximum intersecting sets. Denote the characteristic vectors of
the sets Si,j by Vi, j-

Corollary 6.2. For a fized integer k > 3 and { sufficiently large, let S be any
mazimum partially 2-intersecting set of (k,£)-partitions. Then the characteristic
vector of S is a linear combination of the vectors v; ;.

Proof. For k > 3 and ¢ sufficiently large, S; ; is a maximum coclique in X}, and
equality holds in the ratio bound. Let v; ; be the characteristic vector of S; ;. Since
we have equality in the ratio bound, this implies that
k—1
U R
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is a T-eigenvector. Since no other modules have have eigenvalue 7, these vectors
are in the [k¢ — 2, 2]-module. Further, the set of vectors

k—1
{Uz’,j—ml |Z,j€{1,...,k€}}

is invariant under the action of Sym(k¢), so they form a module. Since the [kf —
2,2]-module is irreducible, these vectors span the entire [kf — 2,2]-module; this
also implies that the vectors {v; ;|4,j € {1,...,kl}} span the [kf] and [k — 2,2]-
modules.

Let S be a partially 2-intersecting set of (k, £)-partition of maximum size, and
let vg denote the characteristic vector of S. Then vs — =% 1 is in the [k¢ — 2,2]-
module. Thus vg is in the span of the [k¢] and [k¢ — 2,2]-module, so vg is a linear
combination of the v; ;. d

7. EXACT RESULT FOR k = 3

Corollary 7.5.6 in [15] proves Theorem 6.1 holds for £k = 3 and ¢ odd. In this
section we will prove that the theorem actually holds for all £ > 3 with k = 3. For

2
k—1
2

k = 3, we observed experimentally that the ratio us ¢/ds ¢ converges to T =
surprisingly quickly. If the sequence of u3¢/d3, was non-increasing this would be
sufficient, but we have no proof of this. Rather, in this section we show an upper
bound on the ratio us ¢/ds ¢ for all ¢, or, equivalently, a lower bound on ds ¢. This
bound holds for ¢ > 10, and we simply directly check the theorem for the specific
graphs with smaller values of /.

Lemma 7.1. For { > 10, the degree, ds ¢ is greater than us ¢/24.

Proof. We will use a truncated inclusion-exclusion argument to bound the degree.
Since X}, ¢ is vertex transitive, we again obtain the bound on the degree by counting
the neighbours of an arbitrary partition P € Uz 4. Let J be the set of the 3¢ pairs
{z,y} of elements in {1,2,...,3¢} that are in the same block of P. For a pair
{z,y} € J, we let Ag, 1 be the set of all partitions which contain x and y in the
same block. For a subset J C 7, define

N(J) = [Njes 4]
and for 0 < j <3Clet Nj =3, ;_; N(J). By inclusion-exclusion,

3¢
(10) dsg=>» —1N;j.
j=0
Next we calculate N;. First, we note that Ny = N(0) = us .

For any set J and each block of P, there are either 0, 1, 2 or 3 pairs in J which
are contained in the block. Let mn; be the number of blocks of P that have i of
their pairs in J. We call (ng,n1,ne,ns) the pair distribution of J and note that
no+mn1 +ne+n3 =£. If a block of P has i of its pairs in a J, we say the block has
type n;.

To find Nj, we first fix a J with a given pair distribution and count then number
of (3, ¢)-partitions @ in which every pair from J is contained in some block of Q.
Next, for a given pair distribution we count the number of sets J € J that have
the fixed pair distribution. Finally we count all the possible pair distributions.
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First, fix a J with pair distribution (ng,ni,n2,n3) and count the number of
partitions @ € NjesA;. The blocks of type ns determine exactly which three
elements are in a block of @, as do the blocks of type ny. Each of the blocks of
type m1 contain one pair and determine two of the three points in their respective
blocks. One more point must be chosen to complete each of these and this choice is
ordered since each pair of type n; from J uniquely labels its corresponding block.
Each of the blocks of type ng don’t determine any points in (). Thus the number of
partitions @ which contain the pairs from J is given by the multinomial coefficient

1 (36 —3(n3 +ng) — 2n1>

ng! 1n1 3no

We now count the number of possible J which have pair distribution (ng, n1, na, ns).
The number of ways to select the type of each block in P is equal to the multinomial

Coefﬁcient
( )
)
TL(), nl 5 nQ, TL3

since we are choosing the four sets of blocks from P that have either 0, 1, 2 or 3
pairs in J. Each of the blocks of P with n3 pairs has all of its three pairs in J. For
each of the blocks with no pairs, there are three ways to choose which two of the
three possible pairs are in J. For each of the blocks with n; pairs in J, there are
three ways to chose which one of the pairs is in J. Finally, each of the ng blocks
do not contribute any pairs to J. Thus there are

3m +n2

different sets J once the blocks of P are assigned to the four sets.

Each pair distribution (ng,n1,n2,n3) is a composition, that is, an ordered parti-
tion of £ into exactly four non-negative parts. The pair distribution (ng,n1,na, ng)
corresponds to a set J of size ny + 2nz + 3ng. Define C(¢,j) to be the set of
compositions of £ into four parts with ny + 2ns + 3n3 = j.

Then from our previous counting we have that

Nj _ Z 3n1+n2 < Y4 ) i' <3€ — 3(713 + TLQ) — 2711)'

ng, N1, N2, N3/ ng! 171, 3m0
(no,n1,n2,m3)EC(L,5) 0, T, T2, T3 0 ’

When we put this value in Equation 10 and truncate this sum after an odd j we
will get a lower bound on ds . Taking j up to 5 we sum over the following list of
pair distributions:

C(¢,0) = {(¢£,0,0,0)}

c(e,1) ={(t—1,1,0,0)}

C(6,2) = {(¢—1,0,1,0), (¢ — 2,2,0,0)}

C(6,3)={(t—1,0,0,1), (¢ —2,1,1,0), (¢ — 3,3,0,0)}

C(e,4) = {(t—2,1,0,1),(¢ —2,0,2,0), (£ — 3,2,1,0), ({ — 4,4,0,0)}
C(6,5)={(t—2,0,1,1),(¢—3,2,0,1), (¢ — 3,1,2,0), ({ — 4,3,1,0), (¢ — 5,5,0,0)}
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Expanding this becomes

5 ¢ (3@—3(n3+n2)—2n1)
ds ¢ > E —1J g 3nitne < ) 171,370
= ng, N1, N2, N3 ng!

(no,n1,n2,m3)€C(¢,5)

_ 06 |, B 3G ) GET) 3 50) ()

@) 2 T 7 T 37
+ - (5721,1) (33539,) + -3 (575,12) (1%’152) —3 (zfg,g) (13,237@?3)
({—1)! (£ —2)! (0= 3)!
B(mza2) (P5) | 3%(50) (575) | 3% (img00) (55e0)
+ (@—2)!3 + (z—z)gl + ?Ee—?))!g
3 (ef;m) (143?3_'34) + _3(575,12) (géjg) + -3 (573{2,1) (12@23)
(£ —4)! (£ —2)! (£ —3)!
+ -3 (4—3{1,2) (1?:5;2_*83) -3 (4—5,3,1) (13,%_284) -3 (€—€5,5) (1?5’5135)
(£ —3)! (£ —4)! (£ —5)!

B 24305 — 299705 4 139050+ — 3235503 + 42732¢% — 32728¢ + 11200)(3¢ — 10)!

—80(6974) (¢ — 10)!1(£6 — 3905 + 6254 — 526503 4 245742 — 60216¢ + 60480)
Thus

Use _ 5(729¢8 — 65614° + 2308504 — 4009503 + 355862 — 14904¢ + 2240)

dse — 24366 — 299705 4 1390504 — 3235503 + 4273¢2 — 32728¢ + 11200

For ¢ > 10 this gives that ug¢/ds¢ < 24. O

Theorem 7.2. For k = 3 and all £ > 3 the largest set of partially 2-intersecting
uniform partitions has size

(3( — 2)11,3)@_1.
Proof. For ¢ = 3 all the eigenvalues of X3 5 have long been known to be {36, 8,2, —4, —12} [14]
. The ratio bound holds with equality, and the only irreducible representation that
belongs to the least eigenvalue is x(7 o).

For ¢ = 4, all the eigenvalues of X3 4 are {1296, 96, 72,48, 32,0, —24, —48, —288}.
These can be calculated by making a quotient graph of X3, from the action of
Sym(3) ¢ Sym(4) on the partitions. This equitable partition has a cell of size 1, so
the eigenvalues of the quotient graph are exactly the eigenvalues of X3 4. Further,
the multiplicities of the eigenvalues can be calculated using the formulas in [9,
Section 5.3] and the [10, 2] module is the only module to which the eigenvalue —288
belongs.

For ¢ € {5,...,12} the only irreducible representations with dimension less then

(?;f) - (?’;) in the decomposition of ind (1Sym(3)zsym(e))8ym(36) are the three listed in
Theorem 3.4—this can be checked using GAP [8]. Thus Theorem 3.4 holds for all
5 < ¢ <12 when k£ = 3.

For all £ > 10, Lemma 7.1 shows that ug¢/dk¢—1 < 23. In this same range, the
right had side of Equation (9) is at least 26. Thus the inequality from Equation (9)
holds for all £ > 10.

For 5 < ¢ <10 the degrees ds ¢ can be directly computed

ds,5 = 132192, ds,7 = 3829057920, ds,9 = 333973115062272,
ds,6 = 19258560, dsg = 1001695548672, ds3 10 = 138348645213579264,
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and the inequality from Equation (9) directly checked. O

8. FURTHER WORK

In this paper we only consider partially 2-intersecting partitions, but the con-
jecture in [16] is for partial t-intersection sets of partitions with k& < £(t — 1). It is
possible that the approach in this paper could be applied for larger values of ¢, but
there are some steps that we predict will be complicated.

It is straight-forward to generalize the definition of X}, 4 to partially ¢-intersecting
partitions by defining the graph X; j ,. This graph will also have U}, , as its vertex
set, and two partitions P and @) are adjacent if and only if for any pair of blocks
P, € Pand Q; € @ we have |P,NQ;| < t. A partially t-intersecting set of partitions
is a coclique in X 1 .

The conjecture is if k& < £(t—1), then the maximum cocliques in X; ;, ¢ are exactly
the canonical partially ¢-intersecting sets. The Young subgroup Sym([k¢ — ¢,¢]) is
the stabilizer of a canonically partially ¢-intersecting set. The most significant
complication is that for ¢ > 2, there are more than two irreducible representations
in both

)sym(w) )Sym(ké).

(11) ind (Lgym((ke—t,4)) ind (Lgym(k)sym(e)

For this approach given in this paper to work, we believe the eigenvalues belonging
to all the irreducible representations common to these two induced representations,
except the trivial representation, should be the least eigenvalue of X; j . To make
this happen we suspect that a weighted adjacency matrix of Xy j , would be needed
in the ratio bound, rather than just the adjacency matrix; the weighting would have
to be chosen so that the common modules (except the trivial) in Equation (11) all
belong to the same eigenvalue. Another complication is that potentially more of the
eigenvalues of X, j, ¢ would have to be calculated, at the very least all the eigenvalues
belonging to the common representations would need to be known.

Bender’s theorem is much more general than the version we stated here. We only
state Bender’s theorem for matrices with 0l-entries, but the full theorem applies
to matrices with entries less than ¢. Using the full theorem we would be able
approximate the degree of X; ;¢ for ¢t > 2.
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