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ABSTRACT
This paper investigates the impossibility of certain (n? +n + k,, 1) configurations. Firstly, for
k = 2, the result of [1]] that "2% is even and n + 1 is a perfect square or ”—;" isoddandn — 1isa

perfect square is reproved using the incidence matrix N and analysing the form of N7 N. Then, for
all k, configurations where paralellism is a transitive property are considered. It is then analogously
established thatif n = 0 or n = k£ — 1 mod k for k even, then "Qk‘f” is even and n + 1 is a perfect
square or "2% is odd and n — (k — 1) is a perfect square. Finally, the case k = 3 is investigated in
full generality.

Keywords Configuration, incidence matrix

2010 MSC Classification: 05B20, 05B30

Acknowledgement

We would like to acknowledge the contribution of Hayden Jones and Michael Rivet to this paper.

1 Introduction

It has been established that there are no order 6 and order 10 projective planes and Theorem 1 from [2]] establishes
that if n is congruent to 1 or 2 modulo 4, then n must be a sum of two squares. This establishes that certain projective
planes cannot exist.

Projective planes are particular examples of symmetric (n? + n + 1, 1) configurations of points and lines. This paper
looks to investigate the impossibility of certain (n? 4+ n + k,, 1) symmetric configurations that have deficiency & -
informally how far they are from being a projective plane.

We first take the case £ = 2 and restate Corollary 2.3 of [[1]] with our own proof. This proof relies upon the incidence
matrix NV and the particular form of N7 N where (N” N);; describes how many times a line /; intersects a line /.

We then continue by considering configurations where parallelism is a transitive property and establish the following
result for the impossibility of such configurations:

Theorem Suppose thatn = 0 orn = k — 1 mod k for k even. If a (n* +n + k1) configuration satisfies the
TOPs property then:

2 . .
1.2 ,j‘" is even and n + 1 is a perfect square

or:
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2. —”2;" is odd and n — (k — 1) is a perfect square.

We will show that these configurations are a generalization of k-nets [3]], which are themselves generalizations of affine
planes.

Finally, we pick k& = 3 and investigate the possible forms of N7 N to yield the result:

Theorem [6.1} If the lines of a configuration with deficiency k = 3 are partitioned into m cycles of lines where
consecutive lines are non-intersecting, then either the configuration is configuration 9.1, or m is odd.

2 Preliminary definitions, results, and examples

2.1 Definitions

We define a configuration as in[4] as consisting of v "points" and r "lines". Each of the points lies on exactly b lines,
and each of the lines lies on exactly k points. Two lines lie on at most one shared point. The terms "point" and "line"
could be substituted as long as their incidence relation (where an incidence involves exactly one point and exactly one
line) remains true.

Combinatorically, a configuration is given by a pair (P, £) where P = {p1,...,p, }s L ={l1,...,lp};eachl; C P;
and for any pair p;, , p;, there is at most one line [; that contains both elements; each point is incident with the same
number of lines as any other (denoted b); each line is incident with the same number of points as any other (denoted r);
and there are at least three points. We make the assumption that the space is connected in the sense that the collection of
points cannot be split without splitting a line.

We denote such a configuration as a (vy, 1) configuration.

We say two lines /; and /5 are non intersecting if the sets of points that make up each line share no elements. That is,
that there exists no point that lies on both /; and l5. [5] We interchangably use the terms parallel and non-intersecting.

A balanced incomplete block design (BIBD) is a similar concept to a configuration, but includes the extra parameter A
and is defined by consisting of v points and r lines. Each of the points lies on exactly b lines, and each of the lines lies
on exactly k points. Finally, any two lines lie on exactly A points.[5]

A symmetric configuration (or BIBD) is such that v = b and as vr = bk [4], » = k. We denote such symmetric
configurations as (v,.) configurations.

When A\ = 1, we have any two lines lie on one exactly one point, that is, all lines intersect. These are the finite projective
planes and is the intersection of BIBDs and configurations.

Necessarily, a finite projective plane is symmetric and must have n? 4+ n 4 1 points (and lines) and n + 1 points per
line (and lines per point) for some natural number n. [3] Hence, (n? + n + 1,,11) configurations where n is termed the
order of the projective plane.

A symmetric configuration is cyclic if its’ point set can be denoted as {0, ...,v — 1} and then its’ lines are given by
{p1 +jmodv,...,pr+jmodv}forj=0,...,v—1and some distinct py,...,px € {0,...,v—1}.

Given, a (n? + n + k,1) configuration, k is termed the deficiency and is in some sense how far from a projective
plane a symmetric configuration is. The parameter k£ will only be used in this context from here forward (not as the
number of lines per point).

For a configuration (or BIBD) the incidence matrix is the binary matrix N of dimension v X b such that:

{0 point p; is not incident with [;
* 1 point p; is incident with [;
A circulant matrix A with first row cg, ¢1, . .., ¢;_1 is a square matrix of size ¢ x ¢, where each consecutive row is the

previous row shifted one column to the right, that is, each element a;; = a(;—1)((j—1) modulo¢) fori =1,...,¢ — 1. The
matrix then looks as follows:

Co CclT ... Ct—1
Ct—1 Co ... Ct_2
A =
C1 Co ... Co
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2.2 Preliminary results

We repeatedly use the proof of Theorem 1 of [6] as a model for proving our results:
Theorem 2.1. A necessary condition for the existence of a symmetric balanced incomplete block design with parameters
v, T and X\ where v is even is that v — \ is a perfect square.

We note again that in the case A = 1, we do reduce to a restricted form of a combinatorial configuration, a projective
plane. However, given a projective plane, the number of points is necessarily odd. Hence this particular theorem does
not work for our purposes. The proof however, will form the template for proving our results.

2.3 Examples

Theorem 1 from [2] (in adapted form) states that:

Theorem 2.2. [f there exists a projective plane of finite order n and if n is congruent to 1 or 2 modulo 4, then n must
be a sum of two squares.

This proves that there is no combinatorial configuration (n? + n + 1,,41) for n = 6 in particular.

We now consider some known examples with n = 2 and note that there are indeed (n? +n + k1) = (6 + k3)
configurations for all k. The first few examples are the (83) configuration of Mobius-Kantor [[7]; the (93) configuration
of Pappus [4]]; and the (103) configuration of Desargues [8].

Indeed, [9] enumerates the number of such symmetric configurations.

3 k=2
3.1 Theorem 3.1

We state our first result which is Corollary 2.3 of [1]. In that paper, the proof given uses Theorem 9 of [10]. We give our
own proof that will be generalized for greater deficiencies in section 5.

Theorem 3.1. There exists a (n* +n + 2,1 1) configuration only if either:

2 . .
1.z ;” is even and n + 1 is a perfect square
or:

2. "2% is odd and n — 1 is a perfect square.

Proof. We mimic the proof of Theorem 1 from [6]. Note that n? + n + 2 is always even and that each line has exactly
one line that it does not intersect.

Without loss of generality we pair off the non-intersecting lines as (1,2), ..., (n? +n + 1,n% + n + 2).

Now, the matrix B = NTN where N is the incidence matrix is such that b;; represents how many times line ;
intersects line [;. This will be either 0 or 1 if ¢ # j and willbe n + 1 if ¢ = j.

In particular, it will have form:

n+1 0 1 1 1 1
0 n+1 1 1 1 1
1 1 n+1 0 1 1
1 1 0 n+1 1 1
1 1 1 1 n+1 0
|1 1 1 1 0 n+1]
That is, an n? 4+ n + 2 by n? + n + 2 matrix of ones with 2 by 2 matrices on the diagonal of the form: [n 8_ 1 n _?_ 1] .

We compute the determinant of B. Mimicing [6], we subtract column 1 from all other columns and then add all rows to
row 1. This yields the following matrix form:
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m+14+n%+n 0 0 0 0 0
0 n+1 1 1 1 1
1 0 n -1 0 0
1 0 -1 n 0 0
1 0 0 0 n -1
i 1 0 0 0 -1 n |

n+1 1 1 1 1

0 n -1 0 0

( )2 0 -1 n 0 0
n+1

0 0 0 n -1

0 0 0 -1 n

Then expanding along the first column yields:

S

|
[
o O
e}

-1 n 0
(n+1)°
0 0 n —1
0 0 -1 n
This is then:
n24n

— 2 ’!L2 n ’IL2 n ’IL2 n
m+1P " T =P - ) = (e )P (- 1)

Given that | B| = [NNT| = |N|? is a square number, we must have that either:

2 . .
1. 2 2‘”’ is even and n + 1 is a perfect square
or:

2 . .
2. "—;" is odd and n — 1 is a perfect square.

3.2 Examples

Using this formula, the first five values of n that do not satisfy these requirements are n = 4,6, 7,9, 11. That is, there
are no combinatorial configurations with parameters (225), (447), (58g), (9210) and (13442).

4 Configurations with the TOPs property

4.1 Definitions and preliminary results

We now consider the first 15, configuration from [[L1]]. Note that the deficiency k£ = 3. Therefore, each line has two
non-intersecting lines. In this example, given a line, the two non-intersecting lines themselves intersect.

In the third 154 configuration from [[11] it is true that if a line is non-intersecting with two lines, then those two lines are
also non-intersecting.

Given that the matrix B = N7 N will be significantly easier to determine for the second case, we make our definition
of the transitivity of parallels property and proceed to restrict our attention to them.
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Definition 4.1. We say that a configuration has the transitivity of parallels property if [; is parallel to both I and I3,
then necessarily [5 is parallel to [3.

Playfair’s axiom [12]] in the context of Euclidean (non-finite) geometry states that "In a plane, given a line and a point
not on it, at most one line parallel to the given line can be drawn through the point."

In some sources it is stated as "exactly one line parallel” as in Euclidean plane geometry this follows from the other
axioms. However, we deliberately choose the original definition and call it Playfair’s condition for configurations:

"In a configuration, given a line and a point not on it, there is at most one line parallel to the given line incident to the
given point."

Proposition 4.1. The TOPs property is equivalent to Playfair’s condition for configurations.

Proof. First we show that TOPs implies Playfair’s. For contradiction let Playfair’s be false, then given a line /;, and a
point p not on [y there are at least two lines ls, [3 incident with p both parallel to /;. Hence l5 and [3 are not parallel,
contradicting the TOPs property.

Similarly, to show that Playfair’s implies TOPs, let Playfair’s hold true. For the sake of contradiction, suppose the TOPs
property is false and that for /; parallel to both 5 and I3, l5 and [5 are not parallel. Hence they meet at a shared point p.
There are now two lines on point p that are parallel to [;, which contradicts Playfair’s. O

Proposition 4.2. Ifa (n? + n + k,11) configuration satisfies the TOPs property (equivantly Playfair’s condition),
then:
Ek<n+1

Proof. Given a set of k mutually non-intersecting lines, we have at a minimum k(n + 1) points. Hence n? +n + k >
k(n+ 1) and consequently n + 1 > k. O

4.2 Examples and connections to affine planes and k-nets

We first give an example of a configuration with the TOPs property:
Example 4.1. The Pappus configuration, with n = 2 and k = 3.

Figure 1: Pappus’ configuration

Note the three sets of mutually parallel lines.

We make here the observation that parallelism is also transitive for finite affine planes. The difference between these
types of configurations and affine planes is that for an affine plane, any two points must both be incident with some line.
This is not true for configurations with the TOPs property. For the Pappus configuration above, it can be seen that the
two left most points do not lie on a line together. Hence, while the Pappus configuration has the TOPs property, it is not
affine. Indeed, no symmetric configuration can be affine. [4]]

A generalization of an affine plane is a k-net [3]], in this case parallelism is again transitive, each point must lie on a line
from each of the parallel classes and there are % parallel classes. In this scenario, the Pappus configuration is a 3-net of
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order 3. However, for k-nets, any set of parallel lines partitions the points. This is not true for configurations with the
TOPs property in general. We offer up the example of the third 154 configuration from [11]. Given each line has 4
points, it is not possible that a set of mutually parallel lines could partition the 15 points.

We formalize this as the following:

Proposition 4.3. A (n? +n + k,, 1) configuration with the TOPs property is a k-net if and only if k = n + 1.

Proof. If k = n + 1 then each line does not intersect with n other lines. Given the TOPs property, these lines are each
mutually non-intersecting. Hence there are at minimum n + 1 + n(n + 1) = n? + n + (n + 1) points. This is all the
points and so the set of mutually parallel lines partition the points.

For the converse, if a set of mutually parallel lines partition the set of n? + n + k points, then n? 4 n + k is divisible by
n + 1. Hence n + 1 divides k. However, by Proposition 4.2, kK <n + 1. Hence k = n + 1. O

4.3 Properties of configurations with the TOPs property

We here address how having the TOPs property relates to various basic concepts of configurations.

Firstly, a TOPs configuration may or may not be cyclic, just as a cyclic configuration may or may not have the TOPs
property. As examples; the Pappus configuration has the TOPs property but is not cyclic; the first (15,4) configuration
of [[1]] is cyclic but does not have the TOPs property; and the third (154) configuration is cyclic and has the TOPs

property.
Secondly, we show that if a configuration has the TOPs property, then so does its’ dual:

Proposition 4.4. Given an (n®+n+k, 1) configuration with the TOPs property, the dual (n®+n-+k, 1) configuration
also has the TOPs property.

Proof. First take a point p; and a line [ through p;.

There then exist lo, . . ., I so that [1, lo, . . ., [, are mutually parallel. Necessarily, there are n other lines through /5, call
these [1,1%,...,17. Each of I, ..., I} have n + 1 points and must necessarily have a point that does not meet any of
I},...,I}. Call these points pa, . . ., pi,. Note that these k — 1 points are the only points that p; does not share a line

with as the sum of points of lines through py isn +1+n-n=n2+n+k— (k—1).

Now, suppose for contradiction that given two points from the collection po, . . ., py there is a line incident with both.
Without loss of generality, take p» and p3 and call the line [.

So now [ has n + 1 points and already intersects I and /3, so can intersect at most n — 1 of 1,1}, ..., 1. Hence there
are at least two that it does not intersect. Without loss of generality, we let these be I; and 1. Hence [ is parallel to both
I and I}, but [; and [} are not parallel - intersect at p;. This contradicts the configuration having the TOPs property.

Hence given p; and two points that it does not share a line with, those two points also do not share a line.

Thus, for the dual configuration, given a line and two lines that it does not share a point with, those two lines also do not
share a point. That is the dual configuration also has the TOPs property. O

Sk general with the TOPs property

5.1 Main results

We begin with Lemma 5.1 and then an immediate corollary in the case where k is even.
Lemma 5.1. Ifan® + n + k, 1 configuration satisfies the TOPs property then n? + n is a multiple of k.

Proof. Dividing the lines into groups of & mutually parallel lines yields + 1 groups. Hence, "zlj T

a whole number and so n? 4 n is a multiple of k. [

n’4+nt+k _ n’+n
k -k

Corollary 5.2. Ifan? + n + k,1 configuration satisfies the TOPs property and k is even thenn = 0orn =k — 1
mod k.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, n? + n = mk for some natural number m. So n(n + 1) = mk. If n is odd then k must divide
n—+1, if n is even then n + 1 is odd and k£ must divide n. Hence n = 0orn+1 = 0mod k. Thatis,n =0orn=k—1
mod k
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We now can give our main result:

Theorem 5.3. Suppose thatn = 0 orn = k — 1 mod k for k even. If a (n* + n + k,,11) configuration satisfies the
TOPs property then:

2 . .
1. % is even and n + 1 is a perfect square
or:

2. —”2,;"" is odd and n — (k — 1) is a perfect square.

Proof. We once again mimic the proof of Theorem 1 from [6].

Note that n? + n + k is always even for k even. Given the result has been proven for & = 2 in Theorem 3.1, we can
assume k > 4.

Note that each line has exactly & — 1 lines that it does not intersect and due to the TOPs property we can without loss of
generality relabel the lines so the k-tuples of mutually non-intersecting lines are (1,...,k),...,(n?2 +n+1,...,n% +
n+k).

Hence the matrix B = NT N will have the form:

A lexk oo lexk lexk
lpsk A ek lexk
B=: :
lexe  lexk A lgxk
Texk Lixk oo lexe A

Where 15 is a k by k matrix of ones and A = (n + 1)Ij .

We compute the determinant of B by again subtracting column 1 from all other columns and then add all rows to row 1.
This yields the following matrix form:

n? +2n+1 O1xk—1 Oixk -+ Oixg O1xk
Orx1 (m+DIg—ixk—1 lg—ixe - le—ixke  le—ixk
Lrx1 Okxk—1 A—1y O O
lexi Okxk—1 O A—1p O
Tex1 Okxk—1 O O A—14

Computing the determinant by expanding along the first row yields:

(m+Dlg—axk—1 lg—ixe - leg—ixe lp—1xk
Okxk—1 A—1 O O
(n+1)2 : z
Okxk—1 Ok A—-1y Ok

kak-—l Ok- Ok A— lk

Then as an upper triangular matrix, the determinant is

n2+n

(n+1)%n+ 1) 1A -1,

By a similar argument of subtracting column 1 and adding all rows to row 1, we yield that:
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n—(k-1) 0 0 0 0
-1 n+1 0 0 0
-1 0 n+1 0 0
A-ll=| § — (n— (k—1))(n + 1)
-1 0 0 n+l 0
-1 0 0 0 n+1
So finally,
B] = 0+ DI (1) (M)
Once again, | B| must be square, so we have that either:
1. ”2;" is even and n + 1 is a perfect square
or:
2. L,j" is odd and n — (k — 1) is a perfect square.
O

We make the note here that our results say nothing about £ odd. As one can see from the formula for the determinant of

. 2 .
B, it must always be square as ”—,;"" is always even for any n.

5.2 Examples

When k = 4 Theorem 5.3 shows that there exist no configurations for the values of n = 7,11, 16. Similarly, when
k = 6, there exist no configurations for n = 11,12, 17.

That 1is, there are no configurations with the TOPs property with the following parameters:
(60g), (13612), (27617), (13812), (16213), (31215).

6 k = 3in general

We note now that for k£ = 3, any line in the configuration is parallel with two others. In the general case these are not
necessarily parallel to each other. However, we can create cycles of lines each parallel to the next in the cycle. This then
partitions the lines into cycles where consecutive lines are parallel.

For example, the configuration denoted 9.1 of [9], has lines {{0, 1,2}, {3,4,5},{6,7,8},{0,3,6},{0,4,7},{1,3,7},
{1,5,8},{2,4,8},{2,5,6}}. The lines are partitioned into three mutually non-intersecting lines
{0,1,2},{3,4,5},{6,7,8} and a cycle of 6 lines {0,3,6},{0,4,7},{1,3,7},{1,5,8},{2,4,8},{2,5,6}. We
will refer to this configuration as configuration 9.1.

So now we examine the matrix form B = N7 N and yield the result:

Theorem 6.1. If the lines of a configuration with deficiency k = 3 are partitioned into m cycles of lines where
consecutive lines are non-intersecting, then either the configuration is configuration 9.1 or m is odd.

Proof. So then the incidence matrix IN; for the i*" cycle of lines can be expressed such that N;N[I' = B; is a circulant
matrix with firstrown 4+ 1,0,1,...,1,0.

From this observation, we note that the matrix B for £ = 3 must be of the form:

A 0 ... 0 0
0 A
B=1lpinis+ | ¢ . :
0 Apn-1 O
0 . 0 A
Where each A; is a circulant matrix with with first row n, —1,0,...,0, —1 and 1; is notation for a square matrix of

dimension ¢ x ¢ where every element is 1.
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Let
A1 0 0 0
0 A,
A =
0 An,_1 0
0 0 A,

We then apply the matrix determinant lemma [[13]] to yield:

B = |A|(1 4+ eT A7 e)

Where e is a column vector of n? + n + 3 ones.
Hence, it remains to compute |A| and (1 + T A7 1e).

Firstly, |A| = |44]...|A| and

ATV 0 .00 0
0 A;!
Al = . :
0 A, 0
0 .0 AT

So now, if some A, has dimension ¢, x t,, we make the observation that e” A e is the sum of all elements of A, (also
known as the grand sum). Therefore, e? A,e = t,(n — 2).

We now note that; (1;, A, );; sums the 5 column of A, which is equal to n — 2. Similarly, (4,1, );; sums the i‘"
row which is also equal to n — 2. It follows that 1, A, = A, 1, and we have:

el A tet,(n —2) = eT A eeT Aye = T AN, Aye = eT A AL e = €Tl e =12

Hence, t
elA e = - j 5
So then - ) 2 2
- 22 n“+n+3 n*+2n+1 n+1
1+e'A 1ez1+;n_2:1+ = :(n_g)
Now, the eigenvalues of a circulant matrix with first row ¢, c1, ..., c;—1 can be calculated as:

t—1

E cpwt

t=0

27i

Where w = e+ . [[14]

Hence for a given A, of size t,, the eigenvalues are:
nw® — w? — @I t==1
These can be simplified to:

27j

)

n — 2cos(

x

Hence the determinant of A, as the product of the eigenvalues is:
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H (n —2cos(—=)
3=0 *
For t,, even this can be simplified to:
i 2mj
(n—2)(n+2) H (n — 2cos( ; J ))?
i=1 ‘

and for ¢,, odd this can be simplified to:

f

(n—2) H (n— 2003(?))2

=1 *

te

Putting these together, we yield that the full determinant is:

t; 1 ) tz2—1 ]
_ 21y 21y

m—1 2 ber of ty 2
(n—2)""" (n+1)=(n42)mmoeroteven | I I | (n — 2cos( P ) | | | I (n — 2cos( .

x such that ¢, iseven j=1 x such that ¢, isodd j=1
@)

We now observe that n? + n + 3 is odd and:

nPtn+3= >t Yt

x such that £, is odd x such that ¢, is even

Hence there must be an odd number of odd ¢,,.

If m is even, then there is an odd number of even ¢,,. Hence, for@]to be square, both n — 2 and n+2 must be square. Only
n = 2 is such a natural number. Hence the parameters are (93). By [9]], there are only three such configurations; the
Pappus configuration; the cyclic configuration where the lines are {s mod 9, s+1 mod 9, s+3 mod 9} for s = 0,...,8
denoted configuration 9.2; and configuration 9.1 as stated above. The Pappus configuration has the TOPs property and
3 (odd) cycles where consecutive lines are non-intersecting, configuration 9.2 has 1 (odd) cycle where consecutive lines
are non-intersecting. It remains then that only configuration 9.1 has an even (2) cycles where consecutive lines are
non-intersecting.

If m is odd, then m — 1 is even. Also as m (odd) is the sum of the number of odd ¢, (odd by above) and the number of
even t,.. Hence the number of even ¢, must be even. Hence, for m odd, E]is always square.

O
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