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DETERMINANTS OF SEIDEL TOURNAMENT MATRICES

SARAH KLANDERMAN!, MURPHYKATE MONTEE?, ANDRZEJ PIOTROWSKI®, ALEX
RICE%, AND BRYAN SHADER?®

ABSTRACT. The Seidel matrix of a tournament on n players is an n x n skew-
symmetric matrix with entries in {0,1,-1} that encapsulates the outcomes of
the games in the given tournament. It is known that the determinant of an
n xn Seidel matrix is 0 if n is odd, and is an odd perfect square if n is even.
This leads to the study of the set

D(n) ={VdetS: Sis an n xn Seidel matrix}.

This paper studies various questions about D(n). It is shown that D(n) is
a proper subset of D(n + 2) for every positive even integer, and every odd
integer in the interval [1,1+n?/2] is in D(n) for n even. The expected value
and variance of det S over the nxn Seidel matrices chosen uniformly at random
is determined, and upper bounds on maxD(n) are given, and related to the
Hadamard conjecture. Finally, it is shown that for infinitely many n, D(n)
contains a gap (that is, there are odd integers k < £ < m such that k,m € D(n)
but £ ¢ D(n)) and several properties of the characteristic polynomials of Seidel
matrices are established.

Keywords: Tournaments, skew-symmetric matrix, determinants, Seidel matrix,
Pfaffian.
MSC 2020: 53C20, 15A15.

1. INTRODUCTION

In combinatorics, a tournament of order n is a digraph T that represents the
results of a competition involving n players, with one game between each pair of
players and no ties. Typically, we take the n players to be 1, ..., n. In this setting
T has vertices 1, ..., n and an arc ¢j from i to j provided player i beats player j
in the game between 7 and j, and for each 7 # j exactly one of the arcs ij or ji is
present in the tournament 7.

Associated with T are two n xn matrices. The adjacency matriz of T is the nxn
matrix A = [aij] where a;; = 1 if ¢j is a directed arc in 1" and a;; = 0 otherwise. The
Seidel matriz of T is the n x n skew-symmetric matrix S = [s;;] where s;; = 0 for
i=1,...,n,s;; =1ifijin T, and s;; = -1, otherwise. For example, the tournament
in Figure 1 has adjacency matrix A and Seidel matrix S, where
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1

FIGURE 1. The diamond tournament.

01 1 1 0 1 1 1
0010 1 0 1 -1
A=1o 0 0 1 and S=14 1 0 1l
010 0 1 1 -1 0

The adjacency matrix and Seidel matrix of T are related by the following:

(a) A+ AT =J -1, where J is the all ones matrix and I is the identity matrix
of appropriate size, and
(b) S=A-AT=24A+1-J.

Historically, the adjacency matrix has been used to study tournaments (see for ex-
ample the results in the delightful book [18], and papers like [10, 17] that study the
spectra of these adjacency matrices). More recently, the Seidel matrix has become
a fruitful area of research. For example, [7] studies k-spectrally monomorphic adja-
cency and Seidel matrices (i.e., matrices for which the k x k principal submatrices
all have the same characteristic polynomial), and [6] studies Seidel matrices for
which the principal minors are bounded by a fixed integer k, for various values of
k. The energy of a Seidel matrix, that is the sum of the moduli of its eigenvalues,
is studied in [16]. Seidel matrices are also related to skew-conference matrices, that
is, n x n skew-symmetric matrices M with entries in {0,+1} and MMT = (n - 1)I.
In this paper we explore the set of all possible determinants of Seidel matrices
of order n. Using SageMath, we compute these sets for small n. The data is shown
in Figure 2. Some properties of these sets follow immediately from the structure
of a Seidel matrix. For example, since each Seidel matrix S of order n is skew-
symmetric, we know that detS = det ST = (-1)"det S, so det .S = 0 whenever n is
odd. Since eigenvalues of real skew-symmetric matrices occur in conjugate pairs
and are purely imaginary, det S > 0. Furthermore, if J denotes the all ones matrix,
we see that S =J -1 mod2. But det(J-1)=(-1)""1(n-1),s0detS=n-1
mod 2. Hence, for all even n, det .S is odd. Furthermore, a classical result of Cayley
[9] shows that if the matrix K is skew-symmetric, then the determinant of K is the

square of the Pfaffian of K. Thus det(S) is the square of an odd integer.

The following question is asked in [5]:

Question 1.1. For all odd positive k, does there exist some ny so that k € D(ny)?

We answer this in the affirmative in Section 3.
More generally, we define and study

D(n) ={Vdet S| S is a Seidel matrix of order n}.
The data in Figure 2 leads to the following additional questions.
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n | possible determinants of Seidel matrices of order n

110

2 |1

310

4 |1,32

5 10

6 |1,32,52,72,92

710

8 |1,32,5%,...,27%,312,332, 352,492

9 10

10 | 1,32,52,...,129%:1332,1352, 1372, ...,1432%;147%: 153%: 1612; 1652; 1752; 1832

1110

12 | 12,...,7012;7052,...,7232;7272,...,7512; 7552, ...,769%: 7732, ..., 781%;
7892, ...,795%:799%:8032,8052,8072; 811%; 8172; 8252, ...8352; 8392, 8412;
8472 8552: 8612: 8672, 8692; 8732; 8772; 8912: 9052: 9312: 9452; 9792 10892; 13312

FIGURE 2.

Motivating Questions. Let n be a positive even integer.

(a) Is it the case that D(n) € D(n +2)7? If so, is the containment strict?

) Is 1 the smallest element of D(n)? What is the largest element of D(n)?
(¢) How are values in D(n) distributed?

) For n > 8 is there always a gap in D(n), i.e., an odd k such that k ¢ D(n)
and k is between the minimum and maximum element of D(n)? If there is
a gap, what is the smallest (or largest) such k?

(e) Can one give necessary and sufficient conditions for an integer to be in
D(n)?

The remainder of this paper is organized around these questions. In Section 2
we give ways to compute determinants of Seidel matrices from determinants of
related matrices, and we use these techniques to answer both parts of Question (a)
in the affirmative. In Section 3 we show that when n is even, each odd integer
in the interval [1,1+n?/2] is in D(n), addressing the latter half of Question (d).
In Section 4, we address Question (c) by calculating the expected value of the
determinant of a Seidel matrix chosen uniformly at random, and give a recursive
formula for the variance. In Section 5, we give a partial answer to the latter
half of Question (b), and we relate Question (e) to the Hadamard conjecture. In
Section 6 we study Question (d) and show that for infinitely many values n there
is a gap in D(n). In Section 7 we investigate possible characteristic polynomials of
Seidel matrices, with a focus on principal submatrices of skew-conferences matrices,
and we calculate the expected characteristic polynomial of a Seidel matrix chosen
uniformly at random.
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this work. The authors would also like to thank Xin Tang of Fayetteville State
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2. MONOTONICITY OF D(n)

The primary goal of this section is to show that D(n) ¢ D(n + 2) for all even n.
We first show that D(n) € D(n+2). To do this we will use the Sherman-Morrison-
Woodbury formula (see [4, Theorem 10.11]), and the following lemma.

Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula.
Let A be an invertible n x n matriz, and X and Y be n x k matrices. Then

det(A+XYT)=det A-det(I +Y AT X).

If S is an invertible n x n matrix and W is an n x n rank-one matrix, then W = xy"
for some vectors x and y, and hence by the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula
det(S +tW) =det S(1 +ty"S~'x) is a linear function in . We use this observation
in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let T be a tournament of order n with n even, and let A and S be
the adjacency and Seidel matrices of T, respectively. Then det S = det(2A +I).

Proof. Note that

S+J=2A+1. (1)
Transposing and negating both sides of (1) gives
S—-J=-247+1). (2)

Taking determinants of both sides of (1) and (2) and using the fact that n is even,
we get

det(S+J) =det(S-J). (3)
Let f(t) =det(S+tJ) for t e R. As J is a rank 1 matrix, f(¢) is a linear function of
t. The linearity of f and (3) imply f(¢) = det S for all ¢. In particular, det(2A+1) =
f(1)=detS. O

Note in particular, if Ry is the Seidel matrix corresponding to the transitive
tournament with k players (that is, Ry is the skew-symmetric matrix with all ones
above the main diagonal), then Lemma 2.1 implies that det Ry = 1 when k is even.

We also need a construction introduced in [5] that builds a new tournament from
two tournaments of smaller order. Let T7 and T be tournaments. The join of Ty
on Ts, denoted 11 — T5, is the tournament obtained from the disjoint union of 7T
and Ty by adding each arc ij from a vertex in T} to a vertex in T5. Note that if Sy
and Sy are the Seidel matrices of 17 and T, respectively, then the Seidel matrix of
T, — T5 is the block matrix

Si| J
sy

The following lemma is proven in [5]. Here we give a different proof; one that
uses Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.2. Let T; and Ty be tournaments, with Seidel matrices S1 and Ss. Let
S be the Seidel matriz of the join Ty — T5. If at least one of Ty and Ty has even
order, then

det S =det S, -det Ss.
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Proof. If the orders of 77 and T, are of different parity, then one of S; and S5 has

odd order, and S has odd order. Hence, both det S; - det S; and det S equal 0.
Now assume that both T} and 75 have even order. Let A; denote the adjacency

matrices of T; for ¢ € {1,2}. Let A and S denote the adjacency and Seidel matrices,

respectively, of 77 — T5. Then
Ay | J
A=)

where J is the matrix of all ones and O is the matrix of all zeroes. Thus 24 + I is
block upper triangular, and we have

det S =det(2A+1) =det(2A; + I) det(242 + I) = det Sy - det So,
by Lemma 2.1. [l

Corollary 2.3. Let n = k + £ where k and £ are even positive integers. Then
D(k)YD(£) c D(n). In particular, for each positive even integer n, D(n) ¢ D(n+2).

Proof. Let Si be the Seidel matrix of a tournament of order k, and let S, be the
Seidel matrix of a tournament of order £. Then S; — Sy is a Seidel matrix of a
tournament of order k + ¢ having determinant det Sy det Ry by Lemma 2.2. Thus,
D(k)D(¢) c D(n). Taking k =n and £ = 2 gives D(n) € D(n +2) for each positive
even integer n. ([l

We show that D(n) # D(n + 2) with a more subtle construction. The tourna-
ments T and T" are switching equivalent if there exists a subset of teams « so that
changing the orientation on every edge ik, where ¢ € o and k ¢ «, turns T into
T'. Equivalently, if S and S’ are the Seidel matrices of T and T”, then T and T”
are switching equivalent if and only if there is a diagonal matrix D, each of whose
diagonal entries is +1, such that DSD = S’. Thus, switching equivalent tourna-
ments have Seidel matrices with the same determinants (though possibly opposite
Pfaffians). It follows that for n > 4, there are tournaments of order n that are not
switching equivalent. If instead we are able to change a single arc at a time, we can
turn any tournament into any other of the same order by reversing a set of arcs.

Let T be a tournament of order n. The (i, j)-reversal of T is the tournament
T’ whose edges have the same orientations as T except the edge joining ¢ and j
which has the reverse orientation. The following lemma gives a formula to find the
determinant of the (i, j)-reversal of a tournament.

Lemma 2.4. Let S = [sy¢] be the Seidel matriz for a tournament T. Let T' be the
(i,7)-reversal of T. Let S’ be the Seidel matriz for T', and suppose that s;; = 1.
Then

det S’ = det S- (1+25;')7.
In particular,
(a) detS”>det(S) if S;}' >0 or S} < -1,
(b) det S’ =detS if S;}' € {0,~1}, and
(c) det S’ <detS if -1< S <0,
where S{jl denotes the (i,7)-entry of S71.
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Proof. Note that S’ is a sum of S and a matrix P = [pg¢], whose entries are 0 except

pij = —2 and pj; = 2. In particular, let e; and e; be the i-th and j-th standard basis
vector of appropriate order. Then

Applying the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula, we get

—€

S,=S+2[ € €5 ][

S

e

[—eT
det S = det S - det (I+ 2 :TJ]S_I E ej])

—ejS7e; —e;S7'e;
= ° ! Z ’ :
det S - det (I+2 el S7le; el S7le; ])

-S:1 g1
:detS-det(I+2 It _Jf])
| Siit Sii

1T

Since S and S™! are skew-symmetric, S;jl = —ijil and S;;' = ijjl = 0. Therefore
1+25; 0

0 1+25;!
=det S-(1+25;")° O

det S’ = det S~det[

Corollary 2.5. Let S be the nxn Seidel matriz of a tournament T', where n is even.
Then there exists an (n+2) x (n+2) Seidel matriz with strictly larger determinant
than det S.

Proof. Let Ty be the tournament with Seidel matrix So = [ _(1) (1)

the Seidel matrix of T5 — T". Then

Sy | J
B B [ _JT S ]
and by Lemma 2.2, det B = det S. Direct calculation shows that
PR S
STJTS,TH[ ST '

Since J(-S3'JS71) = 0, each column-sum of —S3'JS™! is zero. On the other
hand, since J is nonzero we have —S5;'JS™! is nonzero. Thus, some entry of
-S31J871 is positive. Every corresponding entry of B is 1, so by Lemma 2.4
reversing the arc corresponding to that entry results in an (n +2) x (n + 2) Seidel
matrix whose determinant is greater than that of B, and hence that of S. O

], and let B be

3. SMALL VALUES OF D(n)

In this section we investigate which small values of k belong to D(n), n even.
Recall that R,, denotes the Seidel matrix of the transitive tournament of order
n. The basic nega-circulant matriz W, of order n is the n x n matrix with one in

positions (1,2), ..., (n—1,n); negative one in position (n,1); and zeroes elsewhere.
For each integer m with 1 <m <n -1, it can be seen that W,,” is the matrix with
one in positions (1,m +1), ..., (n—m,n); negative one in positions (n-m+ 1,1),

.., (n,m) and zeroes elsewhere. Additionally, W,," = -1I.
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Lemma 3.1. The Seidel matriz R, of the transitive tournament of order n satisfies

det R, = { 0 zfn is odd, and

1 ifn is even.

Moreover, if n is even then

0 -1 1 1 -1
1 0 -1 1 1
-1 1 - :
-1 _ :
R, = R |
-1 w1 0 -1
1 -1 - -1 1 0

Proof. As R, is skew-symmetric, if n is odd then det R,, = 0.

Now assume n is even. By Lemma 2.1, det R,, = det(I + 24,,) = 1 where A,, is
the n x n matrix with ones above the diagonal and zeros elsewhere. Thus R, is
invertible, which by the Cayley-Hamilton theorem implies that R, " is a polynomial
in R,. Furthermore, as R, is a polynomial in W, Rn_1 is a polynomial in W,,.
Because

[0 -1 1 -1 « 1 -1]R,=[1 0 - 0],
the first row of R;'is[ 0 -1 1 -1 - 1 -1 ].
As R;' is a polynomial in W,,, Ry} = -W,," + W,,2 = W,,® + - + (=1)" 1 Wn~1,
The result now follows from formula for the powers of W.,. O

By Lemma 3.1, we know that for n even, the smallest value of D(n) is 1. The
next result shows that all odd integers between 1 and n?/2 + 1 are in D(n) when n
is even. In particular, this answers Question 1.1 in the affirmative.

We use the following result about the Schur complement in the argument (see
[14, Statement 0.8.5]).

Schur complement.
Assume that A and D are square matrices with D invertible, and let M be the block

matrixc
A| B
M ) [T‘i] '

The Schur complement of D is the matriz M /D := A- BD™'C.
Furthermore
det(M) = det(M /D) det(D).

Theorem 3.2. For each even positive integer n and each positive odd integer k <
n?/2 + 1 there is a Seidel tournament matriz of order n +2 whose determinant is
k2.

Proof. Let 27 = [ 1 -1 1 - 1 -1 ] be the 1 x n vector of alternating ones
and negative ones, and let y € {£1}". The matrix

is a Seidel matrix of a tournament of order n + 2.
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By the Schur complement of S and Lemma 3.1, we have
det S det(S/R,)det(R,)

wl[ 43 e o)

0 1 0 "Ry
el [ 50 J| ks )

(L+a R, 'y)?,
with the penultimate equality coming from the fact that R;' is skew-symmetric
and therefore y" R,z = (y"R,;'z)" = —2"R,'y.

By Lemma 3.1 we have

'R =[ -(n-1) n-3 —(n-5) - =1 1 - -(n-5) n-3 -(n-1)
Now let

L,={z"R'y|ye{«1}" and 2" R, 'y > 0}.
We show that £,, = {0,2,...,n2/2} for all even n by induction. For n = 2, we have

'Ryt =[ -1 -1 91
Se[a [
where y; € {£1}. The only nonnegative values that can be achieved are 0 and 2, as
desired.

Assume that the result holds for n, and consider £,,,5. Every element of £,,,5 is
twice the sum of the elements in a subset of {1,3,...,n+1}, and hence is contained
in {0,2,...,2((n+2)/2)? = (n +2)?/2}. For each k € L,,, let y;, denote the vector
satisfying " R,,'y), = k. Let Y} denote the vector obtained by bordering y; with —1

-1
on its top and 1 on the bottom, i.e., Yy =| yr |. Then
1

TRV =(n-1)+2"R oy +-(n—1) = k,

so0 L, € Lo
For even k with n?/2 < k < (n+2)?/2, we have k- 2(n+1) € L,. Let Y/,
denote the vector obtained by bordering yi_o,-o with —1 on the top and by 1 on

-1
the bottom, i.e., ¥} 5, 5=| Yr-2n-2 [ Then
-1
2 R Yana = (n=1) + 2T Rylypono + (n-1) = k,
so k€L, o
Thus, for each k € £L(n) there is some choice of vector y € {+1}" so that det(M) =
(1+k)% O

4. EXPECTED VALUES ASSOCIATED WITH SEIDEL ADJACENCY MATRICES

Let m be a positive integer and n = 2m. Let G be a graph on vertices 1,2, ...,2m.
A matching of G is a collection of vertex disjoint edges of G. If each vertex of G
is incident to an edge of a given matching, then the matching is perfect. The
set of all perfect matchings of K, is denoted by M. Given a perfect matching
M = {i1j1,- - ,imJjm} We may assume that the vertices in each edge are ordered so
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1 2
1 2 M; M,
M, 10 3
- 0 O
. 3 9 4
M3
8 5

7 E=———96

F1cUrE 3. Examples of multigraphs formed as a union of perfect matchings.

that iy < ji; and the edges are ordered so that i; < iy < -+ < 4,,. This ordering gives
a permutation iy, j1,...,%m, jm of 1,2,...,n that we denote by oar. Let S = [s;;] be
an n x n skew-symmetric matrix. The matrix S determines a weight on M, namely,
Wts (M) = Siy j1 Sin o™ *Sim,jm- Lhe Pfaffian of S is denoted by Pf A and is defined
by
PfS= 3 sgn(on)wts(M).
MeM
It is well-known, see [9, 14], that

det S = (PfS)?.

In the remainder of this section we consider the set S,, of Seidel matrices for tour-
naments of size n endowed with the uniform distribution; that is, each matrix in

S, occurs with probability ﬁ For ¢ < j, we let k;; be a variable that takes on
2

2

either the value 1 or value -1 each with probability 1/2. Thus the skew-symmetric
matrix K = [k”] where k;; =0 and kj; = —k;; for @ < j, represents a random matrix
in S,,. We will consider various random variables on S,,: the determinant and the
square of the determinant. Additionally, for each multiset o of {(4,5) : i < j} we
will consider the random variable

Ta = H kijm” )
(i,4)ea
where m;; is number of times (4, j) occurs in the multiset a.
Note that

E(ra) = { (4)

If (My,Ms,...,M;) e M*, then we set Q(M,,Ms,...,M,) to be the multigraph
whose edges are those in the union of My, Mo, ..., My, (see Figure 3). Note that
E(WtK(Ml)WtK(MQ)'“WtK(Mk)) = E(TQ(MI,

and that (4) implies E(rq,,,,

0 if (4,7) occurs in o with odd multiplicity, and
1 otherwise.

Ma,..., Mk))’

My Mw) is 1 if and only if each edge in the union of

My, ..., My occurs an even number of times, and is zero otherwise.
We use this to calculate the expected value of det .S over all Seidel matrices S
of tournaments of order n. As is customary, n!! is defined by 0!! = 1!! = 1, and

nll=n-(n-2)! for each integer n > 2.
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Theorem 4.1. Let n =2m be an even positive integer. Then the expected value of
det X over all Seidel matrices of tournaments of order n is E(det X) = (n - 1)l

Proof. Observe that

E(det X: X €S,) = 2(1n) > detS (5)
2/ SeS,
1 2
- SEZSIH(PfS) (6)
= o Y Y sa(oa)se(on)whs(M)wis(N) (7)
2(3) SeS,, M,NeM
= > sgn(on)sgn(on)E(wtx (M)wty (N)). (8)
M,NeM

The union of the edges of the perfect matchings M and N form a multigraph a s, n
each of whose connected components is either a pair of duplicate edges, or form
an even-cycle of length at least 4. By (4), E(wtx(M)wtx(N)) is 1 in the former
case, and is 0 in the latter case. Hence, the sum in (8) equals the number of perfect
matchings of K,,. This is exactly (n—1)!L O

Note this theorem implies that for each even n, D(n) contains a value that is at
least \/(n —1)!!. This bound grows super-exponentially in n.
We next give a recursive formula for the expected value of (det S)?.

Theorem 4.2. Let n be an even integer. Let z, = E((det X)?) on S,. Then
Zn = Yn - (n— DN, where y, is given by the recurrence

Yo = 1
y2 = 1
Yn = (n=1D)yn-o+ (20— 4)yn_y for n>4.

Proof. Let L,, denote the set of 4-regular multigraphs on vertices 1,2,...,n whose
edges are labeled by {1,2,3,4} such that each edge has even multiplicity, and edges
of the same labels are not incident. We claim that E((detS)?) is equal to the
number of elements of £,,.

Note that

E((det X)?)

E((PfX)%) (9)

1 4
= D > > [Isen o, -wts(M;)  (10)
2\2) §eS,, (My, Mz, My, My)eMA i=1

4 4
= > Hsgno’MiE(Hth(Mj)) (11)
(M, M2z, Mg, My)eM?* i=1 j=1
By (4), IE(I"[?:1 wtx (M;)) is 1 if the union of the M; forms a multigraph a(az, az,, 015, 01,)
in which each edge has even multiplicity and is 0 otherwise. Thus, we may restrict

our attention to the former case.

Note that each vertex of a(as, ar,,n,,0,) has degree 4. Hence each vertex is
incident to an edge of multiplicity 4, or two edges each of multiplicity two. It
follows that the connected components of « (s, a,,a1,,014) cOnsist of even cycles of
length at least 4 where each edge has multiplicity 2, or edges each of multiplicity
4. Note that this requires that for each edge e of multiplicity 4, e is in each M;;
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and for each edge e of multiplicity 2, e is in two of the M; and these have the
same set of edges in the cycle of aas, ar,,M5,0,) that contains e. This implies that
[T, sgn oy, = 1.

Now label each edge of M; by i. This gives a labelling of the edges of the
multigraph o (ar, ar, M5, 0,) by elements in {1,2,3,4} in such a way that no edges
with the same label are incident to each other. For an edge of multiplicity 4, we
have edges of each label. For an edge e of multiplicity 2, there are two labels for
this edge, and the other edges incident to a given vertex of e are labelled by the
the other two values in {1,2,3,4}. Thus, this labelling of a(as, a5, 015,01,) 18I0 Ly
Conversely, given an element of £n the edges of color ¢ form a perfect matching M;
of K, (i=1,2,3,4) and the union of the edges of the M; give a multigraph each of
whose edges has even multiplicity. Hence E((det S)?) = [L,,|.

We next establish recurrence for z, := [£,|. There are three possibilities for
elements L of £, and we give counts for each of the possibilities. Refer to Figure 4.

Case 1. n is incident to an edge in L of multiplicity 4.
In this case, L consists of a edge n—j of multiplicity 4 and an element L’ of £, _»

on the vertices {1,...,n} \ {n,j}. There are (n—1) choices for j, and z,_o choices
for L'. Hence this case has a total of
(n=1)zn-2 (12)

possibilities for L.

Case 2. n is incident to a double 4-cycle in L.

In this case, L consists of a double 4-cycle containing n, and an element of L,,_4
on the vertices not in the double 4-cycle. There are (n—1)(n—2)(n-3)/2 ways to
chose and order the vertices (other than n) for the double 4-cycle and (;1) =6 ways
to label the double 4-cycle. Thus, the number of L in Case 2 equals

3(n-1)(n-2)(n-3)zp-a. (13)

Case 3. n is on a double ¢-cycle in L with £ > 6.

Let ¢ and j be the neighbors of n in L with ¢ > j and let k be the other neighbor
of j in L. Deleting the vertices n and j (and the edges incident to them) from L
and inserting a double edge between i and k with labels the same as the labels in L
on the edge i—n gives a bijection between the L satisfying Case 3, and the elements
of L,-2 (on {1,2,...,n} ~{n,j} for which 7 is not on an edge of multiplicity 4.

The number of elements in £,_o having i on an edge of multiplicity 4 is (n —
3)zn-4. Hence, there are (zp-2 — (n — 3)z,-4) labelled multigraphs L that satisfy
Case 3 for the given 7 and j. As there there (n —1)(n —2) choices for ¢ and j, the
total number L from Case 3 is

(n=-1)(n-2)(zn-2-(n-3)zp-4). (14)
Putting together Cases 1-3, (12)—(14) imply that

Zn = (n=1D)zp2+3(n-1)(n-2)(n-3)zp_a+ (n—-1)(n-2)(2n—2-(n-3)zp_4)
= (n-1)’z,0+2(n-1)(n—-2)(n—3)2p_4)
Now set y, = —2~. Then the last equation simplifies to

(n-1)II"

Yn = (TL - 1)yn72 + (27’L - 4)yn74-
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i ke —

Case 1 Case 2 Case 3

FIGURE 4. Types of components containing vertex n as in the
proof of Theorem 4.2.

O

Recall that the variance of a random variable f on a probability distribution is

defined by V(f) = E(f2) - (E(f))2

Corollary 4.3. Let n be an even integer, and y, defined as in Theorem 4.2. Then
the variance of the random variable f = det'S over the uniform distribution of S,
is given by

V(f)=(n-1)(yp - (n-1)N)
Proof. This follows from definition of variance, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2. [
The table below gives various the first 7 values of y,, and z,. The values of z5,

z4, z¢ and zg have been confirmed by direct computation of the average sum of the
squares of the determinants of Seidel matrices.

n Yn Zn
2 1 1
4 7 21
6 43 645
8 385 40425

10 4153 3924585

12 | 53383 554916285

14 | 793651 | 107250027885

5. MAXIMUM VALUE OF D(n)

Let M(n) = max D(n). For n even, Theorem 3.2 demonstrates constructively
that M (n) > (n?/2 +1)%2. Theorem 4.1 gives a non-constructive proof that M (n)
grows super-exponentially in n. We can also bound M(n) from above. Let S
be an n x n Seidel tournament matrix with n even. Then each column of S has
Euclidean length v/n -1, and Hadamard’s inequality (see 2.1.P23 of [14]) implies
that det S < (n —1)™2. Moreover, as equality occurs in Hadamard’s inequality if
and only if S has mutually orthogonal rows, det .S = (n—1)™? if and only if S is a
skew-conference matrix. Hence we have the following.

Theorem 5.1. For each integer n,
M(n) < (n-1)"4

Moreover, equality holds if and only if there is a skew-conference matriz of order n.
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A tournament T is doubly-reqular provided the number of vertices in T° domi-
nated by two vertices ¢ and j is independent of the choice of vertices ¢ # j. Nec-
essarily, if 7' is doubly-regular with more than 3 vertices, then n = 3 mod 4. Given
a doubly-regular tournament 7" of order n — 1, we can produce an n x n matrix by
“bordering” the Seidel matrix S of T as follows: take

|l 0 |J
S‘[—jTS]’

where j denotes the 1 x (n—1) vector of all ones. It is not difficult to show that S’
is a skew-conference matrix (see ([19]).

When n = 3 mod 4 is a power of a prime, the quadratic residue tournament, Qy,,
whose vertices are the elements of the field GF(n) and ab is an arc if and only if
b—a is a square in the field, is an example of a doubly-regular tournament. Thus
M (n) = (n—1)™* infinitely often. It is conjectured that for all n = 3 mod 4, there
exists a doubly-regular tournament of order n (see e.g., [19]).

We use existence of skew-conference matrices and the following number-theoretic
result to show constructively that, eventually, the growth of M (n) is super-exponential.

Theorem 5.2 (Special case of Theorem 3, [3]). For e >0 and x sufficiently large
with respect to €, the interval [z —x°55¢, x| contains primes congruent to 3 modulo
4.

In particular, there exists some N € N such that whenever n > N the interval [n-
n'6,n] contains a prime p =3 mod 4. There is a quadratic residue tournament @,
of order p, and the corresponding (p+1) x (p+1) bordered Seidel matrix S, satisfies
Vdet(S,) = pP/ > (n - n‘G)(”_"ﬁ*l)/‘l. By Corollary 2.3 there is some order n
tournament achieving the same determinant as Q,, so M(n) > (n—n)(n=n"+1/4,

This is summarized in the following.
Theorem 5.3. There exists an N >0 such that n > N implies that
M(n) > (?’l _ n.G)(n—n'6+1)/4.

Theorem 4.1 implies that M (n) > +/(n—1)!. One can verify via Stirling’s ap-
proximation and standard analysis that the bound in Theorem 5.3 is stronger.
When n = 2 mod 4 there is no skew-conference matrix of order n, so we cannot
achieve the bound in Theorem 5.1. However, upper bounds for largest determinants
of such Seidel tournament matrices have received considerable attention.
Theorem 5.4. [1, 2, 13] For n =2 mod 4 we have
(a) M(n) < (2n-3)3 (n-3)";
(b) equality holds in (a) if and only if there exists a Seidel tournament matrix

of order n with
T T L O
55 =5 SZ[ﬁ]’

where L= (n—3)I +2J;
(c) equality holds in (a) if and only if there exists an (n—1)x(n-1) tournament
matrixz A with characteristic polynomial

(2 = (2t = D)z —t(4t - 1)) (z* + x +t)*"™ ) where t = (n-2)/4;
(d) if equality holds in (a), then 2n -3 is a perfect square;
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(e) equality is known to hold for n =6, 14, 26, 42.

We offer a lower bound on M (n) in the case that there exists a skew-conference
matrix of order n+2. Note that the bound in Theorem 5.4(a) dominates our bound,
and for n > 4 it is strictly larger than our bound. The fact that deleting any two
rows and the same columns of an (n +2) x (n + 2) skew-hadamard matrix results
in a matrix of determinant (n + 1)(”’2)/ 4 implies the following, and was shown by
Peter Cameron in [8]. For completeness, we include a proof here.

Theorem 5.5. If there exists a skew-conference matriz of order n+2, then
M(n) > (n+1)=2/4,

Proof. Assume that a skew-conference matrix S = [sgs] of order n + 2 exists. Then
-52 =878 = (n+1)I, and the eigenvalues of S are /n + 1i and —/n + 1i, each of
geometric multiplicity (n +2)/2.

Let S be the matrix obtained by deleting the first two rows and columns of S.
As deleting two rows and columns of a matrix decreases the nullity by at most 2,
both VV/n + 17 and —v/n + 1¢ are eigenvalues of S of geometric multiplicity at least
(n —2)/2. This leaves two other eigenvalues, A and -, since the eigenvalues of
S are purely imaginary and occur in complex conjugate pairs. As .S is a normal
matrix,

nn-1)=>>|spl? = ”T‘Z(\/m )2+ ”T_Q(-\/m D)2+ A2 +] -\
k=14¢=1

It follows that —\? = |\|? = 1. Furthermore, since the determinant of a matrix is the

product of its eigenvalues, det S = (n + 1)("=2)/4,
O

6. GAPS

We now derive an upper bound on the determinant of a Seidel matrix having a
pair of non-orthogonal rows. It makes use of the following well-known result [11],
(see also [14, Statement 7.8.3]).

Fischer’s inequality.
Let A be an n x n, real symmetric positive definite matriz of the form

L5

where B and D are square. Then
det A < det Bdet D.

Theorem 6.1. Let S be an nxn Seidel matriz of a tournament with n even. FEither
S is a skew-conference matriz or

det S < (n-1)7+/(n-1)2—4.

Proof. Let S be an n x n Seidel matrix of a tournament and let A = SST. Assume
that S is not a skew-conference matrix. Then the rows of S are not mutually
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orthogonal. Thus some off-diagonal entry of A = [a;;] is nonzero. Without loss of
generality we may assume a1, # 0. By parity |an-1,,| > 2. Partition A as

A | C

CT n-1 Qn—1,n
Up-1,n n-1

A:

By Fischer’s inequality, we have

(det S)? det A

detA-det[ n-l1 anl’"]

Up-1,n n-1

IN

= detA-((n-1)2-a2_,)

detA-((n—1)2—4)7 |
< (n-1D)"D((n-1)2-4).

The last inequality comes from the following observation. Note that A=YTY
where Y is the matrix formed by the first n — 2 columns of ST. There exists an

Z
0 ] Thus

IA

orthogonal matrix @ and an (n—2) x (n — 2) matrix Z such QY = [

A=yQuQv=[2 0] g - Z77. Hence, det A = (det Z)?2. Since Q is
orthogonal, each column of Z has squared length equal to n — 1, and Hadamard’s
inequality applied to Z yields (det Z)? < (n—1)""2. O

Corollary 6.2. Let m a positive integer divisible by 4 with m < (n - 1)("_8)/4.
There is no n x n Seidel matriz S with /det S = (n - 1)* —m. In particular, if
m > 12 and there exists an n x n skew-conference matriz then D(n) contains a gap
between its two largest elements.

Proof. Define g, = (n—1)"* - (n - 1)n=2/4 ((n-1)2- 4)1/4. Then

g = (n=-1)"DA/n-1-VVn2-2n-3)
n-1-vn2-2n-3
Vn-1+Vvn2-2n-3
(n-1)2-(n%-2n-3)
(\/n—1—\/\/n2—2n—3)(n—1+\/n2—2n—3)
4
2vn-1-(n-1)
_ (n_l)(n—S)/él.

_ (n _ 1)("—2)/4

_ (n _ 1)(n—2)/4

(n _ 1)(n—2)/4

v

By Theorem 6.1 if S is a Seidel tournament matrix which is not skew-conference,
then

Vet § < (n-1)" M (n-1)2 - 4)"* = (n-1)"4 =g, < (n-1)"* = (n— 1))/,
Hence, for each positive integer m with m < (n —1)™=8)/% there is no n x n Seidel

matrix S with /det S = (n - 1)"* - m.
For n > 12 we have (n—1)(8)/4 > 2 and thus the claimed gap in D(n) exists. [
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Our argument depends on the existence of a skew-conference matrix. We suspect
that this is not a necessary assumption.

Conjecture 6.3. There is a gap in D(n) for all even n > 8.

For n € {8,10,12} the conjecture can be verified via computation in SageMath
(see Figure 2).

7. CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIALS OF SEIDEL MATRICES

In previous sections of this paper we investigated possible values of the de-
terminant of an n x n Seidel tournament matrix S. In this section we broaden
our scope to consider possible characteristic polynomials of such matrices, cs(x),
with a particular focus on principal minors of skew-conference matrices. Note that
cs(x) =det(xl - S), so det S = ¢g(0). In the case that S has odd order, det S = 0.
All possible characteristic polynomials of nxn Seidel matrices, for n < 6, are listed in
Figure 5 as computed in SageMath. We denote the set of characteristic polynomials
of Seidel matrices of order n by CP(n).

CP(n) ={p(z) | p(z) is the characteristic polynomial of a Seidel matrix of order n}.

CP(n)

x

e +1

z° + 3T

X +622+1

z* +622+9

5 [ 2%+ 102 + 5z

2® + 1023 + 212

6 | 2%+ 152 + 1527 + 1
20+ 152t + 4722 + 1
2% + 152* + 3922 +9
20 + 152 + 5522 + 25
2%+ 152% + 6322 + 49
2%+ 152% + 6322 + 81

w3

2
3
4

FIGURE 5. Characteristic polynomials of n x n Seidel matrices for
n <6.

Figure 6 lists the ordered pair of the 2® and 2! coefficients of elements in CP(7).
Thus, while there are 22! Seidel matrices of order 7, there are only 11 possible char-
acteristic polynomials. Figure 7 lists the 50 triples of the z*, 2%, and 2° coefficients
of 228 matrices in CP(8).

We now give some basic properties of characteristic polynomials of Seidel matri-
ces of tournaments.

(35,7)  (99,7)  (83,23)  (67,39) (115,55) (99,71)
(115,119) (99,135) (115,183) (131,231) (147,343)

FIGURE 6. Coefficients of 23 and z' of Seidel matrices of order 7.
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(70,28,1) (198,28,1) (166,60, 1
(166,188,1)  (198,284,1) (198,412,1
(110,108,9)  (174,172,9) (206, 268,9
(238,620,9)  (190,140,25)  (158,172,25

(222,492,25)  (182,252,49) (214, 348,49
(182,348,81)  (150,252,81)  (214,316,81
(190,300,121) (222,396,121) (222,524,121
(238,588,169) (198,444,225) (230,540,225
(238,652,361) (222,588,441) (254,812,441
(222,684,729) (262,924,961) (262,924, 1089

(134,92,1) (198,156,1)
(230,508, 1) (142,76,9)
(174,300, 9) (206,396,9)

(190,268, 25) (222,364, 25)
(214,476, 49) (246,700, 49)
(214,444, 81) (246,668, 81)
254,748,121)  (206,364,169)
) (230,604,289)
) (246,764,625)
) (294,1372,2401)

(
(230,476,289
(246, 732,529

(270, 1036, 1225

e N N N N N N N N N

2

FIGURE 7. Coefficients of z*, 22, z° of Seidel matrices of order 8.

Proposition 7.1. Let S be the Seidel matrix of a tournament of order n. Then
the characteristic polynomial cs(x) satisfies the following.

(a) The nonzero roots of cs(x) are purely imaginary and occur in complex
conjugate pairs;

(b) 0 is a root of cs(x) if and only if n is odd;

(¢) each coefficient of x™* is 0 if n and k have different parity, and is at least
(Z) if n and k have the same parity; and

(d) if S is switching equivalent to S, then cg(z) = cg(x).

Proof. Statement (a) comes from the fact that the eigenvalues of a real skew-
symmetric matrix are purely imaginary and occur in complex conjugate pairs.
Statements (b)—(d) follow from the facts that each even order Seidel matrix has
determinant at least 1, each odd order skew symmetric matrix has determinant 0,
and for k € {1,...,n} the coefficient of "% in cps(x) equals (~1)¥sy, where s, is
the sum of the determinants of all k£ x k£ principal minors of M. O

We note that equality holds in (c¢) of Proposition 7.1 when k = n—2. We next turn
our attention to skew-conference matrices. We make use of Jacobi’s determinantal
identity (see [14, Statement 0.8.4]). This identity relates the determinant of a
principal submatrix of an invertible matrix A to the complementary submatrix of
AL

Jacobi’s determinantal identity.

Let A be an invertible matrix. Let A[«a] be the principal submatrix of A whose
rows have index in «, and let A~!(a) be the principal submatrix of A~! whose rows
have index not in . Then

det A- (det A (a)) = det A[a].
Corollary 7.2. Let S be an n xn skew-conference matriz, and let a be a subset of
{1,2,...,n} of cardinality k <n/2. Then
(m2 +n - 1)”/2_kcs[a](:v) = cg(a) ().
Proof. Let A=xl-S. Note
(xl - S)(xl +8)=2*T+88T = (2 +n-1)I.

Thus, as a matrix in R(z), A is invertible, and A~ = - —(2I + S).
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By Jacobi’s determinantal identity, det(zI — S) -det A™! () = det A[a] So

1

2 n/2
1 - -
(@7 +n-1) (z2+n-1)"k

det(x] + S(«)) = det(al - S[a]).
Thus

Cs(a) (%) = Cs(a) () = C_5(a) (¥) = Csa1 (@) - (22 + 0 = 1)"27F,

O

We note that Corollary 7.2 implies that if S is an n x n skew-conference matrix
and S is an £x ¢ principal submatrix of S with £ > 2. then cs(®)

25, @) is a polynomial
in CP(n-1).

Corollary 7.3. Let S be an n x n skew-conference matrixz. Then

(a) Each principal £x€ submatriz of S with £ > n/2 has\/n —1i as an eigenvalue
of multiplicity at least £ —n/2.

(b) Ifg s a kxk principal submatriz of S that is also a skew-conference matriz,
then n > 2k.

(c) If « is a subset of {1,...,n} of cardinality n/2, then S[a] and its comple-
ment S(«) have the same characteristic polynomials.

Corollary 7.4. If there exists an n x n skew-conference matriz having a k x k
principal submatriz of determinant d?, and k # n/2, then d-(n—1)"*"*?2 e D(n-k).

Furthermore, for any Seidel tournament matrix the eigenvalues of each principal
submatrix of S interlace with the eigenvalues of S.

Interlacing.

Let A be an n x n real skew-symmetric matrix with eigenvalues {\;i}}_; so that
A1 2 -2 A, Let B be an m xm principal submatrix of A with eigenvalues {0;i}",
so that 61 >--- > 6,,. Then

)\n,erj < 9j < )\j.

This follows from an analogous result for real symmetric matrices (see [12, The-
orem 9.1.1]) and the fact that for any skew-symmetric matrix S, the eigenvalues of
S are roots of the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix S?. As a result, if S is an
n x n skew-conference matrix the eigenvalues of the principal submatrices of S have
modulus bounded by v/n — 1. This gives an obstruction to a matrix embedding as
a principal submatrix of a skew-conference matrix.

Proposition 7.5. Let S be an nxn skew-conference matriz and let Ry be the Seidel
matriz of a transitive tournament on k teams. For every constant ¢ > 0 there exists
N, so that whenever n> N., R, is not a principal submatriz of S.

Proof. By [16] the eigenvalues of Ry, are ?_’g’; where (j, is a k-th root of unity. Thus
there exists an eigenvalue A\ of Ry with modulus || = % As k — oo this
(z/k) _ k

approaches RS Hence for k > 2 there exists N, so that n > N, implies

that |Ax| > Vn — 1. By the interlacing, Ry is not a principal submatrix of an n x n
skew-conference matrix where n > N.. O
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In particular, we have Ny ~ 9.5, N3 ~ 21.9, N, » 39.

Suppose there exists some k so that there is no Seidel matrix of order 2k +1 with
eigenvalues +v/n — 1i. By Corollary 7.3 then there is no skew-conference matrix
of order 4k. Hence one could disprove the Hadamard Conjecture by showing that
there exists some odd 2k + 1 so that no Seidel matrix of order 2k + 1 has eigenvalues
+i\/ 4k — 1. However, this is never the case.

Theorem 7.6. For each positive integer k there exists a (2k +1) x (2k + 1) Seidel
matriz with eigenvalues £/ 4k — 14.

Proof. We construct S explicitly. Let Rgg—1 denote the Seidel matrix of the tran-
sitive tournament on 2k — 1 teams. Take

0 1] -1 1 -1 - =1
-1 0 1 -1 1 1
1 -1
S=] -1 1
1 -1 Rop—1
L 1 _1 .

One can verify (e.g., by induction on k) that S? is a symmetric matrix with first
two rows as follows:

-2k 2k-1 1 -1 1 - 1
2k -1 -2k 1 -1 1 - 1
S2 = * * ok * ok ok ok
* * * >€ * * *
Also,
[1 -1 0 « 0]8* = [ 4k+1 4k-1 0 - 0 ]
= —(4k-1)[1 -1 0 - 0].
Hence —(4k — 1) is an eigenvalue of S?, and /4k — 14 is an eigenvalue of S. O

Finally, we consider the expected value of the characteristic polynomial, which
turns out to be related to the matching polynomial for the corresponding undirected
graph.

Theorem 7.7. For any integer n, the expected value of the coefficient cay, of ™ 2F

in the characteristic polynomial over all Seidel tournament matrices of order n is
the number of matchings of size k (i.e., using exactly k edges) in the complete graph
K,.

Proof. Note that the number of matchings with exactly k& edges on the complete
graph with n vertices is the sum of the number of perfect matchings over all vertex
sets « having 2k vertices. So, applying Theorem 4.1 we have

E(ene) = S E(det K[a]) = 3 ((2k - 1)) = (2’;)(% _n,

where the sums are taken over all subsets of {1,2,...,n} of size 2k. The result now
follows, since (;C)(Qk — 1)1 is the number of matchings of size k of the complete
graph K,. [
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It follows that the expected characteristic polynomial over all Seidel torunament
matrices of order n is given by

o(z) = lnfj ( n )(Zk EENINGEL
> (5 g2k

This is related to the matching polynomial for K,,, also known as the probabilist’s
Hermite polynomial; indeed, the coefficients of the matching polynomial have the
same absolute value but alternate in sign.

The preceding results on the expected value of characteristic polynomials over
all possible Seidel matrices are not restricted to tournaments. One can extend
the notion of Seidel matrices from tournaments (i.e., orientations of the complete
graph) to orientations on arbitrary graphs as follows: For a graph G on n vertices, a
Seidel matriz of G is an n x n skew-symmetric matrix S = [s;;] such that s;; € {1}
if ¢j is an edge of G, and s;; = 0 otherwise. Thus, S represents the orientation of G
where the edge ij of G is oriented from 7 to j provided s;; > 1.

More generally, the proofs of Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 7.7 can be applied to
any graph G to obtain the following.

Theorem 7.8. Let G be any graph with n vertices. Then the expected characteristic
polynomial over the uniform distribution of the Seidel matrices of the graph G is

[n/2]
c(x) = Z mypz" 2",
k=0

where my, is the number of matchings of G having exactly k edges.

We also remark that Theorem 7.8 could be proved using [15, Theorem 2.3], which
gives a combinatorial formula for the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial
for a Seidel matrix.
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