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DISCONNECTED CLIQUES IN DERANGEMENT GRAPHS

SARA ANDERSON, W. RILEY CASPER, SAM FLEYSHMAN, AND MATT RATHBUN

ABSTRACT. We obtain a correspondence between pairs of N x N orthogonal Latin
squares and pairs of disconnected maximal cliques in the derangement graph with N
symbols. Motivated by methods in spectral clustering, we also obtain modular condi-
tions on fixed point counts of certain permutation sums for the existence of collections of
mutually disconnected maximal cliques. We use these modular obstructions to analyze
the structure of maximal cliques in Xy for small values of N. We culminate in a short,
elementary proof of the nonexistence of a solution to Euler’s 36 Officer Problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1782, Fuler published the first mathematical analysis of so-called Graeco-Latin
squares, now known as orthogonal Latin squares, Recherches sur une Nouvelle Espéce de
Quarrés Magiques [7]. He proved that orthogonal Latin squares of size 2n + 1 and 4n
always exist, and hypothesized (incorrectly) that orthogonal Latin squares of size 4n + 2
were impossible. Intriguingly, it is only in sizes 2 and 6 that orthogonal Latin squares
cannot exist. A rigorous proof that orthogonal Latin squares of size N = 6 do not ex-
ist was claimed by Clausen [9], but the manuscript is lost to history; the first verifiable
proof of the insolvability of the problem is due to Tarry [I8]. Tarry’s proof involved a
case analysis of 17 families of Latin squares, and 9408 separate cases. Since then, several
mathematicians and computer scientists have considered the problem. Pertaining to Eu-
ler’s original conjecture, in 1984, Stinson [I7] provided a 3-page combinatorial (dis)proof.
More recently, Chen and Wang in 2018 [2I] used quasi-difference matrices, and Ward in
2019 [22] approached it using (n, k)-nets.

While these proofs are short and elegant, they all rely on considerable expertise in
the field of combinatorial design theory. We propose a novel perspective on mutually
orthogonal Latin squares (MOLS) by demonstrating an original correspondence between
pairs of IV x N orthogonal Latin squares and pairs of disconnected maximal cliques in the
derangement graph of Sy. We draw connections between MOLS and network analysis,
casting the problems in a new light and thereby admitting additional, powerful tools
into the area. In particular, spectral analysis provides naturally motivated insight into
the clique structure of the derangement graph. As the kernel of the Laplacian matrix
is associated with the connected components of a graph, highly interconnected regions
separate from other interconnected regions in the derangement graph should align well
with the eigenspace of the lowest eigenvalues of its Laplacian. As the representation
theory of Sy is well-understood, the eigendata of the derangement graph can be nicely
leveraged in a way that, we hope, will be accessible to a wider range of mathematicians
from different fields, bringing a wealth of knowledge about network analysis to bear on
combinatorial questions about MOLS.
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Beyond Euler’s original problem, constructions and investigations of sets of MOLS are
ongoing areas of active research. Applications and interest include experimental design
(201, [15]), coding and quantum information theory (3], [11]), and cryptography ([13],
[19]). Investigations into both the existence and construction of sets of higher order
orthogonal Latin squares continues to be quite active (e.g., [4], [6], [16]). As late as 2023,
Egan and Wanless enumerated how many Latin squares (up to order 9) have orthogonal
pairs (and how many they have) ([5]). While an example of a pair of orthogonal Latin
squares of order 10 graced the cover of Scientific American in 1959 ([g]), it remains
unknown what the largest number of MOLS is — there are at most 6, and Gill and
Wanless recently made progress towards showing there are at most 3 ([10]). Still, despite
considerable efforts ([I4]), no set of three MOLS of order 10 have yet been found.

It is expected that the lens of this paper and the techniques used can be harnessed for
further analysis of questions related to higher order MOLS. We explore some of the imme-
diate consequences for small values of IV, and indicate, throughout the paper, potential
for more elaborate applications. The heart of the paper is Section [2| where we lay out
the correspondence between disconnected maximal cliques in the derangement graph and
orthogonal Latin squares, describe the spectral clustering motivation, and employ these
ideas to provide modular obstructions to the existence of disconnected maximal cliques.
In Section [3] we showcase some of the conclusions that can be drawn in the toy cases of
N = 3,4, and 5, to show the potential utility of the methods. Finally, in Section [4] we
turn to Euler’s 36 Officer Problem, and provide a short, elementary proof with tools that
will be more native to non-combinatorialists.

2. MAXIMAL CLIQUES IN THE DERANGEMENT (GRAPH

The derangement graph X with symbols {1,..., N} is the undirected graph whose
vertices are the elements of Sy, where there is an edge between o,7 € Sy if and only if
o7~ !is a derangement. In other words, X is the Cayley graph of the symmetric group
Sy with edges defined by derangements.

A clique in a graph X is a collection of vertices whose induced subgraph is a complete
subgraph of X. Often, this induced subgraph is itself also referred to as a clique. A clique
is called a maximal clique if it is not a proper subgraph of any other clique in X. We
say that two cliques C' and C in X are disconnected if there are no edges in X between
vertices in C' and vertices in C. Often the members of a clique will be enumerated, in
which case we call the clique an ordered clique.

The derangement graph has the property that all maximal cliques have the same size.
This is equivalent to the fact that any partial Latin square can be completed, which
was first proved by Hall in [12] and is a consequence of Hall’s Marriage Theorem. For
convenience, we include an elementary proof here in our context of maximal cliques.

Proposition 2.1. The maximal cliques in X all have N elements.

Proof. Suppose that C' = {0;}"; C Sy is a maximal clique in Xy. Then o;(1) # o;(1)
for all 1 <17 < j < m, and therefore m < N.
Now suppose that m < N. For each 1 < k < N, define

Br={1,...,N\{o1(k), ..., om(k)}.

Then, for each k, By contains N — m elements. Furthermore, each integer between 1
and N occurs in exactly N — m of the sets Bi,...,By. Therefore, for every subset
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I C{1,...,N}, the fibers of the function

{(z.k):kel, ze B}~ /B, (@k) =
jeI
have cardinality at most N —m. Hence | J;c; B; has cardinality at least that of I.

Let 1 = 1 and choose an element by € B;,. More generally, suppose i1, ...,% and
b1,...,bg are defined. Then for I}, = {1,..., N}\{i1,...,ix}, the set Uielk B; has at least
N — k elements. Choose by 1 € Uielk B; and let i1 € I with b1 € B Then the
function o defined by

Thot1*

U:ikl—>bk, 1<k<N
is a permutation and by definition o (k) # o;(k) for all 1 < j <m and 1 <k < N. Hence
C U{o} is a clique, contradicting the maximality of C. O

2.1. Latin Squares and Disconnected Maximal Cliques. In this section, we provide
a novel correspondence between pairs of orthogonal maximal cliques in X and pairs of
orthogonal Latin squares. We start by reviewing the basic definition.

An N x N Latin square is an N x N matrix A with each number 1,..., N appearing
exactly once in every row or column. Two Latin squares A and B are said to be orthog-
onal if the set of ordered pairs {(A;;, Bi;) : 1 < 1,7 < N} has exactly N? elements. In
other words, when we overlay A and B, every ordered pair (a,b) with 1 < a,b < N shows
up exactly one time. More generally, a collection of Latin squares is said to be mutually
orthogonal if every pair in the collection is an orthogonal pair. N

Given a pair (A, B) of orthogonal N x N Latin squares, we define a pair (C,C) of
disconnected ordered maximal cliques in X by setting

C={o1,...,0n}, and C= {wi,...,wn},
where here 0; and w; are the permutations defined by
0j: Ajp = Bjg, and wj: Agj—> By, forall 1<j,k<N.
Call this correspondence I': (4, B) — (C,C).

Remark 2.2. There is a different correspondence between Latin squares and ordered
maximal cliques in X that might appear more obvious, where we associate each row
with the permutation it defines. However, this correspondence does not send orthogonal
pairs of Latin squares to disconnected cliques.

We will show that I' is a bijection. To start, notice that differences between vertices
in disconnected maximal cliques must each fix a unique point.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that C = {o;}N| and C = {w;}Y, are two disconnected mazimal
cliques. Then for any 1 <1i,5 < N, the permutation aiwj_l has exactly one fized point.

Proof. For each 1 <4,j < N, let Bj; = {1 <a < N : aiwj*l(a) = a}. Since C and C
are disconnected, B;; is nonempty. It follows that Uj B;; has at least N elements and

at most NV elements. Moreover, if j # k, then ijk_l is a derangement and consequently
B;; N By, = @. It follows that each B;; is a singleton set. O

For convenience, we will call a permutation that fixes exactly one element a near-
derangement.

Using the previous lemma, we can establish a correspondence from ordered maximal
cliques to orthogonal Latin squares inverting the previous correspondence.
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Theorem 2.4. The correspondence T : (A, B) — (C,C) is a bijection between pairs
(A,B) of N x N orthogonal Latin squares and pairs of disconnected ordered mazimal
cliques.

Proof. Suppose that C' = {o;}¥ | and C = {w;}¥ | are two disconnected ordered maximal
cliques. For any pair of integers 1 < 4,5 < N, let a;; and b;; be the unique integers in
{1,..., N} satisfying

ai(aij) = bij and Wj (aij) = bZJ

Define A and B to be the matrices with entries A;; = a;; and B;; = b;;. Since Uialzl is a
derangement, a;; # ax; for ¢ # k. Similarly, a;; # ax, bij # br; and b;; # b;;. Therefore
A and B are Latin squares. If a;; = axe and b;; = by, then aiak_l fixes byg, which is a
contradiction. Therefore A and B are orthogonal. It is easy to check that the function
Q:(C,C) = (A, B) and T are inverses. Thus I is a bijection. O

2.2. Eigendata and Spectral Clustering. One really appealing idea to come out of
the relation between orthogonal Latin squares and disconnected maximal cliques is our
ability to rephrase the problem of finding mutually orthogonal Latin squares as a graph
clustering problem. Graph clustering is a standard problem in network analysis where
we seek to partition the vertices of a graph into cliques or more general collections of
vertices called clusters with the property that inside each cluster, the induced subgraph
has more edges relative to the number of edges occurring between different clusters.

Recall that the Laplacian of a graph X is L = D — A, where D and A are the
degree matrix and adjacency matrix of X, respectively. One very effective technique for
graph clustering is spectral clustering, wherein the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the
Laplacian matrix are leveraged in order to find natural splits in the graph structure. The
intuition for this comes from the characterization of the kernel of the Laplacian.

The indicator functions of the connected components of a disconnected graph form a
basis of the kernel of its Laplacian. Therefore if C' is a part of a graph X which is strongly
interconnected, but weakly connected to the rest of the graph, the indicator function of
C should look almost like an element of the kernel of the Laplacian. In particular,
we expect its expansion in terms of the eigendata of the Laplacian to be concentrated
in the eigenvalues close to zero. Alternatively, it should be close to orthogonal to the
eigenvectors with largest eigenvalue.

The derangement graph is a Cayley graph with the property that the generators of the
edge set (derangements) are closed under conjugation. In this case, the matrix entries of
irreducible representations form eigenfunctions of the Laplacian Ly of Xy, viewed as an
operator acting on L?(Sy). There are several sources of this fact about the spectral data
of Cayley graphs for representations over C [1l 2]. The result may be extended to other
fields with a little bit of care and some additional assumptions about the characteristic
of the field. For completeness, we include a proof of this fact over an arbitrary field now.

Theorem 2.5. Let F be a field and 7 : Sy — M, (F) be a representation of Sy over F,
with w irreducible over the algebraic closure F. Then the matriz entries mj, : Sy — F
are all eigenfunctions of the Laplacian Ly of the derangement graph Xy of Sny. If
char(F) 1 r, the corresponding eigenvalue is independent of j, k and given by Ax = |An|—
%ZUEAN tr(m(o)), where here Ay is the set of derangements in Sy.

Proof. Suppose that = : Sy — M,_.(F) is an irreducible representation over F. The
Laplacian of the derangement graph is Ly = |Ayx|I — Ay for Ay the adjacency matrix
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of Xx. The action of Ly on the function space L?(Sy) is given by

(LN f)(T Z floT).

cEAN
Consider the matrix @ = > x, 7(0). The (j, k)-entry of 7 satisfies
(Lymje)(r) = Y mik(o7) = (Qn(7)) 1.
UEAN

Since Ay is closed under conjugation,

Q= Y wo)= 3 wlwow™) = n(w)Qn(w) ™"

ccw lANw gEAN

for all w € Sy. Consequently, the eigenspaces of  are m-invariant submodules of F .
Since 7 is irreducible, there are no nontrivial proper submodules. Thus any eigenspace
must be the whole space, making ) = cI for some ¢ € F. Moreover, by taking the trace
of @, we find c =13 _, tr(m(0)). It follows that Lymx = Axmj; with A; defined as in
the statement of the theorem. [l

In the case of the derangement graph X, the largest real eigenvalue of the Laplacian is
Astda = Dpn (1 + ﬁ), where Dy is the number of derangements of Sy. The associated

eigenspace is spanned by the matrix entries of the standard representation of Sy. This
suggests that we should consider disconnected cliques through the lens of their projections
onto the eigenspace of the standard representation.

Explicitly, we are motivated to consider the projection, Pgq, of functions onto the
eigenspace of the standard representation (non-normalized, as the normalization would
involve dividing by NN, and we will soon be considering finite ﬁelds):

Pya: L*(Sn) = L*(Sn),  Paa(f) im0 Y > £(0)(wsta(0))jk(msta(T)) ji-

oESN 1<jk<N

In practice, no information is lost by projecting onto the span of the eigenspace of
the standard representation and the trivial representation, and this so-called natural
representation will simplify the exposition considerably. We will thus work with the
(non-reduced) natural representation, which associates each permutation with the cor-
responding permutation matrix in My (FF). In this case, the indicator function 1p of a
subset B C Sy satisfies

Prat(1p) : 7 — Z tr(mpat (o7 1)) = Z n(o;7),
oceB oeB
where here
n(o;7) = # (fixed points of o7~ 1). (1)

Remark 2.6. Here, spectral clustering led us to focus on the standard (or natural) rep-
resentation. However, there is great potential utility in projections onto other eigenspaces
for further explorations into mutually orthogonal Latin squares of higher order.

2.3. Modular Obstructions to Existence. A key insight appearing in [17] is that
working over Fy leads to interesting obstructions to the existence of pairs of orthogonal
Latin squares. This leads us to consider the modular natural representation of Sy over a
finite field F. When the characteristic of F does not divide N, the dimension of the image
Prat(L*(Sn)) of the projection Ppq is (N — 1)2 + 1. However, in the “modular setting”
when the characteristic divides N, this dimension suddenly drops to (N — 1)? + 4 —
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2N. This leads to interesting linear dependencies between the projections of elements of
L?(Sy) that do not exist in the non-modular setting. Note that as an abuse of notation,
for any field F we will still write L2(S) to represent F-valued functions defined on a finite
set S, even when F has positive characteristic.

To start, suppose that we have a collection of r mutually disconnected maximal cliques
Ci,...,C,. Then we consider the span of the collection

B:{nw anC}

The sum over any maximal clique C; of the projections is the constant function:

Z Phat(15) : 7+ N.
oceC;

If the characteristic of F divides N, this gives us r linear dependencies coming from the
r cliques, which we call the clique dependencies. The clique dependencies show the
subspace spanned by B will have dimension at most r(N — 1) over F.

However, in this modular setting, one can sometimes show that the dimension must be
even smaller. This leads to modular obstructions, additional conditions on expressions
calculating fixed points modulo this characteristic. This is the main utility of the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.7. Let T be a finite field whose characteristic divides N. Suppose that {C;}i_,
is a collection of disconnected maximal cliques in Xy . Then the span of

B:{nat UEUC}CL2SN)

has dimension at most (N? — 4N +r +5)/2.

Before proving this theorem, it is worth noting the kinds of obstructions this provides
when we are dealing with just a pair of disconnected maximal cliques C' and C (i.e., when
r = 2). In this case, for the obstruction to determine any kind of additional relation,
we must have 2 < N < 6. Then the number of elements of B will be larger than the
dimension of its span by more than one, leading to linear dependencies other than the
clique dependencies. The number of expected non-clique dependencies is summarized in
Table [I} Once N exceeds 6, the guaranteed number of dependencies falls to zero.

N | |B] | dimspanB | # non-clique dep.
36 <9 > 9
418 <3 >3
5110 <6 > 9
6 | 12 <9 >1

TABLE 1. Expected number of non-clique dependencies for a pair of dis-
connected maximal cliques. Each dependency induces a modular obstruc-
tion to the existence of the cliques.
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Remark 2.8. When r > 2, we obtain interesting dependencies for higher values of N.
For example, the corresponding modular obstructions may be a route to determining the
existence of larger collections of mutually orthogonal Latin squares for N = 10, which is
an open problem.

Each dependency corresponds to a function f : |J; C; — F, which we may assume is
not constant on any clique (since we excluded clique dependencies), satisfying

ZZf nat —OGF

i=1 oc€eC;

Evaluating this on 7 € Sy gives

Z Z flo =0 mod char(F),

i=1 o0€eC;

for n(o; 7) defined in Equation (I). We will explore the role of each of these obstructions
in more detail in the next sections.

In order to prove Theorem we need to first show that the dimension of the image
Prat(L%(Sy)) of the projection operator P, drops in the modular setting.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that char(F) divides N. Then
dim Pt (L*(Sy)) = (N — 1)2 — 2N + 4.

Proof. Let V- C My (F) be the subspace of matrices whose row and column sums are all
the same. This is the F-span of the set of permutation matrices {mpq(0) : 0 € Sy}. The
F-vector space My(F) has a natural bilinear form (A, B) = tr(ABT). The dimension
of Vis (N — 1)2 4 1, so by the rank-nullity theorem, the dimension of the orthogonal
complement V= in My (F) is 2N — 2.

Now consider the set

W =span{Ry — Ry,...,Rny — R1,Co — C1,...,Cny — C1 },

where R; and C} are the matrices with all 1’s in row j or column j, respectively, and
zeros elsewhere. The dimension of W is 2N — 3 and W @ span{R; — C;} C V< so
W @span{R; — C;} = V. Since we are working in a field where N = 0, we also see that
W CV, and since Ry — Cy ¢ V, we must have W =V N V<L,

If f € L?(Sy), then P, (f) is the function

Poot(f) : 7 Z flo)tr(mpar(or 1))

og€SN

The binlinear form on My (F) combined with 7,4 induces a linear transformation
V= L?(Sy), A~ fa, where fa(7):=tr(Ama(r)?).

In particular, the image of this transformation is Pyq(L?(Sy)). Since the permutation
matrices span V, the kernel is exactly V N V+ = W. Thus, it induces an F-vector space
isomorphism V/W = P,,,(L?(Sy)). The statement of the theorem follows immediately.

O

Using this, we can now provide a simple proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem [2.7]. Consider the vector space
V =span { (Puat(1o),1¢,(0),-. ., 1c,(0)) 1 0 €| JCj p € Paar(L*(Sn)) @ F".
J

Let T € F” be the vector of all 1’s. If 0,5 € Uj Cj belong to the same clique, then the inner
product of P,u(1,) and Ppe(15) is 0 in F. Otherwise, if they belong to different cliques,
the inner product is 1. Thus if (f,%) € V, then (f,7 —1) € V', so dimV+ > dim V. Tt
follows by rank-nullity that

2dim(V) < dim(V) + dim(V+) = dim Poot(L*(Sn)) + 7-

Thus
dim(V) < (N? +7 — 4N + 5)/2.

3. STRUCTURE OF MAXIMAL CLIQUES FOR SMALL N

While the maximal clique structures in the derangement graphs when N < 5 are
digestible with software (or in some cases, by hand calculation), and the composition of
orthogonal Latin squares is well-understood, these cases provide a fertile testing ground
for the techniques presented here, and perhaps motivation for further analysis of less
charted territory.

3.1. Maximal cliques in X3. The existence of two non-clique dependencies in L?(S3)
from Theorem [2.7] leads immediately to the following corollary.

Corollary 3.1. If there exist disconnected mazimal cliques C' and C in X3, then there
exist two distinct non-constant functions fi, fo : C UC — {0,1,2} each satisfying the
property that for all T € Ss,

Z fi(o)n(o;7) =0 mod 3.
cecuC

In this case, of course, we know that there do exist two disconnected maximal cliques,
C and C , and that the six permutations comprising them account for the entirety of Ss.
We may, however, see conditions on the functions f; and fo that will prove useful later.

Observe that we may assume e € C, so that all permutations in C have zero fixed
points (mod 3), and those in C' have one. Then, in particular, > vea filo) =0 mod 3.

By taking 7 to be any near-derangement from 5’, we could conclude that C7~! con-
sists of near-derangements, C7~! consists of the identity and two derangements, so that
Y e filo) =0 mod 3, as well.

This is, naturally, the full extent of the information that can be gained; exactly two such
functions do exist (up to constant multiples, and cyclic permutation), and this provides
no obstruction to the existence of the two cliques.

3.2. Maximal cliques in X4. The analogue of Corollary [3.1] for X is the following.

Corollary 3.2. If there exist disconnected maximal cliques C and C in Xy, then there
exist three distinct proper subsets Ry, Ry, R3 C C'U C~’, each satisfying the property that
for all T € Sy,

Z n(o;7) =0 mod 2.

o€ER;
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Suppose that two disconnected maximal cliques C' and C exist. In this case, we can
glean a great deal of information about these subsets R;, and, in turn, this imparts a
complete picture of the maximal cliques in X} .

Let us isolate one of the R;, and let R = R;NC and R= Rzﬂé. By translating, we can
assume e € R. Then, as in the case of X3, R consists of the identity and derangements,
and R consists of near-derangements. By taking 7 to be the identity and one of the
near-derangements of ﬁ, respectively, we see that both

Z n(o;e) =0 mod 2, and (2)
ceR
Z n(o;e) =0 mod 2. (3)
ocER

In particular, then, R and R each have two elements, and satisfy:
e R={e,d} for some derangement §,
e R= {m1,m2} for some near-derangements 7y, 12,
e 716! and n2d~! are near-derangements and 7,7, l'is a derangement.

For j = 1,2, let a; and ¢; be the fixed points of n; and 17]6*1, respectively. This implies
that 6(b;) = ¢; and 1;(b;) = ¢; for some b;. Since ¢ is a derangement, it must be a 4-cycle
or a 2,2-cycle. We consider the case where ¢§ is a 4-cycle. Up to inversion,  must take
the form of (a1 = a2 y) or (a1 az = y) for some values z,y € {1,2,3,4}\ {a1,a2}. Now,
consider 71 = (a1 ag) and 72 = (a1 x). Observe that for k = 1,2,

Z n(o; 1) =n(d;7,) mod 2.
o€RUR

These 7 restrict the form of § in a contradictory manner, as neither form results in an
even number of fixed points for both §7; ! and §7, *. We conclude that § cannot be a
4-cycle.

Now, we note that same argument applies for each of Ry, Ry, and Rs. All three of the
subsets cannot contain e and d, or the resulting dependencies together with the clique
dependency coming from C would imply that, for each 7 € Sy, n(e;7) + n(d;7) = 0
mod 2, which cannot be true. We conclude that C' must contain at least two 2,2-cycles,
from which it follows that C contains all three 2,2-cycles. That is, there is a unique
maximal clique in X, containing the identity with a disconnected partner maximal clique.

Finally, the same argument shows that énf 1 = C, so that any maximal clique discon-
nected from C is simply a translation of C. Thus, we can verify the existence of precisely
three mutually orthogonal Latin squares of order 4, all related by translations.

3.3. Maximal cliques in X5. In the case N = 5, an understanding of the structure of
disconnected pairs of maximal cliques can be obtained directly by elementary means, as
shown below. Even so, it is interesting to view it from the point of view of the modular
obstructions in X5, which we examine a posteriori.

The analog of Corollary [3.1] for Xj is the following.

Corollary 3.3. If there exist disconnected mazimal cliques C' and C in X5, then there
exist two distinct non-constant functions fi1, foa : CUC — {0,...,4} each satisfying the
property that for all T € S5,

> filo)n(o;7) =0 mod 5.

oeCUC
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The first thing we can show is that a maximal clique with the identity for which there
exists a disconnected maximal clique, cannot contain an odd derangement. We start with
a weaker statement.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose C' and C are two disconnected mazimal cliques in X5 and that C
contains the identity. Then C does not contain four odd derangements.

Proof. Suppose C' = {0;}2_; with 05 = e and 071, ...,04 all odd derangements. Then we
may choose an enumeration ay,...,as of {1,...,5} with

o1 = (asa1)(azazas), o2 = (asaz)(azaraa),
o3 = (asa3)(azaqar), o4 = (asaq)(agaias).

If w is an element of 5’, then o;w™!

elements of S5 with this property are

must be a near-derangement for all i. The only

(ara2)(agay), (aras)(agas), and (ajaq)(agas).
Since C' must contain five elements, this is a contradiction. ([l

Using this lemma, we can immediately prove that C' cannot contain any odd derange-
ments at all.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose C' and C are two disconnected mazimal cliques in X5 and that C
contains the identity. Then C does not contain any odd derangements.

Proof. Suppose that C' contains an odd derangement o. If C contains fewer than 3 odd
derangements, then we can replace C' with Co~! and C with C~'a_1, obtaining two new
disconnected maximal cliques with Co~! having at least three odd derangements. Thus
without loss of generality, we may assume C = {O’i}?zl with o5 = e and o1, 09,03 odd
derangements. However, any maximal clique in X5 containing the identity and at least
three odd derangements, must contain four odd derangements. By the previous Lemma,
this is a contradiction. O

As a consequence, we see that if C' and C are maximal cliques in X5 and C' contains
the identity, then C' must be made up of only the identity and four 5-cycles. Likewise,
C must be a translation of a clique made up of only the identity and four 5-cycles. We
show that these five cycles must be all powers of one-another.

Lemma 3.6. Suppose that C is a mazimal clique in X5 which contains the identity.
Then
C ={e,0,0%, 0% 0%},

for some five-cycle o.

Proof. By the previous lemma, we know that C = {ai}?zl for some permutations with
o5 = e and 01,...,04 all 5-cycles. As C7! is always a maximal clique,

5
Zn(ai; T)=5
i=1
for all 7 € S5. Taking 7 = oy ! this implies that there exists j with
n(ojo0t) > 2.
This means we have

o1 = (amaza3aq4as), and o = (azazai12y),
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for some enumeration ay,...,a5 of {1,...,5} and z,y € {x4, x5} distinct. Since 0'10'}1 is
a derangement, we must have x = a5 and y = a4. Therefore o; = oy ! The only other 5
cycles that are derangements of oy and oy Lare
2 3
o1 = (a1asasagay), and o] = (ajagazaszasz).

This completes the proof. [l

To summarize, C' must consist of powers of a 5-cycle C = {o* i:o- Likewise, C is
a translation of the powers of a 5-cycle. In particular, we can take C' = {o;}?_; and
C = {wi}?zl be two disconnected maximal cliques with o; = ¢, and w; = w'a for some
5-cycles ¢ and w and some permutation a.

The essence of Corollary is that the four-dimensional Fs-subspace of L2(C' U C),

V = span{ fi1, f2, 1c, 15},
has the property that n(-;7) € V- for all 7 € S5. This implies that the space
U =span{n(;71):7 € S5}
is at most six-dimensional. The structure of the cliques above implies that the space
Ule :=={flc: feU}

defined by restricting functions on C' U C to C is three dimensional. In particular, if
o = (a1azazaqas), then Ue is spanned by the restrictions of n(-;w1) = 1¢, n(-; (ar1a2)),
and n(-; (a1aza3)). Similarly, dimU|z = 3, and it follows that dimU < 6. In this way,
the structure of the cliques that we discovered makes the modular obstruction obvious
for N =5.

4. EULER’S 36 OFFICER PROBLEM

4.1. Maximal cliques in Xg. Throughout this section, we will assume that two discon-
nected maximal cliques C and C' exist, resulting ultimately in a contradiction. We start
by exploring the modular obstruction(s) in this situation.

Corollary 4.1. If there exist disconnected mazimal cliques C' and C in Xg, then there
exists a proper subset R C C'UC, satisfying the property that for all T € Sg,

Z n(o;7) =0 mod 2.

ceER
Also there exists a non-constant function f : C' U C - {0,1,2} satisfying the property
that for all T € S,
Z f(o)n(o;7) =0 mod 3.
cecuC

Isolating the first condition, note that the set R must satisfy the property that RN C
and R N C are both nonempty and even, so the number of elements in R is 4,6,8,10 or
12. Also if R satisfies the corollary, so do the sets

(CNRYU(CNR), (CNR)U(CNR), and (CUC)NR.

Thus without loss of generality, R can be taken to have exactly two elements in C' and
two elements in C. By translating, we can also assume e € RN C. To summarize, for
N = 6 there must exist a set R with the following list of properties

e R={e,d,nm1,m2} for some derangement § and near-derangements 7; and 72,
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e 716! and 126! are near-derangements and 7,7, !is a derangement, and
e > crn(o;7)is even for all T € S.

4.2. Nonexistence proof. To prove that no 6x 6 pair of orthogonal Latin squares exists,
we will prove that no subset R C Sg with the properties outlined in the previous section
can exist.

For each j, let a; and ¢; be the fixed points of n; and 77j5*1, respectively. This in
particular implies 0(b;) = ¢; and 7;(b;) = ¢; for some b;.

Lemma 4.2. Assume R exists. Then the sets D, E, F', G, and H defined by
D = {a1,a9,b1,ba,c1,c2},
E = {6(a1),6 " (a1),m2(a1), 15 ' (a1), a1, az},
F = {8(a2), 6~ (a2), m(az),n; '(az), a1, a2},
G = {1, c2,b2,6(ca), m(b2), 5(n; ' (c2))},
H = {c1,¢,b1,8(c1),ma2(b1), 6(m3 ' (1))},

are all sets with sixz elements.

Proof. Assume FE has fewer than six elements. Then we can choose 1 < ¢ < 6 with

q ¢ E. Consequently, the transposition 7 = (a1 ¢) makes 67 and 1,7 both derangements.

Moreover 727 still has a single fixed point, so 5 . pn(0;7) = 5, which is a contradiction.
Next, consider the set

RS ={e,0:= 6" i =mé ™, 7 = o1}
The associated fixed-point data is
a1 =c1, Gy =ca, by = 8(ar), & = ay, by = d(az), & = as.

The same arguments as above implies that {a, a2, 8(d2), 0 (a2), 71 (@2), 7; H(a2)} is a set
of 6 distinct elements, i.e., all six elements of G are distinct. A similar argument proves
that F' and H each have six elements.

Finally, using the distinctness of the elements of E, F, G, and H, together with the
facts that J is a derangement shows that D has six elements as well. ([

We leverage this lemma now to restrict the possible cycle types of §. For example, we
have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. Assume R exists. Then the derangement § cannot be a 2,2, 2-cycle.

Proof. Since E has six elements, §2(§~(a1)) = d(a1) # 6 (a1). Therefore § doesn’t have
order 2. g

As a more complicated observation, we have the following.

Lemma 4.4. Assume R exists. Then

by € {6(az),m(az)}, and c1 € {6~ (az),n " (az)},
and also
by € {6(a1),ma(a1)}, and ¢y € {67 (a1),ny "(a1)}.

Proof. From Lemma by € E, and by # a; and by # as. Moreover, if by = §~1(ay) or
by = 15 (a1), then ¢ = ay. This is a contradiction, so by € {d(a1),n2(a1)}. The other
statements are obtained in a similar fashion. [l

The previous lemma can be further refined.
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Lemma 4.5. We must have d(a1) = by or 6(c2) = a1; and 6(a2) = by or §(c1) = az.

Proof. Suppose d(a1) # be and 6(c2) # ai. Then, by Lemma n2(a1) = be and
n2(c2) = ay. It follows that 1o has the three cycle (co a1 be), forcing 12 to be a 2, 3-cycle.
Now, by Lemma by # co and ¢1 # ba, so {b1,c1} = {6(a1),6 *(a1)}. But this means,
72 maps by to ¢, which contradicts nan; ! being a derangement. The other statement of
the lemma is proved similarly. O

Remark 4.6. This lemma allows us to make a final simplifying assumption. By swapping
n and 72, and possibly by inverting all the elements of R, we may assume by = d(aq).

Corollary 4.7. Assume R exists. Then the derangement § cannot be a 2, 4-cycle.

Proof. Suppose ¢ is a 2,4-cycle. Since E and F have six elements, both a; and as must
belong to the 4-cycle of §. Consequently

§=(6""(a1) a1 6(a1) az)(n; '(a1) ma2(a1)).
However, since by = d(aj) (see Remark , this would imply as = co, which is a
contradiction. O

Now we remark that if R has the properties described above, so too do R§~!, Rny L
and Rn, 1 We leverage these facts now.

Corollary 4.8. Assume R exists. Then the derangement § cannot be a 3, 3-cycle.

Proof. In Remark we assumed by = d(aq), so that c; = §(ay), and 6(cz) = 6%(a1) are
all different in G. Therefore a; is not part of a 3-cycle in 4, so § cannot be a 3, 3-cycle. [J

Corollary 4.9. Assume R exists. Then the derangement § cannot be a 6-cycle.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is a 6-cycle. The set Rn, ! has the same properties as R, and
contains the derangement 717, ! The above arguments then imply mny ! must be a 6-
cycle. This implies that n; and 72 have to have opposite signs. Therefore one must be a
2, 3-cycle and the other must be a 5-cycle.

If n; is type 2,3 and 1, is type 5, then the fact that EZ and F' both have six elements
implies n; = (n;l(ak) ar nj(ag))(6(ar) 6 (ag)). Recall that by = d(a1). Therefore
if j = 2, our expression for n; says that 6%(a;) = d(b2) = m2(b2) = 6 '(a1). This is
impossible, since § is a 6-cycle. Therefore j = 1. If §(az) = by, then §%(az) = 6(b1) =
m(b1) = m(d(az)) = 61 (az), which is impossible, as d is a 6-cycle. Thus, §(az) # b1,
and by Lemma m(az) = by, so 17 H(ag) = ¢, making

m = (c1 az b1)(6(az) 67" (az)).

The 5-cycle 79 is then given by 17y = (n;l(al) ay n2(a1) = y) for some values z,y €
{6(a1),6Y(a1)}. If6(a1) = x, then since §(a1) = ba, we would have 61 (ay) = 72(6(a1)) =
na(b2) = &(ba) = 6%(ay), which is impossible since § has order 6. Consequently, the only
remaining possibility is that 7o = (75 '(a1) a1 m2(a1) 6 '(a1) d(a1)).

Now, as d(a1) = bz, and na2(b2) = §(b2) = c2, we have 772_1(@1) = 0%(a1). Thus, either
§=(6"Ya1) a1 6(a1) 671(az) as 6(az)),ord = (6 1(a1) a1 d(a1) 6 2(az) 6 1 (az) a2).
The latter is impossible, as then, from E, 6 !(a2) = n2(a1), and so n3(a1) = §1(a;1) =
6(az) = m (6~ (az)) = ni(n2(a1)), which contradicts 117, * being a derangement.

Finally then, we consider b;. Observe, by # aq, by # by = d(a1), by # c2 = d(be) =
62(a1), and by # az = 03(ay1). Also, ¢1 # a1, so by # 6~ '(a1), and from 7y, by # 6(az) =
672(ay). This leaves no remaining options for by, which completes the contradiction.

O
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Summarizing the above results, we’ve proved the following theorem.

Theorem 4.10. There do not exist two disconnected maximal cliques in Xg.

Corollary 4.11. There do not exist two 6 X 6 mutually orthogonal Latin squares.
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