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Abstract

An n × n real matrix Q is quasi-orthogonal if Q⊤Q = qIn for some positive
real number q. If M is a principal sub-matrix of a quasi-orthogonal matrix Q, we
say that Q is a quasi-orthogonal extension of M . In a recent work, the authors
have investigated this notion for the class of real skew-symmetric matrices. Using
a different approach, this paper addresses the case of symmetric matrices.
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1 Introduction

All the matrices considered in this paper are real. The identity matrix of order n and the
n×m all-zeros matrix are respectively denoted by In and On,m. We omit the subscript
when the order is understood. The characteristic polynomial of an n × n matrix A is
φA(x) := det(xIn − A).

An n×n real matrix Q is quasi-orthogonal if Q⊤Q = qIn, for some positive real num-
ber q or equivalently, the matrix 1√

q
Q is orthogonal. Special classes of quasi-orthogonal

matrices are the set of Hadamard matrices and conference matrices. Recall that a
Hadamard matrix is a square matrix with entries in {−1, 1} and whose columns are
mutually orthogonal. The order of such matrices must be 1, 2 or a multiple of 4. A
conference matrix is an n × n matrix C with 0 on the diagonal and ±1 off the diagonal

*Corresponding author, email: aboussairi@hotmail.com

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.10197v1


Existence of symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension of symmetric matrices 2

such that C⊤C = (n− 1)In. Hadamard and conference matrices have been extensively
studied since they are related to many combinatorial problems. We refer to the Hand-
book of Combinatorial Designs [4] for relevant background. Taussky [10] suggested
the following generalization of Hadamard and conference matrices. A weighing matrix
of weight k and order n is an n × n {−1, 0, 1} matrix A such that AA⊤ = kIn. Recent
results on these topics can be found in [9].

Let M be a square matrix. If M is a principal sub-matrix of a quasi-orthogonal
matrix Q, we say that Q is a quasi-orthogonal extension of M . Any symmetric (resp.
skew-symmetric) matrix with 0 in the diagonal and ±1 off the diagonal is a principal
sub-matrix of a symmetric (resp. skew-symmetric) conference matrix. These facts fol-
low from [2, Theorem 3] and [5]. In [3], the authors proved that every skew-symmetric
matrix has a skew-symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension.

This paper deals with the real symmetric matrices. Let M be a symmetric matrix.
We prove in Section 2 that M has a symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension. We define
the quasi-orthogonality index of M as the least integer d, denoted by ind(M), such that
M has a symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension of order n + d.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 3, we work out the
quasi-orthogonality index using the well-known Cauchy’s interlace theorem. Section
4 is devoted to n× n Seidel matrices with minimum quasi-orthogonality index.

2 Existence of symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension of

symmetric matrices

Let S be a non-zero square symmetric matrix. For a real number λ, we denote by µλ(S)
(or simply by µλ) its algebraic multiplicity in S if λ is an eigenvalue of S. We convene
that µλ = 0 whenever λ is not an eigenvalue of S.

The next theorem guarantees the existence of symmetric quasi-orthogonal exten-
sion of symmetric matrices.

Theorem 2.1. Let S be an n× n non-zero real symmetric matrix with spectral radius ρ. Then

S has a symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension Ŝ of order 2n− µρ − µ−ρ.

Proof. Since the matrix S is real and symmetric, it is diagonalizable, and hence there
exists an n× n orthogonal matrix P such that

P⊤SP =

(

D O
O Σ

)

(1)

where D is a diagonal matrix and Σ is a diagonal matrix of order µρ+µ−ρ with diagonal
entries ±ρ. Then we have

P⊤S2P =

(

D2 O
O ρ2I

)

.

We partition the matrix P as P :=
(

N L
)

, where N and L are sub-matrices of orders
n×(n−µ−ρ−µρ) and n×(µ−ρ+µρ) respectively. Note that the diagonal matrix ρ2I−D2

has positive diagonal entries. We set M := N.
√

ρ2I −D2. Let us consider the following

extension Ŝ of S

Ŝ :=

(

S M
M⊤ −D

)

.
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We have

Ŝ2 =

(

S2 +MM⊤ SM −MD
M⊤S −DM⊤ M⊤M +D2

)

.

Equality (1) implies that SN = ND. Right multiplying both sides by
√

ρ2I −D2, we
get SM = MD. Hence

SM −MD = M⊤S −DM⊤ = O. (2)

As P is an orthogonal matrix and P⊤P =

(

N⊤N N⊤L
L⊤N L⊤L

)

, we obtain N⊤N = I . It

follows that M⊤M = ρ2I −D2. Then

M⊤M +D2 = ρ2I. (3)

Moreover

MM⊤ = N(ρ2I −D2)N⊤

= ρ2NN⊤ −ND2N⊤

and

S2 = P

(

D2 O
O ρ2I

)

P⊤

=
(

N L
)

(

D2 O
O ρ2I

)(

N⊤

L⊤

)

= ND2N⊤ + ρ2LL⊤.

It follows that S2 +MM⊤ = ρ2(NN⊤ + LL⊤). Given that PP⊤ = NN⊤ + LL⊤ = I , we
have

S2 +M⊤M = ρ2I. (4)

From (2), (3) and (4) we deduce that Ŝ is a symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension of
order 2n− µ−ρ − µρ.

3 Quasi-orthogonality index of a symmetric matrix

The following theorem gives the quasi-orthogonality index for real symmetric matri-
ces.

Theorem 3.1. Let S be an n × n symmetric matrix with spectral radius ρ. The quasi-
orthogonality index of S is equal to n− µρ − µ−ρ.

To prove this theorem, we need the following results.

Theorem 3.2 (Cauchy’s interlace theorem). Let A be an n× n symmetric matrix and let B
be a principal sub-matrix of order m < n. Suppose A has eigenvalues λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λn and
B has eigenvalues β1 ≤ β2 ≤ · · · ≤ βm. Then

λk ≤ βk ≤ λk+n−m for k = 1, . . . , m,

in particular, if m = n− 1, we have

λ1 ≤ β1 ≤ λ2 ≤ β2 ≤ · · · ≤ βn−1 ≤ λn.
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Lemma 3.3. Let S be a real symmetric matrix of order m with spectral radius ρ. Let Ŝ be
a symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension of order n ≥ 2, with spectral radius ρ̂. If n − m ≤
(n− 1)/2, then ρ̂ = ρ and n ≥ 2m− (µρ(S) + µ−ρ(S)).

Proof. Let λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λn and β1 ≤ β2 ≤ · · · ≤ βm respectively be the eigenvalues

of Ŝ and S. We set f(S) := m − (µρ(S) + µ−ρ(S)). Without loss of generality we can

assume that µ−ρ̂(Ŝ) ≥ µρ̂(Ŝ). We will distinguish two cases:

• Suppose that n−m ≥ µρ̂(Ŝ). As Ŝ is a symmetric quasi-orthogonal matrix, µρ̂(Ŝ)+

µ−ρ̂(Ŝ) = n. It follows that

2µ−ρ̂(Ŝ) ≥ n.

Hence

µ−ρ̂(Ŝ) >
n− 1

2
≥ n−m.

Let k ∈ {1, . . . , µ−ρ̂(Ŝ)− (n−m)}. As k+ n−m ≤ µ−ρ̂(Ŝ), we have λk = λk+n−m = −ρ̂.
By Theorem 3.2, we get βk = −ρ̂. Then ρ̂ = ρ. Moreover, we have

f(S) ≤ m− (µ−ρ̂(Ŝ)− (n−m)).

Then
f(S) ≤ n− µ−ρ̂(Ŝ).

Hence
f(S) ≤ µρ̂(Ŝ) ≤ n−m.

Consequently, n ≥ 2m− (µρ(S) + µ−ρ(S)).

• Suppose that n−m < µρ̂(Ŝ), then n−m < µ−ρ̂(Ŝ).

If k ∈ {1, . . . , µ−ρ̂(Ŝ)−(n−m)}, then we have k+n−m ≤ µ−ρ̂(Ŝ) and λk = λk+n−m =

−ρ̂. It follows from Theorem 3.2 that βk = −ρ̂ for k ∈ {1, . . . , µ−ρ̂(Ŝ)− (n−m)}.

If k ∈ {µ−ρ̂(Ŝ) + 1, . . . , m}, then λk = λk+n−m = ρ̂ and hence βk = ρ̂. Therefore,

f(S) ≤ m − [µ−ρ̂(Ŝ) − (n − m) + m − µ−ρ̂(Ŝ)] = n − m. Consequently, ρ̂ = ρ and
n ≥ 2m− (µρ(S) + µ−ρ(S)).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let Ŝ be a minimal symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension of the
matrix S with order n̂. By Theorem 2.1, S has a symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension
of order 2n− µρ(S)− µ−ρ(S). Then

n̂ ≤ 2n− µρ(S)− µ−ρ(S).

It follows that
n̂− 2n ≤ −µρ(S)− µ−ρ(S) ≤ −1,

and hence

n̂− n ≤ n̂− 1

2
.

By Lemma 3.3, we have n̂ ≥ 2n− µρ(S)− µ−ρ(S). Thus n̂ = 2n− µρ(S)− µ−ρ(S).

Example 3.4. We will use the proof of Theorem 2.1 to find a minimal symmetric quasi-orthogonal
extension of the matrix

S =





0 1 1
1 0 1
1 1 0



 .
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The spectrum of S is {[−1]2, [2]1}. By Theorem 3.1, we have ind(S) = 2. Let

P =







−1√
2

1√
6

1√
3

1√
2

1√
6

1√
3

0 −2√
6

1√
3






.

The matrix P is orthogonal and

P⊤SP =





−1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 2



 .

Following the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have N =







−1√
2

1√
6

1√
2

1√
6

0 −2√
6






, L =







1√
3
1√
3
1√
3






, D =

(

−1 0
0 −1

)

and M = N.
√
4I −D2. A minimal symmetric quasi-orthogonal extension of S is then

Ŝ =













0 1 1 −1
2

√
6 1

2

√
2

1 0 1 1
2

√
6 1

2

√
2

1 1 0 0 −
√
2

−1
2

√
6 1

2

√
6 0 1 0

1
2

√
2 1

2

√
2 −

√
2 0 1













.

4 Symmetric Seidel matrices with minimum quasi-orthogonality

index

Following [6], a Seidel matrix is a {0,±1}-matrix S with zero diagonal and all off-
diagonal entries nonzero such that S = ±S⊤. Symmetric Seidel matrices were intro-
duced in [11] in connection with equiangular lines in Euclidean spaces [8].

Let S be a symmetric Seidel matrix of order n with spectrum {[θ1]m1 , . . . , [θr]
mr}.

Then

r
∑

i=1

mi = n, (5)

r
∑

i=1

miθi = 0, (6)

r
∑

i=1

miθ
2
i = n(n− 1). (7)

Two Seidel matrices S1 and S2 are said to be equivalent if there exists a signed permuta-
tion matrix P such that S2 = ±PS1P

⊤. Two equivalent Seidel matrices have the same
quasi-orthogonality index.

For an integer n ≥ 2, we denote by ind(n) the minimum quasi-orthogonality index
among all n× n Seidel matrices.
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The two Seidel matrices of order 2 are orthogonal and then ind(2) = 0. Up to
equivalence, there is only one Seidel matrix of order 3, namely

S =





0 1 1
1 0 1
1 1 0



 .

As seen in Example 3.4, ind(S) = 2, hence ind(3) = 2. Table 1 lists all non equivalent
n×n Seidel matrices having the minimum quasi-orthogonality index for n ∈ {4, 5, 6, 7}.

Table 1: Non equivalent n×n Seidel matrices with minimum quasi-orthogonality index
for n ∈ {4, 5, 6, 7}.

Order n ind(n) Seidel matrix Characteristic polynomial

4 2









0 1 −1 1
1 0 1 1

−1 1 0 1
1 1 1 0









(x2 − 1)(x2 − 5)

5 1













0 1 −1 −1 1
1 0 1 −1 1

−1 1 0 1 1
−1 −1 1 0 1
1 1 1 1 0













x(x2 − 5)2

6 0

















0 1 −1 −1 1 1
1 0 1 −1 −1 1

−1 1 0 1 −1 1
−1 −1 1 0 1 1
1 −1 −1 1 0 1
1 1 1 1 1 0

















(x2 − 5)3

7 1





















0 1 1 −1 −1 1 1
1 0 1 −1 1 −1 1
1 1 0 1 −1 −1 1

−1 −1 1 0 1 1 1
−1 1 −1 1 0 1 1
1 −1 −1 1 1 0 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 0





















(x+ 2)(x − 1)2(x2 − 9)2

Symmetric quasi-orthogonal Seidel matrices are known as symmetric conference
matrices. The order n of a symmetric conference matrix is of the form 4k + 2 for some
integer k, moreover, n − 1 is the sum of two squares [1]. The first orders of symmetric
conference matrices are n = 2, 6, 10, 14, 18. However, there is no conference matrix
of order 22 (21 is not the sum of two squares). Greaves and Suda [6] prove that the
existence of a symmetric conference matrix of order 4k+2 is equivalent to the existence
of a symmetric Seidel matrix of order 4k + i having a prescribed spectrum for each
i ∈ {1, 0,−1}. More precisely, they obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.1 ([6]). The existence of the following are equivalent:

i) a symmetric Seidel matrix with characteristic polynomial

(x2 − 4k − 1)2k+1;
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ii) a symmetric Seidel matrix with characteristic polynomial

x(x2 − 4k − 1)2k;

iii) a symmetric Seidel matrix with characteristic polynomial

(x2 − 1)(x2 − 4k − 1)2k−1;

iv) a symmetric Seidel matrix with characteristic polynomial

(x− 2)(x+ 1)2(x2 − 4k − 1)2(k−1).

It follows from Theorem 3.1 that the quasi-orthogonality index of the symmetric
Seidel matrices mentioned in assertions i), ii), iii) and iv) of the above theorem are
respectively equal to 0, 1, 2 and 3.

Seidel matrices with quasi-orthogonality index 0 are conference matrices. The fol-
lowing result gives the characteristic polynomials of symmetric Seidel matrices with
quasi-orthogonality index 1.

Proposition 4.2. Let S be an n × n Seidel matrix with quasi-orthogonality index equals 1.

Then n is odd and its characteristic polynomial φS = x(x2 − n)
n−1

2 .

Proof. Let ρ be the spectral radius of S. As ind(S) = 1 then S has a simple eigenvalue α
such that |α| < ρ. If µ−ρ = 0 then by (6) we have (n−1)ρ+α = 0, which is a contradiction
because |α| < ρ. We obtain a similar contradiction if µρ = 0. Now suppose that µ−ρ 6=
µρ. By (6) we get (µρ − µ−ρ)ρ + α = 0, which implies that |µρ − µ−ρ|ρ = |α|. This is a
contradiction. Then µ−ρ = µρ and hence α = 0 and n = 2µρ + 1. By (7) we have ρ2 = n.

Then the characteristic polynomial φS(x) = x(x2 − n)
n−1

2 .

For a given n ≥ 4, the following theorem provides a spectral characterization of
n× n Seidel matrices with minimum quasi-orthogonality index.

Theorem 4.3. Let S be a Seidel matrix of order n ≥ 4. Then, we have the following statements

i) If n = 4k + 2, then ind(S) ≥ 0. Equality holds if and only if φS(x) = (x2 − 4k − 1)2k+1.

ii) If n = 4k + 1, then ind(S) ≥ 1. Equality holds if and only if φS(x) = x(x2 − 4k − 1)2k.

iii) If n = 4k, then ind(S) ≥ 2. Equality holds if and only if φS(x) = (x2−1)(x2−4k−1)2k−1.

iv) If n = 4k−1, then ind(S) ≥ 3. Equality holds if and only if φS(x) = (x−2)(x+1)2(x2−
4k − 1)2(k−1) or φS(x) = (x+ 2)(x− 1)2(x2 − 4k − 1)2(k−1).

To prove this theorem, we need the following results.

Lemma 4.4. Let P (x) = (x− a1)
α1(x− a2)

α2 . . . (x− ar)
αr be an integral polynomial where

a1, . . . , ar are distinct real numbers and α1 ≥ α2 ≥ · · · ≥ αr. If α1 = α2 = · · · = αk > αk+1

then (x− a1)(x− a2) . . . (x− ak) is an integral polynomial.

Proof. The result follows from the fact that if ai and aj share the same minimal polyno-
mial then αi = αj .
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The next proposition gives a useful property about the determinant of symmetric
Seidel matrices.

Proposition 4.5. [7, Corollary 3.6] Let S be a symmetric Seidel matrix of order n. Then
det(S) ≡ 1− n (mod 4).

Proof of Theorem 4.3. For n ∈ {4, 5, 6, 7}, the proof follows from Table 1. Now, we as-
sume that n ≥ 8.

i) If ind(S) = 0, then S is quasi-orthogonal and hence φS(x) = (x2 − 4k − 1)2k+1.

ii) If ind(S) = 0, then S is quasi-orthogonal which implies that n is even, a con-
tradiction. Hence ind(S) ≥ 1. If ind(S) = 1, then by Proposition 4.2, we have
φS(x) = x(x2 − 4k − 1)2k.

iii) If ind(S) = 0, then S is quasi-orthogonal. Hence S is a symmetric conference
matrix. This is a contradiction because n 6≡ 2 (mod 4). Consequently ind(S) ≥ 1.

If ind(S) = 1, then by Proposition 4.2, n is odd which is a contradiction. Then
ind(S) > 1.

If ind(S) = 2 then φS(x) = (x − α)(x − β)(x − ρ)µρ(x + ρ)µ−ρ where |α| < ρ and
|β| < ρ. By (6) we have α + β + (µρ − µ−ρ)ρ = 0. It follows that |µρ − µ−ρ| < 2.
Moreover, µρ+µ−ρ = 4k−2 then µ−ρ and µρ have the same parity. Hence µρ = µ−ρ

and β = −α. By (7), we get

α2 + (2k − 1)ρ2 = 2k(4k − 1) (8)

Then

(2k − 1)ρ2 ≤ 2k(4k − 1).

Hence

ρ2 ≤ 4k + 1 +
1

2k − 1
.

By Lemma 4.4, we have α2 and ρ2 are integers. As n ≥ 8, we get k ≥ 2 and hence

ρ2 ≤ 4k + 1. (9)

Since |α| < ρ, equality (8) implies that

2kρ2 > 2k(4k − 1).

Then
ρ2 > 4k − 1.

We cannot have ρ2 = 4k, otherwise α2 = 2k and then det(S) = 2k(4k)2k−1 which
contradicts Proposition 4.5. Therefore, ρ2 = 4k + 1 and consequently α2 = 1.
Hence, φS(x) = (x2 − 1)(x2 − 4k − 1)2k−1.
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iv) As n is odd, S cannot be quasi-orthogonal. Therefore, ind(S) ≥ 1.

If ind(S) = 1, then by Proposition 4.2, det(S) = 0. However, Proposition 4.5 im-
plies that det(S) ≡ 2 (mod 4). This is a contradiction. Consequently, ind(S) ≥ 2.

If ind(S) = 2 then φS(x) = (x − α)(x − β)(x − ρ)µρ(x + ρ)µ−ρ where |α| < ρ and
|β| < ρ. By (7), we have

α2 + β2 + (4k − 3)ρ2 = (4k − 1)(4k − 2). (10)

Then
(4k − 1)ρ2 > (4k − 1)(4k − 2).

Hence
ρ2 > 4k − 2.

Moreover
(4k − 3)ρ2 ≤ (4k − 1)(4k − 2).

Thus

ρ2 ≤ 4k +
2

4k − 3
.

Moreover, µ−ρ and µρ have different parity because µρ + µ−ρ = 4k − 3. It follows
from Lemma 4.4 that ρ is an integer. Since n ≥ 8, we have k ≥ 3 and hence

4k − 1 ≤ ρ2 ≤ 4k. (11)

By (6) we have α + β + (µρ − µ−ρ)ρ = 0. Thus |µρ − µ−ρ| < 2. Hence |µρ −
µ−ρ| = 1 and α + β = ±ρ. Then (α + β)2 = ρ2. Using (10), we have αβ = (2k −
1)(ρ2 − 4k + 1). Consequently αβ is an integer. From Proposition 4.5, we have
det(S) = ±αβρ4k−3 ≡ 2 (mod 4). Then ρ must be odd, otherwise ρ2 ≡ 0 (mod 4)
and det(S) ≡ 0 (mod 4). By (11) we get ρ2 = 4k − 1. Then αβ = 0 and det(S) = 0,
a contradiction. Hence ind(S) ≥ 3.

If ind(S) = 3, then φS(x) = (x− α)(x− β)(x− γ)(x− ρ)µρ(x+ ρ)µ−ρ where |α| < ρ,
|β| < ρ and |γ| < ρ. By (7), we get

α2 + β2 + γ2 + (4k − 4)ρ2 = (4k − 1)(4k − 2). (12)

This implies

4k − 2 < ρ2 ≤ (4k − 1)(4k − 2)

4k − 4
.

Then

4k − 1 ≤ ρ2 ≤ 4k + 1 +
6

4k − 4
. (13)

By (6) we have α+β+γ+(µρ−µ−ρ)ρ = 0. It follows that |µρ−µ−ρ| < 3. In addition,
µρ + µ−ρ = 4k− 4 then µ−ρ and µρ have the same parity. Hence |µρ − µ−ρ| ∈ {0, 2}.

We will prove that µρ = µ−ρ. Suppose, for contradiction, that |µρ − µ−ρ| = 2.
By Lemma 4.4, ρ is an integer. Moreover, φS(x) is an integral polynomial. Then
(x − α)(x − β)(x − γ) is an integral polynomial. Hence, αβγ is an integer. Since
n ≥ 8, we have k ≥ 3. By (13), we get ρ2 ∈ {4k − 1, 4k, 4k + 1}. From Proposition
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4.5, det(S) = ±αβγρ4k−4 ≡ 2 (mod 4). Thus ρ is odd. Hence ρ2 = 4k + 1. By (12),
we get

α2 + β2 + γ2 = 6. (14)

By Cauchy inequality applied to





α
β
γ



 and





1
1
1



 we get |α + β + γ| ≤ 3
√
2. But

from (6), we have |α + β + γ|= 2ρ = 2
√
4k + 1. This is a contradiction because

k ≥ 3. Hence µ−ρ = µρ.

By 6, we have
α + β + γ = 0. (15)

By Lemma 4.4, ρ2 is an integer. Moreover, φS(x) is an integral polynomial. Then
(x − α)(x − β)(x − γ) is an integral polynomial. Hence, αβγ is an integer. From
Proposition 4.5, det(S) = αβγρ4k−4 ≡ 2 (mod 4). Thus ρ2 is odd. Then, by (13), we
have ρ2 ∈ {4k − 1, 4k + 1}.

We will prove that ρ2 = 4k + 1. Suppose, for contradiction, that ρ2 = 4k − 1. Let
S := [sij] and B := (4k − 1)I − S2 = [bij ]. The matrix B is symmetric and its
eigenvalues are (4k − 1) − α2, (4k − 1) − β2, (4k − 1) − γ2 and 0. The first three
eigenvalues are positive and the multiplicity of 0 is 4k − 4. Thus B is a positive
semi-definite matrix with rank equal to 3. Moreover, for i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} we have

bii = 4k − 1− (s2i1 + . . .+ s2in) = 1.

Since B is positive semi-definite, for i 6= j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} we have

det

(

1 bij
bij 1

)

≥ 0.

Then, bij ∈ {0, 1,−1}. We also have

bij = −
n

∑

k=1

sikskj = −
∑

k 6=i,k 6=j

sikskj.

As the off-diagonal entries of S are ±1, bij ≡ 4k − 3 ≡ 1 (mod 2) and hence bij ∈
{1,−1}. It is easy to check that the determinant of a 3 × 3 symmetric matrix with
1’s on the diagonal and ±1 off-diagonal is equal to 0 or −4. Moreover, the matrix
B is positive semi-definite, then its principal minors of order 3 must equal to 0.
Then, the rank of B is at most 2, which leads to a contradiction. Hence ρ2 = 4k+1.

By (12), we get
α2 + β2 + γ2 = 6. (16)

Moreover, we have α2β2γ2 ≤ (α
2+β2+γ2

3
)3. Then |αβγ|≤ 2. Since αβγ is an integer

and det(S) = αβγρ4k−4 ≡ 2 (mod 4), then αβγ ∈ {−2, 2}.

case 1 : αβγ = 2, together with the above equations (16) and (15), we find that
{α, β, γ} = {[2]1, [−1]2}. Hence, φS(x) = (x− 2)(x+ 1)2(x2 − 4k − 1)2(k−1).

case 2 : αβγ = −2, we get {α, β, γ} = {[−2]1, [1]2}. Hence, φS(x) = (x + 2)(x −
1)2(x2 − 4k − 1)2(k−1).

The converse of the four assertions follows from Theorem 3.1.

Analyzing the proof of Theorem 4.1, one can see that the matrices in Theorem 4.3
are principal sub-matrices of a conference matrix.
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