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Abstract. The notion of ellipsoidal design was first introduced by Pandey (2022) as a full
generalization of spherical designs on the unit circle S1. In this paper, we elucidate the
advantage of examining the connections between ellipsoidal design and the two-dimensional
Prouhet–Tarry–Escott (PTE) problem introduced by Alpers and Tijdeman (2007). We first
provide a combinatorial criterion for the construction of solutions of the two-dimensional
PTE problem from a pair of ellipsoidal designs. We give an arithmetic proof of the Stroud-
type bound for ellipsoidal designs, and then establish a classification theorem for designs with
equality. Such a classification result is closely related to an open question on the existence
of rational spherical 4-designs on S1, discussed in Cui, Xia and Xiang (2019). We moreover
discover a certain design structure in the Borwein solution of the classical one-dimensional
PTE problem. We also give a two-dimensional extension of the Borwein solution, and then
discuss connections to the Alpers–Tijdeman solution for the two-dimensional PTE problem.

1. Introduction

One of the most significant results in the interaction between geometric designs and integral
lattices, is the Venkov theorem (see [34]) that derives the existence of spherical designs from
shells (or layers) of integral lattices under reasonable assumptions. Since the pioneering work
by Venkov, there have been numerous publications on the construction of spherical designs via
shells of integral lattices; see for example [20,29]. Such lattice-based constructions are also of
great importance for coding theorists as a spherical analogue of the Assmus–Mattson theorem
that provides combinatorial designs from shells of linear codes. For a good introduction to
the relationships among designs, codes and lattices, we refer the reader to Conway and Sloane
[11], Bannai and Bannai [3] and references therein.

de la Harpe, Pache and Venkov [20] established that any shell of the E8-root lattice never
yields a spherical 8-design if and only if the Ramanujan tau function τ(m) never vanishes at all
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positive integers m, which directly relates spherical designs to the famous Lehmer conjecture.
Afterwards, many researchers worked on discussing variations of the result by de la Harpe et
al., as exemplified by [5], [6] and [22]. A particularly influential work is Bannai and Miezaki [6],
which states that any shell of the Z2-lattice is never a spherical 4-design; for a generalization
of this result, we refer the reader to Miezaki [26].

Inspired by the aforementioned works, Pandey [30] introduced the notion of ellipsoidal
design. A finite set X on the ellipse

CD(r) :=

{

{(x, y) ∈ R2 | x2 +Dy2 = r} (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),
{

(x, y) ∈ R2 | x2 + xy + 1+D
4 y2 = r

}

(D ≡ 3 (mod 4))

is called an ellipsoidal n-design if

1

#X

∑

(x,y)∈X
f(x, y) =

{

1
2π

√
D

∫

CD(r) f(x, y)dτ(x, y) (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),
√
D
π

∫

CD(r) f(x, y)dτ(x, y) (D ≡ 3 (mod 4))

for all polynomials f of degree at most n, where dτ is the invariant measure on CD(r).
In particular when D = 1, the point set X is called a spherical n-design on S1. Pandey
established a full generalization of the results by Bannai and Miezaki, and by Miezaki.

Pandey’s work is not only crucial in the connections among designs, codes and lattices, but
also closely related to a classical Diophantine problem called Prouhet-Tarry-Escott (PTE)
problem. Given m,n ∈ N, the PTE problem of degree m and size n, asks whether there exists
a disjoint pair of multisets {a1, . . . , am}, {b1, . . . , bm} ⊂ Z for the system of equations

m
∑

i=1

aki =
m
∑

i=1

bki (1 ≤ k ≤ n).(1)

For an early history concerning the PTE problem, we refer the reader to Dickson’s book [16,
§ 24]. Borwein [8, Chapter 11] presents a brief survey on this subject, covering various ideal
solutions, i.e. solutions with n = m + 1. Existence of ideal solutions, as well as construc-
tions are among the central core topics of the classical PTE problem. Among many others,
Borwein [8, p. 88] found the degree-five ideal solution

[±(2m+ 2n),±(−nm− n−m+ 3),±(nm− n−m− 3)]

=5[±(2n− 2m),±(nm− n+m+ 3),±(−nm− n+m− 3)],
(2)

which, to our surprise, includes an infinite family of ellipsoidal 5-designs (see eq. (11)), as will
be clear in the present paper (see Theorem 5.11).

Furthermore, ellipsoidal designs are closely related to the two-dimensional PTE problem in-
troduced by Alpers–Tijdeman [1]. The two-dimensional PTE problem of degree m and size n,
asks whether there exists a disjoint pair of multisets {(a11, a12), . . . , (am1, am2)}, {(b11, b12), . . . , (bm1, bm2)} ⊂
Z2 for the system of equations

m
∑

i=1

ak1i1 a
k2
i2 =

m
∑

i=1

bk1i1 b
k2
i2 (1 ≤ k1 + k2 ≤ n).

Alpers–Tijdeman [1, §2.4] found the degree-five ideal solution

[(0, 0), (2a + b, b), (3a + b, 3a+ 3b), (2a, 6a + 4b), (−b, 6a + 3b), (−a − b, 3a + b)]

=5 [(2a, 0), (3a + b, 3a+ b), (2a + b, 6a+ 3b), (0, 6a + 4b), (−a − b, 3a + 3b), (−b, b)],
(3)

which again includes an infinite family of ellipsoidal 5-designs (see Theorem 5.15).
2



Although both theoretical and practical applications, as well as connections to other math-
ematical subjects have been extensively studied for the classical one-dimensional PTE prob-
lem (see e.g. [13], [19] and [21]), only a few such studies are available for the two-dimensional
PTE problem. Thus in this paper, we elucidate the advantage of examining the connec-
tions between the two-dimensional PTE problem and ellipsoidal designs (see Theorem 4.1
and Proposition 5.1). It is noteworthy (see Theorem 5.5) that there exist infinitely many
rational ellipsoidal 5-designs for D = 3, i.e. designs for which the components of each point
are all rational numbers, whereas the existence of rational 4-designs over S1 is still an open
problem; see Remark 5.4 and [14, §1.3] for details.

This paper is organized as follows: §2 is a brief introduction to basic facts on two-dimensional
ellipsoidal harmonics that are used throughout this paper. §3 through §5 are the main body
of this paper. In §3 we prove Sobolev’s theorem for ellipsoidal designs (Theorem 3.2), which
provides an equivalent form of the definition of ellipsoidal designs invariant under a finite
subgroup of the orthogonal group O(Q) where Q is a positive definite matrix in M2(Q); see
eqs. (6) and (7) for the notation O(Q). In §4, we give an arithmetic proof of the Stroud-type
bound for ellipsoidal designs (Theorem 4.1) by combining the invariance of the measure dτ
and a certain fundamental inequality for the two-dimensional PTE problem. We also estab-
lish a classification theorem for tight designs (Theorem 4.5), and then prove that there exists
a rational tight ellipsoidal design only if D = 1 or 3 (Theorem 4.10). In §5 we construct
an infinite family of rational tight designs for D = 3 (Theorem 5.5). Moreover, we discover
a design structure, which comes from ellipsoidal designs, in Borwein’s parametric solution
(2) of the PTE problem (Theorem 5.11). We also establish a two-dimensional extension of
Borwein’s solution (Proposition 5.13), and then discuss connections to the Alpers–Tijdeman
solution (3) (Theorem 5.15). §6 is the conclusion, where further remarks and open questions
will be made.

2. Ellipsoidal harmonics

This section is basically along the lines of [30]. Most of the results on two-dimensional
ellipsoidal harmonics, given in this section, seem to be known somewhere else, but the authors
could not trace it back. This section thus makes a brief introduction to this topics.

For square-free D ∈ Z≥1 and r ∈ R>0, we define the norm r ellipses by

CD(r) :=

{

{(x, y) ∈ R2 | x2 +Dy2 = r} (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),
{

(x, y) ∈ R2 | x2 + xy + 1+D
4 y2 = r

}

(D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

Remark 2.1 (Cf. [30, p. 1246 Remark]). Let K = Q(
√
−D) and OK be the ring of integers

of K. Then the conditions for CD(r) are the norms of elements in OK . Indeed, if D ≡ 1, 2
(mod 4), then the norm of x+ y

√
−D ∈ OK = Z[

√
−D] is

N(x+ y
√
−D) = (x+ y

√
−D)(x− y

√
−D) = x2 +Dy2.

If D ≡ 3 (mod 4), then the norm of x+ y(1 +
√
−D)/2 ∈ OK = Z[(1 +

√
−D)/2] is

N

(

x+ y
1 +

√
−D

2

)

=

(

x+ y
1 +

√
−D

2

)(

x+ y
1−

√
−D

2

)

= x2 + xy +
1 +D

4
y2.

3



Let s be the arc-length parameter on CD(r). We define the measure dτ on CD(r) by

dτ(x, y) :=















ds
√

x2/D2 + y2
(D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

ds
√

20x2 + (D2 + 2D + 5)y2 + (20 + 4D)xy
(D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

(4)

Remark 2.2 (Cf. Proof of [30, eqs. (1.4), (1.5), Theorem 1.1]). The measure dτ can be
expressed by polar coordinates as follows:

We parametrize CD(r) by

(x(θ), y(θ)) =

{

(
√
r cos θ,

√
r sin θ/

√
D) (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

(
√
r(cos θ − sin θ/

√
D), 2

√
r sin θ/

√
D) (D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

Since

x′(θ)2+y′(θ)2 =

{

r((− sin θ)2 + (cos θ/
√
D)2) = r(sin2 θ + cos2 θ/D) (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

r(sin2 θ + 5cos2 θ/D + 2 sin θ cos θ/
√
D) (D ≡ 3 (mod 4)),

we obtain
{

1
2π

√
D

∫

CD(r) P (x, y)dτ(x, y) = 1
2π

∫ 2π
0 P (x(θ), y(θ))dθ (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

√
D
π

∫

CD(r) P (x, y)dτ(x, y) = 1
2π

∫ 2π
0 P (x(θ), y(θ))dθ (D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

Pandey [30] generalized spherical designs to ellipsoidal designs.

Definition 2.3. Let X ⊂ CD(r) be a finite non-empty subset and dτ be the measure in
eq. (4). X is an ellipsoidal n-design if

1

#X

∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y) =

{

1
2π

√
D

∫

CD(r) P (x, y)dτ(x, y) (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),
√
D
π

∫

CD(r) P (x, y)dτ(x, y) (D ≡ 3 (mod 4))
(5)

for all polynomials P (x, y) of degree ≤ t. In particular when D = 1, the point set X is called
a spherical n-design on S1.

Definition 2.4. We define a vector space of bivariate homogeneous polynomials by

HR
D,j[x, y] :=







〈Re(x+ y
√
−D)j, Im(x+ y

√
−D)j〉R (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

〈

Re
(

x+ y 1+
√
−D

2

)j
, Im

(

x+ y 1+
√
−D

2

)j
〉

R

(D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

For a positive definite matrix Q = tQ ∈ M2(Q), we define the Laplacian ∆Q of Q by

∆Q :=

2
∑

i,j=1

qi,j
∂2

∂xi∂xj
.

Here, Q−1 = (qi,j). In what follows, let

Q :=























(

1 0

0 D

)

(D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

(

1 1
2

1
2

1+D
4

)

(D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

(6)

The following result, not mentioned in Pandey [30], develops a relation between HR
D,j[x, y]

and ∆Q.
4



Proposition 2.5. HR
D,j[x, y] coincides with the space of Q-harmonic polynomials of degree j

defined by
{f(x, y) ∈ R[x, y] | deg f = j and ∆Qf = 0}.

Proof. We reduce to the case D = 1, which is classically well-known (see [17] for example).
Let

P :=























(

1 0

0
√
D

)

(D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

(

1 1/2

0
√
D/2

)

(D ≡ 3 (mod 4)),

(

x′

y′

)

= P

(

x
y

)

, ∆′ :=
∂2

∂x′2
+

∂2

∂y′2
.

Then it follows by the chain rule that ∆′ = ∆Q. This completes the proof. �

As in the case of spherical designs, the integrations in eq. (5) are invariant under the action
of the orthogonal group. We define the orthogonal group O(Q) by

O(Q) := {A ∈ GL2(R) | tAQA = Q}.(7)

Proposition 2.6. (1) Suppose that D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4). Then O(Q) is generated by

A :=

(

1 0
0 −1

)

, Aφ :=

(

cosφ −
√
D sinφ

sinφ√
D

cosφ

)

and dτ is O(Q)-invariant.
(2) Suppose that D ≡ 3 (mod 4). Then O(Q) is generated by

A :=

(

1 1
0 −1

)

, Aφ :=

(

cosφ− sinφ√
D

− (D+1)

2
√
D

sinφ
2 sinφ√

D
cosφ+ sinφ√

D

)

and dτ is O(Q)-invariant.

Proof. Let P be as in the proof of Proposition 2.5. Suppose that A ∈ O(Q). Since tAQA = Q
and Q = tPP , we have PAP−1 ∈ O(2). Note that O(Q) is generated by

(

1 0
0 −1

)

,

(

cosφ − sinφ
sinφ cosφ

)

.

The invariance of dτ can be checked by direct calculations as in Remark 2.2. �

The following provides an equivalent form of the definition of ellipsoidal n-designs:

Theorem 2.7 ([30, Theorem 1.1]). Let X be a finite non-empty subset of CD(r). Then the
following are equilvalent:

(1) X is an ellipsoidal n-design.
(2) It follows that

∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y) = 0(8)

for all P (x, y) ∈ HR
D,j[x, y] with 0 < j ≤ t.

As in the classical spherical harmonics ([4, Theorem 1.1.3 (2)]), the space of homogeneous
polynomials can be represented by harmonic polynomials.

Theorem 2.8 ([30, Lemma 2.1, Proof of Theorem 1.1]). Let D ≥ 1 be a square-free integer
and PR

j [x, y] be the set of homogeneous polynomials of degree j.
5



(1) If D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4), then

PR
j [x, y] =

⌊k
2
⌋

⊕

j=0

(x2 +Dy2)kHR
D,j−2k[x, y].

(2) If D ≡ 3 (mod 4), then

PR
j [x, y] =

⌊k
2
⌋

⊕

j=0

(

x2 + xy +
1 +D

4
y2
)k

HR
D,j−2k[x, y].

In particular, the space of polynomials when restricted to CD(r) of degree ≤ j is a direct sum
of HR

D,k[x, y] with 0 < k ≤ j.

Remark 2.9. In [30, Lemma 2.1 (1)], D ≡ 3 (mod 4) should be D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4). In the

proof for D ≡ 3 (mod 4), (x′, y′) = (x+ y/2, 2y/
√
D) should be (x′, y′) = (x+ y/2,

√
Dy/2).

The following concept was introduced by Pandey [30] as a full generalization of spherical
T -designs (see Miezaki [26]).

Definition 2.10. Let X ⊂ CD(r) be a finite non-empty subset and T ⊂ N be a (possibly
infinite) subset. A finite non-empty subset X ⊂ CD(r) is an ellipsoidal T -design if eq. (8)
holds for all P (x, y) ∈ HR

D,j[x, y] with j ∈ T .

Definition 2.11. We define the norm r shells in CD(r) by

Λr
D := CD(r) ∩ Z2.(9)

Theorem 2.12 ([30, Theorem 1.2]). If D ∈ {1, 2, 3, 7, 11, 19, 43, 67, 163}, then every non-
empty shells Λr

D are ellipsoidal TD-designs, where

TD :=











Z+ \ 4Z+ (D = 1),

Z+ \ 6Z+ (D = 3),

Z+ \ 2Z+ (otherwise).

Example 2.13. The minimal shell of the Eisenstein lattice

Λ1
3 = {(±1, 0), (0,±1), (1,−1), (−1, 1)}

is an ellipsoidal 5-design.

3. Sobolev’s theorem for ellipsoidal designs

Throughout this section, let Q be a positive definite matrix defined by eq. (6). Let G ⊂
O(Q) be a finite subgroup and

Pn(R
2) := {P (x, y) ∈ R[x, y] | degP ≤ n}.

We define the action of M ∈ G on P by

PM (x, y) := P ((x, y)t(M−1)).

We say that a polynomial P is G-invariant if PM = P for all M ∈ G. We denote the set of
G-invariant polynomials in Pn(R

2) by Pn(R
2)G.

The following theorem is a classical result due to Sobolev:

Theorem 3.1 ([32]). Let G ⊂ O(2) be a finite subgroup and X ⊂ S1 be a G-invariant finite
subset. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

6



(1) X is a spherical n-design on S1.
(2) Eq. (5) for D = 1 holds for all polynomials P ∈ PG

n (R2).

The following is the main result in this section, which is a generalization of Sobolev’s
theorem for S1.

Theorem 3.2. Let G ⊂ O(Q) be a finite subgroup and X ⊂ CD(r) be a G-invariant finite
subset. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) X is an ellipsoidal n-design.
(2) Eq. (5) holds for all polynomials P ∈ PG

n (R2).

Proof. Since (1) ⇒ (2) is clear, it is sufficient to prove (2) ⇒ (1). Let D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4).
Suppose that (2) holds. Then for all P ∈ Pn(R

2), note that (1/#G)
∑

M∈G PM (x, y) is
G-invariant. Therefore,

1

2π
√
D

∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y) =

1

#G

∑

M∈G

1

2π
√
D

∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y)

=
1

2π
√
D

∫

CD(r)

(

1

#G

∑

M∈G
PM (x, y)

)

dτ(x, y)

=
1

#X

∑

(x,y)∈X

(

1

#G

∑

M∈G
PM (x, y)

)

=
1

#X

1

#G

∑

(x,y)∈X

∑

M∈G
P (x, y)

=
1

#X

∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y).

The second equality and the fourth equality follows by the G-invariance of the measure dτ
and X respectively. This completes the proof. The case D ≡ 3 (mod 4) is similar. �

By using Theorem 3.2, we can prove the following theorem:

Theorem 3.3. Let C
(Q)
2m+1 be the cyclic group generated by A2π/(2m+1) and X = (x, y)C

(Q)
2m+1

be the orbit of a point (x, y) ∈ CD(r) by C
(Q)
2m+1. Then X is an ellipsoidal 2m-design.

To prove this, we determine the basis of P2m(R2)G.

Lemma 3.4. In the above setting, let G := C
(Q)
2m+1. Then

P2m(R2)G =

{

〈(x2 +Dy2)j | 0 ≤ j ≤ m〉R (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),
〈

(

x2 + xy + 1+D
4 y2

)j | 0 ≤ j ≤ m
〉

R
(D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

Proof. Suppose that D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4). Let

B2kπ/(2m+1) :=

(

cos 2kπ
2m+1 − sin 2kπ

2m+1

sin 2kπ
2m+1 cos 2kπ

2m+1

)

, P :=

(

1 0

0
√
D

)

,

(

x′

y′

)

:= P

(

x
y

)

.

7



LetH := C
(E2)
2m+1, whereE2 is the identity matrix of order 2. SinceA2kπ/(2m+1) = P−1B2kπ/(2m+1)P

by the proof of Proposition 2.6, we have

P2m(R2)G = {f ∈ P2m(R2) | fP−1B2kπ/(2m+1)P (x, y) = f(x, y) for all k}
= {f ∈ P2m(R2) | fB2kπ/(2m+1)(x′, y′) = f(x′, y′) for all k}
= P2m(R2)H

= 〈(x′2 + y′2)j | 0 ≤ j ≤ m〉R
= 〈(x2 +Dy2)j | 0 ≤ j ≤ m〉R.

This completes the proof. The case D ≡ 3 (mod 4) is similar. �

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Let G := C
(Q)
2m+1. Since X is G-invariant, it is sufficient to prove

1

2π
√
D

∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y) =

1

2m+ 1

∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y)(10)

for all P ∈ P2m(R2)G by Theorem 3.2. By Lemma 3.4, for all j, the both sides of eq. (10) for
P (x, y) = (x2 +Dy2)j are rj. This completes the proof. �

4. Stroud-type bound and rational tight designs

In this section, we present an arithmetic proof of the Stroud-type bound for ellipsoidal
designs (see Pandey [30, p. 1247]), which is an extension of the Stroud-type bound for classical
spherical designs ([15, p. 364]), and then show a classification theorem for tight designs.

Theorem 4.1 ([30, p. 1247 Remark (2)]). If there exists an ellipsoidal n-design with m points,
then m ≥ n+ 1.

By using the invariance of the measure dτ on CD(r) and the following inequality for the
PTE problem, we give an arithmetic proof.

Theorem 4.2. (1) (Cf. [8, Chapter 11, Theorem 1], [18, Theorem 4.1.7]) If

[a1, . . . , am] =n [b1, . . . , bm]

is a solution of the one-dimensional PTE problem, then m ≥ n+ 1.
(2) ([18, Theorem 4.1.9]) If

[(a11, . . . a1r), . . . , (am1, . . . amr)] =n [(b11, . . . b1r), . . . , (bm1, . . . bmr)]

is a solution of the r-dimensional PTE problem (see §5 for the definition), then m ≥
n+ 1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let #X = m and

1

m

∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y) =

∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y)

be an ellipsoidal n-design. Then by the invariance of the measure, we have

1

m

∑

(x′,y′)∈M−1X

P (x′, y′) =
∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y)

8



for all M ∈ O(Q). Since O(Q) is an infinite group acting transitively on CD(r), we can take
M ∈ O(Q) such that X and M−1X are disjoint if necessary. Therefore,

∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y) =

∑

(x′,y′)∈M−1X

P (x′, y′)

is a solution of the two-dimensional PTE problem. Therefore, m ≥ n + 1 by Theorem 4.2
(2). �

Remark 4.3. In general, let G be an infinite group acting transitively on a set Ω. Then for
all designs with respect to a G-invariant measure on Ω, we can obtain the same bound as in
Theorem 4.1 from the inequality for the r-dimensional PTE problem (Theorem 4.2 (2)).

Definition 4.4. An ellipsoidal n-design with n+ 1 points is called a tight n-design.

Next, we prove a classification theorem for tight ellipsoidal n-designs; the proof is similar
to that of the main theorem of [23].

Theorem 4.5. Let X ⊂ CD(r) be a tight n-design. Then there exists some (x, y) ∈ CD(r)

such that X = (x, y)C
(Q)
2m+1 .

Let

(x′, y′) :=

{

(x,
√
Dy) (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

(x+ y/2,
√
Dy/2) (D ≡ 3 (mod 4)).

Then CD(r) and {z ∈ C | |z| =
√
r} are bijective by (x, y) 7→ x′ + y′

√
−1. With this

identification, we obtain the following:

Lemma 4.6 (Cf. [23, Lemma 1]). Let X = {ξ1, . . . , ξm} ⊂ CD(r). Then the following are
equivalent.

(1) X is an ellipsoidal n-design.
(2) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

m
∑

i=1

ξki = 0.

(3) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n,
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ik≤m

ξi1ξi2 · · · ξik = 0.

Proof. By Theorem 2.7, (1) and (2) are equivalent. By Newton’s identity, (2) and (3) are
equivalent. �

For 1 ≤ k ≤ m, we define ξ∗k := ξke
−
√
−1θ, where

√
r
m
e
√
−1mθ = ξ1 · · · ξm (0 ≤ mθ < 2π).

Remark 4.7. The multiplication by e
√
−1θ in C corresponds to the action of matrix Aθ in

Proposition 2.6.

(1) Suppose that D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4). Let (xk, yk) ∈ CD(r) and ξ∗k := xk + yk
√
−D. Then

Aθ

(

xk
yk

)

=

(

xk cos θ − yk
√
D sin θ

xk
sin θ√
D

+ yk cos θ

)

corresponds to ξ∗ke
√
−1θ = ξk.

9



(2) Suppose that D ≡ 3 (mod 4). Let (xk, yk) ∈ CD(r) and ξ∗k := xk + yk(1 +
√
−D)/2.

Then

Aφ

(

xk
yk

)

=





xk

(

cos θ − sin θ√
D

)

− yk
(D+1)

2
√
D

sin θ

xk
2 sin θ√

D
+ yk

(

cosφ+ sinφ√
D

)





corresponds to ξ∗ke
√
−1θ = ξk.

In the following setting, we define

f(z) :=

m
∏

k=1

(z − ξ∗k)

and write

f(z) =
m
∑

k=0

(−1)kam−kz
m−k.

Then by Lemma 4.6, X is an ellipsoidal n-design if and only if ai = 0 for all m−n ≤ i ≤ m−1.

Lemma 4.8 (Cf. [23, Lemma 2]). The following hold:

(1) We have a0 =
√
r
m
.

(2) For all 0 ≤ k ≤ m, we have am−k = r−m/2+kak.
(3) The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) X is an ellipsoidal n-design.
(b) am−1 = · · · = am−n = 0.
(c) a1 = · · · = an = 0.

Proof. (1) By definition, a0 = ξ∗1 · · · ξ∗m = ξ1 · · · ξme−
√
−1mθ =

√
r
m
.

(2) By (1) and |ξ∗i |2 = |ξi|2 = r, we have

am−k =
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ik≤m

ξ∗i1ξ
∗
i2 · · · ξ∗ik

=
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ik≤m

√
r
m
ξ∗i1ξ

∗
i2
· · · ξ∗ik

ξ∗1ξ
∗
2 · · · ξ∗m

=
∑

1≤j1<j2<···<im−k≤m

√
r
m

ξ∗j1ξ
∗
j2
· · · ξ∗jm−k

=
∑

1≤j1<j2<···<im−k≤m

√
r
m

rm−k
ξ∗j1ξ

∗
j2
· · · ξ∗jm−k

= r−
m
2
+k

∑

1≤j1<j2<···<im−k≤m

ξ∗j1ξ
∗
j2
· · · ξ∗jm−k

= r−
m
2
+kak.

(3) This follows from (2) and Lemma 4.6.
�

Now we prove a stronger version of Theorem 4.5.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. Let X = {ξ1, . . . , ξm} ⊂ CD(r) be an n-design with m ≤ 2n+1. Then

we prove that X ⊂ (x, y)C
(Q)
2m+1 for some (x, y) ∈ CD(r).

10



Indeed, since a0 =
√
r
m

and a1 = · · · = am−1 = 0 by Lemma 4.8,

f(z) = (z − ξ∗1) · · · (z − ξ∗m) = zm + (−1)m
√
r
m
.

Suppose that m is odd. Since f(ξ∗k) = 0, we have ξ∗mk =
√
r
m
. Therefore, ξ∗k =

√
re2lπ

√
−1/m

for some l. Thus, ξk =
√
re(2lπ/m+θ)

√
−1. Hence ξk is a vertex of the regular m-gon inscribed

in the circle {z ∈ C | |z| = r}. By pulling it back to CD(r), we obtain the assertion.

Suppose that m is even. Then ξ∗mk +
√
r
m

= 0. Therefore, ξ∗k =
√
re(2l+1)π

√
−1/m for some l.

Hence ξk = ξ∗ke
√
−1θ is a vertex of the regular m-gon inscribed in the circle {z ∈ C | |z| = r}.

By pulling it back to CD(r), we obtain the assertion. �

Example 4.9. Note that the parametrization in Remark 2.2 can be obtained from

P−1

(

cos θ
sin θ

)

,

where P is the matrix in the proof of Proposition 2.6.

(1) By Theorem 4.5, the tight 5-design

Λ1
3 = {(±1, 0), (0,±1), (1,−1), (−1, 1)}

corresponds to the regular hexagon
{

(±1, 0),

(

1

2
,±

√
3

2

)

,

(

−1

2
,±

√
3

2

)}

via

P =

(

1 1
2

0
√
3
2

)

.

(2) By Theorem 4.5, the tight 5-design
{

±
(

2t+ 1

t2 + t+ 1
,
(t2 − 1)

t2 + t+ 1

)

,±
(

(t2 − 1)

t2 + t+ 1
,− t(t+ 2)

t2 + t+ 1

)

,±
(

− t(t+ 2)

t2 + t+ 1
,

2t+ 1

t2 + t+ 1

)}

in Theorem 5.5 corresponds to the regular hexagon
{

±
(

t2 + 4t+ 1

2(t2 + t+ 1)
,

√
3(t2 − 1)

2(t2 + t+ 1)

)

,±
(

t2 − 2t− 2

2(t2 + t+ 1)
,−

√
3t(t+ 2)

2(t2 + t+ 1)

)

,±
(

−2t2 − 2t+ 1

2(t2 + t+ 1)
,

√
3(2t+ 1)

2(t2 + t+ 1)

)}

via

P =

(

1 1
2

0
√
3
2

)

.

Let φ be as in the proof of Theorem 5.5. Then note that the latter regular hexagon is
a rotation of the regular hexagon in (1) by φ since

P−1

(

cosφ − sinφ
sinφ cosφ

)

P = Aφ

by the proof of Proposition 2.6.

Pandey [30, p. 1247 Remark] remarks that there is a one-to-one correspondence between spher-
ical n-designs and ellipsoidal n-designs. However, the rationality of design is not preserved
under the linear transformation P since P 6∈ M2(Q). Indeed, all rational tight 5-designs over
C3(r) are pull-backs of irrational tight 5-designs over S1. Therefore, to find rational designs,
it is more natural to consider ellipsoidal designs rather than spherical designs. See Section 5
for details.

11



In the rest of this section, we prove the following theorem:

Theorem 4.10. If there exists a rational tight design over CD(r), then D = 1 or D = 3.

By Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 4.5, if X is a tight design, then A2π/(n+1) ∈ M2(Q).

Lemma 4.11. If X is a tight design, then A2π/(n+1) ∈ M2(Q).

Proof. Suppose that X ⊂ CD(r) is a rational tight ellipsoidal n-design. Then, by Theorem 4.5,
there exists (x, y) ∈ X ∩Q2 such that (x, y)A2π/(n+1) ∈ Q2.

(1) Suppose that D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4). Since

A2π/(n+1) =

(

cos 2π/(n + 1) −
√
D sin 2π/(n + 1)

sin 2π/(n+1)√
D

cos 2π/(n + 1)

)

by Proposition 2.6,

A2π/(n+1)

(

x
y

)

=

(

x −y
y x

D

)(

cos 2π/(n + 1)√
D sin 2π/(n + 1)

)

.

This completes the proof since (x, y) ∈ Q2 and

det

(

x −y
y x

D

)

=
x2 +Dy2

D
=

r

D
∈ Q×.

(2) Suppose that D ≡ 3 (mod 4). Since

A2π/(n+1) =

(

cos 2π/(n + 1)− sin 2π/(n+1)√
D

− (D+1)

2
√
D

sin 2π/(n + 1)
2 sin 2π/(n+1)√

D
cos 2π/(n + 1) + sin 2π/(n+1)√

D

)

by Proposition 2.6,

A2π/(n+1)

(

x
y

)

=

(

x −2x+(D+1)y
2D

y 2x+y
D

)

(

cos 2π/(n + 1)√
D sin 2π/(n + 1)

)

.

This completes the proof since (x, y) ∈ Q2 and

det

(

x −2x+(D+1)y
2D

y 2x+y
D

)

=
2
(

x2 + xy + 1+D
4 y2

)

D
=

2r

D
∈ Q×.

�

However, if θ is a rational multiple of 2π, then the values of cos θ and sin θ are restricted.

Theorem 4.12 ([28, Corollary 3.12]). If θ ∈ 2πQ and sin θ ∈ Q (resp. cos θ ∈ Q), then
sin θ ∈ {0,±1,±1/2} (resp. cos θ ∈ {0,±1,±1/2}).
Proof of Theorem 4.10. Suppose that X ⊂ CD(r) is a rational tight ellipsoidal n-design.
Then, by Lemma 4.11, there exists t ∈ Q such that

sin 2π/(n + 1) = t
√
D, cos 2π/(n + 1) = ±

√

1− t2D ∈ Q.

By Theorem 4.12,
√
1− t2D = 0 or 1 or 1/2.

(1) If
√
1− t2D = 0, then t = ±1/

√
D ∈ Q. Since D is a square-free integer, we must

have D = 1.
(2) If

√
1− t2D = 1, then t = 0 by D ∈ Z>0. Therefore, sin 2π/(n + 1) = 0 and

cos 2π/(n + 1) = 1, which contradicts n ∈ N.
12



(3) If
√
1− t2D = 1/2, then t = ±

√
3/(2

√
D). Since D is a square-free integer, we must

have D = 3.

�

5. Relation to the PTE problem

Mishima et al. [27] developed a simple criterion for the construction of solutions of the
classical one-dimensional PTE problem via designs on the real line. In this section, we give
a criterion to construct a solution of the PTE problem from a pair of ellipsoidal designs
(Proposition 5.1). We discover a certain design structure in Borwein’s parametric solution of
the PTE problem, and moreover discuss a two-dimensional extension, in connection with the
parametric solution of the two-dimensional PTE problem found by Alpers and Tijdeman [1]
(Theorems 5.11 and 5.15). These results create novel two-way connections between ellipsoidal
design theory and the two-dimensional PTE problem.

Proposition 5.1. If there exists a pair of ellipsoidal n-designs with m points, then so does a
solution of degree n and size m for the two-dimensional PTE problem.

Proof. Let

1

m

∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y) =

∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y),

1

m

∑

(x′,y′)∈Y
P (x′, y′) =

∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y)

be a pair of ellipsoidal n-designs. Since O(Q) is an infinite group acting transitively on
CD(r), we can take M ∈ O(Q) such that X and M−1Y are disjoint if necessary. Since dτ is
O(Q)-invariant,

1

m

∑

(x′′,y′′)∈M−1Y

P (x′′, y′′) =
∫

CD(r)
P (x, y)dτ(x, y)

is also an ellipsoidal n-design. Therefore,
∑

(x,y)∈X
P (x, y) =

∑

(x′′,y′′)∈M−1Y

P (x′′, y′′),

which yields a solution of the two-dimensional PTE problem. Since O(Q) is an infinite group
acting transitively on CD(r), we can also obtain a parametric solution of the two-dimensional
PTE problem by taking various M . �

Remark 5.2. (1) By Theorem 2.12, the minimal shell Λ1
3 of the Eisenstein lattice is a 5-

design. Thus, by combining with Proposition 2.6 (2), we obtain a parametric solution
of the two-dimensional PTE problem. It was Mishima et al. [27] who first observed a
one-dimensional version of Proposition 5.1.

(2) In general, let G be an infinite group acting transitively on a set Ω. Then for any pair
of designs with respect to a G-invariant measure on Ω, we can construct a solution of
the r-dimensional PTE problem.

Definition 5.3. An ellipsoidal design is said to be rational if the coordinates of points are
all rational numbers. Similarly, we define a rational solution to the PTE problem.

Remark 5.4. For D = 1, it is not known whether there exists a rational 4-design (see Cui
et al. [14, §1.3]). They also mention that finding spherical designs X such that the inner
products between points in X are all rational is tantamount to finding rational designs on
some ellipsoid.
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As opposed to the suggestion by Cui et al., infinitely many rational designs for D 6= 1 are
included in the following parametric solution of the two-dimensional PTE problem (see also
Example 4.9):

Theorem 5.5. There exists an infinite family of rational ellipsoidal 5-design of the form

{

±
(

2t+ 1

t2 + t+ 1
,
(t2 − 1)

t2 + t+ 1

)

,±
(

(t2 − 1)

t2 + t+ 1
,− t(t+ 2)

t2 + t+ 1

)

,±
(

− t(t+ 2)

t2 + t+ 1
,

2t+ 1

t2 + t+ 1

)}

.

(11)

In particular, there exists a parametric rational ideal solution of the two-dimensional PTE
problem of the form

[

±
(

2t1 + 1

t21 + t1 + 1
,

(t21 − 1)

t21 + t1 + 1

)

,±
(

(t21 − 1)

t21 + t1 + 1
,− t1(t1 + 2)

t21 + t1 + 1

)

,±
(

− t1(t1 + 2)

t21 + t1 + 1
,

2t1 + 1

t21 + t1 + 1

)]

=5

[

±
(

2t2 + 1

t22 + t2 + 1
,

(t22 − 1)

t22 + t2 + 1

)

,±
(

(t22 − 1)

t22 + t2 + 1
,− t2(t2 + 2)

t22 + t2 + 1

)

,±
(

− t2(t2 + 2)

t22 + t2 + 1
,

2t2 + 1

t22 + t2 + 1

)]

,

(12)

where t1, t2 ∈ Q.

Proof. For any rational number t, the intersection of the line y = t(x − 1) and the ellipse
C3(1) are (1, 0) and ((t2 − 1)/(t2 + t + 1),−t(t + 2)/(t2 + t + 1)). The transformation that
sends (0,−1) to ((t2 − 1)/(t2 + t+ 1),−t(t+ 2)/(t2 + t+ 1)) is Aφ with

(cosφ, sinφ) =

(

t2 + 4t+ 1

2(t2 + t+ 1)
,

√
3(t2 − 1)

2(t2 + t+ 1)

)

.

Note that Λ1
3 = {(±1, 0), (0,±1), (1,−1), (−1, 1)} is a 5-design by Theorem 2.12 and dτ is

invariant under

Aφ =

(

2t+1
t2+t+1

− (t2−1)
t2+t+1

(t2−1)
t2+t+1

t(t+2)
t2+t+1

)

by Proposition 2.6 (2). Therefore, AφΛ
1
3 is also a rational design for all t ∈ Q. By combining

this with Proposition 5.1, we obtain the desired rational ideal solutions of the two-dimensional
PTE problem. �

Corollary 5.6. There exists a parametric rational ideal solution of the one-dimensional PTE
problem of the form

[

± (2t1 + 1)

t21 + t1 + 1
,± (t21 − 1)

t21 + t1 + 1
,± t1(t1 + 2)

t21 + t1 + 1

]

=5

[

± (2t2 + 1)

t22 + t2 + 1
,± (t22 − 1)

t22 + t2 + 1
,± t2(t2 + 2)

t22 + t2 + 1

]

,

(13)

where t1, t2 ∈ Q.

Borwein [8] found the following two-parametric solution:

Theorem 5.7 ([8, p. 88] Borwein’s solution). There exists a parametric ideal solution of the
one-dimensional PTE problem of the form

[±(2m+ 2n),±(nm+ n+m− 3),±(nm− n−m− 3)]

=5[±(2n − 2m),±(−nm+ n−m− 3),±(−nm− n+m− 3)].
(14)
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The r-dimensional PTE problem of degree m and size n (see [1]), asks whether there exists a
disjoint pair of multisets {(a11, . . . , a1r), . . . , (am1, . . . , amr)}, {(b11, . . . , b1r), . . . , (bm1, . . . , bmr)} ⊂
Zr for the system of equations

m
∑

i=1

ak1i1 · · · akrir =
m
∑

i=1

bk1i1 · · · bkrir (1 ≤ k1 + · · ·+ kr ≤ n).

Definition 5.8 (Cf. [8, p. 86, 87], [1, p. 405]). (1) A solution [a1, . . . ,am] =n [b1, . . . ,bm]
of the r-dimensional PTE problem contains a solution [c1, . . . , cm] =n [d1, . . . ,dm]
over Q if there exist M ∈ Mr(Q) and e = (e1, . . . , er) such that

{aiM}+ e = {ci}, {biM}+ e = {di}
as multisets.

(2) Two solutions of the r-dimensional PTE problem are equivalent if they contain each
other i.e., map each other by a linear transform.

(3) A solution [a1, . . . ,am] =n [b1, . . . ,bm] of the r-dimensional PTE problem is symmet-
ric if {ai} = {−ai} and {bi} = {−bi} as multisets.

Lemma 5.9. If a symmetric solution [a1, . . . ,am] =n [b1, . . . ,bm] of the r-dimensional PTE
problem contains a symmetric one [c1, . . . , cm] =n [d1, . . . ,dm], then e = 0.

Proof. This follows from
∑

i ai =
∑

i ci = 0. �

Definition 5.10. A solution [a1, . . . ,am] =n [b1, . . . ,bm] of the r-dimensional PTE problem
is linear if there exists S ⊂ {1, . . . ,m} such that

∑

i∈S ai =
∑

i∈S bi = 0.

In what follows, we compare our parametric solution (13) with Borwein’s solution.

Theorem 5.11. Borwein’s parametric solution contains our parametric solution (13) over Q.

Proof. Let

x1 = 2(n +m), x2 = −nm− n−m+ 3, y1 = 2(n−m), y2 = nm− n+m+ 3,

a1 =
2s + 1

s2 + s+ 1
, a2 =

s2 − 1

s2 + s+ 1
, b1 :=

2t+ 1

t2 + t+ 1
, b2 :=

t2 − 1

t2 + t+ 1
, b3 =

−t(t+ 2)

t2 + t+ 1
.

By Lemma 5.9, it is sufficient to prove that for all s, t ∈ Q, there exists A ∈ Q× such that


















Ax1 = a1,

Ax2 = a2,

Ay1 = b1,

Ay2 = b2 or b3.

(15)

Moreover, we prove that the fourth equation of (15) follows from the first three.
Let A 6= 0. Then n = (a1 + b1)/(4A) and m = (a1 − b1)/(4A) by the first and the third

equations of (15). We substitute it into the second equation of (15) to obtain

a2 = A(−nm− n−m+ 3) = −(a21 − b21)

16A
− a1

2
+ 3A,(16)

i.e.,
48A2 − 8(a1 + 2a2)A− (a21 − b21) = 0.

Thus,

A =
(a1 + 2a2)±

√

4a21 + 4a1a2 + 4a22 − 3b21
12

.
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Note that

a1 + 2a2 =
2s2 + 2s − 1

s2 + s+ 1
(17)

and

4a21 + 4a1a2 + 4a22 − 3b21 = 4− 3
(2t+ 1)2

(t2 + t+ 1)2
=

(2t2 + 2t− 1)2

(t2 + t+ 1)2

since a2 + a1a2 + a22 = 1 for (a1, a2) ∈ C3(1). Therefore, A is one of the following four cases:

(1) Suppose that

A =
1

12

(

2s2 + 2s − 1

s2 + s+ 1
+

2t2 + 2t− 1

t2 + t+ 1

)

=
(2st+ s+ t− 1)(2st+ s+ t+ 2)

12(s2 + s+ 1)(t2 + t+ 1)
.(18)

By assumptions,

a1 + b1 =
(s + t+ 1)(2st + s+ t+ 2)

(s2 + s+ 1)(t2 + t+ 1)
, a1 − b1 =

(t− s)(2st+ s+ t− 1)

(s2 + s+ 1)(t2 + t+ 1)
.

Thus, if (2st+ s+ t− 1)(2st + s+ t+ 2) 6= 0, then we have

n =
a1 + b1
4A

=
3(s + t+ 1)

2st+ s+ t− 1
, m =

a1 − b1
4A

=
3(t− s)

2st+ s+ t+ 2
.

By the first equation of (15) and eq. (16),

a2 = −Anm− a1
2

+ 3A.

By combining this with the third equation of (15),

Ay2 = A(nm− n+m+ 3) = −a1
2

− a2 −
b1
2

+ 6A.

By eqs. (17) and (18),

Ay2 =
1

2

(

−a1 − 2a2 −
(2t+ 1)

t2 + t+ 1
+

(

a1 + 2a2 +
2t2 + 2t− 1

t2 + t+ 1

))

= b2.

Here, note that by using the first three equalities of (15), the last step can be verified
without calculating m and n.

(2) Suppose that

A =
1

12

(

2s2 + 2s− 1

s2 + s+ 1
− 2t2 + 2t− 1

t2 + t+ 1

)

=
(s− t)(s+ t+ 1)

4(s2 + s+ 1)(t2 + t+ 1)
.

If (s− t)(s + t+ 1) 6= 0, then we have

n =
a1 + b1
4A

=
2st+ s+ t+ 2

s− t
, m =

a1 − b1
4A

=
−(2st+ s+ t− 1)

s+ t+ 1
.

Therefore, by the same argument as in Case (1),

Ay2 =
1

2

(

−a1 − 2a2 −
(2t+ 1)

t2 + t+ 1
+

(

a1 + 2a2 −
2t2 + 2t− 1

t2 + t+ 1

))

= b3.

In what follows, we treat the cases when the numerators of A in Cases (1) and (2)
are 0.

(3) First, we deal with the case when (2st+ s+ t− 1)(2st+ s+ t+ 2) = 0. If s = −1/2,
then (2st+ s+ t− 1)(2st+ s+ t+ 2) = −9/4 6= 0, which is a contradiction.

16



(a) Suppose that 2st+ s+ t− 1 = 0, i.e., t = −(s− 1)/(2s + 1). Let

A :=
2s2 + 2s− 1

6(s2 + s+ 1)
.(19)

Then the simultaneous equation has the solution

(m,n) =

(

0,
3(2s + 1)

2s2 + 2s− 1

)

.(20)

Since s = (1− t)/(2t+ 1), we obtain Ay2 = b3 by eqs. (19) and (20).
(b) Suppose that 2st+ s+ t+ 2 = 0, i.e., t = −(s+ 2)/(2s + 1). Let

A :=
2s2 + 2s− 1

6(s2 + s+ 1)
.(21)

Then the simultaneous equation has the solution

(m,n) =

(

3(2s + 1)

2s2 + 2s− 1
, 0

)

.(22)

Since s = −(t+ 2)/(2t + 1), we obtain Ay2 = b3 by eqs. (21) and (22).
(4) Next, we deal with the case when (s− t)(s + t+ 1) = 0.

(a) Suppose that t = s. Let

A :=
2s2 + 2s− 1

6(s2 + s+ 1)
.(23)

Then the equation has the solution

(m,n) =

(

0,
3(2s + 1)

2s2 + 2s− 1

)

.(24)

Since s = t, we obtain Ay2 = b2 by eqs. (23) and (24).
(b) Suppose that t = −s− 1. Let

A :=
2s2 + 2s− 1

6(s2 + s+ 1)
.(25)

Then the equation has the solution

(m,n) =

(

3(2s + 1)

2s2 + 2s− 1
, 0

)

.(26)

Since s = −t− 1, we obtain Ay2 = b2 by eqs. (25) and (26).

This completes the proof. �

Remark 5.12. (1) In the proof of Theorem 5.11, we can also solve the first three equa-
tions of (15) by Mathematica [35].

(2) There is a solution in Borwein’s parametric solution that is not contained in our
parametric solution. Indeed, if we substitute (m,n) = (2, 4) in Borwein’s solution,
then we obtain

[±1,±11,±12] =5 [±4,±9,±13]
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of [8, p. 87]. This solution is not equivalent to our solution (13) over Q. Indeed,
suppose contrary. Then there exists A ∈ Q such that

532A2 = 2A2(12 + 112 + 122)

= 2

(

(

2t+ 1

t2 + t+ 1

)2

+

(

− (t2 − 1)

t2 + t+ 1

)2

+

(

t(t+ 2)

t2 + t+ 1

)2
)

= 4.

Therefore, A2 = 1/133, which contradicts A ∈ Q.

We now turn to a two-dimensional extension of Borwein’s solution.

Proposition 5.13 (Two-dimensional Borwein solution). There exists a parametric rational
ideal solution of the two-dimensional PTE problem of the form

[±(2(n +m),−nm− n−m+ 3),±(−nm− n−m+ 3, nm− n−m− 3),±(nm− n−m− 3, 2(n +m))]

=5 [±(2(n −m), nm− n+m+ 3),±(nm− n+m+ 3,−nm− n+m− 3),±(−nm− n+m− 3, 2(n −m))]

=5 [±(2(n −m),−nm− n+m− 3),±(−nm− n+m− 3, nm− n+m+ 3),±(nm− n+m+ 3, 2(n −m))].

(27)

Proof. We can check it by direct calculation. Indeed, the sums of xk or yk for 0 ≤ k ≤ 5
coincides by Theorem 5.7. By the symmetry, the sums of odd monomials are 0. The sums of
xy, x3y, x2y2 and xy3 are −2(m2+3)(n2+3), −2(m2+3)2(n2+3)2, 2(m2+3)2(n2+3)2 and
−2(m2 + 3)2(n2 + 3)2 respectively. �

In what follows, we prove that the Alpers–Tijdeman solution (3) contains the two-dimensional
Borwein solution (27), hence our solution (12) over Q by Theorem 5.11.

Theorem 5.14 ([1, §2.4] Alpers–Tijdeman solution). There exists a parametric rational ideal
solution of the two-dimensional PTE problem of the form

[(0, 0), (2a + b, b), (3a + b, 3a+ 3b), (2a, 6a + 4b), (−b, 6a + 3b), (−a − b, 3a+ b)]

=5 [(2a, 0), (3a + b, 3a+ b), (2a + b, 6a + 3b), (0, 6a + 4b), (−a− b, 3a+ 3b), (−b, b)]

We denote the first six points of the Alpers–Tijdeman solution by {(αi, βi)}6i=1. Suppose
that (3) contains (12) over Q. Since (12) is symmetric, there exist

M :=

(

A B
C D

)

∈ M2(Q), e :=

(

E
F

)

∈ Q2

such that
(

6(A + 3B)a+ 12Bb
6(C + 3D)a+ 12Db

)

+ 6

(

E
F

)

=

6
∑

i=1

M

(

αi

βi

)

+ 6e = 0,

i.e.
(

E
F

)

=

(

−(A+ 3B)a− 2Bb
−(C + 3D)a− 2Db

)

.

After the above linear transformation, the solution (3) is equivalent to

[±(−(A+ 3B)a− 2Bb,−(C + 3D)a− 2Db),

±((−A+ 3B)a+ (−A+B)b, (−C + 3D)a+ (−C +D)b),±(2Aa+ (A+B)b, 2Ca+ (C +D)b)]

=5 [±((A− 3B)a− 2Bb, (C − 3D)a− 2Db),

±(−2Aa+ (−A+B)b,−2Ca+ (−C +D)b),±((A+ 3B)a+ (A+B)b, (C + 3D)a+ (C +D)b)] ,

(28)
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which is a symmetric solution with three linear points in each side.

Theorem 5.15. The Alpers–Tijdeman solution (3) contains the two-dimensional Borwein
solution (27) over Q, hence our parametric solution (12) over Q.

Proof. (1) We prove that the solution (28) contains the solution

[±(2(n +m),−nm− n−m+ 3),±(−nm− n−m+ 3, nm− n−m− 3),±(nm− n−m− 3, 2(n +m))]

=5 [±(2(n −m), nm− n+m+ 3),±(nm− n+m+ 3,−nm− n+m− 3),±(−nm− n+m− 3, 2(n −m))],

(29)

i.e. for all m,n ∈ Q, there exist A, B, C, D, a, b ∈ Q such that

±(−(A+ 3B)a− 2Bb,−(C + 3D)a− 2Db) = ±(2(n +m),−nm− n−m+ 3),

±((−A+ 3B)a+ (−A+B)b, (−C + 3D)a+ (−C +D)b) = ±(−nm− n−m+ 3, nm− n−m− 3),

±(2Aa+ (A+B)b, 2Ca+ (C +D)b) = ±(nm− n−m− 3, 2(n +m)),

±((A− 3B)a− 2Bb, (C − 3D)a− 2Db) = ±(2(n −m), nm− n+m+ 3),

±(−2Aa+ (−A+B)b,−2Ca+ (−C +D)b) = ±(nm− n+m+ 3,−nm− n+m− 3),

±((A+ 3B)a+ (A+B)b, (C + 3D)a+ (C +D)b) = ±(−nm− n+m− 3, 2(n −m)).

(30)

By the linearity, the third (resp. the sixth) equation of (30) follow from the first and
the second (resp. the fourth and the fifth) equations. By the symmetry, it is sufficient
to prove eq. (30) for positive signs. To solve the first, second and the fourth equations
of (30), we solve the following system of equations over Q:

(−A− 3B)a− 2Bb = 2(n +m),(31)

(−A+ 3B)a+ (−A+B)b = −nm− n−m+ 3,(32)

(A− 3B)a− 2Bb = 2(n −m),(33)

(−C − 3D)a− 2Db = −nm− n−m+ 3,(34)

(−C + 3D)a+ (−C +D)b = nm− n−m− 3,(35)

(C − 3D)a− 2Db = nm− n+m+ 3.(36)

Suppose m = 0. Let a = 0 and b = 1. Then B = −n by eqs. (31) and (33), and
A = −3 by eq. (32). We have D = (n−3)/2 by eqs. (34) and (36). Thus C = 3(n+1)/2
by eq. (35).

The fifth equation of (30) follows by substituting the values of A, B, C, D, a and b
into eqs. (28) and (29). Therefore, the Alpers–Tijdeman solution contains the solution
(29).

Suppose m 6= 0. Let a = 1. Then by eqs. (31) and (33), we have

A = −2m, b = −n/B − 3/2.(37)

Substituting eq. (37) into eq. (32),

3B2 + (2mn− 6)B − 4mn = 0.

Thus, B = 2 or B = −2mn/3. By taking B = −2mn/3, we have b = −3(m−1)/(2m).
By eqs. (34) and (36), we have

C = m(n+ 1), D = m(n− 3)/3.
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The fifth equation of (30) follows by substituting the values of A, B, C, D, a and b
into eqs. (28) and (29). Therefore, the Alpers–Tijdeman solution contains the solution
(29).

(2) We prove the solution (28) contains the solution

[±(2(n +m),−nm− n−m+ 3),±(−nm− n−m+ 3, nm− n−m− 3),±(nm− n−m− 3, 2(n +m))]

=5 [±(2(n −m),−nm− n+m− 3),±(−nm− n+m− 3, nm− n+m+ 3),±(nm− n+m+ 3, 2(n −m))].

(38)

By the same argument as in Case (1), it is sufficient to solve the following system of
equations over Q:

(−A− 3B)a− 2Bb = 2(n+m),(39)

(−A+ 3B)a+ (−A+B)b = −nm− n−m+ 3,(40)

(A− 3B)a− 2Bb = 2(n−m),(41)

(−C − 3D)a− 2Db = −nm− n−m+ 3,(42)

(C − 3D)a− 2Db = −nm− n+m− 3.(43)

Let a = 1. Then by eqs. (39) and (41), we have

A = −2m, b = −n/B − 3/2.(44)

Substituting eq. (44) to eq. (40), B = 2 or B = −2mn/3 by the proof of Case (1).
Take B = 2. By eqs. (42) and (43) and b = −(n+ 3)/2, we have

C = m− 3, D = −m− 1.

Therefore, by substituting the values of A, B, C, D, a and b into eqs. (28) and (29),
we can check that the Alpers–Tijdeman solution contains the solution (38).

�

Theorem 5.11 states that Borwein’s parametric solution includes a design structure. How
about the design structure in another parametric solution?

Theorem 5.16 ([10, pp. 629–630] Chernick’s solution). There exists a parametric ideal so-
lution of the one-dimensional PTE problem of the form

[±(−5m2 + 4mn− 3n2),±(−3m2 + 6mn+ 5n2),±(−m2 − 10mn− n2)]

=5[±(−5m2 + 6mn+ 3n2),±(−3m2 − 4mn− 5n2),±(−m2 + 10mn− n2)].

Theorem 5.17. Chernick’s parametric solution is not equivalent to our parametric solution
(13) over Q.

Proof. Suppose contrary. Then there exists A ∈ Q such that

14A2(5m2 + 2mn+ n2)(m2 − 2mn+ 5n2) = 4

since

(−5m2 + 4mn− 3n2)2 + (−3m2 + 6mn+ 5n2)2 + (−m2 − 10mn − n2)2

=7(5m2 + 2mn+ n2)(m2 − 2mn+ 5n2).

If n = 0, then 70A2m4 = 4, which contradicts A, m ∈ Q. Thus n 6= 0. Let x := m/n,
y := 2/(An) and consider the smooth curve

C : y2 = 14(5x2 + 2x+ 1)(x2 − 2x+ 5)
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of genus 1. Since C(Q7) = ∅, we conclude that C(Q) = ∅.
Indeed, suppose that there exists (x, y) ∈ C(Q). If x ∈ Z, then by reducing x mod 7, the

7-adic valuation of the right hand side is 1, which is impossible. Thus, x 6∈ Z. Write x = u/7n

for some n ∈ N and u ∈ Q such that ord7(u) = 0. Then

(72ny)2 = 14(5u2 + 2u · 7n + 72n)(u2 − 2 · 7n + 5 · 72n).
Since ord7(u) = 0, the 7-adic valuation of the right hand side is 1, which is impossible. This
completes the proof. �

Remark 5.18. We can also check C(Q7) = ∅ by “IsLocallySoluble” command of MAGMA
[9].

6. Concluding remarks

There exists an ellipsoidal n-design (with possibly sufficiently many points) by the following
theorem:

Theorem 6.1 ([2]). Let f1, . . . , fl be continuous functions on a closed interval [a, b]. Then
there exist x1, . . . , xN ∈ [a, b] such that

1

N

N
∑

i=1

fk(xi) =
1

b− a

∫ b

a
fk(t)dt for every k = 1, . . . , l.

Indeed, we can take [a, b] = [0, 2π] and

fi,j(t) :=

{

(
√
r cos t)i(

√
r sin t/

√
D)j (D ≡ 1, 2 (mod 4)),

(
√
r(cos t− sin t/

√
D))i(2

√
r sin t/

√
D)j (D ≡ 3 (mod 4))

with 0 ≤ i + j ≤ n as fk’s in our case. For a refinement of [2] including the asymptotic
behavior of the number of points of spherical designs, we refer the readers to [7, Theorem 1].

Cui et al. [14, Theorem 1.3] showed the existence of designs over S1 whose one component
is in Q(

√
q | q is a prime). Similar results can also be obtained for ellipsoidal designs, but we

will not go into them in this paper.

* * *

Mishima et al. [27] classified all designs of degree 5 with 6 rational points for Chebyshev

measure (1 − t2)−1/2dt/π and then obtained the following parametric ideal solutions for the
classical PTE problem:

[

±(2t21 − 22t1 − 13)

14(t21 + t1 + 1)
,±(−13t21 − 4t1 + 11)

14(t21 + t1 + 1)
,±(11t21 + 26t1 + 2)

14(t21 + t1 + 1)

]

=5

[

±(2t22 − 22t2 − 13)

14(t22 + t2 + 1)
,±(−13t22 − 4t2 + 11)

14(t22 + t2 + 1)
,±(11t22 + 26t2 + 2)

14(t22 + t2 + 1)

]

(t1, t2 ∈ Q).

(45)

This ideal solution is not equivalent to our parametric solution (13) over Q. Suppose contrary.
Then by considering sums of squares, there exists A ∈ Q such that 3A2 = 4, i.e., A2 = 4/3,
which is a contradiction.

It is remarkable that the parametric solution (45) is obtained from C3(3/4). Indeed,

Proposition 6.2. Let

x′1 :=
2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, x′2 :=

−13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, x′3 :=

11t2 + 26t+ 2

14(t2 + t+ 1)
.
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Then,
{±(x′1, x

′
2),±(x′2, x

′
3),±(x′3, x

′
1)} ⊂ C3(3/4)

is an ellipsoidal 5-design.

Proof. Since

x′21 + x′1x
′
2 + x′22 = x′22 + x′2x

′
3 + x′23 = x′23 + x′3x

′
1 + x′21 =

3

4
,

we obtain
±(x′1, x

′
2), ±(x′2, x

′
3), ±(x′3, x

′
1) ∈ C3(3/4).

Since Λ
3/4
3 = ∅, Theorem 2.12 is not directly applicable, but the conditions on moments can

be checked by direct calculation by using Remark 2.2 (2). �

By applying the ‘product formula’ (see [33]) to 5-designs with 6 rational points as in

(45), we can construct a 5-design with 62 rational points for the product measure
∏2

i=1(1 −
xi)

−1/2dxdy/π2, and thereby obtain a solution of the two-dimensional PTE problem of degree
5 and size 36. Whereas, the parametric solution (45) given by Propositions 5.1 and 6.2 has
only 6 rational points. These observations, together with theoretical results given in Section
5, imply that the study of interrelations between the PTE problem and the design theory is
very promising.

For example, the following problem is very important:

Problem 6.3. Does Borwein’s parametric solution contain other design structures?

To study the interrelations between the r-dimensional PTE problem and geometric designs
is also left for a challenging future work.

* * *

Coppersmith et al. [12] obtained ideal solutions of the PTE problem over imaginary qua-
dratic fields with class number 1. They constructed ideal solutions with degree 9, 11 over
Z[
√
−1], degree 8 over Z[

√
−2] and degree 8, 11 over Z[

√
−3]. On the other hand, we can

construct the following curious parametric solution over imaginary quadratic fields with class
number possibly ≥ 2:

Proposition 6.4. There exists a parametric ideal solution of the PTE problem of the form
[

z1,
−z1 − 3±

√

−3z21 − 6z1 − 5

2

]

=2

[

z2,
−z2 − 3±

√

−3z22 − 6z2 − 5

2

]

.(46)

Proof. Consider the following complex integration:

ak := − 1

4π
√
−1

∫

S1⊂C

zke−
2
z dz.

Then it is sufficient to determine z1, z2, z3 such that

1

3
zk1 +

1

3
zk2 +

1

3
zk3 = ak(47)

for k = 1, 2. Since ak = (−2)k/(k + 1)! by the residue theorem,

z1 + z2 + z3 = 3a1 = −3,

z21 + z23 + z23 = 3a2 = 2.

By the first equality, z3 = −z1 − z2 − 3. We substitute it into the second to obtain

2z21 + 2z22 + 2z1z2 + 6z1 + 6z2 + 7 = 0.
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Then we obtain

z1 =
−z2 − 3±

√

−3z22 − 6z2 − 5

2
.

Therefore, we obtain eq. (46). �

By specializing z1 and z2, we can obtain solutions of the PTE problem of degree 2 over
imaginary quadratic fields with class number ≥ 2.

Definition 6.5. A solution of the one-dimensional PTE problem is called a solution of class
number h if all the solutions are in a number field of class number h. For the r-dimensional
PTE problem, it means that all the components of solutions are in a number field of class
number h.

Example 6.6. (1) Let (z1, z2) = (−2, 0) in eq. (46). Then we obtain the following ideal
solution of the PTE problem of class number 2:

[

−2,
−1±

√
−5

2

]

=2

[

0,
−3±

√
−5

2

]

.

(2) Let (z1, z2) = (−3, 1) in eq. (46). Then we obtain the following ideal solution of the
PTE problem of class number 4:

[

−3,±
√
−14

2

]

=2

[

1,
−4±

√
−14

2

]

.

Actually, the integration ak appeared in eq. (46) is the k-th moment of Bessel polynomials

yn(z) :=

n
∑

k=0

(n+ k)!

(n− k)!k!

(z

2

)k
.

An ellipsoidal design for D = 1, i.e. a spherical design over S1, is closely related to Gegen-
bauer polynomials (for example see [31, Section 5]). As with Gegenbauer polynomials, Bessel
polynomials are also in the class of classical orthogonal polynomials (see [31, §2.1] for the
definition) and are orthogonal with respect to the weight function

w(z) = − 1

4π
√
−1

e−
2
z ,

where the path of integration is S1 ⊂ C, i.e.,
∫

S1

ym(z)yn(z)w(z)dz = 0

for m 6= n (cf. [24, p. 104]). In [25], the first author proved the existence and non-existence of
‘weighted’ designs for the weight function of Bessel polynomials, as an extension of results of
Sawa–Uchida [31] for classical orthogonal polynomials such as Hermite, Legendre and Jacobi
polynomials.

From designs for Bessel polynomials, we also found the following ideal solution of degree 3:
[

±
√
−13

3
,
−6 +

√
−11

3
,
−6−

√
−11

3

]

=3

[

−3 + 2
√
−1

3
,
−2− 3

√
−1

3
,
−7−

√
7−

√

−8 + 2
√
7

6
,
−7 +

√
7 +

√

−8− 2
√
7

6

]

.

We close this paper by mentioning some open questions, to which we intend to return.
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Problem 6.7. (1) Does there exist an infinite family of designs of degree ≥ 3 for Bessel
polynomials? If this is the case, how large can be the class number of the corresponding
parametric solution of the one-dimensional PTE problem?

(2) Explore the connection between ellipsoidal designs and designs for Bessel polynomials.
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