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Abstract

Let 2.0,,41 denote the doubled Odd graph with vertex set X on a set of cardinality
2m + 1, where m > 1. Fix a vertex zop € X. Let A := A(xo) denote the centralizer
algebra of the stabilizer of z¢ in the automorphism group of 2.0m41, and T := T'(zo) the
Terwilliger algebra of 2.0p,+1. In this paper, we first give a basis of A by considering the
action of the stabilizer of ¢ on X x X and determine the dimension of A. Furthermore,
we give three subalgebras of A such that their direct sum is A as vector space. Next,
for m > 3 we find all isomorphism classes of irreducible T-modules to display the
decomposition of T in a block-diagonalization form. Finally, we show that the two
algebras A and T coincide. This result tells us that the graph 2.0p,41 may be the
first example of bipartite but not @-polynomial distance-transitive graph for which the
corresponding centralizer algebra and Terwilliger algebra are equal.
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1 Introduction

The Terwilliger algebra of a commutative association scheme was first introduced in [§];
there it was called the subconstituent algebra. In general, this algebra is a finite-dimensional,
semisimple C-algebra and is non-commutative. The Terwilliger algebra has been successfully
used for studying the commutative association schemes and the distance-regular graphs, in
particular the @-polynomial distance-regular graphs.

Let T' = (Y, E) denote a distance-regular graph with vertex set Y and edge set E. Fix a
vertex € Y. It is known that the Terwilliger algebra of I with respect to x is a subalgebra
of the centralizer algebra of the stabilizer of x in the automorphism group of I". The above
two algebras do not coincide in general. However, it was proved that these two algebras
are equal for some distance-regular graphs, for example, the Hamming graphs, the Johnson
graphs, the ordinary Cycle graphs, the folded n-cubes, the halved n-cubes and the halved
folded 2n-cubes. An interesting and important problem is to find all distance-regular graphs
for which the above two algebras are equal.

The present paper is about the Terwilliger algebra of the doubled Odd graph, and one
of its main aims is proving the above two algebras are equal. Before displaying the main
results, let us briefly recall the doubled Odd graph and its folded graph: the Odd graph.
For an integer m > 1, let S = {1,2,...,2m + 1}. Let X = (i) U (mil), where (i) denotes
the collection of a-subsets of S. The doubled Odd graph on S, denoted by 2.0,,41, is
described as the graph whose vertex set is X, where two distinct vertices, say x,y, are
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adjacent whenever © C y or y C z. It is easy to see that the path-length distance is given
by

Oz, y) = |z Uy —z Nyl = |z| +|y| = 2z Ny| (z,y € X). (1)

By folding 2.0,,+1, we can obtain the Odd graph on S. This graph, denoted by O,,+1,
has vertex set 2 := ( i ), where two m-subsets are adjacent whenever they are disjoint. It
is known that 2.0,,41 is the antipodal 2-cover of O,,11, and that 2.0,,41 (resp. Opi1)
is bipartite but not @-polynomial (resp. almost-bipartite Q-polynomial) distance-transitive
graph. For more information on the two graphs, we refer to [3].

For 2.0,,41, fix the vertex o = {1,2,...,m} and view it as the base vertex. Let
A = A(xo) and T := T(z) denote the centralizer algebra of the stabilizer of x¢ in the
automorphism group of 2.0,,,+1 and the Terwilliger algebra of 2.0,,1, respectively.

In this paper, we first give a basis of A by considering the action of the stabilizer of z
on X x X and determine the dimension of A by computing the dimension of & since we
find dim(A)=4(dim(«7)), where &7 := &/ (x) denotes the corresponding centralizer algebra
of Opt1 (see Theorem [B4). Furthermore, we also give three subalgebras of A such that
their direct sum is A as vector space (see Proposition B and Corollary [3:6).

After displaying some results on A, we then turn to the algebra 7. In [5], B.V.C.
Collins investigated the relationship between the Terwilliger algebra of an almost-bipartite
distance-regular graph and that of its antipodal 2-cover. We know from this paper that
T is closely related to 7 := J(xp) which denotes the Terwilliger algebra of O,,11. For
the algebra 7, J.S. Caughman et al. [4] characterized some properties on the irreducible
Z-modules, and Q. Kong et al. [7] determined the dimension of .7. Based on some results
from these papers, for m > 3 we give all isomorphism classes of irreducible 7 -modules and
further give all isomorphism classes of irreducible T-modules. Consequently, we describe a
decomposition of T"in a block-diagonalization form by using all the homogeneous components
of the standard module V := C¥X, each of which is a nonzero subspace of V spanned by
the irreducible T-modules that are isomorphic (see Theorem [8); this work is originally
motivated by the fact that T' is isomorphic to a direct sum of full matrix algebras. We
remark that the decomposition of T in Theorem A8 might be useful in coding theory to
derive code upper bounds for 2.0,,,+1 via semidefinite programming.

Finally, we prove that the two algebras A and T are equal and naturally, we obtain
a basis of T (see Theorem [LT1]). This result tells us that the graph 2.0,,; may be the
first example of bipartite but not @-polynomial distance-transitive graph for which the
corresponding centralizer algebra and Terwilliger algebra are equal.

We display some results on the algebras &/ and 7 in the Appendix; in particular, we
prove that <7 is the same as .7 and give a decomposition of .7 for m > 3. These results are
important and necessary for our discussions on 2.0,,1.

We remark that the technique of this paper is as an extension of the approach used in
[6] on the study of the Terwilliger algebra of the halved n-cube.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some concepts and basic facts concerning distance-regular graphs
and Terwilliger algebras.

Let C denote the complex number field and let Y denote a nonempty finite set. Let
V := CY denote the column vectors space with coordinates indexed by Y. We endow V
with the Hermitian inner product <, > that satisfies < u,v >= u'® for u,v € V, where t
denotes transpose and ~ denotes complex conjugation. Let Maty (C) denote the C-algebra
of matrices with rows and columns indexed by Y. Observe that Maty (C) naturally acts on
V' by left multiplication; we call V' the standard module.



Let T' = (Y, E) denote a finite, undirected, connected graph, without loops or multiple
edges, with path-length distance function 0, and diameter D := max{d(z,y) | z,y € Y}.
We say T is distance-transitive if for every ¢ (0 <4 < D) and all pairs of vertices (z,y) and
(u,v) satisfying 9(x,y) = d(u,v) = i, there is an automorphism that maps z to v and y to
v. We say I is distance-reqular whenever for all integers 7, j,h (0 < i,5,h < D) and for all
vertices z,y € Y such that 9(x,y) = h, the number p?j =Nz eY |0(x,2) =1,0(z,y) = j}
is independent of x and y. Observe that the property of distance-transitivity implies the
property of distance-regularity. Next, we assume I' is distance-regular.

Fix a vertex z € Y and view it as the “base vertex”. Let Aut,(I') denote the stabilizer
of z in the automorphism group of I'. For a matrix M € Maty (C), we say M is invariant
under o € Aut, (') if M(gy 5z) = My, for all y,z € Y. The centralizer algebra of Aut,(T")
is the set of matrices that are invariant under any element of Aut,(I"). In the following,
we shall introduce three subalgebras of the centralizer algebra of Aut,(I"): the Bose-Mesner
algebra, the dual Bose-Mesner algebra and the Terwilliger algebra.

For 0 < i < D, let A; € Maty (C) denote the i-th distance matriz of I': the (y, z)-entry
of A; is 1if 9(y, z) =i and 0 otherwise. It is known that the matrices Ag, A1,..., Ap span
a subalgebra of Maty (C). This subalgebra is called the Bose-Mesner algebra of T' and is
denoted by M. It turns out that M is generated by the adjacency matriz A;. By [3, p. 45],
M has another basis Ey, F1, ..., Ep called the primitive idempotents of I'. We say that I is
Q-polynomial with respect to a given ordering Fy, E1, ..., Ep of the primitive idempotents
if there are polynomials ¢; of degree i (0 < i < D) such that E; = ¢;(E1), where the matrix
multiplication is entrywise.

For 0 < i < D, let the diagonal matrix Ef := E(z) € Maty (C) denote the i-th dual
idempotent of T': the (y,y)-entry of E} is 1 if J(z,y) = ¢ and 0 otherwise. It is known that
E§,E%, ..., E% span a commutative subalgebra M* := M*(z) of Maty (C) and M* is called
the dual Bose-Mesner algebra of T with respect to x.

Let T := T'(x) denote the subalgebra of Maty (C) generated by M and M*. The algebra
T is called the Terwilliger (or subconstituent) algebra of T' with respect to x. This algebra is
a finite-dimensional, semisimple C-algebra and is non-commutative in general ([8]).

By a T-module, we mean a subspace W of V such that BW C W for all B € T. Let
W, W' denote T-modules. Then W, W’ are said to be T-isomorphic (isomorphic for short)
whenever there exists an isomorphism of vector spaces ¢: W — W' such that

(B¢ —¢B)W =0 forall B€T.

A T-module W is said to be irreducible whenever W # 0 and W contains no T-modules
other than 0 and W. We remark that any two non-isomorphic irreducible T-modules are
orthogonal. Furthermore, every nonzero T-module is an orthogonal direct sum of irreducible
T-modules; in particular, the standard module V is also an orthogonal direct sum of irre-
ducible T-modules.

Let W be an irreducible T-module. By the multiplicity with which W appears in V', we
mean the number of irreducible T-modules in the above sum which are isomorphic to W.
The diameter (vesp. dual diameter) of W is defined as [{i | 0 < i < D,EfW # 0}| — 1
(resp. {i |0 <4i< D,EW # 0} —1). W is said to be thin (resp. dual thin) whenever
dim(EfW) < 1 (resp. dim(E;W) < 1) for all 0 < ¢ < D. Note that W is thin (resp.
dual thin) if and only if the diameter (resp. dual diameter) of W is equal to dim(W) — 1.
By the endpoint of W, we mean min{i | 0 < ¢ < D, EfW # 0}. Next, we suppose I' is
Q-polynomial with respect to the given ordering {E;}2 . By the dual endpoint of W, we
mean min{i | 0 < ¢ < D, E;W # 0}). It is known that W is thin if and only if W is dual
thin.

See [8] for more information on the Terwilliger algebra.



3 The centralizer algebra of 2.0,

In this section, we will describe a concrete basis of the centralizer algebra of 2.0,,41. For the
rest of this paper, we can choose the vertex xo := {1,2,...,m} € X as the base vertex since
2.0 41 is distance-transitive. Let Aut(2.0,,+1) denote the automorphism group of 2.0, 41
and Autg,(2.0,,41) the stabilizer of o in Aut(2.0,,41). By [BL p. 260], Aut(2.0,,41) is
(up to isomorphic) sym(S) x Zs, i.e., it permutes the 2m 4 1 elements in S and transforms
z toZ: =95 —x for any x € X. Then we can readily verify that Aut,,(2.0,,41) is (up to
isomorphic) sym(zg) x sym(S — xo).
It is clear that a partition of X x X is given by the following four subsets:

S S S S
o= ()0 =)+ (3.)

S S S S
Kmtr.m) = <m—|— 1> % <m> Km+1mt1) = <m+ 1> g <m+ 1>'

To each ordered pair (y,z) € X x X, we associate the four-tuple (¢, j, ¢, p):
Q(yaz) = (iajvtap)v where i = |{E0 ﬂy|, ] = |I0 N Z|a = |yﬁ2|, p= |I0 ﬁyﬁ Z| (2)

Observe that 0 <i,5,p<m,0<t<m+1and 0 < p < min{i,j,t}.
Define Z(,, ) to be the set of all four-tuples (4, j,t, p) that occur as o(y, z) = (4,4,t,p)
for some y, 2 € X(y,m), that is,

I(m,m) = {(ivjatvp) | Q(yaz) = (ivjatvp)a (yvz) € X(m,m)} (3)
Similarly, we may define
I(m,m—i—l) = {(iajvtap) | Q(yvz) = (iajvtap)v (yvz) € X(m,m-{-l)}v (4)

Tims1,m) = {064, 6,0) | 0(y, 2) = (6,5, ,0), (¥, 2) € X(mt1,m) }
and  Zoni1me) = {(64,60) | 0y, 2) = (1,4,6,0), (4, 2) € Xnt1,m41) -
Proposition 3.1. For m > 1, the following (i)—(iv) hold.
(i) The set Lim, m) is
{G. g tp) | 0<dyj <m, max{i 5 —m,m—1—i—j}<t<m-—li-j,
max{0,i+j—m,i+t—m,j+t—m}<p< (5)
min{i, j,t,i+j+t+1—m}}.
Moreover, the cardinality of Ly m) is (mz-4).
(ii) The set i m+1) 5

i—min{i,m—jm—ti—j—t+m+1}<p< (6)
i —max{0,i— j,i —t,m —j—t}}.
Moreover, the cardinality of Zim,m+1) 18 (mz-4).

(iii) The set Limq1,m) is
]—mln{m—l,j,m—t,j—Z—t—|—m—|—1}Spg
j—max{0,j —i,j—t,m—i—t}}.

m+4) )

Moreover, the cardinality of Zim1,m) 18 ( 1



(iv) The set Limi1,m+1) 18

{G,d,:t,p) [ 0<4,5 <m, 14max{i+j—m—1,m—i—j}<t<m+1-li—j|,
itj—mamax{0,m—i—jt—i—1,t—j—1}<p<i+j—mt
min{m—i,m—j,t—l,m—i—j—l—t}}.

m+4) )

Moreover, the cardinality of Zimi1,m+1) 8 ( 1

Proof. (i) Immediate from Proposition L.14lin the Appendix and the fact that the set Z(,, )
is the same as the set Z,, in ([24)) for the Odd graph O, 1.
(ii) To give (@), we first define a map from X, 41y t0 X (3, m) by

(y,2) = (y,z), wherez =S8 —z. (7)

Clearly, the above map is a bijection. For any given (y,2) € X(m m+1), We associate the
four-tuple (i, j,t,p) € Zm,m+1): 0y, 2) = (4,7, t,p). Under this bijection, it is easy to verify
that the corresponding (y, Z) is associated with the four-tuple (i, m —j,m—t,i—p) € T )
o(y,z) = (i,m — j,m —t,i — p). Therefore, the bijection (7)) naturally induces the following
bijection from Z(,;, 1) 10 L, m):

(iujatup)%(i7m_j7m_tui_p)' (8)

This immediately implies that the cardinality of Z,, ,,11) is equal to that of Z(,, .., i-e.,
I Z(m,m+1)| = (mfl). Since the four-tuple (i,m — j,m —t,i —p) € Z(y, m), then we can easily
obtain (@) by substituting this four-tuple into (&) and simplifying the result.
(iii) Use a similar argument used in the proof of (ii). The map from X(;,41,m) t0 X m):
(y,2) = (¥, 2), naturally induces a bijection from Z(,41,m) t0 Z(y,m):
(ivjutap) - (m - ivjvm - taj _p)'
(iv) Use a similar argument used in the proof of (ii). The map from X, 1 m1) to
Xm,m): (4,2) = (7, 2), naturally induces a bijection from Z(,,41,m+1) 10 Z(m,m):
(1,7, t,p) > (m—i,m—j,t—1,m—1i—j+Dp). O

For each (4, ],t,p) € Z(m,m), we further define the associated set

X5 = {(y,2) € X(namy | 0(y,2) = (i, 4, ,p)}- (9)
Similarly, for each (i, j,t,p) € Zim,m+1), we define

X0 = {(y,2) € X(mams1) | 0:2) = (i3, 1,0)};

for each (i, j, t,p) € Z(pm+1,m), we define

X0 = {(y,2) € Ximgramy | 0y, 2) = (i, ,4,0)};

for each (ivja tvp) € I(m-i—l,m-i—l)a we define

X((:;LJ.;-tl);i)n.kl) = {(y72) € X(m+1,m+1) | Q(yuz) = (Zvjutap)}

Observe that the subsets X((:;’lj’t’p) (i,7,t,P) € Lim,m), give a partition of X, ). The

m) 0
((;J;i’i)l), X ((:éjfl’pzl) and X ((;flpr)n +1)- Therefore, all these subsets

give a partition of X x X. Below, we give their respective meanings.

similar result applies to X

Proposition 3.2. With notation as above, the following (i)—(iv) hold.



(i) The sets X((:;;j’;’f), (4,7,t,p) € Lim,m), are the orbits of X, m) under the action of
Autmo (20777,-‘,-1)

(ii) The sets X((:njji)l) (4,7,t,0) € Zim,m+1), are the orbits of X(m m1) under the action

of Auty,(2.0m41).

(iii) The sets X “70P)

(m+l7m) ’

of Auty,(2.0m41).

(4,7,t,0) € Zimt1,m), are the orbits of X(mi1,m) under the action

(iv) The sets X((Z’]J’rl’pzwl) (4,7,t,P) € Zimt1,m+1), are the orbits of X(my1,m+1) under the

action of Auty,(2.0pm41).

Proof. (i) Immediate from Proposition I3 in the Appendix and the observation that
Auty,(2.041) is the same as Auty,(Omq1) and Xy = 27 x 2.
(ii)~(iv) Use a similar argument used in the proof of Proposition I3 O

For convenience, we call X ((” &p ) X ((:757;5)-)1) X ((:nj_ktlp;) and X ((:75_:11’731 +1) the orbits of

X xX under the action of Aut,, (2.Om+1) of type I, type II, type IIT and type IV, respectively.

Corollary 3.3. The collection of all the orbits of four types gives the orbits of X x X under
the action of Auty,(2.0m41).

Proof. Immediate from Proposition 3.2 O

In the following, we define some useful matrices of 0s and 1s in Matx (C) depending on
the type of orbits of X x X under the action of Auty,(2.0m+1).

e The matrices of type I: For each (i, j,t,p) € Z(p,m), define the matrix Mff € Matx (C)
by

1 if (y,2) € X(90P)

(M) = { (mm 7 (y, 2 € X). (10)

e The matrices of type II: For each (i, j,t,p) € Z(;,;m+1), define the matrix Rff € Matx (C)

0 otherwise

by
: (i,5,t,p)
(Rt p)y _ 1 lf (y7 Z) S X(m,m+1)’ (y, = X) (11)
0 otherwise
e The matrices of type III: For each (i, j, t,p) € Z(;41,m), define the matrix Eff € Matx (C)
by
1 if (y,2) € X300
(L58)y= = (e X). (12)
0 otherwise

e The matrices of type IV: For each (i,j,t,p) € Z(s41,m+1), define the matrix ]—'fjp €
MatX ((C) by

1 if (y,2) € X090
(FiP)y = .z ), (matmtD)’ (y, 2 € X). (13)
0 otherwise

For each M} 2y (4,5, 0) € Z(m,m), observe its transpose is M ;% and it is invariant under
permutating the rows and columns by elements of Aut,,(2.0,,41) by Corollary B33l The
similar results can apply to the matrices of other three types; but note that the transpose
of Rtf is Et’p . Moreover, it is easy to see that all the matrices of four types are linearly
1ndependent Let A := A(a:o) be the linear space over C spanned by all these matrices. It

is known that A is the centralizer algebra of Auty,(2.0p41).



Theorem 3.4. For m > 1, all the matrices of four types give a basis of A with

dim(A) = 4 (m: 4) . (14)

Proof. Immediate from the above discussions. O

Let Ay, A2 and A3 be the linear subspace of A spanned by the matrices of type I, of
types II, III, and of type IV respectively.

Proposition 3.5. The following (i)—(iii) hold.
(i) The subspace A is a subalgebra of A with a basis of matrices of type I.
(ii) The subspace Az is a subalgebra of A with a basis of matrices of types ILIII
(iii) The subspace As is a subalgebra of A with a basis of matrices of type IV.

Proof. (i) Tt is easy to check that 4 is closed under addition, scalar multiplication, taking
the conjugate transpose and matrix multiplication. Therefore, A; is a subalgebra of A.
(ii)—(iii) Similar to the proof of (i). O

Corollary 3.6. We have
A=A + A2 + A3 (direct sum of vector spaces). (15)

Proof. Immediate from Theorem [3.4] and Proposition [3.5] O

4 The Terwilliger algebra of 2.0,, 4

For 2.0p41, let Ay and Ef := E(x0) (0 < i < 2m+ 1) denote its adjacency matrix and the
i-th dual idempotent, respectively. Let T':= T'(z() denote its Terwilliger algebra generated
by the matrices Ay, Eg, EY, ..., E5,, . In this section, we first show that T is a subalgebra
of A. Then for m > 3, we give the decomposition of T" in a block-diagonalization form.
Finally, we prove that A coincides with 7. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The following (i)—(iv) hold.
(i) For each 0 <i<2m+1,

m 2m—
2 e
Mo 2 o if 1 is even,
* — 2 9 2
Ei - 1. 2mA41—i (16)
Fomeis 2 fi is odd

2m+1l—i 2m4l—i Zf’L 1S oad.

2 ? 2

(ii) For each 0 < i < 2m,

R2m7i2 2m—i Zfl is even,
* o B Rt
E; AlEZ—Jrl = 1 (17)

m, 5 e -
£27n+17i 2m—1—i Zfl s Odd
2 ’ 2

(iii) For each 0 <i < 2m,

2m—1
m, =5 ps s
Lo 2o if i is even,
* * 2 0 2
EZ-‘rlAlEl — 2m—1—i (18)

m, /s — poe .
Rom1Zi smiii if i is odd.
7 T 2




2m 2m—i 2m—i 2m 2m—1—1 2m—1—1
A= RiamZami + Lo Zami) + Riym 1’ + Lomia % 2
1 — 2m—i 2m—1i 2m—i 2m—i 2m—1—4¢ 2m+41—1i 2m+41—i 2m—1—14
2 ’ 2 2 ? 2 2 ’ 2 2 ? 2
i=0 i=0
i even i odd

Proof. (i) For even i (0 < i < 2m + 1) and for y,z € X, we consider the (y, z)-entries
of matrices at both sides of ([I6). By ([I) and (I0), it is easy to see that (Ef),. =

m, 2mi . » . .
Mo Zom i)y =1y =2 |y =m, |[zoNy| = 2m—i and 0 otherwise. This means
2 ) 2

2
that (I6) holds for even 4. Similarly, for odd ¢ (0 < i < 2m + 1) and for y,z € X, we have

m+1, 2m~gl—i

(B )y= = ( 2m+21—z’12m+21—i)yz =1lify =2z [y[=m+1, [zoNy|=
This means that (8] also holds for odd i.
(ii) Similar to the proof of (i): for even i (0 < i < 2m) and for y,z € X, we have

2m—i .
(B ALE] )y: = (Rim_o am i )yz = Lif [yl =m, |2 =m+1, |zoNy|=|zoNz| = %7

y Cz,and 0 otherwisez; for odd i (0 <4 <2m) and for y,z € X, we have (Ef A1 E})y. =

2mdl=i “and 0 otherwise.

(572”;;121—21')27)1—21—i)yz =1if [yl =m+1, |z] =m, [zo Nyl = %7 lzo N 2] = %7
z C y, and 0 otherwise.
(iii) Take transpose of the matrices at both sides of (7).
(iv) We have
2m—+1 2m—+1 2m
A= () ENA DY B =) (EfAEL, + Bf AE)), (19)
=0 i=0 =0

where the second equality holds since 2.0,,,11 is bipartite (i.e. Ef’:oﬂ EfA1Ef =0). From

(@@, [@8) and (@), the result follows. O
Lemma 4.2. The algebra T is a subalgebra of A.
Proof. Immediate from Lemma AT{i),(iv). O

We assume m > 3 for the rest of this section. Below, we aim to give the decomposition
of T in a block-diagonalization form. To this end, we need characterize some properties of
irreducible T-modules.

In [5], B.V.C. Collins investigated the relationship between the Terwilliger algebra of an
almost-bipartite distance-regular graph and that of its antipodal 2-cover. Since 2.0,,41 is
the antipodal 2-cover of O,,4+1 and O,, 41 is almost-bipartite, then we from [5] know that the
irreducible modules of Terwilliger algebra for 2.0,,1 are closely related to that for O, 41.
For this reason, we first describe some results on the irreducible modules of Terwilliger
algebra for O, 41.

Let # := C# denote the standard module, and let .7 := .7 (x¢) denote the corresponding
Terwilliger algebra of O,,4+1. Some properties of irreducible .7-modules are characterized in
the papers [4] 5] (see the following lemma).

Lemma 4.3. Let W denote an irreducible 7 -module and let v, p,d (0 < v, u,d < m) denote
its endpoint, dual endpoint and diameter, respectively. Then the following (i)—(iv) hold.

(i) v+d=m.
(il) # is thin and dual thin.

(iii) The isomorphism class of W depends only on the pair (i, d) restricted to

T = {(ud) €2 0<d<m, L(m—d)<p<m—d) (20)



(iv) There exist some irreducible T -modules with dual endpoint p and diameter d if and
only if (u,d) € Y.

Note that the above (i), (ii) and (iii) are from [5, Theorem 14.3], [4, Lemma 10.3] and
[4, Section 16], respectively. We remark here that the proof of (iv) shall be given in the
Appendix.

Recall the definition of 2.0,,,+1 and of O,,+1. It is easy to verify that there is a natural
2-to-1 surjection m: X — 2 defined by n(x) = 7(Z) = =, where z € £ and T = S—z. And
moreover this surjection 7 preserves adjacency. Therefore, 2.0,,,+1 is the antipodal 2-cover
of Opyt1. The following definition is from [5] and is useful in describing the relationships
between T-modules and 7-modules.

Definition 4.4. ([5]) Let the map 7 be as above. Define the matrix ¢ := ., with rows
indexed by 2" and columns indexed by X, by

0 otherwise

(¢)yz_{ Lifmz=y, o sex).

We now turn to T-module and give some results on T-modules.

Lemma 4.5. ([5]) Let W denote a T-module and let 1 be the matriz in Definition 4l Then
the following (i)—(iv) hold.

(i) ¥W is a T -module. Moreover, the map W — YW from the set of all T-modules to
the set of all 7 -modules is a bijection.

(ii) Let W, W' be T-modules. Then W and W' are isomorphic T-modules if and only if
YW and YW’ are isomorphic T -modules.

(iii) T-module W is irreducible if and only if T -module YW s irreducible. Moreover,
T-module W is thin, irreducible if and only if T -module YW is thin, irreducible.

(iv) Let W be an irreducible T-module. Then W and YW have the same endpoint v (0 <
v <m), and the diameters of W and YW are 2m + 1 — 2v and m — v, respectively.

Note that the above (i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) are from [, Corollary 11.2], [5, Theorem 12.3],
[5L Theorems 11.4, 15.1] and [5] Lemmas 14.1, 14.3], respectively.

Let W denote an irreducible T-module and ¢)W the corresponding irreducible .7-module
having dual endpoint p and diameter d, where (u,d) € T by Lemma [L3]iii). In this case,
we may say W is associated with a pair (u,d) due to Lemma 5]

Lemma 4.6. Let W denote an irreducible T-module associated with a pair (u,d), where
(u,d) € Y. The following (i), (ii) hold.

(i) W is thin; W has endpoint m — d, diameter 2d + 1 and dim(W) = 2d + 2.
(ii) The isomorphism class of W depends only on the associated pair (u,d).

Proof. (i) Observe that W is thin by Lemma [£3(i) and Lemma A5[iii). It follows from
Lemma [£5(iv) that W has endpoint m — d (0 < d < m) and diameter 2d + 1. This together
with thinness of W immediately implies dim(W) = 2d + 2.

(ii) Immediate from Lemma F3[iii) and Lemma FL5i)—(iii). O

Lemma 4.7. There exist some irreducible T-modules associated with a pair (p,d) if and
only if (u,d) € Y.

Proof. By Lemmald] it is easy to see that there exist some irreducible T-modules associated
with a pair (u, d) if and only if there exist some irreducible 7 -modules having dual endpoint
w and diameter d, where (i, d) € Y. From this fact and Lemmal3(iv), the result follows. O



In view of Lemmas and 7, let W, 4) denote an irreducible T-module associated
with the pair (u,d) for (u,d) € Y. Write the standard module V := C* as an orthogonal
direct sum of irreducible T-modules, and we use mult(y,d) to denote the multiplicity of
W(u,q) in this orthogonal direct sum.

By a homogeneous component of V., we mean a nonzero subspace of V' spanned by the
irreducible 7-modules that are isomorphic. For a given (u,d) € T, we define W, 4y to
be the subspace of V' spanned by the irreducible T-modules that are isomorphic to W, 4)-
Clearly, W,,q4) is a homogeneous component of V. Moreover, we have

V= Z W(u,a)  (orthogonal direct sum). (21)
(md)ex

We below introduce some notation to describe our results explicitly. For two square
matrices A € C"*" and B € C"™*"™, we use A @ B € Clrtm)x(n+m) 4 denote their direct
sum. And we use k ® A to denote the iterated direct sum @F ;A for an integer k& > 2.
Furthermore, we use [a] (resp. |a]) to denote the minimal integer greater (resp. less) than
or equal to a.

Theorem 4.8. The algebra T is isomorphic to

T —d
Pm—d - [T5=1+ 1) o CeHxCH), (22)

d=0

Proof. From Lemmas 6, E7 and [2 pp. 96-98], we have that there exists a unitary

2(2";j1) X 2(2"31) matrix U, whose columns consist of appropriate orthonormal bases of all

the homogeneous components of V' in (2I]), such that U'TU consists of all block-diagonal
matrices:

@ mult (i, d) © B,ay, (23)
(n,d)eY

where By, 4 € CR4+2x2442) and mult(p,d) denotes the multiplicity of an irreducible
T-modules associated with a pair (u,d), where (u,d) € T. Then using the inequality
[m=4] <y <m —d from (20) and deleting copies of blocks in (23), we obtain (22). O

Corollary 4.9. The dimension of T is 4(m:4).
Proof. By Theorem [£.8] we have

dim(T) = (m —d — [?ﬁ +1)(2d+2)? = 4(’”4‘1F 4),
d=0

where the second equality holds by induction on m. O

Lemma 4.10. The center of T' has dimension L%J

Proof. The dimension of the center of T is exactly the number of isomorphism classes for
irreducible T-modules. This number is clearly | Y| that equals (mt1)(m+3)

2
2
% if m is even. O

if m is odd and

Theorem 4.11. The algebras A and T coincide.
Proof. On the one hand, we have T" C A by Lemma On the other hand, we have

dim(A) = dim(7T") = 4(";*) by (@) and Corollary 0 So the result holds. O
Corollary 4.12. All the matrices of four types from [IQ)—{3) give a basis of T.
Proof. Immediate form Theorems [3.4] and LTI} O
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Appendix

Recall the Odd graph O,,,+1 with vertex set 2". We choose zp := {1,2,...,m} € Z as the
base vertex since Op,y1 is distance-transitive. Let & := &/(x¢) and J := T (xy) denote
the corresponding centralizer algebra and Terwilliger algebra of O,,1, respectively. In this
appendix, we display some results about 7 and .7, and most of these results are important
and necessary for our discussions on the graph 2.0, in the previous sections.

To each ordered pair (y,z2) € Z x £, we similarly define the four-tuple: o(y, z) :=
(i,4,t,p) as @), and define the set

I = {(i,5.t,p) | oy, 2) = (i,4,t,p), (y,2) € X x 2}, (24)
For each (i, 7, t,p) € I, we further define the associated set
X(i,j,t,p) = {(sz) EX XX | Q(yaz) = (Zvjatvp)}
Let Aut(Oy,+1) denote the automorphism group of O,,11 and Aut,,(Opn41) the corre-
sponding stabilizer of z5. By [3, p. 260], Aut(Opm+1) is (up to isomorphic) sym(S) and
hence Aut,, (Om41) is (up to isomorphic) sym(xg) X sym(S — zg).

Proposition 4.13. the sets X(; 1, (i,7,1,0) € L, are the orbits of 2 x 2~ under the
action of Autyy(Omy1).

Proof. For a given (i,j,t,p) € Ly, let (y,2) € X(; ;) be associated with it: o(y,z) =
(i,4,t,p). Pick any o € Auty,,(Opmy1). It is easy to see that o(oy,o2) = (4,4,t,p) by the
definitions of i, j, ¢ and p. This implies that (oy,02) € X(; ;1 p)-

To show that Aut,,(Opm1) acts transitively on X(; j; ) for each given (4, j,t,p) € Z,,, it
suffices to show that for any pair (y, z) satisfying o(y, z) = (4, j, t, p) there is an automorphism
o € Auty,(On1) such that (oy,0z) is a fixed pair that depends only on i,j,¢ and p. By
o(y,z) = (i,4,t,p), we have |zg Ny| =1, |[xoNz| =J, [yNz|=1¢and |[xgNyNz| =p. Let
A=xzoNyNz, B=xoNy—zoNyNz, C=x0Nz—z0NyNz, D=yNz—x9NyNz, E=
ro—yUz, F=y—29gUz G=z—-—2gUyand H =85 —290UyUz We then have
Al =p, [Bl=i—p, |C|=j—p, [D|=t—p, |[E|=m—i—j+p, |[F|[=m—i—t+p, |G| =
m—j—t+pand |[H|=i+j+t—p—m+1. One can readily verify that 2o = AUBUCUE,
y=AUBUDUF and 2 = AUCU D UAG. Pick an automorphism o € Aut,,(O,+1) such
that under the action of o: A — {1,...,p}, B—=>{p+1,...,i},C = {i+1,...,i+j—p},
E-{i+j—p+1,....m}, D—->{m+1,... m+t—p}), F>{m+t—p+1,...,2m — i},
G—-{2m—i+1,....3m—i—j—t+p}, H—>{3m—i—j—t+p+1,...,2m+ 1}. Thus,
we obtain that o(z9) = c(AUBUCUE) ={1,2,...,m}, o(y) = c(AUBUDUF) =
{1,...,i,m+1,....2m—i} and 0(2) = c(AUCUDUG) ={1,...,p,i+1,...,i+j—p,m+
L,...om+t—p2m—i+1,...,3m—i—j—t+p}.

This completes the proof. O

For each (i, j,t,p) € Z,,, the above orbits naturally make us define some matrices of Os
and 1s in Mat g (C):

(M, (y,z€ Z). (25)

t,p) . 1 if (ya Z) € X(i,j,t,p)v
v 0 otherwise

It is easy to see that all the matrices Mfy’;-), (i,7,t,p) € Ipn, give a basis of 7.
Next, we will compute dim () which is just the cardinality of Z,,. To do this, we need
the fact from [7l Corollary 3.7] that dim(.7) = (m2’4) for m>1.

Proposition 4.14. The set Z,,, form > 1, is
{G5.t.p) [0<ij <m, max{i+j—mm—1—i—j}<t<m-—li—j|
max{0,i+j—m,i+t—m,j+t—m}<p< (26)
min{i, j,t,i+j+t+1—m}}.

11



Moreover, the cardinality of ., is (mz-zl).
Proof. Denote the set (26]) by Z,,. Below, we first show Z,,, C Z/,. For each given (4, j, t,p) €

Ty, observe that
0<p<ijt<m (27)

by @) and 24). Let y,z € £ and let o(y, z) = (i,4,t,p), where i = |zoNy|, j = |zoNz|, t =
lyNz|, p=|xoNynN z|. Then we have

aH(Ian) =2m — 27’5 8H(I052) =2m — 2.]5 3H(y,2’) =2m — 2t7

where Og (u, v) := 2m — 2|uNv| denotes the Hamming distance between u and v (u,v € Z7).
From the two inequalities 9 (y,z) < Om(xo,y) + O (o, 2) and |0p(zo,y) — O (xo, 2)| <
On(y, z), it follows that i + j — m < t < m — |i — j|. Moreover, it is easy to see that
lyUz| < |S|—(|xo] —i—j) if i+j < m—1, which impliesm—1—i—j<tfori+j<m-1.
Combine the above two inequalities involving ¢ to obtain

max{i+j—mm—1—i—j} <t<m-—|i—j| (28)

Furthermore, by using the three inequalities: i —p = |zo Ny — 2| < |zg — 2| =m — 7,
i—p=lzoNy—z|<l|y—z|=m—t,
j—p=lronNz—y|<|z—yl=m-—t

we can obtain max{i+j—m,i+t—m,j+t—m} < p. Moreover, we have p < i+j+t+1—m
since |zo Uy U z| < 2m + 1. Combine the above two inequalities involving p to obtain

max{i+j—m,i+t—m,j+t—m}<p<it+j+t+1—m. (29)

From (27)—(@29), we easily obtain (4, j,¢,p) € Z/,, and therefore we have Z,,, C 7/ .
Next, we shall show

7| = (mi‘l) for m>1 (30)

by induction on m. For m = 1, one can readily verify that (80) holds by computing |Zj| = 5.
We assume that [B0) holds for m =k — 1 (k > 2), that is,

mi=("17) (31)

To compute the |Z;|, we define some subsets of Zj, as follows: for each ¢ (0 <4 < k) and
each [ (1 <1<1),let Bii ={(,1,t,p) | (4,%,t,p) € I},
Bi,ifl = {(’L,’L — l, t,p) | (i, 7 — l, t,p) S I;c},
Bi—ii={(—14,tp)| (i—11tp) e}

Observe that |B; ;| = |Bi—i:| and all these subsets are pairwise disjoint. Hence, we have
k ki ki
1T, = Z |Biil + Z Z |Bii—i| + Z Z |Bi—1,il- (32)
i=0 i=1 I=1 i=1 I=1

By the definition of Z;, and of B;; (0 < i < k), it is not difficult to compute

Bil = (i+1)(i+2) if0<i<|[E2]
(k+1-19)? if 2] +1<i<k

This implies

k (D) (EE3)2k+7) i 1. ig odd,
Z|Bi,i|:{ k42 kzi 2k+3 (33)
i=0 (b42) (k+4) 2k+3) ;l)( +3) if k is even.

12



For each ¢ (1 < ¢ < k) and each [ (1 <1 <), apply the definition of B;;—; and of B;_;; to
get that both

|Biicil={(i—1,i—1,t,p) | (i —1,i—1,t,p) € T;,_1},

|Bi—l,i| = |{(Z - Z,Z - 17t7p) | (Z - Z,Z - 17t7p) € I£71}|

It follows from the above two equations that

ki k d
DO Bl + D03 Bicval = (G i tp) | Gyist,p) € Ty} + [ Tial. (34)

=1 [=1 i=1 [=1

Note that the value of |{(,4,t,p) | (i,4,t,p) € Z;,_,}| can be computed directly by replacing
k by k—1in (B3). Combine BI)-(34)) to obtain

k

IZil = > 1Buil + {(i.4,8,p) | (i,4,t,p) € Ty} + | iy |
=0
k

k—1
= Biil + > 1Biil + [T
=0 =0
(k+1)(kE+2)(k+3) N <k+3> B <k+4>

6 4 4

as desired. Thus the equation (B0) holds.
Now, we claim that the set Z,, is the same as the set Z/ . Suppose Z,, is a proper subset
of Z! for a contradiction. Since .7 is a subalgebra of &7, then by (B0) we have

4
dim(7) < dim(e) = |T| < |T.| = (mj )
This clearly contradicts dim(.7) = (mfl) and hence our claim holds.
This completes the proof. O

The above discussions give dim(.7) = dim(«/) = (’"I4). This fact together with .7 C o/
implies that the two algebras </ and .7 coincide.

Recall the standard module ¥ = C# . In what follows, we focus on the irreducible .7-
modules and give the proof of Lemma [3|iv). Assume m > 3. Let # denote an irreducible
7 -module with dual endpoint p and diameter d, where (u,d) € T. Define #{,, 4) to be the
subspace of ¥ spanned by the irreducible T-modules that are isomorphic to #. Then we
obtain

V= Z W(ua)  (orthogonal direct sum). (35)
(p,d)EYT

Proof of Lemma [A.3)(iv). Lemma [3[iii) implies (iv) in one direction. We next prove
(iv) in the other direction. Let ¥ be the subset of YT containing all dual endpoints and
diameters that arise from irreducible .7-modules. Suppose V¥ is a proper subset of T for a
contradiction. Then by using a similar argument used in the proof of Theorem 4.8 we can
obtain the following inequality

dim(7)= Y (d+1)°< Y (d+1)2:i(m_d_(mT_d}H)(dH)?

(p,d)ew (n,d)eT d=0

|
7N
3
=+
=
\'/

This contradicts dim(.7) = (m;f‘l). So ¥ = T. Thus the result holds. O
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m

From Lemmald3] it follows immediately that the algebra .7 is isomorphic to € (m—
d=0
d— "mTﬂl"I + 1) ® C(d+1)><(d+1)'
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