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Abstract

In this note we answer positively a question of Chris Godsil and Karen Meagher on the existence of a 2-design
whose block graph has a non-canonical maximum clique without a design structure.
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1. Introduction

In [14, Chapter 5], Chris Godsil and Karen Meagher proposed the study of Erdős-Ko-Rado (EKR)
properties of strongly regular graphs. In particular, they proposed the study of EKR properties of the block
graphs of 2-(n,m, 1) designs. The notion of ‘intersecting’ is natural: two blocks (two vertices of the block
graph) are called intersecting if they intersect as sets. The upper bound n−1

m−1 for the size of a maximum
intersecting set of blocks (equivalently, a maximum clique in the block graph) is given by the Delsarte bound.
Moreover, this bound is tight for the block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1) design as the set of all blocks containing a
fixed point gives a clique of size n−1

m−1 ; a clique of this size and form is called canonical. It follows from [14,

Corollary 5.3.5] that the block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1) design with n > m3 − 2m2 + 2m has only canonical
maximum cliques. If n ≤ m3 − 2m2 + 2m, this characterisation may fail (non-canonical maximum cliques
may exist). Further, it follows from [14, Exercise 5.7] that the vertices of each non-canonical clique (when
such a clique exists) in the block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1) design with n = m3 − 2m2 + 2m necessarily form a
2-(m2−m+1,m, 1) subdesign (which is a projective plane of order m−1). However, the authors of [14] said
that it is not clear if this a result of a wider phenomenon (see [14, p. 310]). They then posed the following
problem.

Problem 1 ([14, Problem 16.3.2]). When the block graph of a design has maximum cliques that are not
canonical, are the non-canonical cliques isomorphic to smaller designs?

In this note we answer this question and show that it is not necessarily true that the non-canonical cliques
are isomorphic to smaller designs.

Theorem 1. There exists a 2-(66, 6, 1) design (having exactly 143 blocks) such that the following statements
hold.
(1) The block graph of the design has exactly 80 maximum cliques: 66 canonical and 14 non-canonical ones.
(2) Each of the 14 non-canonical cliques does not have a design structure.
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To the best of our knowledge, the corresponding block graph with 143 vertices is the smallest (in the sense
of number of vertices) known with the property of having non-canonical cliques without a design structure.
We have checked with use of Magma [4] that the smaller block graphs of the designs from [3], [6], [7, p. 34,
Table 1.34], [8], [13], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], and [22] have only canonical maximum cliques. Note that the
data on most of these designs were taken from [2] and [16]. Let us mention that the design from Theorem
1 is not unique. The database given in [16] contains at least three 2-(66, 6, 1) designs. Each of the block
graphs of these designs has exactly 14 non-canonical cliques (all without a design structure); one of these
designs is isomorphic to the design from Theorem 1.

This note is organised as follows. In Section 2, we give necessary definitions and preliminary results.
In Section 3, we give a proof of Theorem 1 by analysing a design with a known symmetric description. In
Section 4, we discuss consequences of Theorem 1 and further research directions. In Appendix, we give a
description and discuss two more designs with the same parameters, whose block graphs have non-canonical
cliques without a design structure.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we give necessary definitions and preliminary results.

2.1. Block designs and their graphs

For the background and more details, we refer to [14, Section 5.3].
A 2-(n,m, 1) design is a collection of m-sets of an n-set with the property that every pair from the n-set

is in exactly one m-set. The elements of the n-set are called the points of the design. The m-sets are called

the blocks of the design. It is well known that the number of blocks in a 2-(n,m, 1) design is n(n−1)
m(m−1) and

each point occurs in exactly n−1
m−1 blocks.

The block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1) design is the graph with the blocks of the design as the vertices in which
two blocks are adjacent if and only if they intersect.

A k-regular graph with v vertices is called strongly regular with parameters (v, k, λ, µ) if any two adjacent
vertices in this graph have exactly λ common neighbours and any two distinct nonadjacent vertices in this
graph have exactly µ common neighbours. The block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1) design is known to be strongly
regular with parameters

(

n(n− 1)

m(m− 1)
,
m(n−m)

m− 1
, (m− 1)2 +

n− 1

m− 1
− 2,m2

)

and to have smallest eigenvalue −m.
Let θ be the smallest eigenvalue of a k-regular strongly regular graph Γ. Philippe Delsarte proved [10]

that the clique number of Γ is at most 1− k
θ
. Applied to the block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1) design that is not

symmetric, the Delsarte bound gives the value n−1
m−1 . This bound is tight for the block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1)

design (that is not symmetric) as the set of all blocks containing a fixed point gives a clique of size n−1
m−1 ; a

clique of this size and form is called canonical.

2.2. A 2-(66, 6, 1) design

In this section, we discuss a 2-(66, 6, 1) design constructed in [12]. To the best of our knowledge, this
construction does not extend to an infinite family. The construction of this design can also be found in [7, p.
76]. In [1], we got a more detailed description of the construction. Let us provide this detailed description
here. The point set is P = Z13 × (Z3 ∪ {a, b}) ∪ {∞}. To define the block set, consider the following eleven
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basic blocks:

B1 = {20, 50, 41, 91, 0a, 6a},

B2 = {10, 20, 60, 122, 5b, 8b},

B3 = {61, 21, 122, 12, 0a, 5a},

B4 = {31, 61, 51, 100, 2b, 11b},

B5 = {52, 62, 100, 30, 0a, 2a},

B6 = {92, 52, 22, 41, 6b, 7b},

B7 = {70, 90, 101, 12, 3a, 4b},

B8 = {2a, 6a, 5a, 4b, 12b, 10b},

B9 = {81, 11, 42, 30, 9a, 12b},

B10 = {112, 32, 120, 91, 1a, 10b},

B11 = {∞, 00, 01, 02, 0a, 0b}.

The 143 blocks of the block set B of the design are then obtained by developing modulo 13 the Z13-components
of all points in the basic blocks. More precisely, for any e ∈ Z13 and basic block Bi, denote by Be

i the set
of points obtained from the points of Bi by adding e modulo 13 to the Z13-component of each non-infinity
point of Bi. Then, for the block set B of the design, we have:

B =

11
⋃

i=1

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
i .

We find by Magma [4] that the automorphism group of this design is a nonabelian group of order 39 and
coincides with the automorphism group of the corresponding block graph. It can be generated by

π1 =(00 101 12)(10 01 102)(20 31 62)(30 61 22)(40 91 112)(50 121 72)

(60 21 32)(70 51 122)(80 81 82)(90 111 42)(100 11 02)(110 41 92)(120 71 52)

(0a 10a 1a)(2a 3a 6a)(4a 9a 11a)(5a 12a 7a)(0b 10b 1b)(2b 3b 6b)(4b 9b 11b)(5b 12b 7b)

and

π2 =(00 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120)

(01 11 21 31 41 51 61 71 81 91 101 111 121)

(02 12 22 32 42 52 62 72 82 92 102 112 122)

(0a 1a 2a 3a 4a 5a 6a 7a 8a 9a 10a 11a 12a)

(0b 1b 2b 3b 4b 5b 6b 7b 8b 9b 10b 11b 12b).

The orbits of this group on the set of points are

{ij : i ∈ Z13, j ∈ Z3},

{ia : i ∈ Z13},

{ib : i ∈ Z13},

{∞}

and the orbits on the set of blocks are
⋃

e∈Z13

Be
1 ∪

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
3 ∪

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
5 ,

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
2 ∪

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
4 ∪

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
6 ,
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⋃

e∈Z13

Be
7 ∪

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
9 ∪

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
10,

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
8 ,

⋃

e∈Z13

Be
11.

It is clear that the symbols a and b can be naturally used to characterise the orbits on the points and
the blocks. This is the reason why we consider them and the symbols {0, 1, 2} separately.

3. Proof of Theorem 1

To prove Theorem 1, we give explicit examples of non-canonical maximum cliques in the block graph of
the 2-(66,6,1) design (P ,B) described in Section 2.2 and show that each of these cliques does not form a
design.

Consider the set of blocks

C1 = {B11
1 , B1

2 , B
1
3 , B

10
4 , B10

5 , B11
6 , B6

7 , B
12
9 , B4

10, B
0
11, B

2
11, B

3
11, B

7
11},

where

B11
1 = {00, 30, 21, 71, 11a, 4a},

B1
2 = {20, 30, 70, 02, 6b, 9b},

B1
3 = {71, 31, 02, 22, 1a, 6a},

B10
4 = {01, 31, 21, 70, 12b, 8b},

B10
5 = {22, 32, 70, 00, 10a, 12a},

B11
6 = {72, 32, 02, 21, 4b, 5b},

B6
7 = {00, 20, 31, 72, 9a, 10b},

B12
9 = {71, 01, 32, 20, 8a, 11b},

B4
10 = {22, 72, 30, 01, 5a, 1b},

B0
11 = {∞, 00, 01, 02, 0a, 0b},

B2
11 = {∞, 20, 21, 22, 2a, 2b},

B3
11 = {∞, 30, 31, 32, 3a, 3b},

B7
11 = {∞, 70, 71, 72, 7a, 7b}.

Proposition 1. The set C1 is a non-canonical maximum clique in the block graph of the design (P ,B).

Proof. One can check that any two blocks in C1 intersect. Indeed, these 13 blocks (restricted to the points
{∞} ∪ {nx | n ∈ {0, 2, 3, 7}, x ∈ {0, 1, 2}) form a 2-(13, 4, 1) design, a projective plane of order 3. So, we
have a 2-design, and for each block a unique 2-point extension.

For any e ∈ Z13, put
Ce

1 = {Be | B ∈ C1}.

Corollary 1. For any e ∈ Z13, the set Ce
1 forms a non-canonical maximum clique in the block graph of the

design (P ,B).

Proof. If follows from Proposition 1 and the structure of the block set of the design (P ,B).

Thus, Corollary 1 gives 13 non-canonical maximum cliques.
Consider the set of blocks

C2 =
⋃

e∈Z13

{Be
8},

obtained by developing modulo 13 the Z13-components of all points in the basic block B8.

4



Proposition 2. The set C2 is a non-canonical maximum clique in the block graph of the design (P ,B).

Proof. Let us show that, for any distinct e1, e2 ∈ Z13, the blocks Be1
8 and Be2

8 intersect. Recall that
B8 = {2a, 6a, 5a, 4b, 12b, 10b}. Let R = {2, 6, 5}, then 2R = {4, 12, 10}. It is clear that the block B8 can be
obtained by adding the subscript a to the elements from R, adding the subscript b to the elements from 2R
and joining these two 3-sets. Note that R − R = 3 · {0} + 1 · S13 and 2R − 2R = 3 · {0} + 1 · N13, where
S13 and N13 are the sets of squares and non-squares in Z

∗

13, respectively. In other words, every square (resp.
non-square) from Z

∗

13 can be uniquely expressed as the difference of two distinct elements from R (resp. 2R).
Let i + R and j + R be two translations of R for some distinct i, j ∈ Z13. Note that, for any d ∈ Z13, we
have d ∈ (i + R) ∩ (j +R) if and only if there exist r1, r2 ∈ R such that d = i + r1 = j + r2, that is, if and
only if there exist r1, r2 ∈ R such that i− j = r2 − r1. This implies that |(i +R) ∩ (j +R)| = 1 if i− j is a
square in Z

∗

13 and |(i +R) ∩ (j + R)| = 0, otherwise. Similarly, we have |(i+ 2R) ∩ (j + 2R)| = 1 if i − j is
a non-square in Z

∗

13 and |(i+ 2R) ∩ (j + 2R)| = 0, otherwise. Thus, for any distinct e1, e2 ∈ Z13, the blocks
Be1

8 and Be2
8 intersect.

Note that every point from the 26-element union of the blocks of C2 belongs to exactly three blocks from
C2.

We then verify by Magma [4] that the block graph of (P ,B) has only these 14 non-canonical maximum
cliques. The 66 canonical cliques split into four orbits of length 39, 13, 13 and 1, and the 14 non-canonical
cliques split into two orbits of length 13 and 1.

Finally, a 2-(39,6,1) design (the total number of points in the union of the blocks from C1 is 39) and a
2-(26,6,1) design (the total number of points in the union of the blocks from C2 is 26) do not exist since
n−1
m−1 /∈ N (for the former) and n(n−1)

m(m−1) /∈ N (for the latter), which implies that neither of the 14 non-canonical

maximum cliques has a design structure. �

4. Further discussion

In this section, we discuss consequences of Theorem 1 and further research directions.
In [7, p. 72, Table 3.3], the necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a 2-(n,m, 1) design with

m ≤ 9 are given. For m ≥ 10, much less is known. However, as was discussed in Section 1, non-canonical
maximum cliques in the block graph of a 2-(n,m, 1) design may exist only if n ≤ m3 − 2m2 + 2m. This
means that for a fixed value of m, there exist only finitely many 2-(n,m, 1) designs whose block graphs may
have non-canonical maximum cliques. We thus formulate the following open problem.

Problem 2. Does there exist an infinite family of 2-designs whose block graphs have non-canonical maximum
cliques without a design structure?

Note that in such a family from Problem 2, the parameter m cannot be a fixed number. It follows from
[7, p. 103, Section 5.11] that only four infinite families of 2-(n,m, 1) designs with a growing m are known:

• the point-line incidence structure of an affine geometry,

• the point-line incidence structure of a projective geometry,

• unitals,

• Denniston designs.

Let AG(d, q) be an affine space and D1 be the corresponding 2-(n,m, 1) design, where n = qd and m = q.
If d ≥ 3, the inequality n > m3 − 2m2 + 2m is satisfied and the block graph of D1 has only canonical
maximum cliques. If d = 2, the inequality n > m3 − 2m2 + 2m is not satisfied, but the design D1 is given
by the lines in an affine plane (the block graph is a complete multipartite graph, a trivial strongly regular
graph, and all maximum cliques are easy to describe).

Let PG(d, q) be a projective space and D2 be the corresponding 2-(n,m, 1) design, where n = qd+1
−1

q−1

and m = q + 1. If d ≥ 4, the inequality n > m3 − 2m2 + 2m is satisfied and the block graph of D2 has
only canonical maximum cliques. If d = 3, we have n = m3 − 2m2 + 2m, and the block graph of D2 is
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known as the Grassmann graph Jq(4, 2). The subgraph induced by the first neighbourhood of a vertex is the
q-clique-extension of a (q + 1) × (q + 1)-grid, which means that each vertex is contained in q + 1 canonical
maximum cliques and q + 1 non-canonical maximum cliques (see [5, Section 3.5.1]). By [14, Exercise 5.7],
the non-canonical cliques in the block graph of D2 correspond to the sets of lines in planes of PG(3, q). If
d = 2 then D2 is a symmetric design and the corresponding block graph is a clique.

Let D3 be a unital, that is, a 2-(t3 + 1, t + 1, 1) design, where t is a positive integer. Then we have
n < m3 − 2m2 +2m and the block graph of D3 may have non-canonical maximum cliques. One of the most
important infinite families of unitals is the family of Hermitian unitals. It is known [5, Section 3.1.6] that
the block graph of a Hermitian unital has only canonical maximum cliques. Moreover, it was proved in [9,
Theorem 6.4] that the block graph of any unital has only canonical maximum cliques.

Let D4 be a Denniston 2-(2r+s +2r − 2s, 2r, 1) design with 2 ≤ r < s (see [7, p. 103], [15, Section 2] and
[11]). It can be easily shown by direct substitution that the inequality n ≤ m3−2m2+2m holds for D4 (that
is, the block graph of D4 may have non-canonical cliques) if and only if s < 2r. We have computationally
checked that for (r, s) ∈ {(2, 3), (3, 4), (3, 5), (4, 5), (4, 6), (4, 7)} the block graph of a Denniston design has
only canonical maximum cliques. We thus formulate the following open problem.

Problem 3. Does there exist a Denniston design whose block graph has a non-canonical maximum clique?
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Appendix A. Two more designs with the same parameters

In this appendix we provide two more 2-(66,6,1) designs whose block graphs have non-canonical cliques
without a subdesign structure. Since we do not know any symmetric description of these two designs, we
assume that their sets of points are {1, . . . , 66} and just list the blocks.

The 143 blocks of the first additional design are:

{1,2,15,28,41,54}, {1,3,16,29,42,55}, {1,4,17,30,43,56}, {1,5,18,31,44,57},
{1,6,19,32,45,58}, {1,7,20,33,46,59}, {1,8,21,34,47,60}, {1,9,22,35,48,61},
{1,10,23,36,49,62}, {1,11,24,37,50,63}, {1,12,25,38,51,64}, {1,13,26,39,52,65},
{1,14,27,40,53,66}, {2,11,14,18,23,25}, {2,3,12,19,24,26}, {3,4,13,20,25,27},
{4,5,14,15,21,26}, {2,5,6,16,22,27}, {3,6,7,15,17,23}, {4,7,8,16,18,24},
{5,8,9,17,19,25}, {6,9,10,18,20,26}, {7,10,11,19,21,27}, {8,11,12,15,20,22},

{9,12,13,16,21,23}, {10,13,14,17,22,24}, {2,13,29,30,35,46}, {3,14,30,31,36,47},
{2,4,31,32,37,48}, {3,5,32,33,38,49}, {4,6,33,34,39,50}, {5,7,34,35,40,51},
{6,8,28,35,36,52}, {7,9,29,36,37,53}, {8,10,30,37,38,41}, {9,11,31,38,39,42},
{10,12,32,39,40,43}, {11,13,28,33,40,44}, {12,14,28,29,34,45}, {2,10,34,59,63,65},
{3,11,35,60,64,66}, {4,12,36,54,61,65}, {5,13,37,55,62,66}, {6,14,38,54,56,63},
{2,7,39,55,57,64}, {3,8,40,56,58,65}, {4,9,28,57,59,66}, {5,10,29,54,58,60},
{6,11,30,55,59,61}, {7,12,31,56,60,62}, {8,13,32,57,61,63}, {9,14,33,58,62,64},
{2,9,44,47,49,56}, {3,10,45,48,50,57}, {4,11,46,49,51,58}, {5,12,47,50,52,59},
{6,13,48,51,53,60}, {7,14,41,49,52,61}, {2,8,42,50,53,62}, {3,9,41,43,51,63},
{4,10,42,44,52,64}, {5,11,43,45,53,65}, {6,12,41,44,46,66}, {7,13,42,45,47,54},
{8,14,43,46,48,55}, {2,17,33,36,45,51}, {3,18,34,37,46,52}, {4,19,35,38,47,53},
{5,20,36,39,41,48}, {6,21,37,40,42,49}, {7,22,28,38,43,50}, {8,23,29,39,44,51},
{9,24,30,40,45,52}, {10,25,28,31,46,53}, {11,26,29,32,41,47}, {12,27,30,33,42,48},
{13,15,31,34,43,49}, {14,16,32,35,44,50}, {2,20,38,40,60,61}, {3,21,28,39,61,62},
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{4,22,29,40,62,63}, {5,23,28,30,63,64}, {6,24,29,31,64,65}, {7,25,30,32,65,66},
{8,26,31,33,54,66}, {9,27,32,34,54,55}, {10,15,33,35,55,56}, {11,16,34,36,56,57},
{12,17,35,37,57,58}, {13,18,36,38,58,59}, {14,19,37,39,59,60}, {2,21,43,52,58,66},
{3,22,44,53,54,59}, {4,23,41,45,55,60}, {5,24,42,46,56,61}, {6,25,43,47,57,62},
{7,26,44,48,58,63}, {8,27,45,49,59,64}, {9,15,46,50,60,65}, {10,16,47,51,61,66},
{11,17,48,52,54,62}, {12,18,49,53,55,63}, {13,19,41,50,56,64}, {14,20,42,51,57,65},
{15,27,29,38,52,57}, {15,16,30,39,53,58}, {16,17,31,40,41,59}, {17,18,28,32,42,60},
{18,19,29,33,43,61}, {19,20,30,34,44,62}, {20,21,31,35,45,63}, {21,22,32,36,46,64},
{22,23,33,37,47,65}, {23,24,34,38,48,66}, {24,25,35,39,49,54}, {25,26,36,40,50,55},
{26,27,28,37,51,56}, {15,25,37,44,45,61}, {16,26,38,45,46,62}, {17,27,39,46,47,63},
{15,18,40,47,48,64}, {16,19,28,48,49,65}, {17,20,29,49,50,66}, {18,21,30,50,51,54},
{19,22,31,51,52,55}, {20,23,32,52,53,56}, {21,24,33,41,53,57}, {22,25,34,41,42,58},
{23,26,35,42,43,59}, {24,27,36,43,44,60}, {15,24,32,51,59,62}, {16,25,33,52,60,63},
{17,26,34,53,61,64}, {18,27,35,41,62,65}, {15,19,36,42,63,66}, {16,20,37,43,54,64},
{17,21,38,44,55,65}, {18,22,39,45,56,66}, {19,23,40,46,54,57}, {20,24,28,47,55,58},
{21,25,29,48,56,59}, {22,26,30,49,57,60}, {23,27,31,50,58,61}.

The block graph of this design has 66 canonical and 14 non-canonical maximum cliques. The automor-
phism group of this design has order 39 and coincides with the automorphism group of the corresponding
block graph. The points split into four orbits of length 39, 13, 13 and 1, and the blocks split into five orbits
of length 39, 39, 39, 13 and 13. The canonical cliques split into four orbits of length 39,13,13 and 1, and the
non-canonical cliques split into two orbits of length 13 and 1. A representative non-canonical clique of the
orbit of length 13 is the following 13 blocks:

{1, 2, 15, 28, 41, 54},

{9, 27, 32, 34, 54, 55},

{1, 3, 16, 29, 42, 55},

{20, 24, 28, 47, 55, 58},

{1, 6, 19, 32, 45, 58},

{12, 14, 28, 29, 34, 45},

{17, 18, 28, 32, 42, 60},

{1, 8, 21, 34, 47, 60},

{11, 26, 29, 32, 41, 47},

{4, 23, 41, 45, 55, 60},

{22, 25, 34, 41, 42, 58},

{7, 13, 42, 45, 47, 54},

{5, 10, 29, 54, 58, 60}.

Note that the set of intersecting points for these blocks is

{1, 28, 29, 32, 34, 41, 42, 45, 47, 54, 55, 58, 60}

and has size 13. As in the proof of Proposition 1, the restriction of the 13 blocks above to the 13 intersecting
points is again a 2-(13,4,1) design, that is, a projective plane of order 3. So, we again have a 2-design, and
for each block a unique 2-point extension.

The 143 blocks of the second additional design are:

{1,2,15,28,41,54}, {1,3,16,29,42,55}, {1,4,17,30,43,56}, {1,5,18,31,44,57},
{1,6,19,32,45,58}, {1,7,20,33,46,59}, {1,8,21,34,47,60}, {1,9,22,35,48,61},
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{1,10,23,36,49,62}, {1,11,24,37,50,63}, {1,12,25,38,51,64}, {1,13,26,39,52,65},
{1,14,27,40,53,66}, {2,11,14,18,23,25}, {2,3,12,19,24,26}, {3,4,13,20,25,27},
{4,5,14,15,21,26}, {2,5,6,16,22,27}, {3,6,7,15,17,23}, {4,7,8,16,18,24},
{5,8,9,17,19,25}, {6,9,10,18,20,26}, {7,10,11,19,21,27}, {8,11,12,15,20,22},

{9,12,13,16,21,23}, {10,13,14,17,22,24}, {2,13,32,33,40,42}, {3,14,28,33,34,43},
{2,4,29,34,35,44}, {3,5,30,35,36,45}, {4,6,31,36,37,46}, {5,7,32,37,38,47},
{6,8,33,38,39,48}, {7,9,34,39,40,49}, {8,10,28,35,40,50}, {9,11,28,29,36,51},
{10,12,29,30,37,52}, {11,13,30,31,38,53}, {12,14,31,32,39,41}, {2,9,31,56,64,66},
{3,10,32,54,57,65}, {4,11,33,55,58,66}, {5,12,34,54,56,59}, {6,13,35,55,57,60},
{7,14,36,56,58,61}, {2,8,37,57,59,62}, {3,9,38,58,60,63}, {4,10,39,59,61,64},
{5,11,40,60,62,65}, {6,12,28,61,63,66}, {7,13,29,54,62,64}, {8,14,30,55,63,65},
{2,10,45,47,51,63}, {3,11,46,48,52,64}, {4,12,47,49,53,65}, {5,13,41,48,50,66},
{6,14,42,49,51,54}, {2,7,43,50,52,55}, {3,8,44,51,53,56}, {4,9,41,45,52,57},
{5,10,42,46,53,58}, {6,11,41,43,47,59}, {7,12,42,44,48,60}, {8,13,43,45,49,61},
{9,14,44,46,50,62}, {2,17,36,39,53,60}, {3,18,37,40,41,61}, {4,19,28,38,42,62},
{5,20,29,39,43,63}, {6,21,30,40,44,64}, {7,22,28,31,45,65}, {8,23,29,32,46,66},
{9,24,30,33,47,54}, {10,25,31,34,48,55}, {11,26,32,35,49,56}, {12,27,33,36,50,57},
{13,15,34,37,51,58}, {14,16,35,38,52,59}, {2,20,30,48,49,58}, {3,21,31,49,50,59},
{4,22,32,50,51,60}, {5,23,33,51,52,61}, {6,24,34,52,53,62}, {7,25,35,41,53,63},
{8,26,36,41,42,64}, {9,27,37,42,43,65}, {10,15,38,43,44,66}, {11,16,39,44,45,54},
{12,17,40,45,46,55}, {13,18,28,46,47,56}, {14,19,29,47,48,57}, {2,21,38,46,61,65},
{3,22,39,47,62,66}, {4,23,40,48,54,63}, {5,24,28,49,55,64}, {6,25,29,50,56,65},
{7,26,30,51,57,66}, {8,27,31,52,54,58}, {9,15,32,53,55,59}, {10,16,33,41,56,60},
{11,17,34,42,57,61}, {12,18,35,43,58,62}, {13,19,36,44,59,63}, {14,20,37,45,60,64},
{15,25,36,40,47,52}, {16,26,28,37,48,53}, {17,27,29,38,41,49}, {15,18,30,39,42,50},
{16,19,31,40,43,51}, {17,20,28,32,44,52}, {18,21,29,33,45,53}, {19,22,30,34,41,46},
{20,23,31,35,42,47}, {21,24,32,36,43,48}, {22,25,33,37,44,49}, {23,26,34,38,45,50},
{24,27,35,39,46,51}, {15,24,29,31,60,61}, {16,25,30,32,61,62}, {17,26,31,33,62,63},
{18,27,32,34,63,64}, {15,19,33,35,64,65}, {16,20,34,36,65,66}, {17,21,35,37,54,66},
{18,22,36,38,54,55}, {19,23,37,39,55,56}, {20,24,38,40,56,57}, {21,25,28,39,57,58},
{22,26,29,40,58,59}, {23,27,28,30,59,60}, {15,27,45,48,56,62}, {15,16,46,49,57,63},
{16,17,47,50,58,64}, {17,18,48,51,59,65}, {18,19,49,52,60,66}, {19,20,50,53,54,61},
{20,21,41,51,55,62}, {21,22,42,52,56,63}, {22,23,43,53,57,64}, {23,24,41,44,58,65},
{24,25,42,45,59,66}, {25,26,43,46,54,60}, {26,27,44,47,55,61}.

The block graph of this design has 66 canonical and 14 non-canonical maximum cliques. The automor-
phism group of this design has order 39 and coincides with the automorphism group of the corresponding
block graph. The points split into four orbits of length 39, 13, 13 and 1, and the blocks split into five orbits
of length 39, 39, 39, 13 and 13. The canonical cliques split into four orbits of length 39,13,13 and 1, and the
non-canonical cliques split into two orbits of length 13 and 1. A representative non-canonical clique of the
orbit of length 13 is the following 13 blocks:

{4, 19, 28, 38, 42, 62},

{8, 26, 36, 41, 42, 64},

{7, 13, 29, 54, 62, 64},

{1, 2, 15, 28, 41, 54},

{20, 21, 41, 51, 55, 62},

{1, 3, 16, 29, 42, 55},

{9, 11, 28, 29, 36, 51},

{17, 27, 29, 38, 41, 49},

{6, 14, 42, 49, 51, 54},

{18, 22, 36, 38, 54, 55},

{1, 10, 23, 36, 49, 62},
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{5, 24, 28, 49, 55, 64},

{1, 12, 25, 38, 51, 64}.

Note that the set of intersecting points for these blocks is

{1, 28, 29, 36, 38, 41, 42, 49, 51, 54, 55, 62, 64}

and has size 13. As in the proof of Proposition 1, the restriction of the 13 blocks above to the 13 intersecting
points is again a 2-(13,4,1) design, that is, a projective plane of order 3. So, we again have a 2-design, and
for each block a unique 2-point extension.

Thus, the two designs above have the same lengths of orbits as the design described in the main part of
this paper. We thus ask a question: is there a symmetric description of the two designs above, similar to
the description of the design considered in the main part of this paper?
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