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ON A FAMILY OF DIVISIBLE DESIGN DIGRAPHS

MIKHAIL MUZYCHUK AND GRIGORY RYABOV

Abstract. For every odd prime power q, a family of pairwise nonisomorphic normal arc-
transitive divisible design Cayley digraphs with isomorphic neighborhood designs over a
Heisenberg group of order q3 is constructed. It is proved that these digraphs are not dis-
tinguished by the Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm and have the Weisfeiler-Leman dimension 3.
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1. Introduction

Let Γ = (Ω, D) be a digraph (possibly, with loops). We say that a vertex α ∈ Ω dominates
a vertex β ∈ Ω if (α, β) is an arc of Γ. The digraph Γ is said to be regular of degree k if
each vertex of Γ dominates exactly k vertices and is dominated by exactly k vertices. The
digraph Γ is said to be asymmetric if (β, α) /∈ D for all α, β ∈ Ω such that α 6= β and
(α, β) ∈ D.

A k-regular asymmetric digraph on v vertices is called a divisible design digraph (DDD
for short) with parameters (v, k, λ1, λ2, m, n) if its vertex set can be partitioned into m
classes of size n such that for any two distinct vertices α and β, the number of vertices that
dominates or being dominated by both α and β is equal to λ1 if α and β belong to the same
class and λ2 otherwise. The notion of a divisible design graph was introduced in [14] and
extended to digraphs in [7]. Several constructions of DDDs can be found in [6, 7, 14, 17, 21].

DDDs are closely related to symmetric (group) divisible designs (see [2, 24] for the defini-
tion). More precisely, if Γ is a DDD, then an incidence structure whose points are vertices
and blocks are out-neighborhoods of vertices of Γ is a symmetric divisible design called the
neighborhood design of Γ and denoted by D = D(Γ). An adjacency matrix of Γ coincides
with an incidence matrix of D. Observe that even if DDDs Γ1 and Γ2 are not isomorphic, the
neighborhood designs D(Γ1) and D(Γ2) can be isomorphic. For example, if Γ2 is obtained
from Γ1 by a dual Seidel switching, then D(Γ1) and D(Γ2) are isomorphic, whereas Γ1 and
Γ2 can be nonisomorphic (see [12]). An example of nonisomorphic DDDs with isomorphic
neighborhood designs can be found in [14]. It seems interesting to ask how many pairwise
nonisomorphic DDDs may have the same (up to isomorphism) neighborhood design.

In fact, the latter question is a main motivation of this paper. We construct a family
of pairwise nonisomorphic Cayley DDDs Γi, i ∈ I, over a Heisenberg group with the same
neighborhood design that have such additional properties like normality and arc-transitivity.
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By a Cayley digraph Γ = Cay(G,X) over a finite group G with a non-empty connection set
X ⊆ G, we mean the digraph with vertex set G and arc set D = {(g, xg) : x ∈ X, g ∈ G}.
The automorphism group Aut(Γ) contains a regular subgroup Gright consisting of all right
translations of G and Γ is said to be normal if Gright is normal in Aut(Γ).

The Cayley digraph Γ is a DDD with parameters (v, k, λ1, λ2, m, n) if and only if the
connection set X of Γ is a symmetric divisible difference set (DDS for short, see [1] for
the definition) with parameters (m,n, k, λ1, λ2). In the latter case, the neighborhood design
D(Γ) is called a development of X and denoted by dev(X). The point and block sets of
dev(X) are G and {Xg : g ∈ G}, respectively. More details on DDSs and Cayley DDDs
can be found in [1, 2] and in [8, 9, 18], respectively. Our construction of Cayley DDDs is
based on a recent construction of DDSs [20].

To check that Γi’s are pairwise nonisomorphic, we compute isomorphisms of a special
S-ring (Section 3) whose automorphism group coincides with an automorphism group of
each Γi. This also allows us to establish normality and arc-transitivity of Γi’s. Besides,
a knowledge of the above isomorphisms implies some more interesting properties of Γi’s
which are discussed further. Clearly, Γi’s have the same parameters because they have the
same neighborhood design. However, they possess a stronger similarity from a combinato-
rial point of view. Namely, the tensors constructed from Γi’s by the Weisfeiler-Leman algo-
rithm [27] are the same, or, in other words, all Γi’s are pairwiseWL-equivalent. Nevertheless,
each Γi can be distinguished from any other graph by the tensor constructed from Γi by
the 3-dimensional Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm, i.e. the Weisfeiler-Leman dimension (WL-
dimension for short) dimWL(Γi) of Γi is at most 3. In particular, the isomorphism between
Γi and any other graph can be verified in polynomial time. For a background and details
on the Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm and dimension, we refer the readers to [5, 11, 13, 26].

Given a power q of a prime p, put log(q) = logp(q). A Heisenberg group (of dimension 3)
over a finite field Fq of order q is denoted by H3(q). The Euler function of a positive integer n
is denoted by φ(n). To sum up the whole previous discussion, we formulate the theorem
below which is a main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let q be an odd prime power. There exist I ⊆ Fq and a family Γi, i ∈
I, of pairwise nonisomorphic normal arc-transitive divisible design Cayley digraphs with
parameters (q3, q2, 0, q, q2, q) over H3(q) such that:

(1) |I| ≥
[
φ(q+1)
2 log(q)

]
,

(2) the neighborhood designs D(Γi) and D(Γj) are isomorphic,
(3) Γi and Γj are WL-equivalent,
(4) dimWL(Γi) ≤ 3

for all i, j ∈ I.

Remark 1. By the estimates for the Euler function (see, e.g., [22, Theorem 15]), we have

φ(q + 1)

2 log(q)
≥

q + 1

2c log(q) log(log(q + 1))
−→
q→∞

∞

for some constant c > 0.

Remark 2. The WL-dimension of the digraphs from Theorem 1.1 is equal to 3 if q > 9 and
equal to 2 if q = 3 (see Proposition 4.4). It would be interesting to determine exact value
of the WL-dimension for these graphs in cases q = 5 and q = 9.
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We finish the introduction with a brief outline of the paper. Section 2 contains a neces-
sary background of coherent configurations, S-rings (Schur rings), and WL-dimension. In
Section 3, we study an S-ring over a Heisenberg group and its isomorphisms that will be
used for the proof of Theorem 1.1. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.1 in Section 3. We use the
standard group-theoretical notations in the text. Namely, if G is a group and H ≤ G, then
the centralizer and normalizer of H in G are denoted by CG(H) and NG(H), respectively,
whereas the center of G is denoted by Z(G). The identity element of G and the set of all
nontrivial elements of G are denoted by e and G#, respectively. The symmetric group of the
set Ω is denoted by Sym(Ω). If ∆ ⊆ Ω is invariant under f ∈ Sym(Ω), then the bijection
induced by f on ∆ is denoted by f∆. The holomorph of a group G is denoted by Hol(G).

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the text, we freely use basic definitions and facts from the theories of coherent
configurations and S-rings (Schur rings) and recall in this section some of them which will
be crucial for further explanation. For a background of coherent configurations and S-rings,
we refer the readers to [5] and [23], respectively, where the terminology used in the paper
and all facts not explained in detail are contained.

2.1. Coherent configurations. Let X = (Ω, S) be a coherent configuration on a finite
set Ω and S the set of all basis relations of X . If the diagonal of Ω × Ω is a basis relation
of X , then X is an (association) scheme. A binary relation on Ω is defined to be a relation
of X if it is a union of some basis relations. Given a coherent configuration X ′ on Ω, put
X ′ ≥ X if every basis relation of X is a relation X ′.

If s ∈ S and α ∈ Ω, then ns denotes the valency of S and αs = {β ∈ Ω : (α, β) ∈ s}. A
scheme X such that ns = 1 for all s ∈ S is said to be regular. The set of all fibers of X is
denoted by F (X ). If ∆ ∈ F (X ), then the pair

X∆ = (∆, S∆),

where S∆ = {s ∈ S : s ⊆ ∆×∆}, is a coherent configuration on ∆. Given r, s, t ∈ S, the
corresponding intersection number of X is denoted by ctrs.

Let X = (Ω, S) and X ′ = (Ω′, S ′) be coherent configurations. An algebraic isomorphism
from X to X ′ is defined to be a bijection ϕ : S → S ′ such that

ctrs = c
ϕ(t)
ϕ(r),ϕ(s)

for all r, s, t ∈ S. Every algebraic isomorphism can be extended in a natural way to a
bijection between the relations of X and X ′. The set of all algebraic isomorphisms from X
to itself (algebraic automorphisms) forms the subgroup of Sym(S) denoted by AutAlg(X ).

A (combinatorial) isomorphism from X to X ′ is defined to be a bijection f : Ω → Ω′ such
that S ′ = f(S), where f(S) = {f(s) : s ∈ S} and f(s) = {(f(α), f(β)) : (α, β) ∈ s}. The
group Iso(X ) of all isomorphisms from X onto itself has a normal subgroup

Aut(X ) = {f ∈ Iso(X ) : f(s) = s for every s ∈ S}

called the automorphism group of X . A coherent configuration is said to be schurian if S is
equal to the set of all orbits of Aut(X ) acting on Ω2 componentwise. A schurian coherent
configuration is said to be 2-minimal if Aut(X ) does not have a proper subgroup with the
same set S of orbits in its componentwise action on Ω2.
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Every isomorphism of coherent configurations induces in a natural way the algebraic iso-
morphism of them. However, not every algebraic isomorphism is induced by a combinatorial
one. A coherent configuration is said to be separable if every algebraic isomorphism from
it to any coherent configuration is induced by an isomorphism. The set of all algebraic
automorphisms of X induced by isomorphisms forms the subgroup of AutAlg(X ) denoted
by AutindAlg(X ).

Lemma 2.1. [5, Theorem 2.3.33] Every regular scheme is separable.

Lemma 2.2. [10, Lemma 9.2] Let X = (Ω, S) be a coherent configuration and ∆ ∈ F (X )
such that for every ∆ 6= ∆′ ∈ F (X ) there is a basis relation r ⊆ ∆×∆′ of valency 1. Then

(1) Aut(X∆) ∼= Aut(X );
(2) X is separable (schurian) whenever X∆ so is.

Given α ∈ Ω, the one-point extension of X with respect to α, i.e. the smallest coherent
configuration X ′ on Ω such that X ′ ≥ X and {α} ∈ F (X ′), is denoted by Xα. By [5,
Proposition 3.3.3(1)],

(1) Aut(Xα) = Aut(X )α.

The first statement of the lemma below is [5, Lemma 3.3.5(2)] whereas the second one
is [5, Theorem 3.3.7(1)].

Lemma 2.3. Let X = (Ω, S) be a coherent configuration and α ∈ Ω. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) For all r, s, t ∈ S, the binary relation r ∩ (αs× αt) is a relation of Xα.
(2) If X is schurian, then F (Xα) = {αs : s ∈ S}.

2.2. S-rings. Let A be an S-ring over a group G. The set of all basic sets of A is denoted
by S = S(A). Given X, Y, Z ∈ S(A), the corresponding structure constant of A is denoted
by cZXY . Due to [5, Eq. 2.1.14],

(2) |Z|cZ
(−1)

XY = |X|cX
(−1)

Y Z = |Y |cY
(−1)

ZX

for all X, Y, Z ∈ S(A). If X ⊆ G and X ∈ A, then X is defined to be an A-set. A subgroup
of G which is an A-set is called an A-subgroup.

Lemma 2.4. [28, Proposition 22.1] Let A be an S-ring over G, ξ =
∑
g∈G

cgg ∈ A, where

cg ∈ Z, and c ∈ Z. Then {g ∈ G : cg = c} is an A-set.

If A is an S-ring over G, then X = X (A) = (G, S), where S = S(A) = {r(X) : X ∈
S(A)} and r(X) = {(g, xg) : x ∈ X, g ∈ G}, is a Cayley scheme over G, i.e. a scheme on
the set G such that Aut(X ) ≥ Gright (see [5, Section 2.4]). Due to [5, Theorem 2.4.16], the
mapping

A 7→ X (A)

is a partial order isomorphism between the S-rings and Cayley schemes over G. One can
see that A1 ≤ A2 if and only if X (A1) ≤ X (A2).

Put
Iso(A) = Iso(X (A)) and Aut(A) = Aut(X (A)).

Clearly, Aut(A) ≥ Gright. By the definitions, if f ∈ Aut(A), X ∈ S(A), and g ∈ G, then

(3) f(Xg) = Xf(g).
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The S-ring A is said to be normal if Gright is normal in Aut(A) or, equivalently, Aut(A) is
a subgroup of Hol(G) = Gright ⋊ Aut(G). If H is an A-subgroup of G, then the set of all
right and the set of all left H-cosets form imprimitivity systems of Aut(A).

The S-ring A is said to be separable (schurian, 2-minimal, respectively) if the Cayley
scheme X (A) so is. If A is schurian, then S(A) is equal to the set of all orbits of the
stabilizer Aut(A)e on G and

(4) Iso(A) = NSym(G)(Aut(A)).

For every K ≤ Aut(G), the partition of G into the orbits ofK defines the S-ringA over G.
In this case, A is called cyclotomic and denoted by Cyc(K,G). Clearly, K ≤ Aut(A)e. If
A is cyclotomic, then A is schurian.

Let A1 and A2 be S-rings, X1 = X (A1), and X2 = X (A2). Every algebraic isomorphism
from X1 to X2 induces a bijection ϕ from S(A1) to S(A2) such that

c
ϕ(Z)
ϕ(X)ϕ(Y ) = cZXY

for all X, Y, Z ∈ S(A). For the convenience, further we will refer to the above bijection
as an algebraic isomorphism from A1 to A2. Every such algebraic isomorphism can be
extended in a natural way to a bijection between A1- and A2-sets. The group of all algebraic
isomorphisms from A to itself (algebraic automorphisms) and its subgroup consisting of all
algebraic automorphisms inducing by the elements of Iso(A) are denoted by AutAlg(A)
and AutindAlg(A), respectively. The groups AutAlg(A) and AutAlg(X (A)) (AutindAlg(A) and

AutindAlg(X (A)), respectively) are equivalent as permutation groups.
It is easy to see that f ∈ Iso(A) induces the trivial algebraic automorphism of A which

fixes every basic set if and only if f ∈ Aut(A) and hence f1, f2 ∈ Iso(A) induce the same
algebraic isomorphism if and only if f2f

−1
1 ∈ Aut(A). Therefore

(5) |AutindAlg(A)| =
| Iso(A)|

|Aut(A)|
.

2.3. WL-closure and WL-dimension. The material of this subsection is taken from [3]
(see also [5, Section 2.6]). The WL-closure WL(Γ) of a digraph Γ = (Ω, D) is defined to be
the smallest coherent configuration X = (Ω, S) such that D is a relation of X . The tensor
of the intersection numbers of WL(Γ) is an output of the Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm whose
input graph is Γ. One can check that Aut(WL(Γ)) = Aut(Γ). So if Γ = Cay(G,X) is a
Cayley digraph, then Aut(WL(Γ)) ≥ Gright and hence WL(Γ) is a Cayley scheme over G.
For the convenience, further we will refer to the S-ring A such that X (A) = WL(Γ) as the
WL-closure of the Cayley digraph Γ. Due to the definitions, A is the smallest (with respect
to inclusion) S-ring A over G such that X is an A-set.

Lemma 2.5. [5, Theorem 2.6.4] Let Γ1 and Γ2 be digraphs and f an isomorphism from Γ1

to Γ2. Then f is an isomorphism from WL(Γ1) to WL(Γ2).

The next lemma can be deduced straightforwardly by the induction on the number of
iterations of the Weisfeiler-Leman algorithm.

Lemma 2.6. Let Γ1 = (Ω1, D1) and Γ2 = (Ω2, D2) be digraphs and ϕ an algebraic isomor-
phism from WL(Γ1) to WL(Γ2) such that ϕ(D1) = D2. Then Γ1 and Γ2 are WL-equivalent.

The lemma below is a corollary of [11, Theorem 2.5] and can be found, e.g., in [3,
Lemma 3.1].
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Lemma 2.7. Let Γ be a digraph with vertex set Ω and X = WL(Γ). Then the following
statements hold.

(1) dimWL(Γ) ≤ 2 if and only if X is separable.
(2) If Xα is separable for some α ∈ Ω, then dimWL(Γ) ≤ 3.

3. An S-ring over a Heisenberg group

In this section, we recall a construction of a cyclotomic S-ring from [20], where all the
details can be found. Let q be an odd prime power and Fq a finite field of order q. Further
till the end of the paper,

G = H3(q) =
{(

1 x z
0 1 y
0 0 1

)
: x, y, z ∈ Fq

}

is a Heisenberg group of dimension 3 over Fq. Put

Z = Z(G) =
{(

1 0 z
0 1 0
0 0 1

)
: z ∈ Fq

}
.

Clearly, |G| = q3 and |Z| = q.
Let ε ∈ Fq be a nonsquare and

M = M(ε) =
{(

α β
εβ α

)
: α, β ∈ Fq, (α, β) 6= (0, 0)

}
.

Due to [19, Chapter 2.5], the group M (with the standard matrix multiplication) is a
subgroup of GL2(q) isomorphic to the multiplicative group F

∗

q2. In particular, |M| = q2− 1

and M is cyclic. Given M =
(

α β
εβ α

)
∈ M, let us define ρ = ρ(M) : G→ G as follows:

ρ
((

1 x z
0 1 y
0 0 1

))
=

(
1 αx+εβy Fα,β(x,y,z)
0 1 βx+αy
0 0 1

)
,

where Fα,β(x, y, z) = αβ(x
2

2
+ εy

2

2
) + εβ2xy + (α2 − εβ2)z. The mapping M 7→ ρ(M) is a

monomorphism from M to Aut(G) (see [20]). Let K = {ρ(M) : M ∈ M}. The group K
is a cyclic group of order q2− 1. Put A = Cyc(K,G). The basic sets of A are the following:

{e}, Z#, Yi, i ∈ Fq,

where

Yi =
{(

1 α γi(α,β)
0 1 β
0 0 1

)
, α, β ∈ Fq, (α, β) 6= (0, 0)

}

for γi(α, β) =
αβ
2
+ (α2 − εβ2)i. One can see that |Yi| = q2 − 1 and Y

(−1)
i = Y−i for every

i ∈ Fq.
Given i ∈ Fq, put Xi = Yi ∪ {e}. The next lemma immediately follows from [20, Corol-

lary 6.4].

Lemma 3.1. For every i ∈ Fq,

Xi ·Xi
(−1) = q2e+ q(G− Z),

i.e. Xi is a DDS with parameters (q2, q, q2, 0, q) which is a transversal for Z in G.

Given i, j ∈ F
∞

q = Fq ∪ {∞}, put

χ(i) =

{
−i, i 6= ∞,

∞, i = ∞,
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and

ψ(i, j) =





ij+δ
i+j

, i+ j 6= 0, i, j 6= ∞,

∞, j = −i,

i, i 6= ∞, j = ∞,

j, i = ∞, j 6= ∞,

where δ = ε
16
.

Lemma 3.2. [20, Lemma 6.7] The set F∞

q equipped with the binary operation ψ forms a
cyclic group of order q+1, where ∞ is the identity element and χ(i) is the element inverse
to i ∈ F

∞

q .

The lemma below collects an information on the structure constants of A from [20,
Eqs. (9),(10),(14),(16),(17)] which we will need further.

Lemma 3.3. Given i, j, k ∈ Fq,

cZ
#

YiYj
=

{
0, j = −i,

q + 1, j 6= −i,

cYkYiY−i
=





q, k /∈ {i,−i},

q − 1, k ∈ {i,−i} and i 6= 0,

q − 2, k = i = −i = 0,

and if i+ j 6= 0, then

cYkYiYj =





q + 1, k /∈ {i, j, ψ(i, j)},

1, k = ψ(i, j),

q, i 6= j, and k ∈ {i, j},

q − 1, k = i = j.

Proposition 3.4. In the above notations, Aut(A) = Gright ⋊K.

Proof. The S-ring A is cyclotomic and hence schurian. So each basic set of A is an orbit of
the stabilizer Aut(A)e. Obviously, Gright ⋊K ≤ Aut(A). One can see that

|Aut(A)| = |G||Aut(A)e| = |G||Y0||Aut(A)e,y0| = q3(q2−1)|Aut(A)e,y0| = |G||K||Aut(A)e,y0|,

where y0 =
(

1 1 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

)
∈ Y0. So to prove that Aut(A) = Gright ⋊ K, it suffices to check that

the stabilizer Aut(A)e,y0 is trivial. Let us prove that every f ∈ Aut(A)e,y0 is trivial.

Lemma 3.5. In the above notations, fZ = idZ .

Proof. Let z ∈ Z and Y a basic set containing zy−1
0 . Note that {z} = Y y0 ∩ Z

# because
Y ∪ {e} is a transversal for Z (Lemma 3.1). Therefore

{f(z)} = f(Y y0 ∩ Z
#) = Y y0 ∩ Z

# = {z},

where the second equality holds by f(y0) = y0 and Eq. (3). Thus, f(z) = z for every z ∈ Z
and hence fZ = idZ . �

Lemma 3.6. In the above notations, if f(y) = y for some y ∈ G\Z, then f(Zy) = Zy and
fZy = idZy. In particular, fZy0 = idZy0.
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Proof. Since Z is an A-subgroup, the set Zy is a block of Aut(A). So due to f(y) = y, we
have f(Zy) = Zy. Each Xi is a transversal for Z by Lemma 3.1. Therefore all elements
from Zy belong to pairwise distinct basic sets. Together with f(Zy) = Zy, this implies that
fZy = idZy. �

In view of Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.5, and Lemma 3.6, it remains to verify that f fixes
every y ∈ Y1 \ Zy0. Since X0 and X−1 are transversals for Z and y /∈ Zy0, there exist
i, j, k, l ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} such that

y ∈ T = Y0z
i ∩ Y0y0z

j ∩ Y−1z
k ∩ Y−1y0z

l ∩ Y1.

If |T | = 1 or, equivalently, T = {y}, then we are done. Indeed,

{f(y)} = f(T ) = T = {y},

where the second equality holds by Eq. (3), Lemma 3.5, and Lemma 3.6.

Further, we establish that |T | = 1. Let t ∈ T . Then t =
(

1 α γ1(α,β)
0 1 β
0 0 1

)
∈ Y1 for some

α, β ∈ Fq. Let

u1 =
(

1 α1 γ0(α1,β1)
0 1 β1
0 0 1

)
, u2 =

(
1 α2 γ0(α2,β2)
0 1 β2
0 0 1

)
∈ Y0

and

u3 =
(

1 α3 γ−1(α3,β3)
0 1 β3
0 0 1

)
, u4 =

(
1 α4 γ−1(α4,β4)
0 1 β4
0 0 1

)
∈ Y−1

such that
t = u1z

i = u2y0z
j = u3z

k = u4y0z
l.

The latter equalities are equivalent to the system

(6)





α = α1 = α2 + 1 = α3 = α4 + 1,

β = β1 = β2 = β3 = β4,

γ1(α, β) = γ0(α1, β1) + i = γ0(α2, β2) + j = γ−1(α3, β3) + k = γ−1(α4, β4) + l.

One can see that αi, βi can be expressed via α, β using the equations from the first and
second lines of System (6) and these expressions can be substituted to the equations from
the third line of System (6). As a result, we obtain

α2 − εβ2 = i = −
β

2
+ j = −(α2 − εβ2) + k = −

β

2
− ((α− 1)2 − εβ2) = l.

In particular, β = 2(j − i) from the second equality and α =
k+1+β

2

2
from the fourth one.

Therefore System (6) has at most one solution and hence |T | ≤ 1. On the other hand,
y ∈ T . Thus, T = {y} as required. �

Corollary 3.7. The S-ring A is normal and 2-minimal.

Proof. The normality immediately follows from Proposition 3.4. Observe that the basis
relations r(Yi), i ∈ Fq, of the Cayley scheme X (A) have size

|G|nr(Yi) = |G||Yi| = q3(q2 − 1) = |Aut(A)|.

Therefore there is no a proper subgroup of Aut(A) with the same orbits on G×G as Aut(A)
and hence A is 2-minimal. �

Proposition 3.8. In the above notations, |AutindAlg(A)| ≤ 2 log(q).
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Proof. Note that |AutindAlg(A)| = | Iso(A)|/|Aut(A)| by Eq. (5). From Eq. (4) it follows
that Iso(A) = NSym(G)(Aut(A)). By Proposition 3.4, we have Aut(A) = Gright ⋊K, where
|K| = q2 − 1. So the group Gright is a normal Sylow subgroup of Aut(A). In particular,
Gright is characteristic in Aut(A). Since Aut(A) is normal in Iso(A), we conclude that Gright

is normal in Iso(A) and hence Iso(A) ≤ NSym(G)(Gright) = Hol(G). Thus,

Iso(A) ≤ NSym(G)(Aut(A)) ∩ Hol(G) = NHol(G)(Gright ⋊K).

The groupNHol(G)(Gright⋊K) coincides with Gright⋊NAut(G)(K). Indeed, grightτ ∈ Hol(G),
where g ∈ G and τ ∈ Aut(G), normalizes the group Gright ⋊ K if and only if Gright ⋊

Kτ = Gright ⋊ K. Clearly, if τ ∈ NAut(G)(K), then the latter equality holds. Suppose
that Gright ⋊ Kτ = Gright ⋊ K. Since GCD(|G|, |K|) = 1 and G is solvable, the Schur-
Zassenhaus theorem implies that K and Kτ are conjugate in Gright ⋊K. So Khright = Kτ

for some h ∈ G. Then for every σ ∈ K, we have hrightσh
−1
right(e) = σ(h−1)h = e because

hrightσh
−1
right ∈ Kτ ≤ Aut(G). This yields that h is fixed by every element of K and hence

the basic set of A containing h is of size 1. The unique basic set of A of size 1 is {e}.
So h = e and, consequently, Kτ = K. Therefore Gright ⋊ Kτ = Gright ⋊ K if and only if
τ ∈ NAut(G)(K) and hence NHol(G)(Gright ⋊K) = Gright ⋊NAut(G)(K). Thus,

Iso(A) ≤ Gright ⋊NAut(G)(K).

Due to the latter equality and Aut(A) = Gright ⋊K, the statement of the proposition is
a consequence of inequality

(7) |NAut(G)(K)| ≤ 2 log(q)|K|

which we are going to prove. Let π be the homomorphism from Aut(G) to Aut(G/Z)
which maps every σ ∈ Aut(G) to the induced automorphism of G/Z acting by the rule
σ(Zg) = Zσ(g). The group G/Z is isomorphic to the additive group of (2l)-dimensional
vector space over Fp, where q = pl for an odd prime p and l = log(q), and hence

Aut(G/Z) ∼= GL2l(p).

The group π(K) is a cyclic subgroup of Aut(G/Z) of order q2 − 1. Moreover, π(K) acts
transitively on the set of nonidentity elements of G/Z because each orbit of K outside Z
together with the identity element is a transversal for Z in G (Lemma 3.1). Therefore π(K)
is a Singer subgroup of Aut(G/Z) ∼= GL2l(p). From [16, p. 187] it follows that

(8) |NAut(G/Z)(π(K))| = 2l|π(K)|.

Let N0 = NAut(G)(K) ∩ ker(π) and θ ∈ N0. Then θσθ−1 ∈ K for every σ ∈ K. Let
g ∈ G\Z. The elements θσθ−1(g) and σ(g) lie in the same orbit ofK because θ ∈ NAut(G)(K)
and in the same Z-coset, namely in σ(Zg), because θ ∈ ker(π). So θσθ−1(g) = σ(g) by
Lemma 3.1. Since the above equality holds for all g ∈ G \ Z, we conclude that θσθ−1 = σ
for every σ ∈ K. Therefore θ ∈ CAut(G)(K) and hence N0 ≤ CAut(G)(K). The group
K is regular on each of its orbits outside Z. This yields that CAut(G)(K) is semiregular
on each orbit of K outside Z. So |CAut(G)(K)| ≤ |K|. One can see that K is abelian
and consequently K ≤ CAut(G)(K). Therefore CAut(G)(K) = K. The latter implies that
N0 ≤ K0, where K0 = K ∩ ker(π). However, each orbit of K outside Z together with the
identity element is transversal for Z in G which implies that K0 is trivial. Thus,

(9) |N0| = |K0| = 1.
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Now one can estimate |NAut(G)(K)| as follows:

|NAut(G)(K)| = |NAut(G)(K)/N0| = |π(NAut(G)(K))| ≤ |NAut(G/Z)(π(K))| = 2l|π(K)| = 2l|K|,

where the first and fifth equalities hold by Eq. (9), whereas the fourth equality holds by
Eq. (8). Thus, Eq. (7) holds and we are done. �

Given τ ∈ Aut(F∞

q ), let us define a bijection τ̂ on the set S(A) as follows:

τ̂({e}) = {e}, τ̂ (Yk) = Yτ(k), k ∈ F
∞

q ,

where Y∞ = Z#.

Proposition 3.9. The following statements hold.

(1) The mapping τ 7→ τ̂ is a monomorphism from Aut(F∞

q ) to AutAlg(A).
(2) |AutAlg(A)| ≥ φ(q + 1).
(3) Given generators i, j of F∞

q
∼= Cq+1, there is an algebraic automorphism of A which

maps Yi to Yj.

Proof. Statement (1) immediately follows from the the definition of τ̂ and inclusion τ̂ ∈
AutAlg(A) which can be verified straightforwardly using Eq. (2) and Lemma 3.3. For exam-
ple,

c
τ̂(Yψ(i,j))

τ̂(Yi)τ̂ (Yj)
= c

Yτ(ψ(i,j))

Yτ(i)Yτ(j)
= c

Yψ(τ(i),τ(j))

Yτ(i)Yτ(j)
,

where the latter equality holds because τ ∈ Aut(F∞

q ). Statement (2) holds by Statement (1)
and Lemma 3.2. Since i and j are generators of F∞

q , there is τ ∈ Aut(F∞

q ) such that τ(i) = j.
So τ̂(Yi) = Yτ(i) = Yj and Statement (3) holds by Statement (1). �

Corollary 3.10. The S-ring A is separable only if q ∈ {3, 5, 9}.

Proof. Due to Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 3.9(2), the S-ring A is separable only if
φ(q + 1) ≤ 2 log(q) which is true if and only if q ∈ {3, 5, 9}. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Throughout this section, we use the notations from the previous one. Given i ∈ Fq,
put Γi = Cay(G,Xi). By Lemma 3.1, Γi is a divisible design digraph with parame-
ters (q3, q2, 0, q, q2, q) whose classes are Z-cosets and in which each vertex dominates exactly
one vertex from each class. Denote the set of all generators of F∞

q
∼= Cq+1 by I. Clearly,

|I| = φ(q + 1).

Lemma 4.1. In the above notations, WL(Γi) = A for every i ∈ I.

Proof. Put B = WL(Γi). The S-ring B is the smallest S-ring over G for which Yi is a B-set.
So B ≤ A. Let us check the reverse inclusion. Put

a1 = i and ak = ψ(ak−1, i) for k ≥ 2.

Since i is a generator of F∞

q , we conclude that aq+1 = ∞ and

(10) {a1, . . . , aq+1} = F
∞

q .

Further we are going to prove that Yak is a B-set for every k ∈ {1, . . . , q+1
2
}. We proceed

by induction on k. The base of induction for k = 1 follows from the definition of B. Observe
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that ak 6= −i for k ∈ {1, . . . , q+1
2
} because −i = χ(i) and hence −i = aq. Together with

Lemma 3.3 this implies that

Yak · Yi = Yak+1
+ q(Yak + Yi) + (q + 1)(G# − Yak+1

− Yak − Yi).

By the induction hypothesis, the left-hand side of the above equality belongs to B. So
Yak+1

∈ B by Lemma 2.4 and hence Yak+1
is a B-set. For every k ∈ { q+1

2
, . . . , q}, there is

l ∈ {1, . . . , q+1
2
} such that Yak = Yχ(al) = Y−al = Y

(−1)
al . Therefore Yak is a B-set for every

k ∈ { q+1
2
, . . . , q}. The above discussion together with Eq. (10) yields that Yi is a B-set for

every i ∈ Fq. Finally,

Z# = G# \
⋃

i∈Fq

Yi

is a B-set. Thus, every basic set of A is a B-set. This implies that B ≥ A and hence B = A
as desired. �

Corollary 4.2. For all i, j ∈ I, the digraphs Γi and Γj are normal, arc-transitive, and
WL-equivalent.

Proof. Due Lemma 4.1, we have WL(Γi) = WL(Γj) = A and hence Aut(Γi) = Aut(Γj) =
Aut(A). So Aut(Γi) = Aut(Γj) = Gright ⋊K by Proposition 3.4. This implies that Γi and
Γj are normal. The group K = Aut(Γi)e = Aut(Γj)e acts transitively on Yi and Yj which
are neighborhoods of e in Γi and Γj, respectively. Since Γi and Γj are vertex-transitive, this
yields that Γi and Γj are arc-transitive. Finally, Γi and Γj are WL-equivalent by Lemma 2.6,
Proposition 3.9(3), and Proposition 4.1. �

Lemma 4.3. There are at least
[
φ(q+1)
2 log(q)

]
pairwise nonisomorphic digraphs among Γi, i ∈ I.

Proof. The relation “to be isomorphic” defines an equivalence E on the set {Γi : i ∈ I}.

It suffices to verify that there are at least
[
φ(q+1)
2 log(q)

]
equivalence classes of E. Suppose that

Γi and Γj are isomorphic for some i, j ∈ I and f is an isomorphism from Γi to Γj . Then
f ∈ Iso(A) by Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.1. Clearly, f induces an algebraic automorphism
ϕ ∈ AutindAlg(A) such that ϕ(Yi) = Yj. Proposition 3.8 implies that |AutindAlg(A)| ≤ 2 log(q).
Thus, each class of E has size at most 2 log(q) and hence the number of classes is at least[
φ(q+1)
2 log(q)

]
as required. �

Proposition 4.4. Let i ∈ I. Then dimWL(Γi) ≤ 3. Moreover, dimWL(Γi) = 3 if q > 9 and
dimWL(Γi) = 2 if q = 3.

Proof. At first, let us prove that dimWL(Γi) ≤ 3. Due to Lemma 2.7(2) and Lemma 4.1,
it suffices to verify that the one-point extension Xe of the Cayley scheme X = X (A) is
separable. Since A and hence X are schurian, F (Xe) = S(A) by Lemma 2.3(2). Given
j ∈ F

∗

q, put k = k(j) = ψ(j, 0). Lemma 2.3(1) implies that

rj = r(Yk(j)) ∩ (Y0 × Yj)

is a relation of Xe. Let y ∈ Y0. Clearly, yrj = Yky∩Yj . One can see that |Yky∩Yj| = cY0
Y−kYj

.

In view of Eq. (2) and Lemma 3.3, we have cY0
Y−kYj

= cYkYjY0
= 1. Therefore rj is exactly a

basis relation of Xe and nrj = 1. Since each Xj is a transversal for Z in G (Lemma 3.1),

|Yjy ∩ Z#| = 1. So all basis relations of Xe inside Y0 × Z# are of valency 1. The above
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discussion yields that for every ∆ ∈ F (Xe), there is a basis relation of valency 1 inside
Y0 ×∆. Thus, Xe is separable whenever (Xe)Y0 so is by Lemma 2.2(2).

Let us verify that (Xe)Y0 is separable. From Lemma 2.2(1) it follows that Aut((Xe)Y0)
∼=

Aut(Xe). Eq. (1) implies that Aut(Xe) = Aut(X )e. By Proposition 3.4, we have Aut(X ) =
Aut(A) = Gright ⋊K and hence Aut(X )e = K ∼= Cq2−1. Thus,

Aut((Xe)Y0)
∼= Cq2−1.

Since Y0 is an orbit of K and |Y0| = q2 − 1, the group Aut((Xe)Y0) is regular. Therefore
(Xe)Y0 is isomorphic to a Cayley scheme over a cyclic group with a regular automorphism
group. From [5, Corollary 4.4.4] it follows that (Xe)Y0 is schurian and hence regular. Thus,
(Xe)Y0 is separable by Lemma 2.1 as required.

If q > 9, then Corollary 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 imply that there is at least one digraph non-
isomorphic to Γi which is WL-equivalent to Γi. So dimWL(Γi) > 2 and hence dimWL(Γi) = 3.
If q = 3, then is can be verified using the list of small schemes [15] that X is separable and
hence dimWL(Γi) = 2 by Lemma 2.7(1). �

Proposition 4.5. For all i, j ∈ Fq, the divisible designs D(Γi) = dev(Xi) and D(Γj) =
dev(Xj) are isomorphic.

Proof. Recall that given i ∈ Fq, dev(Xi) = (G,B(Xi)), where B(Xi) = {Xig : g ∈ G}. We
are going to check that dev(Xi) is isomorphic to dev(X0) for every i ∈ F

∗

q and by that to
prove the lemma. To do this, it suffices to find two bijections f, h : G→ G such that

(11) g ∈ X0g0 ⇔ f(g) ∈ Xih(g0)

for all g =
(

1 α γ
0 1 β
0 0 1

)
, g0 =

(
1 α0 γ0
0 1 β0
0 0 1

)
∈ G. One can see that g ∈ X0g0 if and only if gg−1

0 ∈ X0.

Due to the definition of X0, the latter is equivalent to

(12) γ − γ0 =
(α− α0)(β + β0)

2
.

Let f :
(

1 α γ
0 1 β
0 0 1

)
7→

(
1 α′ γ′

0 1 β′

0 0 1

)
and h :

(
1 α0 γ0
0 1 β0
0 0 1

)
7→

(
1 α′′

0 γ′′

0 1 β′′

0
0 0 1

)
be mappings from G to itself

such that

(13)





α = α′,

β = β ′,

γ = γ′ − ((α′)2 − ε(β ′)2)i,

(14)





α0 = α′′

0 − δ,

β0 = β ′′

0 − σ,

γ0 = γ′′0 +
(α′′

0−δ)(β′′

0 −σ)

2
−

α′′

0β
′′

0

2
+ ((α′′

0)
2 − ε(β ′′

0 )
2)i,

where

(15) δ = 4iεβ ′′

0 and σ = 4iα′′

0.

At first, let us verify that f and h are bijections. Since the mapping γ 7→ γ′ is a translation
by a function of α and β, we conclude that f is a bijection. Due to Eqs. (14) and (15), we



ON A FAMILY OF DIVISIBLE DESIGN DIGRAPHS 13

obtain 
α0

β0


 = A


α

′′

0

β ′′

0


 ,

where

A =


 1 −4εi

−4i 1


 .

One can see that det(A) = 1− 16εi2 6= 0 because ε is nonsquare. Therefore the mapping

α0

β0


 7→


α

′′

0

β ′′

0




is a bijection. The mapping γ0 7→ γ′′0 is a translation by a function of α0 and β0 which yields
that h is a bijection.

Substituting expressions for α, β, γ via α′, β ′, γ′ from Eq. (13) and for α0, β0, γ0 via α′′

0,
β ′′

0 , γ
′′

0 from Eq. (14) to Eq. (12) and making computations, we obtain

γ′ − γ′′0 =
(α′ − α′′

0)(β
′ + β ′′

0 )

2
+ ((α′ − α′′

0)
2 − ε(β ′ − β ′′

0 )
2)i.

The latter is equivalent to f(g)h(g0)
−1 =

(
1 α′ γ′

0 1 β′

0 0 1

)(
1 α′′

0 γ′′

0 1 β′′

0
0 0 1

)
−1

∈ Xi. Thus, Eq. (11) holds

and hence dev(X0) and dev(Xi) are isomorphic. �

Theorem 1.1 follows from Corollary 4.2, Lemma 4.3, Proposition 4.4, and Proposition 4.5.
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