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HILBERT-KAMKE EQUATIONS AND GEOMETRIC DESIGNS

OF DEGREE FIVE FOR CLASSICAL ORTHOGONAL

POLYNOMIALS

TERUYUKI MISHIMA, XIAO-NAN LU, MASANORI SAWA, AND YUKIHIRO UCHIDA

Abstract. In this paper we elucidate the advantage of examining the connec-
tions between Hilbert-Kamke equations and geometric designs, or Chebyshev-
type quadrature, for classical orthogonal polynomials. We first establish a
classification theorem for such equations of degree 5 in 6 variables. The proof
is based on an elementary polynomial identity, which Kawada and Wooley
(1999) employed in their work on the Waring problem, and some advanced
techniques on the computation of the genus of a certain irreducible curve. We
then prove a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of rational
solutions of Hilbert-Kamke equations of degree 5, especially for the Cheby-
shev measure of the first kind. It is noteworthy that this result presents a
completely explicit construction of rational solutions. Moreover, we create
novel connections among Hilbert-Kamke equations, geometric designs and the
Prouhet-Tarry-Escott (PTE) problem. For example, we establish that our so-
lutions of Hilbert-Kamke equations of degree 5 in 6 variables appear in the
famous parametric solution for the PTE problem found by Borwein (2002).

1. Introduction

Let w(t) be a probability density function on an interval I ⊆ R, with finite
moments

(1) ak =

∫

I

tkw(t)dt, k = 0, 1, . . .

An integration formula of type

(2)
1

n

n
∑

i=1

f(xi) =

∫

I

f(t)w(t)dt,

where x1, . . . , xn ∈ I, is a quadrature of degree m if the equation (2) holds for every
f ∈ Pm. We denote by Pm the vector space of all univariate polynomials of degree
at most m.

As implied by various formulas named after Gauss, the construction of quadra-
ture formula has long been studied in mathematical analysis, in connection with
the investigation of the zeros of orthogonal polynomials. For a good introduc-
tion to the interrelation between quadrature and orthogonal polynomials, we re-
fer the reader to Dunkl and Xu [14, § 1] and Szegő [38, § 15]. On the other
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hand, the configuration of points x1, . . . , xn, especially for Gegenbauer measure

(1− t2)λ−1/2dt/
∫ 1

−1(1− t2)λ−1/2dt where λ > −1/2, has captured the attention of
researchers in algebraic combinatorics and related areas. The point configuration
is called an m-design if all xi are distinct, and a weighted m-design otherwise. A
good survey paper on algebro-combinatorial aspects of quadrature is Bannai and
Bannai [3].

Most of the designs appearing in the present paper are rational, namely the point
configuration is included in Q. The notion of rational design originally goes back
to Hausdorff [17], who established the existence of a weighted rational design for

Hermite measure e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞) and thereby simplified Hilbert’s solution

of the Waring problem [18]. Interest was revived by Nesterenko [29, p.4700], where
a refinement of Hausdorff’s method is discussed; see also Subsection 2.2 of this
paper. It is noteworthy that the construction of rational designs can be applied in
the realization of solutions of the Waring problem.

The construction of rational design is also significant in algebraic combinatorics,
in particular in the theory of spherical designs. A challenging problem, asked by
Bannai, Bannai, Ito and Tanaka [4, p.208, Problem 2], is to present an explicit

construction of rational designs for Gegenbauer measure (1 − t2)λ−1/2dt/
∫ 1

−1
(1 −

t2)λ−1/2dt. Such constructions, if realized, can be applied in the explicit construc-
tion of spherical designs [2, 33, 39]. What is meant by explicit construction is that
it generates a design for which the components of each point are written down
explicitly. As commented by Xiang [41, p.1], it is still an open problem to present
an explicit construction of rational designs for Gegenbauer measure in general. A
main purpose of this paper is to make substantial progress on this topic.

On the other hand, a rational weighted m-design of type (2) is equivalent to a
solution of a system of Diophantine equations of type

x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xn = na1,

x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
n = na2,

...

xm
1 + xm

2 + · · ·+ xm
n = nam.

(3)

In particular an m-design is equivalent to a disjoint solution of (3), meaning that
all xi are mutually distinct. We call (3) Hilbert-Kamke equations, following Cui,
Xia and Xiang [11]. A systematic treatment of the equations (3) was established
by Sawa and Uchida [36] for probability measures that correspond to the classi-
cal orthogonal polynomials. It is well known (see [36, Subsection 2.1]) that such
measures are completely classified by Hermite, Laguerre and Jacobi measures.

We are here mainly concerned with symmetric classical measures, that is Hermite
or Gegenbauer measure, for which the odd moments a2k+1 are identically zero. An
m-design is antipodal if the configuration of points x1, . . . , xn is symmetric with
respect to the origin 0. An antipodal m-design with 2N points for symmetric
classical measures is equivalent to the equations

(4) x2k
1 + x2k

2 + · · ·+ x2k
N = Na2k, k = 1, 2, . . . , r,

where r is the integer part of m/2.
The following is a main theorem of this paper, by which the assumption of

antipodality is naturally motivated. The proof makes use of Newton’s identity on
elementary symmetric polynomials and power sums.

Theorem 1.1. Let m,n be positive integers such that m ≡ 1 (mod 2) and n ≤
m+ 1. Then the Hilbert-Kamke equations (3) have only antipodal solutions.
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The following two results for m = 5 are also main theorems in the present
paper. The degree five and four cases are of special interest in the connection
among Hilbert-Kamke equations, geometric designs and the Waring problem; see
Remark 2.13 and Proposition 2.14 of this paper.

Theorem 1.2. If the solutions of Hilbert-Kamke equations (3) for m = 5 are
parametrized by rational functions, then the only symmetric classical measure is
the Chebyshev measure (1− t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1).

Theorem 1.3. There exists an antipodal 5-design with 2N rational points for
Chebyshev measure (1 − t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1) if and only if

N = 3k with k ≥ 1,

N = 3k + 1 with k ≥ 6,

N = 3k + 2 with k ≥ 3.

In other words, this is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a
disjoint rational solution of Hilbert-Kamke equations (3) for Chebyshev measure.

Theorem 1.2 provides theoretical evidence for the difficulty of the construction as
well as existence of rational designs for Gegenbauer measures in general. Our proof
is based on the calculation of the genus of a certain irreducible curve. Kawada and
Wooley [20] clarified the validity of a certain polynomial identity in the study of the
Waring problem for biquadrates. Inspired by their work, our proof of Theorem 1.3
is based on the collaboration of the same polynomial identity and techniques in
geometric design theory.

A key part of Theorem 1.3 is the classification of rational solutions of Hilbert-
Kamke equations (3) of degree 5 in 6 variables, which is, to our surprise, closely
related to a solution of a certain Diophantine problem called the Prouhet-Tarry-
Escott (PTE) problem (see (7) below).

Theorem 1.4. The following hold:

(i) The rational solutions of the equations (3) of degree 5 in 6 variables for
symmetric classical measure are classified by

(5)
x1 =

2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, x2 =

−13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, x3 =

11t2 + 26t+ 2

14(t2 + t+ 1)
,

xi+3 = −xi for i = 1, 2, 3,

where t ∈ Q.
(ii) Up to equivalence over Q, the solutions (5) are included in the solutions

(6)

x1 = 2n+ 2m, x2 = nm+ n+m− 3, x3 = nm− n−m− 3,

y1 = 2n− 2m, y2 = n− nm−m− 3, y3 = m− nm− n− 3,

xi+3 = −xi, yi+3 = −yi for i = 1, 2, 3

of the equations

(7) xk
1 + · · ·+ xk

6 = yk1 + · · ·+ yk6 , k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,

where m,n ∈ Q.

The solutions (6) of the PTE equations (7) are well known, which can be found
in Borwein [5, p.88]; see Theorems 7.7 and 7.9 of this paper.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives preliminaries where we review
basic facts and background on Hilbert-Kamke equations and geometric designs. Sec-
tion 3 gives a brief summary and discussion on the classical degree two and three
cases. Sections 4 through 6 are the main body of this paper, where Theorems 1.1
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through 1.3 are proved, respectively. It is worth noting that the proof of Theo-
rem 1.3 involves an explicit construction of rational designs for (1 − t2)−1/2dt/π.
Section 7 creates novel connections between the PTE problem and geometric design
theory (see Proposition 7.5), where a design-theoretic criterion to construct solu-
tions of the PTE problem is first presented and then a proof of Theorem 1.4 (ii) is
given. Section 8 is the conclusion, where further remarks will be made.

2. Preliminary

In this section we review some basic terminologies and facts that often appear
throughout this paper. The description below is fairly conscious of the relationship
between Hilbert-Kamke equations, quadrature formulas and Waring problem.

2.1. Quadrature and Hilbert-Kamke equations. Let I ⊆ R be an interval,
with a probability density function w(t) such that all moments ak =

∫

I
tkw(t)dt

are finite.

Definition 2.1. An integration formula of type

(8)
1

n

n
∑

i=1

f(xi) =

∫

I

f(t)w(t)dt

where x1, . . . , xn ∈ I, is a quadrature of degree m if (8) holds for every polynomial
f ∈ Pm. Here Pm denotes the space of all univariate polynomials of degree at
most m. The configuration of points xi is an (equi-weighted) m-design if all xi are
distinct, and a weighted m-design otherwise. As a convention, we write (x1, . . . , xn)
or {x1, . . . , xn} for point configurations.

Most designs and quadrature, often discussed in the present paper, have the
following two properties.

Definition 2.2. (i) A (weighted) m-design for
∫

I w(t)dt is antipodal if the point
configuration {xi} coincides with {−xi}.

(ii) A (weighted)m-design for
∫

I w(t)dt is rational if all xi are rational numbers.

Let us look at some examples.

Example 2.3 (Newton-Cotes formula). The Newton-Cotes quadrature is given as

(9)
1

6
f(−1) +

2

3
f(0) +

1

6
f(1) =

1

2

∫ 1

−1

f(t)dt for every f ∈ P3.

The point configuration {0,±1} is antipodal and rational, but not equi-weighted.

Example 2.4 (Chebyshev-Gauss quadrature). Let x1, . . . , xn be the zeros of the
Chebyshev polynomial Tn(t) of the first kind. The Chebyshev-Gauss quadrature is
given as

(10)
1

n

n
∑

i=1

f
(

cos
(2i− 1

2n
π
))

=

∫ 1

−1

f(t)dt

π
√
1− t2

for every f ∈ P2n−1.

This point configuration is antipodal and equi-weighted, but irrational for n ≥ 2.
Among all quadrature of degree m with n points, the formula (10) is minimal for
the Stroud bound n ≥ ⌊m/2⌋+ 1; see Theorem 8.6 of this paper.

Example 2.5.

(11)
1

6

∑

±

{

f
(

± 1

7

)

+f
(

± 11

14

)

+f
(

± 13

14

)}

=

∫ 1

−1

f(t)dt

π
√
1− t2

for every f ∈ P5.
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This point configuration, which appears many times in the present paper, is an-
tipodal, equi-weighted, and rational. The quadrature (11) is also minimal for a
certain inequality concerning the Prouhet-Tarry-Escott (PTE) problem; for details,
see Proposition 7.5 of this paper.

The following provides a method for composing small designs to produce a larger
one of the same degree.

Proposition 2.6. If X1 and X2 are disjoint t-designs for
∫

I
w(t)dt, then so is

X1 ∪X2.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. For i = 1, 2, let Ni be the size of Xi. Then it follows,
from the defining property (8) of quadrature, that for every polynomial f of degree
at most t,

1

N1 +N2

∑

x∈X1∪X2

f(x) =
N1

N1 +N2

1

N1

∑

x∈X1

f(x) +
N2

N1 +N2

1

N2

∑

x∈X2

f(x)

=
N1

N1 +N2

∫

I

f(t)w(t)dt +
N2

N1 +N2

∫

I

f(t)w(t)dt =

∫

I

f(t)w(t)dt. �

A rational weighted design is equivalent to a certain system of Diophantine
equations that originally stems from the Waring problem.

Proposition 2.7 ([36]). Let I ⊆ R be an interval, with a probability density func-
tion w(t) such that all moments ak =

∫

I t
kw(t)dt are finite and rational. Let

x1, . . . , xn ∈ Q ∩ I. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) The point configuration (x1, . . . , xn) is a rational (weighted) m-design for
∫

I w(t)dt;
(ii) (x1, . . . , xn) forms a rational solution of the Diophantine equations

x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xn = na1,

x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
n = na2,

...

xm
1 + xm

2 + · · ·+ xm
n = nam.

(12)

Proof of Proposition 2.7. The result follows from the standard fact that Pm =
SpanR{1, t, . . . , tm}. �

The equations (12) originally go back to Hausdorff [17], who established the exis-

tence of a rational weighted design for Hermite measure e−t2dt/
√
π and thereby sim-

plified Hilbert’s solution of Waring’s problem [18]. Sawa and Uchida [36, Theorem
5.5] generalized weighted designs for Hermite measure to those for all probability
measures that correspond to the classical orthogonal polynomials, namely Hermite,
Laguerre and Jacobi polynomials. As a follow-up to their work, Matsumura [25]
discussed weighted designs for Bessel measure −e−2/zdz/(4π

√
−1) over C.

The following question was posed by Bannai, Bannai, Ito and Tanaka [4, p.208,
Problem 2], (see also [41]).

Problem 2.8. Given positive integers m,n ≥ 2, develop an explicit construction of
points x1, . . . , xn ∈ Q ∩ (−1, 1) such that

(13)
1

n

n
∑

i=1

f(xi) =

∫ 1

−1

f(t)(1− t2)(d−3)/2dt for every f ∈ Pm,

where d is a positive integer with d ≥ 2.
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In algebraic combinatorics, especially in design theory on the unit sphere Sd, it
is customary to use the term interval design instead of design. Interval designs for

Gegenbauer measure (1 − t2)(d−3)/2dt/
∫ 1

−1(1 − t2)(d−3)/2dt are highly motivated

by the construction of spherical designs; for example, see Bajnok [2], Rabau and
Bajnok [33], Wagner [39]. As commented by Xiang [41], it is still an open question
to present an explicit construction of rational designs for Gegenbauer measure in
general.

In this paper we restrict our attention to density functions w(t) that correspond

to symmetric classical orthogonal polynomials, namely w(t) = e−t2/
√
π on (−∞,∞)

or w(t) = (1 − t2)λ−1/2/
∫ 1

−1(1 − t2)λ−1/2dt on (−1, 1) where λ = −1/2, and then
extensively discuss Problem 2.8, especially for m ≤ 5. A motivation for the degree
five and four cases comes from the study of Waring’s problem; for example, see
Remark 2.13 and Proposition 2.14.

Remark 2.9. As we saw in the Introduction, an m-design with n points is equiv-
alent to Hilbert-Kamke equations (12). In the framework of the Hilbert-Kamke
problem and Waring’s problem, it is often allowed that xi = xj for distinct i and j,
whereas this is not often the case in geometric design theory. On the other hand,
it is often the case to only deal with positive rationals xi for the Hilbert-Kamke
equation, whereas negative rationals are also allowed in design theory; for example
see Nathanson [28, § 4.3].

2.2. Hilbert-Kamke equations and Hausdorff’s construction. For positive
integers n and r, let s(n, r) be the minimum number s such that n = nr

1 + · · ·+ nr
s

for some s-tuple (n1, . . . , ns) ∈ Ns, and let

g(r) = max
n∈N

s(n, r).

The classical Waring problem asks whether g(r) is finite and, if g(r) < ∞, what
g(r) is. The Lagrange four-square theorem states that g(2) = 4.

Remark 2.10. The Gauss three-square theorem is a refinement of the four-square
theorem, stating that a positive integer n is a sum of three squares of integers if
and only if n is not of the form 4e(8k+7), where e and k are non-negative integers.

After Lagrange, in 1859, Liouville made the first progress for r ≥ 3, who proved
that every positive integer can be represented as a sum of at most 53 fourth powers
of integers (biquadrates). A key for the proof is the polynomial identity

(14) 6(X2
1 +X2

2 +X2
3 +X2

4 )
2 =

∑

1≤i<j≤4

{(Xi +Xj)
4 + (Xi −Xj)

4}.

Definition 2.11 (cf. [30, 35]). A polynomial identity of type

(15) (X2
1 + · · ·+X2

n)
r =

M
∑

i=1

ci(ai1X1 + · · ·+ ainXn)
2r,

where ci ∈ R>0 and aij ∈ R, is called a Hilbert identity. In particular, when
ci ∈ Q>0 and aij ∈ Q, this is called a rational (Hilbert) identity.

After Liouville, mathematicians in the late 19th century found similar identities
to show the finiteness of g(r) for small r. It was Hilbert who finally and completely
established that g(r) < ∞ for all r. A key step of Hilbert’s proof is Theorem 2.12
below, which was originally stated in 5 indeterminates X1, . . . , X5.
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Theorem 2.12 (Hilbert’s lemma). For any n, r ∈ N, there exist aij ∈ Q and
ci ∈ Q>0 such that

(16) (X2
1 + · · ·+X2

n)
r =

(2r+n−1

2r )
∑

i=1

ci(ai1X1 + · · ·+ ainXn)
2r.

Hilbert’s proof is known to be fairly long and complicated. For a good expository
work concerning Theorem 2.12, we refer the reader to Pollack [32].

After the pioneering work by Hilbert, the attention of those who had studied
Waring’s problem turned to the determination of g(r). g(3) = 9 was established
by Wieferich and Kempner from 1909 to 1912. Their proof involves the formal
derivative of Liouville’s identity (14). For an early history on Waring’s problem,
we refer the reader to Dickson’s book [13, pp.717–725].

Since the 1920s, a powerful technique called the circle method was developed
by Hardy and Littlewood, which has drastically changed the situation of Waring’s
problem. Surprisingly, over 20 years after the development of the circle method, g(r)
was completely determined for all r ≥ 7 by Dickson, Niven and so on. Afterwards,
g(6) = 73 was established by Pillai in 1940, and g(5) = 37 by Chen in 1964.

It was Balasubramanian, Deshouillers and Dress who established g(4) = 19 in a
series of papers published from 1988 to 1993. Their proof mainly consists of two
parts. The first part makes use of the circle method, in order to show that every
positive integer n > 10367 is a sum of at most 19 biquadrates. The second part is
to check on a large-scale computer system whether each n ≤ 10367 can be actually
represented as a sum of at most 19 biquadrates.

Now, 10367 is an astronomical number. It was Kawada and Wooley [20] who
combined the circle method with the polynomial identity

(17) (X2 +XY + Y 2)2 = X4 + Y 4 + (X + Y )4

and thereby improved 10367 to 10146.

Remark 2.13. As implied by Kawada and Wooley [20], the collaboration of the
circle method and polynomial identity approach is valid in the study of Waring’s
problem for the degree four case, which exactly applies to Hilbert-Kamke problem,
as will be seen in both Sections 5 and 8.

Then what is the polynomial identity (17)?

Proposition 2.14. The polynomial identity (17) is transformed to the following
Hilbert identity by a regular transformation:

(18) (X2
1 +X2

2 )
2 =

2

3

2
∑

k=0

(

cos
(4k + 3

6
π
)

X1 + cos
(4k + 3

6
π
)

X2

)

,

Proof of Proposition 2.14. The result follows by taking the regular transformation

X =
−
√
3X1 +X2√

6
, Y =

√
3X1 +X2√

6
. �

We now go back to Hilbert’s lemma (Theorem 2.12). After Hilbert, a number
of publications have been devoted to the simplification of the original proof of
Theorem 2.12. A significant contribution was made by Hausdorff [17], who first
established

∫

· · ·
∫

Rn

(u1X1 + · · ·+ unXn)
2r e−(u2

1+···+u2
n
)du1 · · · dun

= cn,r(X
2
1 + · · ·+X2

n)
r for some constant cn,r
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and then constructed an iterated sum in order to obtain a rational Hilbert identity.
In doing so, Hausdorff showed the following key lemma by making use of the zeros
of the Hermite polynomial of degree 2r + 1.

Theorem 2.15 (Hausdorff’s lemma). There exist x1, . . . , x2r+1 ∈ Q and λ1, . . . , λ2r+1 ∈
Q>0 such that

(19)

2r+1
∑

i=1

λix
j
i =

1√
π

∫ ∞

−∞

tj e−t2dt, j = 0, 1, . . . , 2r.

A brief explanation of Hausdorff’s method is available in Nesterenko [29, p.4700],
where a further refinement of Hausdorff’s arguments is discussed.

The equations (19) are just weighted Hilbert-Kamke equations (12) for Hermite

measure e−t2dt/
√
π. It should be noted that, if one could explicitly construct a

rational solution of the equations, then Hausdorff’s method generates an explicit
construction of rational identities, which can also be applied in the realization of
solutions of Waring problem.

3. The classical cases

The degree two case is classical. First we consider Hermite measure e−t2dt/
√
π.

Then

(20) a2k =
(2k)!

22kk!
, a2k+1 = 0, k = 0, 1, . . .

By (20), an equi-weighted 2-design of type

1

n

n
∑

i=1

f(xi) =
1√
π

∫ ∞

−∞

f(t)e−t2dt(21)

is equivalent to a disjoint solution of the Diophantine equations

x1 + x2 + · · ·+ xn = 0,(22)

x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
n =

n

2
.(23)

Clearly, the equations (22) and (23) have no rational solutions for n = 1, 2, and so
the smallest case to be solved is n = 3. In this case, (x1, x2, x3) = (1/7, 11/14,−13/14)
is a solution. For n = 4, the equations (22) and (23) have an antipodal solution,
say x3 = −x1 and x4 = −x2, for which two equations can be reduced to finding
rational points on the unit circle S1. It is widely known that all rational points of
S1 are completely classified by

(24) x1 =
1− t2

1 + t2
, x2 =

2t

1 + t2
, t ∈ Q.

Similarly for n = 5, the equations (22) and (23) have an antipodal solution, say
x4 = −x1, x5 = −x2, x3 = 0, for which two equations can be reduced to finding
rational points on the circle x2

1 + x2
2 = 5

4 . All rational points on this circle are
completely classified by

(25) x1 =
t2 − t− 1

1 + t2
, x2 =

−t2 − 4t+ 1

2 + 2t2
, t ∈ Q.

Taking the antipodal pair of the point configuration (x1, x2, x3) = (1/7, 11/14,−13/14)
presents an antipodal 2-design with 6 rational points. It may not be entirely ob-
vious, but it can be shown that infinitely many disjoint points (x1, x2) on circles
can be chosen from (24) and (25). Hence by Proposition 2.6, we obtain a rational
2-design for all n ≥ 7.
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Theorem 3.1. For any positive integer n ≥ 3, there exists a 2-design with n ratio-

nal points for e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞), or equivalently a disjoint rational solution

of the equations (22) and (23).

We note that the argument above further establishes the existence of an antipodal
3-design for all n ≥ 4, with only exceptions that n = 3, 7. The following lemma
shows the nonexistence of antipodal 3-designs for n = 7.

Lemma 3.2. A positive rational number b is a sum of three squares of rational
numbers if and only if b is not of the form r2(8k+7), where r is a positive rational
number and k is a nonnegative integer.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Suppose that b is not of the form r2(8k + 7). We can write
b = c/d2, where c and d are positive integers. Then there exist unique non-negative
integers e, k and l, for which c = 4e(8k + l) and l ∈ {1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7}. Since b is not
of the form r2(8k+7), we have l 6= 7. By Remark 2.10, there exist integers l1, l2, l3
such that l21 + l22 + l23 = c. Hence we have (l1/d)

2 + (l2/d)
2 + (l3/d)

2 = b.
Conversely, suppose that b = r2(8k+7) and there exist rational numbersm1,m2,m3

for which m2
1 + m2

2 + m2
3 = b. We can write mi = ni/d and r = c/d, where

n1, n2, n3, c, d are integers. Then we have n2
1 + n2

2 + n2
3 = c2(8k + 7). Let c = 2ec′,

where e is a non-negative integer and c′ is an odd integer. Since (c′)2 ≡ 1 (mod 8),
we have c2(8k + 7) = 4e(8k′ + 7), where k′ is a non-negative integer. This is a
contradiction to the comment in Remark 2.10. �

As implied by the following lemma, there exists a non-antipodal 3-design with 7
rational points for Hermite measure.

Lemma 3.3. The point configuration

1

42
(−47,−25,−17, 7, 8, 27, 47)

is a non-antipodal 3-design for e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞).

The remaining case to be considered is n = 3.

Lemma 3.4. There do not exist 3-designs with 3 rational points for e−t2dt/
√
π on

(−∞,∞).

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Suppose that there exist x1, x2, x3 ∈ Q for which

(26)

x1 + x2 + x3 = na1,

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 = na2

x3
1 + x3

2 + x3
3 = na3.

By (20) we have a1 = a3 = 0 and a2 = 1/2. Then it follows by (26) that

3x1x2x3 = x3
1 + x3

2 + x3
3 − (x1 + x2 + x3)(x

2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 − x1x2 − x2x3 − x3x1) = 0.

Hence we may assume without loss of generality that x3 = 0. Since x1+x2+x3 = 0,
we have x1 = −x3. However, in this case, x2

1 + x2
2 + x2

3 = 3/2 has no rational
solutions. �

As seen from the argument in the proof of Lemma 3.4, a 3-design with 3 points is
always antipodal for Hermite measure. In summary, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.5. For any positive integer n ≥ 4, there exists a 3-design with n ratio-

nal points for e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞). Moreover there exists an antipodal 3-design

with n rational points for e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞) if and only if n /∈ {1, 2, 3, 7}.
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Next we consider the Gegenbauer measure (1 − t2)λ−1/2dt/
∫ 1

−1(1 − t2)λ−1/2dt

with λ > −1/2. For a nonnegative integer k, we have
∫ 1

−1

t2k(1− t2)λ−1/2dt = 2

∫ 1

0

t2k(1 − t2)λ−1/2dt.

Putting x = t2, we have

(27)

2

∫ 1

0

t2k(1− t2)λ−1/2dt =

∫ 1

0

xk−1/2(1− x)λ−1/2dx

= B

(

k +
1

2
, λ+

1

2

)

=
Γ(k + 1/2)Γ(λ+ 1/2)

Γ(k + λ+ 1)
,

where B(t) and Γ(t) are the beta and gamma functions, respectively. Then

(28) a2 =
Γ(3/2)Γ(λ+ 1/2)

Γ(λ+ 2)
· Γ(λ+ 1)

Γ(1/2)Γ(λ+ 1/2)
=

1

2(λ+ 1)
.

For example when λ = 0, the corresponding measure is the Chebyshev measure
(1 − t2)−1/2dt/π. The second moment equals a2 = 1/2, which coincides with that
for Hermite measure. Hence by Theorems 3.1 and 3.5, we obtain the following
result.

Theorem 3.6. For any positive integer n ≥ 3, there exists a 2-design with n
rational points for (1− t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1).

Theorem 3.7. For every positive integer n ≥ 4, there exists a 3-design with n
rational points for (1− t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1). Moreover there exists an antipodal
3-design with n rational points for (1 − t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1) if and only if n /∈
{1, 2, 3, 7}.
Remark 3.8. An analogue of Theorem 3.7 can be obtained for many values of λ >
−1/2, although, contrary to the degree two case, there is not always a systematic
way of treating the degree three case.

In the next section the reader will recognize how natural the assumption of
antipodality is in the study of Hilbert-Kamke equations and geometric designs.

4. A geometric characterization of Hilbert-Kamke equations

The following is the main theorem in this section, by which the assumption of
antipodality is naturally motivated.

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 1.1, revisited). Let m = 2ℓ − 1 be an odd integer and n
be a positive integer with n ≤ m+ 1. Then the Hilbert-Kamke equations (12) have
only antipodal solutions.

Let pk(x1, . . . , xn) and ek(x1, . . . , xn) be the power-sum symmetric polynomial
and the elementary symmetric polynomial of degree k in variables x1, . . . , xn, re-
spectively; we simply write pk and ek when no confusion occurs. By convention, we
set ek = 0 if k > n. The weight of a monomial ed1

1 · · · eds

s (or pd1

1 · · · pds

s ) is defined
to be d1 +2d2 + · · ·+ sds. Note that the weight of ei1 · · · eir (or pi1 · · · pir ) is equal
to i1 + · · ·+ ir. We recall the following fact on symmetric polynomials.

Proposition 4.2. Let f ∈ Q[x1, . . . , xn] be a homogeneous symmetric polynomial
of degree d, and let s = min{d, n}.

(i) f is uniquely represented as a polynomial in e1, . . . , es with coefficients in
Q, and all the monomials in this polynomial have weight d.

(ii) f is uniquely represented as a polynomial in p1, . . . , ps with coefficients in
Q, and all the monomials in this polynomial have weight d.
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Proof. See [24, (2.4) and (2.12)]. For (i), see also [21, Chapter IV, Theorem 6.1]. �

Lemma 4.3. Let ℓ, n be positive integers, and let x1, . . . , xn ∈ R. Then the follow-
ing are equivalent:

(i) p2k−1(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 for every k = 1, . . . , ℓ;
(ii) e2k−1(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 for every k = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We prove that (i) implies (ii). Let k be an integer with 1 ≤
k ≤ ℓ. By Proposition 4.2, e2k−1 is uniquely represented as a polynomial g ∈
Q[p1, . . . , ps], where s = min{2k−1, n}. Let pi1 · · · pir be any monomial in g. Then
we have i1 + · · ·+ ir = 2k − 1 by Proposition 4.2. Hence at least one of i1, . . . , ir
is an odd integer. Therefore (i) implies that pi1 · · · pir = 0. Since pi1 · · · pir is any
monomial in g, we have e2k−1 = 0. The proof of the converse is similar. �

We now complete the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Note that x1, . . . , xn are the roots of the equation

(29) Xn − e1X
n−1 + · · ·+ (−1)nen = 0.

By assumption, we have p2k−1(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 for every k = 1, . . . , ℓ. Then we
have e2k−1(x1, . . . , xn) = 0 for every k = 1, . . . , ℓ by Lemma 4.3. If n = m+1 = 2ℓ,
then (29) becomes

X2ℓ + e2X
2ℓ−2 + · · ·+ e2ℓ = 0.

If n = m = 2ℓ− 1, then (29) becomes

X2ℓ−1 + e2X
2ℓ−3 + · · ·+ e2ℓ−2X = 0.

Therefore x1, . . . , xn are antipodal in both cases. Similar arguments work for n ≤
m− 1. �

Remark 4.4. Independently of the present work, Misawa et al. [26] have recently
provided an alternative proof of Theorem 4.1. Their proof of Theorem 4.1 (and
Lemma 4.3) directly makes use of Newton’s identity on elementary symmetric poly-
nomials and power sums.

We now look at applications of Theorem 4.1 for n ∈ {3, 4, 5}. First we consider

a rational 5-design with n points for Gegenbauer measure (1− t2)λ−1/2dt/
∫ 1

−1
(1−

t2)λ−1/2dt, namely

(30)
1

n

n
∑

i=1

xk
i =

1
∫ 1

−1
(1− t2)λ−1/2dt

∫ 1

−1

tk(1− t2)λ−1/2dt, k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.

By (27), we have

a2 =
1

2(λ+ 1)
, a4 =

3

4(λ+ 1)(λ+ 2)
, a2ℓ−1 = 0, ℓ = 1, 2, . . .

By Theorem 4.1, x1, . . . , xn are antipodal and hence we may assume that xi =
−xn+1−i for i = 1, . . . , n. As remarked in Example 2.4, there do not exist 5-designs
with 3 rational points. For n = 4, 5, after eliminating λ, the equations (30) can be
reduced to finding rational points of the curves

2(x4
1 + x4

2)(x
2
1 + x2

2 + 1) = 3(x2
1 + x2

2)
2,(31)

(x4
1 + x4

2)(4x
2
1 + 4x2

2 + 5) = 6(x2
1 + x2

2)
2,(32)

respectively.



12 TERUYUKI MISHIMA, XIAO-NAN LU, MASANORI SAWA, AND YUKIHIRO UCHIDA

Theorem 4.5. (i) The rational points of (31) are completely classified by

(x1, x2) = (−1,−1), (−1, 1), (0, 0), (1,−1), (1, 1).

In particular there do not exist rational 5-designs with 4 points for (1 −
t2)λ−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1).

(ii) The rational points of (32) are completely classified by

(x1, x2) =

(

−1

2
, 0

)

,

(

0,−1

2

)

, (0, 0),

(

0,
1

2

)

,

(

1

2
, 0

)

.

In particular there do not exist rational 5-designs with 5 points for (1 −
t2)λ−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1).

Some of the terminology on algebraic geometry, used in the arguments below
without detailed explanations, can be found in Subsection 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.5. We first consider the equation (31). Assume that x1 6= 0
and set t = x2

2/x
2
1. Eliminating x2 from (31), we have

2(x4
1 + t2x4

1)(x
2
1 + tx2

1 + 1) = 3(x2
1 + tx2

1)
2.

Dividing both sides by x4
1, we have

2(1 + t2)((1 + t)x2
1 + 1) = 3(1 + t)2,

that is,

2(1 + t2)(1 + t)x2
1 = t2 + 6t+ 1.

Putting x = 2t and y = 8(1 + t2)(1 + t)x1, we obtain a hyperelliptic curve

C1 : y
2 = x5 + 14x4 + 32x3 + 64x2 + 112x+ 32.

The curve C1 has genus 2. Then, by using the function Chabauty in Magma [7],
we have

C1(Q) = {∞, (−2, 0), (2,−32), (2, 32)},
where ∞ is the point at infinity. Since t = x2

2/x
2
1 ≥ 0, we have x ≥ 0. Hence

it is sufficient to consider the points (2,−32) and (2, 32) on C1. When (x, y) =
(2,−32), we obtain t = 1 and x1 = −1. Thus we have x2

2 = 1. Similarly, we
obtain x1 = 1 and x2

2 = 1 when (x, y) = (2, 32) Therefore we have (x1, x2) =
(−1,−1), (−1, 1), (1,−1), (1, 1). When x1 = 0, substituting it into (31), we have

2x4
2(x

2
2 + 1) = 3x4

2.

Then we have x2 = 0,±1/
√
2. Since x2 is rational, we have (x1, x2) = (0, 0).

Next we consider the equation (32). We can verify that the curve determined by
(32) has genus 4. We assume that x1 6= 0 and set t = x2

2/x
2
1. Eliminating x2 from

(32), we have

(x4
1 + t2x4

1)(4x
2
1 + 4tx2

1 + 5) = 6(x2
1 + tx2

1)
2.

Dividing both sides by x4
1, we have

(1 + t2)(4(1 + t)x2
1 + 5) = 6(1 + t)2,

that is,

4(1 + t2)(1 + t)x2
1 = t2 + 12t+ 1.

Putting x = t and y = 2(1 + t2)(1 + t)x1, we obtain a hyperelliptic curve

C2 : y
2 = x5 + 13x4 + 14x3 + 14x2 + 13x+ 1.

The curve C2 has genus 2. Then, by using Magma’s function Chabauty, we have

C2(Q) = {∞, (−1, 0), (0,−1), (0, 1)}.
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Since t = x2
2/x

2
1 ≥ 0, we have x ≥ 0. Hence we have t = x = 0 and x2 = 0. By

(32), we have x4
1(4x

2
1 + 5) = 6x4

1. Since x1 6= 0, we have 4x2
1 + 5 = 6. Therefore we

obtain x1 = ±1/2. When x1 = 0, by a similar argument, we have x2 = 0,±1/2. �

Remark 4.6. Magma’s function Chabauty determines the rational points on a curve
of genus 2 by Chabauty’s method. Chabauty’s method can be applied when the
Mordell-Weil rank of the Jacobian of the curve is less than the genus of the curve.
In our case, the Mordell-Weil rank of the Jacobian of the curve Ci is equal to 1. In
fact, let Ji be the Jacobian of Ci. Then we obtain Ji(Q) ∼= Z ⊕ Z/2Z ⊕ Z/2Z for
i = 1, 2 by using Magma.

Remark 4.7. The solutions in Theorem 4.5 correspond to λ as follows: The solutions
(x1, x2) = (−1,−1), (−1, 1), (1,−1), (1, 1) of (31) correspond to λ = −1/2; the
solutions (x1, x2) = (−1/2, 0), (0,−1/2), (0,−1/2), (0, 1/2) of (32) correspond to
λ = 4; the solution (x1, x2) = (0, 0) of (31) and (32) correspond to λ = ∞.

We can find a weighted 5-design with 3 rational points for Gegenbauer measure

(1−t2)λ−1/2dt/
∫ 1

−1
(1−t2)λ−1/2dt. It is known (see [36, p.1259]) that when m = 2r

and n = r+ 1, the equations (12) for Gegenbauer measure have a rational solution
whenever (d + 2)/3 is a square in Q, where d = 2λ + 2 ≥ 2. For example when
λ = 4, (d+ 2)/3 is a square in Q and we obtain

(33)
1

5
f

(

−1

2

)

+
3

5
f(0) +

1

5
f

(

1

2

)

=
1

∫ 1

−1
(1− t2)7/2dt

∫ 1

−1

f(t)(1 − t2)7/2dt.

Next we consider the Hermite measure case for n ∈ {3, 4, 5}. By Theorem 4.1, if

1

n

n
∑

i=1

xk
i =

1√
π

∫ ∞

−∞

tke−t2dt, k = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,

then xi are antipodal, say xi = −xn+1−i. As in the Chebyshev-Gauss quadrature
(10), a 5-design for n = 3 is uniquely determined by the zeros of Hermite polynomial

H3(t) = t3 − 3t = t(t−
√
3)(t+

√
3), which is not rational. By (20), a 5-design for

n = 4 or n = 5 is reduced to the equations

x2
1 + x2

2 = 1, x4
1 + x4

2 =
3

2
or

x2
1 + x2

2 =
5

4
, x4

1 + x4
2 =

15

8
.

In any case, the solutions are irrational. In summary, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 4.8. For n = 3, 4, 5, there do not exist rational 5-designs with n points

for e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞).

Remark 4.9. For n = 4, 5, there do not exist 5-designs with n (not necessarily ratio-

nal) points for e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞); more details can be found in Gautschi [15].

5. A classification of Hilbert-Kamke equations of degree 5 in 6
variables

In this section we focus on 5-designs with 6 rational points for symmetric classical
measures. By Theorem 4.1, such design is equivalent to a rational solution of the
equations (4).

The following is a main theorem in this section, where the polynomial identity
(17) plays a key role as in the work by Kawada and Wooley [20].
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Theorem 5.1 (Theorem 1.4 (i), revisited). The rational solutions of the equations

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 =

3

2
,

x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 =

9

8

(34)

for Chebyshev measure (1− t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1), are classified by

(35) x1 =
2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, x2 =

−13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, x3 =

11t2 + 26t+ 2

14(t2 + t+ 1)
,

where t ∈ Q.

The following is another main theorem in this section.

Theorem 5.2 (Theorem 1.2, revisited). If the solutions of the equations

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 = 3a2,

x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 = 3a4

(36)

are parametrized by rational functions, then 3a22 = 2a4. Moreover, the only sym-
metric classical measure with 3a22 = 2a4 is the Chebyshev measure (1− t2)−1/2dt/π
on (−1, 1).

An irreducible curve is parametrized by rational functions if and only if the curve
has genus 0; for example, see [34, (2.16)]. Therefore, the proof of Theorem 5.2
reduces to the calculation of the genus of the curve defined by (36).

Remark 5.3. If the solutions of (36) are parametrized by rational functions in
several variables, then the solutions are parametrized by rational functions in one
variable. This follows from the following generalization of Lüroth’s theorem, which
was proved by Igusa [19].

Theorem 5.4. If u1, . . . , ur are algebraically independent over a field K and if L
is a field such that K ⊂ L ⊂ K(u1, . . . , ur) and L has transcendental degree one
over K, then there exists an element t such that L = K(t).

Proof. See [27, Theorem 3.12.2]. �

Remark 5.5. The converse of Theorem 5.2 holds over Q. When we consider rational
functions defined over Q, we have the following: Let a2, a4 ∈ Q with 3a22 = 2a4. If
(36) has a rational solution, then the solutions of (36) are parametrized by rational
functions defined over Q. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 5.1.

5.1. Proof of Theorem 5.1. The key part of the proof of Theorem 5.1 is Lemma 5.6
below. The essence of this lemma is the polynomial identity (17).

Lemma 5.6. Let x1, x2, x3 ∈ R with 0 < x1 < x2 < x3. Let

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 =

3

2
,(37)

x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 =

9

8
,(38)

x1 + x2 − x3 = 0,(39)

x2
1 + x1x2 + x2

2 =
3

4
.(40)

Then any two of the four statements being true imply the others.
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Proof of Lemma 5.6. Suppose (37) and (38). Then it follows that

2(x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3) =

9

4
=
(3

2

)2

= (x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3)

2,

which implies that

(41)
0 = x4

3 − 2(x2
1 + x2

2)x
3
3 + (x1 + x2)

2(x1 − x2)
2

= (x3 − x1 − x2)(x3 + x1 + x2)(x3 + x1 − x2)(x3 − x1 + x2).

We obtain (39) since 0 < x1 < x2 < x3. Then substituting (39) into (37) gives

(42)
3

2
= x2

1 + x2
2 + x2

3 = x2
1 + x2

2 + (x1 + x2)
2 = 2(x2

1 + x1x2 + x2
2),

which implies (40).
Suppose (37) and (39). Then we get (40) by the same argument as in (42). By

the polynomial identity (17), we have

(43) x4
1 + x4

2 + (x1 + x2)
4 = 2(x2

1 + x1x2 + x2
2)

2 =
9

8

and thereby (38) from (39).
Suppose (38) and (39). As in (43), substituting (39) into (38) provides

9

8
= x4

1 + x4
2 + (x1 + x2)

4 = 2(x2
1 + x1x2 + x2

2)
2.

Since x2
1 + x1x2 + x2

2 is positive semi-definite, we obtain (40). Then we obtain (37)
by the argument as (42).

Suppose (37) and (40). Then

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 =

3

2
= 2(x2

1 + x1x2 + x2
2).

Since

0 = 2(x2
1 + x1x2 + x2

2)− (x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3) = (x1 + x2 − x3)(x1 + x2 + x3)

and 0 < x1 < x2 < x3, we obtain (39). Then (37) and (39) imply (38), as already
shown above.

Suppose (38) and (40). Then

x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 =

9

8
= 2(x2

1 + x1x2 + x2
2)

2.

Since

0 = 2(x2
1 + x1x2 + x2

2)
2 − (x4

1 + x4
2 + x4

3)

=

4
∑

i=0

(

4

i

)

xi
1x

4−i
2 − x4

3

= (x1 + x2)
4 − x4

3

=
(

(x1 + x2)
2 + x2

3

)(

x1 + x2 + x3

)(

x1 + x2 − x3

)

,

we obtain (39) since 0 < x1 < x2 < x3. Then (38) and (39) imply (37), as is already
shown.

Finally, if (39) and (40) hold, then we obtain (37) by the same argument as in
(42). (37) and (39) then imply (38), as seen above. �

Proof of Theorem 5.1. By Lemma 5.6 it suffices to show that the rational solutions
of (39) and (40) are classified by (35). As seen in Example 2.5, (x1, x2, x3) =
(1/7, 11/14,−13/14) is a rational solution of (39) and (40). Then every rational
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point on the ellipse C : x2
1 + x1x2 + x2

2 = 3
4 is the intersection point of C and the

line x2 = t(x1 − 1
7 ) +

11
14 where t ∈ Q. Combining this with (40), we have

(44) x1 =
2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, x2 =

−13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
.

Then it follows from (39) and (44) that

�(45) x3 = x1 + x2 = −11t2 + 26t+ 2

14(t2 + t+ 1)
.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.2. First we review some algebro-geometric terminology,
most of which can be found in [10, 16, 37]. In this section we do not assume that
varieties are irreducible; we assume that varieties are defined overQ unless otherwise
stated.

For homogeneous polynomials F1, . . . , Fr ∈ Q[X0, . . . , Xn], we define

Z(F1, . . . , Fr) = {x ∈ Pn | F1(x) = · · · = Fr(x) = 0}.
A subset X ⊂ Pn is called a projective variety if there exist homogeneous polyno-
mials F1, . . . , Fr ∈ Q[X0, . . . , Xn] such that X = Z(F1, . . . , Fr). For a projective
variety X ⊂ Pn, the ideal (or annihilating ideal) of X is defined by

I(X) = {F ∈ Q[X0, . . . , Xn] | F (x) = 0 for all x ∈ X}.
Let F1, . . . , Fr ∈ Q[X0, . . . , Xn] be homogeneous polynomials. We define the

Jacobian matrix J(x) by

J(x) =

(

∂Fi

Xj
(x)

)

1≤i≤r
0≤j≤n

.

Following [8], we call the set {F1, . . . , Fr} a nonsingular system if rankJ(x) = r

for every nonzero x ∈ Q
n
satisfying Fi(x) = 0, i = 1, . . . , r.

A projective variety X ⊂ Pn of dimension n− r is called a complete intersection
if I(X) can be generated by r homogeneous polynomials.

Lemma 5.7. Let {F1, . . . , Fr} be a nonsingular system of homogeneous polynomials
and let X = Z(F1, . . . , Fr) ⊂ Pn. Then I(X) is generated by F1, . . . , Fr, and X is
a smooth complete intersection of dimension n− r. Moreover, if n− r ≥ 1, then X
is irreducible.

Proof of Lemma 5.7. See [8, Lemma 3.2]. Note that it is proved that X is geomet-
rically integral in [8, Lemma 3.2], which implies that X is irreducible over Q. �

Let C be an irreducible curve. The arithmetic genus of C is denoted by pa(C).

If C is smooth, then pa(C) coincides with the geometric genus of C. Let C̃ be the

normalization of C. Then C̃ is a smooth curve. We call pa(C̃) the genus of C.

Lemma 5.8. Let F1, F2 ∈ Q[X0, X1, X2, X3] be homogeneous polynomials with
degF1 = d and degF2 = e. Let C = Z(F1, F2) ⊂ P3. If C is a complete intersec-
tion, then we have pa(C) = de(d+ e− 4)/2 + 1.

Proof of Lemma 5.8. See [16, Exercise I.7.2 (d)]. �

Remark 5.9. We can calculate the arithmetic genus of a complete intersection of
any dimension. For example, see [1].

Lemma 5.10. Let C be an irreducible curve and let C̃ be the normalization of C.
For P ∈ C, we write OP and ÕP for the local ring at P and the integral closure of
OP , respectively. Let δP = length(ÕP /OP ). Then we have

pa(C) = pa(C̃) +
∑

P∈C

δP .
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Proof of Lemma 5.10. See [16, Exercise IV.1.8 (a)] or [23, Proposition 7.5.4]. �

We now turn to the Hilbert-Kamke equations (36). By substituting xi = Xi/X0

in (36), we have the system of homogeneous equations

X2
1 +X2

2 +X2
3 − 3a2X

2
0 = 0,

X4
1 +X4

2 +X4
3 − 3a4X

4
0 = 0.

We consider curves defined by such equations.
We write X = (X0, X1, X2, X3) and define

(46)
F1(X) = X2

1 +X2
2 +X2

3 − αX2
0 ,

F2(X) = X4
1 +X4

2 +X4
3 − βX4

0 ,

where α, β ∈ Q
×
. Let C = Z(F1, F2) ⊂ P3.

Lemma 5.11. The set {F1, F2} is a nonsingular system if and only if α2 /∈
{β, 2β, 3β}.
Proof of Lemma 5.11. The Jacobian matrix of the system F1(X) = F2(X) = 0 is
calculated as follows:

J(X0, X1, X2, X3) =

(

−2αX0 2X1 2X2 2X3

−4βX3
0 4X3

1 4X3
2 4X3

3

)

.

Assume that {F1, F2} is not a nonsingular system. Then rankJ(x) 6= 2 for some

nonzero x = (x0 : x1 : x2 : x3) ∈ Q
4
satisfying

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 − αx2

0 = 0,(47)

x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 − βx4

0 = 0.(48)

We prove that α2 ∈ {β, 2β, 3β}. Since all 2× 2 minors of J(x) vanish, we have

αx0x
3
i = βx3

0xi, i = 1, 2, 3,(49)

xix
3
j = x3

ixj , 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3.(50)

(I) We first assume that x0 6= 0. For any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3, the relation (50)
implies at least one of the relations xi = 0, xj = 0, and x2

i = x2
j .

(a) When x2
1 = x2

2 = x2
3, since x is nonzero, x1, x2, x3 are all nonzero. By

(47) and (48), we have

3x2
1 − αx2

0 = 0, 3x4
1 − βx4

0 = 0.

Eliminating x0 and x1, we obtain α2 = 3β.
(b) When x2

i 6= x2
j for some i and j, we may assume that x2

2 6= x2
3 without

loss of generality. Then we have x2x3 = 0 by (50). We may assume
that x3 = 0.

(i) When x2
1 = x2

2, by (47) and (48), we have

2x2
1 − αx2

0 = 0, 2x4
1 − βx4

0 = 0.

Eliminating x0 and x1, we obtain α2 = 2β.
(ii) When x2

1 6= x2
2, we have x1x2 = 0 by (50). We may assume that

x2 = 0. Then, by (47) and (48), we have

x2
1 − αx2

0 = 0, x4
1 − βx4

0 = 0.

Eliminating x0 and x1, we obtain α2 = β.
(II) Next, we assume that x0 = 0.

(a) When x2
1 = x2

2 = x2
3, we have 3x2

1 = 0 by (47). Hence we have
x0 = x1 = x2 = x3 = 0, which contradicts the assumption that x is
nonzero.
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(b) When x2
i 6= x2

j for some i and j, we may assume that x2
2 6= x2

3. Then
we have x2x3 = 0 by (50). We may assume that x3 = 0.

(i) When x2
1 = x2

2, we have 2x2
1 = 0 by (47). Hence we have x0 =

x1 = x2 = x3 = 0, which is a contradiction.
(ii) When x2

1 6= x2
2, we have x1x2 = 0 by (50). We may assume

that x2 = 0. Then we have x2
1 = 0 by (47). Hence we have

x0 = x1 = x2 = x3 = 0, which is a contradiction.

Conversely, we assume that α2 ∈ {β, 2β, 3β}. Then, the following points x

satisfy (47), (48), and rankJ(x) 6= 2, where the ± signs are chosen independently.

(I) When α2 = β, x = (1 : ±√
α : 0 : 0), (1 : 0 : ±√

α : 0), (1 : 0 : 0 : ±√
α).

(II) When α2 = 2β, x = (
√
2 : ±√

α : ±√
α : 0), (

√
2 : ±√

α : 0 : ±√
α), (

√
2 :

0 : ±√
α : ±√

α).

(III) When α2 = 3β, x = (
√
3 : ±√

α : ±√
α : ±√

α).

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 5.12. Let C be a curve defined by the equations F1(X) = 0 and F2(X) =
0.

(i) If α2 6= β, 2β, 3β, then C is an irreducible smooth curve of genus 9.
(ii) If α2 = β, then C is an irreducible singular curve with 6 singular points of

genus 3.
(iii) If α2 = 2β, then C has 4 irreducible components and each component is a

smooth curve of genus 0.
(iv) If α2 = 3β, then C has 2 irreducible components and each component is a

smooth curve of genus 1.

Proof of Lemma 5.12. (i) By Lemma 5.11, {F1, F2} is a nonsingular system. Hence,
C is a smooth complete intersection of a quadric and a quartic by Lemma 5.7.
Therefore, C has genus 9 by Lemma 5.8.
(ii) We may assume that α = 1 by replacing

√
αX0 with X0. We can verify that the

curve C is irreducible over Q with Magma’s function IsAbsolutelyIrreducible.
The curve C has 6 singular points by the proof of Lemma 5.11. By symmetry,
δP for all singular points P have the same value δ. Hence, by Lemma 5.10, we
have pa(C) = pa(C̃) + 6δ, where C̃ is the normalization of C. By Lemma 5.8,

we have pa(C) = 9. Since C̃ is smooth, we have pa(C̃) ≥ 0. Therefore we have

pa(C̃) = 9− 6δ ≥ 0. Since δ is a positive integer, we have pa(C̃) = 9− 6 · 1 = 3.
(iii) The proof is similar to the one for Lemma 5.6. Let x = (x0 : x1 : x2 : x3) ∈ C.
Then we have F1(x) = F2(x) = 0, that is,

x2
1 + x2

2 + x2
3 = αx2

0,(51)

x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 = βx4

0.(52)

By squaring both sides of (51), we have

(53) x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 + 2x2

1x
2
2 + 2x2

1x
2
3 + 2x2

2x
2
3 = α2x4

0.

Since α2 = 2β, by (52) and (53), we obtain

0 = 2(x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3)− (x4

1 + x4
2 + x4

3 + 2x2
1x

2
2 + 2x2

1x
2
3 + 2x2

2x
2
3)

= x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 − 2x2

1x
2
2 − 2x2

1x
2
3 − 2x2

2x
2
3

= (x1 + x2 + x3)(x1 + x2 − x3)(x1 − x2 + x3)(x1 − x2 − x3).

Let Gij(X) = X1 + (−1)iX2 + (−1)jX3 for i, j = 0, 1. Then we have Gij(x) = 0
for some i and j.

Conversely, if F1(x) = Gij(x) = 0 for some i and j, we have F1(x) = F2(x) = 0.
Therefore we have C = Z(F1, G00) ∪ Z(F1, G01) ∪ Z(F1, G10) ∪ Z(F1, G11).
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By eliminating X3 from F1(X) = Gij(X) = 0, we have

2X2
1 ± 2X1X2 + 2X2

2 − αX2
0 = 0.

This equation defines a smooth conic in P2, which is a curve of genus 0. Since Gij

is linear, Z(F1, Gij) is a smooth curve of genus 0.
(iv) Although the statement can be proved by using a computer algebra system
such as Magma, we prove it by a direct calculation below.

Let x = (x0 : x1 : x2 : x3) ∈ C. Then we have (51)–(53). Since α2 = 3β, by (52)
and (53), we obtain

0 = 3(x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3)− (x4

1 + x4
2 + x4

3 + 2x2
1x

2
2 + 2x2

1x
2
3 + 2x2

2x
2
3)

= 2(x4
1 + x4

2 + x4
3 − x2

1x
2
2 − x2

1x
2
3 − x2

2x
2
3)

= 2(x2
1 + ωx2

2 + ω2x2
3)(x

2
1 + ω2x2

2 + ωx2
3),

where ω is a primitive third root of unity. Hence, settingG1(X) = X2
1+ωX2

2+ω2X2
3

and G2(X) = X2
1 + ω2X2

2 + ωX2
3 , we have either G1(x) = 0 or G2(x) = 0.

Conversely, for i = 1, 2, if F1(x) = Gi(x) = 0, then we have F1(x) = F2(x) = 0.
Therefore we have C = Z(F1, G1) ∪ Z(F1, G2).

We prove that {F1, G1} is a nonsingular system. The Jacobian matrix of the
system {F1, G1} is

J(X0, X1, X2, X3) =

(

−2αX0 2X1 2X2 2X3

0 2X1 2ωX2 2ω2X3

)

.

Assume that rankJ(x) 6= 2 for some nonzero x = (x0 : x1 : x2 : x3) ∈ Q
4
satisfying

F1(x) = G1(x) = 0. Then we have xixj = 0 for all 0 ≤ i < j ≤ 3. From this
and F1(x) = 0, we have x0 = x1 = x2 = x3 = 0, which is a contradiction. Hence
{F1, G1} is a nonsingular system. Similarly, {F1, G2} is also a nonsingular system.

Therefore Z(F1, G1) and Z(F1, G2) are irreducible curves of genus 1 by Lem-
mas 5.7 and 5.8. �

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 5.2. By assumption, each irreducible component is parametrized
by rational functions. Hence each component is a curve of genus 0 (see [34, (2.16)]).
By Lemma 5.12, we have (3a2)

2 = 2(3a4), that is, 3a
2
2 = 2a4.

As commented at the end of Subsection 2.1, the symmetric probability mea-
sures that correspond to the classical orthogonal polynomials are Hermite measure

e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞) or Gegenbauer measure (1− t2)λ−1/2dt/

∫ 1

−1(1− t2)λ−1/2dt

on (−1, 1).

When w(t) = e−t2/
√
π on (−∞,∞), by (20), the second and fourth moments

are given by a2 = 1
2 and a4 = 3

4 , which do not satisfy the condition that 3a22 = 2a4.

When w(t) = (1− t2)λ−1/2/
∫ 1

−1
(1− t2)λ−1/2dt on (−1, 1), by (27), we have

∫ 1

−1

t2k(1− t2)λ−1/2dt =
Γ(k + 1/2)Γ(λ+ 1/2)

Γ(k + λ+ 1)
, k = 0, 1, . . .

Then

(54) a4 =
Γ(5/2)Γ(λ+ 1/2)

Γ(λ+ 3)
· Γ(λ+ 1)

Γ(1/2)Γ(λ+ 1/2)
=

3

4(λ+ 1)(λ+ 2)
.

Since a2 = 1/(2λ+ 2), we have

3a22 − 2a4 =
3((λ+ 2)− 2(λ+ 1))

4(λ+ 1)2(λ+ 2)
= − 3λ

4(λ+ 1)2(λ+ 2)
.
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Therefore the condition 3a22 = 2a4 is equivalent to λ = 0, corresponding to the
Chebyshev measure (1 − t2)−1/2dt/π. �

6. The spectrum of degree-five solutions for the Chebyshev measure

In this section we restrict our attention to an antipodal 5-design with 2N rational
points for Chebyshev measure (1− t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1) where λ > −1/2, namely

1

2N

N
∑

i=1

(

f(xi) + f(−xi)
)

=
1

π

∫ 1

−1

f(t)√
1− t2

dt for every f ∈ P5(R).(55)

As seen in the previous sections, this is equivalent to considering a system of Dio-
phantine equations of type

x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
N =

N

2
,(56)

x4
1 + x4

2 + · · ·+ x4
N =

3N

8
.(57)

The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.1 (Theorem 1.3, revisited). The following hold:

(i) There exists an antipodal 5-design with 2N rational points for Chebyshev
measure (1− t2)−1/2dt/π on (−1, 1) if

N = 3k with k ≥ 1,

N = 3k + 1 with k ≥ 6,

N = 3k + 2 with k ≥ 3.

(58)

(ii) There does not exist an antipodal 5-design with 2N rational nodes for (1−
t2)−1/2dt/π if N ∈ {1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 13, 16}.1

Corollary 6.2. The Hilbert-Kamke equations (12) of degree 5 in 2N variables have
a disjoint rational solution if and only if N satisfies the condition (58).

6.1. Proof of Theorem 6.1 (i). We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. Define three subsets A,B,C of Q by

(59)

A =
{

± 2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
| t ∈ Z

}

,

B =
{

± −13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
| t ∈ Z

}

,

C =
{

± 11t2 + 26t+ 2

14(t2 + t+ 1)
| t ∈ Z

}

.

Then

|A ∩B|, |B ∩ A|, |C ∩ A| < ∞
Proof of Lemma 6.3. Let t, u be integers such that

2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
= ±−13u2 − 4u+ 11

14(u2 + u+ 1)
.

It may not be entirely obvious, but it can be shown that both t and u are integers
if and only if

(60) (t, u) = (2, 2), (1,−2), (−1, 0), (−5, 2), (−3, 4), (−1,−2), (1, 0).

1We know, after a little thought, that this condition is equivalent to N = 3k + 1 with k =
0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 or N = 3k + 2 with k = 0, 1, 2.
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Next suppose that

−13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
= ±11u2 + 26u+ 2

14(u2 + u+ 1)
.

Then both t and u are integers if and only if
(61)
(t, u) = (−68, 5), (−19, 4), (−5, 2), (4,−3), (−2,−1), (0, 1), (6, 79), (7, 30), (9, 16),

(5,−68), (4,−19), (−5, 2), (79, 6), (30, 7), (16, 9), (0,−1), (−2, 1).

Finally, suppose that

2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
= ±11u2 + 26u+ 2

14(u2 + u+ 1)
.

Then both t and u are integers if and only if
(62)
(t, u) = (−3, 4), (−5, 2), (1, 0), (1,−2), (−1, 0), (−1,−2), (−3,−19), (−5,−5), (−19,−3).

�

Proof of Theorem 6.1 (i). By Lemma 6.3 there exists some positive integer t0 such
that for all integers t1, t2, t3 ≥ t0,

(63) αt1 :=
2t21 − 22t1 − 13

14(t21 + t1 + 1)
, βt2 :=

−13t22 − 4t2 + 11

14(t22 + t2 + 1)
, γt3 :=

11t23 + 26t3 + 2

14(t23 + t3 + 1)

and their antipodal pairs −αt1 ,−βt2 ,−γt3 are mutually distinct. Proposition 2.6
then implies that for any positive integer k

(64)

1

π

∫ 1

−1

f(t)√
1− t2

dt

=
1

6k

t0+k−1
∑

t=t0

(f(αt) + f(βt) + f(γt) + f(−αt) + f(−βt) + f(−γt))

is an antipodal 5-design with 6k distinct rational nodes.
Next, we note that the antipodal pairs of the point configuration

(65) (x1, . . . , x11) =
1

90
(2, 8, 16, 34, 72, 73, 76, 77, 80, 84, 86)

is an antipodal 5-design with 22 rational points. By Lemma 6.3, there exists t0 ∈ Z

such that for all integers t1, t2, t3 ≥ t0

±2t21 − 22t1 − 13

14(t21 + t1 + 1)
, ±−13t22 − 4t2 + 11

14(t22 + t2 + 1)
, ±11t23 + 26t3 + 2

14(t23 + t3 + 1)

and ±xi (i = 1, . . . , 11) are mutually distinct. Then by Proposition 2.6, we get an
antipodal 5-design with 6k + 4 distinct rational nodes for k ≥ 3.

Finally, by taking the antipodal pair of the point configuration
(66)

(x1, . . . , x19)

=
1

126
(2, 4, 20, 32, 40, 44, 56, 83, 88, 100, 104, 106, 109, 110, 116, 118, 120, 122, 124),

we obtain an antipodal 5-design with 38 rational points. Again by combining
Lemma 6.3 and Proposition 2.6, we obtain an antipodal 5-design with 6k+2 distinct
rational nodes for k ≥ 6. �

Remark 6.4. The derivation of the set (66) depends on a computer search based
on a divide-and-conquer algorithm.
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Remark 6.5. For (t, u) = (2, 2) in (60) and (t, u) = (−5,−5) of (62), we have
− 1

2 ∈ A ∩ B and 1
2 ∈ C ∩ A, respectively. These two, together with ±1, are the

zeros of the quasi-Chebyshev polynomial

T4(t)− T2(t) = (8t4 − 8t2 + 1)− (2t2 − 1) = 2(2t− 1)(2t+ 1)(t− 1)(t+ 1),

which, by the Riesz-Shohat theorem (see Theorem 8.7), provide a weighted 5-design
of type

(67)
1

6
f(1) +

1

3
f
(1

2

)

+
1

3
f
(

− 1

2

)

+
1

6
f(−1) =

∫ 1

−1

f(t)

π
√
1− t2

dt.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 6.1 (ii). Our proof of Theorem 6.1 (ii) makes use of
elementary congruence conditions. Despite of the simplicity of our methods, the
arguments below will work for a variety of probability measures including Hermite

measure e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞); see Section 8 for the detail.

Below we consider a system of two Diophantine equations of type

x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
N =

A

2αC
,(68)

x4
1 + x4

2 + · · ·+ x4
N =

B

2βD
,(69)

where α ≤ 2 (not necessarily positive), 1 ≤ β ≤ 4 are integers, A, B, C, D are odd
integers, and gcd(A,C) = gcd(B,D) = 1.

Example 6.6. For example, (68) and (69) with (A,B,C,D) = (3, 9, 1, 1) and
(α, β) = (1, 3) are just two equations given in Theorem 5.1.

The following is a collection of well-known facts in elementary number theory.

Lemma 6.7. Let n be a positive integer. Then the following hold:

(i) n2 ≡ 0 (mod 4) if n is even, and n2 ≡ 1 (mod 4) if n is odd;
(ii) n4 ≡ 0 (mod 16) if n is even, and n4 ≡ 1 (mod 16) if n is odd;
(iii) n2 ≡ n4 (mod 4) regardless of the parity of n.

The following two lemmas are key in the proof of Theorem 6.1 (ii).

Lemma 6.8. There does not exist a rational solution of (69) for any integer 1 ≤
N ≤ 15, if 1 ≤ β ≤ 4 and N < R, where R is the smallest positive integer such
that DR ≡ 24−βB (mod 16).

Proof of Lemma 6.8. Suppose that {x1, . . . , xN} is a rational solution of (69). We
write xi = mi/k, wherem1, . . . ,mN , k are positive integers and gcd(m1, . . . ,mN , k) =
1. Then (69) is equivalent to the equation

(70) 2βD

N
∑

i=1

m4
i = Bk4.

Since β ≥ 1, we have Bk4 ≡ 0 (mod 2) and hence k is even, say k = 2h. Replacing
xi by mi/(2h) in (69), we have

D

N
∑

i=1

m4
i = 24−βBh4.(71)

We denote by T the number of odd integers among m1, . . . ,mN , that is

(72) T = |{1 ≤ i ≤ N | mi ≡ 1 (mod 2)}| .
It may not be entirely obvious, but it can be shown that T 6= 0. Hence we have
1 ≤ T ≤ N .
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By reducing (71) modulo 16 and then using Lemma 6.7 (ii), we have

(73) DT ≡ 24−βBh4 (mod 16).

If h is even, the congruence (73) implies T ≡ 0 (mod 16), which contradicts 1 ≤
T ≤ N ≤ 15. Hence, h must be odd. Since h4 ≡ 1 (mod 16), we have DT ≡ 24−βB
(mod 16). Therefore we have T ≥ R, where R is the smallest positive integer such
that DR ≡ 24−βB (mod 16). �

Lemma 6.9. There does not exist a rational solution of (68) and (69) for any
integer 1 ≤ N ≤ 15 if one of the following conditions holds:

(i) α ≤ 0 and β ∈ {3, 4};
(ii) (α, β) ∈ {1} × {1, 2, 4} ∪ {2} × {1, 2, 3};
(iii) (α, β) = (2, 4) and AD 6≡ BC (mod 4).

Proof of Lemma 6.9. Suppose {x1, . . . , xN} is a rational solution of (68) and (69).
We write xi = mi/k, wherem1, . . . ,mN , k are positive integers and gcd(m1, . . . ,mN , k) =
1. Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 6.8, we can show that k is even, say k = 2h.
Replacing xi by mi/(2h) in (68) and (69), we have

C
N
∑

i=1

m2
i = 22−αAh2,(74)

D

N
∑

i=1

m4
i = 24−βBh4.(75)

As with (72), let T be the number of odd integers among m1, . . . ,mN . As
discussed in the proof of Lemma 6.8, we have 1 ≤ T ≤ N .

Reducing (74) and (75) modulo 4 and 16, respectively, it follows from Lemma 6.7 (i)
and (ii) that

CT ≡ 22−αAh2 (mod 4),(76)

DT ≡ 24−βBh4 (mod 16).(77)

Suppose that h is even. Then it follows from (77) that T ≡ 0 (mod 16). However,
since T 6= 0, we have N ≥ T ≥ 16.

Suppose that h is odd. It follows from Lemma 6.7 (iii) that h2 ≡ h4 ≡ 1 (mod 4).
Multiplying (76) and (77) by D and C respectively, we have CDT ≡ 22−αAD ≡
24−βBC (mod 4), namely

0 ≡ 24−βBC (mod 4), if α ≤ 0,

2AD ≡ 24−βBC (mod 4), if α = 1,

AD ≡ 24−βBC (mod 4), if α = 2.

Since both AD and BC are odd, the above congruences lead to a contradiction if
one of the following cases occurs:

(i) α ≤ 0 and β ∈ {3, 4},
(ii) α = 1 and β ∈ {1, 2, 4},
(iii) α = 2 and β ∈ {1, 2, 3},
(iv) (α, β) = (2, 4) and AD 6≡ BC (mod 4).

In summary, for any N ≤ 15, under the conditions given in the statement, the
equations (74) and (75) have no integer solutions. �

We are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 6.1 (ii).
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Proof of Theorem 6.1 (ii). LetN ∈ {1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 10, 13}. Then by applying Lemma 6.8
with α, β,R listed in Table 1 below, we find that there does not exist a rational
solution of the equations (56) and (57).

Thus it remains to consider the case N = 8, 16. Suppose that there exists a
rational solution of (56) and (57). We write xi = mi/k, where m1, . . . ,mN and k
are integers and gcd(m1, . . . ,mN , k) = 1. Let N = 8N ′. Then we have

m2
1 + · · ·+m2

N = 4k2N ′,(78)

m4
1 + · · ·+m4

N = 3k4N ′.(79)

Since m2
i ≡ m4

i (mod 4), we have 4k2N ′ ≡ 3k4N ′ (mod 4) and therefore k4N ′ ≡ 0
(mod 4). Since N ′ ∈ {1, 2}, k is even. Then we have

(80) m4
1 + · · ·+m4

N ≡ 0 (mod 16).

As with (72), let T be the number of odd integers amongm1, . . . ,mN . Sincem4
1+

· · ·+m4
N ≡ T (mod 16), by (80), we have T ≡ 0 (mod 16). Since gcd(m1, . . . ,mN , k) =

1 and k is even, we have 1 ≤ T ≤ N . When N = 8, this is a contradiction.
When N = 16, we have T = 16. Note that r2 ≡ 1, 9, 17, 25 (mod 32) for an

odd integer r. When r2 ≡ 1, 9, 17, 25 (mod 32), we have r4 ≡ 1, 17, 1, 17 (mod 32),
respectively. For j ∈ {1, 9, 17, 25}, let

Tj = |{1 ≤ i ≤ N | m2
i ≡ j (mod 32)}|.

Since k is even and N ′ = 2, by (78) and (79), we have

T1 + 9T9 + 17T17 + 25T25 ≡ 0 (mod 32),

T1 + 17T9 + T17 + 17T25 ≡ 0 (mod 32).

Since T1 + T9 + T17 + T25 = N = 16, we have

8T9 + 16T17 + 24T25 + 16 ≡ 0 (mod 32),(81)

16T9 + 16T25 + 16 ≡ 0 (mod 32).(82)

Dividing (81) and (82) by 8 and 16, respectively, we have

T9 + 2T17 + 3T25 + 2 ≡ 0 (mod 4),(83)

T9 + T25 + 1 ≡ 0 (mod 2).(84)

By (84), there exists an integer S such that T9 + T25 +1 = 2S. Therefore, by (83),
we obtain

2T17 + 2T25 + 2S + 1 ≡ 0 (mod 4).

This is a contradiction. �

Table 1. Values of α, β,R used in the proof of Theorem 6.1 (ii)

N 1 2 4 5 7 10 13
(α, β) (1, 3) (0, 2) (−1, 1) (1, 3) (1, 3) (0, 2) (1, 3)
R := 6N mod 16 6 12 8 14 10 12 14
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7. The Prouhet-Tarry-Escott problem and Hilbert-Kamke equations

A classical problem concerning Diophantine equations is the Prouhet-Tarry-
Escott (PTE) problem. Borwein [5, Chapter 21] presents a brief survey on this
subject, including some parametric solutions of the PTE problem together with
various individual examples. We also refer the reader to Dickson’s book [13, § 24].

Problem 7.1 (Prouhet-Tarry-Escott problem). For positive integersM andN , find a
pair of disjoint multisets ofN integers, sayX = {x1, . . . , xN} and Y = {y1, . . . , yN},
such that

x1 + · · ·+ xN = y1 + · · ·+ yN ,

x2
1 + · · ·+ x2

N = y21 + · · ·+ y2N ,

...

xM
1 + · · ·+ xM

N = yM1 + · · ·+ yMN .

(85)

The following is a direct consequence of Newton’s identity on the relation between
elementary symmetric polynomials and power sums.

Proposition 7.2 (see [6]). Let M,N be positive integers. Let X = {x1, . . . , xN}
and Y = {y1, . . . , yN} be a pair of disjoint multisets of N integers. Then the
following are equivalent.

(i) The pair (X,Y ) satisfies the power-sum condition (85);
(ii) The pair (X,Y ) satisfies the degree-subtraction condition

(86) deg
(

N
∏

i=1

(z − xi)−
N
∏

i=1

(z − yi)
)

< N −M ;

(iii) The pair (X,Y ) satisfies the decomposability condition

(87) (z − 1)M+1 |
N
∏

i=1

zxi −
N
∏

i=1

zyi .

As a simple consequence of (86), we obtain the following.

Corollary 7.3. Assume that there exists a pair of disjoint multisets of N integers,
say X and Y , which satisfies the power-sum condition (85). Then it holds that

(88) M ≤ N − 1.

Definition 7.4. A pair of multisets of integers, say X and Y , is called ideal if
equality holds in (88), namely M = N − 1.

The following creates a novel connection between the PTE problem and rational
designs.

Proposition 7.5. Let w(t) be a probability density function on an interval I ⊆ R

such that all moments ak are finite and rational. Assume that there exist two
distinct rational m-designs for

∫

I
w(t)dt. Then the following hold:

(i) There exists a pair of disjoint sets of n integers, say X and Y , that satisfies
the power-sum condition (85);

(ii) The following inequality holds:

(89) m+ 1 ≤ n.

Proof of Proposition 7.5. Let X̃ and Ỹ be m-designs. Then it follows that

1

n

∑

x̃∈X̃

x̃k =

∫

I

tkw(t)dt =
1

n

∑

ỹ∈Ỹ

ỹki , k = 1, . . . ,m.
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Set X = X̃ \ (X̃ ∩ Ỹ ) and Y = Ỹ \ (X̃ ∩ Ỹ ). Then X and Y satisfy the power-sum
condition (85). The statement (ii) then follows from Corollary 7.3. �

A central subject in the study of PTE problem is the construction as well as
existence of ideal solutions. As a corollary of Theorem 5.1 and Proposition 7.5 (i),
we obtain a parametric ideal solution of the PTE problem for (M,N) = (5, 6).

Corollary 7.6. Let

(90)
Xs,t,u,v = {±a(s, t)b(u, v),±a(s, t)c(u, v),±a(s, t)d(u, v)},
Ys,t,u,v = {±a(u, v)b(s, t),±a(u, v)c(s, t),±a(u, v)d(s, t)},

where

(91)

a(α, β) = α2 + αβ + β2,

b(α, β) = 2α2 − 22αβ − 13β2,

c(α, β) = −13α2 − 4αβ + 11β2,

d(α, β) = 11α2 + 26αβ + 2β2.

Then for integers s, t, u and v, the pair (Xs,t,u,v, Ys,t,u,v) is an ideal solution of the
equations (85) for (M,N) = (5, 6).

The following is the most famous ideal solution for (M,N) = (5, 6), which can
be found in Borwein [5, p.88].

Theorem 7.7 (Borwein’s parametric solution). Let

(92)

α1 = 2n+ 2m, α2 = nm+ n+m− 3, α3 = nm− n−m− 3,

β1 = 2n− 2m, β2 = n− nm−m− 3, β3 = m− nm− n− 3,

α3+i = −αi, β3+i = −βi for i = 1, 2, 3,

where m,n ∈ Z. Then it holds that

(93)

6
∑

i=1

αj
i =

6
∑

i=1

βj
i , j = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5.

Let us look at a connection between our solution (90) and Borwein’s one.

Definition 7.8. Two solutions ({x1, . . . , xN}, {y1, . . . , yN}) and ({x′
1, . . . , x

′
N}, {y′1, . . . , y′N})

are equivalent over Q if there exist A,B ∈ Q such that {Axi + B} = {x′
i} and

{Ayi + B} = {y′i} as multisets.

The following creates another connection between Hilbert-Kamke equations and
PTE problem.

Theorem 7.9 (Theorem 1.4 (ii), revisited). The solutions (90) are included in
Borwein’s solutions (92) up to equivalence over Q.

Proof of Theorem 7.9. We define (X,Y ) by

(94)

x1 = 2n+ 2m, x2 = −nm− n−m+ 3, x3 = nm− n−m− 3,

y1 = 2n− 2m, y2 = −n+ nm+m+ 3, y3 = m− nm− n− 3,

x3+i = −xi, y3+i = −yi for i = 1, 2, 3.

In comparison with (92), the signs of x2 and y2 are changed so that the solution is
linear in the sense that

x1 + x2 + x3 = y1 + y2 + y3 = 0.
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Let (X ′, Y ′) be the dehomogenization of the solution in Corollary 7.6, defined by

(95)

x′
1 =

2s2 − 22s− 13

14(s2 + s+ 1)
, x′

2 =
−13s2 − 4s+ 11

14(s2 + s+ 1)
, x′

3 =
11s2 + 26s+ 2

14(s2 + s+ 1)
,

y′1 =
2t2 − 22t− 13

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, y′2 =

−13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
, y′3 =

11t2 + 26t+ 2

14(t2 + t+ 1)
,

x′
3+i = −x′

i, y
′
3+i = −y′i for i = 1, 2, 3.

Assume that (X,Y ) and (X ′, Y ′) are equivalent over Q. Then there exist A,B ∈ Q

such that {Axi +B} = {x′
i} and {Ayi +B} = {y′i} as multisets. Hence we have

6
∑

i=1

(Axi +B) =

6
∑

i=1

x′
i.

Since (X,Y ) and (X ′, Y ′) are antipodal, we have B = 0.
Now we consider the equations Ax1 = x′

1, Ax2 = x′
2 and Ay1 = y′1. Note that

Ax1 = x′
1 and Ax2 = x′

2 imply Ax3 = x′
3 since both the solutions are linear. By

(94), we have

2A(m+ n) = x′
1,(96)

A(−nm− n−m+ 3) = x′
2,(97)

2A(n−m) = y′1.(98)

By (96) and (98), we have

(99) m =
x′
1 − y′1
4A

, n =
x′
1 + y′1
4A

.

Substituting (99) into (97) gives

(100) 48A2 − 8(x′
1 + 2x′

2)A− (x′
1)

2 + (y′1)
2 = 0.

Then the discriminant of the left-hand side of (100) is equal to

64(4((x′
1)

2 + x′
1x

′
2 + (x′

2)
2)− 3(y′1)

2) =

(

12(2t+ 3)(4t− 1)

7(t2 + t+ 1)

)2

.

We note that

4((x′
1)

2 + x′
1x

′
2 + (x′

2)
2) = 3

as in the proof of Theorem 5.1. By solving (100) and using (99), we have
(101)
(A,m, n)

=

(

− (2st+ t+ s+ 2)(8st+ 5t+ 5s− 3)

56(s2 + s+ 1)(t2 + t+ 1)
,

3(t− s)

2st+ t+ s+ 2
,−2st− 11s− 11t− 13

8st+ 5t+ 5s− 3

)

,

(

(s− t)(2st− 11s− 11t− 13)

56(s2 + s+ 1)(t2 + t+ 1)
,
3(8st+ 5t+ 5s− 3)

2st− 11s− 11t− 13
,
2st+ s+ t+ 2

s− t

)

.

Substituting (101) into (94), we have

Ay2 =
−13t2 − 4t+ 11

14(t2 + t+ 1)
,

11t2 + 26t+ 2

14(t2 + t+ 1)
,

respectively. The former means Ay2 = y′2, which implies Ay3 = y′3. Similarly, the
latter implies Ay2 = y′3 and Ay3 = y′2. Therefore the solutions in Corollary 7.6 are
included in Borwein’s solutions up to equivalence over Q. �

The following observation is due to Hideki Matsumura.
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Remark 7.10. Another parametric solution for (M,N) = (5, 6) was found by Cher-
nick [9, pp.629-630] as follows:
(102)
α1 = −5m2 + 4mn− 3n2, α2 = −3m2 + 6mn+ 5n2, α3 = −m2 − 10mn− n2,

β1 = −5m2 + 6mn+ 3n2, β2 = −3m2 − 4mn− 5n2, β3 = −m2 + 10mn− n2,

α3+i = −αi, β3+i = −βi for i = 1, 2, 3.

Our solution (90) and Chernick’s one are not equivalent over Q. Suppose contrary.
Then there exists A ∈ Q such that

14A2(5m2 + 2mn+ n2)(5m2 − 2mn+ n2) = 3.

Clearly, we have n 6= 0. Let x = m/n and C be the smooth curve of genus 1 defined
by

C : y2 = 42(5x2 + 2x+ 1)(x2 − 2x+ 5).

Since C(Q3) = 0, we conclude that C(Q) = ∅.

8. Concluding remarks and future works

The Hilbert-Kamke equations (3) can be dealt with the circle method, or the
Hardy-Littlewood method. We refer the reader to [40] for recent developments on
Hilbert-Kamke problem involving the circle method.

In the case of antipodal solutions of the Hilbert-Kamke equations of degree 5,
we need to solve the system of equations

(103)
x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
N = Na2,

x4
1 + x4

2 + · · ·+ x4
N = Na4.

We can show that (103) has a nonsingular real solution if and only ifNa22 > a4 > a22.
Note that the inequality a4 > a22 holds if a2 and a4 are the moments of a symmetric
probability measure.

More generally, we consider the system of homogeneous equations

(104)
c1x

k
1 + c2x

k
2 + · · ·+ csx

k
s = 0,

d1x
n
1 + d2x

n
2 + · · ·+ dsx

n
s = 0,

where k > n ≥ 1 and c1, c2, . . . , cs, d1, d2, . . . , ds are integers with cidi 6= 0 for
1 ≤ i ≤ s. Let Γ∗(k, n) be the least integer r such that, whenever s ≥ r, the
system (104) has a nontrivial p-adic solution for every prime p. By the results of
Davenport-Lewis [12, Theorem 1] and Leep-Schmidt [22, (2.11)], we have Γ∗(k, n) ≤
(k2 + 1)(n2 + 1) and hence Γ∗(4, 2) ≤ 85. Let G∗(k, n) be the least integer r
such that, whenever s ≥ r, the system (104) has a nontrivial integral solution
if it has a nonsingular real solution and a nonsingular p-adic solution for every
prime p. Parsell [31, Theorem 1.1] obtained the values of G∗(k, n) for small k
and n. In particular, we have G∗(4, 2) ≤ 20. Combining these results, we infer
that the system (103) has a rational solution if N ≥ max{84, a4/a22} and if (103)
defines a nonsingular variety. Since a2 = 1/2 and a4 = 3/8 for Chebyshev measure
(1 − t2)−1/2dt/π, the above condition on N becomes N ≥ 84. Theorem 1.3 is
sharper than the above bound obtained by the circle method.

* * *

A natural question asks whether there exists a rational 5-design with 2N + 1
points for Chebyshev measure (1− t2)−1/2dt/π, namely

1

2N + 1

(

f(0) +

N
∑

i=1

(

f(xi) + f(−xi)
)

)

=
1

π

∫ 1

−1

f(t)√
1− t2

dt for every f ∈ P5(R).

(105)
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Such design is equivalent to a disjoint solution of the Diophantine equations

(106)
x2
1 + x2

2 + · · ·+ x2
N =

2N + 1

4
,

x4
1 + x4

2 + · · ·+ x4
N =

3(2N + 1)

16
.

By applying Lemma 6.9 with (α, β) = (2, 4) to (68) and (69), we establish that
for every 1 ≤ N ≤ 15 there does not exist a rational solution of (106). Moreover
the nonexistence of antipodal rational 5-designs with 33 points can be proved in
a similar manner to the proof of the nonexistence of 5-designs with 32 points. In
summary, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 8.1. If 1 ≤ N ≤ 16, then there do not exist antipodal 5-designs with
2N + 1 rational points for (1− t2)−1/2dt/π.

Meanwhile, a 5-design with 35 rational points actually exists. Such an example
is obtained by taking the antipodal pair of the point configuration
(107)

(x1, . . . , x17)

=
1

1092
(9, 65, 91, 195, 531, 669, 689, 729, 837, 871, 923, 933, 1001, 1027, 1053, 1066, 1079)

plus the origin 0. We thus obtain the following result by the same way as in the
proof of Theorem 6.1 (i).

Theorem 8.2. Let N be a positive integer such that N ≡ 5 (mod 6) and N /∈
{5, 11}. Then there exists an antipodal 5-design with 2N + 1 rational points.

Problem 8.3. Find an antipodal 5-design with 37 rational points, as the smallest
open case.

* * *

A challenging problem is to establish an analogue of Theorem 6.1 for symmetric
classical measures other than (1 − t2)−1/2dt/π. A significant case to be handled

will be the Hermite measure e−t2dt/
√
π. A rational design for e−t2dt/

√
π of type

1

2N

N
∑

i=1

(f(xi) + f(−xi)) =
1√
π

∫ ∞

−∞

f(t)e−t2dt for every f ∈ P5(R),

is equivalent to a system of Diophantine equations of type

x2
1 + · · ·+ x2

N =
N

2
,

x4
1 + · · ·+ x4

N =
3N

4
.

Then Lemmas 6.8 and 6.9 can be applied in the proof of the following result.

Theorem 8.4. For any positive integer 1 ≤ N ≤ 15, except for N = 14, there do

not exist antipodal 5-designs with 2N rational points for e−t2dt/
√
π on (−∞,∞).

The exceptional case N = 14 is suggestive. In fact, by taking the antipodal pairs
of the point configuration

(108) (x1, . . . , x14) =
1

30
(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 13, 14, 15, 25, 39, 40, 42),

we obtain an antipodal 5-design with 28 rational points. However, the following
problem is beyond the grasp of our methods used in the present paper, to which
we intend to return elsewhere.
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Problem 8.5. Find an infinite family of rational 5-designs with 2N points for Her-

mite measure e−t2dt/
√
π and then establish an analogue of Theorem 6.1.

* * *

The Stroud bound is a fundamental result in the theory of quadrature formula.

Theorem 8.6 (Stroud bound). Let w(t) be a probability density function on an
interval (p, q) ⊆ R such that all moments ak are finite. Assume that there exists a
quadrature of degree m with n points for

∫ q

p
w(t)dt. Then it holds that

(109) n ≥ dimR P⌊m

2
⌋

(

=
⌊m

2

⌋

+ 1
)

.

As implied in Example 2.4, a quadrature of degree 2n−1 with n points uniquely
exists, whose points are classified by the zeros of orthogonal polynomials of degree
n (see for example [14, § 1]). A full generalization of this fact is the Riesz-Shohat
theorem below (see also Remark 6.5).

Theorem 8.7 (Riesz-Shohat Theorem, cf. Proposition 2.4 of [36]). Let x1, . . . , xr+1

be distinct real numbers and ωr+1(t) =
∏r+1

i=1 (t − xi). Let k be an integer with
1 ≤ k ≤ r + 2. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) There exist real numbers γ1, . . . , γr+1 such that

(110)
r+1
∑

i=1

γif(xi) =

∫ q

p

f(t)w(t)dt,

is a quadrature formula of degree 2r + 2 − k, that is, the equation (110)
holds for all polynomials f(t) of degree at most 2r + 2− k.

(ii) For all polynomials g(t) of degree at most r+1−k,
∫ q

p
ωr+1(t)g(t)w(t)dt = 0.

(iii) The polynomial ωr+1(t) is a quasi-orthogonal polynomial of degree r + 1
and order k − 1, that is, there exist real numbers b1, . . . , bk−1 such that
ωr+1(t) = Φr+1(t) + b1Φr(t) + · · ·+ bk−1Φr+2−k(t).

Furthermore, if the above equivalent conditions hold, then γ1, . . . , γr+1 in (i) satisfy

γi =

∫ q

p

ωr+1(t)

(t− xi)ω′
r+1(xi)

w(t)dt.

We note from Proposition 7.5 that, whenever n ≤ m, an equi-weighted m-design
with n points, if it exists, must be unique. Otherwise, by the PTE bound (89) in
Proposition 7.5, we would have m+ 1 ≤ n.

The bound (89) comes from the equivalence between the power-sum condition
(85) and degree-subtraction condition (86). As easily seen, this equivalence can be
further generalized for multisets X,Y ⊂ R as follows.

Proposition 8.8. Let M,N be positive integers. Let X = {x1, . . . , xN} and Y =
{y1, . . . , yN} be a pair of disjoint multisets of real numbers. Then the following are
equivalent.

(i) The pair (X,Y ) satisfies the power-sum condition (85);
(ii) The pair (X,Y ) satisfies the degree-subtraction condition (86).

With Proposition 8.8 in mind, the bound (89) can also be generalized for real
numbers R, and hence one obtains an arithmetic proof of the following fact for
designs on S1.

Proposition 8.9 (Fisher-type inequality for designs on S1). Assume that

1

|S1|

∫

(ω1,ω2)∈S1

f(ω1, ω2)dρ =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

f(xi1, xi2) for every f ∈ Pm(S1)
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where dρ denotes the surface measure on S1 and Pm(S1) the space of bivariate
polynomials of degree at most m on S1. Then it holds that

n ≥ m+ 1 (= dimPm(S1)).

Proof of Proposition 8.9. Assume the existence of an m-design on S1. Since ρ is
O(2)-invariant, we obtain one more m-design that is disjoint from the original. The
result then follows from the R-version of Proposition 7.5 (ii). �

All these observations, together with Proposition 7.5 in Section 7, are based on
the equivalence “(i) ⇔ (ii)” of Proposition 7.2. Then what about the equivalence
“(i) ⇔ (iii)”? Can we directly connect geometric design theory and PTE problem
through this equivalence? We will return to this topic somewhere else.
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