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1 Introduction

The relationship between association schemes and codes was the topic of the
thesis of Delsarte [B]. Motivated by previous authors, Delsarte puts a particular
emphasis on the Hamming and Johnson schemes. He makes a comment [5, pg
55|, suggesting that there does not exist any non-trivial perfect codes in the
Johnson graphs.

Martin [9] expands on the work of Delsarte by studying completely regular
subsets in detail. In his work, Martin presents the relation between perfect codes
and equitable 2-partitions more explicitly. In the literature, many substructures
of regular graphs correspond to or are equivalent to equitable 2-partitions (e.g.,
see [I4], [3], [6]). Equitable 2-partitions have been studied for several families
of graphs, such as in the hypercubes by Fon-Der-Flaass [7]. Due to Delsarte’s
original work, there is continued interest in the Hamming graphs (e.g. [I3]) and
Johnson graphs (e.g. [12] [§]).

Any given equitable 2-partition of a graph is naturally associated with a non-
principal eigenvalue 6 of the graph, and such a partition is called #-equitable.
As mentioned in [g], for each integer k > 2 the f-equitable 2-partitions of J(n, k)
associated to the second largest and smallest eigenvalues of J(n, k) have been
characterised in Meyerowitz [I1] and Martin [I0], respectively. In particular,
for k = 3 the third largest eigenvalue of J(n, 3) is only eigenvalue for which the
f-equitable 2-partitions of J(n,3) are not fully characterised. For k& > 3 and
n > 2k, all f-equitable 2-partitions of J(n, k) associated to the third largest
eigenvalue of J(n, k) are characterised in an unpublished work of Vorob’ev [15].

In this paper, we work on the next open case of equitable 2-partitions of
the graphs J(n, 3) associated with Az, the third largest eigenvalue of J(n, 3). In
fact, we present two distinct methods to classify such equitable partitions, and
characterise the As-equitable 2-partitions of J(n,3) for all n > 10. After the
preliminary Section 2] we present the known As-equitable 2-partitions.

In Section [] we start by analysing certain eigenfunctions in the Johnson
graph. The results we obtain are then used to show that for all n > 10, any
Ao-equitable 2-partition is found via one of the constructions of Section

In Section [B] we give an alternative approach to the classification problem.
We first introduce a combinatorial tool which enables us to analyse the local
structure of #-equitable 2-partitions, which has been used previously by Gavri-
lyuk and Goryainov [8]. In Sections [l and [6l we apply this tool to find restric-
tions on the local structure of a given partition. We use these results in Section
[0 to show that for all n > 14, any As-equitable 2-partition is found via one of
the constructions of Section [3

2 Preliminaries

In this section we introduce the Johnson graphs J(n, 3) and equitable partitions.
For a positive integer p, we define [p] := {1,...,p}. For positive integers
p,q, the p x g-lattice is the graph with vertex set {(i,7) : ¢ € [p],j € [¢]}, and



two distinct vertices are joined by an edge precisely when they have the same
value at one coordinate.

Let n be an integer, n > 6. The Johnson graph J(n,3) has vertex set
{K C [n] : |K| = 3}, and distinct vertices K, L are adjacent if and only if
|K N L| = 2. Throughout this paper, the graph I' will be the Johnson graph
J(n,3), where the value of n will be specified in advance. For any triple of dis-
tinct elements a, b, ¢ € [n], let abe denote the set {a, b, c}. For distinct elements
i,j € [n], denote by ij* the set of subsets of [n] of size 3 that contain both
elements ¢ and j. Note that ij* induces a clique of size (n — 2) in J(n,3).

The Johnson graph J(n,3) is a distance-regular graph with diameter 3, and
the eigenvalues of J(n,3) are

E = 3(n-3),
Al = 2n-09,
X = n—1T7,
A3 = —3.

For more information on Johnson graphs, see Brouwer, Cohen and Neumaier
[4, Section 9.1]. It is known that the neighbourhood I'(z) of any vertex z in
J(n,3) is isomorphic to the 3 x (n — 3)-lattice. In particular, there are three
maximal cliques of size n — 3 in the neighbourhood of abc, given by abx, acx
and bex, and n — 3 maximal cliques of size 3, given by the triples {abi, aci, bei},
where i € [n]\{a,b, c}. The ab-row of T'(abc) is the set abx\abe. For an element
i € [n]\ {a,b,c}, the i-column of T'(abc) is the set {abi,aci,bci}, and i is the
index of this column.

Let A be a graph, and IT = { X1, ..., X,;} be a partition of the vertex set V(A)
of A. Then the sets X; are called the cells of II, and II is called a g-partition.
Let A; ; be the matrix A(A) restricted to the rows indexed by vertices in X,
and columns indexed by vertices in X ;. Then there is an ordering of V/(A) such
that the adjacency matrix A(A) has the following block matrix form:

A -0 A
ady=| o
Aq,l ce Aqu

Let b; ; be the average row-sum of A; ;. The matrix

bii - big
A(A/I) = :
byr - byg

is called the quotient matriz of A(A) with respect to the partition II. The
partition II is equitable if for each cell X; and every vertex u € X; we have
| X, N A(u)| = b, ; for every j.

Every equitable 2-partition in a regular graph can be naturally associated
to an eigenvalue of the graph.



Lemma 2.1. Let II be an equitable 2-partition of a k-reqular graph A with

quotient matrix
A(A/TT) = bin bipg
ba1 bapo

Then the eigenvalues of A(A/II) are given by k = by 1 + b2 = ba1 + ba2a and
0 =b11—ba1 =0bao— b1, where 8 is an eigenvalue of A, 6 # k.

Proof. This is a simple application of eigenvalue interlacing of quotient matrices
and a routine calculation of the eigenvalues of a 2x2 matrix (see, e.g., [8]). O

Let A be a k-regular graph and 6 be a real number, § # k. An equitable
2-partition IT of A is 8-equitable if A(A/II) has eigenvalue § . By Lemma 2]
the quotient matrix of an equitable 2-partition IT has eigenvalues k and 6, where
0 is an eigenvalue of A. Therefore, we can enumerate equitable 2-partitions of
a regular graph by enumerating #-equitable 2-partitions for each eigenvalue 6 of
r.

3 Known equitable 2-partitions in J(n, 3)

The 6-equitable 2-partitions of J(n,3) have been classified for the eigenvalues
6 = X\ and A3. For more references and information on these partitions, see [3].
The open case corresponds to the eigenvalue As.

An ad hoc analysis of the classification problem for small values of n can be
found in Mogilnykh [12] and Avgustinovich and Mogilynkh [I, 2]. For example,
they find all of the possible quotient matrices for an equitable 2-partition in
J(8,3). Avgustinovich and Mogilynkh give many constructions, but there were
no full classification results for Ag-equitable 2-partitions in J(n, 3) for any n > 6
before the current paper.

In [2], an equitable 3-partition of J(2m,3) was constructed for all m > 3.
This construction was used to produce three families of A\2-equitable 2-partitions
of J(2m,3). Here we give a detailed presentation of this construction.

Let U = {uy,...,um}t and W = {wy,...,wy} be sets of integers such that
UUW = [2m] (i.e. U and W partition the set [2m]). Let Ay wy be the graph
with vertices U U W and edge set {u;w; : i # j}. In other words, Agywy is
constructed by taking the complete bipartite graph with parts U, W, and then
removing the edges ujwy, ugWa, . . ., Uy Wy, .

There are three “types” of unordered triples of vertices in Ay ), each of
which are illustrated in Figure[2l Any set of three distinct vertices abe C [2m)]
lies in one of the following sets:

X1 = A{wwujug 4,7,k distinet} U {w;w,wy : 4, j, k distinct}.
Xo = {wwu;w, 4,7 distinet} U {w;wju; @ 4,7 distinct}.
Xs = {wwujwg 4,7,k distinet} U {w;w;uy : 1, 7, k distinct}.

Now we regard the triples of vertices of Ay} as the vertices of J(2m,3). The
partition IT = {X;, Xo, X3} gives a 3-partition of the vertex set of J(2m, 3).



Figure 1: The graph Ay w.
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Figure 2: Triples of vertices in Ay )

Consider T := J(2m, 3) and vertices t1 = ujusus, ta = ujugws,ts = ujusws,
sot; € X, for each i. The following 3 x (2m—3)-arrays represent the 3 x (2m—3)-
grids induced by T'(¢1), I'(t2) and T'(¢3). The indexes of columns are given below
the braces. The rows are given by the comments on the right. The entries are
from the set {1,2,3}, and an entry equals to j whenever the corresponding
vertex belongs to the cell X;.

1 ... 1 3 ... 3 2 2 3 — U U2-TOW
I(ty) : 1 ...1 3 ...3 2 3 2 4 UjU3-TOW
1 ...1 3 ... 3 3 2 2 4 uuz-TOW
N—— —— N N =
U\{u1,uz,us} W\{wi,wz,wz} w1 w2 w3



1 .13 3 2 {— UL UL-TOW

D(ta) 2 .22 2 2 ¢ ujwp-row
3 ... 33 ... 3 2 — UaW1-TOW
—— Y—— =

U\{ul,ug} W\{wl,w2} w2

1 ... 1 3 ... 3 1 2 2 4 UjuU2-TOW
I(t3) : 3 ... 3 3 ... 3 2 2 3 < ujws-row
3 ... 3 3 ... 3 2 3 2 < uswz-row
—_——
U\{u1,u2,us} W\{wi,we,wz} u3 w1 w2

With the knowledge of these neighbourhoods and the symmetry of the
graph Ay wy, we deduce that IT = {X;, X, X3} is an equitable 3-partition
of J(2m, 3).

Lemma 3.1. Let IT = {X;, X2, X3} be the partition of the vertices of T' =
J(2m, 3) defined above. Then II is equitable, and has quotient matriz

3m—9 6 3m — 6
A(T/I) = m—2 2m—1 3m—6
m—2 6 5m — 13

Proof. Any vertex abc € T lies in X; for exactly one value j € {1,2,3}. Then
there is a permutation of [2m] such that the 3 x (2m — 3)-array of I'(abc) is
the array of ¢; in the above. This observation shows that the partition II is
equitable, and we can use the arrays of the neighbourhoods to determine the
quotient matrix. O

Now we construct three different equitable 2-partitions by merging the cells
of the partition II. Let Hl = {XQ U Xg,Xl}, HQ = {Xl U Xg,XQ} and H3 =
{X35, X1 U X}

Lemma 3.2. Let II; be the partitions of the vertices of I' = J(2m,3) defined
above. Then the partitions I1; are equitable, and have quotient matrices

Sm—7 m-—2
A(F/Hl):( 3m 3m—9>’

6m—15 6
A<F/H2)_< 4m—8 2m—1 )

5m—13 m+4
A(F/H3):< 3m — 6 3m—3)'

Proof. This follows from [2, Lemma 1], which shows the quotient matrix A(T"/IT)
has equal non-diagonal entries for each column. Thus, we can merge cells of the
equitable 3-partition to get equitable 2-partitions. The quotient matrices also
follow easily from this argument. O



4 Proof based on partial differences

In this section, we prove that for n > 10, all Ay-equitable 2-partitions have the
same structure and quotient matrices as in Lemma

Given a graph A, a real-valued function f: V(A) — R is called a 6-
eigenfunction of G if the equality

0-fz)= > fl)

yeV(A(z))

holds for any = € V(A) and f is not the all-zeros function. Equivalently, the
vector of values of a #—eigenfunction is an eigenvector of the adjacency matrix
of A with an eigenvalue 6.

Given a real-valued function f defined on vertices of J(n,w) and distinct
a,b € [n], define a partial difference fq;, as follows. For every (w — 1)-subset y
of [n] \ {a,b}, set

fan(y) = flyUfa}) = Fly U{b}).
Clearly, fu, can be treated as a function defined on vertices of J(n — 2,w —
1). Moreover, there is a useful connection between a function and its partial
difference. Recall the spectra of the Johnson graph J(n, w) consists of \;(n, w) =
(w—i)(n—w—1)—1i,7€{0,1,...,w} (see [4 Section 9.1]).

Lemma 4.1. ([16]) Let f be a \;(n,w)-eigenfunction of J(n,w), a, b € [n].
Then fap is a Ai—1(n —2,w — 1)-eigenfunction of J(n—2,w—1) or the all-zeros
function.

The following lemma shows that all-zeros partial differences impose addi-
tional restrictions on the values of the initial function.

Lemma 4.2. ([16]]) Let f be a real-valued function defined on vertices of J(n,w).
Suppose that fa =0 and fo. =0 for some pairwise distinct a,b,c € [n]. Then
fbc = O

Throughout the rest of this paper, we will let X = {X1, X5}, a f-equitable
2-partition of J(n,3). Let € be a non-principal eigenvalue of I' = J(n,3) and
suppose X is a #-equitable 2-partition with quotient matrix

awo=( 7 00)

where p12 < p21 and pio + po1 = 2n — 2.
For a vertex u € V(I'), the X;-indicator function on u is

_ |1 ifue Xy
YT 0 ifue X,

and for a set of vertices U C V(I") we define

U::ZE

uelU



Consider a function f: V(I') — R given by

—P21

f(x) — {P12+;D21 T € Xy
P12

pi2+pa1’ T € Xo.

By direct calculations one can easily check that f is a As-eigenfunction of T'.
The following proof of the main result is based on an analysis of the structure
of partial differences of f, and we need one more auxiliary statement for it.

Lemma 4.3. Let f be A\i(n, 2)-eigenfunction of J(n,2) taking values {—1,0,1},
f#£0,n>5. Then [ is equal to one of the following functions:

1, ac€x,béx
1. filz)y=<—-1, a¢z,bex

0, otherwise,
for some a,b € [n],

1, x C My,
2. fa(x) = q -1, = C My,
0, otherwise,

for some My U My = [n], M| = M| = %, and even n.

Proof. The main idea is to use one-to-one correspondence between eigenspaces
of different Johnson graphs. In particular, it is known (see, for example [5]),
that every \;(n,w)-eigenfunction hy of the graph J(n,w), 1 <i < w —1 can
be obtain from some A;(n,)-eigenfunction hs of J(n,i) by so-called inducing
operator

@)= Y hay),

yeV(J(nyi)),yCe

where V(J(n,4)) is the set of vertices of J(n,1).

In our case it means that f can be obtained from some Ay (n, 1)-eigenfunction
g of the graph J(n,1). The function g can be treated as one defined on numbers
1,2,...,n, and f, in turn, as one defined on pairs of these numbers.

Let us denote v; = ¢(i), consequently, for any distinct a,b € [n] we have
f(ab) = ~v4 + 4. Since g is a A1 (n, 1)-eigenfunction it must be orthogonal to
a constant function. Therefore, 1 + v2 + -+ + v, = 0. The next step is the
determination of all sets A = {v1,72,...7,} such that the set {v; + ;|i,7 €
[n], i # j} does not contain any elements except —1, 0 and 1.

Let A contain at least four pairwise distinct values, for example v > o >
¥3 > 4. It means that v3 +v2 > y1 4+ 73 > 71 + 74 > 73 + 74 and f takes more
than three values.

Let A contain exactly three pairwise distinct values 1 > ~v2 > 73. Conse-
quently, v1 +v2 =1, 1 +v3 = 0 and 72 + 73 = —1. Obviously, 1 > 0 and
v3 < 0. It is easy to see that A must contain only one element +; and one 7s.
Otherwise, f will take one more new value 27v; or 2v3. So, A consists of one 71,
one y3 and n — 2 elements 7v,. If v2 # 0 we again find a new value 2+ of f.



Finally, we conclude, that 3 = 1, 72 = 0 and 3 = —1 and build the function
fi.

The last possible case is when A contains exactly two pairwise distinct values
Y1, Y2, 71 > V2. Let ni and ny be multiplicities of these elements in A. By our
previous arguments we have that nivy; + noye = 0 and ny + ne = n. Clearly, if
n1 = 1 then f takes values ;- ﬂ and vli For n > 5, these values cannot
be equal to 1 and —1. Slmllarly, ny # 1 too. Hence, f takes three values 271,

1

Y1 +72 and 27,. Particularly, v; +v2 = 0. Therefore, ny = ng, 71 = 5072 = —5.

Finally, we construct the function fa. O

In the rest of the paper, functions equal to f; and fs will be called functions
of type 1 and 2 respectively. We will say, that elements a, b and sets M7, M, are
defining for the functions f1 and f5 respectively. The knowledge of structure of
possible partial differences allows us to prove the following statement.

Lemma 4.4. Let X = (X1, X2) be \a-equitable 2-partition of J(n,3), n > 7,
P11 P12

and g be a characteristic function of X1.
P21 P22

with the quotient matriz

Suppose that the set
{gijl1<i<j<n}

contains t1 and ty partial differences of types 1 and 2 correspondingly, and (Z) —
t1 — to all-zero differences. Then

prapain(n — 2) = 24t1(n — 4) + 3ta(n — 2)(n — 4).

Proof. 1t is easy to see that there is a one-to-one correspondence between pairs
of neighbours from distinct cells of the partition and nonzero values of partial
differences of g. Clearly, the number of such pairs equals 222221 (). By the

. . P12+pz1 \3/
structure of our partial differences we conclude that the number of their nonzero

values is equal to 2t1(n — 4) + 2t2( ) After equating these expressions and
using pi2 + p21 = 2n — 2 we get the cla1m of the theorem. O

Based on our auxiliary statements we are ready to prove the main result of
the paper.

Theorem 4.5. Let X = (X7, X2) be Aa-equitable 2-partition of J(n,3), n > 12.
Then the partition X can be constructed from a matching on the elements of
[n], which corresponds to an instance of a partition Iy, Iy or 3.

Proof. As it mentioned before, cases of odd n and p12 = ps; were characterized
before by Gavrilyuk and Goryainov [§]. However, the following proof allows to
cover these cases too, so we shall not exclude these cases. Consider

—P21
f(x) — ) pi2+p21 T € Xy
Pi2__ e Xs.

pi2+p21’

As it was previously established, f is Ag-eigenfunction of J(n,3), where Ay =
A2(n,3). By definition of f and Lemma 1] every partial difference of f is a



A1(n — 2,2)-eigenfunction of J(n — 2,2) taking three values {—1,0,1} or the
identically zero function. This fact allows to use Lemma for these partial
differences in our arguments.

Suppose that there are no partial differences of f of type 1. Hence, n must
be even. Let us take some not identically zero partial difference of f. Without
loss of generality, we take fi» with defining sets M; = {3,4,5,...,% + 1},
My ={% +2,%5 +3,...,n}. By definition of fi» we conclude that

lab,2cd € X5 and 2ab, led € X4

for every a,b € My and ¢,d € Ms.

Suppose that for some a,b € M; we have f,;, Z 0. We can assume that
a =3 and b = 4. By the structure of fi» we know that f34(1i) = f34(2i) =0
for i € {5,6,...% + 1}. Hence, elements 1 and 2 belong to one defining set of
f34 and 5,6,...5 + 1 to other one. Without loss of generality we may assume
that f34(12) = 1 (if it equals —1 we swap elements 3 and 4) and 123 € Xo.
Consequently, f14(23) = 1. From our arguments follows that f14(ij) = 0 for
i,j €1{5,6,...% + 1}. However, for n > 12 the set {5,6,...% + 1} contains at
least 3 elements, so at least one pair (i, ;') from a one of defining sets of f14.
Therefore, f14(i'j') # 0 and we get a contradiction.

By similar arguments for all pairs (i, j) such that ¢, j € My or 4,j € My we
have that f;; = 0. By the structure of fi2 and previous arguments we know
that fi3(ij) = 0 for i,5 € {4,5,... 5 + 1}. For n > 10 the set {4,5,...5 + 1}
contains not less than 3 elements, so fi3 has no defining sets and fi3 = 0. By
similar arguments f1; = 0 for ¢ € M; and fy; = 0 for ¢ € M,. It guarantees us
that each of the sets

S1 = {ijhlirj,k € My U{1},i # 4,5 # ki # k),
Sy = {Z.]k|la.]7k € MQU{Z}aZ.#jvj # ki # k},
Ss = {igkli,j € My U{1},k € My U{2},i # j},
Sa = {igkli,j € MpU{2} k € My U{1},i # j}

is a subset of X7 or Xo.

The triple 123 € S has %n — 9 neighbours in 57 and %n ones in S3. Since
all triples in S7 are elements of a one cell of the partition X, we conclude that
P12 = %n or po; = %n By our agreement ps; > pi2, so the quotient matrix of

the partition equals
Sn—7 Z-2
%n %n -9 )7

S1 C Xy, S3 C X;. By similar arguments we have that Sy C Xo, S4 C X7 and
the partition is an instance of II;.

The remaining case is if there is a partial difference of f of type 1.
After appropriate rearrangement of elements of [n] we may consider fio # 0
with defining elements 3 and 4. In other words,

134, 24i € X, and 144, 23i € X, for i € {5,6,...n},

10



and -
lab = 2ab, 3ab = 4ab for a,b € {5,6,...n},

123 =124, 134 = 234.

Values 123,124,134, 234 play a crucial role in the determining structure of
the partition X, and we need to consider all admissible options.

1. 123 =124 =1,134 =234 = 0.
Equivalently, 123, 124 € X; and 134, 234 € X,. By direct calculations,
123 already has n — 2 neighbours from X5, so p12 > n — 2. As we know
P12 + p21 = 2n — 2, p12 < p21. Suppose that p12 = n — 2, pa1 = n.
Consequently remaining neighbours of 123 belong to X, i.e. 12i € Xj,
1€ {5,6,...,n}.

Consider the function fi4. By our arguments fi4(2i) = —1 for ¢ €
{5,6,...,n}. Therefore, f14 is of type 1 with defining elements 2 and 3.
Hence, f14(23) =0, but 123 € X; and 234 € X5. We get a contradiction.

The last case here is p1s = pa1 = n — 1. We need to put one more
neighbour of 123 to Xo. Without loss of generality we have 125 € X
and 12i € Xy, i € {6,7,...,n}. By our arguments fi4(2i) = —1 for

1 €{3,6,7,...,n}, and f14(25) = 0. Consequently, fi4 is of type 1 with
defining elements 2 and 5. Therefore, 15 € X5 and 45i € X, for i €
{3,6,7,...,n}. In particular, 345 € X;. The vertex 134 € X5 already has
n—1 neighbours from X7, consequently, 34i € X5 fori € {1,2,6,7,...,n}.
Now 345 € X; has n — 1 neighbours from X5, consequently, 35i € X for
1 €{2,4,6,7,...,n}. Finally, 125 € X5 has n — 1 neighbours from X,
consequently, 25i € X2 for i € {1,4,6,7,...,n}.

Putting it all together we have that
123, 124, 145, 235, 345, 144, 234, 124, 351, 451 € X,

134, 234, 135, 245, 124, 134, 24i, 344, 15i, 25i € X,

for i € {6,7,...,n}. By direct calculation it is easy to see that all partial
differences f;;, 1 <1i < j <5 are of type 1.

Consider a difference fg7. We know that fe7(ij) =0 for i € {6,7,...,n}.
Therefore fg7 is of type 2 or the all-zero function. Consider a function
g(@) = ;52— — f(x). Clearly, g is the characteristic function of X; and
corresponding partial differences of f and g always have the same type.

As it was established above g has at most 5(n — 5) partial differences of

type 2. Since for n > 10 we have that 2(n — 4) < 2(%), the maximum
possible sum of numbers of nonzero values of partial differences of g is in
the case when we have 5(n — 5) differences of type 2 and (3) — 5(n — 5)
ones of type 1. Therefore, by Lemma 4] we have that

(n—1)%n(n—2) < 24- ((Z) —5(n— 5)) (n—4)+15(n—5)(n—2)(n—4),

11



which is equivalent to
(n —10)%(n — 6)(n —5) < 0.
This inequality does not take place for n > 10 and we get a contradiction

123 =124=134=234=1.
In other words, 123, 124, 134, 234 € X;. Each of these vertices has n — 4
neighbours from Xs, so p12 > n — 4. There are four admissible quotient

matrices:
2n—-8 n-—1 2n—7 n-—2
(n—l 2n—8>’( n 2n—9)’
2n—6 n-—3 2n—5 n—4
( n+1 2n-—10 )’( n+2 2n-—11 )
(a) prz=n—1.

Take the vertex 123 € X;. It has n — 4 neighbours from X5, so
we need to find three more. Without loss of generality let us take
125, 126, 127 € X5 and 12i € X; for i € {8,9,...,n}. Next, consider
f13. By our arguments we know that f13(25) = f13(26) = f13(27) =
1, f13(24) =0 and f13(2l) =0forie {8, 9,..., n} If f13 is of type 2
then My = {4,5,6,7} and |M;| = § — 1, but it contradicts to n > 10.

Hence, it is of type 1, and 2 must be a defining element. However,
f13(28) = f13(29) = 0, so this case is also not possible.

(b) p12 =n—2.

Here we repeat arguments from the previous case. As a result we
have that 125, 126 € X5 and 12i € X; for ¢ € {7,8,...,n}. Next,
f13(25) = f13(26) =1, f13(24) =0 and f13(2i) =0fori e {7, 8, .. .,n}.
Again if fi3 is of type 2 then M; = {4,5,6} and |M;| = § —1, but it
contradicts to n > 10. Therefore, it is of type 1, and 2 is a defining
element. The fact that f13(27) = f13(28) = 0 lead as to a contradic-
tion.

(c) pr2=mn—3.
Consider the vertex 123 € X;. It has n—4 neighbours from X5, so we
need to find one more. Without loss of generality let us take 125 € X
and 12; € X; for i € {6,7,...,n}. Again let us analyse f15. By
construction we have f13(25) = 1 and f13(2i) = 0fori € {6,7,...,n}.
If f13 is of type 2 then the defining set containing elements 2, 5 may
contain the element 4 and nothing else. Hence, for n > 8 it is not
realizable. Consequently, it is of type 1. Since f15(25) =1, 2 or 5
is a defining element. In the first case it follows from fi3(24) = 0
that 4 must be second defining element. Therefore, f13(26) = 1. We
get a contradiction. The last possible case is when 5 is one defining
element and the second one i belongs to {4,6,7,...,n}. For all these
i, we have f13(5i) = 0 and consequently there is no such an element.
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(d) pra=n—4.
This quotient matrix immediately guarantees us that for € {5,6,...,n},
we have 12i,34i € X;. Consequently, fi3(4i) = fi3(2i) = 0 for
i € {5,6,...,n} and f cannot be of type 1 or of type 2. Hence,
f13 = 0. Similarly, foq = 0.
By the structure of fi2 and f34 we know that fi12(ij) = 0 and
f34(lj) =0 for 1,] € {5,6, .. .,n}.
Therefore, we conclude that for any 4,5 € {5,6,...,n} following
equalities take place

f(Lig) = f(2i5) = f(3ig) = f(4ij).

Suppose that for all 4,j € {5,6,...,n} we have f;; = 0. Hence, all
triples from {5, 6, ...,n} belong to one cell of the partition. The same
is true for triples {kij|k € {1,2,3,4}4,5 € {5,6,...,n}}. Since our
partition is equitable, these two cells must be different. Therefore,
the vertex 567 has 3(n — 7) neighbours of it’s cell and 12 neighbours
from other one. Therefore, po1 = 12 or p12 = 12. The first case leads
us to n = 10 , but n > 12. So, the last opportunity is n = 16 and
{kijlk € {1,2,3,4} 1,5 € {5,6,...,n}} C Xo. In this case the vertex
125 € X; has exactly 2 4+ 2(n — 5) = 24 neighbours from X instead
of n 4+ 2 =18 and we get a contradiction.

Without loss of generality we may consider fss # 0. We know that

f56(12) = f56(13) = f56(14) = f56(23) = f56(24) = f56(34) = 0.

Hence, f is of type 1 and we may take elements 7 and 8 as it’s defining
elements. By similar arguments as we provided above we conclude
that for i € {1,2,3,4,9,10,...,n}, we have 57i,68i,58i,67i € X;
and 564, 787 € X5. All these conclusions guarantee us that

f15(24) = f15(26) = f15(46) = -1,

so fi15 is of type 2. We conclude that {2,4,6} C Ms for fi5. Suppose
that for all 4,5 € {9,10,11,...,n} we have f;; = 0. Consequently,
f15(ij) is the same value for all 4,5 € {9,10,...,n}. However, for
n > 12 it contradicts to the type of fi5. The last opportunity is that
there is one more partial difference of the same structure as fi2 and
fs6. Without loss of generality it is fg10 with defining elements 11
and 12. Since fi5 is of type 2 one may find such a pair of elements
(1,7) from {9,10,11,12}, that fi5(ij) # 0, but it contradicts to the
structure of fy 10.

3. 123 =124 =134 = 234 = 0.
In other words, 123, 124, 134, 234 € X5. This is the last possible case
for vertices 123, 124, 134 and 234. Hence, we may consider that similar
equalities take place for all partial differences of type 1 of the function f.
Further arguments depend on values 12i, 34i for i € [n] \ {1,2,3,4}.
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()

12i = 34i = 1 for i € [n]\ {1,2,3,4}. In other words, all these
vertices belong to X;. Evidently, the vertex 123 € X5 and hasn —1
neighbours from X5 and 2n—8 ones from X;. Therefore, the quotient
matrix of this partition equals

3n—15 6
( 2n—-8 n-—1 )
For the moment, we know that every vertex containing the pair 13
or 24 belongs to Xs. Let us analyse the partial difference f15. We
know that f15(23) = f15(34) = 1. Consequently, fi5 is of type 1 and
one its defining element is 3. Since f15(24) = 0, the second defining
element belongs to {6,7,...,n}. Without loss of generality it will be
6. By structure of the partial difference we obtain that 56 € Xs,
for i € [n]\ {1,3}. Since fi5 is of type 1 and by arguments provided
above we conclude that 156, 356 € X5 too. Therefore, every vertex
containing the pair 56 belongs to Xo. Further we consider fi7 and by
same arguments conclude that it is of type 1 with defining elements
3 and 8. This process ends with fy(,,_1). Finally, for j € {1,2...5}
and 7 € [n]\ {25 —1, 25}, we have that {2j — 1,2j,i} € Xo. It is easy
to see that all these vertices have n — 1 neighbours from X5, so all

their remaining neighbours belong to X;. Evidently, this partition is
an instance of Ils.

12¢ = 0 for some i. As usual, it is convenient to take i = 5 and
conclude that 125 € Xs. In this case we have f13(25) = 1 and
f13(24) = 0. Let f13 be of type 1. If 2 is a defining element then the
only possible second element is 4, so f13(2i) = 1 and 12i € X for
i € {5,6,...,n}. By simple counting we have that 123 has at least
2n — 5 neighbours from X5, and not more that n — 4 ones from X;.
Hence, pa1 < n — 4 and we get a contradiction. Another possible
case is when one defining element is 5. If the second one is 4 then
we obtain f13(24) = —1 but is must be 0. If the second element
j is from the set {6,7,...,n} then we have that fi3(5k) = 1 for
ke [TL] \ {1,3, 5,j}, but f13(4]€) <0.

Consequently, we conclude that fi3 is of type 2. Since f13(25) = 1
and f13(24) = 0, elements 2 and 5 belong to one defining set and
4 to another one. Without loss of generality let us take M; =
{2,5,7,...,n — 1} and My = {4,6,8,...,n}. At the moment the
following information on the structure of our partition is known

13i € Xy for i € [n] \ {1,3},24i € X, for i € [n] \ {2,4},

144, 23i € X, for i € [n] \ {1,2,3,4},
1ij € Xy for i,5 € {2,5,7,...,n—1},3ij € Xo for i,j € {4,6,...,n},
2ij € Xy fori,5 € {1,5,7,...,n—1},4ij € Xy for 4,5 € {3,6,8,...,n},
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3ij € Xy fori,j € {2,5,7,...,n—1},1ij € X; for i,j € {4,6,...,n},
4ij € Xy for 4,5 € {1,5,7,...,n—1},2i5 € X, fori,j € {3,6,8,...,n}.

Based on this structure it is easy to count that the vertex 123 has
%n — 3 neighbours from X5 and %n — 6 ones from X;. Consequently,
the partition has the following quotient matrix

Sn—15 244
(920 45)
Suppose that 579 € X;. Then f15(79) = f15(23) = f15(34) = 1 and
f15 is of type 2. It follows from these equalities that 2, 3, 4, 7 and
9 belong to one defining set. Hence, f15(47) = 1 and 147 € X5, but
it is false. Since these arguments work not only for 579 but for all
i,j,k € My \ {1,2} and by previous equalities we conclude that

ijk € X, fori,j,k € {1,2,5,7,...,n — 1}.

Similar arguments for the triple {6,8,10} and the partial difference
f36 give us

ijk € Xo for i, 5,k € {2,3,4,6,...,n}.

Simple calculations show that vertices 123 and 134 both have %n -3
neighbours from Xs. Consequently,

12i € X5 for i € {6,8,...,n},

34i € Xy fori e {7,9,...,n—1}.

As we established before every triple containing the pair (1,3) or
(2,4) belongs to Xo. Our next goal is to show that there exists a
perfect matching between M7 and Ms such that these pairs have same
property. Consider the vertex 126 € X;. By simple counting we have
that 126 has 5 +2 neighbours from X5. In order to build the partition
we need to find two more neighbours. Without loss of generality let
use take 156 € Xo, by the structure of fi2 we immediately have that
256 € X5 too. Since f13(56) = 0 and by the structure of fio we
conclude that 356,456 € Xo. All these arguments allow us to claim
that f15(23) = f15(34) =1 and f15(26) = —1. Obviously, f15 has
type 1 and with defining elements 3 and 6. Hence, 56¢ € X, for
i€ [n]\{5,6}. As a result of consideration of 126 we find one more
pair (5,6) with same properties as for (1,3) and (2,4). In particular,

154,25i € X1 for i € {6,8,...,n},

36i,46i € X, fori € {7,9,...,n—1}.

Now let us consider the vertex 128 € X;. Again we need to find two
more adjacent vertices from Xs5. As we have just showed 158,258 €
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X1, so without loss of generality we have 178,278 € Xs. By similar
arguments we can show that 78 is one more pair with required prop-
erties. After considering all remaining elements we will show that
all triples containing pairs (1,3) (2,4), (5,6), (7,8), ..., (n — 1,n)
belong to X5. Besides that, all triples from {1,2,5,7,...,n— 1} and
{3,4,6,8,...,n} also belong to Xs. Direct calculations show that
each of these vertices has %n — 3 neighbours from X5. Therefore, all
their remaining neighbours are from X;. Finally, we constructed a
partition which is an instance of Ils.

O

5 Local structure of equitable 2-partitions

Gavrilyuk and Goryainov [8] use an algebraic tool to analyse the structure of
an equitable 2-partition in J(n,3). In particular, they classify all equitable 2-
partitions in J(n,3) when n is odd, and all equitable 2-partitions in J(n, 3) for
which both cells have the same size (such a partition corresponds to a symmetric
quotient matrix). In this section, we introduce the tools used by Gavrilyuk and
Goryainov [8], and suggest an alternative approach to analyse the remaining
cases of \g-equitable 2-partitions of J(n, 3).

We will work with equitable 2-partitions of Johnson graphs in notations from
Section [ In particular, X = {X1, X} is a f-equitable 2-partition of J(n,3)
for a non-principal eigenvalue 6 of T' = J(n, 3) with quotient matrix

A(T/X) = < P11 P12 ) :
P21 P22
where p1a < po1 and pio + po1 = 2n — 2. Further, we can define indicator
functions for vertices and subsets of vertices as in Section
We have the following identities, relating the indicator of a vertex abc of T'
and the number of vertices in each row of I'(abc) that are in Xj.

Lemma 5.1. For a vertex abe of J(n,3), the following equality holds
abe - (0 + 3) + p21 = abk + acx + bex. (1)

Proof. This can be shown by using a simple counting argument and the relation-
ship between the quotient matrix and the number T'(abc). For the full details,
see [8, Equation (2)]. O

Lemma 5.2. For any four distinct elements a,b,c,d € [n], the following con-
dition holds:

3 (abe + abd — acd — bed). ()

abk — cdx =

Proof. This result is a rearrangement and application of [8, Lemma 3.5]. By
Lemma [5.I] we have the following equalities:

abc - (0 + 3) + pa21 = abk + acx + bex,
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abd - (0 + 3) + pa1 = abx + adx + bdx,
—acd - (0 + 3) — pa1 = —acx — ad* — cdx,
—bed - (6 + 3) — pa1 = —bex — bdx — cdx.
Then sum up these four equalities and divide by 2 to see the result. O

Lemma [5.2] shows that for any two vertex-disjoint maximum cliques ab* and
cd* in J(n,3), the difference abx — cdx is determined by the eigenvalue 6 and

the four values abe, abd, acd and bed.

Lemma 5.3. For any five distinct elements a,b, c,d, e € [n], the following con-
dition holds:

0+3 — — — — —
i (abd + abe + cde — acd — ace — bde). (3)

abx — acx =

Proof. By Lemma [5.2] we have the following equalities:

- 0 - .
abx — cdx = 3 (abc + abd — acd — bed),
- — 0 -
cdx — bex = ﬁ(bcd + cde — bee — bde),
bex — ack = (abe + bce — abc — ace).
Then we sum up these three equalities to see the result. |

5.1 Local structure of \;-equitable 2-partitions

From now on, we will assume the partition X = {Xi, Xo} is Ag-equitable.
Without loss of generality, we let p1; > pao. By Lemma 21l we have

4(n—4) =k + A2 = p11 + p22,

so we must have p1; > 2n — 8. If p1; = 2n — 8, we see that p1; = paz and
p12 = p21 = n— 1. All As-equitable 2-partitions with such a quotient matrix are
found in [§]. For the rest of the paper we assume p11 > 2n — 7.

Let abe be a vertex of T', such that abc € X;. By Equation [B), we have

(abd + abe + cde — acd — ace — bde). (4)

abx — acx =

Using this and the fact that 0 < ij* < n — 2, we see that the difference
abx — acx is equal to h(n —4)/2, where h € {~2,—1,0,1,2}.

Now we fix a vertex abe € V(T'). Without loss of generality, we may assume
that abx > acx > bex. Now we define the difference tuple of abc as the tuple
(abk — ack, acx — bex). We have the following possibilities for difference tuples:

(D) (n—4,0) (D) ((n=4)/2,(n —4)/2)
(1) (0,n —4) (IV) ((n—4)/2,0)
(V) (0,(n—4)/2) (VD) (0,0)
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5.2 Case analysis

To understand the arguments in this section, we will be using arrays of the
following form. Consider the vertex abc of I and X = {X7, X2}, a A\y-equitable
2-partition of I'. The nb-array of abc is a 3 x (2m — 3)-array corresponding
to the neighbourhood I'(abc), and at each vertex u € I'(abc) the corresponding
entry of the array is equal to @w. The rows are given by the comments on the
right. If needed, the indices of columns are given below the braces.

abd abe abf ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... < abrow
[(abc) : acd @ce acf ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 4 acrow
bed  bee  bef .. ... oo Lo oo oo L ... ... 4 berow
—— —— —
d {e.f}

When considering the cases |(I) we can use Equation () to deduce re-
strictions on the corresponding nb-arrays. Note that we have assumed that
abx > acx > bex.

Lemma 5.4. Let abe be a vertex of I' and abc = 1 Then:

1. If abx = acx, there are no indices d,e € [n] \ {a,b,c} such that abd =
abe =1 and acd = ace = 0.

2. If abx > acx, there are no indices d,e € [n]\ {a,b,c} such that
(a) acd =1 and abe = abd = ace = 0,
(b) abd = 0 and abe = acd = ace = 1, or
(c) acd =ace = 1 and abd = abe = 0.

Proof. 1. Suppose d, e € [n]\ {a, b, c} such that abd = abe = 1 and acd = ace =
0. Then by Equation (),

0 =2+ cde — bde > 0,

giving a contradiction.
2.(a) Suppose d, e € [n]\{a, b, c} such that acd = 1 and abe = abd = ace = 0.
By Equation (@),
0 < cde—1—bde < 1,

giving a contradiction. The result of 2.(b) and (c¢) follows similarly. O

Now we use Lemma [5.4] to enumerate all possible nb-arrays in each case. In
fact, Cases (I) and (II) are shown to be impossible for all n > 12. In Cases (III)
and (IV) we can characterise the quotient matrix in terms of n.

Lemma 5.5 (Case . Let abe be a vertex of T with abc = 1 and difference
tuple (n — 4,0). Thenn <6
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Proof. In this case, we observe that p1; = I'(abc) is at most (n—3)4+1+1=n—1.
Therefore n — 1 > 2n — 7 by assumption, and so n < 6. O

Lemma 5.6 (Case [T)). Let abc be a vertexr of T with abc = 1 and difference
tuple (n —4)/2,(n —4)/2). Then n <8

Proof. In this case, we observe that p1; = I'(abc) is at most (n—3)+(n—2)/2+
1 =3(n—2)/2. Therefore 3(n—2)/2 > 2n—T7 by assumption, and son < 8. [

Lemma 5.7 (Case[(II)). Let abc be a vertex of T' with abc = 1 and difference

—~

tuple (0,n —4). Then abc has the following nb-array (up to reordering).
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < ab-row
L(abc): 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < acrow
1 0 0 0 0 0O + be-row

Proof. In this case, we observe that p;; = I'(abc) is at most (n—3)+n—3+1=
2n — 5. Furthermore, we must have abx > n — 2, as otherwise p1; < (n —4) +
(n —4) +0 = 2n — 8. Therefore, abx =n — 2 and py; = 2n — 5.

From this we deduce that the only possible nb-arrays (up to reordering) are
the following. O

Lemma 5.8 (Case [[TV)). Let abc be a vertexr of I' with abc = 1 and differ-
ence tuple ((n —4)/2,0). Then abc has one of the following nb-arrays (up to
reordering).

()

1 1 11 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row
T(abc): 1 1 1.0 0 ... ... 0 <+ acrow
1 110 0 ... ... 0 < be-row
(i1)
1 1 1 11 ... ... 1 < ab-row
T(abc): 1 0 1 1 0 ... ... 0 <« acrow
0 1 1 1 0 ... ... 0 < be-row

Proof. In this case, we observe that p1; = I'(abe) is at most (n — 3) + (n —
2)/2+ (n—2)/2 = 2n— 5. Furthermore, we must have abx > n — 2, as otherwise
p1<(n—3—-1)+2(n—3—1—(n—4)/2) =2n — 8. Therefore, abx = n — 2
and p1p = 2n — 5.

Using Lemma [5.4] 1., we see that any two distinct columns of the nb-array
of T'(abe) (up to reordering) cannot look like one of the following pairs.

1 1 1 1 < ab-row
0 0 or 1 1 — ac-TOW
1 1 0 0 < be-row

Furthermore, if we have a single column from one of the above pairs present in
the nb-array, then a column of the other pair must also be present, as acx = bex.
Therefore, the only possible nb-arrays (up to reordering) are the above. O
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Lemma 5.9 (Case [[V)). Let abc be a vertex of T' with abc = 1 and differ-
ence tuple (0,(n — 4)/2). Then abc has one of the following nb-arrays (up to
reordering).

(1)

1 1 1 1 0 0 < ab-row
T(abc): 1 1 1 1 0 0 < ac-row
1 1 0 0 0 0 < be-row

(This case occurs in the partition Iy found in Lemmal33, for which pi1; =
5n/2—17.)

(i)

0 <« ab-row

0 < ac-row
0 < be-row

—_ =

1
1
0

O =
o OO

1
I(abe) : 0
0

o = O
— = =

(This case occurs in the partition I3 found in Lemmal3.23, for which p1; =
5n/2 —13.)

Proof. Using Lemma [5.4] we see that any two distinct columns of the nb-array
of T'(abe) (up to reordering) cannot look like the following pairs.

11 0 0 0 0 * ok
0 0 or 1 1 * % or 0 O
* ok * % 1 0 1 0
by Lemma[5.4] 1. by Lemma [54] 2(a).
0 1 * ok * % 0 0
* % or 0 1 0 0 or x =
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
by Lemma [542(b). by Lemma [54]2(c).

(where any entry * can take either of the values 0 or 1).
Now suppose we have a column

* < ab-row
0 < ac-row
1 < be-row

By the above restrictions on pairs of columns, any other column of the nb-array

must look like
* < ab-row

1 < ac-row
0 < be-row

This shows us that acx =n — 3 and bex = 2. But this gives a contradiction to
the fact that acx — bex = (n —4)/2 and n > 6.
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By a similar argument, we can show that we cannot have the column

0 < ab-row
* 4 QC-TOW
1 < be-row

)

and so the possible columns of the nb-array are

1 1 0 1 0 < ab-row
1 1 0 0 1 — ac-row ,
1 0 0 0 0 < be-row

By the restrictions on pairs of columns from Lemmal[5.4] 1., the last two columns
in the list can occur at most once. If one of the last two columns are present in
the nb-array, the other must be present, as abx = acx (this will be called case

(@)

From the discussion above, we deduce that the only possible nb-arrays (up
to reordering) are the above. O

Lemma 5.10 (Case[(VI)). Let abc be a vertex of ' with abc = 1 and difference
tuple (0,0). Then abc has one of the following nb-arrays (up to reordering).

()

1111 ... ....10 ... ... 0 < ab-row
Plabe): 1 1 1 1 ... ... 1 0 ... ... 0 < ac-row
1111 ... ....10 ... ... 0 < be-row

(i1)
1011 ... ....10 ... ... 0 < ab-row
Plabe): 1 0 1 1 ... ... 1 0 ... ... 0 < ac-row
o111 ... ....1T 0 ... ... 0 < be-row

)
1 001 ... ....170 ... ... 0 < ab-row
T(abc): 0 1 1 ... ... 1.0 ... ... 0 <+ acrw
o011 ... ....10 ... ... 0 < be-row

(This case occurs in the partition Ils found in Lemmal32, for which p11 =
3(n—>5).)

()

0 < ab-row
0 < ac-row
0 <« be-row

T(abc) :

O = =
—_ O =
— = O
— = =
— =
o OO
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Proof. Using Lemmal5.4]1., we see that any two distinct columns of the nb-array
of T'(abc) (up to reordering) cannot look like one of the following pairs.

1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 * ok * %
0 0 1 1 * % * % 1 1 0 0
* % * % 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1

(where any entry * can take either of the values 0 or 1).

Suppose we have a column in the nb-array with exactly two entries equal to
1 (this will split into the cases () and (I¥) in the following). Without loss of
generality, let this column be as follows.

1 < ab-row
1 < ac-row
0 < be-row

As acx = bex, at least one other column must be of the form

* < ab-row
0 — ac-row
1 < be-row

Suppose we are in the case (this will be called case () that we have columns

1 1 < ab-row
1 0 — ac-row
0 1 < be-row

We use the fact that abx = ac* and the restrictions on the columns to find that
we must have the three columns

1 0 < ab-row
0 1 — AC-TOW .
1 1 < be-row

O = =

From here, it is straightforward to see that each of the remaining columns must
all three entries equal.
Now suppose we are in the case (this will be called case ([l)) where instead,

we have columns
< ab-row

1 0
1 0 4 ac-row
0 1 < be-row

Using the restrictions on pairs of columns, we see that any other column cannot
be of the form

* 0 < ab-row
or k < ac-row
1 1 < be-row
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This means that any non-zero entry which contributes positively to the sum bex
must be in a column with all entries equal to 1. As abx = acx = bex, we deduce
that all columns with at least one entry equal to 1 must have all entries equal
to 1.

Now suppose we have no columns with exactly two entries equal to 1 (this
will split into the cases () and (i) in the following). Further suppose there is a
column with exactly one entry equal to 1 (this will be called case (). Without
loss of generality, let this column be as follows.

1 < ab-row
0 < ac-row
0 < be-row

By the restrictions on the pairs of columns, the assumption we have no columns
with two entries equal to 1, and abx = ac¥ = bcx, we must have the three
columns.

1 0 0 < ab-row
0 1 0 — ac-row
0 0 1 < be-row

From here, it is straightforward to see that each of the remaining columns must
all three entries equal.

The last case is where all entries of a single column are equal (this will be
called case ().

In the discussion above, we use Lemma 5.4 1. to deduce that the only
possible nb-arrays (up to reordering) are the following. O

6 Local structure for large n

In this section, we will see that for n large enough, many of the above nb-arrays
cannot occur. In particular, for n > 14 we have only three possible nb-arrays.

6.1 Removing Cases [(IIT)] and [(TV)|()

From now on, we will assume we do not see the cases or for any vertex
in I'. Note that when n > 8, we know that these cases cannot occur. We will
then prove that the cases and (Iﬁl) cannot occur. First we will prove
that these cases always occur together.

Lemma 6.1. Let abe be a vertex of T' with abc = 1, and let d,e € [n] \ {a,b,c}
be distinct. Then we have nb-array

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < ab-row
D(abc): 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < acrow
1 0 O 0 00 O < be-row

e
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if and only if we have nb-array

1 1r 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row

T(abe): 1 0 1 ... ... 1 0 ... ... 0 < ae-row
o 1 1 ... ... 1 0 0 <+ be-row
—~

U

c

Proof. (=) Suppose we have the nb-array for abc. Then by applying Equation
@) to the rows abx, bex, we have

2 = abd + abe + cde — bed — bee — ade = 1 + cde — ade.

Therefore, we must have cde = 1,ade = 0. Applying Equation (@) to the rows
ab%, acx, we have bde = 1.

Further application of Equation (#]) to the rows abx, aex, and using the above,
we see that

-4 — — _— — —4
r (abc—!—abe—l—cde—W—ade—bcd):nT7

abx — aex =

and so aex = n/2.

Now consider the nb-array of abe. We know the values for columns with
indices ¢,d. We have assumed case does not occur, so the nb-array of abe
must be in case Using our knowledge of the c-column and d-column, we
see the nb-array of abe is in case .

( <) Suppose the nb-array of abe is of the form above.

Applying Equation (@) to the rows abk, ad+ and acx, abk, we see that

o 4 _q .
abx — adx = (abc + abe + cde — acd — ade — bee) = nT (2 4 cde — acd),
and
. -4 — = = — n—4, — —
ack — abx = (acd + ace + bde — abd — abe — cde) = (acd — cde).

Summing these two together, we see that
ack — adx =n — 4

and thus acx > n — 4.

Consider the nb-array of vertex abc. As the difference abx —ac* is an integer
multiple of (n — 4)/2 and abx = n — 2, we must have ac¥ = n — 2, and the
nb-array of abc must be in case O

Now we will work to prove that case [(I1I)| leads to a contradiction, proving

that cases and i) cannot occur (when n > 8).
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Lemma 6.2. Let abc be a vertex of T with abc = 1, and let d € [n]\ {a,b, c} be
such that we have nb-array

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < ab-row
Tlabc): 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < ac-row
1 0 0 0 0 0 O < be-row
—~
d
Then:
1. The nb-array of abd is
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < ab-row
Tlabd): 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < bd-row .
1 0 0 0 0 0 O < ad-row
~

2. For any i,j € [n]\ {a,b,c,d} distinct, we have aij = bij = cij.

3. For any e € [n]\{a,b,c,d}, there exists I,,,Ig C [n] such that we have the
following nb-arrays:

1 1 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row
Tlabe): 1 0 1 ... ... 1 0 ... ... 0 < ae-row

o 1 1 ... ....1 0 ... ... 0 <+ be-row

~

c d I, Iz

1 1 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < ac-row
Iface): 1 0 1 ... ... 1 0 ... ... 0 < aerow

0 1 1 1 0 0 4 ce-row

—~ "~

b d I, Is

Proof. 1. In Lemma [6.1] we prove that acx — ad* = n — 4 and acx = n — 2, so
ad¥ = 2. As p11 = 2n — 5 and abx = n — 2, we deduce that bdx = n — 2. We
have completely determined the nb-array of abd.

2. Let i,j € [n]\ {a,b,c,d}. Applying Equation ) to the rows abx, bex, we
have

2 = abi + abj + ¢ij — bci — bej — aij = 2+ cij — aij.

Therefore, we have cij = aij. Similarly, applying Equation @) to the rows
abx, acx, we deduce cij = bij.

3. This follows from 1. and 2., and our previous knowledge of the nb-arrays
of abc, abe.

O

We show that |I,,| < 3, which means that n < 8.
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Lemma 6.3 (Case and ). Let abc be a vertex of T' with abc = 1,

and let d € [n]\ {a,b,c} be such that we have nb-array
1 11 1 1 1 1 < ab-row
Dabc): 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 < acrow
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 <= bc-row
~
d
Then n < 8.

Proof. We take d, e, I,, Ig as in Lemmal[6.2l Suppose |I,| > 3, and let ¢, 5,k € I,
be distinct.

First we find the nb-array of bde. By assumption, we know abc, abe, bed, bee,
and by Lemma 1., we know ace, ade. By Lemma 1., we also know the
bd-row, and by Lemma 3., we have determined the be-row. We note that
the nb-array of bde must then be in Case (IV)(ii), and we have the nb-array

1 1 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < bd-row
I'bde): 1 0 1 ... ... 1 0 ... ... 0 < berow (5)
o 1 1 ... ... .1 0 ... ... 0 <+ de-row
—~
a c I, Ig

Now consider bei. By nb-array (B, we know bex. Applying Equation (@),

eix — bix =

(aei + cei + abc — abi — bei — ace)

n—4

— LS+ 1+1-1-0-1)
- n—4
2
(here we use bei = cei by Lemma [6.2 3.). Therefore eix = n — 2 and we have
the nb-array

1 1 1 1 < e1-TOW
T(bei): 1 0 1 % ... ... % % ... ... % < bi-row (6)
1 0 1 1 ... ... 1 0 0 < be-row
—~
a c d I \{i} Ig

Now we find the values of bij, bik. By nb-array (@), we have

bex — ik =

(abe + bee + aci — abi — bei — ace) = 0

Therefore
n—4
2

= eix — bix

n—4

(aei + eij + abj — abi — bij — aej)
n—4

2

(1 = bij).
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Therefore bij = 0 and bik = 0, and we have nb-array

i 1*r 1 1 1 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < ei-row
Ibei): 1 0 1 0 0 0 ... ... 0 % ... ... % < bi-tow
1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 + be-row
NN N
a c d j k I \{i,7,k} Ig

Applying equation (#l) to the rows bix, bex, we have
- _4 -
bex — bix = nT(Q +ijk — ejk),

which is non-zero. This implies that the nb-array bei is in case a contra-
diction. Therefore |I,| < 2. By looking at the nb-array of abe we see that
|[I,] = (n—4)/2, and so n < 8. O

6.2 Removing case (IV)(i)

Lemma 6.4 (Case ). Let abc be a vertex of T with abc = 1, and let
d € [n]\ {a,b,c} be such that we have nb-array

1 ... ... 11 1 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row
L(abc): 1 ... ... 1 1 0 0 ... ... 0 < ac-row
1 ... ... 1.1 00 0 < be-row

I, Is

Then n <6

Proof. Note that |I,| = (n —2)/2,|Ig] = (n —4)/2 and p11 = 2n — 5.
Let d,e € I,,. Using Equation (), we see that
n—4
2

Therefore, bde = 0, cde = 1. Similarly, we can show that ade = 0.
Let d € I, and consider acd. We have acd = 1, and the nb-array

(cde — bde)

= abx —acx =

1 1 1 1 0 0 0 — ac-TOW
I(acd): 1 0 0 0 = = * < ad-row
1 1 1 1 % = * < cd-row
~
b I, \{d} Is

As p11 = 2n — 5, we must have ade = cde = 1 for all e € Ig. Therefore,
acd is in case|(IV)| Looking at the possible arrays for case|(IV)| we see that the
nb-array for acd can only be valid when |Ig| < 1, so n < 6. O
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6.3 Removing case |(VI)|(1l)

Lemma 6.5 (Case ). Let abc be a vertex of I' with abc = 1, and let
d,e € [n]\ {a,b,c} be such that we have nb-array

1 0 11 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < ab-row
Tabc): 1 0 1 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 <+ ac-row
o 1 11 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < be-row
—~
d € Iw IB
Then n < 14

Proof. Suppose n > 14, and let ty-; = abx —1. Then py; = I'(abc) = 3ty and so
tvr > (2n —7)/3. We then observe that when n > 14, tyr > (2n —7)/3 > n/2.
Using Equation (), we see that

. 4
0 = abx — bcx = (cde — ade)

Therefore, ade = cde. Similarly, we can show that bde = ade = cde.
Then we consider abd. We have abd = 1 and

. 4
abx — adx = n2 (abe + abe + cde — acd — ade — bee)

- (cde — ade — 1)
= —(n—4)/2

Therefore, adx > n/2 + (n —4)/2 = n — 2 when n > 14.

6.4 Removing case [(VI)|([iv)

Lemma 6.6 (Case iv))). Let abc be a vertex of T with abc = 1, and let
d,e, f € [n]\{a,b,c} be such that we have nb-array

1 1 O 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < ab-row
I'fabe): 1 0 1 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 <+ ac-row
o 1 1 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < be-row
—
d € f Iy Iﬁ
Thenn <8

Proof. Note that we have a lower bound on the size of I,.
Using Equation (), we see that

- —4 -
ozab*—m:”T(Hcde—bde)
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Therefore, cde = 0,bde = 1. Similarly, we can show that ade = 1. We can
consider pairs d, f or e, f, or use symmetry to see that adf = cdf = 1,bdf =0
and bef = cef = 1,aef =0

Let g € I, U Ig Using Equation (@), we see that

. 4 o
0 = abx — acx = nT((abg—a_cg) + (cdg — bdg))

_4 e
0 = abx — bex = nT(l—l— (abg — beg) + (cdg — adg)).

Therefore, adg = 1,bdg = 0 :iTg.
Now consider abd. We know abd = 1, and it has the nb-array

1 1 0 1 1 0 0 < ab-row
Plabd): 1 1 1 1 1 1 1+ ad-row
0O 1 0 0 O 0 < bd-row
—
c e f I, I
This array is in case son <& O

6.5 Removing case [(VI)|(i)

Lemma 6.7 (Case[[VD)|H)). Let abc be a vertex of ' with abc = 1 be such that

we have nb-array

1 1 1 1 1 0 0 < ab-row
L(abc): 1 1 1 1 10 0 <« acrow
1 1 1 1 1 0 0 < be-row

I, Is

Then n < 14.

Proof. Suppose n > 14, and let ty; = abx—1. Then py; = I'(abc) = 3ty and so
tvi > (2n —7)/3. We then observe that when n > 14, ty; > (2n —7)/3 > n/2.
Let d,e € 1, U Iz. Using Equation ([)), we see that

4
o (cde — bde)

0 = abx — ack =

Therefore, cde = bde. Similarly, we can show that ade = cde = bde.
Now fix d € I, and let e € I, U Ig. Then abd = 1 and

. 4
ab*—ad*:nT((abe—bce)—i—(cde—ade)):O

- 4 -
abx — bdx = nT((abe —ace) + (cde — bde)) =0
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So abd is in case and has the following nb-array.

1 1 ... ... 1 0 0 < ab-row
I(abd): 1 = * *x < ad-row
1 % * * < bd-row
~
c I, Ig

Using the fact that ade = bde for any e € I, U I3, we see that the nb-array

of abd is in case [[VD|[) or case|[(VID)|{).
When n > 14, we must be in case [[VD|{) (see section [6.3]). Therefore we

have the following nb-array.

11 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < ab-row
Fabd): 1 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 <« ad-row
1 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < bd-row
~
c I, Ig

We can then continue iterating this process. For any distinct elements
d,e, f € I, U{a,b,c} the nb-array is as follows.

1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < de-row

I(def): 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 <« df-row
1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 +— ef-row
I,U{a,b,c}\{d,e,f} I

Now suppose there is d € I, U {a,b,c},g,h € I such that dgh = 1. Then
dgh has the following nb-array.

0 0 * +— dg-row
I'(dgh): 0 0 .. * < dh-row
* * e * < gh-row

I,U{b,c} Ig\{g,h}

Asn > 14 |I,| > (n—3)/2,|L,] + |Ig] = n — 3, we see that |Iz \ {g,h}]| <
(n — 4)/2. We observe that dg*, dhx is at most |I5 \ {g, h}| + 1, and therefore
dgx — dhx = 0. Looking back at the nb-array of dgh, we have p;; < (n —3) +
2(n —4)/2 = 2n — 7, contradicting our assumption.

Therefore there is no vertex dgh such that d € 1, U {a,b,c},g,h € Iz and
dgh = 1.

Now suppose there is g,h,¢ € Ig such that ghi = 1. Then ghi has the
following nb-array.

0 0 * +— gh-row
[(ghi): 0 0 * 4 gi-Tow
0 0 * < hi-row

I,U{a,b,c} Is\{g,h,i}
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We see that ghx,gix, hix are at most |[Ig] —3 < (n — 4)/2. Therefore,
p11 < 3(n—4)/2 < 2n — 7, a contradiction.

Therefore there is no vertex ghi such that g, h,i € Ig and ghi = 1.

We have shown that a vertex def is such that def = 1 if and only if d, e, f €
1,U{a,b,c}. In other words,

Xy = {def € V() : def C L,}.

For g,h,i € Ig or g,h € Ig,i € I, U{a,b,c}, ghi is not adjacent to any
vertex in Xy. For g € I, h,i € I,U{a,b,c}, ght is adjacent to |I, U{a,b, c}| —2
vertices in X7 (dhi, for d € I, U{a,b,c}\ {h,i}) This is not a regular set unless
|[I5] = 1. In this case, we have found a Aj-equitable 2-partition. O

We summarise the results of this section in the following table. The first
column of the table give the numeral of a difference tuple. The second col-
umn contains the numeral given to a possible nb-array with the corresponding
difference tuple. The final column gives a upper bound on n for which the
corresponding nb-array can be present in a Ag-equitable 2-partition.

tuple | nb-array | max n

1 6
11 8
117 8
| @ | ¢
)| @ 8
V @ none
V @) none
V1 @ 14
vl @ 14
(V1) () none
(20§ ) 8

Table 1: Bounds on n given the existence of a vertex with specified nb-array.

7 Classification of )\; partitions for n > 14

Given the results of Section (Bl we now assume n > 14. This means that the

only possible nb-arrays are and [(V)|E.
7.1 Case|(V)|[)

In this section, we prove the following.

Theorem 7.1. Let abc be a vertex of T' with abc = 1 be such that we have

nb-array as in[(V){@).
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Then the partition X can be constructed from a matching on the elements
of [n], which corresponds to an instance of a partition 113.

To do this, we start by characterising the quotient matrices when we are in
this case.

Lemma 7.2. Let abc be a vertex of T with abc = 1 be such that we have nb-array

1 0 1 ... ... 1 1 1 0 0 < ab-row
L(abc): 0 1 1 ... ... 1 1 10 0 <« acrow
o o 1 ... ... 1 0 0 O 0 < be-row
—~
d e I, I, Is

Then the quotient matriz for the partition is
5n/2—13 n/2+4
3n/2—1 3n/2-3

Proof. By using Equation (), we see that

ade = bde = cde
adg = cdg = 0,bdg = 1 (for gel,uUlp)

adg =bdg = 1,cdg =0 (for gel)

Consider abd. We have abd = 1, and it has the following nb-array.

0 =*= 1 1 1 1 1 1 < bd-row
Labd): 1 0 1 ... ... 1 1 1 0 0 <+ ab-row
O =« 1 ... ... 1 0 0 O 0 < ad-row
~ "~
c e L I, \{d} I

Note that the x are equal here. By using Equation (@), we also see that
abd is in case Observing the c-column, we deduce that |[Ig] = 1 and the
e-column contains only zeros. Then p1; = 5n/2 — 13. We deduce the remaining
values of the quotient matrix from Lemma 2.1 O

Therefore, we can assume we have a vertex abe such that abc = 1 and the
nb-array

0 O 1 1 ... ... 1 1 1 < ab-row
I'(abey: 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < ac-row
o o o 1 ... ... 1 0 0 < be-row
—~
a @ I, I,

Note that we have been careful to pick a as the index of the unique column of
all Os and a as the index in abc such that bex is minimum. For the moment, we
will let

w I, U {a, b, ¢},
U = I,U{a,bc}.
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Then we have the following using Equation (@).

aab = abb =0, achb =

acg = bég = 1,cég = (for gel)
a@:@:L@:o (for gel).
adg = abg = acg (for gel).
@Th:q]_hzo,@—h:l (for g,hel))
agh = bgh = cgh (for gel, hel,).

Let d € I,. Then we have the following nb-array.

o o 1 1 1 ... ... 1 1 ... . 1 < ab-row
Tabd): = 1 1 1 1 ... 1 <+ ad-row
* 0 1 0 0o ... . 0 < bd-row
NN N
a p & e Lo I \{d}

Note that any two * in the same column must be the same. By applying
Equation (@) and noting that there is a column containing exactly one 1, we see
that the nb-array of abd must be in case . So the a-column must be all
0, and by considering p1; we deduce that there exists a unique element del,

such that add = 0 = bdd. If there was another e € I, with aed =0 = EZ, then

abd = 1 and has d and e-columns equal and containing exactly one entry of

1. However, there are no nb-arrays in the cases [(I)H(VI)[ such that this occurs,
giving a contradiction. Therefore we have a matching of U with W, given by

M = {(a,a), (b,b), (c,)} U{(d,d) : d € L,}.
Using this matching, we can see the following.
Lemma 7.3. We have the following:

1. Ford € I, U{c} we have abd = 1 and nb-array

o o 1 1 ... ... 1 1 1 < ab-row
'agbdy: 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 1 1 — ad-row
o o o 1 ... ... 1 0 0 < bd-row
—~
a b d I,U{&}\{d} Iyu{ci\{d}
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2. Ford € I, U{c} we have abd =1 and nb-array

0 0 1 1 1 1 ... ... 1 <« ab-row
L@abd): 0 1 0 1 1 1 ... ... 1 <« bd-row
0 0 0 O o 1 ... ... 1 « bd-row
—~
b a d I,u{e}\{d} Iyu{ci\{d}

3. For d € I,U{a} we have dbe =1 and nb-array

A 0 0 1 1 ... ... 11 1« bd-row
I(dbe): O 1 0 1 ... ... 1 1 1« cd-row
0 0 o 1 ... ... 1 0 0 — be-row
~—
d ¢ I,u{a}\{d} Lyu{a}\{d}

Proof. This follows from the definition of the matching M and similar arguments
to the above discussion. O

Corollary 7.4. For all distinct d,e, f € U, we have @ = 1,@ =1, and the

following nb-arrays:

1.
A 000 1 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < derow
P(def): 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 <_df_q~0w
—~
d e f W\{d,é,f} U\{d,e,f}
2.
o o o 1 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 +— de-row
I‘(def) 0 1 o 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 +— ef-row
—~
e d f W\{d,e,f} U\{d,e,f}

Proof. This follows from the repeated application of Lemma Ifn>8, we
can we can always apply the lemma consecutively, starting from abc to attain
the nb-array of def, def. O

Proof of Theorem [7.1, Any vertex not considered directly in Corrolary [ 4lis of
the form def, dde ,déef or ddf for distinct elements d,e, f € U. The first two
appear in the nb-array of de f, and the last two appear in the nb-array of de f
By observing these nb-arrays, we see that all have value 0. This proves that the
partition is exactly the partition II3, with matching M in Section |
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7.2 Case (V)@

In this section, we prove the following.

Theorem 7.5. Let abc be a vertex of T' with abc = 1 be such that we have

nb-array as in[(V){d).

Then the partition X can be constructed from a matching on the elements
of [n], which corresponds to an instance of a partition I1;.

First we characterise the possible quotient matrices in this case.

Lemma 7.6. Let abc be a vertex of T with abc = 1 be such that we have nb-array

1 ... ... 1 1 1 0 0 < ab-row
Tlabc): 1 ... ... 1 1 1 0 0 < ac-row
1 ... ... 1 0 0 O 0 < be-row

I, I, Is

Then the quotient matriz for the partition is

(5n3/712 /; ! 37:7,//22_—29>

Proof. By using Equation (), we see that

bde = cde = 1,ade =0 (for d,eel,Ulp)
bde = cde = 0, ade = 1 (for d,eel)
ade = bde = cde (for del,Ulg,ecl,)

Let d € I, We have acd = 1 and the following nb-array.

1 1 1 0 o 1 ... ... 1 — ac-row
T(acd): 1 1 1 1 1 *x 4+ cd-row
1 0 O 0 * < ad-row
~
b I\{d} Is I,

Note that if two * lie in the same column, they take the same value. By using
Equation (@), we also see that acd is in case[(V)] Therefore |Ig| < 1. If |Ig| = 1,
we are in case (Iﬁl), so exactly one column from I, is zero on the ad-row.
Using |Iy| = (n —4)/2, this means that p11 = (n —4)/242(n —4) = 5n/2 — 10.
But section [ Ilshows that any partition in which there is a vertex in case
must have p;; = bn/2 — 13, giving a contradiction.

Therefore I3 = () and acd is in case [V)|f). We also have p1; = 5n/2 — 7,
and can deduce the values for the remaining entries of the quotient matrix from
Lemma 2711 O
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Therefore we can assume we have the following.

1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row
Tabe): 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < acrow
1 ... ... 1 0 0 < be-row

I, I,

Note that we have been careful to pick @ as the index in abe such that bex is
minimum. For the moment, we will let

W o= I,uf{al,
U = IL,U{bc},

and M be any matching of U, W. For d € U we denote by de W, its matched
element.

Lemma 7.7. We have the following.
1. Ford € I, U{c} we have abd = 1 and nb-array

1 ... ... 1 1 1 +— ab-row
Iabd): 1 ... ... 1 1 1 <« ad-row
1 ... ... 1 0 0 < bd-row
Lo Iyufeh\{d}
2. Ford e I, U{c} we have abd =1 and nb-array
1 ... ... 1 1 1 +— ab-row
Tabd): 1 ... ... 1 1 1+ bd-row
0 0 1 1« bd-row
I,\{d} I,0{c}
Proof. By applying Equation (), we see the following.
bde = cde = 1,ade = 0 (for d,e€l,)
bde = cde = 0,ade = 1 (for d,eely)
ade = bde = cde (for del,,ecl,)
The result follows immediately. O

Corollary 7.8. For all distinct d,e, f € U, we have cfef = 1,cief =1, and the
following nb-arrays:
1. .
. 1T ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < de-row
1 ... ... 1 0 0 «— ef-row

W\{d} U\{e,f}
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o 1 1 1 ... ... 1 +— de-row
[(def): 1 1 ... . 1 «— ef-row
0 0 1 1 (_sz_row

WA\{d,f} U\{e}

Proof. This follows from the repeated application of the previous lemma. If
n > 8, we can we can always apply the lemma consecutively to abe to attain
the nb-array of def, def O

Proof of Theorem[7.5 Any vertex not considered directly in Corrolary [.§is of
the form def, dde ,déef or ddf for distinct elements d,e, f € U. The first two
appear in the nb-array of de f, and the last two appear in the nb-array of de f .
From this we can see a vertex is in X if and only if the vertex consists of 2
elements of U and one of W, or vice-versa. This gives the partition II; defined
by the matching M, presented in Section [3 O

7.3 Case [(VD|({)

Theorem 7.9. Let abc be a vertex of T' with abc = 1 be such that we have

nb-array as in |(VI){id).

Then the partition X can be constructed from a matching on the elements
of [n], which corresponds to an instance of a partition Ils.

First we characterise the possible quotient matrices in this case.

Lemma 7.10. Let abc be a vertex of I' with abc = 1 be such that we have
nb-array

1 0 O 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 < ab-row
I'labe): 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 0 . 0 <+ ac-row
o o 1 1 ... ... 1 0 0 < be-row
—~
d e f I, Is

Then the quotient matriz for the partition is
3(n—5) 6
2(n—4) n-—1

Proof. Using Equation (), we deduce the following.

ade = 1,bde = cde = 0
bdf = 1,adf = cdf =0
adg = bdg = 1,cdg = 0 (for gel,Ulg)

Now consider abd. We have abd = 1, and the following nb-array.
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i1 0o o0 1 ... ....1 0 ... ... 0 < ab-row
Tlabd): 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 1 ... ... 1 < ad-row
o o 1 1 ... ... 1 1 1 < bd-row
—
c e f I, \{c} I

By using Equation (), we see that

(abe + abe + ode — acd — ade — bee) = 0

abx — adx =

Therefore Ig = () and p;; = 3(n—5). We can then use Lemma 2J]to deduce
the remaining entries of the quotient matrix. O

Therefore, we can assume we have the following nb-array.

1 0 0 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row
I'(abe)y: 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 < acrow
o o 1 1 ... ... 1 < be-row
~ e — —
a b ¢ I,

Note that we have been careful to denote by b as the index not in I, of the
column such that acb = 1, and similarly for a and ¢.
Using Equation {]), we have the following.

abd = acd = 1,aad = 0 (for dely,)
abd = chd = 1,bbd = 0 (for del)
acéd =béd = 1,céd =0 (for dely,)
ade = bde = cde (for d,e€l,)

Now fix d € I,,. We have abd = 1 and the following nb-array.

o o 1 1 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row
Tabd): 0 1 1 1 =« ... ... % < adrow
1 0 1 1 % ... ... % < bd-row
—~—~— A ——
a b é c I,\{d}

Note that any two x in the same column must be of the same value. As
p11 = 3(n — 5), there must be a unique de 1, such that add = 0 = bdd. 1If
there were another e € I, \ {d} such that ded = 0 = bed, then abd = 1, and
for which the d and e columns are equal and contain exactly 1 row each, giving

a contradiction. Therefore we have a perfect matching of the set I,, and a
matching of [n] given by

M = {(a,a), (b,b), (c,&)} U{(d,d) : d € I,}.
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Without loss of generality, we choose a specific partition of [n] into parts U, W,
such that M is a matching of U with W as follows.

U={d:(dd e M},
W ={d: (d,d) e M}.
Lemma 7.11. We have the following.
1. For d € I, U {c} we have abd = 1 and nb-array

o o 1 1 ... ... 1 < ab-row

Labd): 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 < ad-row
1 0o o0 1 ... ... 1 < bd-row
a 4 I \{d,d}

2. Ford e I, U{c} we have abd =1 and nb-array

0 0 1 1 ... ... 1 <« abrow
D@@bd): 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 <« bd-row
1 0 0 1 .. 1 «— ad-row
NSNS N N
b o 4 I, \{d,d}
Proof. This follows immediately from the above discussion. O

Corollary 7.12. For all distinct d,e, f € U, we have @ = 1,@ =1, and
the following nb-arrays:

1.
R 0 0 1 1 ... ... 1 < de-row
F(def) 0 1 0 1 ... ... 1 <—df_')"0w
1 0 0 1 e e 1 $— ef_')"ow
d e f (U\{de, fHUW\{d.e,f})
2. A
o 0 0 1 1 ... ... 1 <« de-row
I(def): 0 1 0 R | +— ef-row
1 0 0 1 . o . o 1 <+ df_/)'-ow
~ N —/ ————
e d f (U\{defHUW\{d.e f})

Proof. This follows from the repeated application of Lemma [TT1l If n > 8, we
can we can always apply the lemma consecutively to abc to attain the nb-array
of def,def. O

Proof of Theorem [7.9. Any vertex not considered directly in Corrolary [[.T2] is
of the form def,dde, dé f or dd f for distinct elements d, e, f € U. The first two
appear in the nb-array of de f, and the last two appear in the nb-array of de f
From this we can see a vertex is in X7 if and only if the vertex does not contain a
pair dd such that d € U. This gives the partition IIy defined by the M presented
in Section O
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