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More about Euclidean designs

IRARF (UK - 838)

L&

22—V RZEEDOTH A > OBERIE Neumaicr-Seidel ([14]) 1 & o TERFY A > DL
& LT 1988 LFFITEB/E NIz, Delsarte-Seidel ([11]) IC & D 2e-TH' 1 >~ DIFE KT antipodal
IZIBED (26 +1)-THAVICFENBIRDOEHROTARANEZ SN, tight T Y1V DES
MExoniz. —7F, B P2OMEETHS Moller i cubature formula % /5 X % RO
BOBRTTREZE/TVE. TOTRIE 2=V Y FEROTY A VICLEATESRLD
T&H-o 1. Seidel 2l UL T HHEAERDOALEE Moller DERICTH I o1z,
ZDHa—U Uy REMOTY A VD tight HICT 32 EBHREFETLIZIATY
T oleDTH%. FFE (EH 1 84) IR >THEBRBKDETA, TRETARLDTH
ZEU T Moller DFRICHES TEMNTE, 2—2Y v FEMROTYAL D tight &2 X
DERGETERT AT ENTEIRICK T, ThEDTLICEL TS 2 4 EREH
HEEWmY Y RIVLORERICEFEZMZITVEDOT, FEHEBHELTVWERTS L
H DMtz

LICHBRIZRICZ—T Vv REROTY A VD tight EHNBREF TCEBINIRICK
D, 2—7Y v FZEMD tight 7% t-FH4 VO EMEICET TR hh 2 8ENEF N,
ZEDfeHIC, RELOD t-7H A VICBT % Delsarte-Goethals-Seidel [10] DFRICfED NI
FEZERE L. BOREKREED t-THA Y X B s-ERESTHOMDt>2s-2 &
WORBREILTVEAELIEX I QBERXT7TV VI —ra vy AF—LOEBERFDOT
EZFALTWS. FAERCOBRED LIRS 2 IR, BHCESE | O EARE
MEREIST— (8A) OWMEET X HERE LD antipodal 7% t-FH'A HD s-FEMES
THY, t>2s—-3 BT HIE X 13 association scheme DGR FOT L BRI L
MTERETFIVALRIC t=55=4 DFRAR X 2 QBEAAF—LOWEERFD
T eZEBMLI.

SEIOBIHEMATO IHRA L ABHEEER MRESTIE, —MIC t > 25 -3 2
9" antipodal ZxBRE LD t-design HhD s-FEMESIZ Q- BENAF—LOBELEOT L
ZHT LTz, & 5IC Delsarte-Goethals-Seidel DFiEIZL— 27 VU v FEMD T A IcHL
THLHEATE, FLORFRETENSHD (RRIWEELLSDORICE X 1-&413D UTER
THH DT DOMETIRERICEREEX3), 22—V v REMOTFY A VidEFn%EY
ﬁ;é;?— BREOMEEBABH E D L KD THHUL coherent configuration DBEEEFFD T

3.

CDREIIIRAK— & ORFAMRTH 3.
RELD t-TH1VDEBREBFNTRR

a—7Yvy FZEM R® OBFERAREz -y LU, |z|=vZ © £T3. S*l1={ze
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R™ | ||z|| = 1} ZIEAZHLET S R® OBRMEKE LT 5. Ric n BROSEADIESZS
MVZERICEET 582D LERBLTHL. PR & n BROBENRDOIEE XY b LZER
£9%. Hom(R") 2 | ROBFRZEAIES PR OHPLEMETS. 5,

Pe(R™) = &]_oHom,;(R")
P(R") = &% Hom,_»(R")

LEL. R OBPEEY KHLTPY) = {fly | f € PRV}, P(Y) = {fly | f €
P.(RM}, P2(Y) = {flv | f € P2(R")} &&T.

ER 1 KE S*(C R*) LOFRRESE X IROZGRH-T L ECHKALED t-TFH1 ¥

EIEE.
lsn—1l / f(z)do(x) = ' }: f(z)

X

MERD f € P(R™) MLUTEDIID. Eﬂ@ﬁﬁbiﬁﬁo)ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁ%

BRI LD t-design X DEDEBICE L TIERDEENERE TS,
7EE 2 (Delsarte-Goethals-Seidel [10])
(1) X ZERF LD 2e-FHA > LT BE

|X| > dim(P.(S™")) = (n +e— 1) N (n’+ e— 2)

€ e—-1

(2) X ZERE LD (2 + 1)-FYA¥ &TBL

1X| > 2dim(P;(S™Y)) = 2(n +: - 1)

EH 2 ICBVWTESMNRDIUIDL FIC X IRE LD tight t-FH 1> LI 3,

Seymour-Zaslavsky [15] DFERICE Dt & n ZERICEEL L EICHBEBN(L,n)
PFELT N > N(t,n) ERBERD NICHUT |X| =N LABHRE LD t-FH 1 2H
BETBECLAMBNTVS. o TREORKIZ X KEENSROBYEETE ST/
ELTHILIKEINTNS. bbb tight & L RFNISGENE DD EHEICHEBREZRE-
TWa. &z, ENODLDRHAERNICIERICBVEREZR >TWVWADTH 5.

—RUCERE £ o-EEMERE X DEOMEK|X| ik

X < (n+s——1) + (n+s-—2)
8 s—1
RWGIRTENMMBENT VS ([10). 2T, X MEREALD t-FH A THD s-EREES
Thhidt < 2s Bz L T3, RE LD -T2 s-EEHE%A'G’bémuﬁz&b‘ sT
HBLES.
RE EDOXE s D t-FTHFA 3t DED 25 ITEVE FIC tight HEDISENEEZX D
C LB TES. Delsarte-Goethals-Seidel I$RDEHZFEIH L TV 5 ([10)).
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X 3 (Delsarte-Goethals-Seidel) K@ S"~! LD t-FH'A 2 X OREM s THD,
EHITt>2s—2 BV IUDAELIE X X Q-BERAAF—LOEERERD.

B ZOEHEE ‘antipodal EVIRBGEEMAZI LTt > 25— 3 DFFICHIRL .

BRI £ untipodal 72 RE s D t-FHA VBT R

EHE 4 (B-B[5])) EKiii S~ ! ED antipodal 7% t-FH ALY X DXEH s THH, E5IC
t>2s -3 BHHDIIDAELIE X & Q- BERARAF—LOEEERD.

E® 5 (B-B[5]) P= (P(z)) Q=(Q;() B7 VYT —yaYyARF¥—L X OF 1 BLU
B2EATHETS. ¢f,, 0<4,j,k < s % Krein ML T 5. BETH Dy, Dy, ..., D,
B X UBBARF BTN 575 B RE Ey, E,...,E, DUNRFZEHICEDB LicK DL
TOT EMNEDILD.

(1) A(i) =(-1)},0<i<s.

(2) Qj(2%+1)=(-1)Q;(24), 1 <2i+1<sand0<j<s. Ehbictl s HMAMTHN
E1<j<s—12BrETEROTE j ICHLT Q,(s) =0.

(3) mi=@Qi(0) = (") - ("HP),0<i<s -2,

)

me_1 = Q,_1(0) = L’zﬂ - (n+s—4 ’

5—3

= 1Xl _ (n+s-—3)‘

my 2 s—2

4 0<pij<s Ep+i+j=0RKETHERD pu,i,j KHLT, =
(5) dual intersection matriz B} = (¢l;) (IERATHD &

*x ¢} -0 Chy M
n by -+ bi_, *

ERENSD. fcfib

x __ i

G = ql,i-—l n+2:-—2’ 1= 1 98 = 2;

* _ qiml _ n(n+i-3) o

b =d; =50 i=1...,5-3,

c* . = s—1 2n(n—1)(n+s—4)!

a=1 = Q1,6-2 = GTRR-1)X]-2(s=2) (nFa—1)1

™ - -4

bs 2= Qf s?-l = nn".:.-;:..s ’

b- (s—2)Inli X|—-2n(n+s—3)!
= = o) n-DNX|=2(s=2)(nts—2)!

&%,
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EIE 4 DIERADELER

T 4 OWMBEBRRD =HICH LEERERT . X THMSEALEMNES PR
DErZERE% Harm(R") & U Harm(R") = Harm(R™) N Hom;(R™) &9 %. Harm(R") I
& 5t L?@ﬁﬁ%iﬁb‘fcl’iﬁ%ﬁ:’ﬁbf?ﬁ( Thbb

(. 0) = g [, el@d(a)do ).
* TOARRICAIL T Harm(R™) &
Harm(R") =12, Harm;(R")

LERPRENBZIELRBLALGNATNS. o1y, o 2T DRRICKET S Harm,(]R")
DEREXREEL TS, XicHKHE S~ ki‘ﬂ‘_?'% | XD Gegenbauer BERE Qi(z) &
3%, 172U Q1) = dim Harm(R") &R BRICEREL THL.

EH 4 O X X antipodal THHD, X s THEDTAX) = {as | 1 £ 4 < s},
1< o<1 &BbdFEHa,...,a ’MEETS. ZEL oy = -1 £ T3, s BEHT
ﬁhbf Qgiy] = —0Qg;, Q25 > 0,2 =1,. s_-;2-_ S f)‘ﬁ&fiﬁhbf Qi1 = —Q;, Qy > 0,
i=1,...,%5%2 a,—Ob‘ﬁﬁD_L'J'CL\% ap=1¢EBLTHL.

T 4 D X BT 3175 H ZROBICEBRTS. HODOTR X T, Mgy, 1<
i < hy TEHRFEITS. D (z,i)-Ra7%

Hi(x,i) = ¢i(x)
Y33, i, BEHAIDOX OT7VII—YavAF—LOMBETH LB DITH D,

%
1, z-y=o DR,
D‘(”’y)“{o, 2y # oy OFF,

TEDS.

EEOFAICII RO ZDOMENEBEABF Y. FLRI (10, 3] ZBRLTT
32N

&l 6 X BERE St LD t-FHFA U TH BT L LROZUNRDIIDT LIZAMETHS.

D plx)=0

xzeX
PMERD p € Harmy(R™), 1 <1 <t lcxUTRILT 3.
@ 7 (Gegenbauer FIRKXDMZELI)

Z‘Ph ‘Pu Qz(my)

MMERD z,y € S ICH L THRILT 5.
M6 & MET7TRIROMEREGZS.
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M8 X & 5! LD antipodal 72 K s D t-THFA LT 5.
(1) 0<k+1<t ZWMIZTEED k1L T tHy Hy = 6| X|I AR D ILD.
(2) FERDOIFEEER k1IN T Hy 'Hy = 31, Qe(as) Dy B D IID.
(3) 0K k< s BIGT-TEERDOEM k I LT Hy tHy # 0 DD ILD.

ROFLEZEALTHL ¢
pijx,y)=t{zeX |z - z2=a;,2-y = aj}.
M BICKD 0< k+1 <t B TERMDOIFEBE k1 ITHLT,
(Hi *Hy)(H, *H)) = 60| X|'Hy Hy
->T . )
Z Z Qr(as)Qi(a;) DiDj = &l X | Z Qk(a)D

i=0 j=0 v=0

Z18%. COWMAD (z,y)-BAE2HAETE L .y = o, DFF £33,

DY Qule)@lay)pis(@,v)

i=0 j=0 ‘
Lixb, A 6|X|Qka) 5%, 4,5 € {0,1} DFEIX pij(x,y) DfEiidz-y=0a, T
bhifc,ye X OBUAIKEIST—BICEEDSDT, Gegenbauer BIFAED—RMIH
EEFAETHE, t>25-3 BFERTELIEC ORI t-THA UFEETHE pj(z,y) 2
ERLTHEL 1 RABROBEE z,y € X DBRUAICEST i, BXUTx -y =, Bk
TrvIENUT—RICEES T LAATES. $5bE D,,...,D, B 7VVIT—Y 3V R
F—LOBHEITINCZ R T 2D MB. X 5IC Gegenbauer ZIHARDONIHRME & — M %
Fﬁb‘%: Zkickb X M Q-BEARAF—LIKEB T &hHH D dual intersection numbers
q,, ELHETES. 1

iRz ida—2yy REROTH AL Y OMERED BZITRTHURE LD
THAVICET3EREEYTELICEDBONTDOTHSH, HLSNT Delsarte-
Goethals-Seidel FiEIZET HICA—2 ) v RE(OTFHYA VICHEBINS.

— )y KBMO ¢ FYA Y ORss S UEBN SR

X % R* DEBRHFIEALTS. {|z| |z € X} ={r,re -7} EBL. Tixbb X
BERZHRLLETETE p AOKMZELEERAEZFH>TVS. X REAZZATVS (F
Tbbr=0&%%i NEETS) ARG H S LT 3. S ={z||lz| =7}, X: = XNS;,
i=1,...,p&L S=5USU---US, LEBTS. TORX I p BORLIKETY R—
FERTWVB LS.,

Ti,Tj > 0 (‘:7‘;62, J LT

A(Xi, X;) = —— ||:z:eX Y€ X;, ©#y}

ll= II||y|
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L, siy=|AX: X;)| ZEX.
";iﬁ . %L: A(X,) = A(Xi,Xi), 8; = si,i &:§< t Xi Li s,-ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁétfé’:o’(b‘%
E5IC X LICRIESBIED weight Bflw DEBESNTVE LTS,

E£#% 9 (Neumaier-Seidel, 1988 [14]) R" D4R HEE LIED weight function w O
(X, w) EERY L ITDVTRORLEAED I DRICI— TV y FEMOD t-7 1 > &

ns.
2 yl%l fq f(@)doi(@) = 3 wiz)f(2)

zeX

BETD feP(RY) KNLTHDILD. TIT, w(Xi) =Y ,cx, w(x) THS.

Msller 7 cubature formula ICBLTE - & —RNSE TR L 1z 21—V v F
ZRAD t-FHFA VKDV TIHAT 3 L RDEENESNS.

TEIE 10 (Mobller, 1976 [12] ( [13] H2R) )
(i) 2—2 Vv RO 2e-FHF A~ X KN U TROFRERINKD ILD.

|X| 2 dim(Pe(S)).

(i) 2—2 V) w RZEMD (2¢ +1)-THA ¥ X TN L TROAFAHKD ILD.
(a) e DARORF, Fizid, e HMBEIT 0 ¢ X DR

1X| > 2dim(P}(S)).
(b) e MBET 0e X D
1X| = 2dim(PX(S)) - 1.

33 . Delsarte-Seidel 3 EH 10(i) B& T X A’ antipodal HD w HFERICEEL THHRTH
% LS &G CER 10(i) ZEEEAL TWS ([11)).

FEH 10 THEEMNRDIIDL EIC X & p MORELLERE LO tight t-FH A VMR, &5
I dim(Pe(S)) = dim(P(R™)) E=id dim(P}(9)) = dim(P;(R")) AR DIUDE ElC1—
Uy RZERED tight X t-T A THB LW,

% 11 (Mbller, B-B-Hirao-Sawa[7]) (X,w) % p BOELLIRE LD tight (2¢ + 1)-7
PA T B, TORRRDRDIID.

(i) e AW THBH, £iid, e MBET 0e X ZWd&5E X X antipodal HD w
BERACBUTHHTHS.

(i) e AT 0g X HD, p<£+1 THNE X & antipodal D w XFRITHE L TH
MTH5.

FK OEE11(3H) BB SPWBVRETHRILT 2D, T TREBDOIDIR R4 Tl
Lz, L[ ZBBLTTEW. :

ROFEBITERMNIC (4], [8) THATNATVS.
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@ 12 (B-B[4],B[8])
(1) X Z S £ tight 2e-TH' A L § 5 ERDEHRED LD,

() wld& X; (1<i<p) LT—EDERL 3.
(i) EED 1 <i,j <p KWL T s;; <e.
(iif) FIC p =2 2D X; # {0} THHUL X, ZERE LD (2¢ — 2)-FH AV TH3.
(2) X &2 S EOD tight 2e +1)-TY A LT 5. TBIT X B antipodal HhD w(z) HES
X U TR THNIERDEDR b 370,

() wid& X; (1<i<p) LT—EDEEL3.

(i) FED 1 <i<plTHMLT s, <e+1.

(i) FED 1 <i#j<plcMLT s, <e.

(iv) FIZ p =2 2D X; # {0} THHUE X, IBRE LD (2 — 1)-FH 1 > TH 3.

W 12 TRCRIC p BORLOERE LD tight i 2¢ F72id (2e +1)-FH¥A Y X KL T
(& weight BIEUI R X; L CERERICZ> TS (¢ HEHO & 2 IIREOB/BDHE b
ZLBVRCREVIREDSDN) . Eblt s j<ebhsi;<e+1 EHBPROI-T
W5, '

CHETIC tight BTFVA VOEBEWHIBNELREDI>TVERZED AR EL-TE
coherent configuration DREIEZFF> TV B TH o1 (ADH > L TOBBICH IR
TEWAY (1], [2), [4), [7], 8],[9)).

T T T 4 DAFICHWEAEDN -2 Uy REMOFF AL CH LTHEERXBDT
BirwheEX 1,

Gegenbauer SIRXDOMNNIZI—S VU w REMETHRLTEX S L /LA |z|| DL
BICH TV, SELMUETETLICEDA—2 Yy RERDFHA VITONTEHE
4 DMLIOEIEH G TE /=,

d—7Uy RZEEDT YA & coherent configuration BY B ER

E# 13 (coherent configuration) X ZERES L L, Ry, Ryy...,.RRCXxX &%
5. X=(X,{Rlci<t) BRD (1)~ (4) DRAZHET=T & 21 coherent configuration & W

Ehs.
(1) XxX=R URU---UR, BRD#I%LZ T3,
(2) % st 1<p<!, RiU---UR,={(z,7) |z € X}.

(B) BiWKMUT!R, =Ry, 1< <l %3 i BEETS
(fe7EL 'R; = {(z,y) | (y,z) € R})

(4) {z € X | (z,2) € Ri,(2,y) € R;} & (z,9) € Ry THE (FbB 4,5,k DRIHSS
33). TOEME pF; LET.

IR RF2Tp=1LT3LTYYI—>avAF—LLRAMEICES.
Coherent configuration & 1960 fE{{#%¥IC D. Higman IC & D @BEhiz. 7Y T—

¥ a Y AF— LB TBEREONREMRLIZEDTHY, coherent configuration 3%
FLLAB TAVERBOSBAR L TERINDTH 3.
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T2 14 (B-B[6)) (1) X 23—V RZE/MD t-design £ 5. weight B & X,
EFTEBEBTHD, shpy+s,, <t—2(p—-2) MEED N\, v, u 1< A\v,u<p)lc
WHUTHIIT 5 EIRETS. TDREX & coherent configuration DREEEFFD.

(2) X ®Ba—21) v RZEED antipodal 7% t-design £ 5. weight BRI R X; L TERK
BT HD, sav+suu—0rp =8, <t—2(p—2) MERD A, v, u 1< Av,u<p)
WKW UTRDIIDERET . DR X & coherent configuration DIEEZFFD.

HHICZBDTT T TIRARAEZEX RV, #8 12 12K D ZDODRLLEKE LD tight 7%
~FHA VITER 14 DRERBLTNBT VDD B. 11> T coherent configuration
OEEF->TWVABT LIckSD.

p AORLLERE E O tight 7% t-7 YA ~ O EMBERFR LIV 2 VS ONRLZROMRE
D—DODEETHA. p=2 DFEX AX, X;) CEENEAMEEX HRNIIEHHEARET
HO, TORITRESTZARIERE 14 KD HHBOBRRER2BERTNTRLZW.

2 HDORLOERE LD tight & t-7 Y4 VO EREOERICAT TAOLEMNRITERLE
ATW3.
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