0oooo0O0oooo
0 1844 0 20130 103-112 103

On some problems related to spherical designs
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1 (FCHIC

COMBETIE, HEEEXA BBTRA) LoHFAMZTH S F/RIEH t ORGEF I A
YICOWTEMICFEL X Ule. sl D%, BEMEE A GREAY) H5 2 OEcD»
TOFMLLT AT 7 2E, BERN—HE—REDOEERTE L TEDROFZIELE
EHRTY. ZNUCDOVT MR ZMA 720 E B E 9. fi1lc Null spherical t-designs DFh
&, RADLF & DHEFEBIZE T3H % almost-tight t-designs 12 DWT & 2EE CRIBIC i E L
7z .Spherical t-designs EHEEI/T VA 2 EDORELE VS BHEIAD T, FNEICONT
DU ERRET.

2 Spherical t-designs of strength ¢, index ¢, and har-
monic index ¢

S™ T3 B t-design DBERIZ Delsarte-Goethals-Seidel (1977) I &k W EEE hie. ([5,2,3]
F2M) .

o [BKME design (of strength t) DEH]
X C S HCR*) AERME S™! D t-design (Design of strength t) T#H3 &I,

|Sn— 1|/ f(z)do(z) = [XI ;f(ﬂf (2.1)>
g}?fgfif‘;x) = f(20,31,...,2,) : BIBR deg(f) <t IKHLTHYTDOT & EERT
, CUE
Zf =0, "f(z) € Harmy(R"), Yk =1, 2,...,¢. (2.2)
reX
THBHTEELENETHS.

ZTT, Harmk(R") L;&&k@ﬁ&oﬂiugrﬁﬁéﬁmgﬁﬁ%ﬁ? Thbb, Af(x)
0, A= 517—#&—5—1— +3z2 ZmlcdBRATHS. e, dimHarm,(R?) = (1)
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("t*3) THB.

BRE.X S EEBHEHM w: X — R, DI (X, w) B weighted spherical t-design
(design of strength t) T&% 2 &ld, (HBWVI, cubature formula of strength ¢t T
HdE) ,

1 1
= - f(z)do(z) = mgw(??)f(x) (2.3)
BERTD f(z) = f(zo0, 1, .-, 2,) : BIAR deg(f) <t IEHLTHYIUDT L LERT
%, TOEBIE

Y w(@)f(z) =0, "f(z) € Harmy(R"), "k =1, 2,...,1. (2.4)
T€X

THBHTELLAETHS.

e [Fisher BIREH]
BE t-7H1 > X $BLME weighted LERE t-7 51> (X, w) I LTRD Fisher
BERERIHNSN TS,

X[ > (n—el-i-e) + (n—1+e—-1) if ¢ = 2

e—1

22("'2“) ift=2+1

e [Index t DEKMA design DEH]

X c $"}(c R™) HEKE S™! LD index t M t-design (design of index t) THB &I,
FTRTD f(z) = f(zo,21,...,Tn) : T t,t —2,t —4,...,2 OFERBIAR deg(f) <t IC
WLTRDEXBRY LD EETER TS (CTTR t BBBTHEZLERETS.) , T
DEHIF

> f(z) =0, Yf(z) € Harmy(R™), "k =2, 4,...,1. (2.5)

z€X

THAHTLLEENETHS.
Index t @ t-TH A I DVWTIERD Fisher BRFRAHDHI SN TN S.

1X| > (”:e> if ¢ = 2. (2.6)

AB. RO LEHBRICHDS.
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X # index 2¢e DT YAV < X U(-X) B strength 2e + 1 DFHA 2V TH5.(HTR
IKiE XN (-X) =0 DIREDRTTTH3.) :

ROBZHDCDBRDEBETH 5.
e [harmonic Index ¢t MIKME design DEH]

Harmonic index t DTFHFAL U THB &L, BBV IIDT LELEEET S.
Z flz)=0 EED f(z) € Harm,(R") (2.7)

zeX

(LT TTIHER ¢ =2 ZRELTL3).

T THOEHEMIE, harmonic index t DERETHFAY X c ! D|X| DFHSD
bound [EDWTEZX BT & THB.

U EDBRERRTZERDELSICES.

designs of designs of designs of

strength ¢ C index t C harmonic
(ordinary spherical (spherical index ¢
t-design) semi ¢-design) t=2e
t=2e¢

%t T index t 3L ME harmonic index t DBIC ¢t MERTH B EERE LT-BK
&, ZDEEEBD S ITHLT X = {2, -z} BDEDOBICES>TVIHSTHS.

SLUOER

e t =2, n = arbitrary &IRET 5.

ZDEE, X ={eyey,...,e,} | design of harmonic index 2 &£%53. (X It index
2 O 2-design THBHT EITER.)

e n =2, t=2e (arbitrary) &{RET 3.

TDEE, X = {vy,v,} I& design of harmonic index 2¢ &5%. TTT vy, v, I
two unit vectors with angle § = 27(.-) or § = 2%(%) THs.

)
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BEATEVRNDBREIE
n=3t=4(t=2c=6,810,...) DBPEFELBbHNSB.

{ft,i I 1 = 1, 2, ey Ct,n—l} ,t‘__’ Harmt(R") @Eﬁiﬁﬁgﬁtfé. TCTE Lz Ctpn—1 =
dim Harm,(R") &7 3.
Ric

Ct,n—1

V(X)= > O fril@)

i=1 zxzeX

LEBTA.CIT, X B S ORSEET | X| ZERLEEEORIMELERDSZ T &
REBICTS. COEEXDRYIIDOT EGRASHTHS.

e X is a design of harmonic index t <= ¥(X) takes the minimum value 0
T A(n,t, M) = Minxcse-1,x-m¥(X) EEL.

n=3t=4 DFENIAVE1—42—KBR (BLEKICLS)

1X] =2
IX|=3
|X| =4

DEE, BIBNITIE A(n,t, M) IZIEDQEZIS. RIR 0 HS5+IMNIEDEZINS.
(ZDT EDS, BBHIERIZLTUVEVS, An,t, M) > 0 OMBLEIARPELETETH
%.1X|=2,3 DBREITIIERICHLIAATETLS. FTEROBEBBEIhW.)

HER0 DR | X| =5 DBRETHS. 20K, OvE21—42—REB HLERKICES) I
&Y, A(3,4,5) DB 0 ISIERITAL (107 BEOMET) XM 5 RES X BRVE
Thiz.ThSm 5 RERLELTR, XFETDRS 2 BEOE 5 A2 (EBbhZRA)
DEC, TS5ICEFD 5 ROADWVK OHhE2FRUCRIL THHER TRERIALLSER
RE R oD n =3t =6,|X| =7 DFAIT, BENIT A3,6,7)=0¢BED I E
BOFE 7 & (LBDNZEA) HEShfc. CThSDEBRERHISXHAFEETH, T5
ICEBLEIAD S X S,

EFE 1 RR—HELE) A3,2¢,2e+1) =0 BRYVIID. ESICTDES5GERELT, c
BOXETODIE 2¢+ 1 AEHEBSND. (TSITFD 2+ 1 AORDWN K DHOERAIC
LT ERTRERILLSGEFE ABB,2,2e+1) =0 ##T.)

ENLZ 008 18

S*=! D Harm;(R") DEMOEEHNEREIIB<HSNTHY, Gegenbauer ZIFR
ZAVTERENS. (RRIEITH [8) BHE.)

ZZTIE n=3 DBAHIC, 2 & Gegenbauer BIFN C; (zr) DIENTERET 3.

2 2
X = {(2,V1 - 22 cos(2e7f1), V1- z2sin(2eTZ)1))}




& S? EIKIE 2¢+1 ARCEBL . ELTT T, p=0,1,...,2. THB. t haDELE
i&, LICE > e Harm,(R®) OREICH LT X OLTOEDOHR 0 THBZ EHESIC
IRy (B

EDEEHSD L easy TREHZIHBRODFEHFSOI. _
F3 1: X C S? H harmonic index 2¢ THIIE, | X| > 2 +1 BRYIZDDTIEEL
H.

P 2: ET |X|>2+1 THhE, X 1& LOFB TR « BEODIE 2¢+1 B (B

BVEZD 2e +1 SKORDWK DO EFRRUCEHL THIGR TEERZ & 5 EEF)
ICRSNZDTREWVWTHS 5D _

AR LOEE 1 OBRTIREAAETHS. ThbLE X; £ S 2 D 2e-FHAVETB.
IEREICIE, S"2 [ZRRD S DEERED - D R 0)5:5”'5@:'1@& S D*EESELT
E52%.TTT, 2 ¥ Gegenbauer BIFT, C;BT (z) D (e BDIED) BRETS. TD
&E, X; 1 S @D harmonic index 2¢ DTHFA BB, (TDELSICLTHAX
| X| H—FNELN harmonic index t DEDHBSNBDTIFHELH EHANEZEZ D
HWFHETH o)

FIERFFE1 HoTFE2E, RIE—MRD e ITHLTREYIREWL. (=253
Wi e =3 DFEHEICHYILDOMIFRKRBRATHS. BERFNHOHE %A
FLREWL)

RAEl. s? IEHIFBIE 20 TED 12 HOTESIK harmonic index 14 15> T3
(strength (X 11 THB) . ¥z, D 12 FO¥5S (RAICBALTHFL 2 AHh5 1D
DO&ES) D 6 =E harmonic index 14 IZE2TW3. DT, A(3,14,6) = 0 hiix
DfeD. TNIREE 1 TOEERD 2e + 1 =15 ITEERB LF B ITHE L.

BRITTTOLITENT: (HV) FRICHTIRABVAIVEEEETS. AR, n=8T
D Eg BIb— D 240 = (S LUTZDHSD 120 =) 1 harmonic index 10 (x>
TWa. —7F, S%cC §7) @ Fisher 7FFHKIc LB strength t D t-FH 1 >D bound
(50 + (°F) THY 120 £UEBHICKED. Ffen=4 TD 600-cell D 120 &
(BELUZDFHD 60 =) & harmonic index 58 ITHE>TWB. —4, S(C R3) D
Fisher 7FEIIC KB strength t D t-FH1 D bound I (32 + (1) THY 60

LY BT KEN.

38, ZD linear programming NFEED LEFHBT % &, IF 20 @D antipodal
half T$%% 6 Rl S? C R® @ harmonic index 8 HD 14 THBELDDOHRTHR/NES
HEEDEDICHE>TVBREWNWSTLERBTERTLEIBLTHL.

RF¥, harmonic index 2e MBL™ Fisher B |X| O TH 5D bound IE—MIciEx e
RBLGD>TWHEWEEZ 3.

Bl harmonic index t DJFBICTLLZHEESBERIDHZERS. $BB3A —MIC
FERD {1,2,3,...} DBZES T I LT harmonic index T O T-FHA VI ESH
Th3. LHL, harmonic index t DBAHTF X Fr—RELTHEHBL, WAWAEE
BUOWBEETZLBDNILSTHS. 7YV I—2 3 VAE—LOBREE T-THS
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VOEBIIBCHShTWAD ([4) BR), ¥ERELOBSICIIEHRKD RIEKFSFA
R (2009) ICRSNBLSGEHHD T I3EETAMELHAH, harmonic index ¢
DBETH [ X| OTFRERDELS EVSRENGEHARIZEIREHEIRTh TV EDL S
EBRDbNB. - TZDERITELTZOWMREMBMAITWERS.

3 Harmonic index t DT YA I d S Linear Pro-
gramming methods

BB COREICEAT, BERETA (RX) DSARDK 5% Linear Programming
% harmonic index t DIFEICEZ B LRV DTIREWLH EDIERERIT-. REIEE
KB THS. RECDTATF7Z2ABVT, RR—HL—REAOMTHEHRRIERPT
53. ECETTOFRATHRERZIHDETEREITHREVLD, FBRUICEEFhEE
THTHREHRBDESICHEATEEPFLTVSL, ARG L ESHTCOERZIEE
LIcWhERS.

Q.(x) & Harm,(R") ICfIHET B t-ROD Gegenbauer BHHKE T 3. Qt(i) i Q:(1) =
dim Harmy(R™) = ("7}*) — ("7 57%) LEREENTVWS. EORB ¢, &

Ctn = -Minxe[—l,lth(x)

TEBTS. ¢, DEIKGZTLERZEBICDDLS.

EE 2 (BMA) X b S*! @ harmonic index of index t DT H 1 x5 (X,

") - 5T

ct,n

IX|>1+

DY ID.
LLF,

PO s Bl
n

Ct,n
EBL. TOFEEBDIADEBIILITDEY THS.
B s IKOWTDIBIER F(s) %

F(s) =ctn + Qu(s)
EEBL. TDEE, ¢, DEBDLDS, F(s) IIXM [-1,1] THEADEEIS. CDEFE

> Fz-y)

T,yeX
EBYDARETHMTS. TTTao-y IEBEEDI—2)y FRERTH 3.
X b harmonic index t TH3Z &,

Y Qz-y)=0

zyeX



LEETHS. 2T,
Y Flz-y) = calX]?

z,y€X

BhYfeD. =%, F(s) BEM [-1,1) THETHZI EH5,

S Fey)> Y Fla o)

z,yeX zeX

2335 %>TC,z-z=1¢&

n—1+t n—1+¢t—-2
o= (1) (71757)
THBT EDD

n—1+t n—14+t—-2
Ct’"’XFZ'XHCt’”( t )~( t—2 )}

B oROBJERERD

%E, HMOMICHRN: T5LWNER) TR 2 DD FHEE T D linear programming
ZRAVTHLRABTEDERD T LICHFEELLS.

CDOEBZAVT, b, DEIFSEZSNT: t,n I L TEGBNICHETES. AIZIE,
t= 4, 3 S n S 10 IC?‘T LTUJ bt,n @{EL*W@;'BLC’;%- b4,3 = 3.33.;.,b4,4 == 5,b4’5 =
7, by =9.33...,b47 = 12,by8 = 15,bs9 = 18.33...,b410 = 22 EVWS BETH 5.

IR, by, = S RPEICREND. 0 B 3 OERTENEE, TOBEERICE
3. byp LHL("—HE %%RIRT B harmonic index 4 DS ! OFHFA VHEETEIHE

H RS BEE BN 5. Rl 1 X| = by, = 2tot2) Eﬁ%hﬂ% X DFTORENE
BAX)={z-y|rye X} Luﬁbfh‘%b‘%&%ﬁ‘ﬁ‘

t =4,n=4,|X|=5,

t=4,n=5|X|=7

@f%A’éﬁ“UJg(@%Ak;F#Tb‘ 5Nh%. B 2 TESHRY IDORICWLDEIEETE
HBEABHESH, FEERIFTR L TOEWLS, SEEHRBEEMNITAETVNE BN S.
(BAREHRL T LE2HEFTS.)

RRICL DD DRBRIZIBER BT, TOMDHAERIZZ EICT .

FRE1. n=3,t=4 DFE, | X| =4 DLOOIEELEBBICRE. £, | X| =5 Db
DIZFEDEBRITHRNTEDITRD T LIETEZH ? (FEIZBBOETHZH, %EIIH
L<ELHE Lhizl)

BRE2. n=3,n=6_8 DJ/AIT, [X|=4 Ffcld 5 DELDEIFETZH?

RIEE3. n=8,t=4,|X|=15 DELDIZBFEETZH?

109
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4 Null t-7H414 >

BRTHBH, F-RIKERICPLE L TV THRERDFLLEIEH S, spherical ¢-
design |39 % null t-design OIEEER L THL & RS .Combinatorial ¢-design
ICH9 % null t-design DFRZB<HISNTVWS. ZITOVWTIEXE [11, 10, 9] &
EEBEINTL.

o [BRE null t-design DEH]

Xcsl, | X]<oo

w:X — Ry £T5.

(X,w) B S* 1 1THVF B null t-design TH B &I,

> w(z)f(z) =0

z€X

DMEED f(z) € Harm;(R?) with i = 0,1,2,...,t IEfeLWLTRYVID T ELERT .
(=0 IIKEVWLTHERYI>TWAZ LITERTAWL.)

ROMBEEZ L.

(X, w) B S"! O null t-design DEF, | X| OFHSDOEAMAN bound 1FHSH ?
BRELTRZFHELTWNS.

F#8.|X| > 2(t + 1), for any n > 2 and any ¢.

Some results.
(i) For any ¢ and any n > 2, there are examples of null t-design X with |X| =

20t +1).
(ii) For n = 2, we have succeeded in proving that |X| > 2(t + 1)

A& .There are analogous results for combinatorial null ¢-designs (i.e for t-
(v,k,\) designs): :

|X| > 2!, (Frankl-Pach, 1983).

5 M t-THFA1E t-(v,k,\) THFA D Fisher BARER
ICB3fRY BTt

SelciiRTz spherical t-design on S*! |51+ Fisher BRERDHRIZWVA NS &
HMohTWa. L LRDZEITERELTWL. BRI » 2#BEL, t DAKECHESEF,
Yudin DERESHVAWVAEBVHABHESNTVS. (DT EEHBHT, Fisher #
bound IE—AZICBEICEFEND bound THBEEZTLEIAELBNEEBEDNS. L
HL,t EEELT, n 2KELTHEFE, Fisher bound OTFRTHBIBEED tight



t-design DIEFEZHMIIURIEFL /ST LEL. R, linear programming
AL ME semi-definite programming ZRAWTE, ZOBESICHBOTEEENFEA L
BN LEETRENTLS.  (Dutour-Sikiric,Schurmann and Vallentin <& 25k
RERER.) —7 tight spherical t-design IE t = 4,57 EREFRDICOHEITATL
5. L LZhz#X %5553, FIZIE tight bound ZFADD LEZ 58S (8BS
IKE2TIE 1 ZMARETDHEL) RBRTHS. (n 2BEL, t =2 DAELCES
EE)

—7 combinatorial {-(v, k, \) (t = 2e &9 %) DIBAE, tight 2e-designs IXIFEAETRE
FELLBEWLD, ¢ <18 DBEERC ERDLGIERELBSATULEL. ([7, 1, 6) BR.)
T T, ROBEBSN-BREBNT S.

EHE 3 (RA—IKA) For each given pair of positive integers e and c, there exist
only finitely many non-trivial 2e-(v,k,\) designs with the number of blocks
equal to (?) + c. More specifically,
3 _ 3
vge—(e—z—l)c——i—l, if e>2, ;and
< (c+1)

+1, if e=1

(c=0 DBEIFZ ZICHBAT: v OFHEILBE ST R, ZOBRIX ¢ = 0 D tight i
BlBALHLLSHEVD, FhEFMITIC tight 55 bound %4 LEIFED LKy
BHTREEWNS T ERREFTHB.)
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