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Abstract Let I" be an antipodal distance-regular graph of diameter 4, with eigenval-
ues 6y > 0 > 0, > 03 > 04. Then its Krein parameter qfl vanishes precisely when
I" is tight in the sense of JuriSi¢, Koolen and Terwilliger, and furthermore, precisely
when I' is locally strongly regular with nontrivial eigenvalues p := 6, and —¢q := 65.
When this is the case, the intersection parameters of I" can be parametrized by p, g
and the size of the antipodal classes r of I.

Let I' be an antipodal tight graph of diameter 4, denoted by AT4(p, q,r), and let
the pe-graph be a graph that is induced by the common neighbours of two vertices at
distance 2. Then we show that all the u-graphs of I are complete multipartite if and
only if I' is AT4(sq, g, q) for some natural number s. As a consequence, we derive new
existence conditions for graphs of the AT4 family whose p-graphs are not complete
multipartite. Another interesting application of our results is also that we were able to
show that the p-graphs of a distance-regular graph with the same intersection array as
the Patterson graph are the complete bipartite graph Ky 4.
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1 Introduction

Let I" denote a distance-regular graph with diameter d > 3, and eigenvalues k = 6 >
0; > -+ > 6. Jurisi¢ et al. [7,9] showed that the intersection numbers a;, b; satisfy
the following inequality

(9+ K )<9+ k >> kaby (1)
a1\ T e 1) T @

and defined I' to be tight whenever it is not bipartite, and equality holds in (1). They
also characterized tight graphs in a number of ways, for example by a; # 0,a; = 0 and
1-homogeneous property in the sense of Nomura [14], and furthermore by their first
subconstituents being connected strongly regular graphs with nontrivial eigenvalues

by _ b
and b =-1-— . 2)
146, 1+6;

bt =—1-—

Let I" be a 1-homogeneous graph with diameter d > 2. Then I' is distance-regular
and also locally strongly regular with parameters (v', k', ', 1), where v/ = k, k' = a;
and (V' — k' — )’ = k'(k" — 1 — A’). Let pu-graph be a graph that is induced by the
common neighbours of two vertices at distance 2. Since a p-graph of I' is a regular
graph with valency u’, (for the local graph of the p-graph is the p-graph of the local
graph, see [7, Theorem 3(i)]), wehave c; > ' + 1.1fc; = ' + land ¢, # 1,then T’
is a Terwilliger graph, i.e., all the p-graphs of I are complete. In [10] we classified the
Terwilliger 1-homogeneous graphs with ¢, > 2 and obtained that there are only three
such examples. In [12] we classified the case ¢c; = ' + 2 > 3, i.e., the case when the
wu-graphs of ' are the Cocktail Party graphs, and obtained that either A’ =0, u’ =2
or there are only seven such examples. We show in some less trivial cases that the
u-graphs are complete multipartite, see Table 1. Our study is part of a larger project
to classify 1-homogeneous graphs whose p-graphs are complete multipartite.

Table 1 Known examples of the AT4 family, where “!” indicates the uniqueness of the corresponding
graph (for the proofs of uniqueness of A4, A6, A8 see [8]). Note o« = (p + ¢q)/r,c2 = qo, a1 = p(qg + 1),
ay = pg*,n’ =k, k' =ay, ' =2p —q and u’ = p. For the information on local graphs see [1] and [2].
The local strongly regular graph of A9 has parameters (416, 100, 36, 20) and is the second graph of the
Suzuki tower [19], more precisely a rank 3 graph of the group G»(4): 2. The local strongly regular graph
of A10 has parameters (31671,3510,693,351) and is a rank 3 graph of the sporadic group Fip3 [2, p. 396].
For the remaining open cases see [6]

# Graph k P q r «o &) aj A u-Graph Locally
Al ! Conway-Smith 10 1 2 31 2 3 0 K> Petersen
A2 1J(8,4) 16 2 2 2 2 4 6 2 K> K14 x Ky
A3 !halved 8-cube 28 4 2 2 3 6 12 6 K32 T(8)

A4 13.04(3) 45 3 3 3 2 6 12 3 K33 GQ4,2)
A5  !Soicherl [18] 56 2 4 3 2 8 10 0 2-Kr2 Gewirtz
A6 13.071(3) 117 9 3 3 4 12 36 15 Kiux3 NO;'(3)
A7  Meixnerl [13] 176 8 4 2 6 24 40 12 2-K3zxa NUG,2)
A8 ! Meixner2 [13] 176 8 4 4 3 12 40 12 K3x4 NUG,2)
A9  Soicher2 [18] 416 20 4 3 8 32 100 36  Kj-ext. of %Q5 Gr(4):2
Al10 3.Fiy, [4] 31671 351 9 3 120 1080 3510 693 0;(3) Fip3
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Let I be an antipodal distance-regular graph of diameter 4, with eigenvalues
0y > 01 > 6, > 63 > 64. Then its Krein parameter qfl vanishes precisely when I is
tight in the sense of Jurisi¢, Koolen and Terwilliger, and furthermore, precisely when
I" is locally strongly regular with nontrivial eigenvalues p := 6, and —¢g := 63. When
this is the case, the intersection parameters of I" can be parametrized by p, g and the size
of the antipodal classes r, so we denote the graph I by AT4(p, q,r), see [11] and [7].

Let I" be an AT4(p, g, r) graph. We prove that all the p-graphs of I" are complete
multipartite if and only if I is AT4(sq, g, g) for some natural number s. As a conse-
quence of the above results we derive new conditions for graphs of the AT4 family
whose p-graphs are not complete multipartite. Another interesting application of our
results is also that we were able to show that the p-graphs of a distance-regular graph
with the same intersection array as the Patterson graph are the complete bipartite
graph Ky 4.

Often knowing p-graphs ends in a complete classification or characterization with
intersection array, see for example [2, p. 271, Theorem 9.3.8]. As we will see, the same
is true also in the case of the Patterson graph [3] and in the case of the AT4(sq, ¢, q)
family of distance-regular graphs [8].

2 Preliminaries

Let I' be a graph with diameter d. For vertices xj,...,x, of I' we denote by
I'(xy, ... ,x,) the set of their common neighbours and by A(xy,... ,x,) the graph
induced by this set. In particular, for a vertex x of I' we call A(x) the local graph of
x. The graph T is said to be locally C, where C is a graph or a class of graphs, when
all its local graphs are isomorphic to (respectively are member of) C. For example, the
icosahedron is locally a pentagon, and the point graphs of generalized quadrangles are
locally a union of cliques.

We define I';(x) to be the set of vertices at distance i from x. For y € I';(x) and
integers j and & we denote the set I';(x) N ', (y) by D;f(x, y) and its cardinality by
p;h(x, y). We say that the intersection number p;h does exist if p;h(x, y) = p; , for
all pairs of vertices x and y at distance i, i.e., it is independent of a choice of x and y at
distance i. We denote the intersection numbers p’i i p’i’ i1 Pli, ;1 and p?i respectively
bya;,b;,c;andk;,fori =0, 1, ..., d. The distance-regular graphs are characterized
as the graphs for which the set of parameters {by, ..., bs_1;c1, ... , cq}, called the
intersection array of I', exist, or equivalently when for all i, j and /4 the numbers
pj- ,, do exist. Note that a distance-regular graph is k-regular, where k = k| = by, and
k = a; + b; + c;. Alllocal graphs have k vertices and are a; -regular. More generally, in
a distance-regular graph I" for each vertex x, the i-subconstituent graph of x, i.e., the
graphinduced by the set I'; (x), is a;-regular. For a detailed treatment of distance-regular
graphs and all the terms which are not defined here see Brouwer et al. [2] or Godsil [5].

Let us now recall that an equitable partition of a graph is a partition 7 =
{Pi, ..., P} ofits vertices into cells, such that for all i and j the number ¢;; of neigh-
bours, which a vertex in the cell P; has in the cell P;, is independent of the choice
of the vertex in P;. Let I be a distance-regular graph with diameter d. Then I' is 1-
homogeneous in the sense of Nomura [14], when the distance partition corresponding
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to any pair x, y of adjacent vertices, i.e., the collection of nonempty sets Dj (x, y), is
an equitable partition.

Let I" be a graph. As usually, we denote the distance between vertices x and y of I"
by d(x, y). If x, y and z are vertices of I" such that d(x, y) = 1, d(x, 2) = 3(y, 2) = 2,
then we define the (triple) intersection number «(x, y,z) = |[I'(x) NT'(y) N T'(2)]|
(see Fig. 3(a)). We say that the parameter o of I exists when o = «(x, y, z) for all
triples of vertices (x, y, z) of I' such that d(x,y) =1, 9(x,2) = d(y,2) =2. If T
is 1-homogeneous graph with diameter d > 2 and a, # 0, then « exists. A strongly
regular graph with a, # 0, that is locally strongly regular is 1-homogeneous if and
only if « exists. See for example [9, Lemma 2.11].

We end this section with some information on the AT4 family, see [11, 5.2-6.4].

Proposition 2.1. Let ' be an antipodal tight graph AT4(p, q,r). Then q}, = 0 and

Q) pg+p+qg>p>—q> —q2 are its nontrivial eigenvalues and its intersection
array equals

i

{4(1%1 +p+9). (@ =D+ D), (r_l)qrﬂ’ 1

_l’_
1, M, (@* = D(p+1).q(pg +p +q)},

(ii) the local graphs are connected and strongly regular with eigenvalues a|, p, —q
and parameters

k' X, u')y=(plg+1),2p—q,p),

(iii) the graph T is 1-homogeneous, see Fig. 1 and in particular « = (p + q)/r,
(iv) the parameters p, q, r are integers, suchthat p > 1,q > 2, r > 2 and

Pq Pq
0
AL Cl) 1®<r—l>q<p+q>/r q(pﬂM@l (p+1><q2—1>/®
1 P

p+q)/r

(¢= Dp+a/y

1 » i Ch 1) patD) !
© D} D @)
X p ) NV Daprar  qprar\2/1 @+~ 3o
P4 g

Fig. 1 The distance partition corresponding to an edge xy of I'. The number beside edges connecting
cells Dij (x, y), indicates how many neighbours a vertex from the closer cell has in the other cell. We also
put beside each cell the valency of the graph induced by the vertices of it. For convenience we mention
here the intersection numbers needed for the above partition: |D11| = plll =a; =plg+1), ID%I =

pha=bi=@—-Dp+D, DI=ph=c—-Dbi=0¢-D@g>—Dp+1), |D}=p}=r—1,
ID}| = ply, =rpa(@®> — D(p+ D/(p+q)

@ Springer



J Algebr Comb (2007) 25:459-471 463

(1) pglp+q)/riseven, r(p+1) < qg(p+¢q), andr|p-+q,
(2) p = q — 2, with equality if and only zqu:4 =0,
(3) p+qlq*q*> — D and p+q* | qg*(q*> — 1)(g* + g — D(g +2).

W (p=)w =1iffa=1ifp+qg=rifca=p+1ifr(p+1)=q(p+q) iff
[ is the unique AT4(1, 2, 3) graph, i.e., the Conway-Smith graph.

3 Complete multipartite p-graphs

There are distance-regular graphs for which it is possible to determine what their
p-graphs are based only on their parameters even when a; # 0. Let I be a
distance-regular graph with diameter at least 2, for which the parameter ¢, of its
local graphs, denoted by 1/, exists. Then the assumption ¢; = u’ + 1 is equivalent to
all the p-graphs being complete and the assumption ¢; = u' + 2 > 3 is equivalent to
all the p-graphs being Cocktail Party graphs. In both cases the p-graphs are complete
multipartite. We will show in this section that there are more cases where we can assert
that the -graphs are complete multipartite only based on certain parameter properties.

We start by recalling two definitions and one result [12, Lemmas 2.1 and 3.1] that
has already been used for a classification of 1-homogeneous distance-regular graphs
with Cocktail Party p-graphs. We denote the complement of ¢ cliques of size , i.e., the
complete multipartite graph K, ,... », Withn; =ny=--.=n, =n by K;x,. If a graph
I on v vertices is regular with valency k and any two vertices of I" at distance 2 have
precisely ;4 = w(I") common neighbours, then the graph is called co-edge-regular
with parameters (v, k, ), see [2, p. 3].

Proposition 3.1. Let us fix integers t and n, and let T" be a distance-regular graph
with diameter at least 2, whose i-graphs are the complete multipartite graph K, ,,
for which a; # 0 and the intersection number a exists with o > 1. Then the following
(1)—(iii) hold.

(1) ¢ = nt, for each vertex x of U the local graph A(x) is co-edge-regular with
parameters (V', k', u'), where v' =k, k' =a; and u' =n(t —1). Moreover,
aay = co(ay — ).

(ii) Let x and y be vertices of T' at distance 2. Then for all 7 € Df(x, yyu D%(x, y)
the subgraph A(x, y, z) is complete and o« € {t — 1, t}.

(iii) Let T be locally strongly regular with parameters (V', k', A', u'), t > 2 and let x
and z be adjacent vertices of I'. Then the subgraph A(x, 7) is co-edge-regular with
parameters (V" k", 1), where v" = k', k" = X and " = n(t — 2), fort > 3 the
subgraph A(x, z) has diameter 2.

The above result gives also some necessary conditions for a distance-regular graph
to have completely regular p-graphs. Let I be a distance-regular graph that is locally
connected and co-edge-regular. Furthermore, we also assume that the parameter o
exists in . All 1-homogeneous distance-regular graphs with diameter at least 2 have
these properties. We provide some sufficient conditions on the parameters of I" for
which the p-graphs have to be complete multipartite.
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Theorem 3.2. Let I be a distance-regular graph with diameter at least 2, ay # 0,
for which the intersection number « exists and that is locally co-edge-regular with
parameters (V', k', u'), where v' =k, k' =ayandcy; > W' +1 > 1. Then o > 1 and
the following holds.

(i) Ifa = 1thenc, = 2u' and the y-graphs are the complete bipartite graphs K s .
(i) Ifa > 1and2cy; + a < 3’ + 6, then the ju-graphs are the complete multipartite
graph Ky, wheren = c; — (/ andt = ¢, /n.
(iil) If @« = 2 and ¢, < 21/, then either ¢c; = 211’ and the w-graphs are the complete
bipartite graph K, v or c; = 31’ /2 and the p-graphs are the complete multi-
partite graph Kz, .

Proof: The assumption u' > 0 implies that I is locally connected, thus & > 1. Let x
and y be any two vertices of I at distance 2. Then the graph A(x, y) has ¢, vertices,
valency p’ by [7, Theorem 3.1(i)], and it is not complete, since we assumed ¢; >
i + 1. Therefore, there are nonadjacent vertices in A(x, y). If any pair of such vertices
has i’ common neighbours, then A(x, y) is a complete multipartite graph K, where
n=c,—u andt = c3/n (cf. [2, p. 3], as it is co-edge-regular and has k' = /). Let
us now assume that there exist nonadjacent vertices u and v in A(x, y) such that

w = |D(x, y,u,v)| < i, ie, s:=p' —w=|Dy(x,y)NT(u,v)| > 1,
(see Fig. 2). Let I'(x, y, u, v) = {z1, ... , zw}, [, v) N D%(x, y) = {x1, X2, ..., Xg}

and T'(u, v) N Dy(x, y) = {y1, Y2, - -+, Vs

(1) Thena = |I'(xy, x, ¥)| = [{u, v}| = 2, whichis notpossible. Hence, the pt-graphs
of I are the complete multipartite graph K;,. By Proposition 3.1(ii), we have
t = 2 and thus also ¢, = 2.

Fig. 2 Part of the distance partition corresponding to vertices x and y at distance 2
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(ii)) We have I'(xy, y,u,v) C (F(x, x1, y) NI (u, v)) U (Dzl(x, y)N Ik, v)), and
thus we obtain an upper bound on the size of the set I'(xy, y, u, v):

IT(xy, y,u,v)| <o —2+s. 3)

Note that here we needed the assumption « > 2. Similarly, we derive two more

inequalities:
=T,V =Hx,y, X1, ..., X, Y1y eoe s Vs 2y o v o s Zu)]
=u +2+s, ie, s<c—pu —2, )]
IC(y, x| = [T (xq, y, )| + 10, y, v)| = [Txn, y, w, v)| + {u, v}, e,
21—y +2 < |T(x1, y, u, v)|. (5)

Finally, by combining (3) and 5 and assuming (4), we obtain 3y’ + 6 < 2¢; + «,
which is contradicting the assumption. So each p-graph of I is a complete mul-
tipartite graph.

(iii) Since we assumed ¢, < 2/, the vertices u and v have a common neighbour in
A(x, y). This conclusion translates to w > 1. Because « = 2 the only neighbours
in I'(x, y) of the vertex x; are u and v, so z; is not adjacent to x; or y; for all i
and j. Therefore,

62 = |F(u7v)| 2 |{Z17'x17‘-' ’xsv ylv"' ayS}| + |F(Zla uvv)l
=1+2s+pu e, ca—1-2s>u. 6)

In order to get the above inequality we started with two nonadjacent vertices u
and v in I'(x, y), where the distance between x and y is 2 and |I"(u, v, x, y)| =
w < u'. Now for the nonadjacent vertices x; and y in I'(u, v) we have that
the distance between u and v is 2 and |I'(x, y, u, v)| <, since ['(y, u, v) =
{yi,¥2, - » Vs» 215 -+ » 2w} and T(xy, y,u, v) S {y1, ¥2, ..., V). Ass =’ —
w < u' we conclude the same way as in (6) that

c—1-=2w>pu. @)

However, by summing (6) and (7), and using ¢’ = s + w, we obtain ¢; > 2u’, a
contradiction! Therefore, the w-graphs of I' are complete multipartite graph K; ;.
By2 =« € {t —1,t},wehave ¢, = 2n and ' = n whent = 2 and ¢, = 3n and
i =2n whent = 3. -

Remark 3.3.

(i) There are some examples of the graph I" from the above Theorem 3.2 (ii) that are
locally co-edge-regular and not locally strongly regular. For example the Johnson
graph J(n, e) is locally the grid graph e x (n — e), which means that it is not
locally strongly regular unless n = 2e. Let us assume that e and n — e are at least
2.Ithasco =4, W' =2,a; =n —2 and o = 2, so it satisfies Theorem 3.2(ii).
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Hence its p-graphs are complete bipartite. It would be interesting to find some
examples for which ¢; > u’ + 2.

(ii) If we want that the p-graphs of I' are the complete multipartite graph K,
then the parameters n and ¢ are determined by ¢, = nt and u’ = (¢ — D)n, i.e.,
n=c—uandt =c/n.

Corollary 3.4. Let I' be a 1-homogeneous graph with diameter at least 2. If a, # 0,
a=2and cy =2u' > 2, then the u-graphs of T' are the complete bipartite graphs
K,v.,v. In particular, the ji-graphs of a graph with the same intersection array as the
Patterson graph are K4 4.

Proof: The first part is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 3.2(iii). Let
now I' be a distance-regular graph with the intersection array {280, 243, 144, 10;
1,8,90,280}, ie, the one of the Patterson graph. Then its eigenvalues are
280!, 80364, 203940 815795 _28780 5o it satisfies (1) with equality and is thus tight
by [9, Theorems 12.6 and 11.7], it is locally connected, 1-homogeneous, a, = 128
and c; = 8, ' = 4and o = 2, see [9, Example (xii) and Fig. A.4(k)]. So, by Theorem
3.2(iii), its p-graphs are the complete bipartite graphs K 4. g

Theorem 3.5. Let I" be a distance-regular graph with diameter at least 2, a; # 0, for
which the intersection number o exists with « > 1. Then the following (i) and (ii) are
equivalent.

(i) there are such integers t,n > 2 that the p-graphs of T are the complete multi-
partite graph K,

(ii) there exists a natural number ' > 1, such that U is locally co-edge-regular with
parameters (V', k', u'), where v = k, k' = ay, ¢ > (1’ + 1 and one of the follow-
ing (1)—(3) holds:
l.a=1,

2. a =2andcy <2/,
3.a>3and2c, +a < 3u’ + 6.

Suppose (i) and (ii) above hold. Thenn = ¢, — u', t = c;/nanda € {t — 1, t}.

Proof: Let us assume (i) holds. Then, by Proposition 3.1, the graph I' is locally
co-edge-regular with parameters (k, ay, u'), where ' = (t — D)n, ¢, = nt, aay =
clap—p)anda € {t — 1,t}). Ifa = 1, thent = 2, ¢; = 2u/, a; = 2n(a; — n) and
the u-graphs of I' are K, ,,. If @« = 2, then the assumption ¢ > 2 is equivalentto u’ > 0,
which means that the graph I is locally connected. It also implies, by # = ¢, /(c; — '),
that we have ¢, < 2. Finally, we assume « > 3. Then ¢ > 3 and we have (n — 2)(t —
3) > 0, which implies 2(c; + o) < 3u’ + 6 and so also 2¢; +« < 3u’ + 6.

The rest of the statement follows directly from Theorem 3.2. g

Problem 3.6 Find more necessary and sufficient conditions for the graph I" from The-
orem 3.2 to have complete multipartite u-graphs. Or even more generally, find more
properties of a distance-regular graph I' that determine its -graphs. (There are exam-
ples of graphs in the AT4 family that have more complicated zi-graphs, see Table 1.)
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4 AT4 family

Let T" be an antipodal tight graph AT4(p, g, r). Based on Proposition 2.1, we have
w = p >0 (ie., I is locally connected), and a, = pg? # 0, which means that the
following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 2.1 (the case
p + g = r has already been treated in Proposition 2.1(v)).

Corollary 4.1. Let I" be an antipodal tight graph AT4(p, q,r) and p + q > r. Then
the condition

(p+q9)Q2q+1)<3r(p+2)

implies that all -graph are the complete multipartite graphs K, ., withn = ¢, — 1/ =
ga — pandt = cy/(c; — ') = qa/(qa — p).

Corollary 4.2. Let T’ be an antipodal tight graph AT4(qs, q, q), where s is a natu-
ral number. Then o = s + 1 and the p-graphs are the complete multipartite graphs

K(S—H)xq-

Proof: From p = sq and r = g we obtain @ = s 4 1 by Proposition 2.1(iii). Let us
first assume s > 2. Then ¢; — ' = g — sq = ¢ and the inequality in Corollary 4.1
translates to 0 < (s — 2)(¢ — 1) 4 3. Since this condition is satisfied, the p-graphs of
I" are the complete multipartite graphs K, y1)xg-

It remains to consider the case s = 1. Then ¢; = 2¢, u' = g and @ = 2. Therefore,
by Theorem 3.2(iii), every p-graph of I is the complete bipartite graph K, ,. g

Examples that satisfy the above result are the graphs A2, A3, A4, A6 and A8 from
Table 1.1.

Theorem 4.3. Let T be a tight distance-regular graph AT4(p, q, r) with p > 1. Then
its -graphs are complete multipartite if and only if there exists an integer s such that

(p’ q,r) = (CIS’ q, 61)

Proof: Let us assume that w-graphs of I' are complete multipartite graphs K., (¢
and n are determined as we know the size of the p-graph and its valency). Thus, by
Proposition 2.1(i-iv) and Proposition 3.1(i-ii), wehavea = (p + q)/r,a € {t — 1, t},

ga=cy=nt, and p=pu = (- Dn. 8)

Case o = t. Then we have n = ¢ and thus also p = (t — 1)q, i.e., p + g = tq. But
then tr = ar = p + g implies r = q. Hence (p, q,r) = (sq,q,q) fors =t — 1.
Case o =t — 1. Then, by (8), we have g = n(e + 1) and p = an. Therefore,
(¢+1)|g and o | p. As ar = p + ¢q it follows that « also divides g. Hence, there
exists a natural number A such that ¢ = h(a + D). It follows n = ha?, p = ha?
and r = (p + q)/a = h(a® + o + 1). Since we assumed p # 1, we have o # 1 by
Proposition 2.1(v). If « = 2, then ¢ = 6h, p = 8k and, by Proposition 2.1(iv)(3), we
a Springer
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Fig. 3 Parts of the distance distribution diagram of a pair of vertices at distance 2. For the complete figure
in the case of diameter 4 see [6, Fig. 6.1]

have 7| (h — Dh(h + 1),ie., h =70 — 1 or h =7¢ or h =7 + 1 for an integer ¢,
and hence 9¢ — 1|20 or 2 4+ 63£ | 140 or 11 4 63£ | 140, which is impossible.
Finally, we assume o > 3. In this case we first show the following inequality

W14 =2n4 0 —1)(1 -3 —(@-3)). ©)

Let x, y and z be pairwise adjacent vertices of I". The local graph A(y) is connected
and strongly regular with A’ = 2p — g = ha(a — 1)(2a + 1) by Proposition 2.1(ii).
Therefore, there exists a vertex u € U := I'(x, y) N I'x(z), see Fig. 3(b).

Vertices of the graph A(x, y, z) are partitioned into the following sets:

A:=T(x,y,z,u) and B:=Tu)Nl(x,y,?2),

so we have |A|=c; —2n=(¢ —2)n and |B| =X — (t — 2)n = ha(a® — 1) # 0.
Let b € B. By Proposition 3.1(ii), the vertex b has exactly o — 2 neighbours in A, see
Fig. 3(c). Since o > 3, there exists an element a € A adjacent to b. Let C be a maxi-
mal independent set in A containing a. Let ¢ € C\{a}. Note that there are n — 1 > 0
choices for c. By Proposition 3.1(ii), vertices a and ¢ have no common neighbours in
B, so the distance between vertices b and c is 2, see Fig. 3(d). Since the p-graph of b
and c is K, and it contains x, y and z, the number of common neighbours of b and ¢ in
A(x, y, z)is exactly (¢ — 3)n. By Proposition 3.1(ii) and u € Df(c, b), exactly o« — 3
of those neighbours are adjacent to u, hence [BNT'(b, c)| = (t —3)n — (@ — 3). As
we have already mentioned, the vertices in C\{a} have no common neighbours in B,
so it follows that b has at least (n — 1)((t —3n — (o — 3)) neighbours in B. As the
size of the set B is A — (¢ — 2)n, the inequality (9) follows. However, (9) is equivalent
to

G —a)a*h* +a*h* + 1) — Ba + Dah —30’h(h — 1) =1 > 0,

which is clearly impossible. The converse follows directly from Corollary 4.2. g
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We have seen in the proof of Theorem 4.3 that the case « = ¢t — 1 was ruled out.
Furthermore, by Theorem 3.2(iii), @ = 2 implies ¢ = 2, so in the case of r = 3 we
have o = 3. We propose the following open problem.

Problem 4.4 Let T" be a distance-regular graph with diameter at least 2, whose u-
graphs are the complete multipartite graph K;y,, with n > 2, for which a; # 0 and
the intersection number « exists with &« > 2. Then show o = t.

Corollary 4.5. Let I" be an antipodal tight graph AT4(p, q, r). Then exactly one of
the following statements holds.

(1) T is the unique AT4(1, 2, 3) graph (and o = 1), i.e., the Conway-Smith graph.
(i) I'isan AT4(q —2,q,q — 1) graph (and a = 2).
(iii) I" is an AT4(gs, q, q) graph, where s is an integer (and o = s + 1).
av) (p+g9)2q +1) = 3r(p+2)and @ > 3, in particularr < q — 1.

Proof: If ¢ = 1, then, by Proposition 2.1(v), the graph I' is the Conway-Smith graph,
p=1,g=2andr =q+1=3.1f r = g, then g divides p by Proposition 2.1(iii),
and the graph I' is a member of the family AT4(gs, ¢, g) witha = s + 1 for an integer
s by Corollary 4.2.

Suppose from now on « > 2 and the graph I' is not a member of the fam-
ily mentioned in (iii), i.e., the w-graphs of I' are not all complete multipartite by
Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 2.1(v). Let us assume first « =2, ie.,, 2r = p +g¢q
by Proposition 2.1(iii). Then 2|(p 4+ ¢) and we have 2q = ¢, > 2u’ =2p, i.e.,
p+ 1 <gq, by Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 3.2(iii). By Proposition 2.1(iv(2)),
this implies ¢ = p+2 and r = g — 1, so the graph I" is a member of the family
AT4(q — 2,q,q — 1). Now we assume 3 < «, and we obtain the first inequality in (iv)
by Corollary 4.1. Suppose r > g — 1,1i.e.,¥ > q.Sincer # g, wehaver > g + 1. By
a > 3 weobtain p > 2¢g + 3. On the other hand, by the first inequality in (iv), we have
2¢* > pq +2p +5q +6,i.e.,2q > p+5+2(p + 3)/q, which is not possible. [

Remark 4.6.

(i) The parameters of the family AT4(ha?, ha(o + 1), h(a? + o + 1)) satisfy the
inequality 2¢; + o < 3’ + 6, hence, by Corollary 4.1, its members (if they ex-
isted) would have complete multipartite p-graphs. There are some members of
this family that passed all other known criteria of feasibility and for which the
above statement shows that the corresponding graph does not exist. For exam-
ple for & = a(o + 1) and (@ + 2) | 570 we obtain 13 feasible parameter sets, the
smallest one being AT4(324, 144, 156), where o = 3.

(ii) Let us assume « > 3. Then the first inequality in Corollary 4.5(iv) implies in the
case when p/q is large that we can determine all feasible parameter sets using
Proposition 2.1(iv(3)). In particular, letus supposer = g — 1.Bya = (p + q)/r,
ie., p+ 1= (¢ — 1)g — 1), and Corollary 4.5(iv), we obtain

6
3<a<3+—. (10)
q—4
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For ¢ > 10 we have 6/(q —4) < 1 and thus « =3 and p = 2¢ — 3. But, by
Proposition 2.1(vi(3)), we have (¢ + 3)]90, i.e., g € {12, 15, 27, 42}. It is not
difficult to consider also the cases when g < 10.

(iii) There are many parameter sets withr = ¢ + 1, ¢ # 2, that passed all other known
criteria and for which the above statement shows that the corresponding graph does
not exist. For example, in the case « = 6 we have AT4(41, 7, 8), AT4(66, 12, 13),
AT4(191, 37, 38), AT4(216, 42, 43), and AT4(30s + 21, 65 + 3, 6s + 4), where
s + lisapositivedivisorof 60,i.e.,s € {0, 1,2, 3,4,5,9, 11, 14, 19, 29, 59}. But
there are also examples with different o: AT4(519, 36, 37), AT4(1162, 42, 43),
AT4(2591, 73, 74).

(iv) The graph AS is a member of the family AT4(q — 2, g, g — 1), while the graph
A9 is an example of AT4(gs, g, g — 1), so it satisfies the bound r < g — 1 with
equality.

(v) For o = 3 there exists a feasible family AT4(6s, 6s, 4s) with s integral, the small-
est example is AT4(6, 6,4) with k = 288 and a; = 42, cf. B9 and B10 from

[6, Table 2(b)].

We will give a complete classification of the AT4(gs, ¢, ¢) family of distance-
regular graphs in a subsequent paper [8].
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