arXiv:2307.12710v1 [math.CO] 24 Jul 2023

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I

AKIHIRO MUNEMASA, KAISHUN WANG, YUEFENG YANG, AND WENYING ZHU

Abstract. We classify certain non-symmetric commutative association schemes. As an application, we determine all the weakly distance-regular circulants of one type of arcs by using Schur rings. We also give the classification of primitive weakly distance-regular circulants.

1. Introduction

As a natural directed version of distance-regular graphs (see [3, 4] for a background of the theory of distance-regular graphs), Wang and Suzuki [15] introduced the concept of weakly distance-regular digraphs. Both distance-regular graphs and weakly distance-regular digraphs can be regarded as association schemes.

A d-class association scheme X is a pair (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}), where X is a finite set, and each R_i is a nonempty subset of X × X satisfying the following axioms (see [2, 24, 25] for a background of the theory of association schemes):

(i) R_0 = {(x, x) | x ∈ X} is the diagonal relation; (ii) X × X = R_0 ∪ R_1 ∪ · · · ∪ R_d, R_i ∩ R_j = ∅ (i ≠ j);

(iii) for each i, R^T_i = R_i∗ for some 0 ≤ i^∗ ≤ d, where R^T_i = {(y, x) | (x, y) ∈ R_i}; (iv) for all i, j, l, the cardinality of the set P_{i,j}(x, y) := R_i(x) ∩ R_j∗ (y) is constant whenever (x, y) ∈ R_l, where R(x) = {y | (x, y) ∈ R} for R ⊆ X×X and x ∈ X. This constant is denoted by p^l_{i,j}.

A d-class association scheme is also called an association scheme with d classes (or even simply a scheme). The integers p^l_{i,j} are called the intersection numbers of X. We say that X is commutative if p^l_{i,j} = p^l_{j,i} for all i, j, l. The subsets R_i are called the relations of X. For each i, the integer k_i := p^0_{i,i}∗ is called the valency of R_i. A relation R_i is called symmetric if i = i^∗, and non-symmetric otherwise. An association scheme is called symmetric if all relations are symmetric, and non-symmetric otherwise. An association scheme is called skew-symmetric if the diagonal relation is the only symmetric relation.

Let X = (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) be an association scheme. For two nonempty subsets E and F of {R_i}^d_{i=0}, define EF := {R_l | ∑ R_i∈E ∑ R_j ∈F p^l_{i,j} ≠ 0}. We write R_iR_j instead of {R_i}{R_j }, and R^2_i instead of {R_i}{R_i}. If R_i∗ R_j ⊆ F for any R_i, R_j ∈ F , we say that F is closed. We say that R_j generates X if the smallest closed subset containing R_j is equal to {R_i}^d_{i=0}. We call X primitive if every non-diagonal relation generates X. Otherwise, X is said to be imprimitive.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 05E30.

Key words and phrases. association scheme; Schur ring; weakly distance-regular digraph; circulant; primitivity. 1

2 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

In this paper, we classify certain non-symmetric commutative association schemes. Our first main result is as follows. See Section 2 for precise definitions of a pseudocyclic scheme and a cyclotomic scheme.

Theorem 1.1. Let X = (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) be a commutative association scheme generated by a non-symmetric relation R_1 with k_1 > 1 satisfying

R^2_1 ⊆ {R_1, R_1∗ , R_2}, (1) R_1R_1∗ ⊆ {R_0, R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }, (2) 2 /∈ {1^∗, 2^∗}. (3) If k_1 ≥ k_2, then d = 4. Moreover, if X is pseudocyclic, then X is isomorphic to the cyclotomic scheme Cyc(13, 4).

In [10], Miklavić and Potočnik gave the classification of distance-regular circulants. As an application of Theorem 1.1, we obtain the classification of weakly distanceregular circulants of one type of arcs. In order to state our results, we introduce some basic notations and terminologies about weakly distance-regular circulants. See [5, 14, 15, 16, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23] for more details.

We always use Γ to denote a finite simple digraph, which is not undirected. We write V Γ and AΓ for the vertex set and arc set of Γ, respectively. For any x, y ∈ V Γ, let ∂_Γ(x, y) be the one-way distance from x to y in Γ, and ~∂_Γ(x, y) := (∂_Γ(x, y), ∂_Γ(y, x)) the two-way distance from x to y in Γ. If no confusion occurs, we write ∂(x, y) (resp. ~∂(x, y)) instead of ∂_Γ(x, y) (resp. ~∂_Γ(x, y)). Denote ~∂(Γ) = { ~∂(x, y) | x, y ∈ V Γ} and Γ_ĩ = {(x, y) ∈ V Γ × V Γ | ~∂(x, y) = ĩ}. An arc (u, v) of Γ is of type (1, r) if ∂(v, u) = r.

A strongly connected digraph Γ is said to be weakly distance-regular if the configuration X(Γ) = (V Γ, {Γ~_i}_{ĩ∈} ~_{∂(Γ)}) is an association scheme. This is a directed generalization of distance-regular graphs (see [3]). We call X(Γ) the attached scheme of Γ. We say that Γ is primitive (resp. commutative) if X(Γ) is primitive (resp. commutative). For each (a, b) ∈ ~∂(Γ), we write Γ_{a,b} (resp. k_{a,b}) instead of Γ_{(a,b)} (resp. k_{(a,b)}).

Let G be a finite, multiplicatively written, group with identity e, and S be a subset of G without identity. A Cayley digraph of a group G with respect to the set S, denoted by Cay(G, S), is the digraph with vertex set G, where (x, y) is an arc whenever yx^{−1} ∈ S. A digraph which is isomorphic to a Cayley digraph of a cyclic group is called a circulant. For a positive integer n, denote by C_n the Cayley digraph Cay(Z_n, {1}), K_n the complete graph Cay(Z_n, Z_n \ {0}) and K_n the edgeless graph Cay(Z_n, ∅), respectively.

A classical example of weakly distance-regular Cayley digraphs are Paley digraphs, defined as follows. For a prime power q = p^m with q ≡ 3 (mod 4), let GF(q) denote the finite field of cardinality q, let S denote the set of all squares in the multiplicative group of GF(q), and let G ∼= Z^m_p denote the additive group of GF(q), where Z_p = {0, 1, . . . , p − 1} is the cyclic group of order p, written additively. The Paley digraph P (q) of order q is defined as the digraph Cay(G, S).

For the digraphs Γ and Σ, the direct product Γ × Σ is the digraph with vertex set V Γ × V Σ such that ((u_1, u_2), (v_1, v_2)) is an arc if and only if (u_1, v_1) ∈ AΓ and (u_2, v_2) ∈ AΣ; the lexicographic product Γ[Σ] is the digraph with vertex set V Γ × V Σ such that ((u_1, u_2), (v_1, v_2)) is an arc if and only if either (u_1, v_1) ∈ AΓ, or u_1 = v_1 and (u_2, v_2) ∈ AΣ.

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 3

Our second main theorem is as follows, which classifies all weakly distance-regular circulants of one type of arcs.

Theorem 1.2. A digraph Γ is a weakly distance-regular circulant of one type of arcs, if and only if Γ is isomorphic to one of the following digraphs:

(i) C_m[K_l]; (ii) P (p)[K_l]; (iii) C_3 × K_h;

(iv) Cay(Z_{13}, {1, 3, 9})[K_l].

Here, l ≥ 1, m ≥ 3, h, p > 3, 3 ∤ h and p is prime such that p ≡ 3 (mod 4).

In the forthcoming paper [11], we shall classify weakly distance-regular circulants of more than one types of arcs. The following result is a consequence of Theorem 1.2, which determines all primitive weakly distance-regular circulants.

Corollary 1.3. A digraph Γ is a primitive weakly distance-regular circulant, if and only if Γ is isomorphic to C_p, P (r) or Cay(Z_{13}, {1, 3, 9}), where p, r are primes with r ≡ 3 (mod 4).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some basic results concerning association schemes and weakly distance-regular digraphs. In Section 3, we give a proof of Theorem 1.1 based on the results in Section 2. In Section 4, we recall the concepts of Schur rings. In Sections 5 and 6, we discuss the subdigraphs of weakly distance-regular circulants by using Theorem 1.1 and the results in Section 4. In Section 7, we prove Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3 based on the results in Sections 5 and 6.

2. Preliminaries

Let X = (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) be a commutative association scheme with |X| = n. The adjacency matrix A_i of R_i is the n×n matrix whose (x, y)-entry is 1 if (x, y) ∈ R_i, and 0 otherwise. By the adjacency or Bose-Mesner algebra U of X we mean the algebra generated by A_0, A_1, . . . , A_d over the complex field. Axioms (i)–(iv) are equivalent to the following:

A_0 = I, d∑ i=0 A_i = J, A^T_i = A_i∗ , A_iA_j = d∑ l=0 p^l_{i,j}A_l, where I and J are the identity and all-one matrices of order n, respectively.

Since U consists of commuting normal matrices, it has a second basis consisting of primitive idempotents E_0 = J/n, E_1, . . . , E_d. The integers m_i = rankE_i are called the multiplicities of X, and m_0 = 1 is said to be the trivial multiplicity. A commutative association scheme is called pseudocyclic if all the non-trivial multiplicities coincide with each other.

Now we list basic properties of intersection numbers.

Lemma 2.1 ([2, Chapter II, Proposition 2.2] and [1, Proposition 5.1]). Let the configuration (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) be an association scheme. The following hold:

(i) k_ik_j = ∑_d l=0 p^l_{i,j}k_l; (ii) p^l_{i,j}k_l = p^i_{l,j}∗ k_i = p^j_i∗_{,l}k_j; (iii) ∑_d j=0 p^l_{i,j} = k_i;

4 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

(iv) ∑_d α=0 p^α_{i,j}p^l_{f,α} = ∑_d β=0 p^β_{f,i}p^l_{β,j}; (v) lcm(k_i, k_j) | p^l_{i,j}k_l.

We call an association scheme (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) a translation scheme, if the underlying set X has the structure of an additive group, and for all relations R_i, (x, y) ∈ R_i ⇐⇒ (x + z, y + z) ∈ R_i for all z ∈ X. A classical example of translation schemes is the cyclotomic scheme which we describe now. Let α be a primitive element of GF(q), where q is a prime power. For a fixed divisor d of q − 1, define (x, y) ∈ R_i if x − y ∈ α^i⟨α^d⟩, 1 ≤ i ≤ d. These relations R_i define a pseudocyclic scheme, denoted by Cyc(q, d), called the d-class cyclotomic scheme over GF(q).

Lemma 2.2 ([3, Theorem 2.10.5]). Let (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) be a primitive translation scheme with d ≥ 2. If X has some cyclic Sylow subgroup (and in particular if X is cyclic), then |X| is prime and (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) is cyclotomic.

Lemma 2.3. Let (GF(q), {R_i}^d_{i=0}) be the d-class cyclotomic scheme. For 1 ≤ i ≤ d and s ∈ GF(q) \ {0}, define R^{(s)}_i = {(sx, sy) | (x, y) ∈ R_i}. Then, for any fixed i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d}, {R^{(s)}_i | s ∈ GF(q) \ {0}} = {R_j | 1 ≤ j ≤ d}. Proof. Let α be a primitive element of GF(q). Then {sα^i⟨α^d⟩ | s ∈ GF(q) \ {0}} = {α^j⟨α^d⟩ | 1 ≤ j ≤ d}, and the result follows immediately from this. □ As a consequence of Lemma 2.3, as digraphs, we have (GF(q), R_i) ∼= (GF(q), R_j ) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. For example when (q, d) = (13, 4) we have (GF(13), R_i) ∼= Cay(Z_{13}, {1, 3, 9}) for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4.

Lemma 2.4. Let X = (X, {R_0, R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }) be a 4-class skew-symmetric and pseudocyclic association scheme. If |X| > 5 and p^{2∗}_{1,1} = 0, then X is isomorphic to Cyc(13, 4).

Proof. The symmetrization (X, {R_0, R_1 ∪ R_1∗ , R_2 ∪ R_2∗ }) of X is a pseudocyclic association scheme with 2 classes. Thus, X is a skew-symmetric fission of a conference graph (see [9] for definitions). By the proof of [9, Theorem 3.3], there exist integers u and v such that |X| = u^2 + 4v^2, (4) p^{2∗}_{1,1} = |X| + 1 + 2u ± 8v 16 . Since p^{2∗}_{1,1} = 0, we have v^2 = (|X| + 1 + 2u)^2/64. Substituting this into (4), we obtain 20u^2 + 4(|X| + 1)u + |X|^2 − 14|X| + 1 = 0.

Since u is an integer, the discriminant of the quadratic is not less than zero. Thus (|X| + 1)^2 − 5(|X|^2 − 14|X| + 1) ≥ 0.

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 5

It follows that 9 − 4 √ 5 ≤ |X| ≤ 9 + 4 √ 5. By [9, Theorem 3.3], one gets |X| ≡ 5 (mod 8), which implies |X| = 13. In view of [6, Result 1], X is isomorphic to Cyc(13, 4). □

We close this section with three results on weakly distance-regular digraphs.

Lemma 2.5. Let Γ be a commutative weakly distance-regular digraph. Suppose that (x_0, x_1, . . . , x_m) is a path of length m > 0. For each i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , m − 1}, there exists a path (x_0 = y_0, y_1, . . . , y_m = x_m) such that ~∂(x_0, y_1) = ~∂(x_i, x_{i+1}).

Proof. The desired result follows from the commutativity of Γ. □

Lemma 2.6. Let Γ be a weakly distance-regular digraph. If p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} > 0 with q ≥ 3, then each arc of type (1, q − 1) is contained in a circuit of length q consisting of arcs of type (1, q − 1).

Proof. Let (x_0, x_1) ∈ Γ_{1,q−1}. Since p^{(1,q−1)}_{(2,q−2),(q−1,1)}k_{1,q−1} = p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}k_{2,q−2} > 0 from Lemma 2.1 (ii), there exists a vertex x_2 ∈ P_{(2,q−2),(q−1,1)}(x_0, x_1). Pick a path (x_2, x_3, . . . , x_{q−1}, x_0). The fact that (x_1, x_3) ∈ Γ_{2,q−2} implies that there exists a vertex x^′_2 ∈ P_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}(x_1, x_3). Then (x_0, x_1, x^′_2, x_3, . . . , x_{q−1}) is a circuit containing at least three arcs of type (1, q − 1). Repeating this process, there exists a circuit (x_0, x_1, x^′_2, x^′_3, . . . , x^′_{q−1}) consisting of arcs of type (1, q − 1). Since (x_0, x_1) ∈ Γ_{1,q−1} was arbitrary, the desired result follows. □

Lemma 2.7. Let Γ be a weakly distance-regular digraph, and (x_0, x_1, . . . , x_{m−1}) be a shortest circuit consisting of arcs of type (1, q − 1) with q ≥ 3. Assume k_{1,q−1} ≥ k_{a,b}, where (a, b) = ~∂(x_0, x_2). Denote Y_i = P_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}(x_{i−1}, x_{i+1}), where the indices are read modulo m. If p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} > 0 or |Γ^2_{1,q−1}| = 1, then (x_{i−1}, x_{i+1}) ∈ Γ_{a,b}, and P_{(a,b),(q−1,1)}(x_{i−2}, x_{i−1}) = P_{(q−1,1),(a,b)}(x_{i+1}, x_{i+2}) = Y_i for all i. Moreover, if q > 3 and Γ is a Cayley digraph of an additive group, then Y_i − x_{i−1} = Y_{i+1} − x_i for all i.

Proof. Note that m ≥ q. If m = q, then ∂(x_i, x_{i+j}) = j for 1 ≤ j < q, and so (a, b) = (2, q − 2). If m > q, from Lemma 2.6, then p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} = 0, and so Γ^2_{1,q−1} = {Γ_{a,b}}. Thus, (x_{i−1}, x_{i+1}) ∈ Γ_{a,b} for all i.

To complete the proof of this lemma, we only need to consider the case i = 1 only. For the first statement, since the proof of Y_1 = P_{(a,b),(q−1,1)}(x_{m−1}, x_0) is similar, It suffices to show Y_1 = P_{(q−1,1),(a,b)}(x_2, x_3) only. If y ∈ Y_1, then (x_0, y, x_2, . . . , x_{m−1}) is also a shortest circuit consisting of arcs of type (1, q −1). Similarly, (y, x_3) ∈ Γ_{a,b}, and so y ∈ P_{(q−1,1),(a,b)}(x_2, x_3). Hence, Y_1 ⊆ P_{(q−1,1),(a,b)}(x_2, x_3), and so p^{(a,b)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} ≤ p^{(1,q−1)} (q−1,1),(a,b). By Lemma 2.1 (ii), one gets p (1,q−1) (q−1,1),(a,b)k1,q−1 = p (a,b) (1,q−1),(1,q−1)ka,b. Since k_{1,q−1} ≥ k_{a,b}, we obtain p^{(1,q−1)}_{(q−1,1),(a,b)} ≤ p^{(a,b)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}. It follows that p^{(a,b)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} = p^{(1,q−1)} (q−1,1),(a,b), and so Y1 = P(q−1,1),(a,b)(x2, x3). Thus, the first statement is valid.

Now suppose that q > 3 and Γ is a Cayley digraph of an additive group. From the first statement, we have Y_1 = P_{(a,b),(q−1,1)}(x_{m−1}, x_0). (5) Let y ∈ Y_2. Since m ≥ q > 3, (x_1, y, x_3, . . . , x_{m−1}, x_0) is a shortest circuit consisting of arcs of type (1, q − 1) which contains two distinct vertices y and x_{m−1}. From the

6 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

first statement again, one gets P_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}(x_0, y) = P_{(a,b),(q−1,1)}(x_{m−1}, x_0). (6) Since Γ is a Cayley digraph and (x_1, y), (x_0, x_1) ∈ Γ_{1,q−1}, we obtain x_0 + y − x_1 ∈ Γ_{1,q−1}(x_0) ∩ Γ_{q−1,1}(y) = P_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}(x_0, y) = Y_1 by (5) and (6). This proves y − x_1 ∈ Y_1 − x_0. Since y ∈ Y_2 was arbitrary, one has Y_2 − x_1 ⊆ Y_1 − x_0. The fact that |Y_1| = |Y_2| implies Y_1 − x_0 = Y_2 − x_1. The second statement is also valid. □

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1 We note that the second statement of Theorem 1.1 follows immediately from Lemma 2.4. To prove the first statement of Theorem 1.1, we set I := {i | R_i ∈ R^2_1} and J := {i | R_i ∈ R_1R_1∗ }. Then I ⊆ {1, 1^∗, 2} by (1). Since R_1R_1∗ = R_1∗ R_1 from the commutativity of X, we get J = J^∗. Since k_1 > 1, we have {0} ⫋ J. It follows from (2) that J = {0, 1, 1^∗}, {0, 2, 2^∗} or {0, 1, 1^∗, 2, 2^∗}. (7) In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we also need the following auxiliary lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) 1 ∈ I; (ii) p^1_{,1} ≠ 0;

(iii) {1, 1^∗} ⊆ J.

Proof. By setting i = j = l = 1 in Lemma 2.1 (ii), we get p^1_{,1} = p^1_{,1}∗ = p^{1∗}_{1,1}∗ . The desired result follows. □ Lemma 3.2. Let {R_i | i ∈ K} be a subset of {R_i}^d_{i=0}. Fix (x, z) ∈ R_2. Then (i) R_2R_1 ⊆ {R_i | i ∈ K} if and only if (x, w) ∈ ⋃ i∈K R_i for all w ∈ R_1(z);

(ii) R_2∗ R_1 ⊆ {R_i | i ∈ K} if and only if (z, w) ∈ ⋃ i∈K R_i for all w ∈ R_1(x).

Proof. Note that p^i_{2,1} ≠ 0 is equivalent to p^2_{i,1}∗ ≠ 0 by Lemma 2.1 (ii), which in turn is equivalent to R_i(x) ∩ R_1(z) ≠ ∅. Thus, R_2R_1 ⊆ {R_i | i ∈ K} is equivalent to R_1(z) ⊆ ⋃ i∈K R_i(x). This proves (i). The proof of (ii) is similar, hence omitted. □ Lemma 3.3. Suppose that R_2R_1 ⊆ {R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }, (8) R_2∗ R_1 ⊆ {R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }. (9) Then d = 4.

Proof. By (1) and (2), R^3_1 ⊆ {R_1, R_1∗ , R_2}R_1 ⊆ {R_0, R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }.

Then R^4_1 ⊆ {R_0, R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }R_1 ⊆ {R_0, R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }.

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 7

It follows from induction that R^i_1 ⊆ {R_0, R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }R_1 for i ≥ 5.

Since R_1 generates X, we obtain d = 4. □

Lemma 3.4. If I = {1, 1^∗}, then d = 4.

Proof. If J = {0, 1, 1^∗}, then R^i_1 = {R_0, R_1, R_1∗ } for i ≥ 3, which implies 2 = 1^∗ since R_1 generates X, contrary to (3). Lemma 3.1 and (7) imply that J = {0, 1, 1^∗, 2, 2^∗}.

Fix (x, z) ∈ R_2. Pick elements w ∈ R_1(z) and w^′ ∈ R_1(x). Since p^2_1∗_{,1} = p^2_{1,1}∗ ≠ 0, there exists an element y ∈ P_1∗_{,1}(x, z). The fact that I = {1, 1^∗} implies (y, w), (y, w^′) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ . Since 2 /∈ {1, 1^∗} and J = {0, 1, 1^∗, 2, 2^∗}, one has (x, w), (w^′, z) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ . (8) and (9) are valid from Lemma 3.2 (i) and (ii), respectively. The desired result follows by Lemma 3.3. □

Lemma 3.5. If k_1 > k_2 and 2 ∈ I, then d = 4.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, it suffices to show that (8) and (9) are both valid.

Indeed, fix (x, z) ∈ R_2. Pick an element w ∈ R_1(z). By Lemma 2.1 (ii), we have p^2_{1,1}k_2 = p^1∗_{,2}k_1. Since 2 ∈ I and k_1 > k_2, one gets p^2_{1,1} > p^1∗_{,2}. It follows that there exists an element y ∈ P_{1,1}(x, z) such that (y, w) /∈ R_2. Since I ⊆ {1, 1^∗, 2}, we obtain (y, w) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ . Note that 2 ≠ 1^∗ by (3). In view of (7), one has (x, w) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ . (8) follows from Lemma 3.2 (i).

Next, pick an element w^′ ∈ R_1(x). If J = {0, 1, 1^∗}, then (y, w^′) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ , and (z, w^′) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ since I ⊆ {1, 1^∗, 2}, which imply that (9) is valid from Lemma 3.2 (ii). Suppose 2, 2^∗ ∈ J. Lemma 2.1 (ii) implies p^2_{1,1}∗ k_2 = p^1_{,2}∗ k_1. Since k_1 > k_2, one gets p^2_{1,1}∗ > p^1_{,2}∗ . The fact J ⊆ {0, 1, 1^∗, 2, 2^∗} implies that there exists y^′ ∈ P_{1,1}∗ (x, z) with (y^′, w^′) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2. Since I ⊆ {1, 1^∗, 2}, from (8), one has (z, w^′) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ . (9) follows from Lemma 3.2 (ii). □

We list some consequences of Lemma 2.1 (ii) as follows: p^1_{,1} = p^1_{,1}∗ = p^1∗_{,1} = p^{1∗}_{1,1}∗ = p^{1∗}_1∗_{,1},

(10)

p^2_{1,1}∗ = p^2_1∗_{,1} = p^{2∗}_{1,1}∗ = p^{2∗}_1∗_{,1},

(11) p^1_{2,1} = p^1_2∗_{,1}.

(12)

Lemma 3.6. The following hold: (i) ∑_d j=0 p^l_{1,j} = k_1;

(ii) ∑ l∈I p^l_{1,1}k_l = k^2_1 ;

(iii) 2 ∑ l∈{1,2} p l 1,1^∗ kl = k1(k1 − 1);

(iv) ∑ α∈I (p^α_{1,1})^2k_α = k^2_1 + 2 ∑ β∈{1,2}(p β 1,1^∗ )

2k_β.

Proof. (i) follows by setting i = 1 in Lemma 2.1 (iii). (ii) follows by setting i = j = 1 in Lemma 2.1 (i). (iii) follows by setting i = 1 and j = 1^∗ in Lemma 2.1 (i), and using (10) and (11).

In view of Lemma 2.1 (ii), we have p^1∗_{,α} = p^α_{1,1}k_α/k_1 for all α ∈ I and p^1_{β,1} = p^β_{1,1}∗ k_β/k_1 for all β ∈ J. By setting i = j = l = 1 and f = 1^∗ in Lemma 2.1 (iv), and using (10)–(12), (iv) is also valid. □

Lemma 3.7. For x, z ∈ X, we have P_{1,1}(x, z) × P_{1,1}∗ (x, z) ⊆ ⋃ j∈I∩J Rj . Proof. Pick y ∈ P_{1,1}(x, z) and y^′ ∈ P_{1,1}∗ (x, z). Since z ∈ P_{1,1}(y, y^′) and x ∈ P_1∗_{,1}(y, y^′), we have (y, y^′) ∈ R_j for some j ∈ I ∩ J. □

8 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

In the following, we divide the proof of the first statement of Theorem 1.1 into three subsections according to separate assumptions based on the cardinality of the set I.

3.1. The case |I| = 1. By (1), we have I = {i} for some i ∈ {1, 1^∗, 2}. In view of Lemma 3.6 (ii), one gets p^i_{1,1}k_i = k^2_1 . Since k_1 ≥ k_2, we obtain p^i_{1,1} = k_i = k_1. It follows from Lemma 3.6 (i) that p^i_{1,1}∗ = 0. This implies i /∈ J and also i ≠ 1 by Lemma 3.1. Thus 1 /∈ I, and hence {1, 1^∗, i, i^∗}∩J = ∅. In view of (7), one has i = 1^∗ and J = {0, 2, 2^∗}. By Lemma 3.6 (iii), we have p^2_{1,1}∗ = k_1(k_1 − 1)/(2k_2). Lemma 3.6 (iv) implies (p^{1∗}_{1,1})^2k_1 = k^2_1 + 2(p^2_{1,1}∗ )^2k_2. Substituting p^{1∗}_{1,1} and p^2_{1,1}∗ into the above equation, we get k_2 = (k_1 − 1)/2, and so p^2_{1,1}∗ = p^{2∗}_{1,1}∗ = k_1. Since p^1_{2,1}k_1 = p^2_{1,1}∗ k_2 and p^1_2∗_{,1}k_1 = p^{2∗}_{1,1}∗ k_2 from Lemma 2.1 (ii), one obtains p^1_{2,1} = p^1_2∗_{,1} = k_2. Note that k_2k_1 = p^1_{2,1}k_1 = p^1_2∗_{,1}k_1. Lemma 2.1 (i) implies R_2R_1 = R_2∗ R_1 = {R_1}. It follows from Lemma 3.3 that d = 4.

3.2. The case |I| = 2. By Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, we only need to consider the case that I = {1, 2} or I = {1^∗, 2}, and k_1 = k_2.

Case 1. I = {1, 2}.

By Lemma 3.1 and (7), one gets J = {0, 1, 1^∗} or J = {0, 1, 1^∗, 2, 2^∗}. Since k_1 = k_2, from Lemma 3.6 (iii) and (10), one has 2p^1_{,1} + 2p^2_{1,1}∗ = k_1 − 1. In view of Lemma 3.6 (ii), we get p^1_{,1} + p^2_{1,1} = k_1. By Lemma 3.6 (iv), we obtain

(p^1_{,1})^2 + (p^2_{1,1})^2 = k_1 + 2(p^1_{,1}∗ )^2 + 2(p^2_{1,1}∗ )^2.

In view of (10), we get (k_1 − p^1_{,1})^2 = k_1 + (p^1_{,1})^2 + (k_1 − 1 − 2p^1_{,1})^2/2.

Then p^1_{,1} = (k_1 − 1)/2 and p^2_{1,1}∗ = (k_1 − 1 − 2p^1_{,1})/2 = 0. Thus, J = {0, 1, 1^∗}.

Since p^1_{,1} ≠ 0, there exist elements x, y, z such that (x, y), (y, z), (x, z) ∈ R_1. Since I ∩ J = {1}, from Lemma 3.7, we have P_{1,1}∗ (x, z) = P_{1,1}∗ (x, y), contrary to the fact that z ∈ P_{1,1}∗ (x, y).

Case 2. I = {1^∗, 2}.

By Lemma 3.1 and (7), one has J = {0, 2, 2^∗}. Since k_1 = k_2, from Lemma 3.6 (iii), we obtain p^2_{1,1}∗ = (k_1 − 1)/2.

We claim p^2_{1,1} = 1. Pick (x, z) ∈ R_2. Since I ∩ J = {2}, Lemma 3.7 implies P_{1,1}∗ (x, z) ⊆ ⋂ y∈P_{1,1}(x,z) P_{1,2}∗ (x, y). Since p^2_{1,1}∗ = p^1_{,2}∗ from Lemma 2.1 (ii), we have |P_{1,1}∗ (x, z)| = |P_{1,2}∗ (x, y)| for all y ∈ P_{1,1}(x, z), which implies P_{1,1}∗ (x, z) = P_{1,2}∗ (x, y) for all y ∈ P_{1,1}(x, z). Now suppose y, y^′ ∈ P_{1,1}(x, z) are distinct. Since z ∈ P_{1,1}∗ (y, y^′) and J = {0, 2, 2^∗}, we have (y, y^′) ∈ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ . Then we may assume without loss of generality (y, y^′) ∈ R_2∗ . However, this is a contradiction since y ∈ P_{1,2}∗ (x, y^′) = P_{1,2}∗ (x, y).

By Lemma 3.6 (ii), we have p^{1∗}_{1,1} = k_1 − 1. Lemma 3.6 (iv) implies

(p^{1∗}_{1,1})^2 + (p^2_{1,1})^2 = k_1 + 2(p^2_{1,1}∗ )^2.

Substituting p^{1∗}_{1,1}, p^2_{1,1} and p^2_{1,1}∗ into the above equation, one gets k_1 = 3.

By Lemma 3.3, it suffices to show that (8) and (9) are both valid. Fix (x, z) ∈ R_2, and pick y ∈ P_{1,1}(x, z). Let w, w^′, w^{′′} be three elements such that R_1(z) = {w, w^′, w^{′′}}. Since p^{1∗}_{1,1} = 2, we may assume that w^′, w^{′′} ∈ P_{1,1}(z, y).

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 9

In view of Lemma 3.6 (i) and (12), we get p^1_{2,1} = p^1_2∗_{,1} = 1. Then we may assume w^′ ∈ P_{2,1}(x, y) and w^{′′} ∈ P_2∗_{,1}(x, y). By p^2_{1,1}∗ = 1, one has w ∈ P_{1,1}∗ (x, z). It follows from Lemma 3.2 (i) that (8) is valid.

Since z ∈ P_{2,1}(x, w^′), one has p^2_{,1} ≠ 0, which implies that there exists an element y^′ ∈ P_{1,2}(x, z). By k_1 = 3, we get R_1(x) = {y, y^′, w}. Thus, (9) follows from Lemma 3.2 (ii).

Remark 3.8. Since k_1 = k_2 = 3 and d = 4, we have |X| = 13. It follows from [6, Result 1] that X is isomorphic to Cyc(13, 4).

3.3. The case |I| = 3. By Lemma 3.5, we only need to consider the case k_1 = k_2. Lemma 3.1 implies {0, 1, 1^∗} ⊆ J. In view of Lemma 3.6 (iv) and (10), we obtain

(p^{1∗}_{1,1})^2 + (p^2_{1,1})^2 = k_1 + (p^1_{,1})^2 + 2(p^2_{1,1}∗ )^2.

(13)

Suppose J = {0, 1, 1^∗}. In view of Lemma 3.6 (iii) and (10), we get p^1_{,1} = (k_1−1)/2. Then Lemma 3.6 (ii) implies p^{1∗}_{1,1} + p^2_{1,1} = (k_1 + 1)/2. Since p^2_{1,1}∗ = 0, from (13), one gets (p^{1∗}_{1,1})^2 +(p^2_{1,1})^2 = (k_1 +1)^2/4. It follows that p^{1∗}_{1,1}p^2_{1,1} = 0, a contradiction. Hence, J = {0, 1, 1^∗, 2, 2^∗}.

Suppose p^2_{1,1} = p^2_{1,1}∗ . In view of Lemma 3.6 (iii) and (10), one gets p^1_{,1} + p^2_{1,1} = (k_1 − 1)/2. By Lemma 3.6 (ii), we have p^{1∗}_{1,1} = (k_1 + 1)/2. In view of (13), we get (p^1_{,1})^2 + (p^2_{1,1})^2 = (k_1 − 1)^2/4. It follows that p^1_{,1}p^2_{1,1} = 0, a contradiction. Hence, p^2_{1,1} ≠ p^2_{1,1}∗ .

By Lemma 3.3, it suffices to show that (8) and (9) are both valid. Fix (x, z) ∈ R_2, and pick an element w ∈ R_1(z). Then P_{1,1}(x, z) ⊆ (R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2∗ )(w) by (1). Suppose first P_{1,1}(x, z)∩(R_1 ∪R_1∗ )(w) ≠ ∅. Then (x, w) ∈ R_1 ∪R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪R_2∗ by (1), (2) and (3). Next suppose P_{1,1}(x, z) ⊆ R_2∗ (w). Since p^2_{1,1} = p^1∗_{,2} from Lemma 2.1 (ii), we have P_{1,1}(x, z) = P_1∗_{,2}(z, w). Since p^2_1∗_{,1} = p^2_{1,1}∗ ≠ 0 from (11), there exists an element y_0 ∈ P_1∗_{,1}(x, z). By y_0 /∈ P_1∗_{,2}(z, w), we get (y_0, w) ∈ R_1 ∪R_1∗ , which implies (x, w) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ . Therefore, (8) follows from Lemma 3.2 (i). Note that (8) implies

R_1∗ R_2∗ ⊆ {R_1, R_1∗ , R_2, R_2∗ }.

(14)

Next, pick an element w^′ ∈ R_1(x). Then P_{1,1}(x, z) ⊆ (R_0 ∪ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ )(w^′) by (2). Suppose first P_{1,1}(x, z) ∩ (R_0 ∪ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2)(w^′) ≠ ∅. By (1),(3) and (14), we have (z, w^′) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ . Now suppose P_{1,1}(x, z) ⊆ P_{1,2}(x, w^′). Since p^1∗_{,2} = p^2_{1,1} ≠ p^2_{1,1}∗ = p^1_{,2} from Lemma 2.1 (ii), one gets p^1∗_{,2} < p^2_1∗_{,1} = p^2_{1,1}∗ . Pick an element y ∈ P_{1,1}(x, z). Since (y, w^′) ∈ R_2, there exists an element x^′ ∈ P_1∗_{,1}(y, w^′) such that x^′ /∈ P_1∗_{,2}(y, z). Then (x^′, z) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ by (1). (2) and (3) imply (z, w^′) ∈ R_1 ∪ R_1∗ ∪ R_2 ∪ R_2∗ . Thus, (9) follows from Lemma 3.2 (ii).

Remark 3.9. We do not know any example occurring in the case |I| = 3 with k_1 = k_2. If there is an association scheme under this case, X will not be pseudocyclic by Lemma 2.4. Indeed X = Cyc(13, 4) satisfies |I| = 2.

Remark 3.10. In Theorem 1.1, the assumption k_1 > 1 is necessary. Indeed, the group scheme (see [2, Chapter II, Example 2.1 (2)] for a definition of a group scheme) over a cyclic group of order n > 2 satisfies all the conditions of Theorem 1.1 and d = n − 1.

10 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

4. Schur rings

Let G be a finite, multiplicatively written, group with identity e. For a set X ⊆ G and an integer m, we set X^{(m)} = {x^m | x ∈ X}. The formal sum of the elements of X is denoted by X, and we treat this element as an element of the group ring Z[G]. Given S ⊆ 2^G, we set S = {X | X ∈ S}.

A ring A ⊆ Z[G] is called a Schur ring (briefly an S-ring) over the group G if there exists a partition S = S(A) of G satisfying the following conditions:

(i) the set S is a linear basis of A; (ii) {e} ∈ S; (iii) X^{(−1)} ∈ S for all X ∈ S.

It can be proved that a Z-submodule A ⊆ Z[G] is an S-ring over G if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

• A is closed with respect to the operation ∑ x a_xx → ∑ x a_xx^{−1};

• A is a ring with identity {e} (resp. G) with respect to the ordinary (resp. the componentwise) multiplication.

A partition S of G is called a Schur partition if it is satisfies conditions (ii), (iii) and A := ⟨S⟩ is a subalgebra of Z[G]. One can see that there is a 1-1 correspondence between S-rings over G and Schur partitions of G. The elements (classes) of S are called the basic sets of A; the number rk(A) := |S| is called the rank of A.

Any union of basic sets of the S-ring A is called an A-set. Thus X ⊆ G is an A-set if and only if X ∈ A. A subgroup H of G is called an A-subgroup if H is an A-set. We say that A is imprimitive if there is a proper non-trivial A-subgroup of G; otherwise A is primitive. If S(A) coincides with the set of all orbits of a group K ≤ Aut(G) on G, we say that A is an orbit S-ring and denoted by O(K, G).

Let (X, {R_i}^d_{i=0}) be an association scheme. For an element x of X and a nonempty subset F of {R_i}^d_{i=0}, define F (x) = {y ∈ X | (x, y) ∈ ⋃ f∈F f}. A connection between S-rings and association schemes is as follows.

Theorem 4.1 ([18, Section 3]). Let S be a partition of G and let R_G(S) = {R_G(X) | X ∈ S}, where R_G(X) = {(g, xg) | g ∈ G, x ∈ X} for any X ∈ S. Then S is a Schur partitions of G if and only if the pair (G, R_G(S)) is an association scheme. Moreover, in this case, there is a one-to-one correspondence between closed subsets of R_G(S) and A-subgroups given by F to F (e).

Let Γ denote a Cayley digraph Cay(G, S), where G is a finite, multiplicatively written, group with identity e. Write N~_i instead of Γ~_i(e) for all ĩ ∈ ~∂(Γ). We say that the Z-submodule of the group algebra Z[G] spanned by all the elements N~_i with ĩ ∈ ~∂(Γ) is the two-way distance module of Γ, and is denoted by D(G, S).

Proposition 4.2. The Cayley digraph Cay(G, S) is weakly distance-regular if and only if the two-way distance module D(G, S) is an S-ring.

Proof. In the notation of Theorem 4.1, we have R_G(N~_i) = Γ~_i for all ĩ ∈ ~∂(Γ). The desired result follows from Theorem 4.1. □

The connection between primitive S-rings and primitive weakly distance-regular Cayley digraphs is established through the following simple observation.

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 11

Proposition 4.3. Let Cay(G, S) be a weakly distance-regular digraph with D(G, S) as its two-way distance module. Then D(G, S) is a primitive S-ring if and only if Cay(G, S) is primitive.

Proof. The weakly distance-regular digraph Γ := Cay(G, S) is primitive if and only if each digraph (G, Γ~_i) with ĩ ∈ ~∂(Γ) \ {(0, 0)} is strongly connected. Since the digraph (G, Γ~_i) is isomorphic to the digraph Cay(G, N~_i), Γ is primitive if and only if the set N~_i generates the group G for each ĩ ∈ ~∂(Γ) \ {(0, 0)} . The desired result follows. □

Let A be an S-ring over a group G, and L be a normal A-subgroup. One can define a quotient S-ring over the factor group G/L as follows. The natural homomorphism π : G → G/L can be canonically extended to a ring homomorphism Z[G] → Z[G/L] which we also denote by π. Then π(A) is a subring of Z[G/L]. By [12, Proposition 4.8], π(A) is an S-ring over G/L the basic sets of which are given by S(A/L) = {X/L | X ∈ S(A)}, where X/L = {xL | x ∈ X}. We call this π(A) the quotient S-ring and denote it by A/L.

Let A be an S-ring over a group G. Given X ∈ S(A) the set rad(X) = {g ∈ G | gX = Xg = X} is obviously a subgroup of G called the radical of X. Then rad(X) is the largest subgroup of G such that X is a union of left as well as right cosets by it. By [17, Proposition 23.5], rad(X) is an A-subgroup.

We now apply the above results to the case where G is an abelian group, change multiplicative notations to additive ones, and denote the identity element by 0 instead of e. The following theorem forms the basis of the Schur theory of S-rings over abelian groups. In [3] it is called the multiplier theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Let A be an S-ring over an abelian group G, X ∈ S(A), and m an integer coprime with the order of G. Then X^{(m)} ∈ S(A).

The following statements are two properties of basic sets of S-rings over cyclic groups that will be necessary.

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a basic set of an S-ring A over a cyclic group G. If X generates G, then X contains a generator of G.

Proof. Since G is cyclic, G ∼= Z_n and G/rad(X) ∼= Z_m for some m, n with m | n. By [12, Theorem 5.9 (2)–(4)], there exists a generator g + rad(X) of G/rad(X) with g ∈ X. Since the ring homomorphism Z/nZ to Z/mZ restricts to a surjection from (Z/nZ)^× to (Z/mZ)^×, there exists a generator of G in g + rad(X) ⊆ X. □

Lemma 4.6. Let A be an orbit S-ring over a cyclic group G. Suppose that there exists a basic set X of A such that X^{(−1)} ⊆ X + X := {x + x^′ | x, x^′ ∈ X} and that X generates G. Then there exists an integer b such that Y^{(b)} = Y^{(−b−1)} = Y for all Y ∈ S(A). In particular, Y^{(−1)} ⊆ Y + Y .

Proof. Since X generates G, from Lemma 4.5, X contains a generator x of G. Since −x ∈ X^{(−1)} ⊆ X + X, there exist x^′, x^{′′} ∈ X such that −x = x^′ + x^{′′}. Write x^′ = bx for some integer b. Then x^{′′} = −(b + 1)x. Since A is an orbit S-ring, there exists a subgroup K ≤ Aut(G) such that every Y ∈ S(A) is a K-orbit. In particular, since X is a K-orbit, there exists f ∈ K such that bx = f(x). Then Y^{(b)} = f(Y ) = Y , and similarly Y^{(−b−1)} = Y , for all Y ∈ S(A). The first statement is valid.

For each y ∈ Y , since by, −(b + 1)y ∈ Y , we have −y = by − (b + 1)y ∈ Y + Y . The second statement is also valid. □

12 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

Let A be an S-ring over a cyclic group G. Then the group Aut(G) acts transitively on the set of its generators. Theorem 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 imply that the group rad(X) does not depend on the choice of X ∈ S(A) such that X generates G. We call this group the radical of A and denote it by rad(A). The S-ring A is free if rad(A) = {0}. It is easy to see that the quotient S-ring A/rad(A) is free.

Lemma 4.7. For an odd prime p and a positive integer m, let G be a cyclic group of group p^m and A := O(K, G) an orbit S-ring over G for some K ≤ Aut(G). Suppose p | |K|. Then G^{(pm−1)} ≤ rad(A). In particular, A is not free.

Proof. Let σ be an automorphism of G defined by σ(x) = (1 + p^{m−1})x for x ∈ G. Then the order of σ is p. Since Aut(G) ∼= Z_pm−1_{(p−1)} from [7, Chapter 4, Theorem 2], Aut(G) has ⟨σ⟩ as its unique subgroup of order p. It follows that ⟨σ⟩ ≤ K.

Let X be a basic set of A containing a generator G. Pick x ∈ X. Since A is an orbit S-ring, X ⊇ {σ^k(x) | k ∈ Z} = {(1 + p^{m−1})^kx | k ∈ Z} = {x + p^{m−1}kx | k ∈ Z}. Since x is a generator, we have X ⊇ x + G^{(pm−1)}. Since x ∈ X was arbitrary, G^{(pm−1)} ≤ rad(X) = rad(A). Thus, A is not free. □

We recall the definition of a tensor product of two S-rings. Let A_1 and A_2 be S-rings over groups G_1 and G_2, respectively. Then the tensor product A_1 ⊗ A_2 is obviously an S-ring over the group G_1 × G_2 with S(A_1 ⊗ A_2) = {X_1 × X_2 | X_1 ∈ S(A_1), X_2 ∈ S(A_2)}. The tensor product of more than two S-rings can be defined similarly.

Proposition 4.8. Let A be a free S-ring over a cyclic group G. Then there exist subgroups U_0, U_1, . . . , U_k ≤ G with k ≥ 0 such that

G = U_0 × U_1 × · · · × U_k, and A = A_0 ⊗ A_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ A_k,

where A_0 is a free orbit S-ring over the group U_0 and A_i is an S-ring of rank 2 over the group U_i for all i > 0. Moreover, the orders |U_i|, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}, are pairwise coprime and |U_i| > 3 for all i > 0.

Proof. By [13, Theorems 4.6 and 4.10], the first statement is valid. The second statement is also valid from [8, Theorem 6]. □

Let A be an S-ring over Z_n, and π be the natural mapping from Z_n to Z_n/L, where L = rad(A). Then A^′ := A/L is a free S-ring over Z_n/L. By the definition of quotient S-ring, π(X) is a basic set of A^′ for all X ∈ S(A). By Proposition 4.8, there exist subgroups L ≤ U_0, U_1, . . . , U_k ≤ Z_n with k ≥ 0 such that Z_n/L = U_0/L × U_1/L × · · · × U_k/L, (15) A^′ = A_0 ⊗ A_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ A_k,

(16)

where A_0 is a free orbit S-ring over the group U_0/L,

A_i is an S-ring of rank 2 over the group U_i/L for all i > 0,

(17)

|U_i/L|, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}, are pairwise coprime, and |U_i/L| > 3 for all i > 0.

(18)

Denote by φ_i the projection from Z_n/L to U_i/L for 0 ≤ i ≤ k. Since π(X) ∈ S(A^′) for all X ∈ S(A), by the definition of tensor product, φ_iπ(X) is a basic set of A_i for 0 ≤ i ≤ k. We prove the following results under the above assumptions.

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 13

Lemma 4.9. Let L_0 ∈ U_0/L and L_i ∈ U_i/L \ {L} for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Then (L_0, L, . . . , L k ) and (L_0, L_1, . . . , L_k) are not contained in the same basic set of A^′.

Proof. This is immediate from (16). □

Lemma 4.10. Let X ∈ S(A). Suppose that X generates Z_n. The following hold:

(i) X is a union of L-cosets;

(ii) π(X) = φ_0π(X) × (U_1/L \ {L}) × · · · × (U_k/L \ {L}). In particular, each element in φ_0π(X) is a generator of the group U_0/L.

Proof. (i) Since rad(X) = L, X is a union of L-cosets.

(ii) Since π(X) ∈ S(A^′), (16) implies π(X) = φ_0π(X) × · · · × φ_kπ(X). By (17), one gets φ_iπ(X) = {L} or U_i/L \ {L}. Since π(X) generates Z_n/L, we obtain φ_iπ(X) = U_i/L \ {L}. Thus, the first statement is valid. Since φ_0π(X) is a basic set of A_0 which is an orbit S-ring over the cyclic group U_0/L, the second statement follows. □

Lemma 4.11. Let X be a basic set of A such that X generates Z_n and X ∩X^{(−1)} = ∅. Then φ_0π(X) ∩ φ_0π(X)^{(−1)} = ∅.

Proof. By Lemma 4.10 (i), X is a union of L-cosets. The fact X ∩ X^{(−1)} = ∅ implies π(X) ∩ π(X)^{(−1)} = ∅. By Lemma 4.10 (ii), we get π(X)^{(±1)} = φ_0π(X)^{(±1)} × (U_1/L \ {L}) × · · · × (U_k/L \ {L}). Thus, the desired result follows. □

Lemma 4.12. Let X, Y ∈ S(A). Suppose that X generates Z_n. Then |X| ≥ |Y |.

Proof. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, from Lemma 4.10 (ii), we have |φ_0π(X)| ≥ |φ_0π(Y )|. Since φ_iπ(Y ) ∈ S(A_i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, from (17) and Lemma 4.10 (ii) again, one has |π(X)| = |φ_0π(X)| k∏ i=1 (|U_i/L| − 1) ≥ k∏ i=0 |φ_iπ(Y )| = |π(Y )|. Since X is a union of L-cosets from Lemma 4.10 (i), we get |X|/|L| = |π(X)|, while |π(Y )| ≥ |Y |/|L|. The desired inequality now follows. □

Lemma 4.13. Let X, Y ∈ S(A). Suppose φ_0π(Y ) ⊆ φ_0π(X)±φ_0π(X). If φ_iπ(Y ) ⊆ ⟨φ_iπ(X)⟩ for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, then π(Y ) ⊆ π(X) ± π(X). Proof. Since π(Y ) = φ_0π(Y ) × · · · × φ_kπ(Y ) and π(X) = φ_0π(X) × · · · × φ_kπ(X), it suffices to show that φ_iπ(Y ) ⊆ φ_iπ(X) ± φ_iπ(X) for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. By (17), we have φ_iπ(X) = {L} or U_i/L \ {L}, which implies φ_iπ(X) ± φ_iπ(X) = {L} or U_i/L. Since φ_iπ(Y ) ⊆ ⟨φ_iπ(X)⟩, the result follows. □

Lemma 4.14. Suppose that there exists a basic set X of A such that X^{(−1)} ⊆ X + X and that X generates Z_n. Then π(Y )^{(−1)} ⊆ π(Y ) + π(Y ) for all Y ∈ S(A). In particular, if Y generates Z_n, then Y^{(−1)} ⊆ Y + Y .

Proof. By the assumption, we have φ_0π(X)^{(−1)} ⊆ φ_0π(X) + φ_0π(X). Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring over the cyclic group U_0/L, from Lemma 4.6, we have φ_0π(Y^{(−1)}) = φ_0π(Y )^{(−1)} ⊆ φ_0π(Y ) + φ_0π(Y ). By (17), one gets φ_iπ(Y^{(−1)}) = φ_iπ(Y ) ⊆ ⟨φ_iπ(Y )⟩ for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. By Lemma 4.13, the first statement is valid.

If Y generates Z_n, from Lemma 4.10 (i), then Y is a union of L-cosets, in other words, π^{−1}(π(Y )) = Y . This implies that the second statement is valid. □

14 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

5. The subdigraph Δ_q

In the remainder of this paper, Γ always denotes a weakly distance-regular circulant. Let T be the set of integers q such that (1, q − 1) is a type of Γ. That is, T = {q | (1, q − 1) ∈ ~∂(Γ)}. For q ∈ T , let F_q be the smallest closed subset containing Γ_{1,q−1}, and Δ_q be the digraph with the vertex set F_q(0) and arc set Γ_{1,q−1} ∩ (F_q(0))^2. Note that Δ_q = Γ if T = {q}, but in general, Δ_q is not weakly distance-regular.

Under the assumption of Theorem 1.2, Γ has only one type of arcs, and hence |T | = 1. However, we not only consider weakly distance-regular circulants of one type of arcs, but also discuss the subdigraph Δ_q for q > 3 in Proposition 5.10 and the subdigraph Δ_3 under the assumption min T = 3 in Proposition 6.1, which will be used frequently in the forthcoming paper [11] to classify weakly distance-regular circulants of more than one types of arcs. Also in [11], we will consider Δ_3 under the assumption {2, 3} ⊆ T .

Note that the minimum of T is the girth of Γ and is at least 2. The girth can be 2, for example, for Γ = Cay(Z_4, {1, 2}). If the girth is 2, then T must contain {2} properly, since Γ is assumed not to be undirected. Thus, under the assumption of Theorem 1.2, we have T = {q} with q ≥ 3.

The following lemma is proved in [22] under the assumption that Γ is thick (see [22] for a definition), but its proof does not use this assumption.

Lemma 5.1. Let q ∈ T . If p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} = k_{1,q−1}, then Γ^l_{1,q−1} = {Γ_{l,q−l}} for 1 ≤ l ≤ q − 1 and Δ_q is isomorphic to C_q[K_m], where m = k_{1,q−1}.

Fix q ∈ T . By the second statement of Theorem 4.1, we may assume F_q(0) = Z_n for some positive integer n. In view of [24, Proposition 1.5.1], the configuration (Z_n, {Γ~_i ∩ Z^2_n | Γ~_i ∈ F_q}) is an association scheme. Theorem 4.1 implies that there exists an S-ring A over the group Z_n with Schur partition {N~_i | Γ~_i ∈ F_q}, where N~_i = Γ~_i(0).

In the notations introduced after Proposition 4.8, we write N~_i instead of φ_0π(N~_i) for all N~_i ∈ S(A). Note that A_0 is an S-ring over the group U_0/L with S(A_0) = {N~_i | N~_i ∈ S(A)}. Then Theorem 4.1 implies that (U_0/L, {R~_i}_{Nĩ∈S(A)}) is an association scheme, where R~_i = R_{U0/L}(N~_i). Note that this expression of the set of relations may contain duplicates; it may happen that R~_i = R~_j for distinct N~_i, N~_j ∈ S(A).

Lemma 5.2. We have π(N_{1,q−1}) = N_{1,q−1} × (U_1/L \ {L}) × · · · × (U_k/L \ {L}), where |U_i/L|, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}, are pairwise coprime, and |U_i/L| > 3 for all i > 0. In particular, (i) Cay(Z_n/L, π(N_{1,q−1})) ∼= Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,q−1}) × K_{|U1/L|} × · · · × K_{|Uk/L|}; (ii) Cay(Z_n, N_{1,q−1}) ∼= (Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,q−1}) × K_{|U1/L|} × · · · × K_{|Uk/L|})[K_{|L|}]; (iii) each element in N_{1,q−1} is a generator of the group U_0/L; (iv) N_{1,q−1} contains a generator of Z_n; (v) R_{1,q−1} is non-symmetric.

Proof. Since N_{1,q−1} generates Z_n, from Lemma 4.10 (ii) and (18), the first statement is valid. It follows that Cay(Z_n/L, π(N_{1,q−1})) = Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,q−1}) × Cay(U_1/L, U_1/L \ {L}) × · · · × Cay(U_k/L, U_1/L \ {L}). Thus, (i) holds. (ii) is valid from Lemma 4.10

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 15

(i). (iii) is immediate from Lemma 4.10 (ii). (iv) is valid from Lemma 4.5. And (v) follows from Lemma 4.11. □ Lemma 5.3. Let Γ~_i ∈ F_q. The following hold:

(i) Γ~_i ∈ Γ^2_{1,q−1} if and only if R~_i ∈ R^2_{1,q−1}; (ii) Γ~_i ∈ Γ_{1,q−1}Γ_{q−1,1} if and only if R~_i ∈ R_{1,q−1}R_{q−1,1}.

Proof. Note that Γ~_i ∈ Γ^2_{1,q−1} is equivalent to N~_i ⊆ N_{1,q−1} + N_{1,q−1}, and R~_i ∈ R^2_{1,q−1} is equivalent to N~_i ⊆ N_{1,q−1} + N_{1,q−1}. The necessity is trivial. We now prove the sufficiency. Since R~_i ∈ R^2_{1,q−1}, we have N~_i ⊆ N_{1,q−1} + N_{1,q−1}. Since N_{1,q−1} generates Z_n, we obtain φ_iπ(N~_i) ⊆ ⟨φ_iπ(N_{1,q−1})⟩ for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. By Lemma 4.13, one gets π(N~_i) ⊆ π(N_{1,q−1}) + π(N_{1,q−1}). Since N_{1,q−1} is a union of L-cosets from Lemma 4.10 (i), one has N~_i ⊆ N_{1,q−1} + N_{1,q−1}. Thus, (i) is valid. The proof of (ii) is similar, hence omitted. □ Lemma 5.4. Let (α_0, α_1, . . . , α_l) be a path in the digraph Cay(Z_n/L, π(N_{1,q−1})) with α_0 = L and l > 0. Suppose that x_l ∈ Z_n satisfies π(x_l) = α_l. Then there exists a path (y_0, y_1, . . . , y_l) in Δ_q such that y_0 = 0, π(y_i) = α_i (0 < i < l), y_l = x_l.

Proof. By Lemma 4.10 (i), N_{1,q−1} is a union of L-cosets. Now, choosing y_i ∈ π^{−1}(α_i) arbitrarily for 1 ≤ i ≤ l − 1, we find a path (0, y_1, y_2, . . . , y_l = x_l) in Δ_q with the desired properties. □ Lemma 5.5. Let (L_0, L_1, . . . , L_l) be a path in Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,q−1}) with L_0 = L and l > 1. Suppose that x_l ∈ Z_n satisfies φ_0π(x_l) = L_l. Then there exists a path (y_0, y_1, . . . , y_l) in Δ_q such that y_0 = 0, φ_0π(y_i) = L_i (0 < i < l), y_l = x_l.

Proof. Note that N_{1,q−1} generates Z_n. In view of Lemma 5.2 (i), there exists a path (α_0, α_1, . . . , α_l) in Cay(Z_n/L, π(N_{1,q−1})) such that φ_0(α_i) = L_i for 0 ≤ i ≤ l. By Lemma 5.4, there exists a path (y_0 = 0, y_1, . . . , y_l = x_l) in Δ_q such that π(y_i) = α_i for 0 ≤ i ≤ l. The desired result follows. □ Lemma 5.6. Let l be a positive integer. If Γ_{h,l} ∈ F_q with h > 2, then R_{h,l} /∈ R^i_{1,q−1} for 1 < i < h.

Proof. Suppose, to the contrary that R_{h,l} ∈ R^i_{1,q−1} for some i ∈ {2, 3, . . . , h−1}. Pick x ∈ N_{h,l}. Then (L, φ_0π(x)) ∈ R_{h,l} ∈ R^i_{1,q−1}, so there exists a path of length i from L to φ_0π(x) in Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,q−1}). By Lemma 5.5, we have i ≥ ∂_{Δq} (0, x) ≥ ∂_Γ(0, x) = h, a contradiction. □ Lemma 5.7. If N_{h,l} ⊆ N_{1,q−1} + N_{1,q−1} with h > 1 and l > 0, then h = 2. Proof. By Lemma 5.3 (i), we have Γ_{h,l} ∈ Γ^2_{1,q−1} ⊆ F_q. Lemma 5.6 implies h = 2. □

Lemma 5.8. Assume q = 3 and R~_i is symmetric with R~_i ≠ R_{0,0}. Suppose L_0 ∈ N_{1,2} and aL_0 ∈ N~_i with a ∈ Z. Then there exists an integer b such that abL_0 = L,

16 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

N^{(b−1)}_{1,2} = N_{1,2} and bL_0 ∈ N~_j , where R~_j ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}} and no element in N~_j is a generator of U_0/L.

Proof. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, there exists a subgroup K ≤ Aut(U_0/L) such that every basic set of A_0 is a K-orbit. In particular, N~_i and N_{1,2} are K-orbits. Since R~_i is symmetric, we have aL_0, −aL_0 ∈ N~_i. Thus, there exists f ∈ K such that f(aL_0) = −aL_0 and f(N_{1,2}) = N_{1,2}. Since U_0/L is cyclic, there exists an integer b such that f(L^′) = (b − 1)L^′ for L^′ ∈ U_0/L. Hence, abL_0 = L and N^{(b−1)}_{1,2} = N_{1,2}.

Since R~_i ≠ R_{0,0}, one has |U_0/L| ∤ a. The fact abL_0 = L implies |U_0/L| | ab. It follows that |U_0/L| and b are not coprime. Hence, bL_0 is not a generator of U_0/L. By Lemma 5.2 (iii), there exists N~_j ∈ S(A_0) \ {N_{1,2}, N_{2,1}} with bL_0 ∈ N~_j . The fact A_0 is an orbit S-ring implies that no element in N~_j is a generator of U_0/L. Since bL_0 = L_0 + (b − 1)L_0 and N^{(b−1)}_{1,2} = N_{1,2}, we have R~_j ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}. □

Lemma 5.9. Let q = 3. The following hold:

(i) if R~_i is symmetric with R~_i ≠ R_{0,0}, then no element in N~_i is a generator of U_0/L; (ii) if each element in N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} is a generator of U_0/L, then (U_0/L, {R~_i}_{Γĩ∈F3} ) is skew-symmetric.

Proof. Pick L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}. By Lemma 5.2 (iii), L_0 is a generator of U_0/L.

(i) Note that there exists an integer a such that aL_0 ∈ N~_i. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, it suffice to show that aL_0 is not a generator of U_0/L. By Lemma 5.8, there exists an integer b such that abL_0 = L and N^{(b−1)}_{1,2} = N_{1,2}. In view of Lemma 5.2 (v), we have −L_0 /∈ N_{1,2}. Since (b − 1)L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}, one gets |U_0/L| ∤ b. It follows that a and |U_0/L| are not coprime. Then aL_0 is not a generator of U_0/L. Thus, (i) is valid.

(ii) follows from Lemma 5.8. □

Proposition 5.10. Assume q > 3. Suppose p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} > 0 or |Γ^2_{1,q−1}| = 1. If m is the length of a shortest circuit in the subdigraph Δ_q, then Δ_q is isomorphic to C_m[K_l], where l = k_{1,q−1}. Moreover, if p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} > 0, then p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} = k_{1,q−1} and Γ^h_{1,q−1} = {Γ_{h,q−h}} for 1 ≤ h ≤ q − 1.

Proof. Let (x_0 = 0, x_1, . . . , x_{m−1}) be a shortest circuit in Δ_q. Assume (x_0, x_2) ∈ Γ_{a,b}. It follows from Lemma 4.12 that k_{1,q−1} ≥ k_{a,b}. In the notation of Lemma 2.7, we get (x_{i−1}, x_{i+1}) ∈ Γ_{a,b} and P_{(q−1,1),(a,b)}(x_{i+2}, x_{i+3}) = Y_{i+1} for all i, where the indices are read modulo m. By Lemma 2.7 applied to the circuit (y_i, x_{i+1}, x_{i+2}, x_{i+3}, . . . , x_{i−1}) for any y_i ∈ Y_i, one has Y_i −x_{i−1} = P_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}(y_i, x_{i+2})−y_i = P_{(q−1,1),(a,b)}(x_{i+2}, x_{i+3})− y_i = Y_{i+1} − y_i. Since x_j ∈ Y_j for 1 ≤ j < i and x_0 = 0, it follows by induction that Y_1 = Y_{i+1} − y_i for any y_i ∈ Y_i. Then Y_1 + Y_i = Y_{i+1} for i > 0. For each nonpositive integer i, we have i ≡ r (mod q) for some r ∈ {1, . . . , q}, which implies Y_1 + Y_i = Y_1 + Y_r = Y_{r+1} = Y_{i+1}. Thus, for all integers i, (19) Y_1 + Y_i = Y_{i+1}.

Case 1. m > q.

In view of Lemma 2.6, we obtain p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} = 0, and so Γ^2_{1,q−1} = {Γ_{a,b}}. By Lemma 2.1 (i), one has k^2_{1,q−1} = p^{(a,b)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)}k_{a,b}. Since k_{1,q−1} ≥ k_{a,b}, we get k_{a,b} = p^{(a,b)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} = k_{1,q−1}, which implies Y_i = Γ_{1,q−1}(x_{i−1}) for all i. It follows from

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 17

(19) that (y_i, y_{i+1}) ∈ Γ_{1,q−1} for any y_i ∈ Y_i and y_{i+1} ∈ Y_{i+1}. In other words, all out-neighbors of vertices of Y_i are contained in Y_{i+1}. This implies that ⋃_m i=1 Y_i is a connected component of Δ_q, and hence is equal to the set of vertices of Δ_q. Thus, Δ_q is isomorphic to C_m[K_l], where l = k_{1,q−1}.

Case 2. m = q.

Note that ∂_Γ(x_i, x_{i+j} ) = j with 1 ≤ j < q for all i. It follows that p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} > 0 and (a, b) = (2, q −2). Suppose k > 0 in (15). For each j with 1 ≤ j ≤ k, pick distinct L_j , L^′_j ∈ U_j /L \ {L}. Let a_i = (φ_0π(x_i), L_1, L_2, . . . , L_k), b_i = (φ_0π(x_i), L, L, . . . , L) and c_i = (φ_0π(x_i), L^′_1, L^′_2, . . . , L^′_k) for i ∈ Z. By Lemma 5.2, we have h_{i+1} − h^′_i ∈ π(N_{1,q−1}) for distinct symbols h, h^′ ∈ {a, b, c} with 0 ≤ i ≤ q − 1. If q is even, then (b_0, a_1, h_2, a_3, b_4, a_5 . . . , b_{q−2}, a_{q−1}) is a circuit in Cay(Z_n/L, π(N_{1,q−1})) for each h ∈ {b, c}; if q is odd, then (b_0, a_1, h_2, h^′_3, a_4, h^′_5, a_6 . . . , h^′_{q−2}, a_{q−1}) is a circuit in Cay(Z_n/L, π(N_{1,q−1})) for each (h, h^′) ∈ {(b, c), (c, b)}. Pick y, z ∈ Z_n with π(y) = b_2 and π(z) = c_2. By Lemma 5.4, there exist two circuits (y_0 = 0, y_1, y_2 = y, . . . , y_{q−1}) and (z_0 = 0, z_1, z_2 = z, . . . , z_{q−1}) in Δ_q. Hence, y, z ∈ N_{2,q−2}. It follows that b_2, c_2 ∈ π(N_{2,q−2}), contrary to Lemma 4.9. Thus, k = 0 and U_0 = Z_n.

We will prove

(20) Y^{(i)}_1 ⊆ Y_i

for all integers i by induction on |i|. The case i = 0 is trivial. Suppose Y^{(i)}_1 ⊆ Y_i. Since Y_i ± Y_1 = Y_{i±1} from (19), we get Y^{(i±1)}_1 ⊆ Y^{(i)}_1 ± Y_1 ⊆ Y_{i±1}. Thus, (20) is valid.

We next claim that q and |Z_n/L| are not coprime. By (20), one has π(Y_1)^{(q)} = π(Y^{(q)}_1 ) ⊆ π(Y_q) = π(Y_0). Since Y_1 ⊆ N_{1,q−1}, from Lemma 5.2 (iii), all elements of π(Y_1) are generators of Z_n/L. Suppose, to the contrary, q and |Z_n/L| are coprime. Then all elements of π(Y_1)^{(q)} are generators of Z_n/L. Moreover, |π(Y_1)^{(q)}| = |π(Y_1)| = |π(Y_0)| since |Y_1| = |Y_0|. Thus, π(Y_1)^{(q)} = π(Y_0). This is a contradiction since π(Y_0) contains the identity which is not a generator of Z_n/L. Thus, our claim is valid.

By Lemma 5.2 (iv), we may assume that x_1 is a generator of Z_n. The fact that (y_i, x_{i+1}, x_{i+2}, x_{i+3}, . . . , x_{i−1}) is a circuit for any y_i ∈ Y_i with 1 ≤ i ≤ q − 1 implies Y_i ⊆ N_{i,q−i}. Let x ∈ N_{1,q−1}. Then x = rx_1 for some r ∈ Z. Then ⟨rπ(x_1)⟩ = ⟨π(x)⟩ = Z_n/L by Lemma 5.2 (iii). This implies r and |Z_n/L| are coprime. By the claim, we see that r is not divisible by q. So r ≡ r^′ (mod q) for some 0 < r^′ < q. Then x = rx_1 ∈ Y^{(r)}_1 ⊆ Y_r = Y_r′ ⊆ N_r′_{,q−r}′ by (20). This forces r^′ = 1, and hence x ∈ Y_1. Since x ∈ N_{1,q−1} was arbitrary, we conclude N_{1,q−1} ⊆ Y_1. Since N_{1,q−1} ⊇ Y_1 clearly holds, we obtain p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} = k_{1,q−1}. By Lemma 5.1, the first and second statement are both valid. □

6. The case min T = 3

For the purpose of proving Theorem 1.2, Proposition 5.10 will turn out to be enough to treat the case q > 3, where T = {q}. Indeed, T = {q} implies p^{(2,q−2)}_{(1,q−1),(1,q−1)} > 0. In order to deal with the case q = 3, we prove the following proposition which determines the subdigraph Δ_3 in a more general setting, namely, min T = 3. Then the girth of Γ is 3, and so

Γ_{2,1} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}.

(21)

Proposition 6.1. Suppose min T = 3. Then Δ_3 is isomorphic to one of the following:

(i) the digraphs in Theorem 1.2 (ii)–(iv);

18 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

(ii) C_3[K_l], where l ≥ 1;

(iii) (C_3 × K_h)[K_l], where h > 3, 3 ∤ h and l > 1.

We continue to use the notations introduced after Lemma 5.1, where we take q = 3.

6.1. The sets R^2_{1,2} and R_{1,2}R_{2,1}. In this subsection, we determine the possible relations contained in R^2_{1,2} and R_{1,2}R_{2,1}.

Lemma 6.2. Let N~_i ∈ S(A). Then π(N~_i)^{(−1)} ⊆ π(N~_i) + π(N~_i). In particular, if N_{1,3} ∈ S(A), then the following hold:

(i) N_{1,3} ⊊ π^{−1}(π(N_{1,3})); (ii) Γ_{1,2} /∈ Γ^2_{1,3}.

Proof. Since N_{1,2} generates Z_n and N^{(−1)}_{1,2} ⊆ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} from (21), the first statement is valid by Lemma 4.14.

Now we suppose N_{1,3} ∈ S(A). Since Γ_{3,1} /∈ Γ^2_{1,3}, we have N^{(−1)}_{1,3} ∩ (N_{1,3} + N_{1,3}) = ∅. (i) follows from the first statement.

By (i), N_{1,3} is not a union of L-cosets, which implies that rad(N_{1,3}) ≠ L. It follows that N_{1,3} does not generate Z_n. Since N_{1,2} generates Z_n, (ii) is valid. □

Lemma 6.3. Suppose Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3. Then Γ_{2,2} /∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3}.

Proof. Suppose Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3}. Then there exist x ∈ N_{1,2} and y ∈ N_{1,3} such that x+y ∈ N_{2,2}. Since Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,3}Γ_{1,2}, there exists z ∈ N_{1,3} such that x+y+z ∈ N_{2,1}. Since (0, x, x+y, x+y+z) is a circuit of length 4 consisting of arcs of type (1, 2), (1, 3), (1, 3) and (1, 2), we have ∂_Γ(x+y+z, x) = 2 and ∂_Γ(x, x+y+z) ≤ 2. Then y+z ∈ N_{1,2}∪N_{2,2}. Since y, z ∈ N_{1,3} and Γ_{1,2} /∈ Γ^2_{1,3} from Lemma 6.2 (ii), one has y + z /∈ N_{1,2}, which implies y + z ∈ N_{2,2}. It follows that p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} > 0. Since 4 ∈ T , we can use the second part of Proposition 5.10 to obtain p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} = k_{1,3}. This implies that x ∈ Γ_{3,1}(x + y) = P_{(1,3),(1,3)}(0, x + y), contrary to the fact that x ∈ N_{1,2}. □

Lemma 6.4. The following hold:

(i) {Γ_{2,1}} ⊆ Γ^2_{1,2} ⊆ {Γ_{1,2}, Γ_{2,1}, Γ_{2,3}, Γ_{2,4}}; (ii) {R_{2,1}} ⊆ R^2_{1,2} ⊆ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{2,4}}.

Proof. (i) By (21), we have {Γ_{2,1}} ⊆ Γ^2_{1,2} ⊆ {Γ_{1,2}, Γ_{1,3}, Γ_{1,4}, Γ_{2,1}, Γ_{2,2}, Γ_{2,3}, Γ_{2,4}}. Assume by way of contradiction, Γ_{s,t} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2} for some (s, t) ∈ {(1, 3), (1, 4), (2, 2)}.

Suppose s = 1. Then t ∈ {3, 4} and Γ_{1,t} ∈ F_3. By Lemma 6.2, there exist x, y ∈ N_{1,t} such that −x − y + L ∈ π(N_{1,t}) ⊆ π(N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}). Then there exists z ∈ Z_n such that z + L, −x − y − z + L ∈ π(N_{1,2}). By Lemma 4.10 (i), N_{1,2} is a union of L-cosets, which implies z, −x − y − z ∈ N_{1,2}. The fact that (0, x, x + y, x + y + z) is a circuit in Γ consisting of arcs of type (1, t), (1, t), (1, 2) and (1, 2) implies t = 3, and so (x, x + y + z) ∈ Γ_{2,2}. Since x + z ∈ P_{(1,2),(1,3)}(x, x + y + z), we have Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3}, contrary to Lemma 6.3. Thus, (s, t) = (2, 2). By Lemma 5.3 (i) with q = 3, we obtain {R_{2,1}, R_{2,2}} ⊆ R^2_{1,2} ⊆ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,2}, R_{2,3}, R_{2,4}}.

(22)

By Lemma 5.2 (v), R_{1,2} is non-symmetric. It follows that R_{0,0} /∈ R^2_{1,2}, and so R_{2,2} ≠ R_{0,0} from (22). Then there exists a path (L, L^′, L^{′′}) in Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) such that L^{′′} ∈ N_{2,2}. By Lemma 5.2 (iii), there exists an integer a with L^{′′} = aL^′. Since R_{2,2} is symmetric, from Lemma 5.8, there exists an integer b such that abL^′ = L, N^{(b−1)}_{1,2} = N_{1,2} and bL^′ ∈ N_{2,h} for some h > 1 by (22). In particular, since

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 19

L^′, (a − 1)L^′ ∈ N_{1,2}, one gets (b − 1)L^′, (−a − b + 1)L^′ = (b − 1)(a − 1)L^′ ∈ N_{1,2}. The fact −bL^′ = (−a − b + 1)L^′ + (a − 1)L^′ implies −bL^′ ∈ N_{h,2} ⊆ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}. By Lemma 5.7, one gets h = 2. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, we obtain bL^′ = caL^′ for some integer c, and so b^2L^′ = abcL^′ = L.

Since N^{(b−1)}_{1,2} = N_{1,2}, we have (−2jb + 1)L^′ = (b − 1)^{2j}L^′ ∈ N_{1,2} and (2jb − b − 1)L^′ = (b − 1)^{2j−1}L^′ ∈ N_{1,2} for j ∈ Z. By Lemma 5.9 (i), bL^′ ∈ N_{2,2} is not a generator of U_0/L. Then (2j − 1)bL^′ ∈ N_{2,2} is also not a generator of U_0/L. Since (2j − 1)bL^′ = L^′ + (2jb − b − 1)L^′ ∈ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}, from Lemma 5.2 (iii) and (22), one gets (2j − 1)bL^′ ∈ N_{2,h} with h > 1. Since −(2j − 1)bL^′ = (−2jb + 1)L^′ + (b − 1)L^′, we obtain −(2j − 1)bL^′ ∈ N_{h,2} ⊆ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}. By Lemma 5.7, we obtain h = 2, and so (2j − 1)bL^′ ∈ N_{2,2}. Since j was arbitrary, |U_0/L| is even.

Since R_{2,1} ∈ R^2_{1,2} from (22), there exist L_1, L_2 ∈ N_{1,2} such that −L^′ = L_1 + L_2. Since |U_0/L| is even, from Lemma 5.2 (iii), there exist odd integers u, v such that L_1 = uL^′ and L_2 = vL^′. It follows that (1 + u + v)L^′ = L. Since 1 + u + v is odd, this contradicts the fact that L^′ has even order.

(ii) is immediate from (i) and Lemma 5.3 (i). □

Lemma 6.5. Suppose (2, 2) ∈ ~∂(Γ). Then Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3} ∪ Γ^2_{1,3}. Moreover, if Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3, then Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ^2_{1,3}.

Proof. Since min T = 3, one gets Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2} ∪ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3} ∪ Γ^2_{1,3}. By Lemma 6.4 (i), the first statement is valid. The second statement then follows from Lemma 6.3. □

Lemma 6.6. If Γ_{2,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}, then Γ_{3,2} ∈ Γ^3_{1,2}.

Proof. Since Γ_{2,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}, there exists a path (x, y, z) consisting of arcs of type (1, 2) such that (x, z) ∈ Γ_{2,3}. Assume the contrary, namely, Γ_{3,2} /∈ Γ^3_{1,2}. For any path (z, w, u, x) in Γ, we have {(z, w), (w, u), (u, x)} ⊈ Γ_{1,2}. We claim that (z, u) ∈ Γ_{2,2} for each path (z, w, u, x) with (z, w) /∈ Γ_{1,2}. Note that (z, w) ∈ Γ_{1,3} ∪ Γ_{1,4}. It follows that (z, u) ∈ Γ_{2,2} ∪ Γ_{2,3}. Suppose (z, u) ∈ Γ_{2,3}. Since Γ_{2,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}, there exists a vertex w^′ ∈ P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(z, u). The fact (z, x) ∈ Γ_{3,2} /∈ Γ^3_{1,2} implies P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(w^′, x) = ∅, and so (u, x) /∈ Γ_{1,2}. Since Γ_{2,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2} again, we have (w^′, x) /∈ Γ_{2,3}, and so (w^′, x) ∈ Γ_{2,2}. It follows that (u, x) ∈ Γ_{1,3}. Since (x, y, z, w^′, u) is a path consisting of arcs of type (1, 2), we get Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3. By Lemma 6.3, one obtains Γ_{2,2} /∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3}, contrary to the fact that u ∈ P_{(1,2),(1,3)}(w^′, x).

Let (z, w, u, x) be a path in Γ. Since {(z, w), (w, u), (u, x)} ⊈ Γ_{1,2}, from Lemma 2.5, we may assume (z, w) ∈ Γ_{1,3} ∪ Γ_{1,4}. The claim implies (z, u) ∈ Γ_{2,2}, and so (z, w) ∈ Γ_{1,3}. In particular, 4 ∈ T . Suppose (w, u), (u, x) ∈ Γ_{1,2}. Since (w, u, x, y, z) is a path consisting of arcs of type (1, 2), one has Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3. By Lemma 6.3, we get Γ_{2,2} /∈ Γ_{1,3}Γ_{1,2}, contrary to the fact w ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,2)}(z, u). Hence, (w, u) or (u, x) /∈ Γ_{1,2}. By Lemma 2.5, there exists a path (w, u^′, x) such that (w, u^′) /∈ Γ_{1,2}. The claim implies (z, u^′) ∈ Γ_{2,2}, and so (w, u^′) ∈ Γ_{1,3}. Since w ∈ P_{(1,3),(2,r)}(z, x) and u^′ ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,s)}(w, x) for some r, s > 1, from the commutativity of Γ, there exist u^{′′} ∈ P_{(2,r),(1,3)}(z, x) and w^{′′} ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,s)}(z, u^{′′}). By the claim, we get r = 2. Since w ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,3)}(z, u^′), one obtains p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} > 0, which implies that there exists v ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,3)}(w, x). Since 4 ∈ T , from Proposition 5.10, one has Γ^3_{1,3} = {Γ_{3,1}}. Since (z, w, v, x) is a path consisting of arcs of type (1, 3), one gets (x, z) ∈ Γ_{1,3}, a contradiction. □

Lemma 6.7. We have R_{1,2}R_{2,1} ⊆ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{1,3}, R_{3,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{3,2}, R_{3,3}}. Moreover, if R_{1,3} ∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1} \ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{3,2}, R_{3,3}}, then R_{1,3} is symmetric.

20 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

Proof. We claim that if Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ^2_{1,3}, then p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} = k_{1,3}, Γ^2_{1,3} = {Γ_{2,2}} and Γ^3_{1,3} = {Γ_{3,1}}. Since p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} > 0 and 4 ∈ T , we can use the second part of Proposition 5.10 to obtain our claim.

Since

Γ_{1,2}Γ_{2,1} ⊆ {Γ_{0,0}, Γ_{1,2}, Γ_{2,1}, Γ_{1,3}, Γ_{3,1}, Γ_{2,2}, Γ_{2,3}, Γ_{3,2}, Γ_{3,3}},

(23)

Lemma 5.3 (ii) implies that the first statement follows if we show R_{2,2} /∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1} \ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{3,2}, R_{3,3}}. In order to prove the second statement at the same time, we suppose

R_{i,j} ∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1} \ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{3,2}, R_{3,3}}

(24)

with (i, j) ∈ {(1, 3), (2, 2)}. Then Γ_{i,j} ∈ F_3. Lemma 5.3 (ii) implies

Γ_{i,j} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{2,1}.

(25)

By Lemma 6.2, we have π(N_{i,j})^{(−1)} ⊆ π(N_{i,j}) + π(N_{i,j}). (26)

Suppose N_{i,j} = π^{−1}(π(N_{i,j})). Lemma 6.2 (i) implies (i, j) = (2, 2). By Lemma 6.5, one gets Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3} ∪ Γ^2_{1,3}. In view of (25), we obtain Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{2,1}. If Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3}, then Γ_{1,3} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ^2_{,1}, which implies Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3, contrary to Lemma 6.3. Thus, Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ^2_{1,3}. By (26), one has N^{(−1)}_{2,2} ⊆ N_{2,2} + N_{2,2}. It follows that there exists a sequence (x_0 = 0, x_2, x_4) such that (x_0, x_2), (x_2, x_4), (x_4, x_0) ∈ Γ_{2,2}. Since p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} > 0, there exist vertices x_1, x_3, x_5 such that (x_0, x_1, . . . , x_5) is a circuit of length 6 consisting of arcs of type (1, 3). Since Γ^3_{1,3} = {Γ_{3,1}} from the claim, we have (x_0, x_3), (x_3, x_0) ∈ Γ_{3,1}, a contradiction. Thus, N_{i,j} ⊊ π^{−1}(π(N_{i,j})).

Let X = {(i^′, j^′) | Γ_i′_{,j}′ ∈ F_3, π(N_i′_{,j}′ ) = π(N_{i,j})}. Then {(i, j)} ⊊ X and

π^{−1}(π(N_{i,j})) = ⋃ (i^′,j^′)∈X N_i′_{,j}′ . (27)

Let (i^′, j^′) be an element in X. Since R_i′_{,j}′ = R_{i,j}, it follows from (24) that (i^′, j^′) /∈ {(0, 0), (1, 2), (2, 1), (2, 3), (3, 2), (3, 3)}. Since R_i′_{,j}′ = R_{i,j} ∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1}, Lemma 5.3 (ii) implies that Γ_i′_{,j}′ ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{2,1}. By (23), we have (i^′, j^′) ∈ {(1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 2)}. If (2, 2) ∈ X, then π(N_{i,j}) = −π(N_{i,j} ), which implies X = {(1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 2)} since {(i, j)} ⊊ X; if (2, 2) /∈ X, then (i, j) = (1, 3), and X = {(1, 3), (3, 1)}. It follows that

X = {(1, 3), (3, 1)} or {(1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 2)}.

(28)

In both cases, π(N_{i,j}) = −π(N_{i,j}). Setting (i, j) = (1, 3), the second statement follows. Furthermore, (28) implies Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3.

We now suppose (i, j) = (2, 2). By (26), there exists a sequence (0, y_2, y_4) such that y_2, y_4 − y_2 ∈ N_{2,2} and −π(y_4) ∈ π(N_{2,2}). Since Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3, from Lemma 6.5, one has Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ^2_{1,3}, and so p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} > 0. It follows that there exist vertices y_1, y_3 such that (0, y_1, y_2, y_3, y_4) is a path consisting of arcs of type (1, 3). By the claim, we get Γ^3_{1,3} = {Γ_{3,1}}, which implies (0, y_3) ∈ Γ_{3,1}. Since −π(y_4) ∈ π(N_{2,2}), from (27) and (28), we obtain y_4 ∈ N_{1,3} ∪ N_{3,1} ∪ N_{2,2}. If y_4 ∈ N_{1,3} or N_{3,1}, then (y_3, 0, y_4) or (y_3, y_4, 0) respectively, is a path consisting of arcs of type (1, 3), which implies y_4 or 0 ∈ Γ_{2,2}(y_3) since Γ^2_{1,3} = {Γ_{2,2}} from the claim, a contradiction. If y_4 ∈ N_{2,2}, then

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 21

y_3 ∈ Γ_{3,1}(y_4) = P_{(1,3),(1,3)}(0, y_4) since p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} = k_{1,3} from the claim, a contradiction. The first statement is valid. □

6.2. The relations R_{2,3} and R_{2,4}. In this subsection, we give some consequences under the assumption that R_{2,3} or R_{2,4} ∈ R^2_{1,2}, which will be used in the proof of Proposition 6.1.

Lemma 6.8. Let s ∈ {3, 4} and (y_0, y_1, y_2, y_3, y_4, y_5) be a circuit consisting of arcs of type (1, 2) such that {(y_0, y_2), (y_2, y_4), (y_4, y_0)} ⊆ Γ_{2,s}. Suppose that s = 4 or no element in N_{2,3} is a generator of U_0/L. Then (y_0, y_3) ∈ Γ_{3,3}.

Proof. Since 2 ≤ ∂_Γ(y_0, y_4)−1 ≤ ∂_Γ(y_0, y_3) ≤ 3 and 2 ≤ ∂_Γ(y_2, y_0)−1 ≤ ∂_Γ(y_3, y_0) ≤ 3, we have (y_0, y_3) ∈ Γ_{2,2} ∪ Γ_{2,3} ∪ Γ_{3,2} ∪ Γ_{3,3}.

Assume the contrary, namely, (y_0, y_3) ∈ Γ_{2,2} ∪ Γ_{2,3} ∪ Γ_{3,2}. Then (y_4, y_0) ∈ Γ_{2,3} or (y_0, y_2) ∈ Γ_{2,3}, and so s = 3. By the assumption, no element in N_{2,3} is a generator of U_0/L. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, N_{2,3} does not generate U_0/L.

Suppose (y_0, y_3) ∈ Γ_{2,3} ∪ Γ_{3,2}. It follows that φ_0π(y_3 − y_0) ∈ N^{(±1)}_{2,3} . Since (y_4, y_0) ∈ Γ_{2,3}, one has φ_0π(y_0 − y_4) ∈ N_{2,3}, which implies φ_0π(y_3 − y_4) ∈ N^{(±1)}_{2,3} + N_{2,3}. Since N_{2,3} does not generate U_0/L, φ_0π(y_3 − y_4) ∈ N_{2,1} is not a generator, contrary to Lemma 5.2 (iii).

Suppose (y_0, y_3) ∈ Γ_{2,2}. By Lemma 6.5, we have Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3} ∪ Γ^2_{1,3}. Suppose Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ_{1,2}Γ_{1,3}. Then there exists y ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,2)}(y_0, y_3). Since (y, y_3, y_4, y_5, y_0) is a path consisting of arcs of type (1, 2) and (y_0, y) ∈ Γ_{1,3}, we have Γ_{1,3} ∈ F_3, contrary to Lemma 6.3. Hence, Γ_{2,2} ∈ Γ^2_{1,3}, and so p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} > 0. Then there exists y^′_4 ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,3)}(y_3, y_0). Since 4 ∈ T , from Proposition 5.10, one gets p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} = k_{1,3} and Γ^3_{1,3} = {Γ_{3,1}}. Since (y_2, y_3, y^′_4, y_0) is a shortest path from y_2 to y_0 in Γ, we obtain ∂_Γ(y_2, y^′_4) = 2. Since y_3 ∈ P_{(1,2),(1,3)}(y_2, y^′_4) and p^{(2,2)}_{(1,3),(1,3)} = k_{1,3}, one has ∂_Γ(y^′_4, y_2) ≠ 2. The fact that (y^′_4, y_0, y_1, y_2) is a path implies (y_2, y^′_4) ∈ Γ_{2,3}, and so p^{(2,3)}_{(1,2),(1,3)} > 0. Since (y_0, y_2) ∈ Γ_{2,3}, there exists y^′_1 ∈ P_{(1,3),(1,2)}(y_0, y_2). Since (y_3, y^′_4, y_0, y^′_1) is a path consisting of arcs of type (1, 3) and Γ^3_{1,3} = {Γ_{3,1}}, we get (y_3, y^′_1) ∈ Γ_{3,1}. The fact y_2 ∈ P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(y^′_1, y_3) implies Γ_{1,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}, contrary to Lemma 6.4 (i). □

Lemma 6.9. Let s ∈ {3, 4}. If R_{2,s} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}, then {(i, j) | R_{i,j} = R_{2,s}} = {(2, s)}. Proof. Let X = {Γ_{i,j} | R_{i,j} = R_{2,s}}. By Lemma 5.3 (i), we have X ⊆ Γ^2_{1,2} \{Γ_{1,2}, Γ_{2,1}}. By Lemma 6.4 (i), one gets {Γ_{2,s}} ⊆ X ⊆ {Γ_{2,3}, Γ_{2,4}}. If X = {Γ_{2,3}, Γ_{2,4}}, from Lemma 6.6, then R_{4,2} = R_{3,2} ∈ R^3_{1,2}, contrary to Lemma 5.6. Thus, X = {Γ_{2,s}}. □

Lemma 6.10. Let s ∈ {3, 4}. If R_{2,s} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}} and |N_{2,s}| = 1, then s = 4.

Proof. Suppose s = 3. By the assumption and Lemma 5.3 (i), one gets Γ_{2,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}. Lemma 6.6 implies R_{3,2} ∈ R^3_{1,2}, and so R_{2,3}R_{1,2} ∩ R^2_{,1} ≠ ∅. Since |N_{2,3}| = 1, we have |R_{2,3}R_{1,2}| = 1, and so R_{2,3}R_{1,2} ⊆ R^2_{,1}. In view of Lemma 6.4 (ii), we obtain R_{2,3}R_{1,2} ⊆ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{3,2}, R_{4,2}}. If R_{2,3}R_{1,2} = {R_{2,1}} or {R_{4,2}}, then R_{3,2} ∈ R^2_{1,2} or R_{4,2} ∈ R_{2,3}R_{1,2} ⊆ R^3_{1,2}, contrary to Lemma 5.6. By Lemma 6.4 (ii) again, one gets R_{2,1} ∈ R^2_{1,2}. Since R_{2,s} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{2,1}}, one has |N_{1,2}| > 1 = |N_{3,2}|^2. It follows from Lemma 2.1 (i) that R_{1,2} /∈ R^2_{3,2}, and so R_{3,2} /∈ R_{2,3}R_{1,2}. Then R_{2,3}R_{1,2} = {R_{1,2}}.

22 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

Therefore, R_{2,3} ∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1} ∩ R^2_{1,2}. Hence, {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}} ⊆ R_{2,3}R_{2,1}, contrary to the fact that |N_{2,3}| = 1. Thus, s = 4. □

Lemma 6.11. Suppose that R_{2,s} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}} for some s ∈ {3, 4}. Assume s = 4 or no element in N_{2,3} is a generator of U_0/L. Then the following hold:

(i) R_{3,3} ∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1} \ {R_{0,0}};

(ii) |U_0/L| = 3h for some positive integer h;

(iii) R_{2,4} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}, R_{2,4}R_{1,2} = {R_{3,3}} and R_{4,2} ∈ R_{3,3}R_{1,2}. Moreover, for L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}, the following hold:

(iv) 3 | q and (q/3, h) = 1 whenever q is an integer with qL_0 ∈ N_{3,3}; (v) N_{2,4} = {uL_0} for some u ∈ {h, 2h}.

Proof. We may assume s = 4 if R_{2,4} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}, and s = 3 otherwise. Note that A_0 is an orbit S-ring and N^{(−1)}_{1,2} ⊆ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} from Lemma 6.4 (i). By Lemma 4.6, there exists an integer a such that

N^{(a)}_ĩ = N^{(−a−1)}_ĩ = N~_i

(29)

for all Γ~_i ∈ F_3. In view of Lemma 5.2 (iii), each element in N_{1,2} is a generator of U_0/L. In particular, L_0 is a generator of U_0/L. Since N_{2,s} ⊆ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} by the assumption, there exist L_1 ∈ N_{2,s} and L_2 ∈ N_{1,2} such that L_1 = L_0 + L_2. It follows that there exists an integer b such that L_1 = bL_0. Then (b − 1)L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}.

Since (b−1)L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}, from (29), (L, L_0, bL_0, (a+b)L_0, (a+1)bL_0, (a+1)(b−1)L_0) is a circuit in Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) such that (bL_0, (a + 1)bL_0), ((a + 1)bL_0, L) ∈ R_{2,s}. By Lemma 5.5, there exists a circuit (y_0 = 0, y_1, y_2, y_3, y_4, y_5) in Δ_3 such that φ_0π(y_1) = L_0, φ_0π(y_2) = bL_0, φ_0π(y_3) = (a + b)L_0, φ_0π(y_4) = (a + 1)bL_0 and φ_0π(y_5) = (a + 1)(b − 1)L_0. Since {(L, φ_0π(y_2)), (φ_0π(y_2), φ_0π(y_4)), (φ_0π(y_4), L)} ⊆ R_{2,s}, from the assumption and Lemma 6.9, one gets {(0, y_2), (y_2, y_4), (y_4, 0)} ⊆ Γ_{2,s}.

Since (b−1)L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}, from (29), (L, (b−1)L_0, φ_0π(y_2)) and (φ_0π(y_4), (a+1)L_0, L) are paths in Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}). By Lemma 5.5, there exist vertices y^′_1 ∈ P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(0, y_2) and y^′_5 ∈ P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(y_4, 0) such that φ_0π(y^′_1) = (b − 1)L_0 and φ_0π(y^′_5) = (a + 1)L_0. Lemma 6.8 implies {(y_0, y_3), (y_1, y_4), (y^′_1, y_4), (y_2, y^′_5)} ⊆ Γ_{3,3}. Then {φ_0π(y_3), φ_0π(y_1− y_4), φ_0π(y^′_1 − y_4), φ_0π(y_2 − y^′_5)} ⊆ N_{3,3}.

By (29), one has φ_0π(y_3 − y^′_1) = (a + 1)L_0 ∈ N_{2,1}. Since φ_0π(y^′_1) + φ_0π(y_3 − y^′_1) = φ_0π(y_3) = (a + b)L_0 ∈ N_{3,3}, we get N_{3,3} ⊆ N_{1,2} + N_{2,1}. In view of the assumption, one obtains N_{2,s} ∩ (N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1}) = ∅. Since bL_0 ∈ N_{2,s} and −aL_0 ∈ −N^{(a)}_{1,2} = −N_{1,2} from (29), we have bL_0 ≠ −aL_0, and so N_{3,3} ≠ N_{0,0}. Thus, (i) is valid.

Let c = a + b. Since cL_0 = φ_0π(y_3) ∈ N_{3,3}, (a^2 − 1 − ac)L_0 = φ_0π(y^′_1 − y_4) ∈ N_{3,3} and A_0 is an orbit S-ring, there exists an integer d such that d · cL_0 = (a^2 − 1)L_0. Since ((d − a − 1)c + a + 2)L_0 = φ_0π(y_1 − y_4) ∈ N_{3,3}, there exists an integer e such that e · cL_0 = (a + 2)L_0. Since ((1 − 2e)c + 3)L_0 = φ_0π(y_2 − y^′_5) ∈ N_{3,3}, there exists an integer f such that f · cL_0 = 3L_0. It follows that fc ≡ 3 (mod |U_0/L|). Since R_{3,3} is symmetric, from Lemma 5.9 (i), cL_0 is not a generator of U_0/L. Then 3L_0 is not a generator of U_0/L. Hence, 3 | |U_0/L|, and so (fc, |U_0/L|) = 3. The fact (c, |U_0/L|) ≠ 1 then implies (c, |U_0/L|) = 3. Let h be the order of cL_0 in U_0/L. Then |U_0/L| = 3h. For each qL_0 ∈ N_{3,3}, since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, the order of qL_0 in U_0/L is also h, which implies 3 | q and (q/3, h) = 1. Thus, (ii) and (iv) are both valid.

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 23

Since cL_0 ∈ N_{3,3}, from Lemma 5.8, there exists an integer u ∈ {2, 3, . . . , 3h − 1} such that ucL_0 = L and uL_0 ∈ (N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}) \ (N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1}). It follows that 3h | uc. Since 3 | c and (c/3, h) = 1, one has u = h or 2h. By Lemma 6.4 (ii), we get uL_0 ∈ N_{2,t} for some t ∈ {3, 4}. Then N_{2,t} ⊆ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}, so

R_{2,t} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}.

(30)

In view of Lemma 5.6, one gets R_{t,2} /∈ R^2_{1,2}, which implies that R_{2,t} is non-symmetric. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, we have N_{2,t} = {uL_0}. Lemma 6.10 implies t = 4. Thus, (v) is valid.

By (30), we have s = 4. Since φ_0π(y_3) = φ_0π(y_2)+aL_0, we have N_{3,3} ⊆ N_{2,4} +N_{1,2} by (29). Since |N_{2,4}| = 1, one gets R_{2,4}R_{1,2} = {R_{3,3}}, and so R_{4,2} ∈ R_{3,3}R_{1,2}. Thus, (iii) is also valid. □

Lemma 6.12. Suppose R_{2,4} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}. If R_{2,3} /∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,4}} or R_{2,1} ∈ R^2_{,3}, then N_{1,2} ⊆ (1 + 3Z)L_0, where L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}.

Proof. Let L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}. By Lemma 6.11 (v), we may assume N_{2,4} = {uL_0} for some u ∈ {±h}. Since R_{2,4}R_{1,2} = {R_{3,3}} from Lemma 6.11 (iii), one has (u + 1)L_0 ∈ N_{2,4} + N_{1,2} = N_{3,3}. By Lemma 6.11 (iv), we obtain 3 | u + 1, and so 3 ∤ u.

Pick L_1 ∈ N_{1,2}. Since each element in N_{1,2} is a generator of U_0/L from Lemma 5.2 (iii), there exists an integer f such that L_1 = fL_0 with 3 ∤ f. Since (f + 1)L_0 ∈ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}, from Lemma 6.4 (ii), one has (f + 1)L_0 ∈ N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1} ∪ N_{2,3} ∪ N_{2,4}. If (f + 1)L_0 ∈ N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1} ∪ N_{2,4}, then 3 ∤ f + 1 since N_{2,4} = {uL_0} with 3 ∤ u, which implies f ≡ 1 (mod 3). Now we suppose (f + 1)L_0 ∈ N_{2,3} \ (N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1} ∪ N_{2,4}). Then R_{2,3} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,4}}, and so R_{2,1} ∈ R^2_{,3}. Since each element in N_{1,2} is a generator of U_0/L and A_0 is an orbit S-ring, each element in N_{2,3} is also a generator of U_0/L. It follows that 3 ∤ f + 1, and so f ≡ 1 (mod 3). Then L_1 ∈ N_{1,2} ⊆ (1 + 3Z)L_0. Since L_1 ∈ N_{1,2} was arbitrary, the desired result follows. □

To distinguish the notations between the association schemes (V Γ, {Γ~_i}_{ĩ∈} ~_{∂(Γ)}) and (U_0/L, {R~_i}_{Γĩ∈F3} ), let k̂~_i, p̂^{j̃}_{ĩ,j̃} be the parameters of (U_0/L, {R~_i}_{Γĩ∈F3} ).

Lemma 6.13. Suppose that R_{2,s} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}} and no element in N_{2,s} is a generator of U_0/L for some s ∈ {3, 4}. Then the following hold:

(i) k̂_{3,3} = k̂_{1,2} ;

(ii) R_{1,2} /∈ R^2_{1,2} and R^2_{1,2} = {R_{2,1}, R_{2,4}}; (iii) p̂^{(1,2)}_{(3,3),(1,2)} = k̂_{1,2} − 1; (iv) R^3_{1,2} = {R_{0,0}, R_{3,3}}.

Proof. Let L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}. By Lemma 6.11 (v), we may assume N_{2,4} = {uL_0} for some u ∈ {±h}. By Lemma 6.11 (iii), we have R_{2,4}R_{1,2} = {R_{3,3}}.

(31)

Since k̂_{2,4} = 1, from Lemma 2.1 (i), (i) is valid.

Since R_{2,4} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}} from Lemma 6.11 (iii) and k̂_{2,4} = 1, we have p̂^{(2,4)}_{(1,2),(1,2)} = k̂_{1,2} by Lemma 2.1 (v), which implies

N_{1,2} = uL_0 − N_{1,2},

(32)

24 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

and so (L_0, uL_0) ∈ R_{1,2}.

Suppose R_{1,2} ∈ R^2_{1,2}. Then R_{1,2} ∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1}. It follows that there exists L^′ ∈ U_0/L such that (uL_0, L^′), (L_0, L^′) ∈ R_{1,2}. Then L^′ = L^′ − L_0 + L_0 ∈ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}. Since L^′ = uL_0 + L^′ − uL_0 ∈ N_{2,4} + N_{1,2} ⊆ N_{3,3} from (31), contrary to Lemma 5.6. Then R_{1,2} /∈ R^2_{1,2}. By Lemma 6.4 (ii), we obtain R^2_{1,2} = {R_{2,1}, R_{2,4}} or {R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{2,4}}.

To complete the proof of (ii), assume the contrary, namely, R^2_{1,2} ≠ {R_{2,1}, R_{2,4}}. Then R_{2,3} ∈ R^2_{1,2}. By Lemma 5.3 (i), we have Γ_{2,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}. In view of Lemma 6.6, one gets Γ_{3,2} ∈ Γ^3_{1,2}, and so R_{3,2} ∈ R^3_{1,2}. Then there exists a circuit (L, L_0, L_1, L_2, L_3) in Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) such that L_1 ∈ N_{2,3}. Since L_i − L_{i+2} ∈ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} for 0 ≤ i ≤ 3 with L_4 = L and L_5 = L_0, from Lemma 5.6, we get L_{i+2} − L_i /∈ N_{2,4}. Since R^2_{1,2} = {R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{2,4}}, we obtain L_{i+2} − L_i ∈ N_{2,1} ∪ N_{2,3}.

We claim R_{2,1} ∈ R^2_{,3}. Since L_3 − L_1, −L_2 ∈ N_{2,1} ∪ N_{2,3}, we first assume L_3 − L_1 or −L_2 ∈ N_{2,3}. Since L_1 ∈ N_{2,3}, one has L_3 − L ∈ N_{2,3} + N_{2,3} or L_1 − L_2 ∈ N_{2,3} + N_{2,3}, which implies R_{2,1} ∈ R^2_{,3}. Now we suppose L_3 −L_1, −L_2 ∈ N_{2,1}. The fact R_{1,2} /∈ R^2_{1,2} implies R_{2,1} /∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1}. Since L_0 − L_3 = L_0 − L_1 + L_1 − L_3 ∈ N_{2,1} + N_{1,2} and −(−L_2) + (−L_0) ∈ N_{1,2} + N_{2,1}, we have L_0 − L_3, L_2 − L_0 ∈ N_{2,3}, which implies R_{2,1} ∈ R^2_{,3}. Thus, our claim is valid.

Since L_0 is a generator of U_0/L from Lemma 5.2 (iii), we may set L_i = f_iL_0 with f_i ∈ Z for 0 ≤ i ≤ 3. By the claim and Lemma 6.12, we have −f_3 ≡ f_i − f_{i−1} ≡ 1 (mod 3) for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, contrary to the fact f_3 ≡ (f_3 − f_2) + (f_2 − f_1) + (f_1 − 1) + 1 ≡ 1 (mod 3). Thus, (ii) is valid.

Since k̂_{2,4} = 1 and p̂^{(2,4)}_{(1,2),(1,2)} = k̂_{1,2}, from Lemma 2.1 (i), we have p̂^{(1,2)}_{(2,1),(2,1)} = p̂^{(2,1)}_{(1,2),(1,2)} = k̂_{1,2} − 1. Since N_{2,4} = {uL_0}, one has L_0 + (N_{1,2} \ {(u − 1)L_0}) ⊆ N_{2,1}. By (32), one gets

(u + 1)L_0 + (N_{1,2} \ {(u − 1)L_0}) ⊆ uL_0 + N_{2,1} = N_{1,2}.

By (31), one gets (u+1)L_0 ∈ N_{2,4}+N_{1,2} = N_{3,3}, which implies p̂^{(3,3)}_{(2,1),(1,2)} = p̂^{(3,3)}_{(1,2),(2,1)} ≥ k̂_{1,2} − 1. By (i), we have k̂_{3,3} = k̂_{1,2}, and so k2_{1,2} ≥ k_{1,2} + p̂^{(3,3)}_{(1,2),(2,1)}k_{3,3} ≥ k2_{1,2}. Thus,

we obtain p̂^{(3,3)}_{(1,2),(2,1)} = k̂_{1,2} − 1 and R_{1,2}R_{2,1} = {R_{0,0}, R_{3,3}} from Lemma 2.1 (i). Then (i), Lemma 2.1 (ii) and the former imply (iii), while (31), (ii) and the latter imply (iv). □

6.3. Proof of Proposition 6.1. Let l = |L| and n_i = |U_i/L| for 0 ≤ i ≤ k. By Lemma 5.2 (ii),

Δ_3 ∼= (Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) × K_{n1} × · · · × K_{nk} )[K_l],

(33)

where n_i, i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , k}, are pairwise coprime, and n_i > 3 for all i > 0.

Lemma 6.14. The following hold:

(i) if Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) ∼= C_3, then k = 0 or 1;

(ii) if Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) ∼= P (p) for some prime p > 3 with p ≡ 3 (mod 4), then k = 0;

(iii) if Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) ∼= Cay(Z_{13}, {1, 3, 9}), then k = 0.

Proof. Let Δ = C_3, P (p), Cay(Z_{13}, {1, 3, 9}), in (i) (ii) and (iii), respectively. By (33), there exists an isomorphism σ from (Δ × K_{n1} × · · · × K_{nk} )[K_l] to Δ_3, where n_i > 3 for all i > 0. We may assume σ(0, 0, . . . , 0) = 0.

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 25

(i) Let a = σ(1, 1, . . . , 1, 0) and b = σ(2, 0, 0, . . . , 0). Suppose k > 1. Let c = σ(2, 2, 0, 0, . . . , 0). It follows that b, c /∈ N_{1,2} ∪N_{2,1} and ∂_{Δ3} (b, 0) ≡ ∂_{Δ3} (c, 0) ≡ 1 (mod 3). Then ∂_{Δ3} (b, 0), ∂_{Δ3} (c, 0) ≥ 4. Since (0, a, b) and (0, a, c) are paths in Δ_3, we have b, c ∈ N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}. By Lemma 6.4 (i), we have b, c ∈ N_{2,3} ∪ N_{2,4}. If b or c ∈ N_{2,3}, then Γ_{2,3} ∈ Γ^2_{1,2}, and so Γ_{3,2} ∈ Γ^3_{1,2} from Lemma 6.6, which implies ∂_{Δ3} (b, 0) ≤ 3 or ∂_{Δ3} (c, 0) ≤ 3, a contradiction. Then b, c ∈ N_{2,4}. But the sets P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(0, b) = σ({(1, x_1, . . . , x_k, y) | y ∈ Z_l, x_i ≠ 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k}), P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(0, c) = σ({(1, x_1, . . . , x_k, y) | y ∈ Z_l, x_1 ≠ 2, x_i ≠ 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k})

have different size. This is impossible.

(ii) Let a = σ(1, 0, 0, . . . , 0). Since p > 3, there exist i, j ∈ GF(p) such that i, j, 1−i and −1 − j are squares in the multiplicative group of GF(p). Let b = σ(i, 1, . . . , 1, 0) and c = σ(1 + j, 1, . . . , 1, 0).

Suppose k > 0. Then a /∈ N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1}. Since (0, b, a, c) is a circuit in Δ_3, one gets a ∈ (N_{1,2} + N_{1,2}) ∩ (N_{2,1} + N_{2,1}). By Lemma 6.4 (i), one gets a ∈ N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1}, a contradiction.

(iii) Let a = σ(3, 1, . . . , 1, 0), b = σ(4, 0, 0, . . . , 0) and c = σ(6, 0, 0, . . . , 0). Suppose k > 0. Since (0, a, b) and (0, a, c) are paths in Δ_3, by Lemma 6.4 (i), we get b, c ∈ N_{2,3} ∪ N_{2,4}. Since (b, b + a, b + 2a, 0) and (c, c + a, c + 2a, 0) are paths in Δ_3, one has b, c ∈ N_{2,3}. But the sets P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(0, b) = σ({(x, x_1, . . . , x_k, y) | y ∈ Z_l, x ∈ {1, 3}, x_i ≠ 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k}), P_{(1,2),(1,2)}(0, c) = σ({(3, x_1, . . . , x_k, y) | y ∈ Z_l, x_i ≠ 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k})

have different size. This is impossible. □

Now we are ready to complete the proof of Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We divide our proof into two cases.

Case 1. R_{3,3} ∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1} \ {R_{0,0}}.

Since R_{3,3} is symmetric, from Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 6.4 (ii), there exists s ∈ {3, 4} such that R_{2,s} ∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}} and no element in N_{2,s} is a generator of U_0/L. By Lemma 6.13 (iv), we have R^3_{1,2} = {R_{0,0}, R_{3,3}}.

By Lemma 6.13 (iii), we have p̂^{(1,2)}_{(3,3),(1,2)} = k̂_{1,2} − 1. By Lemma 6.11 (iii), we have R_{4,2} ∈ R_{3,3}R_{1,2}. Since k̂_{3,3} = k̂_{1,2} from Lemma 6.13 (i), we get p̂^{(4,2)}_{(3,3),(1,2)}k̂_{4,2} ≥ k̂_{1,2} by Lemma 2.1 (v). This forces k̂^2_{1,2} = k̂_{3,3}k̂_{1,2} = p̂^{(1,2)}_{(3,3),(1,2)}k̂_{1,2} + p̂^{(4,2)}_{(3,3),(1,2)}k̂_{4,2}. It follows from Lemma 2.1 (i) that R_{3,3}R_{1,2} = {R_{1,2}, R_{4,2}}, and so R^4_{1,2} = {R_{1,2}, R_{4,2}}.

By Lemma 6.11 (v), we have k̂_{2,4} = 1. Since R_{2,4} ∈ R^2_{1,2} from Lemma 6.13 (ii), we have R_{2,1} ∈ R_{4,2}R_{1,2}. Lemma 2.1 (i) implies R_{4,2}R_{1,2} = {R_{2,1}}, and so R^5_{1,2} = {R_{2,1}, R_{2,4}}. Thus,

S(A_0) = {{L}, N_{1,2}, N_{2,1}, N_{2,4}, N_{3,3}, N_{4,2}}.

(34)

Let L_0 ∈ N_{1,2}. By Lemma 6.11 (ii), we have |U_0/L| = 3h with h ∈ Z. Lemma 6.11 (v) implies N_{2,4} ∪ N_{4,2} = {±hL_0} = hZL_0 \ {L}. By Lemma 5.2 (iii), each element in N_{1,2} is a generator of U_0/L. Lemma 6.11 (iv) implies that the order of each element in N_{3,3} is h. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, from (34), the order of each element of U_0/L is 1, 3, h or 3h. This implies that h is a prime. Then N_{3,3} = 3ZL_0 \ {L}, which forces

26 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

h > 3. By (34), N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1} consists of all generators of U_0/L. Lemma 6.12 implies N_{1,2} = ((1 + 3Z) \ hZ)L_0. Since 3 ∤ h, we have U_0/L = ⟨hL_0⟩ × ⟨3L_0⟩ and

N_{1,2} = ((±h + 3Z) \ hZ)L_0 = ±{hL_0} + 3(Z \ hZ)L_0.

It follows that Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) ∼= C_3 × K_h. By Lemma 6.14 (i) and (33), Δ_3 is isomorphic to (C_3 × K_h)[K_l].

Case 2. R_{3,3} /∈ R_{1,2}R_{2,1} \ {R_{0,0}}.

By Lemma 6.11 (i), we have R_{2,4} /∈ R^2_{1,2} \ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}, which implies R^2_{1,2} ⊆ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}} from Lemma 6.4 (ii).

Case 2.1 Γ_{2,3} /∈ F_3 or R_{2,3} ∈ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}.

By Lemma 5.2 (v), we have R_{0,0} /∈ R^2_{1,2}, and so R^2_{1,2} ⊆ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}. By Lemma 5.2 (iii), each element in N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} ⊆ N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1} is a generator of U_0/L. Lemma 5.9 (ii) implies that (U_0/L, {R~_i}_{Γĩ∈F3} ) is skew-symmetric. By Lemma 6.7, one obtains R_{1,2}R_{2,1} ⊆ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}. It follows that (U_0/L, {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}) is a 2-class non-symmetric association scheme. Since each element in N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} ⊇ N_{2,1} is a generator of U_0/L, p := |U_0/L| is a prime. By Lemma 2.2, (U_0/L, {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}) is the attached scheme of Paley digraph P (p) with p ≡ 3 (mod 4). It follows that Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) ∼= P (p). By (33), we obtain Δ_3 ∼= (P (p) × K_{n1} × · · ·× K_{nk} )[K_l] with p ∤ n_i and n_i > 3 for all i > 0.

If p = 3, from Lemma 6.14 (i), then Δ_3 is isomorphic to C_3[K_l] or (C_3 × K_{n1} )[K_l] with 3 ∤ n_1 and n_1 > 3. If p > 3, from Lemma 6.14 (ii), then Δ_3 is isomorphic to one of the digraphs in Theorem 1.2 (ii).

Case 2.2. Γ_{2,3} ∈ F_3 and R_{2,3} /∈ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}.

If R_{2,3} ∈ R^2_{1,2}, then R_{2,3} is non-symmetric since R_{3,2} /∈ R^2_{1,2} from Lemma 5.6; if R_{2,3} /∈ R^2_{1,2}, then R^2_{1,2} ⊆ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}}, and so R_{2,3} is non-symmetric from Lemma 5.9 (ii).

Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, from Lemma 6.11 (i), R_{2,3} /∈ R^2_{1,2} or each element in N_{2,3} is a generator of U_0/L. Since R^2_{1,2} ⊆ {R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}}, from Lemma 5.2 (iii), each element in N_{1,2} + N_{1,2} ⊆ N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1} ∪ N_{2,3} is a generator of U_0/L. Lemma 5.9 (ii) implies that (U_0/L, {R~_i}_{Γĩ∈F3} ) is skew-symmetric. By Lemma 6.7, one obtains R_{1,2}R_{2,1} ⊆ {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{3,2}}. Lemma 4.12 implies k̂_{1,2} ≥ k̂_{2,3}. It follows from Theorem 1.1 that X := (U_0/L, {R_{0,0}, R_{1,2}, R_{2,1}, R_{2,3}, R_{3,2}}) is a 4-class skewsymmetric association scheme.

Suppose that |U_0/L| is not a prime. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring with rank 5, from Lemma 5.2 (iii), N_{1,2} ∪ N_{2,1} consists of all generators of U_0/L. Then the order of each element of N_{2,3} ∪ N_{3,2} is the unique nontrivial divisor of |U_0/L|. This implies that |U_0/L| = p^2 for some odd prime p. Then k̂_{1,2} = p(p − 1)/2. Since A_0 is an orbit S-ring, there exists K ≤ Aut(U_0/L) such that A_0 = O(K, U_0/L) and p | |K|. Lemma 4.7 implies that A_0 is not free, a contradiction. Thus, |U_0/L| is a prime.

By Lemma 2.2, X is a cyclotomic and pseudocyclic scheme. In view of Theorem 1.1, one has Cay(U_0/L, N_{1,2}) ∼= Cay(Z_{13}, {1, 3, 9}). By Lemma 6.14 (iii) and (33), Δ_3 is isomorphic to one of the digraphs in Theorem 1.2 (iv). □

7. Proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Note that C_m, P (p) and Cay(Z_{13}, {1, 3, 9}) are all weakly distance-regular. By [15, Proposition 2.4], all digraphs in Theorem 1.2 (i), (ii) and (iv) are also weakly distance-regular. One can verify that all digraphs in Theorem

WEAKLY DISTANCE-REGULAR CIRCULANTS, I 27

1.2 (iii) are weakly distance-regular. It is easy to see that all digraphs in Theorem 1.2 are circulants. This completes the proof of the sufficiency part.

We now prove the necessity. Since Γ is a weakly distance-regular circulant of one type of arcs, we have T = {g}, where g > 2 is the girth of Γ. Since Γ is connected, Γ_{1,g−1} generates the attached scheme of Γ. It follows that F_g = {Γ~_i}_{ĩ∈} ~_{∂(Γ)}, and so F_g(x) = V Γ for any x ∈ V Γ. Hence, Γ = Δ_g. If g > 3, then from Proposition 5.10 Γ is isomorphic to one of the digraph in (i) since p^{(2,g−2)}_{(1,g−1),(1,g−1)} > 0. Now suppose g = 3. By Proposition 6.1, it suffices to show that (C_3 × K_h)[K_l] is not weakly distance-regular, where h > 3, 3 ∤ h and l > 1.

Suppose that Γ := (C_3 × K_h)[K_l] is a weakly distance-regular digraph. Observe that (0, 1, 0), (0, 0, 1) ∈ Γ_{3,3}(0, 0, 0). But the sets P_{(1,2),(2,1)}((0, 0, 0), (0, 1, 0)) = {(1, x, y) | x /∈ {0, 1}, y ∈ Z_l}, P_{(1,2),(2,1)}((0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1)) = {(1, x, y) | x ≠ 0, y ∈ Z_l}

have different size. This is impossible. □

Remark 7.1. In fact, there are weakly distance-regular circulants Γ consisting of arcs of more than one types such that Δ_3 are isomorphic to digraphs in Proposition 6.1 (iii). For example, let Γ = (C_3 × K_h)[C_4] with h > 3 and 3 ∤ h. Then Γ is a weakly distance-regular circulant consisting of arcs of types (1, 2) and (1, 3) such that Δ_3 = (C_3 × K_h)[K_4].

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Observe that all the digraphs in Corollary 1.3 are primitive weakly distance-regular circulants.

Let Γ = Cay(Z_p, S) be a primitive weakly distance-regular digraph of girth g. Observe that X = (V Γ, {Γ~_i}_{ĩ∈} ~_{∂(Γ)}) is a translation scheme. By Lemma 2.2, p is a prime and X is a cyclotomic scheme.

Suppose (1, q) ∈ ~∂(Γ) and pick x_1 ∈ N_{1,q}. By Lemma 2.3, there exists an integer s such that (N_{1,g−1})^{(s)} = N_{1,q}, which implies that there exists y_1 ∈ N_{1,g−1} such that sy_1 = x_1. Then there exists a circuit (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_g = 0) of length g consisting of arcs of type (1, g − 1). Multiplication by s gives a path of length g − 1 from x_1 to 0, which implies x_1 ∈ N_{1,g−1}. This implies q = g − 1. Thus, Γ only contains one type of arcs. The desired result follows from Theorem 1.2. □

Acknowledgements

A. Munemasa is supported by JSPS Kakenhi (Grant No. 17K05155 and No. 20K03527), K. Wang is supported by the National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2020YFA0712900) and NSFC (12071039, 12131011), Y. Yang is supported by NSFC (12101575) and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (2652019319). A part of this research was done while A. Munemasa was visiting Beijing Normal University, and while Y. Yang was visiting Tohoku University. We acknowledge the support from RACMaS, Tohoku University.

References

[1] Z. Arad, E. Fisman and M. Muzychuk, Generalized table algebras, Israel J. Math., 114 (1999), 29–60.

[2] E. Bannai and T. Ito, Algebraic Combinatorics I: Association Schemes, Benjamin/Cummings, California, 1984.

28 MUNEMASA, WANG, YANG, AND ZHU

[3] A.E. Brouwer, A.M. Cohen and A. Neumaier, Distance-Regular Graphs, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1989.

[4] E.R. van Dam, J.H. Koolen and H. Tanaka, Distance-regular graphs, Electron. J. Combin., (2016), DS22.

[5] Y. Fan, Z. Wang and Y. Yang, Weakly distance-regular digraphs of one type of arcs, Graphs Combin., 38 (2022), Paper 89.

[6] M. Hirasaka and Y. Suga, The classification of association schemes with 13 or 15 points, Proceedings of Kyoto Univ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci., 962 (1996), 71–80.

[7] K. Ireland and M. Rosen, A classical introduction to modern number theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 84, 2nd edn Springer, New York, 1990.

[8] I. Kovács, Classifying arc-transitive circulants, J. Algebraic Combin., 20 (2004), 353–358. [9] J. Ma and K. Wang, Four-class skew-symmetric association schemes, J. Combin. Theory Ser.

A, 118 (2011), 1381–1391.

[10] S. Miklavić and P. Potočnik, Distance-regular circulants, European J. Combin., 24 (2003), 777–784.

[11] A. Munemasa, K. Wang and Y. Yang, Weakly distance-regular circulants, II, in preparation. [12] M. Muzychuk, A solution of the isomorphism problem for circulant graphs, Proc. London math.

Soc. (3), 88 (2004), 1–41.

[13] M. Muzychuk, I. Ponomarenko, Schur rings, European J. Combin., 30 (2009), 1526–1539. [14] H. Suzuki, Thin weakly distance-regular digraphs, J. Combin. Theory Ser. B, 92 (2004), 69–83. [15] K. Wang and H. Suzuki, Weakly distance-regular digraphs, Discrete Math., 264 (2003), 225–236. [16] K. Wang, Commutative weakly distance-regular digraphs of girth 2, European J. Combin., 25 (2004), 363–375.

[17] H. Wielandt, Finite permutation groups, Academic Press, Berlin, 1964. [18] B. Xu, Schur rings and association schemes whose thin residues are thin, J. Algebra, 490 (2017), 441–461.

[19] Y. Yang, B. Lv and K. Wang, Weakly distance-regular digraphs of valency three, I, Electron.

J. Combin., 23(2) (2016), Paper 2.12.

[20] Y. Yang, B. Lv and K. Wang, Weakly distance-regular digraphs of valency three, II, J. Combin.

Theory Ser. A, 160 (2018), 288–315.

[21] Y. Yang, B. Lv and K. Wang, Quasi-thin weakly distance-regular digraphs, J. Algebraic Combin., 51 (2020), 19–50.

[22] Y. Yang and K. Wang, Thick weakly distance-regular digraphs, Graphs Combin., 38 (2022), Paper 37.

[23] Q. Zeng, Y. Yang and K. Wang, P -polynomial weakly distance-regular digraphs, Electron. J.

Combin., 30(3) (2023), Paper 3.3.

[24] P.H. Zieschang, An Algebraic Approach to Assoication Schemes, in: Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol.1628, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1996.

[25] P.H. Zieschang, Theory of Association Schemes, Springer Monograph in Mathematics, Springer, Berlin, 2005.

Research Center for Pure and Applied Mathematics, Graduate School of Information Sciences, Tohoku University, Sendai 980–8579, Japan

Email address: munemasa@math.is.tohoku.ac.jp

Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems (MOE), School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China

Email address: wangks@bnu.edu.cn

School of Science, China University of Geosciences, Beijing 100083, China Email address: yangyf@cugb.edu.cn

Sch. Math. Sci. & Lab. Math. Com. Sys., Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China

Email address: zfwenying@mail.bnu.edu.cn