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THE EXACT QUANTUM CHROMATIC NUMBER OF HADAMARD GRAPHS

A. MEENAKSHI MCNAMARA

Abstract. We compute the exact value of the quantum chromatic numbers of Hadamard graphs of order

n = 2N for N a multiple of 4 using the upper bound derived by Avis, Hasegawa, Kikuchi, and Sasaki, as well

as an application of the Hoffman-like lower bound of Clive and Wocjan that was generalized by Ganesan for

quantum graphs.

Introduction

Quantum coloring of graphs is a modification of the usual notion of graph coloring using non-local games.

In a non-local game, players Alice and Bob collaborate to answer pairs of questions without communication

using some prior agreed-upon strategy. The possible strategies used by the players have many classifications

(see, for instance, [CMN+07] and [OP16]), including classical strategies and “quantum” strategies where a

shared entangled resource is available. The use of entanglement often allows quantum strategies to out-

perform classical ones, leading to a “quantum advantage.” In fact, the famous CHSH inequality may be

described as such a quantum advantage in a non-local game. There has been especially great interest in non-

local games in recent years due to their importance in quantum information theory. Further, the resolution

of the Connes Embedding Conjecture through showing that MIP*=RE in [JNV+22] relied upon non-local

games. Hence, studying non-local games is important to understanding the broader impacts of this result.

In the graph coloring game, the players wish to convince a referee that they have a coloring for a graph,

i.e., an assignment of colors to vertices of the graph such that adjacent vertices are different colors. Graph

coloring games are of particular interest because they provide explicit examples of non-local games, and often

naturally tie into other problems in quantum information theory and communication as seen in [AHKS06].

Additionally, there are numerous modifications of these games allowing for the concrete study of different

models of non-local games, as has been done in [OP16] where the equivalence of graph coloring questions

to the Connes Embedding Conjecture through Tsirelson’s Problem were studied. Recent work by Harris in

[Har24] showed that all non-local games may be reformulated as a kind of graph coloring games; furthering

the importance of graph coloring in the study of non-local games.

In particular, when studying graph coloring games we are interested in the minimum number of colors

needed to win. Restricting to quantum strategies, we call this the quantum chromatic number of the graph,

χq, and it is known that determining this number is an NP hard problem in general [Ji13]. Numerous

examples of graphs G have been found exhibiting a quantum advantage such that χq(G) < χ(G), where

χ(G) is the usual (i.e., classical) chromatic number of G. In particular [AHKS06] found the first such

examples to be Hadamard graphs on 2N vertices with N > 3 a multiple of 4, HN . In particular for N = 12

we have χ(H12) = 13 while χq(H12) = 12. These upper bounds on the quantum chromatic number of

the Hadamard graph can be understood by viewing the Hadamard graph as an orthogonality graph, and
1
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2 A. MEENAKSHI MCNAMARA

similar results for general orthogonality graphs were developed in [CMN+07]. However, in these examples,

the computations of the quantum chromatic of graphs give only upper bounds. Further, many of the lower

bounds are given by other non-local invariants such as the tracial rank defined in [PSS+16], and thus are

similarly difficult to study. Hence, except for a few cases of graphs without any quantum advantage (such

as the graphs studied in [EW19] and the subfamily of Kneser graphs studied in [WED20]) or with few colors

needed in their classical coloring (for example, see [CMN+07]), there are very few examples of the precise

quantum chromatic numbers of graphs being known.

In this paper, we will study the quantum chromatic number of the Hadamard graphs; giving precise results

for an infinite family of graphs. Note that throughout this work, we consider Hadamard graphs as defined by

Ito in [Ito85a] and [Ito85b] (see Sections 1.2 and 1.3). This is in contrast to another, perhaps more common,

definition of Hadamard graphs that comes more directly from the notion of Hadamard matrices, such as

those considered in [CM24]. However, our notion of Hadamard graphs is still related to Hadamard matrices.

In particular, as is discussed in [Ito85a], the conjecture of the existence of Hadamard matrices for every N a

multiple of 4 can be rephrased as conjecturing that the clique number of HN is N . These graphs have been

studied in such depth in the quantum coloring setting due to their connection to quantum information theory

problems. For instance, the first results concerning quantum coloring Hadamard graphs are contained within

[BCT99] for N = 2n, in the process of studying the problem of simulating entangled systems using classical

hidden variable models and communication. In these studies, an upper bound for the quantum chromatic

number of Hadamard graphs has been established in [AHKS06]. In fact, using results of [FR87], it was

shown in [AHKS06] that Hadamard graphs provide examples of an exponential gap between the quantum

and classical chromatic numbers. These results on quantum coloring Hadamard graphs were further applied

to the problem of simulating quantum entanglement via classical communication in [GTW13]. However,

despite the success of developing upper bounds, no lower bounds on the quantum chromatic number of these

graphs have been established.

In general, very few graphs have had concrete lower bounds on their quantum chromatic numbers es-

tablished. In this work, we will make use of the spectral lower bound derived in [EW19]. These results

were generalized to quantum graphs in [Gan23], and in fact the proof of these results was simplified us-

ing the notions of quantum coloring on quantum graphs. As classical graphs are special cases of quantum

graphs, we will emphasize the applicability of our approach to quantum graphs as well by phrasing results

using the language of quantum graphs when convenient. This is especially relevant as interest in quan-

tum graphs has been growing in recent years due to their connections with quantum information theory.

In fact, quantum graphs were developed to generalize the role of graphs in classical information theory to

the quantum setting [DSW13]. Quantum graphs are a non-commutative topology generalization of graphs

that have been independently developed several times leading to numerous equivalent descriptions (see

[EKS98, DSW13, Wea21, MRV18, BCE+20]). The notion of quantum chromatic numbers has been ex-

tended to quantum graphs, and the quantum adjacency matrix approach of [MRV18] lends itself to spectral

lower bounds as found in Ganesan’s work in [Gan23] where she generalized the results of [EW19]. In our
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work, these lower bounds will prove particularly useful in the study of Hadamard graphs due to an equiva-

lent description of these graphs as conjugacy class graphs, allowing for the spectral results to be found using

character theory as in [Ito85a].

Using these lower bounds in addition to the more usual approach to obtaining upper bounds on quantum

chromatic numbers, we obtain our main result:

Theorem 0.1 (Main Theorem). Let HN be the Hadmard graph on 2N vertices, N a multiple of 4. Then,

χq(HN ) = N.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 1 we provide the necessary background on quantum

coloring and quantum graphs, and the various viewpoints on Hadamard graphs. Then, Section 2 is divided

into two main subsections: First, in Section 2.1 we review the proof of the upper bound for the quantum

chromatic number of Hadamard graphs, reformulating it in the language of positive operator valued measures.

Then, in Section 2.2 we review results of Ito on Hadamard graphs and develop lower bounds, leading to our

result.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Rolando de Santiago for his guidance and help

throughout this project. The author would also like to thank Priyanga Ganesan for thoughtful discussions

about quantum coloring and non-local games. Research at Perimeter Institute is supported in part by the
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1. Background

1.1. Quantum Colorings of Graphs. In a non-local game, cooperating players Alice and Bob play against

a referee by answering questions while separated such that no communication is allowed (hence, non-local).

The referee will ask both players questions, and determine if they win a given (independent) round based

on their answers. Alice and Bob may agree on a strategy ahead of time, and we call a strategy winning if

they win with probability 1. There are numerous strategies Alice and Bob may be allowed to use, we are

primarily interested in classical (i.e. local) and quantum strategies. Other strategies often studied include

quantum approximate, quantum commuting, and non-signaling.

A quantum strategy allows Alice and Bob to share an entangled state ψ ∈ Ca ⊗ Cb that they measure

with positive operator valued measures (POVMs) {ExA,yA
} ∈ Ma and {FxB ,yB

} ∈ Mb corresponding to

the referee asking questions xA and xB to Alice and Bob, respectively, and Alice and Bob responding with

yA and yB respectively. Using this setup, the chance that Alice and Bob respond with yA and yB given

questions xA and xB is

p(yA, yB|xA, xB) = 〈ψ|ExA,yA
⊗ FxB ,yB

|ψ〉.

Alternatively, in a local strategy no entanglement is present. This corresponds to requiring that ψ is a product

state in the strategy above. Equivalently, local strategies satisfy p(yA, yB|xA, xB) = p1(yA|xA)p2(yB|xB) for
some probabilities p1 and p2 [PSS+16].
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The non-local game we will consider in this paper is the graph coloring game. Classically, an m-coloring

of a graph G is an assignment of a list of colors m colors to V (G) such that adjacent vertices are given

different colors. The chromatic number of a graph χ(G) is the smallest value of m such that the graph

has an m-coloring. In the graph coloring game Alice and Bob want to convince a referee that they have

a coloring for a graph. To do so, the referee gives Alice and Bob vertices of the graph xA, xB ∈ V (G),

and the players respond with colors yA, yB ∈ {1, 2, .., c} for the vertices. Alice and Bob have a winning

strategy if their responses follow the rules of graph coloring, i.e., if (1) p(yA 6= yB|xA = xB) = 0, and (2)

if p(yA = yB|xA ∼ xB) = 0. Condition (1) is precisely the definition of a synchronous game. Thus, Bob’s

POVMs can be obtained from Alice’s as described in [CMN+07]. Classically, a winning strategy must use

at least χ(G) colors. However, if Alice and Bob use a quantum strategy it may be possible to win using

fewer colors. We call the number of colors needed for a winning quantum strategy the quantum chromatic

number of a graph, χq(G).

These types of coloring games have also been generalized to quantum graphs in [BGH22]. One approach to

studying coloring on quantum graphs by [BGH22] uses the operator space notion: an (irreflexive) quantum

graph is a tuple (S,M,B(H)) where M ⊂ B(H) is a finite dimensional, von Neumann algebra and S is an

operator space that is a bimodule over M′ that satisfies S ⊥ M′. Here, we consider a quantum coloring to

be a projection valued measure (PVM) {Pa}a∈[c] ∈ M⊗̄N where [c] are the colors, N is a finite dimensional

von Neumann algebra, and the projections satisfy the coloring relation

Pa(S ⊗ IN)Pa = 0 ∀a ∈ {1, 2, ..., c}.

We may modify the definition to generalize other strategies by changing the conditions on N (see [BGH22]).

Another approach to quantum graphs that we will use is the quantum adjacency matrix. We consider

a quantum set to be a pair (M, ψ) where M is a finite dimensional C*-algebra and ψ : M → C is a faithful

state. Note that we may identify M with L2(M), where L2(M) = L2(M, ψ) is the GNS completion of M

with respect to ψ. Hence, given m : M⊗M → M via multiplication we obtain m∗ its adjoint on L2(M). We

say ψ is a δ-form if there exists δ > 0 such that mm∗ = δ2I. Then, the tuple (M, ψ, A) is a quantum graph

with quantum adjacency matrix A : L2(M) → L2(M) if A is schur idempotent (m(A ⊗ A)m∗ = δ2A) and

satisfies (I ⊗ η∗m)(I ⊗ A ⊗ I)(m∗η ⊗ I) = A where η : C → M via λ 7→ λI. An irreflexive quantum graph

further satisfies m(A⊗I)m∗ = 0. Throughout the remainder of this paper we will assume that all (quantum)

graphs are irreflexive as coloring ideas are best applied in this setting. These two equivalent definitions are

described and compared in [Gan23].

The quantum adjacency matrix approach has allowed many spectral lower bounds to be extended to

quantum coloring as was done in [Gan23]. In particular, we will make use of the bound Hoffman bound

for quantum coloring of classical graphs that was found in [EW19], phrased here for its generalization to

quantum graphs given by [Gan23]: Let G = (M, ψ, A) be a quantum graph, and let λmax = λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ · · · ≥
λdimM = λmin be all the eigenvalues of A (with multiplicity). Then 1 + λmax

|λmin| ≤ χq(G).

Both notions of quantum graphs generalize classical graphs, and hence results for quantum graphs spe-

cialize to classical graphs. In the operator space approach a classical graph corresponds to a quantum graph

where M is abelian. Likewise, in the quantum adjacency matrix approach a classical graph corresponds to
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the usual notion of adjacency matrices, i.e., a |V | × |V | matrix with 1 at ijth entry if i ∼ j in G and zeros

elsewhere.

1.2. Hadamard Graphs as Orthogonality Graphs. Let N ∈ N be a multiple of 4. The Hadamard

graph of size n = 2N is a graph defined as follows: the vertices are vectors of size N with entries ±1; two

vertices are adjacent iff the inner product of the vectors is 0. We will denote the vertex x as the vector

(xi)
N−1
i=0 where xi is the i-th component of the vector. In this notation, the vertices x and y are adjacent iff

the vectors (xi)
N−1
i=0 and (yi)

N−1
i=0 differ in exactly half of the entries. Note that this makes the Hadamard

graph an orthogonality graph as we are representing the vertices as vectors and edges are determined by the

orthogonality relation.

Remark 1. Note that the Hadamard graph defined above is disconnected. In particular, vertices with an

even number of +1s and −1s and those with an odd number form identical connected components. Hence, we

may restrict the Hadamard graph to the graph on 2N−1 vertices correspondong to the connected component

containing the all 1s vector (the component with even numbers of +1s and −1s).

Remark 2. It is convenient to define the POVMs for coloring using a slightly different notation for the

Hadamard graph. Namely, the Hadamard graph of size n = 2N is defined as follows: the vertices are vectors

of size N with entries 0s and 1s; two vertices are adjacent iff exactly half of the vector entries differ. Note

that this is equivalent to the above definition with −1s replaced by 0s. This convention will be applied for

notational convenience.

1.3. Hadamard Graphs as Conjugacy Class Graphs. In [Ito85a] it was shown that the Hadamard

graph can also be viewed as a conjugacy class graph in the sense of [Ito84]. In a conjugacy class graph,

the vertices may be identified with elements of a group Γ. Further, there is some C ⊂ Γ that is a union

of conjugacy classes, satisfies C = C−1 and generates Γ such that vertices x and y are adjacent iff x = cy

for some c ∈ C. Characterizing the Hadamard graph as a conjugacy class graph will allow for the use of

irreducible characters in order to calculate the spectrum of the adjacency matrix of the Hadamard graph, as

will be further developed in Section 2.2.

To view the Hadamard graph as a conjugacy class graph we will consider the Hadamard graph as described

in Remark 1. Following [Ito85a], we see that the vertices form an abelian group with group multiplication

given by componentwise multiplication of the vectors and unit the all 1s vector h. If we let C be the set of

vertices adjacent to h, then vertices x and y are adjacent iff x = cy for some c ∈ C. We note that C is the union

of conjugacy classes since in an abelian group conjugacy classes are single elements. Additionally, C = C−1

as each element is its own inverse. To see that C generates the group, let w(i, j) be the vector of all +1s

except at the ith and jth spot where there are −1s. Observe {w(0, 1), w(0, 2), . . . , w(0, N)} is a generating

set for the group. Further, the elements w(0, i1) ·w(0, i2) · · ·w(0, iN/2) and w(0, i2) · w(0, i3) · · · w(0, iN/2),

for 0 < ik < N and ij 6= ik for all j, k, are both in C, and we notice that
(
N−1
N/2

)
+

(
N−1

N/2−1

)
=

(
N

N/2

)
so

all elements of C are of this form. Then we notice that the product of these elements is w(0, i1) for any

i1 ∈ {0, . . . , N − 1}, so C generates the group.
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2. Computing the Chromatic Number

2.1. Upper Bounds. In this section, we will describe the work of [AHKS06] which shows that the quantum

chromatic number of the Hadamard graph on 2N vertices with N a multiple of 4 is less than or equal to N .

Note that, as is noted in [AHKS06], this result along with [FR87] implies an exponential gap between the

chromatic number and quantum chromatic number of Hadamard graphs with N = 4pq. Hence, this work

provided an early example of quantum advantage in non-local games.

In the work of [AHKS06], the authors described a winning strategy to color the Hadamard graph on 2N

vertices using N colors. Given vertices (ai) and (bi) in the convention used in Remark 2, Alice and Bob win

using the following protocol:

(1) Prepare an initial state |ψ〉 := 1√
N

∑N−1
j=0 |j〉 ⊗ |j〉

(2) Alice and Bob apply phase shifts using Pai
and Pbi , where Pli |i〉 = (−1)li |i〉. This results in

(Pai
⊗ Pbi)|ψ〉.

(3) Apply the general quantum Fourier transform to get

(QFTN ⊗QFT−1
N )(Pai

⊗ Pbi)|ψ〉 =
1

N3/2

N−1∑

j=0

N−1∑

k=0

N−1∑

ℓ=0

(ω)ℓ(j−k)(−1)ai⊕bi |j〉 ⊗ |k〉.

(4) Measure the state using this computational basis. This will obtain one of N basis states, and they

return the corresponding color to the referee.

We wish to reframe this strategy into the familiar POVM framework of section 1.1. Recall that as this

is a synchronous game we may assume that Alice and Bob use the same POVM, and also that they are

projections. Hence, we must find a set of projections {Ex,α}x∈V (Hn),α∈[n] such that
∑

α∈[n]Ex,α = I, and

such that using these projections and their conjugates for Alice and Bob is a winning strategy (namely, we

must check that given adjacent vertices they return different colors).

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 3.1 in [AHKS06]). Let G be the Hadamard graph on 2N vertices where N is a

multiple of 4. Then χq(G) ≤ N

Proof. We will adopt the convention for Hadamard graphs used in Remark 2. Fix ω, a primitive root of

unity. For each α ∈ [N ] x ∈ V (G), define

〈Ẽα
x | =

1√
N

N−1∑

j=0

ωjα(−1)xi〈j|

and set Eα
x = |Ẽa

x〉〈Ẽα
x |. Note that since Ẽa

x is a unit vector, it is readily checked that Eα
x is a projection for

each x ∈ V (G) and α ∈ [N ]. Consider the shared entangled state |ψ〉 = 1√
N

∑N−1
j=0 |j〉 ⊗ |j〉 We now verify
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that {Eα
x }α∈[N ] forms a PVM for each x ∈ V (G). To this end,

N∑

α=1

Eα
x =

N∑

α=1

1

N

N−1∑

j,k=0

ω(j−k)α(−1)xj+xk |k〉〈j|

=



 1

N

N−1∑

j,k=0

(−1)xj+xk |k〉〈j|




N∑

α=1

ω(j−k)α

=

N−1∑

j=0

|j〉〈j| = I

where in the second to the last line, we used the following facts: if j = k then (−1)xj+xk = 1 and
∑N

α=1 ω
0 =

N ; and if j 6= k then we get
∑N

α=1 ω
(j−k)α = 0.

Next, we verify the coloring condition. First we calculate,

〈ψ|Eα
x ⊗ Eβ

y |ψ〉 =
1

N3

N−1∑

ℓ=0

〈ℓ| ⊗ 〈ℓ|




N−1∑

j,k=0

ω(j−k)α(−1)xj+xk |k〉〈j|


⊗




N−1∑

j′,k′=0

ω(k′−j′)β(−1)yj′+yk′ |k′〉〈j′|




N−1∑

ℓ=0

|ℓ′〉 ⊗ |ℓ′〉

=
1

N3

N−1∑

ℓ,ℓ′=0

(
ω(ℓ′−ℓ)α(−1)xℓ′+xℓ

)(
ω(ℓ′−ℓ)β(−1)yℓ′+yℓ

)

=
1

N3

N−1∑

ℓ,ℓ′=0

ω(ℓ−ℓ′)(α+β)(−1)xℓ+xℓ′+yℓ+y′

ℓ

Thus we have

(1) 〈ψ|Eα
x ⊗ Eβ

y |ψ〉 =
1

N3

N−1∑

ℓ=0

ωℓ(α−β)(−1)xℓ+yℓ

N−1∑

ℓ′=0

ωℓ′(β−α)(−1)xℓ′+yℓ′

Now we wish to verify that if x ∼ y and α = β then 〈ψ|Eα
x ⊗Eβ

y |ψ〉 evaluates to 0. Using these assumptions

in Equation (1), we find

〈ψ|Eα
x ⊗ Eβ

y |ψ〉 = =
1

N3

N−1∑

ℓ=0

(−1)xℓ+yℓ

N−1∑

ℓ′=0

(−1)xℓ′+yℓ′ = 0

since exactly half of the xℓ + yℓ are even and exactly half are odd when x ∼ y.

Finally, since Bob’s POVMs are found from Alice’s POVMs as described in [CMN+07] this must be a

synchronous game. Hence, it is easily checked that if α 6= β then

〈ψ|Eα
x ⊗ Eβ

x |ψ〉 = 0.

�
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Remark 3. We obtain the PVM corresponding to colors used in coloring quantum graphs as in [BGH22] by

considering the following block diagonal matrix,

Pα =




Eα
1 0 · · · 0

0 Eα
2 · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · Eα
n



,

where the vertices are labeled using the set [n]. Notice that we have Pα ∈ Dn ⊗MN(C) as Eα
x ∈MN (C), so

as MN(C) is finite dimensional this is a quantum coloring in the above description as expected.

The verification that {Pα}α forms a PVM is is immediate from the result for {Eα
x }α, and the coloring

condition may be checked a quick calculation verifying that

Pα(Ex,y ⊗ IN )Pα = 0

whenever x ∼ y, where Ex,y ∈Mn(C) is the elementary matrix with a 1 at the xy entry and zero elsewhere.

2.2. Lower Bounds. We will now derive a lower bound for the quantum chromatic number of the Hadamard

graph. In particular, we will use the Hoffman bound that was shown in [Gan23] using eigenvalues of the

quantum adjacency matrix. As this is a classical graph, the quantum adjacency matrix is precisely the usual

concept of an adjacency matrix. Hence, we will use the results of Ito in [Ito84] and [Ito85a] in order to

compute the eigenvalues by viewing the Hadamard graph as a conjugacy class graph.

We begin by noting that conjugacy class graphs are determined by a group and a (union of) conjugacy

classes of the group. Hence, representation theory is useful in studying such graphs, and we shall review

some of the relevant definitions. In particular, a representation of a group Γ on a vector space V is a

group homomorphism ρ : Γ → GL(V ). A representation is irreducible if there are no invariant subspaces of

ρ(Γ) except for {0} and V itself. If V is finite dimensional (as will be considered here), then the character

corresponding to ρ is χρ : Γ → C via χρ(g) = Tr(ρ(g)) for any g ∈ Γ. A character χρ is called irreducible if

ρ is irreducible. Characters possess several properties that will be used in the following:

• Characters are constant on conjugacy classes of Γ since Tr(ab) = Tr(ba) =⇒ Tr(aba−1) = Tr(b).

• The set of class functions (functions that take a constant value on conjugacy classes) has a natural

inner product:〈α, β〉 = 1
|Γ|

∑
g∈Γ α(g)β(g). Further, if α and β are characters corresponding to a

finite dimensional representation, and Γ is of finite order then

〈α, β〉 = 1

|Γ|
∑

g∈Γ

α(g)β(g−1),(2)

because finite order invertible linear transformations have the trace of their inverse is the complex

conjugate of the trace.

• The set of irreducible characters forms an orthonormal basis for the class functions. In particular, if

ρ = ρ1 ⊕ ρ2 is a reducible representation, then χρ = χρ1
+ χρ2

.

• For h ∈ Γ and Γ of finite order, we will also use

∑

g∈Γ

χs(g
−1)χr(gh) = |Γ|χr(h)

χr(e)
δr,s(3)
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for any two irreducible characters χr and χs.

• An important example of a representation is the regular representation, defined by R(g) : ℓ2(Γ) →
ℓ2(Γ) via R(g)eh = egh for all g, h ∈ Γ and {eg} the basis for ℓ2(Γ). Note that ℓ2(Γ) ∼= C|Γ| when Γ

is of finite order. Then if we let γ be the character corresponding to R, we find γ(g) = |Γ|δg,e, since
R(g) is a permutation matrix with zero trace unless g = e. Further, 〈γ, χ〉 = 1

|Γ|
∑

g∈Γ γ(g)χ(g) =

1
|Γ|γ(e)χ(e) = χ(e), so if {χi}ki=1 is the set of irreducible representations of Γ then

γ =

k∑

i=1

χi(e)χi.(4)

Hence, we find |Γ| = ∑k
i=1 χi(e)

2

The proof of the following theorem is contained within [Ito84]. We include it for completeness.

Theorem 2.2 ([Ito84]). Suppose G is a conjugacy class graph defined using group Γ and conjugacy class (or

inverse closed union of conjugacy classes) C. Further, suppose that χ is an irreducible character of Γ. Then

χ contributes to the spectrum of G an eigenvalue λ = |C|χ(c)/χ(e) (or λ =
∑

c∈C χ(c)/χ(e)), where c ∈ C,

with multiplicity χ(e)2. (Note that distinct characters may add to the multiplicity of a single eigenvalue).

Proof. In this proof we shall assume that C is a single conjugacy class for ease of notation. If C is an

inverse closed union of conjugacy classes then the proof follows identically but with |C| replaced by
∑

c∈C

throughout.

Let V (G) = {x1, . . . , xg} with g = |Γ| as vertices are identified with elements of Γ. Further, let δC(z) = 1

or 0 depending on if z ∈ C or not. Then we see that the adjacency matrix of G is A = (δC(xix
−1
j ))gi,j≤1.

Since δC is a class function it is a C linear combination of irreducible characters of Γ, i.e. δC =
∑k

i=1 aiχi,

where ai ∈ C and χi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, are the irreducible characters. Then orthogonality of irreducible characters

using the inner products in Equation (2) gives

g〈δC , χi〉 = aig =

g∑

j=1

δC(xj)χi(x
−1
j ) =

∑

c∈C

χi(c
−1) = |C|χi(c)

for c ∈ C. Hence, ai = |C|χi(c)/g.

Now, lettingDℓ = (χℓ(xix
−1
j ))gi,j=1 we getA = |C|

g

∑k
ℓ=1 χℓ(c)Dℓ. Additionally, letXs,1 =

(
χs(x

−1
1 ), . . . , χs(x

−1
g )

)

for 1 ≤ s ≤ k. Then Xs,1A = |C|
g

∑k
ℓ=1 χℓ(c)Xs,1Dℓ.

The relation of group characters given in Equation (3) gives us the jth component of Xs,1Dℓ equals

g∑

i=1

χs(x
−1
i )χℓ(xix

−1
j ) =

(
χs(x

−1
j )/χs(e)

)
gδs,ℓ.

Hence, the jth component of Xs,1A is |C| (χs(c)/χs(e))χs(x
−1
j ), and we see that Xs,1 is an eigenvector of

A with eigenvalue |C|χs(c)/χs(e).

We may further notice that Xs,1 is the first row vector of Ds, so let Xs,m be the mth row vector of Ds.

Similarly, we find these are eigenvectors of A with eigenvalues |C|χs(c)/χs(e) as well. Additionally, we have

Xs,l ·Xt,m =

g∑

i=1

χs(xℓx
−1
i )χt(xix

−1
m ) =

g∑

i=1

χs(x
−1
i )χt(xixℓx

−1
m ) = 0
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if s 6= t. Hence, we complete the proof if we can show that Ds has rank χs(e)
2 for 1 ≤ s ≤ k.

Let R be the regular representation of Γ, and γ the character of R. Using Equation (4) we get (γ(xix
−1
j )) =

∑k
ℓ=1 χℓ(e)Dℓ. If we let {ei}gi=1 be the standard basis vectors for Cg, then this gives gei =

∑k
ℓ=1 χℓ(e)Xi,ℓ.

Hence, {Xs,i}s=k,i=g
s,i=1 generates Cg, and since g =

∑k
ℓ=1 χℓ(e)

2 it suffices to show that the rank of Dℓ does

not exceed χℓ(e)
2.

Let Rℓ(x) = (aℓrs(x))
χℓ(e)
r,s=1 for x ∈ Γ be an irreducible representation of Γ corresponding to the character

χℓ. Further, let

A
(ℓ)
i =




aℓi1(x1) · · · aℓiχℓ(e)
(x1)

...
...

aℓi1(xg)
... aℓiχℓ(e)

(xg)







aℓ1i(x
−1
1 ) · · · aℓ1i(x

−1
g )

...
...

aℓχℓ(e)i
(x−1

1 )
... aℓχℓ(e)

(x−1
g )




for 1 ≤ i ≤ χℓ(e). We have χℓ(xjx
−1
i ) =

∑χℓ(e)
r,t=1 a

ℓ
rt(xi)a

ℓ
tr(x

−1
j ). Hence, we find Dℓ = A

(ℓ
1 ) + · · · + A

(ℓ)
χℓ(e)

.

Since the rank of A
(ℓ)
i cannot exceed χℓ(e) we get the rank of Dℓ cannot exceed χℓ(e)

2. �

Applying the above theorem to the Hadamard graph, we obtain the following result. Note that this result

is contained in [Ito85a] Proposition 5. However, we restrict our attention to only the largest and smallest

eigenvalues, as only these are needed to apply the Hoffman bound. The proof of the following is also found

in [Ito85a]. We include a sketch of the relevant portions of the proof for completeness.

Theorem 2.3 ([Ito85a], Part of Proposition 5). Let A be the adjacency matrix for the Hadamard graph on

2N vertices where N is a multiple of 4. Then the largest eigenvalue of A is λmax =
(

N
N/2

)
and the smallest

eigenvalue is λmin = −λmax

N−1 .

Proof. As was shown in Section 1.2, we may view the Hadamard graph as a conjugacy class graph for an

abelian group Γ and picking the union of conjugacy classes to be the set of vertices adjacent to the all 1s

vertex h, D1(h). Hence, we need only understand the characters of Γ and their values on the D1(h) by

Theorem 2.2. Further, as Γ is abelian the characters are precisely 1-dimensional representations, and for any

character χ, χ(e) = 1.

Recall that we denote the vector of all ones except at the ith and jth spots by w(i, j), and that the set

{w(0, 1), . . . , w(0, N − 1)} forms a generating set for Γ. Then define the character χ0,i, 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1, by

χ0,i(w(0, i)) = −1 and χ0,1(w(0, j)) = 1 for i 6= j. Then {χ0,1, . . . , χ0,N−1} forms a generating system for

the character group of Γ.

Let χ0 be the identity character. Then χ0(c) = 1 for any c ∈ D1(h), so we get the eigenvalue associated

to χ0 is |D1(h)| =
(

N
N/2

)
. This is the maximal eigenvalue as it is clear from the generating set of characters

that no character will evaluate to value larger than 1.

It can be shown that any product of r distinct characters in the generating set, say χ = χ0,i1 · · ·χ0,ir , will

contribute 0 to the spectrum of A if r is odd. Thus, we now the case when 2 ≤ r ≤ N even. Let the product
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of r distinct characters in the generating set be χ = χ0,i1 · · ·χ0,ir . This character contributes the eigenvalue

λ(r) =
∑

v∈D1(h)

χ(v)

=

(
N

N/2

)
− 2

∑

i odd

(
r

i

)(
n− r

(N/2)− i

)

=aN,r(N/2) = (−1)r/2
r!(N − r)!

(N/2)!(r/2)!((N − r)/2)!

where aN,r(N/2) is the coefficient of xN/2 in (1−x)r(1+x)N−r, and the last equality is a result of K. Nomura

as described in [Ito84]. Moreover λ(r+4)/λ(r) = (r+3)(r+1)/(n− r− 1)(n− r− 3), so a quick calculations

shows that picking r = N − 2 gives λ(r) = −λ(N)
N−1 is the minimum eigenvalue. �

Then combining these spectral results for Hadamard graphs in Theorem 2.3 with the Hoffman lower bound

from [EW19] and [Gan23] gives the main result.

Corollary 2.4. For N a multiple of 4, let HN be the Hadamard graph on 2N vertices. Then χq(HN ) = N.
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