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Abstract

In this paper we consider the problem of finding latin squares with sets of pair-
wise disjoint subsquares. We develop a new necessary condition on the sizes of the
subsquares which incorporates and extends the known conditions. We provide a
construction for the case where all but two of the subsquares are the same size,
and in this case the condition is sufficient. We obtain these results using symmetric
rational outline squares, and additionally provide several new results and extensions
to this theory.

Mathematics Subject Classifications: 05B15

1 Preliminaries

A latin square of order n is an n × n array with each of n symbols occurring exactly
once in each row and column. Throughout, we assume that the symbols are from the set
[n] = {1, 2, . . . , n}, and we index the rows and columns using the same set. An m ×m
sub-array of a latin square which is itself a latin square is an order m subsquare. There
has been much work on finding latin squares without subsquares of predetermined sizes
or without any proper subsquares (see [1]), and also on the probability of a random latin
square having any proper subsquares (see [2, 8] for recent results in that direction). In this
paper, we consider the existence of latin squares with sets of pairwise disjoint subsquares.
Subsquares are considered disjoint when they share no rows, columns or symbols. This
terminology was inherited from disjoint subquasigroups, and is not to be confused with
the weaker property of having no intersection.

Example 1. The latin squares in Figures 1a and 1b are of order 8 and 9 respectively
with disjoint subsquares of orders 2 and 3.
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1 6 2 3 4 5 8 7
4 5 1 6 7 2 3 8
6 7 3 8 2 4 5 1
3 4 6 7 8 1 2 5
7 1 8 2 5 3 4 6
5 2 7 1 3 8 6 4
2 8 4 5 1 6 7 3
8 3 5 4 6 7 1 2

(a) An order 8 latin square with two
disjoint subsquares shaded

1 2 3 6 9 8 5 7 4
3 1 2 7 8 9 4 6 5
2 3 1 9 6 4 8 5 7
7 8 6 4 5 3 9 1 2
8 9 7 5 4 1 3 2 6
9 5 8 2 1 6 7 4 3
5 4 9 8 2 7 6 3 1
4 6 5 3 7 2 1 8 9
6 7 4 1 3 5 2 9 8

(b) An order 9 latin square with four
disjoint subsquares shaded

Figure 1: Latin squares with disjoint subsquares

Given orders h1, . . . , hk, a latin square with pairwise disjoint subsquares of those orders
is known as an incomplete latin square (ILS). In the case when (h1 . . . hk) is a partition of
n, so

∑k
i=1 hi = n, such a latin square is known as a realization, a partitioned incomplete

latin square (PILS) or a holey transversal design (HTD) of block size 3. The latin square
in Figure 1b is a realization of (3, 2, 2, 2).

The existence of a realization, denoted RP(h1 . . . hk), is equivalent to a question orig-
inally asked by L. Fuchs [12] about quasigroups with disjoint subquasigroups. It is a
partially solved problem, with much of the work done for families of partitions with either
a limited number of parts or of distinct integers. The same question has also been asked
for latin cubes and hypercubes, where an m-realization is an m-dimensional hypercube
with m-dimensional pairwise disjoint subhypercubes [7].

Unless otherwise stated, we assume that the parts of the partition (h1 . . . hk) are writ-
ten in non-increasing order and that (hα1

1 h
α2
2 . . . hαm

m ) represents a partition with αj copies
of hj. Also, we assume that all realizations are in normal form, where the subsquares
appear along the main diagonal and, with the partition in the form (h1 . . . hk), the ith

subsquare is of order hi. Figure 1b shows a realization in normal form. Note that for any
integer a, the set a+ [n] = {a+ 1, a+ 2, . . . , a+ n}.

A transversal in a latin square of order n is a set of n cells, with all cells in distinct
rows and columns, and containing distinct symbols. Two transversals in a latin square
are disjoint if they do not share any cells. It has been shown that for n 6= 2, 6 there exists
a latin square of order n with n pairwise disjoint transversals, which is equivalent to a
pair of orthogonal latin squares (see [3]).

1.1 Known results

The work done on this problem has generally followed two approaches. The results usually
limit either the number of subsquares or the number of distinct part sizes in a partition.
In this work, we construct realizations following the second approach, but we begin here
by giving a summary of the major known results.
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For realizations with at most four subsquares, existence has been determined by Hein-
rich [9].

Theorem 2. Take a partition (h1h2 . . . hk) of n with h1 > h2 > . . . > hk > 0. Then an
RP(h1h2 . . . hk)

• always exists when k = 1;

• never exists when k = 2;

• exists when k = 3 if and only if h1 = h2 = h3;

• exists when k = 4 if and only if h1 = h2 = h3, or h2 = h3 = h4 with h1 6 2h4.

Existence has been further determined for realizations with five subsquares in [13],
and the conditions on existence are more complex than the smaller cases.

Theorem 3. An RP(h1 . . . h5) exists if and only if

n2 −
5∑
i=1

h2i > 3

(∑
i∈D

hi

)(∑
j∈D

hj

)

for all subsets D ⊆ [5] where |D| = 3.

Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 follow the second approach, and consider partitions with
at most one and two distinct part sizes respectively. The first result is from Dénes and
Pásztor [6]. For the cases which are not covered in Theorem 2, the results of Heinrich [10]
and Kuhl et al. [14] have been combined into Theorem 5.

Theorem 4. For k > 1 and a > 1, an RP(ak) exists if and only if k 6= 2.

Theorem 5. For a > b > 0 and k > 4, an RP(aubk−u) exists if and only if u > 3, or
0 < u < 3 and a 6 (k − 2)b.

Two conjectures are given by Colbourn in [4], each concerning a family of partitions
for which realizations are believed to exist unconditionally.

Conjecture 6. If k > 3, then an RP(h31h4 . . . hk) exists.

The realizations in this first conjecture all have the largest three subsquares of the
same size. Theorem 2 covers the cases when k = 3 or k = 4, and k ∈ {5, 6} was proven
in [4].

Conjecture 7. If k > 5 and 0 < h1 6 (k − 2)hk, then an RP(h1 . . . hk) exists.

The following weaker result was proven in [4] with some possible exceptions, which
were constructed in [13].

Theorem 8. If k > 5, hk > 0 and h1 6 3hk, then an RP(h1 . . . hk) exists.
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2 Outline squares

Outline squares have been used in [13, 15, 14] to construct realizations for a range of
partitions. Outline squares and outline rectangles were introduced by Hilton in [11],
where outline rectangles are a generalisation of outline squares.

Definition 9. Given a partition P of n, where P = (p1 . . . pk), let O be a k × k array of
multisets, with elements from [k]. For i, j ∈ [k], let O(i, j) be the multiset of symbols in
cell (i, j) and let |O(i, j)| be the number of symbols in the cell, including repetition.

Then O is an outline square associated to P if

(1) |O(i, j)| = pipj, for all i, j ∈ [k];

(2) symbol ` ∈ [k] occurs pip` times in row i;

(3) symbol ` ∈ [k] occurs pjp` times in column j.

Let O`(i, j) represent the number of copies of symbol ` in the multiset O(i, j). It
is obvious that each value O`(i, j) must be a non-negative integer. In [13], the idea of
a rational outline square was introduced, where each of these values can instead be a
non-negative rational number.

Definition 10. Let O be the set of values {O`(i, j) | i, j, ` ∈ [k]}, where O`(i, j) is a
non-negative rational number for all i, j, ` ∈ [k]. Then O forms a rational outline square
associated to a partition P = (p1 . . . pk) if

(1)
∑

`∈[k]O`(i, j) = pipj, for all i, j ∈ [k];

(2)
∑

j∈[k]O`(i, j) = pip`, for all i, ` ∈ [k];

(3)
∑

i∈[k]O`(i, j) = pjp`, for all j, ` ∈ [k].

Example 11. The array in Figure 2a is an outline square associated to P = (3123).
Figure 2b gives a rational outline square for the same partition, where ` : x in cell (i, j)
represents that O`(i, j) = x.

Also introduced in [13] is the idea of a symmetric (rational) outline square, where
O`(i, j) = Oc(a, b) for every permutation (a, b, c) of (i, j, `). It follows that the ordering of
the arguments i, j, ` in O`(i, j) is not important, and so we use O(i, j, `) to represent the
value of Oc(a, b), where (a, b, c) is any permutation of (i, j, `).

Definition 12. Given a partition P = (p1 . . . pk), let O = {O(i, j, `) | {i, j, `} is a multiset
of [k]} be a set of non-negative (rational numbers) integers. Then O defines a symmetric
(rational) outline square associated to P if∑

`∈[k]

O(i, j, `) = pipj for all i, j ∈ [k]. (2.1)
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1 1 1 3 3 2 2 2 2
1 1 1 3 4 2 4 2 3
1 1 1 4 4 4 4 3 3
3 3 3 2 2 1 1 1 1
4 4 4 2 2 1 4 1 3
2 2 2 1 1 3 3 1 1
4 4 4 1 4 3 3 1 2
2 2 2 1 1 1 1 4 4
3 3 3 1 3 1 2 4 4

(a) An outline square.

1 : 9
3 : 7/2
4 : 5/2

2 : 5/2
4 : 7/2

2 : 7/2
3 : 5/2

3 : 5/2
4 : 7/2

2 : 4
1 : 7/2
4 : 1/2

1 : 5/2
3 : 3/2

2 : 7/2
4 : 5/2

1 : 5/2
4 : 3/2

3 : 4
1 : 7/2
2 : 1/2

2 : 5/2
3 : 7/2

1 : 7/2
3 : 1/2

1 : 5/2
2 : 3/2

4 : 4

(b) A rational outline square.

Figure 2: Outline squares associated to P = (3123).

A (rational) outline square O is said to respect P if O is associated to P and Oi(i, i) =
p2i for all i ∈ [k]. For a symmetric outline square, this implies that O(i, i, i) = p2i and
O(i, i, j) = 0 for j 6= i.

The outline squares in Example 11 respect P = (3123), and the outline square in
Figure 2a is symmetric. To see how this relates to our problem of finding a realization,
we return to latin squares.

Given a latin square L of order n, the reduction modulo P of L, denoted O, is the k×k
array of multisets obtained by amalgamating rows (p1 + · · · + pi−1) + [pi] for all i ∈ [k],
columns (p1 + · · ·+ pj−1) + [pj] for all j ∈ [k], and symbols (p1 + · · ·+ p`−1) + [p`] for all
` ∈ [k].

Thus, O is a k × k array of multisets on the symbols of [k]. This array is clearly an
outline square associated to P .

The outline square in Figure 2a is a reduction modulo P = (3123) of the latin square
in Figure 1b.

If an outline square O is a reduction modulo P of a latin square L, then we say that
O lifts to L.

It is clear that every reduction of a latin square is an outline square, and the following
result by Hilton proves the reverse.

Theorem 13 ([11]). Let P be a partition of n. For every outline square O associated to
P , there is a latin square L of order n such that O lifts to L.

For any partition P , this idea can be used to construct a realization of P from an
outline square O, if O respects P .

Lemma 14 ([15]). For a partition P = (h1 . . . hk), an outline square which respects P
lifts to a realization of P .

It is observed from Lemma 14 that the existence of an outline square which respects
P is sufficient to prove the existence of a realization of P .
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With this connection between outline squares and realizations established, we now
consider the relationship between realizations and symmetric rational outline squares.

Throughout, ROS(P ) denotes a symmetric rational outline square which respects the
partition P .

Lemma 15. If an RP(h1 . . . hk) exists, then an ROS(h1 . . . hk) exists.

Proof. Obtain an outline squareO which respects P = (h1 . . . hk) by reducing an RP(h1 . . .
hk) modulo P . Construct a symmetric rational outline square X by:

X(i, j, `) =


h2i , if i = j = `,
1

6

(
O`(i, j) +O`(j, i) +Oi(j, `)

+Oi(`, j) +Oj(i, `) +Oj(`, i)
)
,

if i, j and ` are distinct,

0, otherwise.

Clearly, X(i, i, i) = h2i as required to respect the partition, and by fixing any i, j ∈ [k]
where i 6= j, we have that

∑
`∈[k]

X(i, j, `) =
1

6

( k∑
`=1

O`(i, j) +
k∑
`=1

O`(j, i) +
k∑
`=1

Oi(j, `) +
k∑
`=1

Oi(`, j)

+
k∑
`=1

Oj(i, `) +
k∑
`=1

Oj(`, i)

)
=

1

6
(6hihj) = hihj.

Thus, X forms a ROS(h1 . . . hk).

Given a rational outline square, there must exist some sufficiently large integer q such
that multiplying all of the values X(i, j, `) by q2 gives only integer values. Thus, we obtain
the following lemma.

Lemma 16. If an ROS(h1 . . . hk) exists, then there exists an integer q such that a sym-
metric RP

(
(qh1) . . . (qhk)

)
exists.

Combining Lemma 15 with Lemma 16 gives the following result.

Corollary 17. If an RP(h1 . . . hk) exists, then there exists an integer q such that a sym-
metric RP

(
(qh1) . . . (qhk)

)
exists.

3 Necessary conditions

It can be seen in Theorems 2 and 3 that the complexity of the necessary and sufficient
conditions increases as the number of subsquares increases. Two necessary conditions
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were proven by Colbourn [4] for an arbitrary number of subsquares, and these are given
as Theorem 18 and Theorem 19. It was shown in [13] that the second condition alone is
sufficient for k = 5, however, it was established in [4] that further necessary conditions
are required for larger values of k.

Theorem 18 ([4]). If an RP(h1h2 . . . hk) exists, then h1 6
∑k

i=3 hi.

Theorem 19 ([4]). If an RP(h1h2 . . . hk) exists, then

n2 −
k∑
i=1

h2i > 3

(∑
i∈D

hi

)(∑
j∈D

hj

)

for any D ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k} and D = {1, 2, . . . , k} \D.

We now use the existence of a rational outline square to improve the necessary condi-
tions. In fact, we combine the known conditions into a single condition.

Theorem 20. If an RP(h1 . . . hk) exists, then( ∑
i∈A∪C

hi

)2

+

( ∑
i∈B∪D

hi

)2

−
∑
i∈E

h2i >

( ∑
i∈A∪D

hi

)( ∑
i∈B∪C

hi −
∑
j∈E

hj

)
,

where A, B, C and D are pairwise disjoint subsets of [k], E = A ∪ B ∪ C ∪ D and
E = [k] \ E.

Proof. By Lemma 15, if such a latin square exists, then an ROS(h1 . . . hk) exists also. We
consider this outline square X.

Observe that there are (
∑

i∈A∪D hi)(
∑

i∈B∪C hi) symbols, including repetition, required
across the cells (i, j) where i ∈ A ∪ D and j ∈ B ∪ C. Of these symbols, at most
(
∑

i∈A∪D hi)(
∑

j∈E hj) can be symbols in E. The remaining symbols must be from E.
We now count the number of symbols from E in these cells. First, note that there

are at most (
∑

i∈A hi)
2 −

∑
i∈A h

2
i symbols from A in the rows of A, and likewise for the

rows of D and columns of B and C. Thus, we must now consider the symbols appearing
not within columns or rows from the same subset. The number of symbols from A within
rows of D of these cells is given by and the number of symbols from D in rows of A is the
same by symmetry. Similarly, the number of symbols from B in columns of C and the
number of symbols from C in columns of B is given by∑

b∈B

∑
c∈C

∑
i∈A∪D

X(b, c, i).

Combining these, and using symmetry to change the order of the terms in the X
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variables, we see that

2
∑
a∈A

∑
d∈D

∑
i∈B∪C

X(a, d, i) + 2
∑
b∈B

∑
c∈C

∑
i∈A∪D

X(b, c, i)

= 2
∑
a∈A

∑
c∈C

∑
i∈B∪D

X(a, c, i) + 2
∑
b∈B

∑
d∈D

∑
i∈A∪C

X(b, d, i)

6 2
∑
a∈A

∑
c∈C

∑
i∈E

X(a, c, i) + 2
∑
b∈B

∑
d∈D

∑
i∈E

X(b, d, i).

The two terms in this last expression are the number of symbols in cells (i, j) where i ∈ A
and j ∈ C or i ∈ B and j ∈ D respectively. Thus, we have that

2
∑
a∈A

∑
d∈D

∑
i∈B∪C

X(a, d, i) + 2
∑
b∈B

∑
c∈C

∑
i∈A∪D

X(b, c, i)

6 2

(∑
i∈A

hi

)(∑
i∈C

hi

)
+ 2

(∑
i∈B

hi

)(∑
i∈D

hi

)
.

Altogether, the number of possible entries is at least the number of required symbols, so( ∑
i∈A∪D

hi

)( ∑
i∈B∪C

hi −
∑
j∈E

hj

)
6

(∑
i∈A

hi

)2

+

(∑
i∈B

hi

)2

+

(∑
i∈C

hi

)2

+

(∑
i∈D

hi

)2

−
∑
i∈E

h2i + 2

(∑
i∈A

hi

)(∑
i∈C

hi

)
+ 2

(∑
i∈B

hi

)(∑
i∈D

hi

)
( ∑
i∈A∪D

hi

)( ∑
i∈B∪C

hi −
∑
j∈E

hj

)
6

( ∑
i∈A∪C

hi

)2

+

( ∑
i∈B∪D

hi

)2

−
∑
i∈E

h2i .

The known necessary conditions are recovered from this new condition by setting
C = D = ∅. Taking A = {2} and B = {1} gives the condition in Theorem 18, and letting
A ∪B = E = [k] returns Theorem 19.

Both additions that are made in this condition (taking E to be a proper subset of
[k], and letting C and D be non-empty) are required parts of any general necessary
condition. If we set E ⊂ [k] but C = D = ∅ in Theorem 20, then partitions such as
(2011911018114) satisfy the condition. However, with C and D non-empty, this same
partition does not meet the condition. This partition also demonstrates how the previous
necessary conditions are not sufficient when there are as few as 8 subsquares.

4 Rational solutions to two conjectures

In this section, we construct symmetric rational outline squares for all partitions in Con-
jectures 6 and 7. First, we introduce a result which constructs a symmetric rational
outline square for a partition which falls between two similar partitions.
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Lemma 21. For a, b > 0, allow the parts of the partitions P1 = (h1 . . . hm−1(hm − a)
hm+1 . . . hk) and P2 = (h1 . . . hm−1(hm + b)hm+1 . . . hk) to not be in non-increasing order.

If an ROS(P1) and an ROS(P2) exist, then an ROS(h1 . . . hm−1hmhm+1 . . . hk) exists
also.

Proof. If a = 0 or b = 0, then the ROS(P1), or ROS(P2) respectively, is already an
ROS(h1 . . . hm−1hmhm+1 . . . hk). Suppose that a, b > 1.

Denote by A and B the ROS(h1 . . . hm−1(hm − a)hm+1 . . . hk) and ROS(h1 . . . hm−1
(hm + b)hm+1 . . . hk) respectively. Construct a new symmetric rational outline square C
respecting (h1 . . . hk), by taking

C(i, j, `) =

{
h2m, if i = j = ` = m,
b

a+b
· A(i, j, `) + a

a+b
·B(i, j, `), otherwise.

Then for i 6= m and j 6= m, it is clear that
∑

`∈[k]C(i, j, `) = b
a+b

∑k
`=1A(i, j, `) +

a
a+b

∑k
`=1B(i, j, `) = a+b

a+b
hihj = hihj.

For j 6= m, we get that
∑

`∈[k]C(m, j, `) = b
a+b

∑k
`=1A(m, j, `) + a

a+b

∑k
`=1B(m, j, `)

= b
a+b

hj(hm − a) + a
a+b

hj(hm + b) = hjhm.
SinceA andB must respect their respective partitions, A(i, i, i) = h2i andB(i, i, i) = h2i

for all i ∈ [k] \ {m}. Thus, C also has this property for all i 6= m. Also, A(m,m, i) =
B(m,m, i) = 0 for all i 6= m, so C(m,m, i) = 0 also. It follows that

∑
`∈[k]C(m,m, `) =

h2m. Thus, C is a symmetric rational outline square respecting (h1 . . . hk).

Using Lemma 15, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 22. With P1 and P2 as defined above, if an RP(P1) and an RP(P2) exist, then
there also exists an ROS(h1 . . . hm−1hmhm+1 . . . hk).

Given a large set of partitions which can be realized, the method given in the previous
lemma can be repeatedly applied to obtain outline squares that respect partitions.

Lemma 23. If an RP(hi1h
k−i
k ) exists for all u 6 i 6 k−1, then an ROS(hu1g1 . . . gk−u−1hk)

exists for any partition (g1 . . . gk−u−1) with h1 > g1 > . . . > gk−u−1 > hk.

Proof. For all u 6 i 6 k − 2, Corollary 22 with the partitions (hi1h
k−i) and (hi+1

1 hk−i−1k ),
for which realizations exist by assumption, shows that an ROS(hi1g1h

k−i−1
k ) exists for all

h1 > g1 > hk.
Consider some a ∈ [k − u − 2] and any partition (g1 . . . ga) with h1 > g` > hk for all

` ∈ [a]. Suppose that for all u 6 i 6 k − a − 1 there exists an ROS(hi1g1 . . . gah
k−i−a
k ).

Then for any u 6 j 6 k− a− 2, by permuting the parts of the partitions, there exists an
ROS(hj1g1 . . . gah

k−j−a
k ) and an ROS(hj1g1 . . . gah1h

k−j−a−1
k ). Using Lemma 21, there exists

an ROS(hj1g1 . . . gaga+1h
k−j−a−1
k ) for all partitions (g1 . . . ga+1) with h1 > ga+1 > hk.

The result follows by induction on a.
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We now construct symmetric rational outline squares for all cases of Conjecture 7 and
Conjecture 6. This does not prove the conjectures of course, but considering Lemma 16,
it does show that there exists a realization for some sufficiently large multiple of each
partition.

Theorem 24. For any k > 5, if h1 6 (k − 2)hk then an ROS(h1 . . . hk) exists.

Proof. Since h1 6 (k − 2)hk, by Theorem 4 and Theorem 5, an RP(hi1h
k−i
k ) exists for all

1 6 i 6 k. Thus by Lemma 23, the result follows.

Theorem 25. If h1 = h2 = h3, then an ROS(h31h4 . . . hk) exists for all k > 3.

Proof. For k = 3 and k = 4, Theorem 2 gives that an RP(h31), an RP(h41) and an RP(h31hk)
exist. For k > 5, an RP(hi1h

k−i
k ) exists for all 3 6 i 6 k by Theorem 4 and Theorem 5.

In either case, use Lemma 23.

5 Similar outline squares

This section introduces a new property for outline squares which makes it easier to con-
struct symmetric rational outline squares for realizations with many subsquares of the
same size.

Definition 26. Let X be an ROS(h1 . . . h
m
a ha+m . . . hk) and let M = a − 1 + [m]. Then

X is similar with respect to hma if there exist non-negative values X ′(i, j, a), X ′(i, a, a) and
X ′(a, a, a) for all i, j /∈M , such that for all distinct α, β, γ ∈M

(1) X(i, j, α) = X ′(i, j, a),

(2) X(i, α, β) = X ′(i, a, a), and

(3) X(α, β, γ) = X ′(a, a, a).

With these variables, the entire outline square is determined by only the values
X(i, j, `), X ′(i, j, a), X ′(i, a, a) and X ′(a, a, a) for all distinct i, j, ` /∈M .

Example 27. The outline square in Figure 2a is a similar with respect to 23, with
X ′(1, 2, 2) = 3 and X ′(2, 2, 2) = 1.

We simplify the notation by letting a similar symmetric rational outline square be
denoted by SROS(h1 . . . hk, {hm1

α1
, . . . , hm`

α`
}), where the outline square is similar with re-

spect to each hmi
αi

separately. As in that case, we prove that such an array can always be
constructed from a realization or a symmetric rational outline square.

Note that if an outline square is similar with respect to more than one set of or-
ders, such as hm1

α1
and hm2

α2
with Mi = αi − 1 + [mi] for each i ∈ [2], then for all

i ∈ [k] \ (M1 ∪ M2), j ∈ M1 and ` ∈ M2 we let X(i, j, `) = X ′(i, α1, α2). In this
way, for an SROS(h1 . . . hk, {hm1

α1
, . . . , hm`

α`
}) we only consider the values X ′(i, j, `) for

i, j, ` ∈ {α1, . . . , α`} ∪ ([k] \
⋃`
n=1Mn).
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Lemma 28. An ROS(h1 . . . h
m
a ha+m . . . hk) exists if and only if an SROS(h1 . . . h

m
a

ha+m . . . hk, {hma }) exists.

Proof. Let X be an ROS(h1 . . . hk) and let M = a − 1 + [m]. Then, construct a new
ROS(h1 . . . hk), Y , as follows. For i, j, ` ∈ [k], let

Y (i, j, `) =



h2i , if i = j = `,

X(i, j, `), if i, j, ` /∈M are distinct,

Y ′(i, j, a), if i 6= j, i, j /∈M and ` ∈M ,

Y ′(i, a, a), if j 6= `, i /∈M and j, ` ∈M ,

Y ′(a, a, a), if i, j and ` are distinct, and i, j, ` ∈M ,

0, otherwise,

where, for distinct i, j /∈M ,

Y ′(i, j, a) =
1

m

∑
α∈M

X(i, j, α),

Y ′(i, a, a) =
1

m(m− 1)

∑
β∈M

∑
α∈M

X(i, β, α), and

Y ′(a, a, a) =
1

m(m− 1)(m− 2)

(
−mh2a +

∑
γ∈M

∑
β∈M

∑
α∈M

X(γ, β, α)

)
.

It is straightforward to check that Y forms a symmetric rational outline square respecting
(h1 . . . hk).

This method of constructing a similar outline square can be repeated to give an outline
square which is similar in respect to more parts, since the construction preserves any
existing similarity with respect to other parts of the partition.

Corollary 29. An ROS(h1 . . . h
m1
α1
. . . hm`

α`
. . . hk) exists if and only if an SROS(h1 . . . hk,

{hm1
α1
, . . . , hm`

α`
}) exists.

Applying Lemma 15, this can of course be extended to realizations.

Corollary 30. If an RP(h1 . . . h
m1
α1
. . . hm`

α`
. . . hk) exists, then an SROS(h1 . . . hk,

{hm1
α1
, . . . , hm`

α`
}) exists.

The similarity property reduces the number of free variables when constructing an
outline square. This may simplify the construction. In fact, as the following lemma
shows, we need only determine the values X(i, j, `) for distinct i, j, ` /∈M .

Lemma 31. For m > 3, there exists an SROS(h1 . . . h
m
a ha+m . . . hk, {hma }), X, if and only

if there exist non-negative values X(i, j, `) for all pairwise distinct i, j, ` /∈M = a−1+[m]
such that X ′(i, j, a), X ′(i, a, a), X ′(a, a, a) > 0 where
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(1) X ′(i, j, a) =
1

m

(
hihj −

∑
`/∈M

X(i, j, `)

)
,

(2) X ′(i, a, a) =
1

m− 1

(
hiha −

1

m

∑
`/∈M∪{i}

hih` +
2

m

∑
j,`/∈M∪{i}

j<`

X(i, j, `)

)
,

(3) X ′(a, a, a) =
1

m(m− 1)(m− 2)

(
m(m− 1)h2a −mha

∑
i/∈M

hi + 2
∑
i,j /∈M
i<j

hihj

− 6
∑

i,j,`/∈M
i<j<`

X(i, j, `)

)
.

Proof. By definition of a symmetric rational outline square, for distinct i, j /∈ M , hihj =∑
`∈[k]X(i, j, `) and so

hihj =
k∑
`=1

X(i, j, `) =
∑
`/∈M

X(i, j, `) +
∑
α∈M

X(i, j, α) =
∑
`/∈M

X(i, j, `) +mX ′(i, j, a).

Thus, X ′(i, j, a) =
1

m

(
hihj −

∑
`/∈M

X(i, j, `)

)
.

In a similar manner, we consider i /∈M and α ∈M . Then

hiha =
∑
`/∈M

X(i, `, α) +
∑

β∈M\{α}

X(i, β, α) =
∑

`/∈M∪{i}

X ′(i, `, a) + (m− 1)X ′(i, a, a).

Therefore, X ′(i, a, a) =
1

m− 1

(
hiha −

1

m

∑
`/∈M∪{i}

hih` +
2

m

∑
j,`/∈M∪{i}

j<`

X(i, j, `)

)
.

Finally, for distinct α, β ∈M ,

h2a =
∑
`/∈M

X(`, α, β) +
∑

γ∈M\{α,β}

X(α, β, γ) =
∑
`/∈M

X ′(`, a, a) + (m− 2)X ′(a, a, a).

Thus,

X ′(a, a, a) =

1

m(m− 1)(m− 2)

(
m(m− 1)h2a −mha

∑
i/∈M

hi + 2
∑
i,j /∈M
i<j

hihj − 6
∑

i,j,`/∈M
i<j<`

X(i, j, `)

)

and the result follows.

In the following section we use this result to construct similar symmetric rational
outline squares for a few different families of partitions.
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6 Partitions with many parts of the same size

This section focuses on constructions of similar symmetric rational outline squares for
different families of partitions: (h1h2h

m
3 ), (h1h2h3h

m
4 ) and (h1h

a
2h

b
3), where the parts are

not necessarily in non-increasing order.
If m 6 2, then the existence of an RP(h1h2h

m
3 ) or an RP(h1h2h3h

m
4 ) has already been

determined in Theorems 2 and 3. In the third case, if either a < 3 or b < 3, then the
partition is in the form of (h1h2h

m
3 ) or (h1h2h3h

m
4 ). Thus, we only consider m, a, b > 3.

Rational outline squares can be constructed fairly easily for the first two families by
using Lemma 31.

Theorem 32. A ROS(h1h2h
m
3 ) exists for m > 3 if and only if h1 6 mh3, h2 6 mh3, and

h23 − h3
m−1(h1 + h2) + 2

m(m−1)h1h2 > 0.

Proof. All necessary conditions come from Theorem 20. For each condition, set C = D =
∅ and take A = {2} and B = {1}, A = {1} and B = {2}, or A = {1, 2} and B = [k] \ A.

By Lemma 31, when constructing X to be an SROS(h1h2h
m
3 , {hm3 }), we need only

consider the variables X(i, j, `) where i, j and ` are distinct values from {1, 2}. As there
are no such variables, the solution is predetermined.

Thus, X ′(1, 2, 3) = 1
m
h1h2, X

′(1, 3, 3) = 1
m−1(h1h3− 1

m
h1h2), X

′(2, 3, 3) = 1
m−1(h2h3−

1
m
h1h2), and X ′(3, 3, 3) = 1

m−2

(
h23 − 1

m−1h3(h1 + h2) + 2
m(m−1)h1h2

)
. When the assumed

inequalities are satisfied, these are all non-negative.

Theorem 33. Take h1 > h2 > h3. For m > 3, an ROS(h1h2h3h
m
4 ) exists if and only if

the following are satisfied:

(1) n2 −
∑k

i=1 h
2
i > 3mh4(h1 + h2 + h3),

(2) n2 −
∑k

i=1 h
2
i > 3(mh4 + hj)(n−mh4 − hj) for all j ∈ [3],

(3) h1(h2 + h3) 6 mh1h4 + 2h2h3, and

(4) h4 > 1
m

(h1 − h3).

Proof. The four conditions are shown to be necessary using Theorem 20. For each condi-
tion respectively, set C = D = ∅ and use

{1} A = {1, 2, 3}, B = [k] \ A,

{2} A = {1, 2, 3} \ {j}, B = [k] \ A,

{3} A = {1}, B = {2, 3},

{4} A = {2}, B = {1}.
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Suppose that the conditions are met. We construct an SROS(h1h2h3h
m
4 , {hm4 }), X, as

follows:
Let X(1, 2, 3) = min{h2h3, 16

(
n2−

∑k
i=1 h

2
i−3mh4(h1+h2+h3)

)
}. Then by Lemma 31,

the remaining values of X are determined also. Now, we must check that all values are
non-negative.

X(1, 2, 3) > 0 from (1). Observe that for distinct i, j ∈ [3], X ′(i, j, 4) = 1
m

(hihj −
X(1, 2, 3)). Since h2h3 6 hihj for all distinct i, j ∈ [3], we know that X ′(i, j, 4) > 0. Sim-

ilarly, X ′(4, 4, 4) = 1
m(m−1)(m−2)

(
n2 −

∑k
i=1 h

2
i − 3mh4(h1 + h2 + h3)− 6X(1, 2, 3)

)
and

so X ′(4, 4, 4) > 0.
The final value to check is X ′(i, 4, 4) for i ∈ [3]. If X(1, 2, 3) = h2h3, then X ′(i, 4, 4) =
1

m(m−1)

(
mhih4 −

∑
j∈[3] hihj + h2i + 2h2h3

)
. For i = 2, mh4 − h1 + h3 > 0 from (4), and

so X ′(2, 4, 4) > 0. For i = 3, mh4 − h1 + h2 > mh4 − h1 + h3 > 0. Thus, X ′(3, 4, 4) > 0.
When i = 1, mh1h4 − h1h2 − h1h3 + 2h2h3 > 0 from (3).

Instead consider the case where X(1, 2, 3) = 1
6

(
n2 −

∑k
i=1 h

2
i − 3mh4(h1 + h2 + h3)

)
.

With some rearrangement, it can be seen that X ′(i, 4, 4) = 1
3m(m−1)

(
n2−

∑k
i=1 h

2
i−3(mh4+

hi)(h1 + h2 + h3 − hi)
)
> 0 using (2).

Therefore, for either case of X(1, 2, 3), all values are non-negative, and X is a rational
outline square that respects the partition.

The third family of partitions requires a more complex construction, as we use an
outline square that is similar with respect to two different sizes of subsquare. Thus, we
cannot utilise Lemma 31.

Lemma 34. For a, b > 3, an SROS(h1h
a
2h

b
3, {ha2, hb3}) exists if and only if there exist

rational values X ′(2, 2, 3) and X ′(2, 3, 3) satisfying the following inequalities:

(1) X ′(2, 2, 3), X ′(2, 3, 3) > 0,

(2) abh2h3 > ab(a− 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) + ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3) > max{abh2h3− ah1h2, abh2h3−
bh1h3},

(3) 2ab(a− 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) + ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3) 6 a(a− 1)h22 − ah1h2 + abh2h3, and

(4) ab(a− 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) + 2ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3) 6 b(b− 1)h23 − bh1h3 + abh2h3.

Proof. Rearrange the partition to (h1h2h3h
a−1
2 hb−13 ), and let M2 = {2} ∪ (3 + [a− 1]) and

M3 = {3}∪ (a+2+[b−1]). Suppose that X is an SROS(h1h2h3h
a−1
2 hb−13 , {ha2, hb3}). Then

X has only seven variables to determine the entire outline square: X ′(1, 2, 3), X ′(1, 2, 2),
X ′(1, 3, 3), X ′(2, 2, 2), X ′(3, 3, 3), X ′(2, 2, 3) and X ′(2, 3, 3). We find each of these in
terms of the last two. To satisfy Equation (2.1) with i = 2 and j = 3,

h2h3 =
∑

`∈[a+b+1]

X(2, 3, `)

= X(1, 2, 3) +
∑
`∈M2

X(2, `, 3) +
∑
`∈M3

X(2, 3, `)

= X ′(1, 2, 3) + (a− 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) + (b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3)
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Since X ′(1, 2, 3) > 0, it follows that h2h3 > (a − 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) + (b − 1)X ′(2, 3, 3), which
gives one side of (2).

The remaining four variables of X ′ can be written in terms of X ′(2, 2, 3) and X ′(2, 3, 3)
by considering Equation (2.1) with each of the (i, j) pairs (1, 2), (1, 3), (2, 2) and (3, 3).
This results in the following

• abX ′(1, 2, 3) = abh2h3 − ab(a− 1)X ′(2, 2, 3)− ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3),

• a(a− 1)X ′(1, 2, 2) = ah1h2 − abh2h3 + ab(a− 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) + ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3),

• b(b− 1)X ′(1, 3, 3) = bh1h3 − abh2h3 + ab(a− 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) + ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3),

• a(a − 1)(a − 2)X ′(2, 2, 2) = a(a − 1)h22 − ah1h2 + abh2h3 − 2ab(a − 1)X ′(2, 2, 3)
− ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3), and

• b(b − 1)(b − 2)X ′(3, 3, 3) = b(b − 1)h23 − bh1h3 + abh2h3 − ab(a − 1)X ′(2, 2, 3)
− 2ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3),

and since each X ′ variable must be non-negative, the inequalities (1)-(4) are obtained.

Lemma 35. Given the system of inequalities:

(1) 2x+ y 6 α

(2) x+ 2y 6 β

(3) x+ y > γ

(4) x+ y 6 δ

There is a non-negative solution to this system if and only if α, β, δ > 0, γ 6 α, β, δ and
α+β > 3γ. Further, if the variables α, β and γ are rational, then there is a non-negative
rational solution.

Proof. We begin by assuming that there is a solution to the system with x, y > 0. Then
it is clear from (1), (2) and (4) that α, β, δ > 0, and from (3) and (4) that γ 6 δ. From
(1) and (3), we know that γ 6 x + y 6 2x + y 6 α, and similarly we have that γ 6 β
from (2) and (3). Finally, combining (1) and (2), it is seen that 3γ 6 α + β.

We now suppose that the conditions are met. Firstly, if γ 6 0, then taking x = y = 0
is a solution to the system. Thus, we assume that γ > 0 from here.

We break the solution into two cases.
If β > 2γ, take x = 0 and y = γ. Then it is obvious that (3) and (4) are satisfied. For

(1), 2x+ y = γ 6 α, and for (2), x+ 2y = 2γ 6 β.
Otherwise, take x = 2γ − β and y = β − γ. Then x, y > 0. Since γ 6 δ, (3) and (4)

are satisfied. x+ 2y = β and 2x+ y = 3γ − β, so (1) and (2) are also satisfied.
Therefore, in either case, there is a non-negative solution to the system of inequalities.
It is clear that if α, β and γ are rational, then the solution in each case is also

rational.
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Theorem 36. For a, b > 3, an ROS(h1h
a
2h

b
3) exists if and only if the following are satis-

fied:

(1) (a− 1)h2 + bh3 > h1,

(2) (b− 1)h3 + ah2 > h1,

(3) a(a− 1)h22 > ah1h2 − bh1h3,

(4) b(b− 1)h23 > bh1h3 − ah1h2,

(5) a(a− 1)h22 + b(b− 1)h23 > abh2h3 − 2ah1h2 + bh1h3, and

(6) a(a− 1)h22 + b(b− 1)h23 > abh2h3 − 2bh1h3 + ah1h2.

Proof. By Corollary 29 and Lemma 34, we need only show that there are values for
X ′(2, 2, 3) and X ′(2, 3, 3) satisfying the inequalities given in Lemma 34. Observe that
these inequalities are in the form given in Lemma 35 with x = ab(a − 1)X ′(2, 2, 3) and
y = ab(b− 1)X ′(2, 3, 3), and so we must only satisfy the conditions given there.

Thus, we must show that:

{1} a(a− 1)h22 − ah1h2 + abh2h3 > 0,

{2} b(b− 1)h23 − bh1h3 + abh2h3 > 0,

{3} abh2h3 > 0,

{4} max{abh2h3 − ah1h2, abh2h3 − bh1h3} 6 a(a− 1)h22 − ah1h2 + abh2h3,

{5} max{abh2h3 − ah1h2, abh2h3 − bh1h3} 6 b(b− 1)h23 − bh1h3 + abh2h3,

{6} max{abh2h3 − ah1h2, abh2h3 − bh1h3} 6 abh2h3, and

{7} a(a−1)h22 + b(b−1)h23 +2abh2h3−ah1h2− bh1h3 > 3 max{abh2h3−ah1h2, abh2h3−
bh1h3}.

Conditions {1} and {2} are equivalent to (1) and (2), and {3} and {6} are clearly
always satisfied. By splitting the cases, {7} is equivalent to (5) and (6). Similarly, {4} is
equivalent to (3) and a(a − 1)h22 > 0, which is always true, and {5} is equivalent to (4)
and b(b− 1)h23 > 0.

Therefore, the conditions {1}-{7} are equivalent to (1)-(6), and so an ROS(h1h
a
2h

b
3)

exists if and only if (1)-(6) are satisfied.

It can be observed that the conditions (1)-(6) are obtained from Theorem 20, and so
the conditions of that result are sufficient to show the existence of an ROS(h1h

a
2h

b
3).
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7 Constructing realizations from rational outline squares

Although Theorem 32 solves the existence of a symmetric rational outline square for
partitions of the form (h1h2h

m
3 ), it does not solve the existence of an RP(h1h2h

m
3 ). In

this section, we construct an outline square for the realization from the rational outline
square.

We construct a realization using the following lemma from [13], where {x} = x− bxc
denotes the fractional part of a real number x.

Lemma 37 ([13]). Let O be an ROS(h1 . . . hk). If there exists a k×k array B of multisets,
where y(i, j) denotes the number of entries in cell (i, j) of B, such that

• y(i, j) =
∑

`∈[k]{O(i, j, `)},

• the number of copies of symbol j in row i of B is y(i, j),

• and the number of copies of symbol j in column i of B is y(i, j),

then there exists an outline square L which respects (h1 . . . hk).

We introduce some notation to better define the array B that is needed for this con-
struction method.

Definition 38. A frequency array F of order k is a k× k array, where each cell contains
a single non-negative integer.

Definition 39. Let O be a k×k array of multisets with elements from [k]. O(i, j) denotes
the multiset of symbols in cell (i, j), Oi

` and jO` denote the number of copies of symbol
` in row i and column j respectively. Then O is an outline array corresponding to a
frequency array F of order k, if for all i, j, ` ∈ [k]

• |O(i, j)| = F (i, j),

• Oi
` = F (i, `), and

• jO` = F (`, j).

It is clear that the array B in Lemma 37 is an outline array for the frequency array
F where F (i, j) =

∑
`∈[k]{O(i, j, `)} = y(i, j) = y(j, i). In the proof of Lemma 37, the

outline square L is taken as the cell-wise union of B with another array. In general,
the conditions on outline arrays mean that, by taking the cell-wise union, they can be
combined to form larger outline arrays. We now provide some results in that direction.
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7.1 Frequency arrays

Lemma 40. If O1 and O2 are outline arrays corresponding to the frequency arrays F1

and F2 respectively, then there exists an outline array O∗ corresponding to the frequency
array F ∗ where F ∗(i, j) = F1(i, j) + F2(i, j).

Proof. Take O∗ to be the cell-wise union of O1 and O2. So O∗(i, j) = O1(i, j) ∪ O2(i, j)
for all i, j ∈ [k]. Then |O∗(i, j)| = |O1(i, j)| + |O2(i, j)| = F1(i, j) + F2(i, j) = F ∗(i, j).
Similarly, (O∗)i` = F ∗(i, `) and j(O∗)` = F ∗(`, j).

Observe that a realization RP(h1 . . . hk) is the cell-wise union of two outline arrays
corresponding to the frequency arrays F1 and F2, where F1(i, j) = hihj for all i 6= j,
F1(i, i) = 0, F2(i, j) = 0 when i 6= j and F2(i, i) = h2i .

Lemma 41. If an outline array O exists for an order k frequency array F , then for any
partition S = {S1, S2, . . . , Sk′} of [k], an outline array O∗ exists for the order k′ array F ∗,
where for all i, j ∈ [k′]

F ∗(i, j) =
∑
x∈Si

∑
y∈Sj

F (x, y).

Proof. The outline array O∗ is constructed by amalgamating the rows, columns and sym-
bols of O according to the partition S of [k]. For all i, j ∈ [k′], take

O∗(i, j) =
⋃
x∈Si

⋃
y∈Sj

O(i, j).

Then it is clear that |O∗(i, j)| = F ∗(i, j).
To obtain an array with only k′ symbols, for each i ∈ [k′] replace all symbols x ∈ Si

with the symbol i. Thus, for all i, ` ∈ [k′], O∗i` =
∑

r∈Si

∑
x∈S`

Or
x = F ∗(i, `). Similarly,

jO∗` = F ∗(`, j) for all j, ` ∈ [k′].

7.2 Equitable graph colouring

Within the construction of the array B, we also use some graph colouring methods. Thus,
we introduce those notions here. Let G be a graph with vertex set V and edge set E,
where E may contain repeated edges but no loops.

A partition of E into mutually disjoint sets C1, . . . , Ck is an edge-colouring of G with
k colours, where edge e ∈ E has colour i if e ∈ Ci. For v ∈ V and i ∈ [k], let ci(v) be the
number of edges adjacent to v in Ci. An edge-colouring of G is equitable if for all v ∈ V
and all i, j ∈ [k] where i 6= j,

|ci(v)− cj(v)| 6 1.

The following theorem was proven by De Werra.

Theorem 42 ([5]). For each k > 1, any finite bipartite graph has an equitable edge-
colouring with k colours.
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7.3 Constructing the array B

We return to the construction of the outline array B required for Lemma 37.

Observation 43. Permute the rows and columns of the SROS(h1h2h
m
3 , {hm3 }) in Theo-

rem 32, so that it is now an SROS(hm3 h1h2, {hm3 }). Then the frequency array F for the
outline array B in Lemma 37 is of order k with

F (i, j) =



0, if i = j,

a, if i, j 6 m,

b, if i = m+ 1 and j 6 m or j = m+ 1 and i 6 m,

c, if i = m+ 2 and j 6 m or j = m+ 2 and i 6 m,

d, otherwise,

where

a = (m− 2){X ′(3, 3, 3)}+ {X ′(1, 3, 3)}+ {X ′(2, 3, 3)},
b = (m− 1){X ′(1, 3, 3)}+ {X ′(1, 2, 3)},
c = (m− 1){X ′(2, 3, 3)}+ {X ′(1, 2, 3)} and

d = m{X ′(1, 2, 3)}.

The frequency array F is shown in Figure 3. Note that since each of a, b, c and d are
integers and 0 6 {x} < 1 for any x ∈ Q, it follows that 0 6 a, b, c, d 6 m− 1.

− a a . . . a a b c
a − a . . . a a b c
a a − . . . a a b c
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

...
a a a . . . − a b c
a a a . . . a − b c
b b b . . . b b − d
c c c . . . c c d −

Figure 3

Lemma 44. Given positive integers h1, h2, h3, the values of a, b, c, d in Observation 43
satisfy the following conditions:

(1) d 6 mb

(2) d 6 mc
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(3) b 6 (m− 1)a+ c

(4) c 6 (m− 1)a+ b

(5) 2d > m(b+ c− (m− 1)a)

Proof. Given that each {X ′(i, j, `)} is non-negative, each inequality follows immediately
from Observation 43.

The five conditions in Lemma 44 are assumed to be true throughout the rest of this
section.

Lemma 45. For m, d, k ∈ Z, if m > 3, 0 6 d 6 m and m+ 2 6 k 6 2m− 1, then there
exists an outline array for the frequency array F of order k, where

F (i, j) =


1, if i 6 m or j 6 m and i 6= j,

d, if (i, j) is (m+ 1,m+ 2) or (m+ 2,m+ 1),

0, otherwise.

If m > 4 and d > m
2

, then there also exists an outline array for the same F , where
k = 2m.

Proof. We first consider k 6 2m − 1. Let the outline array O be split into subarrays as
shown in Figure 4, where the columns (and rows) are of widths m, 2 and k − (m + 2),
in that order. The arrays ∅i are empty arrays of the appropriate sizes, and the arrays A
and D are empty along the main diagonal. The remaining cells of A contain one symbol
each, and the remaining cells of D contain d symbols. The cells of the arrays Bi and Ci
each contain a single symbol.

A B1

B2

C1

C2

D ∅1

∅2 ∅3

Figure 4: Structure of the outline array O

Since F (i, i) = 0 for all i ∈ [k], we require that symbol i does not appear in row i
or column i. Further, to satisfy the frequency array, C1, C2 and D must contain only
symbols from [m], B1 and BT

2 contain m − d symbols from [m] in each column and the
rest of the entries are m + 1 or m + 2, and A must contain m copies of each symbol in
[k] \ [m+ 2] (with one copy in each row and column) as well as some entries from [m+ 2].
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We start by placing 2m+ 1− k entries in each row and column of A, leaving the main
diagonal empty and making sure that i does not appear in row or column i, and we also
fill all entries in column 1 of B1 and BT

2 with m+2 and all entries in column 2 with m+1.
We then swap m− d entries in each of these columns with entries in A.

When m 6= 6, take A to be a latin square of order m with m disjoint transversals.
Permute A so that the cells of one transversal form the main diagonal, and A(i, i) = i for
all i ∈ [m].

Remove the symbols in the main diagonal transversal and in another k−(m+2) of the
transversals. This means that the cells of the main diagonal are empty and symbol i does
not occur in row or column i. There are m−1−k+(m+2) = 2m+1−k transversals left
in A, and since k 6 2m− 1, it follows that 2m+ 1− k > 2. Denote two of the remaining
transversals by T1 and T2.

If m = 6, take A to be a latin square with 4 disjoint transversals, such as the one given
in Figure 5. As before, permute this so that one of the transversals appears along the
main diagonal with symbols in increasing order, and then delete the entries in the main
diagonal. Denote two of the remaining transversals by T1 and T2. We remove entries of
A so that there are 2m + 1− k symbols left in each row and column, and 2m + 1− k of
each symbol, where T1 and T2 remain and 2m+ 1− k = 13− k 6 5.

1a 4 5d 6b 2c 3
3b 2a 6 1d 4 5c
5 1c 3a 2 6d 4b
6c 5b 1 4a 3 2d
4d 6 2b 3c 5a 1
2 3d 4c 5 1b 6a

Figure 5: A latin square of order 6 with 4 disjoint transversals

If 2m+ 1− k = 2, then delete all entries that are not in T1 or T2. If 2m+ 1− k = 3,
remove all entries which are not in the three non-diagonal transversals. For 2m+1−k = 4,
delete the entries of the transversal which is not T1 or T2. When 2m+1−k = 5, A already
satisfies the requirements.

Therefore, whether or not m = 6, we have an array A with an empty main diagonal,
2m + 1 − k symbols in each row and column, 2m + 1 − k copies of each symbol in [m],
including two transversals, and symbol i not appearing in row or column i.

For ` ∈ [2], let T i` denote the symbol in row i of the transversal T`, and let jT` denote
the symbol in column j. For all i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [2], let j′ be the remaining symbol in
[2] \ j, and fill B1 as

B1(i, j) =

{
m+ j′ if T ij 6 d,

T ij otherwise.
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Similarly, for j ∈ [m] and i ∈ [2], let i′ be the remaining symbol in [2] \ i and fill B2 by

B2(i, j) =

{
m+ i′ if jTi 6 d,
jTi otherwise.

Also, for the transversal T`, replace each entry greater than d with m+ `′, where `′ is
the symbol remaining in [2] \ `. Therefore, each row of A and B1 together still contains
2m+1−k symbols from [m], as does each column of A and B2 together, with each symbol
occurring 2m + 1 − k times across all rows (or columns) of the array pairs and i never
occurring in row or column i. Also, m+ 1 and m+ 2 appear once in each row and column
of the respective array pairs, with d copies of each in B1 and d copies of each in B2.

Now that A, B1 and B2 have entries placed as described earlier, we must fill D, C1,
C2 and the remaining cells of A.

Fill the two off-diagonal cells of D each with the symbols of [d]. Thus, there are d
symbols in each, and the rows of B2 and D together contain each symbol from [m] exactly
once, and the columns of B1 and D contain each symbol of [m] once.

Therefore, the arrays B1, B2 and D are filled as required.
In the array A, there are k− (m+ 2) empty off-diagonal cells in each row and column.

Also, note that there are k − (m+ 2) symbols in [k] \ [m+ 2] which each need to appear
once in each of the first m rows and first m columns of O, to satisfy the frequency array
F .

We fill the rest of A by taking a colouring of the edges of the graph G, where G is
a bipartite graph on the sets U and V with U = V = [m] and there is an edge between
u ∈ U and v ∈ V if and only if cell A(u, v) is empty and u 6= v. Thus, each vertex has
degree k−m−2, and so we take an equitable edge-colouring of G with k−m−2 colours,
which exists by Theorem 42. Since the k − m − 2 colours must occur equitably on the
k − m − 2 edges adjacent to each vertex, each vertex has one edge of each colour. For
each edge (u, v), if (u, v) is of colour s ∈ [k −m− 2], then place symbol m+ 2 + s in cell
(u, v) of A. Thus, each off-diagonal cell of A is filled, and each symbol of [k] \ [m + 2]
occurs once in every row and column.

Finally, to fill the array C1, observe that there are 2m + 1 − k symbols from [m] in
each row of A and B1 combined, and so there are k−m− 2 of these symbols which need
to appear in each row of C1. Create a bipartite graph G on the sets U = V = [m], where
there is an edge between u and v if and only if symbol v needs to appear in row u of C1.
As before, each vertex has degree k −m − 2, so an equitable colouring with k −m − 2
colours gives each vertex a single edge of each colour. Construct C1 by filling C1(u, j)
with symbol v if there is an edge between u and v with colour j ∈ [k − m − 2]. Thus,
each cell of C1 is filled, and each symbol of [m] appears once in each of the first m rows
of O, with the exception that i does not appear in row i.

Repeat the same process to fill C2, using the first m columns instead of rows.
Therefore, O is an outline array for F , where k 6 2m− 1.

We conclude the proof with a similar construction for the case k = 2m, where m > 4
and d > m

2
. Let O have the same structure shown in Figure 4. As before, we want the
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array A to have 2m+1−k symbols of [m+2] in each row and column. Here 2m+1−k = 1,
so we begin the construction of A by placing m symbols from [m + 2], with one symbol
in each row and column of A, while avoiding the main diagonal and making sure that
symbol i does not appear in row or column i.

Take two sequences r and s of length m. For even m, define the sequences for all
i ∈ [m] by

ri = m+ 1− i, si =

{
i+ 1, for i /∈ {m

2
,m},

i+ 1− m
2
, for i ∈ {m

2
,m}.

For odd m, let the sequences be

ri =


m+ 1− i, if i 6 m−1

2
,

1, if i = m+1
2

,

m+ 2− i, otherwise.

si =


i+ 1, for i /∈ {m−1

2
,m},

m+1
2
, for i = m,

1, for i = m−1
2

.

In the array A, for each i ∈ [m], fill one cell by

A(ri, i) =


m+ 1, if i 6 m− d,

m+ 2, if i > d,

si, otherwise.

Then fill B1 for i ∈ [m] and j ∈ [2] as

B1(ri, j) =


m+ 2, if j = 1 and i 6 d,

si, if j = 1 and i > d,

m+ 1, if j = 2 and i > m− d,

si, if j = 2 and i 6 m− d.

Similarly, for j ∈ [m] and i ∈ [2], fill B2 by

B2(i, j) =


m+ 2, if i = 1 and j 6 d,

sm+1−j, if i = 1 and j > d,

m+ 1, if i = 2 and j > m− d,

sm+1−j, if i = 2 and j 6 m− d.

Thus, in the array D, cell (1, 2) has symbols si for all m− d < i 6 m, and cell (2, 1)
has the symbols si for all 1 6 i 6 d.

Now that B1, B2, and D are filled, A has 2m+ 1−k symbols in each row and column,
and O has 2m+1−k copies of each symbol in [m], the rest of O is filled using the bipartite
graph method.

Thus, there is an outline array O for the frequency array F .

Lemma 46. For the values a, b, c and d as given in Observation 43, the frequency array
F has a corresponding outline array B.
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Proof. If a = 0 then by the conditions in Lemma 44 we are forced to have b = c. Using
this, we then get that 2d > 2mb, and so m − 1 > d > mb. This forces b = 0 = c, thus
d = 0 also. When all values of the frequency array F are zero, we use the empty outline
array B and we are done. Thus, we assume from here that a > 0.

Since 2d > m(b+ c− (m−1)a) and d 6 m−1, it is true that (m−1)a > b+ c−2 d
m

>
b+ c− 2 + 2

m
.

Let A be a multiset of b+ c elements, where m+ 1 occurs b times and m+ 2 occurs c
times. Let A1, . . . , Aa be a partition of A into multisets.

If 0 < d < m
2

, then (m − 1)a > b + c − 2 d
m
> b + c − 1. Thus, (m − 1)a > b + c and

we can choose a partition of A such that |Ai| 6 m− 1 for all i ∈ [a]. If m
2
6 d 6 m− 1,

then (m − 1)a > b + c − 2 d
m
> b + c − 2, and so (m − 1)a + 1 > b + c. In this case, we

take |Ai| 6 m− 1 for all i ∈ [a] except 2 6 |A1| 6 m.
If d > 0, then b, c > 0, so we further require that there is at least one copy each of

m+ 1 and m+ 2 in A1.
Consider the case where m = 3 and m

2
6 d 6 m− 1. Then d = 2. If b+ c 6 (m− 1)a

then A can be partitioned with |A1| 6 m − 1. Otherwise, b + c = 2a + 1, and since
b+ c 6 2(m− 1) = 4, it follows that a = 1. In this case, there is only one multiset A1 in
the partition, and either b = 2 and c = 1 or c = 1 and b = 2.

Let An(m + 1) be the number of copies of m + 1 in An, and An(m + 2) be the same
for m+ 2. For each n ∈ [a], let Fn be a frequency array of order m+ 2 where

F1(i, j) =



0 if i = j,

1 if i, j 6 m,

A1(i) if i > m and j 6 m,

A1(j) if j > m and i 6 m,

d if (i, j) is (m+ 1,m+ 2) or (m+ 2,m+ 1),

0 otherwise.

and for n > 1,

Fn(i, j) =



0 if i = j,

1 if i, j 6 m,

An(i) if i > m and j 6 m,

An(j) if j > m and i 6 m,

0 otherwise.

Consider the case where m = 3 and |A1| = m. As shown earlier, this case forces d = 2,
a = 1 and {A1(m+ 1), A1(m+ 2)} = {1, 2}. In either case, the appropriate outline array
O1, corresponding to F1, is given in Figure 6.

To construct the outline array O1 corresponding to F1, apply Lemma 45 with order
k = m + |A1| and parameter d in Lemma 45 equal to d as defined here. We then apply
Lemma 41 with any partition S where Si = {i} for all i ∈ [m], |Sm+1| = A1(m + 1) and
|Sm+2| = A1(m+2). We established above that A1(m+1), A1(m+2) > 1, and we require
here that m+ 1 ∈ Sm+1 and m+ 2 ∈ Sm+2.
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− 5 4 2, 3 4
3 − 4 1, 5 4
4 4 − 2, 5 1

2, 5 1, 3 1, 5 − 2, 3
4 4 2 1, 3 −

− 4 5 5 2, 3
3 − 5 5 1, 4
5 5 − 1 2, 4
5 5 2 − 1, 3

2, 4 1, 3 1, 4 2, 3 −

Figure 6: The outline arrays O1 when m = 3 and |A1| = m

For n > 2, to construct the outline array On corresponding to Fn, take an RP(1m|An|1),
which exists by Theorem 5 and remove the entries in the subsquares along the main
diagonal. As with n = 1, apply Lemma 41 with any partition S where Si = {i} for all
i ∈ [m], |Sm+1| = An(m+ 1) and |Sm+2| = An(m+ 2).

Taking the cell-wise union of the outline arrays On gives an outline array for the
frequency array F , where F =

∑a
n=1 Fn. Therefore, by Lemma 40, there is an outline

array for F also, and so the array B exists.

Theorem 47. An RP(h1h2h
m
3 ) exists for m > 3 if and only if h1 6 mh3, h2 6 mh3, and

h23 − h3
m−1(h1 + h2) + 2

m(m−1)h1h2 > 0.

Proof. It is clear that the conditions are necessary from Lemma 15 and Theorem 32.
Using Theorem 32, the necessary conditions are sufficient to construct a symmetric

rational outline square O. If the array B in Lemma 37 exists then there exists an outline
square for this realization.

B always exists by Lemma 46, and so it is always possible to bring the floored rational
outline square O to an integer solution.

8 Concluding remarks

The necessary structure of a realization varies considerably depending on the number and
size variation of the subsquares. This has led to constructions which allow for only heavily
restricted forms of partition, and made the formulation of general necessary conditions a
challenging problem. In this work we demonstrate the value of rational outline squares in
addressing both of these problems, providing significant new results on both the existence
and necessary conditions for realizations.

The existence of a symmetric rational outline square is necessary for the existence of
a realization, and it also provides a construction for a sufficiently large scalar multiple
of the partition. It is clear that the existence of an RP(h1 . . . hk) and an ROS(h1 . . . hk)
are related problems, and it is possible that the existence of a symmetric rational outline
square is also sufficient.

Although outline squares have been used before to find realizations, the extra con-
ditions added in an ROS(h1 . . . hk) and SROS(h1 . . . hk) can make it easier to find such
outline squares. We have demonstrated this with the constructions targeting Conjec-
tures 6 and 7 and partitions with many repeated parts. The use of similar symmetric
rational outline squares also adds structure to the array B that is leftover when the initial
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rational outline square is floored, and this allowed for the construction of all RP(h1h2h
m
3 )

that satisfy the necessary conditions.
Certainly the most general result is the improved necessary condition in Theorem 20,

which subsumes and improves upon all known conditions. This condition is sufficient for
all RP(h1 . . . hk) and ROS(h1 . . . hk) discussed here, and it is of interest to determine if it
is sufficient in general.
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