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On symmetric spectra of Hermitian adjacency

matrices for non-bipartite mixed graphs

Yusuke Higuchi∗ Sho Kubota† Etsuo Segawa‡

Abstract

We study the equivalence between bipartiteness and symmetry of spectra of
mixed graphs, for θ-Hermitian adjacency matrices defined by an angle θ ∈ (0, π].
We show that this equivalence holds when, for example, an angle θ is an algebraic
number, while it breaks down for any angle θ ∈ Qπ. Furthermore, we construct
a family of non-bipartite mixed graphs having the symmetric spectra for given
θ ∈ Qπ.
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MSC 2020 subject classifications: 05C50; 05C20

1 Introduction

A mixed graph G consists of a finite set V of vertices together with a subset A ⊂
V ×V \ {(x, x) | x ∈ V } of ordered pairs called arcs. Let G = (V,A) be a mixed graph.
For (x, y) ∈ A, we denote x → y if (x, y) ∈ A but (y, x) 6∈ A. The same is for x ← y.
The symbol x ↔ y means (x, y) ∈ A and (y, x) ∈ A. In this case, the unordered pair
{x, y} is called a digon. A digon is equated with an undirected edge depending on the
context. The underlying graph of a mixed graph G = (V,A), denoted by Γ(G), is the
graph with the vertex set V and the edge set E = {{x, y} | (x, y) ∈ A or (y, x) ∈ A}.
We say that a mixed graph with no digons is an oriented graph, and a mixed graph
with at least one digon is proper. For θ ∈ (0, π], the θ-Hermitian adjacency matrix
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Hθ = Hθ(G) ∈ CV×V is defined by

(Hθ)x,y =







1 if x↔ y,

eiθ if x→ y,

e−iθ if x← y,

0 otherwise,

(1.1)

where i is the imaginary unit. The matrix Hπ
2
is so-called the Hermitian adjacency

matrix (of the first kind), introduced by Liu–Li [12] and Guo–Mohar [4] independently.
The matrix Hπ

3
is called the Hermitian adjacency matrix of the second kind, intro-

duced by Mohar [14]. Very recently, Yu et al [18] introduced k-generalized Hermitian
adjacency matrices, which correspond to the case θ = 2π

k
, and mixed graphs with their

small ranks were studied. The case θ = π can be regarded as the adjacency matrix of a
signed graph. For a general angle θ, the authors in [8] introduced Hθ in the context of
quantum walks, and identification of mixed graphs by their spectra has been attempted.
Note that Hθ(Γ(G)) and the ordinary adjacency matrix of Γ(G) are equal for any angle
θ. The multiset of eigenvalues of Hθ(G) is called Hθ-spectrum of G and denoted by
Spec(G; θ). We say that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum if the elements of Spec(G; θ)
are symmetric with respect to the origin, including their multiplicities. Here we should
remark that the Hermitian adjacency matrices stated above have been essentially in-
troduced in more general forms: for example, as a perturbed operator on a graph, the
properties of the discrete magnetic/twisted Laplacian and the twisted quantum walk
are discussed in [6, 7, 11, 17] and [5], respectively. We give a short review for the
magnetic/twisted adjacency operator in Section 2. However, in this paper, we follow
the setting and notation of the Hermitian adjacency matrix discussed in [4, 12, 14].

A mixed graph G is said to be bipartite if its underlying graph Γ(G) is bipartite.
As is well known, an undirected graph is bipartite if and only if it has the symmetric
spectrum in the sense of adjacency matrices. This fact is derived from a particularity
of real and non-negative matrices. Therefore for θ-Hermitian adjacency matrices in
general, the equivalence between bipartiteness and having the θ-symmetric spectrum
can be broken. Indeed, as Liu–Li points out [12], the Hπ

2
-spectrum of any oriented

graph is always symmetric with respect to the origin. For a mixed graph having digons,
Guo–Mohar [4] provided an example of a mixed graph in which the equivalence breaks
down for θ = π

2
. The mixed graph provided by them is shown in Figure 1. Mohar [14]

provides a mixed graph with 5 vertices that is non-bipartite but has the π
3
-symmetric

spectrum. In signed graphs, which correspond to θ = π in our setting, a class called
sign-symmetric has been studied, so signed graphs with symmetric spectra have been
substantially studied. As seen in [3, 16], families of non-bipartite signed graphs but
have symmetric spectra have been found.

As we have seen sporadically in the above literatures, we know examples of non-
bipartite mixed graphs having θ-symmetric spectra for θ ∈ {π

2
, π
3
, π}. Then, is there

always non-bipartite mixed graphs having the θ-symmetric spectrum for each θ? We are
interested in this question. Therefore, we define the following terminology for angles.
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Figure 1: The non-bipartite mixed graph provided by Guo–Mohar [4] that has the
π
2
-symmetric spectrum

Definition 1.1 (Bipartite Detection Property). Let us fix an angle θ ∈ (0, π] and
consider any mixed graph G. θ is said to have the bipartite detection property when
the following equivalence holds: G is bipartite if and only if G has the θ-symmetric
spectrum. Here, we recall that a mixed graph G has the θ-symmetric spectrum if
the elements of Spec(G; θ) are symmetric with respect to the origin, including their
multiplicities.

Based on this terminology, we know so far that the three angles π
2
, π
3
and π do not

have the bipartite detection property. We are interested in which angle has the bipartite
detection property. In conclusion, we found the following:

Theorem 1.2. Let θ ∈ (0, π]. If an angle θ satisfies one of the following, then it has
the bipartite detection property:

(i) θ is an algebraic number.

(ii) θ is described by απ for an irrational algebraic number α.

(iii) θ is described by απ + β for non-zero algebraic numbers α, β.

Theorem 1.3. Let θ ∈ (0, π]. Any angle θ ∈ Qπ does not have the bipartite detection
property.

Since the set of real algebraic numbers is dense in R, it turns out, as a simple
corollary of our theorems, that a bipartite graph only has the “persistent” θ-symmetric
spectra for the perturbation on θ as follows:

Corollary 1.4. Fix any θ0 ∈ (0, π]. A graph G is bipartite if and only if there exists
a positive number ǫ > 0 such that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum for any θ ∈ (θ0 −
ǫ, θ0 + ǫ).

Naturally, the above shows a kind of the identity theorem, that is, G has the θ-
symmetric spectrum for any θ ∈ R if there exists a positive number ǫ > 0 such that G
has the θ-symmetric spectrum for any θ ∈ (θ0 − ǫ, θ0 + ǫ).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe relationship between
Hermitian adjacency matrices introduced in spectral graph theory and magnetic ad-
jacency operators introduced in spectral analysis on graphs. In Section 3, basic tools
for discussing bipartite detection property are organized. In Section 4, we prove our
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first main theorem (Theorem 1.2), that is, we present three sufficient conditions for an
angle θ ∈ (0, π] to have the bipartite detection property. In Section 5, we prove our
second main theorem (Theorem 1.3). Namely, when an angle θ ∈ (0, π] is in Qπ, a non-
bipartite oriented graph which has the θ-symmetric spectrum is constructed depending
on the angle. In Section 6, certain minimality of the oriented graphs constructed in the
previous section is discussed.

2 Magnetic Adjacency Matrix

In this section, we give a short review for the magnetic adjacency operator interpreted
from the notation and results for the magnetic/twisted Laplacian. For details, one
should refer to [6, 7, 11, 17]. Here, we follow the notation in [6].

Let G = (V (G), E(G)) be a connected, locally finite and unoriented graph, where
V (G) is the set of vertices and E(G) is the set of its unoriented edges. A graph G may
be infinite, and have self-loops and multiple edges. Considering each edge in E(G) to
have two orientations, we introduce the set of all oriented edges, which is denoted by
A(G). For an edge e ∈ A(G), the origin and the terminus of e are denoted by o(e) and
t(e), respectively. Moreover the inverse edge of e is denoted by ē.

Putting
C1

R(G) = {ω : A(G)→ R ; ω(ē) = −ω(e)},
we call an element of C1

R(G) a 1-form on G. For a fixed 1-form ω, we define a self-adjoint
operator Hω,G : ℓ2(V (G))→ ℓ2(V (G)) by

Hω,Gf(x) =
∑

e∈Ax(G)

exp(iω(e))f((t(e)), (2.1)

where Ax(G) = {e ∈ A(G) ; o(e) = x} and ℓ2(V (G)) is the Hilbert space with the
standard inner product 〈·, ·〉, that is,

ℓ2(V (G)) = {f : V (G)→ C ; 〈f, f〉 <∞}.

In this setting, the θ-Hermitian adjacency matrix Hθ on a mixed graph G introduced in
Section 1 can be interpreted as the magnetic adjacency operator on a finite graphG for a
special 1-form ω. For a mixed graph G = (V,A), let us first choose A0 ⊂ A(G) following
the set of arcs of the mixed graph G = (V,A). Then we set the 1-form ω on A(G) as
(i) ω(e) = θ for e ∈ A0 (therefore, ω(ē) = −θ) and (ii) ω(e) = 0 for e ∈ A(G)\(A0∪A0),
where A0 = {e ∈ A(G) ; ē ∈ A(G)}. In this sense, the θ-Hermitian adjacency matrix
Hθ is essentially the same as the magnetic/twisted Laplacian discussed in [6, 7, 11, 17].

Now let us give some important properties for a magnetic adjacency matrix. We
can immediately transplant in terms of a magnetic adjacency matrix from the known
results (cf. [6, 7, 11, 17]) in the context of the magnetic/twisted Laplacian. Here we
write Spec(Hω,G) for the set of eigenvalues of Hω,G including their multiplicities.
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Theorem 2.1 (cf.[6]). For a given 1-form ω ∈ C1
R(G), put ω′(e) = −ω(e) for every

e ∈ A(G). Then Spec(Hω,G) = Spec(Hω′,G).

Theorem 2.2 (cf.[6]). For a given 1-form ω ∈ C1
R(G), set a 1-form ω′ as follows:

ω′(e) = π − ω(e) for every e ∈ A(G). Remark that ω′(e) = −ω′(ē) in modulo 2π since
ω(e) = −ω(ē). Then Hω,G and −Hω′,G are unitarily equivalent, that is, Spec(Hω,G) and
Spec(Hω′,G) are mutually symmetric with respect to 0.

The following, which is also found in [12], can be immediately derived from the fact
above: if a 1-form ω satisfies |ω(e)| = π/2 for every e ∈ A(G), then Spec(Hω′,G) is
symmetric with respect to 0.

The next lemma is a basic result for a general magnetic adjacency matrix.

Lemma 2.3 (cf.[6]). Suppose that a graph G is bipartite. Then Hω,G and −Hω,G are
unitarily equivalent for any 1-form ω ∈ C1

R(G). In other words, Spec(Hω,G) is symmetric
with respect to 0.

If a path C = (e1, e2, . . . , en), which is a sequence of oriented edges such that
t(ek) = o(ek+1), satisfies t(en) = o(e1), then it is said to be a closed path. For a closed
path C, we define the magnetic flux of a 1-form ω ∈ C1

R(G) through C by

∫

C

ω =

n∑

k=1

ω(ek). (2.2)

The next statement shows the magnetic fluxes of 1-form ω ∈ C1
R(G) over G deter-

mine the spectrum of Hω,G (cf. [6, 11]). For a finite graph G, this can be expressed
in terms of the characteristic polynomial of Hω,G, which is found in Theorem 3.2 in
Section 3 and also in [13].

Theorem 2.4. [cf.[6, 11]] Let ω1, ω2 ∈ C1
R(G) be 1-forms on G. If the magnetic flux of

ω1 equals to that of ω2 in modulo 2π for each closed path of G, then Hω1,G and Hω2,G

are unitarily equivalent. that is, Spec(Hω1,G) = Spec(Hω2,G).

One of the applications of the magnetic/twisted operator is that the long time
behavior of random walks and quantum walks on the crystal lattice can be effectively
characterized in [7] and [5], respectively.

Now we close the review for previous research on the magnetic/twisted operator.
Hereinafter, the notation in this paper returns to that introduced in Section 1.

3 Basic tools

Thereafter, we return to the discussion in spectral graph theory on finite graphs, de-
scribed by matrices. This section discusses basic tools for studying symmetric spectra.
First, the following is a special case for Lemma 2.3, which can be also proved by ex-
tending the procedure performed for adjacency matrices of undirected bipartite graphs:
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Lemma 3.1. If a mixed graph G is bipartite, then it has the θ-symmetric spectrum for
any θ ∈ (0, π].

Fix an angle θ. Let G be a mixed graph. We say that a subgraph C of G
is a cycle when Γ(C) is a cycle in Γ(G). Let C be a cycle in Γ(G). Display as
C = (x1, x2, . . . , xt, x1). Then the real part of (Hθ)x1,x2(Hθ)x2,x3 · · · (Hθ)xt,x1 does not
depend on the two directions of the cycle, i.e., Re((Hθ)x1,x2(Hθ)x2,x3 · · · (Hθ)xt,x1) =
Re((Hθ)x1,xt

(Hθ)xt,xt−1 · · · (Hθ)x2,x1). We denote this value by Re(C). An elementary
subgraph H of a mixed graph G is a subgraph of G such that its connected components
consist only of K2 and cycles. We denote the set of all elementary subgraphs on j
vertices in a mixed graph G by Hj(G). Elementary subgraphs dominate the coefficients
of the characteristic polynomials of Hθ. The following is claimed by Mehatari et al in
the context of T-gain graphs [13]. Symbols are adjusted to our setting.

Theorem 3.2 (Corollary 3.1 in [13]). Let G be a mixed graph with n vertices, and let
θ ∈ (0, π]. Display as det(xIn −Hθ(G)) =

∑n

j=0 ajx
n−j. Then we have

aj =
∑

H∈Hj(G)

(−1)p(H)2|C(H)|
∏

C∈C(H)

Re(C), (3.1)

where p(H) is the number of components in Γ(H) and C(H) is the set of cycles in H.

Note that Equality (3.1) should be precisely described as

aj =







∑

H∈Hj(G)(−1)p(H)2|C(H)|∏
C∈C(H)Re(C) if Hj(G) 6= ∅ and C(H) 6= ∅,

∑

H∈Hj(G)(−1)p(H) if Hj(G) 6= ∅ and C(H) = ∅,
0 if Hj(G) = ∅.

There is no elementary subgraph with 1 vertex, so

a1 = 0. (3.2)

Furthermore, an elementary subgraph with 2 vertices corresponds to an edge of the
underlying graph, hence

a2 = −|E(Γ(G))|. (3.3)

For observation, let us compute the characteristic polynomial of Hθ(G) for the mixed
graph G in Figure 1 of Section 1. Let det(xI4 −Hθ(G)) = x4 + a1x

3 + a2x
2 + a3x+ a4.

By Equalities (3.2) and (3.3), we have a1 = 0 and a2 = −6. To compute a3 and a4,
we find all elementary subgraphs with 3 and 4 vertices. The elementary subgraphs in
H3(G) andH4(G) are shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3, respectively. For each elementary
subgraph, computing (−1)p(H)2|C(H)|∏

C∈C(H)Re(C) in Theorem 3.2 yields a3 = −2(1+
cos θ + cos 2θ + cos 3θ) and a4 = 3 − 2(cos θ + cos 2θ + cos 3θ). In particular, we have
det(xI4 −Hθ(G)) = x4 − 6x2 + 5 for θ = π

2
. Thus, Spec(G; π

2
) = {±

√
5,±1}, so we see

that G has the π
2
-symmetric spectrum even though it is non-bipartite.
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Figure 2: All elementary subgraphs of G with 3 vertices

, , , , ,

Figure 3: All elementary subgraphs of G with 4 vertices

As can be seen from the above observation, we have

(−1)p(H)2|C(H)|
∏

C∈C(H)

Re(C) ∈ Z[cos θ, cos 2θ, . . . , cos jθ]

for any elementary subgraph H with j vertices, where

Z[α1, . . . , αs] = {f(α1, . . . , αs) | f ∈ Z[x1, . . . , xs]}.

On the other hand, the trigonometric addition formula derives Z[cos θ, cos 2θ, . . . , cos jθ] =
Z[cos θ], so we obtain

aj ∈ Z[cos θ] (3.4)

for j = 1, 2, . . . , n. We focus on the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of θ-
Hermitian adjacency matrix to investigate symmetry of the spectrum of a mixed graph.
The following is intuitively almost obvious but useful.

Lemma 3.3. Let G be a mixed graph with n vertices, and let Φ(x) =
∑n

j=0 ajx
n−j be

the characteristic polynomial of Hθ(G) for θ ∈ (0, π]. Then, G has the θ-symmetric
spectrum if and only if a2l−1 = 0 for any l.

Proof. First, we suppose that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum. Let m be the multi-
plicity of 0 ∈ Spec(G; θ). Since G has the θ-symmetric spectrum, α ∈ Spec(G; θ) \ {0}
if and only if −α ∈ Spec(G; θ) \ {0} including multiplicity. Thus, the characteris-
tic polynomial Φ(x) can be displayed as Φ(x) = xm(x2 − α2

1)(x
2 − α2

2) · · · (x2 − α2
t )

for t such that m + 2t = n. Then, there exist s1, . . . , st ∈ R such that Φ(x) =
xm(x2t + s1x

2t−2 + · · · + st−1x
2 + st) =

∑t

j=0 sjx
n−2j . In particular, the coefficients

except xn, xn−2, . . . , xn−2t are zero. This implies that a2l−1 = 0 for any l.
Next, we suppose that a2l−1 = 0 for any l. If n is even, we can set n = 2m. We

have Φ(x) =
∑m

j=0 a2jx
2m−2j =

∑m

j=0 a2j(x
2)m−j . Then, let Ψ(u) be the polynomial by

putting u = x2 in Φ(x). For a root α of the polynomial Ψ(u), the real numbers ±√α
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are roots of the characteristic polynomial Φ(x). Therefore, G has the θ-symmetric
spectrum. When n is odd, the constant term of Φ(x) is zero. Thus, applying the

discussion for the case where n is even to the polynomial Φ(x)
x

completes the proof.

4 Strange angles

In this section, we show that “strange” angles such as θ = 1, θ =
√
2
2
π, and θ =√

2π− 3, which are not usually used as an angle, have the bipartite detection property.
More precisely, we show that angles whose cosines are not algebraic numbers have the
bipartite detection property. For a mixed graph G, the coefficients of the characteristic
polynomial of Hθ(G) can be viewed as polynomials of cos θ as we saw in (3.4) i.e., there
exists fj ∈ Z[x] such that aj = fj(cos θ) for any j. In studying the bipartite detection
property, the key is to check whether the polynomial fj is the zero polynomial or not.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a mixed graph with n vertices, and let Φ(x) =
∑n

j=0 ajx
n−j be the

characteristic polynomial of Hθ(G) for θ ∈ (0, π]. If G is non-bipartite, then there exist
a positive integer l and a polynomial f2l−1 ∈ Z[x] \ {0} such that a2l−1 = f2l−1(cos θ).

Proof. Since G is non-bipartite, there exists an odd cycle in G. We denote the odd
cycles inG with the smallest length as C1, C2, . . . , Cs, and let the length of the odd cycles
be 2l−1. The elementary subgraphs of G with 2l−1 vertices consist only of connected
cycles of length 2l − 1, i.e., H2l−1(G) = {C1, C2, . . . , Cs} and s ≥ 1. By Theorem 3.2,
we have a2l−1 = −2∑s

j=1Re(Cj). In particular, there exists f2l−1 ∈ Z[x] \ {0} such
that a2l−1 = f2l−1(cos θ).

A complex number α is an algebraic number if there exists a polynomial p ∈ Z[x]\{0}
such that p(α) = 0. The numbers 1, 2

3
and
√
5 are algebraic numbers, but it is well-

known that both π and e are not algebraic numbers. We denote the set of all algebraic
numbers by Q̄. It is well-known that Q̄ forms a field [10]. The following is essential to
obtain our first main theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let θ ∈ (0, π]. If cos θ is not an algebraic number, then θ has the
bipartite detection property.

Proof. Let G be a mixed graph with n vertices, and let Φ(x) =
∑n

j=0 ajx
n−j be the

characteristic polynomial of Hθ(G). By Lemma 3.1, it is sufficient to show that G is
bipartite if it has the θ-symmetric spectrum. We would like to show the contrapositive
of this statement. Suppose G is non-bipartite. By Lemma 4.1, there exist a positive
integer l and a polynomial f2l−1 ∈ Z[x] \ {0} such that a2l−1 = f2l−1(cos θ). We
assume that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum. Then Lemma 3.3 derives a2l−1 = 0, i.e.,
f2l−1(cos θ) = 0. This implies that cos θ is an algebraic number, which contradicts our
assumption. Therefore, G does not have the θ-symmetric spectrum.
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From the above theorem, we only need to find angles whose cosines are not algebraic
numbers. This is achieved by borrowing some well-known theorems from transcendental
number theory. The first theorem we use is the Lindemann–Weierstrass theorem.

Theorem 4.3 (Theorem 1.4 in [1]). For any distinct algebraic numbers α1, . . . , αn and
any non-zero algebraic number β1 . . . , βn, we have β1e

α1 + · · ·+ βne
αn 6= 0.

Corollary 4.4. Let θ ∈ (0, π]. If θ ∈ Q̄ \ {0}, then cos θ is not an algebraic number.
In particular, an angle θ ∈ Q̄ \ {0} has the bipartite detection property.

Proof. Suppose that cos θ is an algebraic number. Then 0, iθ and −iθ are distinct
algebraic numbers since θ 6= 0. However, we have 2 cos θ · e0 − eiθ − e−iθ = 0, which
contradicts the Lindemann–Weierstrass theorem (Theorem 4.3). Thus, cos θ is not an
algebraic number. Furthermore, Theorem 4.2 derives that an angle θ ∈ Q̄ \ {0} has the
bipartite detection property.

The second theorem we use is the Gelfond–Schneider theorem, but we insert one
lemma before it.

Lemma 4.5. Let θ ∈ (0, π]. If cos θ is an algebraic number, then so is eiθ.

Proof. Since cos θ is an algebraic number, 1 − cos2 θ is also an algebraic number.
Thus, there exists a polynomial f(x) ∈ Z[x] \ {0} such that f(1 − cos2 θ) = 0. Define
g(x) = f(x2). We see that g(sin θ) = g(

√
1− cos2 θ) = f(1− cos2 θ) = 0. Thus, sin θ is

an algebraic number, and hence eiθ = cos θ + i sin θ is also an algebraic number.

Theorem 4.6 ([10]). If α is an algebraic number that is neither 0 nor 1 and if β is
algebraic irrational, then αβ is not an algebraic number.

Corollary 4.7. Let α ∈ (0, 1]. If α ∈ Q̄ \Q, then cos(απ) is not an algebraic number.
In particular, an angle θ = απ for α ∈ Q̄ \Q has the bipartite detection property.

Proof. We suppose that cos(απ) is an algebraic number. From Lemma 4.5, it follows
that eαπi is an algebraic number, whereas by Gelfond–Schneider theorem (Theorem 4.6),
eαπi = (eπi)α = (−1)α is not an algebraic number. This is a contradiction. Therefore,
cos(απ) is not an algebraic number. Furthermore, Theorem 4.2 derives that an angle
θ = απ for α ∈ Q̄ \Q has the bipartite detection property.

The third theorem we use is Baker’s theorem.

Theorem 4.8 (Theorem 2.3 in [1]). eβ0αβ1
1 · · ·αβn

n is not an algebraic number for any
non-zero algebraic numbers α1, . . . , αn, β1, . . . , βn.

Corollary 4.9. Let α, β be real numbers. If α, β ∈ Q̄ \ {0}, then cos(απ+β) is not an
algebraic number. In particular, an angle θ = απ + β ∈ (0, π] for α, β ∈ Q̄ \ {0} has
the bipartite detection property.
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Proof. We suppose that cos(απ + β) is an algebraic number. From Lemma 4.5, it
follows that e(απ+β)i is an algebraic number, whereas by Theorem 4.8 with n = 1,
β0 = iβ, α1 = −1, and β1 = α, we have e(απ+β)i = eiβ(eπi)α = eiβ(−1)α is not an
algebraic number. This is a contradiction. Therefore, cos(απ + β) is not an algebraic
number. Furthermore, Theorem 4.2 derives that an angle θ = απ + β ∈ (0, π] for
α, β ∈ Q̄ \ {0} has the bipartite detection property.

Putting together Corollary 4.4, Corollary 4.7, and Corollary 4.9 yields our first main
theorem, Theorem 1.2 in Section 1.

5 Familiar angles

In contrast to the previous section, the bipartite detection property breaks down for
angles familiar to us, namely θ ∈ Qπ. To show this, we would like to construct a
counterexample to the converse of Lemma 3.1 for each θ ∈ Qπ. The following lemma
shows that a proper mixed graph with the θ-symmetric spectrum can be constructed
from an oriented graph with the θ-symmetric spectrum:

Lemma 5.1. Let θ ∈ (0, π]. If a non-bipartite oriented graph has the θ-symmetric
spectrum, then there exists a non-bipartite proper mixed graph with the θ-symmetric
spectrum.

Proof. Let G be a non-bipartite oriented graph with the θ-symmetric spectrum, and
let n be the number of vertices of G. The matrix

[
Hθ(G) In
In Hθ(G)

]

defines a proper mixed graph G̃. As can be seen immediately, Spec(G̃; θ) = {λ±1 | λ ∈
Spec(G; θ)}. Since G has the θ-symmetric spectrum, the mixed graph G̃ also has the
θ-symmetric spectrum. We note that G̃ has G as a subgraph. Since G is non-bipartite,
the mixed graph G̃ is also non-bipartite.

Thus, we wish to construct non-bipartite oriented graphs with the θ-symmetric
spectrum for given θ ∈ Qπ.

Let m be a positive integer, and let a ∈ {1, . . . , m − 1}. Define the oriented path

P
(a,m−1−a)
m = (V,A) with m vertices by V = {p1, p2, . . . , pm} and

A = {(p1, p2), . . . , (pa, pa+1), (pa+2, pa+1), (pa+3, pa+2), · · · , (pm, pm−1)}.

We have illustrated P
(3,2)
6 in Figure 4 as an example.

Next, we construct the oriented graph Gm, which is key to this section.

Step 1. Take the join of the undirected path P2 = ({x, y}, {{x, y}}) with 2 vertices and
the empty graph Km = ({z1, . . . , zm}, ∅). Here, we refer to [2] for the join of
graphs Γ and ∆. An example of this step for m = 4 is shown in Figure 5.

10



p1 p2 p3 p4 p5 p6

Figure 4: The mixed path P
(3,2)
6

Step 2. Assign the orientation from the vertex x to the vertex y.

Step 3. Replace the edge {x, zj} with P
(0,m−1)
m so that p1 = x and pm = zj for each j.

The process up to this step for m = 4 is shown in Figure 6.

Step 4. Finally, replace the edge {y, zj} with P
(j−1,m−j)
m so that p1 = y and pm = zj for

each j. Let Gm be the resulting oriented graph. As an example, we show the
oriented graph G4 in Figure 7.

x y

z1 z2 z3 z4

Figure 5: The join of P2 and K4

x y

z1 z2 z3 z4

Figure 6: The mixed graph up to Step 3

We have a few additional comments on the oriented graph Gm. The underlying
graph Γ(Gm) is a kind of book graph, that is, a graph obtained from m copies of C2m−1

by sharing a common edge {x, y}. Moreover, in terms of magnetic flux in Section 2, the
flux of the cycle of length 2m− 1 passing through zj in Gm is ±(2j − 1)θ. The number
of vertices of Gm is 2m2 − 3m+ 2.

There are two important properties of the oriented graph Gm. The first is that the
length of any odd cycle in Gm is 2m − 1. The second is that even if any odd cycle

11



x y

z1 z2 z3 z4

Figure 7: The oriented graph G4

is removed from Gm, the underlying graphs of the remaining oriented graphs are all
isomorphic to each other. These two properties lead to the following important lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let Φ(x) =
∑2m2−3m+2

j=0 ajx
2m2−3m+2−j be the characteristic polynomial of

Hθ(Gm) for θ ∈ (0, π]. Then,

(i) For any k < m, we have a2k−1 = 0.

(ii) If a2m−1 = 0, then we have a2k−1 = 0 for any k > m.

Proof. (i) Let k < m. An elementary subgraph with 2k−1 vertices must have at least
one odd cycle. However, the length of the minimum odd cycles in Gm is 2m − 1, so
H2k−1(Gm) = ∅. This implies that a2k−1 = 0.

(ii) Let k > m. An elementary subgraph with 2k − 1 vertices must have odd cycles
of length 2m − 1, while any odd cycle in Gm has the arc (x, y). Thus, an elementary
subgraph with 2k − 1 vertices consists of precisely one odd cycle of length 2m− 1 and
disjoint union of k − m arcs. Let Cj be the odd cycle in Gm of length 2m − 1 that
contains the vertex zj . Then Γ(Gm \ Cj) is isomorphic to (m − 1)P2m−3 for any j,
where (m − 1)P2m−3 denotes the disjoint union of m − 1 paths P2m−3. Then, let Mk

be the number of elementary subgraphs in (m − 1)P2m−3 with 2(k −m) vertices, i.e.,
Mk = |H2(k−m)((m− 1)P2m−3)|. We would like to show that a2k−1 = (−1)k−mMka2m−1.
By Theorem 3.2,

a2k−1 =
∑

H∈H2k−1(Gm)

(−1)p(H)2|C(H)|
∏

C∈C(H)

Re(C)

=

m∑

j=1

∑

H∈H2k−1(Gm)
H=Cj∪(Gm\Cj)

(−1)p(H)2|C(H)|
∏

C∈C(H)

Re(C)

=
m∑

j=1

∑

H∈H2k−1(Gm)
H=Cj∪(Gm\Cj)

(−1)k−m+121Re(Cj)

12



=

m∑

j=1

∑

H∈H2(k−m)(Gm\Cj)

(−1)k−m+121Re(Cj)

= (−1)k−m

m∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(Cj)
∑

H∈H2(k−m)(Gm\Cj )

1

= (−1)k−m

m∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(Cj)
∑

H∈H2(k−m)((m−1)P2m−3)

1

= (−1)k−m

m∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(Cj)Mk

= (−1)k−mMk

m∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(Cj)

= (−1)k−mMka2m−1.

Therefore, we see that a2k−1 = 0 if a2m−1 = 0.

Before proving our second main theorem, we have two brief additions for the case
θ = π. It can be seen substantially via sign-symmetric signed graphs that θ = π does
not have the bipartite detection property. Interested readers in them can refer to [3, 16]
for example. Of course, it is also possible to construct an example to break down the
bipartite detection property without notion of sign-symmetric singed graphs, such as
the mixed graph shown in Figure 8. The other addition is that no oriented graph
can provide examples to break down the bipartite detection property when θ = π.
This is because Spec(G; π) = − Spec(Γ(G); 0) holds for any oriented graph G since
Hπ(G) = −A(Γ(G)), where A(Γ(G)) is the adjacency matrix of Γ(G). In this sense, if
mixed graphs under consideration are restricted to oriented graphs, we could say that
θ = π has the bipartite detection property for oriented graphs.

Figure 8: Non-bipartite mixed graph that has the π-symmetric spectrum

Now, we provide our second main theorem, Theorem 1.3 in Section 1.

Theorem 5.3. Let θ ∈ (0, π]. If θ ∈ Qπ, then θ does not have the bipartite detection
property.

Proof. Let θ = l
m
π. The mixed graph in Figure 8 shows that θ = π does not have

the bipartite detection property. Then we can assume that 0 < l
m

< 1. We show

13



the non-bipartite oriented graph Gm has the θ-symmetric spectrum. Under the same
setting as Lemma 5.2, we wish to show that a2m−1 = 0. For j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, let Cj be
the odd cycle in Gm of length 2m− 1 that contains the vertex zj . By Theorem 3.2, we
have

a2m−1 =
m∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(Cj)

= −
m∑

j=1

2 cos(2j − 1)θ

= −
m∑

j=1

(e(2j−1)iθ + e−(2j−1)iθ)

= −
(
eiθ(e2miθ − 1)

e2iθ − 1
+

e−iθ(e−2miθ − 1)

e−2iθ − 1

)

= −
(
eiθ(e2lπi − 1)

e2iθ − 1
+

e−iθ(e−2lπi − 1)

e−2iθ − 1

)

= 0.

Here we remark that e2iθ 6= 1. Therefore, Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 3.3 derive that Gm

has the θ-symmetric spectrum.

6 Minimality of our oriented book graph

In this section, we discuss certain minimality of oriented graphs that break down the
bipartite detection property. Let us consider θ = π

3
as an example. According to

Theorem 5.3, the oriented graph G3 is an example that breaks down the bipartite
detection property for this angle. G3 has 11 vertices and its (longest) length of odd
cycles is 5. On the other hand, Mohar [14] constructed an oriented graph with 5 vertices
and its longest length of odd cycles is 3 (See Figure 9). In this way, our oriented graph
Gm is sufficient to investigate the bipartite detection property, but there is still room
for further investigation in terms of certain minimality.

Figure 9: The non-bipartite oriented graph provided by Mohar [14] that has the π
3
-

symmetric spectrum

Let Γ be an undirected graph that is not a tree. The circumference of Γ is the
length of the longest cycles in Γ, and the odd circumference of Γ is the length of the

14



longest odd cycles in Γ. These two terms are carried over for mixed graphs, that is, the
circumference of a mixed graph G is the length of the longest cycles in Γ(G). The same
for odd circumference of G. For example, the oriented graph shown in Figure 9 has the
circumference 4, while the odd circumference is 3. To conclude first, we have succeeded
in lowering the odd circumferences depending on the denominator of the angle θ ∈ Qπ,
as summarized in Table 1 on page 19.

To construct oriented graphs with the symmetric spectrum and smaller odd circum-
ference, we first generalize the oriented graph Gm.

Step 1. Take the join of the undirected path P2 = ({x, y}, {{x, y}}) with 2 vertices and

the empty graphKs1+···+st = ({z(1)1 , . . . , z
(s1)
1 , z

(1)
2 , . . . , z

(s2)
2 , . . . , z

(1)
t , . . . , z

(st)
t }, ∅).

An example of this step for (s1, s2, s3) = (2, 2, 1) is shown in Figure 10.

Step 2. Assign the orientation from the vertex x to the vertex y.

Step 3. Replace the edge {x, z(k)j } with P
(0,t−1)
t so that p1 = x and pt = z

(k)
j for each

j, k.

Step 4. Finally, replace the edge {y, z(k)j } with P
(j−1,t−j)
t so that p1 = y and pm = z

(k)
j for

each j, k. Let G(s1, s2, . . . , st) be the resulting oriented graph. As an example,
we show the oriented graph G(2, 2, 1) in Figure 11.

x y

z
(1)
1 z

(2)
1 z

(1)
2 z

(2)
2 z

(1)
3

Figure 10: The join of P2 and K2+2+1

Naturally, the underlying graph Γ(G(s1, s2, . . . , st)) is also a kind of book graph
with

∑t

h=1 sh sheets, that is, a graph obtained from
∑t

h=1 sh copies of C2t−1 by sharing
a common edge {x, y}. Moreover, in terms of magnetic flux in Section 2, the flux of

the cycle of length 2t− 1 passing through z
(k)
j in G(s1, s2, . . . , st) is ±(2j − 1)θ.

The odd circumference of G(s1, s2, . . . , st) is easily captured by looking at the num-
ber of arguments. Namely, the odd circumference of G(s1, s2, . . . , st) is 2t− 1 since the
number of arguments is t. Of course, this oriented graph requires that t ≥ 2 and

s1 + s2 + · · ·+ st ≥ 1 (6.1)

to make sense.
We note that our oriented graph G(s1, s2, . . . , st) essentially contains the oriented

graph in Figure 9 provided by Mohar [14]. It can be seen that they share the same
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x y

z
(1)
1 z

(2)
1 z

(1)
2 z

(2)
2 z

(1)
3

Figure 11: The oriented graph G(2, 2, 1)

characteristic polynomial by deformation and switching as shown in Figure 12. Remark
that both of Hθ’s are unitarily equivalent by Theorem 2.4. For a precise definition of
switching, see for example [15]. Readers who want to understand switching visually
can also refer to Section 4.1 in [9].

z
(1)
2

x

y

w z
(1)
1 =

x y

z
(1)
1

w z
(1)
2

→

x y

z
(1)
1 w = z

(2)
1 z

(1)
2

Figure 12: The oriented graph provided by Mohar [14] is essentially G(2, 1)

The oriented graph Gm constructed in Section 5 is nothing but

G(1, 1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

).

In the arguments of G(s1, s2, . . . , st), the number of repetitions is expressed by su-
perscripts if the same number is repeated in succession. Under this notation, Gm is
described as G(1(m)), i.e.,

Gm = G(1, 1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

) = G(1(m)).

Note that the odd circumference of G(1(m)) is 2m−1. Also, G(0(n−1), 1) is the directed
cycle with 2n− 1 vertices.

For our oriented book graph G(s1, s2, . . . , st), its odd circumference is 2t − 1 and
its number of sheets is

∑t

j=1 sj. Then, for any positive integers k and h, the odd

16



circumference and the number of sheets of the book graph G(ks1, ks2, . . . , kst, 0
(h)) are

2(t + h) − 1 and k
∑t

j=1 sj , respectively. We should remark that, if G(s1, s2, . . . , st)

has the θ-symmetric spectrum for some θ, then G(ks1, ks2, . . . , kst, 0
(h)) has also the θ-

symmetric spectrum for the same θ. Therefore we have to discuss the minimality of the
odd circumference and the number of sheets of our oriented book graph G(s1, s2, . . . , st)
for each θ. Hereinafter we give some graphs having the θ-symmetric spectrum smaller
than that in Section 5.

Let θ = l
m
π ∈ Qπ. We say that the angle θ is irreducible if m and l are coprime.

If the denominator m of an irreducible angle is congruent to 2 mod 4, we have a non-
bipartite oriented graph whose odd circumference is m

2
as an example that breaks down

the bipartite detection property. Remark that Γ(G(0(t−1), 1)) is isomorphic to C2t−1.

Proposition 6.1. Let θ = l
m
π be an irreducible angle. If m ≡ 2 (mod 4), then the

non-bipartite oriented graph C = G(0(
m−2

4
), 1), whose odd circumference is m

2
, has the

θ-symmetric spectrum.

Proof. Let det(xIm
2
−Hθ(C)) =

∑m
2
j=0 ajx

m
2
−j . Since the girth of C is m

2
, ak = 0 for odd

k < m
2
. On the other hand, Theorem 3.1 derives am

2
= (−1)121Re(C) = −2 cos m

2
θ =

−2 cos l
2
π = 0. By Lemma 3.3, we see that C has the θ-symmetric spectrum.

When we examine the case m 6≡ 2 (mod 4), it is necessary to generalize Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 6.2. Let G be a mixed graph with n vertices. Assume that G satisfies the
following two conditions:

(a) There exists a positive integer m such that the length of any odd cycle of G is 2m−1.

(b) There exists a forest F such that for any odd cycle C of G, the graph Γ(G \ C) is
isomorphic to F , where G \ C is the subgraph induced by V (G) \ V (C).

Let det(xIn −Hθ(G)) =
∑n

j=0 ajx
n−j for θ ∈ (0, π]. Then we have

(i) For any k < m, we have a2k−1 = 0.

(ii) If a2m−1 = 0, then we have a2k−1 = 0 for any k > m.

Proof. The essence of the proof is the same as in Lemma 5.2.
(i) Let k < m. An elementary subgraph with 2k− 1 vertices must have at least one

odd cycle. However, the length of any odd cycles in G is 2m− 1 by the condition (a).
Thus, we have H2k−1(G) = ∅, i.e., a2k−1 = 0.

(ii) We consider k > m. Let C1, C2, . . . , Ct be all odd cycles of length 2m− 1 in G,
and let s be the number of connected components of F . Define Mk to be the number of
elementary subgraphs in F with 2(k −m) vertices, i.e., Mk = |H2(k−m)(F )|. We would
like to show that a2k−1 = (−1)sMka2m−1. By Theorem 3.2,

a2k−1 =
∑

H∈H2k−1(G)

(−1)p(H)2|C(H)|
∏

C∈C(H)

Re(C)
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=

t∑

j=1

∑

H∈H2k−1(G)
H=Cj∪(G\Cj )

(−1)p(H)2|C(H)|
∏

C∈C(H)

Re(C)

=

t∑

j=1

∑

H∈H2k−1(G)
H=Cj∪(G\Cj )

(−1)s+121Re(Cj) (by (b))

=

t∑

j=1

(−1)s+121Re(Cj)
∑

H∈H2(k−m)(G\Cj)

1

=

t∑

j=1

(−1)s+121Re(Cj)
∑

H∈H2(k−m)(F )

1 (by (b))

=
t∑

j=1

(−1)s+121Re(Cj)Mk

= (−1)sMk

t∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(Cj)

= (−1)sMka2m−1.

Therefore, we see that a2k−1 = 0 if a2m−1 = 0.

Proposition 6.3. Let θ = l
m
π be an irreducible angle. If m is odd, then the non-

bipartite oriented graph G(2(
m−1

2
), 1), whose odd circumference is m, has the θ-symmetric

spectrum.

Proof. Let G = G(2(
m−1

2
), 1). The size of all odd cycles in G is m. Also, for any odd

cycle C in G, the graph Γ(G \C) is isomorphic to (m−1)Pm−2, so G is in the situation
where Lemma 6.2 applies. Under the same notation as Lemma 6.2, we would like to
show that am = 0. Let C

(s)
j denote the odd cycle containing the vertex z

(s)
j in G. Then

we have Hm(G) = {C(1)
1 , C

(2)
1 , C

(1)
2 , C

(2)
2 , . . . , C

(1)
m−1

2

, C
(2)
m−1

2

, C
(1)
m+1

2

}. By Theorem 3.2,

am =

m+1
2∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(C(1)
j ) +

m−1
2∑

j=1

(−1)121Re(C(2)
j )

= −2







m−1
2∑

j=1

cos(2j − 1)θ +

m+1
2∑

j=1

cos(2j − 1)θ







= −2







m−1
2∑

j=1

cos(2j − 1)θ +

m+1
2∑

j=1

cos(2m− (2j − 1))θ







= −2
m∑

j=1

cos(2j − 1)θ
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= 0.

By Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 3.3, we see that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum.

Proposition 6.4. Let θ = l
m
π be an irreducible angle. If m ≡ 0 (mod 4), then the

non-bipartite oriented graph G(0(
m
4
−1), 1(2)), whose odd circumference is m

2
+ 1, has the

θ-symmetric spectrum.

Proof. Let G = G(0(
m
4
−1), 1(2)). We note that the size of any odd cycles in G is m

2
+1.

Also, for any odd cycle C in G, the graph Γ(G \ C) is isomorphic to Pm
2
−1, so G is in

the situation where Lemma 6.2 applies. Under the same notation as Lemma 6.2, we
would like to show that am

2
+1 = 0. Note that l is odd since m and l are coprime. We

have
cos
(m

2
+ 1
)

θ = cos
(

lπ −
(m

2
− 1
)

θ
)

= − cos
(m

2
− 1
)

θ. (6.2)

By Theorem 3.2,

am
2
+1 = (−1)121 cos

(m

2
− 1
)

θ + (−1)121 cos
(m

2
+ 1
)

θ

= −2
(

cos
(m

2
− 1
)

θ − cos
(m

2
− 1
)

θ
)

(by (6.2))

= 0.

By Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 3.3, we see that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum.

We summarize the discussion up to here. We have shown in Theorem 5.3 that
θ ∈ Qπ does not have the bipartite detection property, but the odd circumference of
the oriented graph Gm used there was 2m− 1. In Proposition 6.1, Proposition 6.3, and
Proposition 6.4, we attempted to reduce odd circumferences. The results are summa-
rized in Table 1.

m Odd circumference # of sheets Proposition

∗ 2m− 1 m Theorem 5.3
odd m m 6.3

≡ 2 (mod 4) m
2

1 6.1
≡ 0 (mod 4) m

2
+ 1 2 6.4

Table 1: Upper bounds of odd circumferences and the number of sheets of our oriented
book graphs for each irreducible angle θ = l

m
π

In the following, lower bounds of odd circumferences are discussed. From Proposi-
tion 6.3, we know that the upper bound of odd circumferences in non-bipartite oriented
graphs with θ-symmetric spectrum is m for an irreducible angle θ = l

m
π. In fact, if m

is odd prime, the oriented graph G(s1, . . . , st) whose odd circumference is less than m
does not have the θ-symmetric spectrum:
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Proposition 6.5. Let θ = l
p
π be an irreducible angle, where p is odd prime. Then,

G(s1, . . . , s p−1
2
), whose odd circumference is p− 2, does not have the θ-symmetric spec-

trum.

Proof. Let G = G(s1, . . . , s p−1
2
). We would like to derive a contradiction by assuming

that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum. Let Ψ(x) =
∑n

j=0 ajx
n−j be the characteristic

polynomial of Hθ(G), where n is the number of vertices of G. Since G has the θ-
symmetric spectrum, we have

ap−2 = 0 (6.3)

by Lemma 3.3. Let ζk = e
2π
k
i for a positive integer k. Theorem 3.2 derives

ap−2 = −2
p−1
2∑

j=1

sj cos(2j − 1)θ

= −
p−1
2∑

j=1

sj(ζ
(2j−1)l
2p + ζ

−(2j−1)l
2p )

= −
p−1
2∑

j=1

sj(ζ
l
2ζ

l
2ζ

(2j−1)l
2p + ζ l2ζ

l
2ζ

−(2j−1)l
2p )

= −
p−1
2∑

j=1

sj((−1)lζpl2pζ (2j−1)l
2p + (−1)lζpl2pζ−(2j−1)l

2p )

= (−1)l+1

p−1
2∑

j=1

sj(ζ
(p+2j−1)l
2p + ζ

(p−2j+1)l
2p )

= (−1)l+1

p−1
2∑

j=1

sj(ζ
(p+2j−1)l

2
p + ζ

(p−2j+1)l
2

p ). (6.4)

Here we should remark that p is odd. Combining with Equality (6.3) yields

p−1
2∑

j=1

sj(ζ
(p+2j−1)l

2
p + ζ

(p−2j+1)l
2

p ) = 0. (6.5)

In addition, {ζ
(p+2j−1)l

2
p | j = 1, 2, . . . , p−1

2
} ∪ {ζ

(p−2j+1)l
2

p | j = 1, 2, . . . , p−1
2
} = {ζjlp | j =

1, 2, . . . , p − 1}. Thus, Equality (6.5) is a Q-linear combination of ζ lp, ζ
2l
p , . . . , ζ

(p−1)l
p .

However, the degree of the Q-minimal polynomial of ζ lp is p − 1, so the Q-linear com-
bination has to be trivial. Thus, s1 = s2 = · · · = s p−1

2
= 0. This contradicts (6.1).

The above proposition is an assertion on minimality with respect to the odd cir-
cumference, whereas in fact it is also possible to show minimality with respect to the
number of sheets:

20



Proposition 6.6. Let θ = l
p
π be an irreducible angle, where p is odd prime. If the

oriented graph G(s1, . . . , st) has the θ-symmetric spectrum, then s1 + · · ·+ st ≥ p. The
equality holds if (s1, . . . , s p−1

2
, s p+1

2
) = (2, . . . , 2, 1).

Proof. First, we would like to check that it is sufficient to investigate only the case
where the number of arguments of G(s1, . . . , st) is p+1

2
. Suppose t > p. For arbitrary

positive integer k and for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, the oriented graphsG(s1, . . . , sj, . . . , skp+j, . . . , st)
and G(s1, . . . , sj+1, . . . , skp+j−1, . . . , st) share the same characteristic polynomial and
the same number of sheets, i.e. the same sum of arguments. This is because cos(2(kp+
j)−1)θ = cos(2j−1)θ. Thus, we may assume that t ≤ p. In addition, we suppose p+1

2
<

t ≤ p. For j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p−1
2
}, the oriented graphs G(s1, . . . , s p+1

2
−j, . . . , s p+1

2
+j, . . . , st)

and G(s1, . . . , s p+1
2

−j + 1, . . . , s p+1
2

+j − 1, . . . , st) share the same characteristic poly-

nomial and the same number of sheets. This is because cos(2(p+1
2
− j) − 1)θ =

cos(2(p+1
2

+ j)− 1)θ. Thus, we may assume that t ≤ p+1
2
. On the other hand, Proposi-

tion 6.5 implies that G(s1, . . . , st) does not have the θ-symmetric spectrum if t < p+1
2
.

Therefore, it is sufficient to consider t = p+1
2
, and we have

s p+1
2
≥ 1. (6.6)

Next, we show that if the oriented graph G = G(s1, . . . , s p+1
2
) has the θ-symmetric

spectrum, then s1 + · · ·+ s p+1
2
≥ p. Since G has the θ-symmetric spectrum, we have

ap = 0 (6.7)

by Lemma 3.3. On the other hand, Theorem 3.2 with (6.4) derives

ap = (−1)l+1

p+1
2∑

j=1

sj(ζ
(p+2j−1)l

2
p + ζ

(p−2j+1)l
2

p ), (6.8)

where ζp = e
2π
p
i. By Equalities (6.7) and (6.8), we have

s p−1
2
ζ (p−1)l
p + s p−3

2
ζ (p−2)l
p + · · ·+ s1ζ

p+1
2

l
p + s1ζ

p−1
2

l
p + s2ζ

p−3
2

l
p + · · ·+ s p−1

2
ζ lp + 2s p+1

2
= 0.

Define the polynomial

f(x) = s p−1
2
xp−1 + s p−3

2
xp−2 + · · ·+ s1x

p+1
2 + s1x

p−1
2 + s2ζ

p−3
2

p + · · ·+ s p−1
2
x+ 2s p+1

2
.

This is a Q-coefficient polynomial with degree at most p−1 satisfying f(ζ lp) = 0. Thus,
the polynomial f(x) is a constant multiple of the Q-minimal polynomial of ζ lp, i.e.,
there exists a rational number k such that f(x) = k(xp−1 + xp−2 + · · ·+ 1). We have
s p−1

2
= s p−3

2
= · · · = s1 = 2s p+1

2
= k. This equality and (6.6) derive 1 ≤ s p+1

2
= k

2
, that

is, k ≥ 2. Therefore, we have s1 + · · ·+ s p−1
2

+ s p+1
2

= k · p−1
2

+ k
2
≥ p.

Finally, we note that it has already been proved in Proposition 6.3 that G has the θ-
symmetric spectrum when (s1, . . . , s p−1

2
, s p+1

2
) = (2, . . . , 2, 1), completing the proof.
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We return the discussion to the minimality of odd circumferences. Table 2 sum-
marizes the minimum odd circumferences of our book graphs known at this stage in
small m for an irreducible angle θ = l

m
π. Note that although we have only discussed

the minimality of odd circumferences for odd primes in Proposition 6.5, we have also
found the minimality for m whose upper bound is 3, i.e., m = 4, 6.

m 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 · · ·
Value in Table 1 3 3 5 3 7 5 9 5 11 7 13 · · ·

Min. odd circumference 3 3 5 3 7 ? ? ? 11 ? 13 · · ·

Table 2: Minimum odd circumferences in small m for an irreducible angle θ = l
m
π

In the remainder of this paper, we would like to discuss the minimum odd circumfer-
ences for m ∈ {8, 9, 10, 12}. Relatively easy cases are m = 8, 10. In these cases, values
of cosines can be calculated explicitly, and hence the same procedure as in Proposi-
tion 6.5 can be shown that the oriented graph G(s1, s2), whose odd circumference is 3,
does not have the θ-symmetric spectrum. Thus, the odd circumferences are at least 5,
while Table 1 shows that this value is optimal.

For m = 9, it is difficult to explicitly calculate the values of cosines, so we use field
theoretical techniques:

Proposition 6.7. Let θ = l
9
π be an irreducible angle. Then G(1, 0, 1, 1) has the θ-

symmetric spectrum, while G(s1, s2, s3) does not.

Proof. Let us consider whether G(s1, . . . , sk) has the θ-symmetric spectrum for k = 3

or 4; the odd circumference is 5 or 7, respectively. Let ζ18 = e
2π
18

i and ζ9 = e
2π
9
i. We

only have to show whether a2k−1 = 0 or not. By the same arguments as in the proof of
Proposition 6.5, we have

a2k−1 = −2
k∑

j=1

sj cos(2j − 1)θ

= −
k∑

j=1

sj(ζ
(2j−1)l
18 + ζ

−(2j−1)l
18 )

= (−1)l+1ζ9l18

k∑

j=1

sj(ζ
(2j−1)l
18 + ζ

−(2j−1)l
18 )

= (−1)l+1

k∑

j=1

sj((ζ
l
9)

4+j + (ζ l9)
5−j) (6.9)

Put x = ζ l9 and g(x) =
∑k

j=1 sj(x
4+j + x5−j). Then a2k−1 = 0 if and only if g(x) = 0.

Note that, since x = ζ l9 is a 9-th primitive root of the unity, it satisfies f(x) = 0, where
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f(x) = x6+x3+1 is the 9-th cyclotomic polynomial. Using the relations x6 = −x3−1,
x7 = −x4 − x and x8 = −x5 − x2, we have, for k = 4,

g(x) = (s1 − s4)x
5 + (s1 − s3)x

4 + (s3 − s4)x
2 + (−s3 + s4)x− s2. (6.10)

Since f(x) is the Q-minimal polynomial of ζ9, g(x) = 0 if and only if s1 = s3 = s4 and
s2 = 0. In particular, choosing s1 = s3 = s4 = 1 and s2 = 0, we find G(1, 0, 1, 1), whose
odd circumference is 7, has the θ-symmetric spectrum. On the other hand, for k = 3,
putting s4 = 0 in (6.10), we have

g(x) = s1x
5 + (s1 − s3)x

4 + s3x
2 − s3x− s2. (6.11)

Thus g(x) = 0 if and only if s1 = s2 = s3 = 0. It implies that any G(s1, s2, s3), whose
odd circumference is 5, does not have the θ-symmetric spectrum.

The last remaining case is m = 12. So far, we have effectively used field theoretical
techniques to show that our oriented book graphs with small odd circumferences do not
have the θ-symmetric spectra. However, this approach is not always valid. An example
to puzzle us appears in this case.

Proposition 6.8. Let θ = l
12
π be an irreducible angle. Then, G(s1, s2, s3), whose odd

circumference is 5, does not have the θ-symmetric spectrum.

Proof. For simplicity, we show the case l = 1, but our proof is exactly the same for
other l. Let θ = 1

12
π and G = G(s1, s2, s3). We would like to derive a contradiction

by assuming that G has the θ-symmetric spectrum. Let Ψ(x) =
∑n

j=0 ajx
n−j be the

characteristic polynomial of Hθ(G), where n is the number of vertices of G. Since G
has the θ-symmetric spectrum, we have

a5 = 0 (6.12)

by Lemma 3.3. On the other hand, from Theorem 3.2, we have

a5 = −2(s1 cos θ + s2 cos 3θ + s3 cos 5θ)

= −2
(

s1 cos
π

12
+ s2 cos

3

12
π + s3 cos

5

12
π

)

= −2
(

s1

√
3 + 1

2
√
2

+ s2
1√
2
+ s3

√
3− 1

2
√
2

)

.

Combining with Equality (6.12) yields s1 +2s2− s3 + (s1+ s3)
√
3 = 0. Since 1 and

√
3

are Q-linearly independent, we have

s1 + 2s2 − s3 = 0, (6.13)

s1 + s3 = 0. (6.14)

Equality (6.14) and s1, s3 ≥ 0 lead to s1 = s3 = 0. From this and Equality (6.13), we
have s2 = 0. This contradicts (6.1).
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An interesting point in the above proof is that even though cos π
12
, cos 3

12
π, cos 5

12
π are

Q-linearly dependent, we obtain s1 = s2 = s3 = 0 because s1, s2, s3 are non-negative.
This implies that strategies based only on field theoretical techniques do not generally
provide lower bounds of odd circumferences.

In summary, Table 2 is updated as shown in Table 3. The values in Table 1 are
optimal for small m except for m = 9. On the other hand, for m = 9, the optimal value
is 7 while the value in Table 1 is 9. Table 1 is not perfect, but not bad either.

m 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 · · ·
Value in Table 1 3 3 5 3 7 5 9 5 11 7 13 · · ·

Min. odd circumference 3 3 5 3 7 5 7 5 11 7 13 · · ·

Table 3: Minimum odd circumferences in small m for an irreducible angle θ = l
m
π
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